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Hesperia curtius Fabricius, 1793 was described based on the illustrations included by Jones in his unpublished “Icones”
(1785–1787, Icones 6[5], pl. 70) (Fig. 1). Fabricius (1793) erroneously stated that the specimen was in the Jones collection, but Jones indicated that it was from the Drury collection, and did not mention any locality for H. curtius. Latreille
([1824]: 756) considered H. curtius as a variation of Hesperia virbius Cramer, 1777 and, later, Butler ([1870]: 286)
treated it as a species of Achlyodes Hübner, [1819], indicating that there were no specimens of this species in the Natural
History Museum, London, United Kingdom (NHMUK). It is worth mentioning that Scudder (1889: 1768) synonymized
“Papilio curtius Abb[ot].” with Lerema accius (Smith, 1797) based on the notation written in a drawing made by John
Abbot. However, this notation was not written by Abbot, but by John Francillon, and apparently is in reference to H. curtius (Calhoun 2019: 242). Furthermore, Evans (1953: 26) synonymized H. curtius with Telemiades vespasius (Fabricius,
1793) (actually, a misidentification of T. nicomedes (Möschler, 1879)), but the specimen illustrated by Jones clearly does
not correspond to any species of Telemiades (Siewert et al. 2020: 70).
Here, Hesperia curtius Fabricius, 1793 is proposed as a junior synonym of Nisoniades mimas (Cramer, 1775) (Figs
2–8) due to the morphological similarities between the latter and the male illustrated by Jones (Icones 6[5], pl. 70). The
specimen illustrated has the ground color dark brown, with three forewing apical hyaline spots, and apparently one hyaline spot in CuA1–CuA2 and, as in most cases concerning Jones’ Icones, no type specimens have been identified matching
Jones’ illustrations (Vane-Wright 2021; O. Karsholt, pers. comm.). Papilio mimas Cramer, 1775 presents a similar case,
as it was described based on an unspecified number of specimens from Surinam but there are no specimens that could
correspond to this species at Naturalis Biodiversity Center, Leiden, Netherlands (NBC), where most of Cramer’s extant
type material is housed (de Jong 2005).
It is not to be doubted that Jones’ Icones is of remarkable importance for many reasons, but there might have been
some cases in which Jones’ illustrations were perhaps enhanced from a damaged specimen, as apparently happened with
Papilio homerus Fabricius, 1793 (Papilionidae), Heteronympha merope (Fabricius, 1793) (Nymphalidae) and Urania
leilus (Linnaeus, 1758) (Uraniidae) (Vane-Wright 2021: 36). This could also be the case of Hesperia curtius, in which no
Neotropical or extra-Neotropical specimen does fully match the illustration, which lead us to suspect that the presence of
the hyaline spot in forewing cell CuA1–CuA2 may be due to an accidental damage.
Thus, a male neotype for both Papilio mimas and Hesperia curtius is designated herein, aiming to establish the
taxonomic identity of these names. The chosen neotype specimen for P. mimas (Figs 2–3) has the same morphological
pattern of the specimen illustrated in its original description and the same genitalic characteristics (Figs 4–8) as the male
illustrated by Evans (1953). The same specimen is chosen as the neotype for H. curtius, which has the same morphological characteristics of the male illustrated by Jones (Icones 6, pl. 70) (except for the hyaline spot in CuA1–CuA2), and is
deposited in the Coleção Entomológica Padre Jesus Santiago Moure, Universidade Federal do Paraná, Curitiba, Paraná,
Brazil, with the following labels: / Neotypus/ 10-VIII-2008 5,8 Km SW Santa Rosa do Purus, Acre [Brazil], Mielke &
Carneiro leg./ Neotypus Papilio mimas Cramer 1775 Siewert, Lemes, Lamas, Mielke & Casagrande det. 2021/ Neotypus
Hesperia curtius Fabricius, 1793 Siewert, Lemes, Lamas, Mielke & Casagrande det. 2021/ DZ 44.661/.
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FIGURE 1. Illustration of [Hesperia] curtius in the unpublished Jones’ Icones 1785–1787? (volume V). The translation of the
notation is: wings entirely and uniformly black, the anterior ones with four white spots, the posterior ones immaculate. ©Oxford
University Museum of Natural History.

FIGURES 2–3. Neotype male of Papilio mimas Cramer, 1775 and Hesperia curtius Fabricius, 1793 (DZ 44.661), dorsal and
ventral views.
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FIGURES 4–8. Male genitalia of Nisoniades mimas (Cramer, 1775) from Santa Rosa do Purus, Acre, Brazil (DZ 15.610). 4.
Left lateral view of tegumen, saccus, uncus, gnathos, aedeagus, and valva. 5. Right lateral view of tegumen, saccus, uncus, gnathos, aedeagus, and valva. 6. Internal view of tegumen, saccus, uncus, gnathos, aedeagus, and valva. 7. Dorsal view of tegumen,
saccus, uncus, gnathos, and valva. 8. Ventral view of tegumen, saccus, uncus, gnathos, aedeagus, and valva.
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Besides H. curtius, the following names have also been placed in the synonymy of Nisoniades mimas (Evans, 1953:
49), and a taxonomic revision of the genus is highly desirable in order to establish their taxonomic statuses: Papilio bromius Stoll, 1787, Achlyodes orsus Mabille, 1889, Pellicia inca Lindsey, 1925, Pellicia potera Williams & Bell, 1939, and
Pellicia pollardi Williams & Bell, 1940.
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