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INTRODUCTION

Tue prESeNT stupy started with the taxonomic review of
some of the species dealt with herein. Soon it became
apparent that not only a full-scale taxonomic revision of
all the species would be the only satisfactory answer to
several taxonomic and nomenclatorial problems, but that
the taxonomic significance ofthe organs commonly utilised
for classification, i e, shell, operculum, penis, radula and
spawn, had to be re-assessed. This goal prompted a review
of the functional morphology and the adaptational value
to the animal of a given feature. Though much is left to do
to answer such questions satisfactorily, there are indications
that similar ecological pressures are prone to generate
homoeomorphic properties in closely related species (i e,
related on the genus and family level), and to recognise
this, taxonomy must take account of as many organs and
their properties as possible.

It may be worthwhile to recall the historical development
ofthe taxonomic classification of our species. In the earlier
part of the 19th century, all species were placed in the
genus Littorina. Already in these early days, all nodulose
shells were grouped together, although this was not always
expressed in the generic classification (e.g., PuiLirr1, 1846-
48; R eeve, 1857-58). Later the genus Littorina s. lat. was split
in various ways; without enumerating these taxonomic
arguments, it may be said that the classification pattern
common to all of them was to put the spirally sculptured

species in Littorina, and all nodulose-species in Tectarius,
except Echininus cumingi because of its multispiral oper-
culum (e.g, T roscner, 1856-63;Trvon, 1887; TnieLE, 1929;
WeENz, 1939; cLencu &A BBorT, 1942). Only Assort (1954a)
recognised the close relationships between nodulose
Nodilittorina and some of the spirally sculptured "Littorina’
species and he separated Tectarius and Nodilittorina. But up
to now all generic and subgeneric definitions of littorinid
genera and subgenera coincide with the occurrence, resp.
absence of nodulose or granuldse sculpture (A ssorT, 1954,
1974; RosewaTer, 1970-73, 1981), in spite of the fact that
the anatomical data described by these authors suggest
many close relationships across the limits based upon shell
sculpture.

The species concepts of West Atlantic Nodilittorinae
reflect the development from a shell classification to a
biologically oriented species classification and may be
illustrated by the spirally sculptured Nodilittorina species.
In the 19th century, all new species were proposed upon
shell (and operculum) characters alone. As the differences
were relatively slight and variability inevitably percep-
tible, Beouvaert (1943) united all nominal species in "Lit-
torina ziczac, " explaining some of the shell variations by
sexual dimorphism of a single species; this interpretation
proved to be entirely speculative. It was not until 1969

when Borkowskr & Borkowski (1969) split "Littorina ziczac”

>

into three species, utilising radula and spawn characters
for the first time in this group. By the same criteria,
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BanpeL (1974) recognized a fourth species, then cautiously
named ‘Littorina sp.”. In this paper, Beouaert’s ‘Littorina
ziczac”is shown to be composed of seven species, three of
which can be distinguished only by radula characters, while
the remaining four are also recognized by their shells,
and in some instances also by spawn and operculum char-
acteristics. Also, it proved that nearly all species were
inadequately named, which was due to unresolved taxo-
nomic problems as well as to misidentifications of type
material and to nomenclatorial complications.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We wish to express our thanks to all persons who supported
our studies by providing information, giving recently
collected specimens or enabling the examination of type
specimens: C. V. A. Adams (Royal Albert Memorial Mu-
seum, Exeter, England); E. Binder (MHNG), Th. Borkowski
(Chapel Hill, North Carolina), K. J. Boss (MCZ), C. E.
Edwards (Miami), E. Gittenberger (RMNHL), M. Glibert
(IRSNB),J. Knudsen (ZMK), E. du Bois-Reymond Marcus
(Sao Paulo), P. B. Mordan (BMNH), G.J. Vermeij (Balti-
more), A. Zilch (SMF) ;Mrs. Ch. Hemmer (Bonn) made the
SEM photographs. Financial support of the Deutsche
Forschungsgemeinschaft for one of the authors (K. B.) is
gratefully acknowledged. We thank especially Prof. Dr. H.
K. Erben (Paleontological Institute, University of Bonn,
W. Germany) for his support.

ABBREVIATIONS

B/K Collections of the authors (now largely in
USNM, except few retained specimens of each
sample.)

BMNH British Museum (Natural History), London,
England

IRSNB Institut royal des Sciences Naturelles de Bel-
gique, Bruxelles

MCZ Museum of Comparative Zoology, Harvard Col-
lege, Cambridge, Massachusetts

MHNG Muséum d’Histoire Naturelle de Genéve, Switz-
erland

RMNHL Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden,
Netherlands

SMF Forschungsinstitut Senckenberg, Frankfurt a.
M., Germany

USNM  United States National Museum of Natural His-
tory, Washington, USA.

ZMK Universitetets Zoologiske Museum, Kdbenhavn,

Denmark

THE VELIGER

Vol. 25; No. 1

Explanations: An asterisk in synonymy lists denotes the
introduction ofanew name ofthe species group applicable
to the species dealt with. Localities in the “Material ex-
amined” paragraphs are proven by radula examination
unless otherwise stated.

In the plate explanations, “FN” denotes the photograph
number of a SEM photograph taken and filed in the Insti-
tute for Paleontology of the University of Bonn.

Comparative Morphology
and its Functional Interpretation

Anatomy of Soft Parts

General Remarks: The anatomy of Littorina littorea was
described in great detail by FrerTeEr & Granmam (1962).
These authors based their description on the accounts pub-
lished by Linke (1933) and Jouansson (1939) on the anatomy
of Littorina littorea, L. obtusata and L. saxatilis. M arcus &
M arcus (1963) dissected

lineolata) from Brazil and compared their anatomical data

‘Littorina ziczac” (— Nodilittorina

with those of Johansson, Fretter and Graham, and other
authors. With exception of the morphology of the penis,
M arcus &M arcus have noted no fundamental differences
in the anatomy ofLittorina littorea and Nodilittorina lineolata.

Penis: The species of the genus Nodilittorina described in
this paper possess, where known, a slender verge with an
open, but deeply folded spermiduct and with one large
gland at its outer side. A basal enlargement is always
present.

The penis gland was described in detail by M arcus &
M arcus (1963, fig. 16). They found that it contained gland-
ular cells lining a central cavity with a distal opening. The
gland is similar in morphology to the numerous glands de-
scribed in the genera Littorina s. str, Tectarius and Echininus.
The genera Littoraria, Cenchritis, Fossarilittorina and Melar-
haphe do not have this organ.

The penis morphology of West Atlantic species is not
sufficiently known to allow subgeneric groupings in the
genus Nodilittorina. Available data are depicted in Figures
1A-ID. Information published so far on Atlantic and Indo-
Pacific species suggests a six-fold subdivision of the genus
Nodilittorina. No consistent correlation between penis mor-
phology and other properties of the species emerges from
this, but very close relationships between nodulose and
non-nodulose species can be assumed:

Group 1 (Figures 1A-1C): Penis with basal enlargement,
adhesive flagellum (“Haftlappen” ™ arcus &M arcus (1963))
and one gland (rarely none or two) standing upright on
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Figure 1

Penis Morphology
A) Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina) lineolata (Orbigny) after M arcus &
M arcus, 1963 ("Littorina ziczac,” Sdo Paulo)
B) Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina) sp. after A bbott, 1954a ("Littorina zic-
zac”from the Bahamas; may be N. ziczac (Gmelin) s.str., N. angustior
(Mdrch) or N. mordax spec, nov.)
C) Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina) tuberculata (M enke) after A bbott, 1954a
D) Nodilittorina (Tectininus) antoni (Philippi) after Assorr, 1954a
("Echininus nodulosus’)
E) Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina) pyramidalis (Quoy & Gaimard) after
Rosewater, 1970
F) Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina) praetermissa (May) after PoNnDER £k
RosewATER, 1979 (penis probably strongly contracted)
G) Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina) sundaica (Regteren-Altena) after
PONDER &R OSEWATER, 1979
H) Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina) acutispira (E. A. Smith) after PonDER
k RosewAaTER, 1979
1) Nodilittorina (Liralittorina) striata (King & Broderipi after R osEk-
waAaTER, 1981

the distal end of the basal enlargement. Caribbean species
only: Nodilittorina tuberculata, N. lineolata and N. spec. dub.
(‘Littorina ziczac” of A seorT, 1954a).

Group 2 (Figure IE): Penis with basal enlargement, and
one gland recumbent on it; an adhesive flagellum is not
always described: Indo-Pacific and Eastern Atlantic nod-
ulose species placed by Rosewarer (1970, 1981) in the
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subgenera N. (Nodilittorina) and N. (Granulilittorina): N.
pyramidalis, N. millegrana, N. granosa, N. helenae.

Group 3 (Figures 1F-1G): Penis with basal enlargement
and one gland incorporated in its distal part. Apparently
no adhesive flagellum: Indo-Pacific and Eastern Atlantic
non-nodulose species placed by Rosewarer (1970, 1981)
and poxpErR &RosewaTERr (1979) in Littorina (Austrolittorina):
N. sundaica, N. unifasciata, N. knysnaensis, N. praetermissa,
N. cincta, N. punctata, N. africana.

Group 4 (Figure 1H): Penial gland on a long, upright
projection inserting near outer, proximal end of penis,
i e, at the same place as the basal enlargement of groups
1,2,3,5;apparently no adhesive flagellum: the Australian
N. acutispira only (PoNpER & RosewaTER (1979)).

Group 5 (Figure ID): Penis with basal enlargement;
single gland remote from it on the distal part of the verge,
surrounded by “numerous, small, fleshy, opaque-white
papillae” (A ssotr, 1954a: N. (Tectininus) antoni, then named
Echininus nodulosus).

Group 6 (Figure II): Penis slender, without any append-
ages: the West African N. (Liralittorina) striata only (R ose-
water, 1981)

The first three groups are most closely related to each
other. If the differences of the Caribbean species (group 1)
prove to be significant and consistent throughout the
species not yet investigated, they would be related more
closely to each other than to Indo-Pacific species (groups
2, 3, 4), regardless of the presence or absence of nodulose
sculpture, differences in operculum morphology and the
considerable modifications of the radula in Nodilittorina
tuberculata and N. mordax. In the Indo-Pacific, however,
shell sculpture seems to be correlated with a penis feature,
but even so the Indo-Pacific species of groups 2 and 3
would have more penis characters in common than they
have with the Caribbean forms. The subgeneric name
Echinolittorina Habe, 1956 is available for the latter, and
should further anatomical evidence prove that such species
as N. tuberculata, N. lineolata etc. are more closely related
to each other than to their apparent Pacific analogues,
e.g., N. pyramidalis, resp. N. paytensis, they would have to be
classified accordingly.

The fourth group is probably related to the third; the
peculiarities can be seen as modifications of the characters
of the third group.

The fifth, monospecific group is sufficiently different from
the rest to warrant the retention of a particular subgenus,
Nodilittorina (Tectininus) C LENCH & A BBOTT, 1942,

The sixth group, also monospecific, has been raised to
subgeneric rank recently (Rosewater, 1981). The penis
characters fully justify this, while radula and shell proper-
ties are well within the range observed in groups 1-4.

The differences between the four first-mentioned groups

appear to be minor, and in view of the number of species
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notyetinvestigated, and the impossibility in the Caribbean
species of correlating these penis properties consistently
with othermorphological features, these groups are united
in the subgenus Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina) M artens, 1897.
Synonyms of this are Echinolittorina Habe, 1956a, Granuli-
littorina Habe &Kosuge, 1966 and Austrolittorina Rosewater,
1970.

Little is known about the functional morphology of the
penis appendages. It has been suggested that the gland
and the flagellum secure the adhesion of the distal part
of the penis in the mantle cavity of the female during
copulation (Linke 1933, 1934: “Klebdriisen” = “sticking
glands” in Littorina littorea; M arcus &M arcus 1963: “Haft-
lappen” = “adhesive velum” in Nodilittorina lineolata).

Radula: T roscuerL (1856-63: 129)noted as a constant char-
acter of representatives of the Littorinae (in Troschel’s
terminology uniting the families Lacunidae and Littorini-
dae of TuieLe’s (1929-35) terminology) a low and wide
lateral tooth with a characteristically extended gutter-like,
outer posterior corner connected to an embayment of the
outer posterior edge. Troschel expressed the opinion that
generic differences in the Littorinae of his terminology
showed up in the shape of the central tooth. So, forexample,
the members of the genus Lacuna are characterized as typ-
ical representatives of the Littorinae by the morphology
of their lateral teeth, and as belonging in the genus Lacuna
by the hexagonal outline of the central teeth.

W ithin the genus Littorina Troschel differentiated 3 sub-
genera: Littorina, “Tectus” (= Tectarius) and ‘Nina”’(= Echi-
ninus). In order to do so he used as characters the mor-
phology (number of whorls) of the operculum and the
length-width relationship of the central tooth ofthe radula.
In his scheme Troschel came to the assumption that Nodi-
littorina pyramidalis belonged to the subgenus Tectus of the
genus Littorina along with others, as for example, Cenchritis
muricatus.

TaieLe (1929: 124-127) includes Nodilittorina as subgenus
in the genus Tectarius (subgenus Tectus of Troschel). Tectarius
is characterised by Thiele in regard to its radula morphol-
ogy in such general terms that it cannot be differentiated
with these features from members of the genus Littorina
(subgenus Littorina of Troschel) in contrast to Troschel’s
earlier proposal. Thiele held the members of both genera
Tectarius and Littorina apart only by differences in the
number of whorls present on the operculum and by pres-
ence or absence of nodular sculpture of the shell.

PONDER (1976) and A RNAUD & BANDEL (1978) have found
in their studies of radulae of Antarctic Littorinidae that
there are many features to be found transitional between
Lacunidae and Littorinidae. T roscuer’s (1856-63) assump-
tion that the group Littorinae, encompassing both Lacuni-
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dae and Littorinidae of Thiele’ classification, holds closely
related species which can best be differentiated and classi-
fied by their radula morphology, was confirmed by their
studies. Thus, no cleardividing line may be drawn between
Thiele’ families Littorinidae on one side and Lacunidae
on the other side. A rxaup &Banper (1978) noted a transi-
tion from the radula morphology of members of the genus
Laevilitorina to that typical for the genus Lacuna. The
members of the species of Laevilitorina studied show a
radula morphology similar to typical representatives of
the genus Littorina in the broad sense, including such shapes
as are present in the radula of Nodilittorina pyramidalis.

Outside of the Antarctic'region, as, for example, in the
Caribbean area, Littorinidae are restricted to the inter-
tidal and supratidal zones. In contrast to this circumstance
in the Antarctic region, Laevilitorina lives continuously
below water. There is a transition of morphological features
from the radula present in Laevilitorina to radulae typical
for representatives of the genus Lacuna of the northern
hemisphere to be found in the southern region. ArRnaubp
& Banxper (1978) suggested that this mode of life is, there-
fore, not to be considered as secondary adaptation but
reflects the mode of life of the ancestors of the intertidal
littorinids. However, as the taxonomic and phylogenetic
relationships of the numerous taxa of the New Zealand
and Antarctic region are not sufficiently known, and as
the presence of Littoraria-like species as early as the Ceno-
manian points to an early adaptation to the intertidal
habitat, it is not shown which taxa exhibit more primitive
properties. It is even conceivable that in Antarctic waters
species adapted secondarily to subtidal habitats, forced by
the formation of inland and pack ice.

The radulae of 18 species of Littorinidae from the Atlan-
tic, the Caribbean Sea and the Mediterranean Sea were
described by Banprr (1974). He differentiated, by the
radula function and the radula morphology derived from
that function, two different groups of littorinid species.
The first of these groups was exemplified by the radula
of Littorina littorea (Figure 2B), the function of which has
been described and analysed in detail by a ~xer (1936,
1937). Reviews of these studies along with new observations
were presented by FrerTErR & G rRamam (1962), RicurER
(1962) and rRosewater (1980), who divided this group in
four, using details of radula morphology: “rhomboidal,
hooded, moderate and pick.” Into the first group of Bandel,
a number of members of the genus Nodilittorina can be
included, as for example the type species of the genus
Nodilittorina, N. pyramidalis and also N. ziczac, N. lineolata,
N. interrupta, N. dilatata, N. vermeiji, N. glaucocincta, N. angustior
and N. riisei. This radula can be considered to be closely
linked in its general morphology to the assumed original
littorinid radula still found in some Antarctic representa-
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Figure 2

Radulae

A) Nodilittorina (N.) pyramidalis (Quoy & Gaimard), Indo-Pacific;
B) Littorina (L.J littorea (Linnaeus), European Atlantic coast

tives of this family that live below the intertidal zone. It
is found among most littorinids modified only in small,
but characteristic details. This type of dentition is used to
rake in detritus, bite off plant material, to scrape algal
crusts and shovel loose material into the mouth. It can be
considered as an all-purpose instrument.

The second group ofradulae described by Banper (1974)
includes only a few species of the genus Nodilittorina, as for
example Nodilittorina tuberculata, N. mordax and N. antoni.
Here the lateral teeth have lost their shovel-like, concave
shape and have become solid, massive cusps, larger and
longer than all other teeth in each transverse row of the
radula ribbon. The central tooth is reduced in size to such
a degree that it has lost its function. This radula is used
mainly for scraping and scratching over rock surfaces.
Food material will be scratched from surfaces mainly with
the lateral teeth and only the transport of loosened food
material to the radula-midline is aided by the shorter
marginal teeth.

Both groups of radulae found within the genus Nodilit-
torina are connected to each other by intermediate forms
most probably not forming one line of descent but, at
least, two (Figure 5).
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The type species of the genus Nodilittorina, N. pyramidalis
(Figure 2A) has a radula that in all essential features is
like that of N. ziczac. The central tooth is about 2 times
higher than wide. Its anterior front is evenly concave and
the anterior corners are rounded forming the base of the
2 flanking cusps that accompany the solid, much larger,
central, main cusp. A broad central swelling of the basal
platform of the central tooth is continuous into the main
cusp. The anterior corners of the central tooth are ex-
tended into narrow, wing-like structures that form the
anterior portion of the straight margins of the tooth. In
the posterior halfofthe basal platform the central swelling
widens to form the rounded posterior corners. The lateral
wings are in contact with this swelling in the posterior
third of the margins. The posterior edge of the central
tooth is formed by the rounded corners and, between them,
an evenly concave embayment with arounded or pointed
central tongue projecting from it.

The central tooth and the lateral teeth of each row are
hinged to each other in such a way that the inner raised
margins of the lateral teeth rest in the concavities formed
by the marginal wings and the central swelling of the
central tooth. On the other hand the solid, rounded pos-
terior corners of the central tooth project over and rest
on the lower, wing-like inner margin of the lateral teeth.
When the teeth are erected at the moment the radula
ribbon is drawn over the front of the odontophore, the
movement of the central and the lateral teeth,because of
their being hinged with each other, occurs in phase with
each other.

The lateral teeth also make up the largest teeth in each
transverse row of teeth in the radula. It shows a wide
cutting edge on its anterior front, dominated by two solid,
central cusps. The inner of these cusps forms an angle
larger than 90° with the basal platform of the tooth, while
the outer cusp forms an angle of about 90° with it and in
the folded radula stands up vertically. Both central cusps
continue with their bases into a solid central swelling of
the basal platform that becomes narrowest in the posterior
center of the basal platform. The swelling widens again
at its approach to the posterior edge. Here it forms a
solid, short, thumb-like projection or denticle on the inner
side that also forms the inner posterior corner. On the
other side the posterior end of the central swelling ends
without projection before the onset of a deep indentation
of the posterior edge. This indentation forms the outer
portion of the posterior edge between the central swelling
and the projecting outer corner. The latter is the end of
the outermargin that continues into the cutting edge. Near
its outer, posterior end this margin is folded up, and,
therefore, the basal platform between central swelling and
outer margin is of gutter-like shape and deeply concave.
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The two main cusps of the cutting edge of the lateral
tooth are accompanied on both sides by one smaller den-
ticle. The inner of these denticles is continuous into a
shouldered wing with a raised inner rim. It is this wing
that rests on the wing-like margin of the central tooth.
The shoulder is found only in the anterior portion of the
inner margin. Its raised rim ends at about half of the
length of the margin, and a low, wing-like structure is
present from rim end to the thumb-like, inner, posterior
corner. Onto this posterior portion of the inner wing of
the lateral tooth the solid, swollen bases of the central
tooth are resting in the relaxed radula.

The outer raised margin of the lateral tooth will project
over the outer margin of the inner marginal tooth in the
relaxed radula. The inner marginal tooth rests within the
gutter-like, outer, concave portion of the lateral tooth.
It is attached to the radula ribbon in such a way that its
cutting edge with its four cusps can berested on the lateral
tooth against the slope formed by its two outer cusps and
their continuation into the central swelling. The inner
marginal tooth shows a cutting edge with pointed, up-
turned cusps, the second outer of which is the largest.
The cutting edge and the upper portion of the basal plat-
form form a spoon-like concavity. The posterior portion
of the platform is shaped like the solid, bilaterally flat-
tened shaft ofthis spoon. The inner and the outer margins
are straight and there may be a basal knob present at the
pointed posterior edge.

The outer marginal tooth, in the relaxed radula, rests
upon the upper, flat side of the inner marginal tooth. Its
upturned cutting edge then is fitted into the spoon-like
cavity of the inner marginal tooth. The outer marginal
tooth is claw-like in shape and may be quite variable
between species with otherwise very similar teeth. The
number of cusps on the cutting edge is characteristic for
species, and in this group around the type species of the
genus Nodilittorina it counts between 6 and 9. The inner-

mostofthe cuspsisthe largestand commonly of triangular
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outline. The others are pointed and narrow. The central
shaft is solid, straight and thickened by a ridge. There
are wing-like lamellae present both on the inner and on
the outer margin. The lamellae are not continuous into
the claw-like apical region of the tooth,but end in inden-
tations before reaching it. The inner lamella is narrow and
little prominent, while the outer forms a wide, projecting
wing on the lower half of the shaft. The posterior corner
is pointed. With the inner marginal lamella the base of
the outer marginal tooth is hinged to the inner marginal
tooth. This lamella fits into the depression present on
the base of the inner marginal tooth. The marginal teeth
are not only erected,but also spread sideways when the
radula ribbon is pulled over the edge of the odontophore.

The radula typical of Nodilittorina, as described above,
shows many similarities to the typical radula of Littorina
as present in L. littorea (Figure 2). But there are also suffi-
cient differences in morphology as well as in other organs
to be seen to separate both genera. The central tooth of
L. littorea is hinged with the lateral tooth just as described
above for Nodilittorina. But in contrast to the latter the
central tooth of L. littorea is much wider and of more
rectangular shape. The lateral tooth is very similar to that
of N. pyramidalis with only the exception that the margin
of the inner wing shows lessupturned anterior shoulders.
The inner marginal tooth also is very similar in L. littorea
and the discussed group of Nodilittorina. 1t also rests in the
gutter-like groove present on the outer platform of the
lateral tooth. The outer marginal tooth of L. littorea, in
contrast, is quite different from that of Nodilittorina. In L.
littorea the base of the outer marginal tooth is twisted off
from the main shaft and forms a separate wide base for
attachmenton the membrane. Aside from this base forming
an angle with the shaft the latter is rounded and shows no
marginal lamellae. Its claw-like apex only has five cusps.

So major differences between Nodilittorina pyramidalis,
N. ziczac, N. lineolata and N. interrupta on the one hand and
Littorina littorea on the other may be found in the shape of

Explanation of Figures /2 io 17

The early ontogenetic shell

Figure 12: Nodilittorina (N.) millegrana (Philippi, 1848) Port Sudan,
Red Sea.

(a) Overview; X 100 FN 1714/22
(b) Overview; X 170 FN 1714/17
(c) Sculpture of larval shell; X 500 FN 1714/23
Figure 13: Nodilittorina (N.) tuberculata (Menke, 1828) FN 1165/6A

Nodilittorina (N.) ziczac (Gmelin, 1791)
14: Embryonic shell; X 290 FN 1168/33A
15: Sculpture of larvalshell;Colombia, Santa Marta;
X 650 FN 2150/13
Nodilittori?ia (N.) interrupta (C. B. Adams in Philippi, 1847)
Figure 16:Overview. Colombia,Santa Marta. X 175 FN 2180/2
17: Embryonic shell. X 450 FN 903/29

Figure

Figure

Figure
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the central tooth which is wider and more solid in L.
littorea, and in the shape of the outer marginal tooth. The
latter shows a twisted off, wide, flattened base, a rounded
main shaft without marginal lamellae and fewer cusps
present on the cutting edge. Such characteristics as present
in L. littorea can also be noted, for example, in L. saxatilis,
L. obtusata, Littoraria angulifera, Fossarilittorina meleagris and
also in Cenchritis muricatus (se€ BANDEL, 1974).

Within members of the genus Nodilittorina the radula
morphology as present in N. pyramidalis, N. ziczac, N. lineo-
lata and N. interrupta is very close to that commonly present
within the Littorinidae in general. But in other members
of the genus Nodilittorina the teeth of the radula become
continuously more modified until a radula morphology
is reached that resembles that of Nodilittorina antoni.

In Nodilittorina antoni the central tooth has developed
into arudimentary, very narrow rod thatisnotsolid enough
to serve a function in the use of the radula. It lies almost
completely hidden between the two lateral teeth. Here, on
the innermargin of the solid, hammer-shaped lateral teeth
agroove is present into which the narrow, flexible, central
tooth can be fitted with its posterior two thirds. Therefore,
only the uppermost portion of the central tooth is visible
with its small, rudimentary, main cusp. Members of this
species from San Salvador and Haiti, usually, show a better
developed central tooth than members of this species from
the Bahama Islands, where central teeth, in general, are
more rudimentary.

The lateral teeth have become the dominating features
in the radula of Nodilittorina antoni. They are large and
solid and with the width of their anterior portions they
also represent the width of the whole radula ribbon. The
central tooth is, as we have seen above, held in a groove
on their inner margins. The inner and outer marginal
teeth, in the relaxed radula, are rested in the pockets
formed by the lower, posterior portion ofthe outer margin.
The inner marginal rim is present only as a narrow rudi-
mentary projection on the inner side of the main cusp.
The outer posterior corner, in its typical littorinid mor-
phology, has disappeared and there is only a narrow
lower terrace that follows the outer margin. On this terrace
the marginal teeth may be rested. The cutting edge is
formed mainly by a very solid, main cusp that stands
vertically on the anterior portion of the tooth. There is
an additional smaller outer cusp that projects sideways
and forms the point of the greatest width of the radula
in each transverse row of teeth. The posterior edge of the
lateral tooth is rounded and formed by the end of the
solid, swollen basal platform. There is no trace of a basal
denticle. Aside from the longitudinal groove a crescentic

depression is present on the flat, vertical inner margin
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of the tooth. This groove serves no apparent function.
The posterior end of each lateral tooth fits into a groove
present below the cutting edge ofthe posteriorly following
row of teeth.

The marginal teeth are very slender with straight shaft
and vertically upturned cusps. The inner marginal tooth
is more solid than the outer marginal tooth and shows
only one solid cusp. The posterior end is pointed and
flattened. The outer marginal tooth shows 2-3 cusps and a
slender, rounded shaft. Individuals from San Salvador and
Haiti, here again, show less reduction and, usually, 3 cusps
on the outer marginal tooth. Those representatives of this
species collected at Nassau show 2 to 3 cusps.

In action the teeth of the Nodilittorina antoni radula will
spread only very little and the scraping action is carried
outby the dominating lateral teeth, while the central tooth
is without function and the marginal teeth can only aid
in catching material scraped off by the action of the laterals.
Strong wear of the main cusps of the lateral teeth is the
result of this activity, while the inner marginals show less
wear and the outer marginal teeth no wear.

The development of the morphology of teeth as present
in Nodilittorina antoni can be traced step by step in inter-
mediate species starting with the type of radula present in
N. pyramidalis. But the radula teeth morphology of differ-
ent species does not show one direct trend to develop this
modified radula type. In different species, different teeth
acquire new features while others may show conservative
trends.

In the differentiation and reduction of the central tooth
we can trace a line, as follows. The already (in comparison
with most other littorinids) slender teeth of Nodilittorina
pyramidalis, N. ziczac, N. lineolata and N. interrupta show all
typical features, as, for example, solid main cusp of the
cutting edge accompanied on its sides by smaller cusp,
wing-like upper margins, and a swelling extended into the
posterior basal platform. In N. vermeiji the general shape
of the central tooth has remained like that of the former
species but the marginal wings have become narrower. In
the case of N. dilatata and N. angustior, in addition, the
tooth becomes more elongated and is now higher than
twice its width. In IV. riisei the marginal cusps of the cutting
edge have migrated partially to the front of the central
cusp and have split into smaller cusps. The lateral wings
are extremely narrow here and the basal edge between
posterior curves and central tongue is no longer concave.
In N. glaucocincta a frontal rim has developed which carries
the marginal cusps in such a way that they form a raised
rim. The lateral wings are lost and the central tooth has
become about 3 times higher than wide. In addition, there

is no more hinging between central and lateral teeth of
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each row. In N. mordax these tendencies have increased.
A pointed long rim with raised margins forms the anterior
front. In contrast to N. tuberculata, N. mordax still shows
rounded basal corners, while in N. tuberculata these corners
are angular. In N. mordax and N. tuberculata the lower
margins of the central tooth can be fitted into furrows
present on the inner marginal flanks of the lateral teeth.
In N. antoni, finally, the central tooth is almost hidden in
these furrows of the neighbouring lateral teeth.

We can also trace the development of the chisel-like
laterals, as present in N. antoni, step by step. The lateral
teeth of N. ziczac, N. lineolata, N. interrupta and N. pyramidalis
reflect the shape which is generally found among littori-
nids. Typical features are seen in the wide inner rim and
the marginal lamella, the central swelling which continues
into the main cusps of the cutting edge, and the basal
thickening ofthe inner posterior edge forming the thumb-
like inner comer. Typical is also the extended outer corner
with upturned outer margin and deep indentation between
this corner and the end of the central swelling.

In Nodilittorina dilatata, N. vermeiji, N. angustior and N
riisei the two main cusps of the lateral tooth become
strengthened and more prominent. The length-width re-
lationship changes in favour ofthe length ofthe tooth. The
thumb-like projection of the inner posterior corner is less
pronounced than in the former group of species. In. N.
glaucocincta the lateral tooth has acquired a greater length
than width and the central cuspshave increased in strength
even more. The major difference from the group with N.
dilatata lies in N. glaucocincta in the formation of the inner
flank of the tooth. Here, the marginal rim and wing is
present only in the anterior portion of the inner margin.
The posterior portion of this marginal flank shows a deep
furrow without lamella. A thumb-like, inner base of the
central swelling is present no longer.

In Nodilittorina mordax marginal cusps have disappeared
on the cutting edge of the lateral tooth. Nodilittorina tuber-
culata no longer shows a raised rim of the outer margin,
which could hold the inner marginal tooth at its place of
rest, as is present in all other species mentioned before.
It is only a short step away from this still wide lamella of
the outer margin of N. tuberculata to the narrow, terrace-
like outer margin of N. anfoni. In the latter, the cutting
edge of the lateral tooth has become more hammer-like in
shape.

In regard to the inner marginal tooth very little differ-
ence can be seen in most of the Nodilittorina species dis-
cussed here. A reduction of the number of cusps is noted
from the usual four to three in N. glaucocincta, two to three
in N. mordax and 1cusp only in N. antoni.

THE VELIGER

Vol. 25; No. i

The outer marginal tooth again shows a different line of
morphological development. The largest number of cusps
is observed in Nodilittorina ziczac (8-9) and N. vermeiji (9).
The former species has wide marginal lamellae while in
N. vermeijithese lamellae are narrow. Nodilittorina interrupta
and N. dilatata show 7-8 cusps; N. lineolata, N. angustior and
N. riisei have 6-7 cusps. Here, N. lineolata and N. angustior
show wide marginal lamellae while N. riisei has narrow
lamellae. Nodilittorina glaucocincta and N. mordax have 5-6
cusps, N tuberculata and N. antoni2-3 cusps. All these species
show no marginal lamellae.

The difference of development of these teeth demon-
strates that the discussed species are not related to each
other in a straight line of descent. The representatives of
the genus Nodilittorina from the Caribbean Sea can be
considered as branches of one phylogenetic line with the
tendency to develop a radula with a scraping function
rather than a raking and biting function as is present in
littorinids in general. This circumstance enables us to dif-
ferentiate, by radula features, species which otherwise
show very little differences. Since we can still trace the
different steps of the development towards the radula of
N. antoni in our living fauna within the general area of
the Caribbean Sea, it is quite probable that this develop-
ment reflects a rather new phylogenetic achievement,
restricted to the Caribbean area. This would explain the
absence of similar radula features in the Indo-Pacific area.
The radula type present in Nodilittorinapyramidalis and the
group around N. ziczac, which must be considered as the
pool from which our species development of the scraping
radula has arisen, is commonly found among tropical and
subtropical littorinid species from the Atlantic (see BANpEL,
1974) and the Indo-Pacific (see Rosew ater, 1970).

This closely linking chain of development of the mor-
phology of radula teeth demonstrates the close relation
between the Caribbean species of the genus Nodilittorina,
even though the extremes, seen isolated, seem to be quite
apart. It is, therefore, considered to be of no value to
construct a subgeneric differentiation of these species on
radula characters alone, even though it would be asimple
task to do so with the help of the radula characters dem-
onstrated above. Radula characters have developed in
different lines to similar shapes; lines that are differen-
tiated from each other by shell characters and morphology
of the egg capsules (Figure 95).

Spawn (Figure 5): Within the family Littorinidae there
exists quite some diversity of the morphology and con-
sistency ofthe egg masses. There are species with gelatinous
egg masses, with young hatching as miniature adults from
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abrood pouch, with young hatching as veliger larvae from
a brood pouch and with concrete, unattached, floating
egg capsulesreleased into the water ofthe sea. M iLEIkovskY
(1975) has reviewed data on 39 species of littorinids from
various regions of the world regarding the types of larval
development. Allmembers of the genus Nodilittorina listed
by this author show a completely pelagic development of
their larvae.

Egg capsules of members of the genus Nodilittorina were
described by Lesour (1945), Tokioka &H aBe (1953), H aBE
(1956b), Kosima (1957),w wirrre (1965),sTrunsaker (1966),
BORKOWSKI & Borkowskl (1969), Rosewater (1970), Bor-
kowskl (1971), Banper (1974), Roserrson (1974). BanpveL
(1974) has also presented a generalised scheme to show
littorinid spawn as known from the literature. Here it
becomes evident, that spawn is to be considered as of
restricted taxonomic value within the littorinids in general.
The closely related species Littorina littorea, L. obtusata and
L. saxatilis, for example, hatch from very different egg
masses. InX. littorea free floating egg capsules are produced
from which veligers will hatch with a long free larval life.
In L. obtusata gelatinous egg masses are glued to algal
substrates. From these crawling young will hatch after a
completed metamorphosis within the egg masses. In L
saxatilis (s.I) crawling young will hatch after completed
metamorphosis within the brood pouch of the female.

Members of the genus Nodilittorina, as far as is known at
present, only produce spawn consisting of free floating egg
capsules holding usually one egg only. Differences can be
observed again within the floating egg capsules produced
by many littorinids. These may be grouped in two ways,
the first of which is by content: Many or few eggs per
capsule, as, for example, in Littorina littorea, and 1 egg
per capsule, as, for example, in the known representatives
of Nodilittorina. W ithin such species having one egg capsule
only, the shape of the capsules differentiates several groups
(see Banper, 1974). The egg capsules of species of the
genus Nodilittorina are characterized by a basal, watch-glass-
shaped or flat wall and an upper cupola projecting over
the base with a more or less wide rim. The cupola is sculp-
tured by ridges and may show quite different ornamenta-
tion and shape, which could prove to be of taxonomic value
within the genus Nodilittorina.

Nodilittorina interrupta, N. lineolata, N. ziczac and N. dilatata
capsules show a broad, vertical, unsculptured, basal por-
tion in theirupper cupola and a species-specific number of
ridges on the top of the cupola. In N. tuberculata and N.
angustior the cupola extends into the basal rim, and a large
number of step-like ridges is present. In N. riisei and N.
antoni the vertical basal portion of the cupola shows addi-
tional, inclined, transversal stripes.
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Egg capsules from Pacific representatives of the genus
Nodilittorina resemble those from the Caribbean Sea. The
capsules OfN.piCta (WHipPLE, 1965, STRUHSAKER &COoSTLOW,
1969) from Hawaii (= N. hawaiiensis Rosewater &Kadolsky)
are similarto those found in N. ziczac. Nodilittorina millegrana
(H aBE, 1956 (as picta)-, Tokioka & H aBE, 1953; RoBERTSON,
1974) shows a striated basal portion and, therefore, resem-
bles the egg capsules of N. antoni; N. pyramidalis egg capsules
(TOKIOKA, 1950; R OBERTSON, 1974) resemble again those of
N. ziczac.

Each spawn of Nodilittorina consists of a large number of
egg capsules. sSTrRunsaker & Costrow (1969) have counted
between 10 and 1000 eggs per spawn on N. picta (= N.
hawaiiensis). The egg masses may show some minor varia-
tion in the ornamentation of individual capsules which is
not so large as to dominate their species characteristics.
Spawn of N. ziczac from Florida (BORKOWSKI & BORKOW SKI,

1969) is quite like that of members of this species from
Colombia (Banper, 1974).

SHELL

General Remarks: The Nodilittorina species dealt with
here can (all but three) be distinguished by their shell
characters. The differences are sometimes subtle, but are
always corroborated by more obvious differences of other
organs. Only Nodilittorina riisei, N. glaucocinctaand N. mordax
have virtually identical shells, but very distinct radulae.
As in this case the shell was phylogenetically more con-
servative than the radula, it seems that shell characters
are not always that variable and hence ofminor taxonomic
significance as is sometimes expressed in literature. Ob-
viously, lumping of seven non-nodulose species and two
nodulose species into one each, as for example, BeouaerT
(1943) and crLencu &A seorT (1942) did, respectively, gave
the illusion of highly variable shell characters of these as-
sumed “species.” Certainly, as all species established in the
19th century were defined by shell characters alone, it was
science at its best to question the importance placed on
shell characters, unless anatomical data confirmed the
“conchological”concept. The data now available show that
many of the ancient species have been correctly proposed.
It is noteworthy that a similar process of recognition oc-
curred in European when H eLLer (1975a)
realised that at least four species had been lumped under
the name of Littorina saxatilis (Olivi), again resulting in
the deceptive picture of a “species” with extreme shell
variability.

littorinids,

Shell Sculpture: Individual species may frequently be
distinguished by their sculpture. The number of primary,
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secondary and tertiary spirals, the profile of spiral ridges
and furrows, the occurrence, shape and strength of nodu-
lose beads and the way they merge or stay apart or divide
themselves are useful criteria. In the genus Nodilittorina,
however, the existence of nodulose sculpture cannot be
consistently linked to other properties of the species, e.g,
radula, penis, operculum or spawn characters. In fact, all
anatomical and even conchological characters apart from
the sculpture, the nodulose species prove to be very closely
related to the non-nodulose species classified by Rosew aTERr,
1970 as Littorina (Austrolittorina), while no particular rela-
tionships to other Littorinid genera with nodulose sculp-
ture can be recognized. Furthermore, in some species
(Nodilittorina australis (Gray), N. millegrana (Philippi), N.
hawaiiensis Rosewater & Kadolsky, N. cinerea (Pease), N.
quadricincta (Mihlfeld), N. striata (King & Broderip)) the
infraspecific variability of sculpture ranges from spirally
striated to grandse or nodulose. A review of the entire
family Littorinidae shows that nodulose sculpture has
originated several times independently, as taxa showing
this property have either close relationships to non-nodu-
lose species or no particular relationships at all, not even
to other nodulose taxa. These groups of nodulose species
are (for genus definitions, see Table 1):

1. Tectarius: an Indo-Pacific group without close allies
(ROSEWATER, 1972-73, as Tectarius (Tectarius)).

2. Echininus: another Indo-Pacific group without close
allies (Rosew aTeRr, 1972, as Echininus (Echininus)).

3. Cenchritis: comprises one Caribbean species only; pos-
sibly related to Littoraria (o ssorr, 1954, as Tectarius (Cench-
ritis); P. H. FISCHER, 1971).

4. Nodilittorina: worldwide, tropical and subtropical;
close anatomical relations to non-nodulose species do not
justify a subgeneric separation of nodulose species; even
the nodulose species in this genus may be of polyphyletic
origin, as they form five groups which did not necessarily
originate from a common nodulose ancestor: (a) N. pyra-
midalis-miliaris (-dilatata?) group, (b) N. tuberculata, (c) N.
millegrana group, (d) IV. (Tectininus) antoni, (e) N. (Liralit-

"torina) striata.
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5. Littorina aleutica D ali, 1872: A nodulose species prob-
ably related to Littorina sitchana (Philippi), L. atkana Dali
and L. obtusata (Linnaeus) (see P. H. Fiscuer, 1967a).

6. Littorina brevicula (Philippi, 1844): A species with
spiral ornamentation sometimes growing rugose or nodu-
lose; notclosely related to L. aleutica, although to be placed
in the same genus.

7. Melarhaphe nodulifera (Kadolsky, 1973): a European
Oligocene form originated from the sympatric M. obtus-
angula (Sandberger, 1859) which is entirely smooth, as are
all other species of Melarhaphe.

These examples demonstrate the impossibility of utilis-
ing the nodulose sculpture by itselfin littorinid taxonomy;
however, combined with other shell and anatomical fea-
tures it may be helpful to recognise related groups of
species, hence genera and subgenera (compare Table 1).

Colour Pattern: Highly variable colour patterns in some
Gastropods (e.g., the land snail Cepaea) led to the con-
clusion that colour patterns can be assigned no or little
taxonomic value. Also, this study has been conducted dis-
regarding colour patterns of Nodilittorina. However, once
the species were defined utilising other shell characters
as well as operculum, radula and spawn characters, they
turned out to have also fairly characteristic colour patterns.
There is considerable variation; in our group, the most
variable features are the inconstancy of ziczac lines which
easily turn into straight or only slightly bent lines, and
the extent ofthe dark brown pigmented zone in the middle
of the whorls: sometimes being only a darker shade, some-
times seen in full intensity on the outer surface, it may
also vary considerably in width.

Interestingly, only spirally sculptured and weakly gran-
ulése species of Nodilittorina seem to develop colour mark-
ings, as strong nodules certainly will obscure any markings.
This, and the fact that the range of colour patterns in each
species is relatively small, suggest that each particular
colourpattern, ormore generally speaking, the appearance
of the shell surface (thus including obvious sculptures)
is biologically meaningful in a given habitat. Its value in

Explanation of Figures /8 to 22

Nodilittorina (N.) ziczac (G m elin, 1791)
Figure 18: Martinique. BMNH 1854. 10.4.13.; lectotype of Litorina
dorbignyana Philippi, 1847; probably original of ORBIGNY, 1842
(nit 15.figs. 5, 8). Shell: 24.2X 14.0mm. Radula:
'P ’ 6 X280 FN 1465/11
Figure 79: Locality unknown. BMNH 1968.222. Lectotype of Lit-

torina debilis Philippi, 1846. Shell: 9.2X6.4mm. Radula:
a) X280 FN 1600/30

b) X280 FN 1600/28

Nodilittorina (N.) lineolata (Orbigny, 1840)
Figure 20: Rio de Janeiro, part. BMNH 1854.12.4. 363. Lectotype.
Shell: 8.2X5.1lmm, Radula: X 480 FN 1465/63
Figure 2/: Rio de Janeiro, Hapuca in Niteroi. SMF 110777. Shell:
9.6X6.7mm, Radula: X 370 FN 1600/1A
Figure 22: Sdo Vicente near Santos. Marcus &Marcus leg. USNM
749802. Shell: 7.9X4.lmm
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Genus
(with type species)

Littorina
Ferussac, 1822

(Turbo littoreus
Linnaeus, 1758)

Littoraria
Gray in Griffith
& Pidgeon, 1834
(Littorina pulchra
Sowerby, 1832)

Cenchritis
Martens, 1900

(Turbo muricatus
Linnaeus, 1758)

Tectarius
Valenciennes
1832

(Tectarius coronatus

Valenciennes,
1832)

Echininus Clench
& Abbott, 1942
(Trochus cumingi
Philippi, 1844)

Nodilittorina
Martens, 1897

(Littorina pyra-
midalis Quoy &
Gaimard, 1833)

Rissolittorina
Ponder, 1966

(Zelaxitas alta
Powell, 1940)

Melarhaphe
Miihlfeld in
Mcnke, 1828

(Turbo neritoides
Linnaeus, 1758)

Fossarilittorina
Rosewater, 1981

(Phasianella
meleagris Potiez
& Michaud,
1838)

Size, Shape

Large to medium;
ovate to conical

Large, rarely
medium or small;
ovate-conical,
periphery often
angulate

Large;

ovately top-
shaped;
pseudumbilicate.

Large, conically
top-shaped;
thickening at
columella, interior
with raised spiral
ridges

Large, top-shaped,
umbilicated;
interior with raised
spiral ridges

Medium sized,
ovate-conical,
periphery often
angulate

Very small,
obtusely conical

Small, ovate-conical,
periphery angulate;
columella and
parietal margins
continuous

Small, ovate-
conical, periphery
angulate;
pseudumbilicus

Shell
Colour Pattern

Uniform or broad spiral
bands, or chessboard
pattern; interior brown,
no white zones; columella
white

Brown dots and oblique
axial or zigzag bands,

often on yellow background;
interior and columella

only slightly pigmented

Surface white with rudi-
mentary brown dots;
interior dark brown;
columella white

Sparse brown dots or
bands; columella and
interior light-coloured

As in Tectarius

Uniform, or chessboard
pattern, or axial zigzag
lines; often dark median
zone on whorls; columella
and interior dark brown,
one light band on umbilical
side, occ. several more

Uniform brown, white band
on umbilical side

Uniform brown, white band
on umbilical side

White dots, flammules and
stripes on dark brown back-
ground; interior dark
brown, white band on
umbilical side

Table 1

Synopsis of the characters of the genera

Sculpture

Elevated spiral
striae, may become
very faint or
nodulose

Elevated or
flattened spiral
striae

Rows ofrounded
nodules; 3
primary, equal
rows

Rows of spiny to
rounded tuber-
cules; 1 primary
row

As in Tectarius

Incised spiral
lines or rows of
granules or
nodules; primary
rows unequal

Smooth

Smooth, rarely
rounded nodules

Spiral sculpture

Penis

Open spermoduct;
numerous glands

Spermoduct mostly
open, rarely
closed; no glands,
often an accessory
flagellum

Spermoduct open;
no glands nor
appendages

Spermoduct open;
numerous glands
on lateral edge;
papillose surface
on opposite edge

Spermoduct open, with
internal fold; numer-
ous glands near base;

swelling at base

Spermoduct open;
usually with basal

enlargement and one

penial gland, occ.
a flagellum, rarely
no appendages

Spermoduct
unknown; 1 long
and slender
‘filament’

Spermoduct partly
closed; no
appendages

Spermoduct closed;
no appendages

Opere

Horny,
paucisp
types A
B

Horny,
paucisp
type A

Horny,
paucisp
type B

Horny,
mesosp

Calcare

Horny,
paucisp
types A
B, or

mesosp;

Horny,
paucisp
type A

Horny,
paucisp
type A

Horny,
paucisp
type A



ienus
mpe species)

ae, 1822
loreus
ius, 1758)

n Griffith
jeon, 1834
pulchra
ay, 1832)

is, 1900
uncatus

eus, 1758)

:iennes

coronatus

:iennes,

*Clench
ott, 1942
‘umingi

pi, 1844)

ina

is, 1897
pyra-
Quoy &
rd, 1833)

ina
r, 1966
alta
, 1940)

he

°Id in

, 1828
ritoides
us, 1758)
irina
iter, 1981
lla

ris Potiez
laud.

Size, Shape

Large to medium;
ovate to conical

Large, rarely
medium or small;
ovate-conical,
periphery often
angulate

Large;

ovately top-
shaped;
pseudumbilicate.

Large, conically
top-shaped;
thickening at
columella, interior
with raised spiral
ridges

Large, top-shaped,
umbilicated;
interior with raised
spiral ridges

Medium sized,
ovate-conical,
periphery often
angulate

Very small,
obtusely conical

Small, ovate-conical,
periphery angulate;
columella and
parietal margins
continuous

Small, ovate-
conical, periphery
angulate;
pseudumbilicus

Shell
Colour Pattern

Uniform or broad spiral
bands, or chessboard
pattern; interior brown,
no white zones; columella
white

Brown dots and oblique
axial or zigzag bands,

often on yellow background;
interior and columella

only slightly pigmented

Surface white with rudi-
mentary brown dots;
interior dark brown;
columella white

Sparse brown dots or
bands; columella and
interior light-coloured

As in Tectarius

Uniform, or chessboard
pattern, or axial zigzag
lines; often dark median
zone on whorls; columella
and interior dark brown,
one light band on umbilical
side, occ. several more

Uniform brown, white band
on umbilical side

Uniform brown, white band
on umbilical side

W hite dots, flammules and
stripes on dark brown back-
ground; interior dark
brown, white band on
umbilical side

Table 1

Synopsis of the characters of the genera of the family Littori

Sculpture

Elevated spiral
striae, may become
very faint or
nodulose

Elevated or
flattened spiral
striae

Rows ofrounded
nodules; 3
primary, equal
rows

Rows of spiny to
rounded tuber-
cules; 1 primary
row

As in Tectarius

Incised spiral
lines or rows of
granules or
nodules; primary
rows unequal

Smooth

Smooth, rarely
rounded nodules

Spiral sculpture

Penis

Open spermoduct;
numerous glands

Spermoduct mostly
open, rarely
closed; no glands,
often an accessory
flagellum

Spermoduct open;
no glands nor
appendages

Spermoduct open;
numerous glands
on lateral edge;
papillose surface
on opposite edge

Spermoduct open, with
internal fold; numer-
ous glands near base;

swelling at base

Spermoduct open;
usually with basal

enlargement and one

penial gland, occ.
a flagellum, rarely
no appendages

Spermoduct
unknown; 1 long
and slender
‘filament’

Spermoduct partly
closed; no
appendages

Spermoduct closed;
no appendages

Operculum

Horny,
paucispiral
types A and
B

Horny,
paucispiral
type A

Horny,
paucispiral
type B

Horny,
mesospiral

Calcareous;

Horny,
paucispiral
types A and
B, or

mesospiral

Horny,
paucispiral
type A

Horny,
paucispiral
type A

Horny,
paucispiral
type A

Spawn, Ontc

Pelagic egg cap
with numerous
veliger hatchin
egg masses or ¢
viparous witho
veliger stage

Pelagic egg caj:
with one egg, f
shape, veliger 1
ing or ovovivij

As in Littoraria

Unknown

Unknown

Pelagic egg cap
with one egg, o
flat, the other ¢
with spiral ridt>
veliger hatchin

Unknown

Pelagic egg cap
flat, with one et
veliger hatchin

Pelagic egg cap
with one egg. o
flat, the other ¢
with spiral ride
veliger hatchin
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Operculum

Horny,
paucispiral
types A and
B

Horny,
paucispiral
type A

Horny,
paucispiral
type B

Horny,
mesospiral

Calcareous;

Horny,
paucispiral
types A and
B, or
mesospiral

Horny,
paucispiral
type A

Horny,
paucispiral
type A

Horny,
paucispiral
type A

Spawn, Ontogeny

Pelagic egg capsule
with numerous eggs,
veliger hatching; or
egg masses or ovovi-
viparous without
veliger stage

Pelagic egg capsule
with one egg, flat
shape, veliger hatch-
ing or ovoviviparous

As in Littoraria

Unknown

Unknown

Pelagic egg capsule
with one egg, one side
flat, the other convex
with spiral ridges;
veliger hatching

Unknown

Pelagic egg capsule
flat, with one egg,
veliger hatching

Pelagic egg capsule
with one egg, one side
flat, the other convex
with spiral ridges;
veliger hatching

Radula

Central tooth broad, with 3
cusps in one level; cusps of
lateral and marginal teeth
show minor size
differentiation

Broad central tooth with 3-5
cusps and usually a “cocks-
comb” at its distal end
(“hooded” type of Rosewater,
1981); very little size
differentiation in cusps of
lateral and marginal teeth

Similar to Littorina

Narrow central tooth; lateral
and marginal with low
number of cusps

As in Tectarius

Central tooth narrow, occ.
reduced, its 2 lateral cusps
overtop the central cusps;
cusps of lateral and inner
marginal teeth of markedly
different size

Central tooth broad, 5
cusps; cusps of all teeth
show very little size
differentiation

Central tooth broad, with
basal denticles

Central tooth moderately
broad, with 3 cusps, the
lateral ones not overtopping
the central cusps; cusps of
lateral and marginal teeth
similar to primitive
Nodilittorina teeth

Shell structure
and mineralogy

Main layer calcitic:
irregular prism sectors
with variable orienta-
tion of prisms; inner
layer of aragonitic
cross lamellae may be
present

Crosslamellae;
aragonite

Crosslamellae;
aragonite

Crosslamellae;
aragonite

Crosslamellae;
aragonite

Crosslamellae;
aragonite

Unknown

Crosslamcllae;
aragonite

Crosslamellae;
aragonite

Distribution, Remarks

Northern Hemisphere,
moderate and cold zones.
Subgeneric division possible

Worldwide, tropic and
subtropic seas. Subgeneric
division including Littorinopsis
Morch necessary, pending
anatomical data on the type
species, pulchra Sowerby

(= zebra Donovan, 1825)

Caribbean.
Probably related to Littoraria

Indopacific, tropical seas

Indopacific, tropical seas

Circumtropical; subtropical
and tropical seas.

Three subgenera: Nodilittorina
s.str, Tectininus and
Liralittorina

New Zealand, moderate zone

Europe, subtropical to
moderate seas

Atlantic; prob. American
Pacific coast and Galapagos;
tropical
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natural selection, however, is at present not fully under-
stood. H eLiLer (1975b) demonstrated that red shells of
Littorina nigrolineata Gray and L. rudis (Maton) are signifi-
cantly more frequent on red-brown cliff rocks than on
others, thus acting as camouflage against visual selection
by predators. Also in the West Atlantic species, protection
against visual selection predators could be more important
than protection against desiccation by enhanced shell
reflectivity, as there seems to be no correlation between
light-coloured shells and their supratidal habitat.

Even on the genus level, some elements of the colour
pattern are constant in Nodilittorina: The major portion
of the shells interior is pigmented dark brown except a
narrow band on the umbilical side. In the family Littor-
inidae, the genera Melarhaphe and Fossarilittorina have this
same colour pattern, but Melarhaphe is very different in
every other respect, while Fossarilittorina appears to be
more closely related to Nodilittorina in relation to its spawn
and, to some degree, its radula characters. Yet there is no
support in the fossil record to confirm the hypothesis that
Melarhaphe, Fossarilittorina and Nodilittorina share acommon
ancestor with the same colour pattern, although this cannot
be excluded with certainty.

Another colour character indicating relationships of
Nodilittorina species is probably the factthat external colour
markings in spirally sculptured species are present only in
species living on American and African coasts; they are
missing in the Australian and Pacific species, except in
N. acutispira (E. A. Smith), which differs in penis characters
from the other Pacific and Australian species.

In summary, ifthe range of colour patterns is considered,
they may be of diagnostic value for both species and supra-
specific groups, but they cannot be utilised isolated from
other characters.

Embryonic and Larval Shells (Figures /2-17):
onic shell of the Caribbean representatives of Nodilittorina
does not differ in general from such embryonic shells
found among other littorinids with young hatching as vel-
iger larvae (Banxper, 1975a,b; Ricuter & T norson, 1975).
All embryonic shells studied up to now show weakly
tuberculated to more coarsely tuberculated shells, which
may or may not show growth lines. The embryonic shell

The embry-

of the Hawaiian N. picta (= hawaiiensis) is no exception
(STRUnsSAKER, 1968) and also demonstrates afinely granular
sculpture.

The larval shell, secreted by the free swimming pelagic
larva during its life as a member of the plankton, in con-
trast to the embryonic shell, shows more characteristics in
its sculpture that may prove to be of high taxonomic value,
if more species are studied. Up to now only the larval
shell of Nodilittorina hawaiiensis (by strunsaker, 1968, as
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picta), N. striata and N. miliaris (by Rosew aTer, 1981: pit. 6,
figs. E, F), N. millegrana, N. striata, N. ziczac and N. interrupta
(own studies) are known from members of Nodilittorina.
The larval shell of Littorina littorea was recently studied by
BanpeL (1975b) and that of ‘Littorina ”neritoides (= Melar-
haphe neritoides) by Ricuter &T norson (1975). The larval
shell of Littoraria angulifera was also studied by us to serve
for comparison with Nodilittorina.

Common to all Littorinidae species mentioned with a
free living veliger phase is the change in the course of
growth lines after hatching. While in the embryonic shell
the apertural lips were straight and show no undulations,
the larval shell develops, right from first shell secretion
onwards, a hooked outer lip of the aperture. Growth lines
now are situated following the outline of the aperture
with a strong saddle between a shallow umbilical lobe and
edeep apical lobe at the apertural lip. W hile the embryonic
whorl of the shell is planispirally arranged, the 1or 1.5
larval whorls now show a clear conispiral coiling.

Growth lines in the embryonic shell usually are weak
and difficult to trace. With the onset of the growth of the
larval shell growth lines become more prominent. The
larval shell shows a deep and wide umbilicus. Aside from
the more pronounced growth lines and their sinuous
course also a more characteristic sculpture is to be seen on
the larval shell in comparison to the embryonic shell. This
sculpture, in the case of Littorina littorea, consists of tubercles
ofabout 1/im width thatarrange themselves into 7-8 spiral
rows (BanoeL, 1975b). In Melarhaphe neritoides tubercles at
first form rows, later fuse partly to form 1-2;am wide dis-
continuous spiral ridges on a smooth surface (RicnTer &
T norson, 1975, and own observations). The larval shell
here shows tubercles on the apical portion of each whorl
and discontinuous ridges on the umbilical side of the
larval whorl.

The larval shell of Littoraria angulifera encompasses 3.6
whorls and is strongly sculptured by 6-7 spiral ridges sep-
arated from each other by even, rounded grooves between
them. The spiral ridges themselves are undulating in their
course or straight.

The larval shell among the studied members of the genus
Nodilittorina could be found best preserved in the species
N. millegrana from the Red Sea (Figure /2). It consists of 3
whorls with a strong apical sinus in the outer lip. Growth
lines, therefore, show a deep apical lobe and a wide, high
saddle umbilically. Following the embryonic shell, that is
sculptured like those of the Caribbean representatives of
the genus (Banpber, 1975a), along with the abrupt change
in the course of the growth lines from straight to lobed, a
rapid change in sculpture is observed. On the first half
whorl produced by the free swimming larva 8-9 spiral rows
consisting of strong tubercles are present. In the following
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larval shell the tubercles are fused to form zic-zac shaped
ridges, 7-10 on each whorl. There are quite strong indi-
vidual differences to be noted in the number and the shape
ofthese ridges. They may have aregular zic-zac course, or
they may break up into rows of tubercles with short inclined
ridges included, also giving a zic-zac appearance in the
whole spirally arranged ornamental structure.

Nodilittorina ziczac and N. interrupta from Santa Marta
(Figures 14-17) show a larval ornamentation very much
like that seen in N. millegrana. But the preservation of the
studied material from the Caribbean Sea was not as good
as that from the Red Sea. The number of the whorls of
the larval shell of individuals ready to metamorphose is
2.5-3 in the case of N. ziczac. The ornamentation consists
of ziczac ridges as in the case of N millegrana, and also
7-10 such spiral ridges are present on each whorl. In the
larval shell of N. interrupta the zic-zac pattern is not as
strongly developed as in N. ziczac, but still well traceable.

The larval shell of N. striata from Gran Canaria (Canary
Islands) also shows a sculpture very much like that of the
three other representatives of the genus Nodilittorina, thus
demonstrating its close affinities to this group.

strunsaker (1968, fig.s) described and presented a
drawing ofthe larval shell of Nodilittorinapicta (— hawaiiensis
Rosewater & Kadolsky) from Hawaii. The author had
found that the larval life lasts 3-4 weeks from spawning to
settling; 3.5 whorls are present before the larvae settle and
before the animal finishes its metamorphosis from veliger
to the crawling young. The larval shell of N. picta, accord-
ing to Struhsaker, shows a more or less coarse spirally
arranged zic-zac ribbing, similar to that of the members of
the genus Nodilittorina described above.

Shell Structure:
genus Nodilittorina here studied is aragonitic in composi-

The shell structure of all members of the

tion. The needle-like biocrystals are arranged in the crossed
lamella structure as is described in detail by Ba~xver (1979).
It is also like that of Antarctic littorinids as described by
ArNaup &Banper (1978).

The structure of the shell of Caribbean littorinids is like
that of most marine mesogastropods. Usually two layers of
the crossed lamellae structure are arranged in such a way
that the plane of the lamellae of the first order of the
outer layer forms almost a right angle with the plane of
the lamellae of the first order of the inner layer. No dif-
ferences in shell structure enabling the differentiation of
species were found in the genus Nodilittorina.
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Operculum

Characters: The common characters of all Nodilittorina
opercula are: Operculum spirally coiled, composed of
brown organic matter, edges'thin and flexible, growth edge
position opposite the parietal wall, spiral part opposite
the columellar margin.

According to the type of coiling, three opercula types
are recognised amongst West Atlantic species (Figure 3):

Type A: Operculum paucispiral, elongate, last whorl
very large, its width is more than half of the operculum
length; Nodilittorina ziczac, N. interrupta, N. lineolata, N. riisei,
N. mordax; operculum not seen: N. glaucocincta.

Type B: Operculum paucispiral, more circular, width
of last whorl equal or less than half of operculum length:
Nodilittorina angustior, N. dilatata, N. tuberculata, N. vermeiji.

Type C:
of last whorl about one fifth of operculum length: Nodi-
littorina (Tectininus) antoni.

Operculum mesospiral, nearly circular, width

Functional Morphology: It has been suggested (stantLEY,
1979) that in Gastropod phylogeny the acquisition of the
operculum afforded an improved protection againstpred-
ators. In the intertidal and supratidal habitats, however,
the protection against desiccation may become a more
important task for the operculum (vermew, 1973). One
important measure to accomplish this is the acquisition of
the thin and flexible edge of the operculum: when the
operculum is strongly withdrawn into the shell interior,
this edge bends outwards and provides an improved clos-
ure. The flexible portion is largest at the adapical side of
the operculum and least at the abapical side, so the oper-
culum can be withdrawn further on its adapical side.
Muscle impressions on the interior side of the operculum
suggestthatabout halfofits surface is only loosely attached
to the flesh and thatthe retractor muscle inserts on the side
adjacent to the columella and the parietal wall. The inser-
tion area is oval with a central constriction, whose tip
points to the nucleus ofthe operculum (Figure 3B). During
growth, this impression migrates in arotating sense, mark-
ing its previous positions by internal growth lines, which
are perpendicular to the external growth lines. Apparently
additional operculum material is accreted on the edge of
the retractor muscle scar adjacent to the palatal wall of
the shell. Thickening of the operculum can be achieved
best if the rotation of the muscle scar and the subsequent
material accretion occur as often as possible. With the
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Figure 3

Opercula of Nodilittorina species
A) N. lineolata (Orbigny): paucispiral, widely coiled (type A). Per-
nambuco (BMNH)
B) A’, tuberculata (Menke): paucispiral, narrowly coiled (type B).
Santa Marta, Colombia (B/K)
C) N. (Tectininus) antoni (Philippi): mesospiral (type C). Nassau,
Bahamas (B/K); left: outer surface; right: inner surface; below:

side view with inner side pointing upwards

aperture size tending to become smaller in high supratidal
species as compared to low supratidal ones, this can only
be accomplished by narrowing the operculum whorls to
leave space for more gyrations. In fact, the most densely
coiled Nodilittorina species, N. antoni, has the thickestoper-
culum. Its flexible edge has become very narrow, but as

it is markedly concave on the exterior and convex on the
interior surface, it will still provide a good closure.

The tendency of high supratidal species to build a smal-
ler and more circular aperture coincides with the increase
ofthe number of operculum whorls, which cause the oper-
culum to acquire a more circular shape. So in the family
Littorinidae the dense operculum coiling is a double pur-
pose adaptation: to fitinto acircularaperture and to enable
the animal to thicken the operculum. In other Gastropod
taxa living submerged, e.g, many Trochacea (marine) and
Valvatacea (freshwater), the multi-spiral operculum ap-
pears to be just an adaptation to fit into a circular aperture.
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As athird measure to preventdesiccation, the operculum
may become calcified, as it is‘in the Indo-Pacific genus
Echininus.

Taxonomic significance: A mongst marine Littorinidae s.
lat., apart from the above-mentioned West Atlantic species,
the paucispiral type A was found in: Littoraria angulifera
(Lamarck), L. flava (King & Broderip), L. pintado (Wood),
L. glabrata (Philippi), L. nebulosa (Lamarck), L. undulata
(Gray), L. tesselata (Philippi), L. scabra (Linnaeus), L. cingu-
lifera (Dunker) ; Fossarilittorina meleagris (Potiez &M ichaud);
Nodilittorina miliaris (Quoy & Gaimard), N. millegrana
(Philippi), N peruviana (Lamarck), N. punctata (Gmelin),
N. striata (King & Broderip); Littorina littorea (Linnaeus),
L. obtusata (Linnaeus); Melarhaphe neritoides (Linnaeus);
Laevilitorinajohnstoni (Cotton) ; Macquariella kingensis (May) ;
Rissolittorina alta (Powell); Laevilacunaria bennetti (Preston).

The paucispiral operculum type B was observed in Nodi-
littorinagranosa (Dunker), N. pyramidalis (Quoy &Gaimard),
N. subnodosa (Philippi); Littorina saxatilis (Olivi) group;
Risellopsis varia (Hutton); Cenchritis muricatus (Linnaeus)
(transitional to mesospiral); Algamorda newcombiana
(Hemphill); Rufolacuna bruniensis (Beddome); Macquariella
hamiltoni (E. A. Smith).

The mesospiral operculum (type C) is known from the
genus Tectarius and the multispiral operculum from the
genera Echininus and Peasiella.

In some instances, species with different opercula have
been placed in the same genus (see Nodilittorina, Littorina
and Macquariella), due to a combined evaluation of shell,
radula, penis, spawn and operculum characters. From the
considerations on the functional morphology and eco-
logical adaptations of the operculum it is conceivable that
from a stock of originally type A operculated littorinids
the types B, C and the multispiral operculum evolved
repeatedly, according to the pressure the supratidal envi-
ronment exerted. So again, in taxonomy the operculum
characters may be very misleading when considered iso-
lated from other properties of the species, but in com-
bination with as many other features as possible they will
prove useful in recognising species groups and hence,
subgenera and genera.

The subfamilies Echinininae Rosewater, 1972 and Tec-
tariinae Rosewater, 1972, founded solely on operculum
characters, are thus considered unnecessary: As opercula
cannot have more weight in taxonomy than any other
organs, these subfamilies either have to be withdrawn or,
for the sake of a consistent classification, numerous sub-
families, each comprising only one or a very few genera,
would have to be created (probably one subfamily for each
genus as defined in Table 1). So it is preferred to post-
pone asubfamiliar division ofthe family Littorinidae until
further anatomical data are known. The Risellidae and
Lacunidae and the numerous taxa restricted to the South-

THE VELIGER

Vol. 25; No. 1

ern Pacific area (not mentioned in Table 1) would have
to be considered in such a reclassification.

In the genus Nodilittorina, the mesospiral N. antoni con-
stitutes the sufficiently well defined subgenus Tectininus.
The paucispiral operculum type A occurs in most spirally
striated and in the granuldse species, for which the sub-
genera Austrolittorina Rosewater, 1970 and Granulilittorina
Habe &Kosuge, 1966 have been proposed. However the
penis of the spirally striated ones seems to differ between
Indo-Pacific plus African species on the one hand and
Western Atlantic species on the other; and there is the
spirally sculptured N. angustior with operculum type B.
These facts suggest that asubgenus Austrolittorina including
all spirally striated Nodilittorinae would not represent
natural. groupihgsrThe paucispiral operculum type B is
found in N. angustior and in all more strongly nodulose
species (Nodilittorina s.str.). It seems to be premature to
attemptfurther subgeneric subdivisions based on shell and
operculum characters before more anatomical data on
Nodilittorina species are available.

Ecology and Morphological Adaptation

(Figure 4)

All speciestreated here live on the shoreline above medium
high water level on hard substrata, mainly rocks. They
remain quiescent during dry periods and become active
when wetted with seawaterspray by wave action. Then they
feed upon films and crusts of algae, lichens, and probably
also fungi and microscopic animals. All species produce
pelagic egg capsules; thus, even those living most distant
from the water level have to descend for spawning; corres-
pondingly, the juveniles originating from the planktonic
veliger larva have to crawl upwards from the sea level
to the usual living area of the animal.

Figure 4 depicts the relative levels ofhabitat. No absolute
heights can be given as these vary according to the coast
topography and the hydrographic conditions; e.g., tide
and wave action. Also this zonation will be found valid
only on sea cliffs with a certain amount of slope, as on
flat rock benches both high and low supratidal species
may live together (Banxper, 1974a: Curagao). For reference
purposes, Cenchritis muricatus (Linnaeus) is also shown in
Figure 4 as this is the littorinid species living mostremote
from the sea level.

Several papers deal with the morphological adaptations
of littorinids to suit the supratidal habitat. vermens (1973)
described from several localities all over the world gradi-
ents of littorinid shell morphology related to the distance
of the living areas from the sea level; i.e, related to the
degree of desiccation and heat resistance of the animals.
As a general trend, he recognised the increase of shell
ornamentation and shell size and the decrease of the rela-
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nodose sculpture

operculum type

aperture size index

high water level

BanpeL, 1974 muricatus nodulosa Jamaicensis tuberc. dilatata ziczac lineolata
BorRkKOWSKI, 1969 lineata lineolata
VERMEIT, 1973 nodulosa lineata tuberc. helenae
Figure 4

Supratidal zonation of West Atlantic species of Nodilittorina
and their morphological adaptations to drought and heat

it cannot be compared accurately to habitats of the other species.
Operculum type: A) paucispiral, last whorl wider than spiral part;

B) paucispiral, last whorl narrower than spiral part; C) mesospiral.

The aperture size index is the Ratio aperture surface :shell surface.
Shell surface approximated as eone surface with base diameter =
shell width, eone height = shell height; aperture surface approxi-
mated as ellipsis with long axis = mouth height, short axis =
mouth width

(achieved by size increase) will minimise desiccation, and
temperature intake will be minimised by avoiding the
contact of the foot sole with the substratum, by avoiding
creation of metabolic heatduring dry periods and by mini-

The relative heights of the species habitats are indicated by ref-
erence to the mean high water level and to the zones of N. ziczac,
N. angustior and Cenchritis muricatus (Linnaeus). The latter species
is unrelated to Nodilittorina and included only for reference, as it
is the littorinid living highest above sea level. Not shown are:
N. glaucocincta (may live in the same zone as N. ziczac, if “Littorina
lineolata” of Vermeij, 1973 from Jamaica is this species), and N.
lineolata. Note that N. vermeiji is the sole species in its habitat, thus

tive mouth height with increasing distance of the habitat
from the sea level. He interpreted this as an adaptation
to desiccation and overheating, asasmall aperture capable
of being closed by an operculum and a low specific surface
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mising the shell surface exposed to radiation; cooling of
the animal body is maximised by a strong sculpture which
increases the surface exposed to wind convection without
increasing the surface liable to evaporation and to recep-
tion of radiation.

Similarly, STRunsakER (1968) showed that the nodulose
morph of Nodilittorina hawaiiensis Rosewater & Kadolsky
(- Litorina picta Philippi, 1846, non Litorina obtusata picta
Menke, 1845) living on steep cliff slopes is larger than the
smoother morph and is better adapted to dryness, high
temperatures and hypersalinity, while the smooth morph
living on shallow benches is much more capable of with-
standing strong surges and submersion. In this species
wave action is obviously another relevant selective factor
not dealt with by Vermeij.

In the Red Sea, one of the authors (K.B.) observed the
habitats ofthe nodulose, top-shaped Nodilittorina subnodosa
(Philippi) with operculum type B and of N. millegrana
(Philippi), which has a relatively larger aperture, an oper-
culum type A and only beads of faint nodules (rather:
granules). Confirming the trends observed by Vermeij and
Struhsaker, N. subnodosa lives in the supratidal zone above

the usual splash zone and is therefore rarely active; N.
millegrana, however, lives in the lower part of the supra-
tidal zone, which is frequently wetted by wave splash, down
to the upper part of the permanently wet zone, enabling
the animals to be more frequently active.

H ELLER (1975b) indicated the importance of the cam-
ouflage effect of the shell colour in Littorina nigrolineata
Gray and L. rudis (Maton), suggesting that protection
against visual selection by predators is another essential
selection mechanism.

Certainly there are many selection mechanisms; the
littorinids have to cope, for example, with desiccation,
high and low temperatures, hypersalinity and fresh water,
wave action, gain of food, finding of sexual partners, main-
tenance of a sufficient fertility rate, protection against
predators, resistance against parasites and epidemics. Also,
each selection factor possibly can be tackled in several
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ways. As a result, the morphological features of a species
are bound to reflect a complex pattern of adaptation. It
will take years of research to elucidate some of these
adaptations, as Struhsaker’s studies on Nodilittorina hawaii-
ensis have shown. Every simplistic approach to explain
morphological features by adaptation to a certain factor
of the environment may be valid within narrow ranges,
but cannot be generalised, as the following exceptions to
Vermeij’s and Struhsaker’ findings demonstrate:

e In Europe, the littorinid species living highest above
sea level, Melarhaphe neritoides (Linnaeus), is nearly the
smallest European species, certainly the least sculptured
one and has still an unusually large aperture.

e In the Indo-Pacific, nodilittorines are described as living
intertidally and supratidally (RoSEWATER, 1970). Amongst
the intertidal species, there are several nodulose and gran-
uldse ones (Nodilittorina quadricincta quadricincta (M iihlfeld,
1824) (syn. N leucosticta (Philippi, 1847)), N. quadricincta
biangulata (M artens), N. nodosa (Gray), N. australis (Gray),
while non-nodulose species frequently live supratidally
(N. unifasciata (Gray), N. punctata (Gmelin), N. praetermissa
(May), N. africana (Philippi)).

e The colour pattern of West Atlantic nodilittorines ap-
pears not to be optimal for temperature insolation, as it
is mostly fairly dark. However, the intertidal Australian
N. australis and the not particularly high living Caribbean
N. ziczachave very light-coloured shells. The unexpectedly
low variability of colour patterns suggests that they are
preferentially selected, only leaving a limited variety of
them to survive. Probably the protection againstpredators
is an environmental factor exerting stronger selective
pressure than the reflectivity of the shell.

Figure 4 shows also some of the properties probably
related to desiccation resistance. The trends noted by
VERMED (1973) are clearly visible: The aperture becomes
relatively smaller, and nodulose sculpture is more fre-
quently found in species living high above water level.
Also, the operculum tends to become more narrowly coiled.
However, the many exceptions from this trend can be seen

Explanation of Figures 23 to 29

Nodilittorina (N.) interrupta (C. B. Adams in Philippi, 1847) '
Figure 23: “Antilles.” MHNG 1096/87/2. Paratype of Phasianella
lineata Lamarck, 1822. Shell: 14.3X8.4mm, Radula:

X 360 FN 1599/14

Figure 24: Jamaica, MCZ 186123. Topotype of Litorina ziczac inter-
rupta C. B. Adams in Philippi, 1847 (figured by CLENCH & TURNER,
pit. 38, fig. 18). Shell: 7.8X6.0mm, Radula: X 400 FN 1599/18
Figure 25: Lesser Antilles, St. Thomas, ZMK: Lectotype of Littorina
(Melaraphe) floccosa Mo6rch, 1876. Shell: 11.7X7.5mm, Radula:
X 420 FN 1394/2

Figure 26: Lesser Antilles, St. Vincent. BMNH. Height, 16.0mm.
Radula: X 330 University Erlangen-Nirnberg FN 1491
Nodilittorina (N.) angustior (M 6rch, 1876)

Figure 27: Cuba, Havana. ZMK. Lectotype of Littorina (Melaraphe)

angustior M érch, 1876. Shell: 10.4X5.2mm

Figure 28: Cuba. BMNH 1854.10.4.128. Lectotype of Littorina cari-
nata Orbigny, 1842. 11.6X 7.0mm

Figure 29: Curagao, Cornelisbaai. USNM 749809. Shell: 11.6X 6.8
mm, Radula: X 280 FN 1903/26
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as well: Nodilittorina interrupta seems to have no adaptation
at all to its elevated habitat, and N. dilatata seems to live
too close to the water level, according to the criteria out-

lined above.

TAXONOMY

The Genus Nodilittorina M artens, 1897
in the Western Atlantic

Diagnosis.

Shell ovate to conical, solid; larval shell 2.5 to 3 obtusely
conical whorls with spiral ziczac lines; postlarval shell
sculptured with spirals or spirally arranged rows of nod-
ules, tubercles or granules; whorls more or less angulate
at periphery (may be superseded by nodules); interior of
shell pigmented brown with a colourless or yellow band on
the umbilical side, more unpigmented bands may be pres-
ent; outer surface unicoloured, or with a broad dark
median zone or axial brown stripes or both; no umbilicus;
a crescent-shaped area of the outer shell surface adjacent
to the columella margin may be redissolved. Operculum
paucispiral to mesospiral, horny, brown. Radula with
narrow central tooth, whose marginal cusps rise above the
central one. Pelagic egg capsule is a circular disc, one side
flat, the other one convex with spiral ridges, each capsule
containing one egg. Penis with open spermiduct; presence
and configuration of accessory organs are utilised and
described in the subgenus diagnoses.

As discussed above, at present it is not justified to sep-
arate on a subgenus level spirally striated species from
those with a gran6se or nodulose sculpture. The relation-
ships between Nodilittorina as defined herein, and other
nodulose taxa as well as the genus Litforina are shown in
Table 1. The non-nodulose species of Nodilittorina used to
be classified in Littorina; however, the low degree of rela-
tionship can easily be seen. In Table 1, the opportunity is
seized to propose a new definition of the genus Littorina
in its accustomed sense, splitting the genus as understood
in current literature into the four genera Littorina s.str.,
Littoraria, Fossarilittorina, and Melarhaphe, the rationale of
which is considered to be obvious.

Three subgenera of Nodilittorina are recognised:

Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina): Penis with one (rarely none
or 2) penial glands, at a variable degree in contact with
the basal enlargement; this subgenus comprises the bulk
of the species, i e, with nodulose, gran6se and spiral
sculpture; opercula type A and B;radula types “moderate,”
pick” and “vestigial” of RosewaTER, 1980.
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Nodilittorina (Tectininus) Clench & Abbott, 1942: One
penial gland widely apart from basal enlargement and
surrounded by papillae; operculum mesospiral (type C);
radula extremely vestigial. Only one species: N. (T.) antoni
(Philippi) (= Echininus nodulosus Auct.)

Nodilittorina (Liralittorina) Rosewater, 1981: Penis without
appendages; shell, radula and operculum characters within
range of N. (Nodilittorina). Only one species: N. (L.) striata
(King &Broderip).

Key to Shell Identification (Figure 5)

(including Nodilittorina helenae)

1. -Shell with nodulose sculpturerr-. 2
Shell spirally sculptured only; 6-8 primary spirals on visible
part of whorls 6

2. Operculum mesospiral, 5-6 volutions; shell top-shaped, not
conical due to convex and nodose whorls; aperture relatively
small; nodes strongly developed, 2nd and 3rd row (counted
from adapical row) distant from each other.......

N. antoni, p. 34
Operculum with maximal 4.5 volutions, paucispiral; shell shape
more regularly conical 3

3. The two primary rows of nodules distant from each other,

strongly unequal 4

The two primary rows of nodules closer together, subequal. .. 5

4. Apicalangle about 45°; lightbands at the suture, the periphery
..N. helenae, p. 37
Apical angle 50-60°; no white external bands except on the

and the umbilical side seen externally..

umbilical side, but nodules white....cccceeeeees N. vermeiji, p. 31
5. Columella abapically often dilated, sometimes a pseudoum -
bilicus; nodules rounded to spinose........... N. dilatata, p. 29
Columella not dilated; nodules rounded .....cccoeeeverereceececiccce,

N. tuberculata, p. 33

6. Primary spirals distinctly incised; no or sporadic intercalations
of secondary spirals 7

Primary spirals more or less regularly doubling, primary and
secondary spirals becoming equal, on last whorl often disap-
pearing; interior with 2nd light band near the suture 8

7. Shell shape strictly conical; whorls gradually increasing, con-
tours straight; height ofaperture less than halfofshell height;
occasionally 2nd light interior band; operculum type B. ...

N. angustior, p. 25

Shell shape ovate-conical; whorls more rapidly increasing,
slightly convex; height of aperture more than half of shell
height; operculum type A . N. riisei, p. 26;

N. glaucocincta, p. 27; and N. mordax, p. 28
To be distinguished by radula characters only

8. Last whorls with 15-20 very fine spirals above the suture, often

extinguishing; keel reduced; narrow ziczac lines, not con-

fluent N. ziczac, p. 19

Lastwhorls with 7-17 spirals above the suture, more incised than
at ziczac; keel somewhat more pronounced; colouration more

extensive 9

9. Shell up to 10mm long, slender, conical; dark brown median
zone on whorls variable, absent to conspicuous; 2nd interior

light-coloured band absent to present N. lineolata, p. 21
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Nodilittorina Nodilittorina

antonii murdax

)

Nodilittorina

glaucocincta

Nodilittorina
tuberculata

Nodilittorina

riisei

Nodilittorina

dilatata
Nodilittorina
interrupta
Nodilittorina
Nodilittorina
vermeiji
lineolata
. . Nodilittorina
Nodilittorina .
ziczac

angustior

Figure 5

The West Atlantic species of Nodilittorina

S at the bottom species with a primitive Nodilittorina-lype radula
Compilation of shell, radula, egg capsule and operculum morpho- P p P
. . . L (e.g., N. ziczac) are to be found, while towards the top radula characters
logical features. Arrangement of species according to similarity of

approach those of Nodilittorina (Tectininus) antoni; (after Abbott,

1954a; Bandel, 1974; Borkowski, 1971; Borkowski & Borkow ski,
1969; M arcus &M arcus, 1963; and new)

characters does not necessarily imply phylogenetic relationships.
In the vertical direction, the array follows the radula characters:
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Shell about 15mm long (average), broader conical; dark brown

median zone on whorls always broad and strongly developed;

interior always with two light bands N. interrupta, p. 23

Key to Radula Identification (Figure 5)

(including Nodilittorina helenae)

Teeth of moderate (“normal”)size, inner marginal with 4 cusps,
outer marginal with 7-9 cusps 2
Central tooth more or less reduced; cusp number of remaining
teeth reduced, t.e,

inner marginal with 1-3 cusps, outer mar-
ginal with 3-6 cusps; one cusp of both lateral and inner mar-

ginal tooth greatly enlarged 9
Basal platform of central tooth wide 3
Basal platform of central tooth narrow 6
M argins of basal platform convex, thus largest width of basal

platform remote from its posterior end ............. N. ziczac, p. 19

and N. helenae, p. 37
Margins of basal platform straight 5

Transition from the posterior portion of the basal platform to
its anterior portion in the central tooth rounded.....cccceueeee
N angustior, p. 25

Transition angulate N. lineolata, p. 21
Largest width of the central tooth near the posterior edge of
the basal platform; length/width ratio of central tooth 1.7-2.2
N. interrupta, p. 23

Largest width of central tooth remote from the posterior edge

of the basal platform; or basal platform rectangular........... 7
Outermarginal tooth with 8 cusps; length/width ratio of central
tooth not exceeding 2.5 8

Outer marginal with 7 cusps; length/width ratio ofcentral tooth
2.5-2.8
Length/width ratio of central tooth 2.1-2.3...

N. riisei, p. 26

N. dilatata, p. 29
Length/width ratio of central tooth 2.3-2.5 ..

N. vermeiji, p. 31
Lateral tooth with 4 cusps 10

Lateral tooth with 1-3 cusps 11

Outer marginal tooth with 6 cusps; length/width ratio ofcentral
tooth 5-6

N. glaucocincta, p. 27
Outer marginal tooth with 7 cusps; length/width ratio ofcentral

tooth 5.6-6.5; third cusp of lateral tooth very large
N. tuberculata, p. 33

Lateral and inner marginal teeth with 3 cusps each, outer mar-
ginal tooth with 5-6 cusps; central tooth 6-12 times longer
than wide N. mordax, p. 28

Lateral and inner marginal teeth with one very large, massive
cusp each, outer marginal tooth with 3 cusps; central tooth

tiny, with one cusp N. antoni, p. 34

Subgenus Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina) M artens, 1897

Nodilittorina M artens, 1897: 204. Type species: Littorina pyra-
midalis Quoy & Gaimard, 1833 (SD/Abbott, 1954a: 451).
Echinolittorina Habe, 1956a: 96, 98-. Type species by M :Litorina
tuberculata M enke, 1828.
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Granulilittorina Habe & Kosuge, 1966: 313, 328. Type species
by M: Granulilittorinaphilippiana Habe &Kosuge, 1966 (= Litor-
ina millegrana Philippi, 1848).

Austrolittorina Rosewater, 1970: 467. Type species by OD: Lit-
torina unifasciata Gray, 1827.

Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina) ziczac (Gmelin, 1791)

(Figures 5, 6, 14, 15, 18, 19, 45)
Trochus ziczac Chemnitz, 1781: pit. 166, figs. 1599a-b (here
reproduced Figure 45) (“Sugar Islands” in the West Indies;
rejected work, not binominal).
Trochus ziczac Gmelin, 1791: 3587, no. 122 (Type locality des.
BequakerT, 1943): Barbados. Types probably lost; lectotype
(herein): original of Chemnitz, 1781, pit. 166, fig. 1599b).
Littorina zigzag “Chemnitz” Orbigny in R amon pE la SAGrRA,—
1842: 210-, pit. 15, figs. 5, 8 (emendation of ziczac Gmelin,
1791) (here Figure 18).
Littorina debilis Philippi, 1846: 140 (no locality given; lectotype
herein: BMNH 1968.222, here Figure /9). PuirLippri, 1847: 47,
pit. Litorina 6, fig. 7. REEVE, 1857: no. 70, pit.
KUSTER, 1856: 22-, pit. 3, figs. 9-11.
Litorina d Orbignyana Philippi, 1847: 162, pit. Litorina 3, fig. 12
(includes zigzag Orbigny, 1842; therefore Orbigny’s original,
BMNH 1854.10.4.130, is hereby designated lectotype, Figure /8
herein; type locality: M artinique).
Litorina ziczac, PHILIPPI, 1847:

14, fig. 70.

162-, pit. Litorina 3, figs. 13-14.
K USTER, 1856: 22-, pit. 3, figs. 6-8. WEINKAUFF, 1882: 32 (part).
1857: no. 57, pit. 11, fig. 57. ABBoTT
1954b: 132, pit. 19, fig. E. pLew1s, 1960: 415- (part), figs. 11G,
H (spawn). AssotrT, 1968: 82, ?fig. 81 (penis, spawn), fig. 83.3
(shell). Kaurmany &G otTiNG, 1970: 348-; fig. 34. Borkowsk1 &
1969: 408-413; fig. 4c (spawn), pit. 66, figs. 5-6
(shell). Borkowsk1 1971: 827-836, fig. 2 (spawn). BanpeLr, 1974:
93-113, figs. 8 (shell); 15A-B, 17 (spawn), 18-21, 45-46 (radula).
Frores, 1973a: 13-, pit. 2, figs. 1-5. Borkowsk1, 1975: 369-376;
fig. 1C (radula). Banper, 1975: 15; pit. 1, figs. 1-3 (embryonic
shell).

Littorina (Melaraphe) zic-zac “Chemnitz” M érch, 1876: 137-, no.
321 (emendation ofziczac Gmelin, 1791).

Littorina (Melaraphe) ziczac, T rvyon, 1887: 251 (part), pit. 45, fig.
5 (copy REEVE, 1857).

Littorina (Melarhaphe) ziczac, M ARTENS,

Littorina ziczac, R EEVE,

BORKOWSKI,

1900: 577, 583 (part).

BEQUAERT, 1943: 14-18; pit. 5, figs. 1-4 (part,

and remaining figures to be excluded). Abbott,

most synonyms
1954a: 450:
?fig. 55j (penis), fig. 55k (spawn)(part: all spirally sculptured
Caribbean species included here). AssorT, 1964: 65 (part).
Littorina zigzac, Lesour, 1945: 465; figs.
(emendation ofziczac Gmelin, 1791).
Littorina (Littorina) ziczac, R osew ATER, 1970: 423. Assorr, 1974:
68; fig. 556.

5a-d (spawn, veliger)

Shell ovate-conical, 15-20mm long, with

slightly convex, regularly increasing whorls, the last blunt-

ly angular at the periphery; no umbilicus.

Embryonic

shell: one planispiral whorl, with finely granuldse sculp-
ture and growth lines; diameter 0.15 mm; aperture slightly
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Nodilittorina ziczac

Figure 6 ~

Distribution of Nodilittorina (N.) ziczac (Gmelin, 1791)

higher than wide. Larval shell not observed. Teleoconch:
sculpture commences with 5-6 visible, incised spiral lines
separated by flattened ridges; afterapproximately 2 whorls
the number doubles; later more spirals may intercalate,
bringing the number of spirals above the suture up to 15-
20. Umbilical side with similar, but more closely spaced
spirals. Blunt angle at the periphery made up by thicken-
ing ofthe shell wall. Colour at firstbrown, then gradually
becoming whitish with thin axial and ziczac markings al-
ways at angles to the growth lines; interior of shell brown
except a light band around the umbilicus and another,
less sharply defined one near the suture; exterior pig-
mentation may be largely reduced, producing a nearly
white shell. Aperture ovate, angulate adapically; columel-
lar edge moderately broad, slightly concave, more or less
brown, adapically thickening, smoothing the transition to
the parietal wall by a callus with a straight interior edge.
Parietal wall with thin brown shell layer. Outer lip simple.
External shell surface adjacent to columella not redis-
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solved. Operculum horny, brown, paucispiral, last whorl
broader than half of operculum length.

Radula: basic Nodilittorina type (Figure 18, also 1  TEL,
1974).
Spawn: LEeBour, 1945; ?Lewis, 1960 (figs. 11G-H only,

however slightly different from the figures of other au-
thors); Borkowski & Borkowski, 1969; Borkowski, 1971;
BAaNDEE, 1974; see Figure 5.

Penis: A BBotT (1954a) figured a penis of ‘Littorina ziczac”

from the Bahamas. As at that time all spirally sculptured
Nodilittorina species were united under the name of ziczac,
this might be a penis of N. angustior or N. mordax as well.

Types: Gmelin’s Trochusziczacwas founded on figures and
description of Chemnitz only. Dr. Knudsen (Kdbenhavn)
kindly informed us that Chemnitz had three collections at
his disposal: his own, Spengler’sand that of Count Moltke.
The two last-named are in the Universitets Zoologiske
Museum of Kdbenhavn, but the location of his own is not
known. Chemnitz stated his specimens to be present in his
collection, a fact being consistent with Dr. Knudsen’s state-
mentthatthere isnomaterialin Kdbenhavn. Asthe species
is easily recognizable in Chemnitz’ figures (here refig-
ured), the designation of fig. 1599b (Figure 45) to represent
the lectotype is considered to be sufficient to stabilise
nomenclature.

Philippi’s Littorina debilis proved to be ahalf-grown spec-
imen of Nodilittorina ziczac with a reduced colour pattern.
The hereby designated lectotype had parts of the radula
preserved.

In 1847 Philippi distinguished a more distinctly sculp-
tured Littorina d Orbignyana and a “true” L. ziczac with re-
duced sculpture and more pronounced axial colour lines.
Such differences are often encountered in populations and
are of intrasepcific rank; the radula exhibits no differences.
Philippi’stypes may be in Berlin (East), butashe included

Explanation of Figures 30to 36

Nodilittorina (N.) riisei (M 6rch, 1876)

Figure 30: Cuba. ZMK. Lectotype. Shell: 9.6X7.0mm, Radula:
X 680 FN 1394/43

Figure 3/: Cuba. SMF. Shell: 7.5X5.6mm, Radula:
X 370
Nodilittorina (N.) glaucocincta (M 6rch, 1876)
Figure 32: Lesser Antilles, St. Jean. ZMK. Holotype of Littorina
(Melaraphe)floccosa var.glaucocincta M 6rch, 1876. Shell: 13.1X8.4mm,
Radula: *) X 350FN 1382/19
X 570 FN 1382/20

FN 1615/1

b) (inner and outer marginal teeth)

Figure 33: Jamaica. MCZ 156162. Paratype of Littorina jamaicensis
C.B. Adams, 1850. Shell: 11.5X7.4mm, Radula:

X 370 FN 1599/4
Doubtful species, possibly Nodilittorina glaucocincta (M érch, 1876)
Figure 34: Jamaica. MCZ 186133. Lectotype of Littorina jamaicensis
C. B, Adams, 1850. 16.9X 10.6mm
Figure 35: Antilles. ZMK, labelled ‘Littorina glaucocincta Beck.”
10.1 X6.8mm (compare Figure 32)
Figure 36: M artinique. BM NH 1854.10.4.139. Lectotype of Littorina
(Melaraphe) angustior vat. fasciata M 6rch, 1876; original of ORBIGNY,
1842, pit. 14, fig. 25. Shell: 14.3X8.7mm
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the “Zigzag” of Orbigny, 1842, in his L. dorbignyana, this
original specimen was the only available one and is desig-
nated to be the lectotype of L. orbignyana Philippi, 1847.

Relationships. Nodilittorina lineolata and N. interrupta are

closely allied, but differ in the slightly lower number of
more pronounced spirals, amore pronounced angulation
at the periphery; the egg capsule of both N. interrupta and
jV. lineolata has four spiral ridges instead of 5. Nodilittorina
lineolata also is smaller, more slender; both species have
more intensive colour markings and the tendency towards
a dark brown median zone on the whorls. Nodilittorina
ziczac and N. interrupta are sympatric in the Southern
Caribbean, where N. interruptainhabits a higher supratidal
zone than N. ziczac; N lineolata is geographically separated
from both N. ziczac and N. interrupta and could be regarded
as a geographical race of, preferably, N. interrupta.

Range. Bermuda, Florida, all Caribbean islands, Colom-

bia, Venezuela; occurrence on the coastof Middle America
mainland probable, but no material available.

Material examined. Bermuda (Lebour, 1945, (spawn); BMNH
(shells)). Florida: Miami; Boca Raton; Key Biscayne (no radula).
Bahamas: S. Bimini; San Salvador (USNM 749794 through 749797).
Cuba (SMF). Hispaniola: Port-au-Prince, Cacique Island (USNM
749798). Antilles: M artinique (lectotype of L. dorbignyana Philippi,
1847, BMNH 1854.10.4.130); Barbados (type locality, no material
seen) untypical spawn figures by Lewis, 1960, fig. 11G-H; Curagao,
Cornelisbaai (USNM 749799). Colombia: Santa Marta (USNM
749800, 749801). Venezuela: La Guaira (RMNHL); Carupano (SMF
209798). No locality: SMF 196010 (coli. Helm, 1817, with preserved
radula); lectotype L. debilis (BMNH 1968.222).

Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina) lineolata (Orbigny, 1840)
(Figures 1A, 3A, 5, 7, 20-22)

. Littorina lineolata Orbigny, 1840: 392- (Port of Rio de Janeiro;

lectotype BMNH 1854.12.4.363, Figure 20 herein) (part, syno-
nyms excluded).
Littorina lineata, O RBIGNY, 1842: 208; no. 120 (part, excl. figs.
and synonyms). Borkowsk1, 1975: 369, 371 (part, only synonym
"brasilensis”" — misspelling for brasiliensis Vermeij &Porter, 1971)
(not Phasianella lineata Lamarck, 1822).

. Litorina pusilla Philippi, 1847: 164; pit. Litorina 3, fig. 23
(“Brasilia or Sandwich Islands” type locality restricted to
Brasilia herein; types notavailable, might be in Berlin (East))
(not Littorina pusilla M’Coy, 1844: 32, pi. 5 fig. 26). K USTER,
1856: 11; pit. 1, figs. 20-22.

. Littorina (Melaraphe) lineolata, MorcH, 1876: 138, no. 323.

. Littorina (Melaraphe) pusilla, MORCH, 1876: 140, no. 328. IRYON,
1887: 251; pit. 45, fig. 8 (copy KUSTER, 1856).

Littorina (Melaraphe) sp.n (or pusilla var.?), MORrRcH, 1876: 140-,
no. 329.

. Littorina (Melaraphe) ziczac, BEQUAERT, 1943: 15, 17 (part, figs.
excl.). Mattuews, 1968: 184, fig. 1. Rios, 1970: 33 (not Trochus
ziczac Gmelin, 1791).
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Littorina ziczac, M arcus & M arcus, 1963: 7-33, figs. 1 (shell),
3 (radula), 9 (osphradium), 15-16 (penis), 24-25 (female geni-
talia), 28-29 (spawn), 30 (young shell).

Littorina ziczac brasiliensis Vermeij &Porter, 1971: 448 (new name
for Litorina pusilla Philippi, 1847, not M ’Coy, 1844). Vermeij,
1973: 324.

Description: Shell ovate conical, about 10mm long, with
slightly convex, regularly increasing whorls, the last angu-
lar atthe periphery; no umbilicus. Apex very often heavily

corroded by algae.

Teleoconch: Sculpture commences with 7 visible incised
spiral lines separated by flattened ridges; thisnumber may
double later. Umbilical side with similar, but more closely
spaced spirals. Angle at the periphery of variable strength,
made up by thickening of the shell. Colour at apex brown,
then gradually becoming whitish with axial and, in large
specimens, ziczac markings always at angles to the growth
lines; a conspicuous dark brown median band is rarely
seen on the whorls; shell interior dark brown with a light
band on the umbilical side and occasionally (in about
half of specimens) a second, less distinct light band near
the suture. Aperture ovate, angled adapically; columel-
lar margin broad, very slightly concave, dark brown,
adapically thickening, smoothing the transition to the
parietal wall by a callus with straight interior edge. Parie-
tal wall with brown shell layer. Outer lip simple. External
shell surface adjacent to columella sometimes slightly
redissolved.

Operculum: horny, paucispiral, width of its last whorl

more than half of the remainder of the operculum.

Radula: is of the basic Nodilittorina type, with the transi-
tion from the posterior portion ofthe basal platform of the
central tooth to its anterior portion angulate.

Spawn: (M arcuUs &M arcus, 1963) a cupola-shaped capsule
with one egg, one side flat, opposite side convex with 4
spiral ridges, separated from flat side by a steep-sloped

smooth zone.

Relationships: Nodilittorina ziczac is larger than N lineolata,
its spiral sculpture is weaker and commences with 5-6
spirals which may double twice; always two light bands in
the interior; egg capsule with 5 ridges. N. interrupta is also
larger, but always has a conspicuous dark brown median
zone on whorls and two light interior bands, and shells
of equal size are generally broader in N. interrupta. N.
interrupta and N. lineolata are probably most closely related,
butthey are geographically widely separated. The shell of
N. angustior may be very similar to N. lineolata, but this
is regarded as homoeomorphous as both species are suffi-
ciently distinguished by their spawn and operculum char-
acteristics to be regarded as not closely related.
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Nodilittorina interrupta

Nodilittorina lineolata

Figure 7

Distribution of Nodilittorina (N.J lineolata (Orbigny, 1840) and N. (N.)
interrupta (C. B. Adams in Philippi, 1947)

Nomenclature. In recentyears, the name lineolata Orbigny
has been applied to a mixture of species encompassing
Nodilittorina interrupta, N. glaucocincta, N. riisei and N.
mordax. However, from Orbigny’s original diagnosis it is
obvious that he considered lineolata to be a mere variety
of “Littorina lineata Lamarck” (= N. angustior according to
his 1842 figures, but probably N. interrupta ofhis intention),
demonstrating that he did not confuse the names lineata
and lineolata:

“Cette espece, que nous considérons comme une
variété de la Littorina lineata des Antilles, est beaucoup
plus petite. Avec lesmémes couleurs, elle est quelque-
fois moins anguleuse, mais ne nous parait pas en
différer spécifiquement.”

The 1840 publication of Orbigny is considered to be the
original publication ofthe name Littorina lineolata, although

the author cited another publication of the name lineolata
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in a paper entitled “Mollusques des Antilles.” No work
with such a title has been published; and as the numbers
allocated to Littorina lineolata and to L. columellaris in the
synonymy citations of 1840 are the same as published for
I lineata and L columellaris in 1842, it is assumed that
“Mollusques des Antilles” is a manuscript title subsequently
dropped when the actual manuscript was published in
Ramon de la Sagra’s account of the Isle of Cuba (O RrBIGNY,
1842).

By its type locality and by its preserved type specimens
the identification of this species is beyond doubt. Orbigny
himself, in a later study (1842) contributed further to the
confusion about Nodilittorina lineolata, in that he included
his lineolata in ‘Littorina lineata,” even citing it as ‘lineata.”
Since 1847, the nam e pusilla Philippi, 1847 came intomorer
frequent use; it was proposed for individuals with aheavily
corroded spire. Although it is preoccupied, the substitu-
tion name brasiliensis Vermeij &Porter, 1971 is unnecessary
as the name lineolata is without doubt available for the
Brazilian species. BEQuAERT (1943: 17) selected “Barbados,”
one of the two so-called “Sugar Islands” cited in Chemnitz’
references as type locality for both N. ziczac and N. lineolata;
this selection is rejected for N. lineolata because it is based
on Orbigny’s reference to Cuemn~itz (1781: pit. 166, figs.
1600a-b (refigured Figure 45 herein)) only, which is not
conspecific with'the material Orbigny actually described;
the selection of a lectotype (herein) supersedes this and any
possible other restriction of the use of the name lineolata
(Art. 74 a(ii) IRZN).

Distribution. South America: Brazil and Uruguay.

M aterial studies. Brazil: Desterro (SMF, no radula), Pernambuco
(BMNH), Sao Vicente near Santos (USNM 749802); Prov. Rio de
Janeiro, Prainha (IRSNB); Rio de Janeiro (Lectotype, BMNH 1854.
12.4.363; SMF), Sao Paulo (SMF, no radula). Uruguay: Cabo Polonia,

Rocha (SMF).

Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina) interrupta
(C. B. Adams in Philippi, 1847)
(Figures 5, 7,16, 17, 23-26)

. Phasianella lineata Lamarck, 1822: 54 (Antilles; part, not the

lectotype which is Littoraria tesselata (Philippi, 1847); 3 para-
types in MHNG 1096/87/2-4, Figure 23 herein) (not Buccinum
lineatum Gmelin, 1791, which is Littoraria (Littorinopsis) scabra
(Linnaeus, 1758)).
Littorina marnat Potiez & Michaud, 1838: 279 (part); pit. 28,
figs. 9-10 (St. Thomas; synonymy excluded is N. punctata
(Gmelin, 1791): lectotype hereby designated: original of Trochus
marnat Adanson, 1757 (pit. 12, fig. 1) = holotype of Trochus
punctatus Gmelin, 1791, refigured by FiscuHEr-PIETTE, 1942: pit.
10, figs. 2a-b, from Senegal).
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Littorina lineata, O RBIGNY, 1842: 208 (part, excl. figs.)

Litorina lineata. Puirirri, 1847: 163-; pit. Litorina 3, fig. 18.
KUSTER, 1856: 23-; pit. 3, figs. 12-13.

Litorina ziczac var. interrupta C. B. Adams in Puirieri, 1847:
164 (sub Litorina lineata) (no locality given; material in the
C. B. Adams collection from Jamaica, MCZ 186124, here
Figure 24).

Littorina jamaicensis C. B. Adams, 1850: 71 (lectotype design,
by CLENCH & TURNER, 1950: 296-, 380; pit. 38, fig. 19, herein
refigured Figure 34; nomen dubium due to lack of radula;
paratypes are N. interrupta (Figure 24) and N. glaucocincta (Fig-
ure 33)).

Litorina lineata var. interrupta, KUsSTER, 1856: 24; pit. 3, figs.
14-15.

Littorina (Melaraphe) floccosa MorRcH, 1876: 138, no. 322 (Lesser
Antilles, St. Thomas; lectotype ZMK, Figure 25 herein).
Littorina (Melaraphe) angustior var, a fasciata M orcu, 1876: 139,
no. 324a (refers to Littorina lineata Orbigny, 1842: pit. 14, fig.
25; M artinique; holotype, BMNH 1854.10.4.139, herein figure
36. Species identification doubtful due to lack of radula, thus
nomen dubium; not Littorina fasciata Gray, 1839).

Littorina lineata var. interrupta, CLENCH & T URNER, 1950: 294,
380; pit. 38, fig. 18 (invalid paratype designation, fig. 18, MCZ
186 123; invalid lectotype designation, p. 294).

Littorina lineolata, KAUFMANN & GOTTING, 1970: 349; fig. 35 (not
of Orbigny, 1840).

Littorina sp. BANDEL, 1974: 93-113; figs. 9 (shell), 16A, 17 (spawn),
18-21, 46-47 (radula). Banper, 1975: 14-, pit. 1, figs. 4-6 (em-
bryonic shell).

Description. Shell elongate ovate-conical, about 15mm
long; whorls slightly convex, slowly and regularly in-
creasing, the last bluntly angular at the periphery; no
umbilicus. Embryonic shell: one whorl, planispiral, finely
granulated, with growth lines; shell diameter 0.13mm;
aperture slightly higherthan wide, itsmargin with shallow
sinuses at their sides. Larval shell 2.5 whorls sculptured
with approx. 7 spirally arranged rows of granules mostly
fusing to ziczacridges; growth lines present and a terminal
varix with a deep adapical sinus (Figures 16, /7).

Teleoconch: Earliest sculpture not preserved; on later

whorls sculpture consists of 10 incised spiral lines above
the suture, separated by flattened ridges; three more spirals
below suture; only on last whorl spirals may double and
simultaneously become obsolete; umbilical side with simi-
lar, but more closely spaced spirals. Blunt angle at the
periphery made up by thickening of the shell. Colour of
apex brown; a broad brown median zone on the visible
parts ofthe whorls and anothernarrow brown zone abapical
to the peripheral angle persist throughout growth; width
and intensity of these zones vary, they may be less intense
than axial and ziczac markings being at angle with the
growth lines. Interior brown but for narrow light bands
near the suture, on the umbilical side and at the peripheral
angle, the latter being the least distinct and most narrow
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one. Aperture ovate, angled adapically; columellar edge
broad, very slightly concave, more or less brown, adapical-
ly thickening, smoothing the transition to the parietal wall
by a callus with straight interior edge. Parietal wall with
lightbrownish shell layer. Outer lip simple. External shell
surface adjacent to columella sometimes very slightly
redissolved. Operculum horny, paucispiral, last whorl
broader than half of operculum length.

Radula: Basic Nodilittorina type; central tooth slightly
narrowed, the sides of the basal platform are rounded.

Spawn (Bansper, 1974): Cupola-shaped egg capsule with
four ridges on top ofthe convex side and smooth, slightly
concave steep-sloped flank.

Relationships: Nodilittorina ziczac differs in size, sculpture,
and colour pattern, and the central tooth of the radula
has a broader basal platform with strongly convex lateral
edges. N. lineolata has sometimes a similar colour pattern,
but is also different in size, sculpture, details of the central
tooth and also in the operculum. Nodilittorina glaucocincta,
also living in Jamaica, and its allies N. riisei and N. mordax
usually have broadershells with alarger aperture, stronger
spiral sculpture and without the adapical light-coloured
interior band. However there may be shell varieties which
are more slender, less intensely sculptured and showing a
weak adapical interior band; these shells cannot be dis-
tinguished from some individuals of N. interrupta with an
equally strongly sculptured shell (e.g.,, Figure 26) without
studying the radula and the spawn. The radula of N. inter-
rupta is similar only to the one of N. riisei, but the egg
capsules are very different.

Nomenclature: Phasianella lineata Lamarck: The type
sample is composed of this species and Littoraria tesselata
(Philippi, 1847); BeEqQuakerT (1943: 13) selected the only
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individual belonging to the latter species to be the lecto-
type. For fuller discussion see appendix.

Littorina marnat Potiez &M ichaud: The figured specimen,
said to be from St. Thomas, can be determined as N. inter-
rupta because additional material from this locality, con-
stituting the lectotype and paratypes of floccosa Morch,
1876, proved the specific identity with N. interrupta. The
species name of Potiez &M ichaud, being that of Adanson,
1757, for the West African form known as N. punctata
(Gmelin, 1791), is taken as an indication of the authors’
intent as to which populations they considered to be typical
of their nominal species, and the lectotype is designated
accordingly.

Littorina interrupta: PuiLippi (1847) mentioned and de-
fined the specific name ‘interrupta C. B. Adams” the first
time; however, he considered this a colour variety of his
‘Litorina lineata’not worthy of aname even on the variety
level; i.e., the name interrupta is published as a synonym
here. Subsequently the name has been accepted fora taxon
only once (KUsTER, 1856), but this should satisfy the re-
quirements of availability of names published primarily
in synonymy (Art. 11 (d), IRZN). In case this interpreta-
tion should be rejected, the species dealt with here would
retain the specific name ‘inferrupta, ”but the authorship
had to be credited to KuUsTERr, 1856. As Philippi himself
did not intend to publish this name validly, he should not
be cited as the author, but C. B. Adams instead.

The type of the nominal species ‘interrupta”has to be
selected from the published specimens; ie, from those
Philippi had at hand; thus the selection of paratypes from
the C. B. Adams collection (Museum of Comparative
Zoology, Cambridge, Mass.) and of the figs. 14-15 of pit. 3
of KusTER (1856) as lectotype is invalid. Also the citation
of the name as of “Philippi, 1856~ is incorrect. Neverthe-
less, the specimens of the C. B. Adams collection, exhibit-

Explanation of Figures 37 to 4/

Nodilittorina (N.) mordax Bandel & Kadolsky, spec. nov.
Figure 37: Bahamas, Nassau, Paradise Island, Holotype. USNM
749813. Shell: 11.8X8.9mm, Radula: X 410 FN 931/1
Figure 38: Curagao, Cornelisbaai. Paratype. USNM 749816. Shell:
10.9X7.6mm, Radula (figured by Bandel, 1974 (figs. 50-51, as

jamaicensis)) X 290 FN1903/19
Figure 39:S. Bimini,Sunshine Inn.Paratype. USNM 749815.
Shell: 7.6X5.6mm, Radula: a) X710 FN 1427/13

b) X 710 FN 1427/15
Littoraria tesselata(Philippi, 1847)
Figure 40: Antilles. MHNG 1096/87/1. Lectotype of Phasianella lin-
eata Lamarck, 1822, and of Littorina tesselata Philippi, 1847. Shell:
16.6 X 11.0mm. Paratype figure see Figure 23
Figure 4I: Haiti, Port-au-Prince, Cacique Isl., Ibo Beach. USNM
749825. Shell: 149X 10.5mm, Radula: X 440



[Bandel & Kadolsky] Figures 37 to 4/
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ing the colour variety described by Puiripr1 (1847) (see Fig-
ure 24), were very useful to identify the name ‘interrupta.”

Littorinajamaicensis C. B. Adams, 1850, has to be consid-
ered as a doubtful name, as the lectotype, designated by
CLENCH & TURNER, 1950, no longer contained the radula.
Paratypes proved to be N. interrupta and N. glaucocincta,
which can securely only be separated by their radula (and
probably spawn) properties. The lectotype is a slender
shell with a small aperture and strong spiral sculpture;
the two first-named characters are more typical for N.
interrupta, while the latter occurs more frequently in N.
glaucocincta.

Distribution: Southern Caribbean Sea, from Jamaica and
Hispaniola to Columbia.

Material examined. Jamaica (paratypes ofL.jamaicensis C. B. Adams,
1850, MCZ 186123,186124; other material, SMF); Hispaniola, Haiti,
St. Mare (SMF). Lesser Antilles: St. Thom as (lectotype and 50 para-
types of L. floccosa M orcu, 1876, ZMK); St. Vincent (BMNH); St.
Croix (1 paratype of floccosa, ZMK). Costa Rica: Limoén (SMF).
Columbia: Santa Marta (USNM 749803). Locality unknown: 3
paratypes of Phasianella lineata Lamarck, 1822, MHNG 1096/87/2-4.
Doubtful material (no radula): M artinique (lectotype of Littorina
angustiorfasciata M érch, 1876, (BMNH 1854.10.4.139).

Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina) angustior
(Mérch, 1876)
(Figures 5, 8, 27-29)

« Littorina lineata, O RBIGNY, 1842:208; pit. 14, figs. 24,26, 27 (not fig.
25, not Phasianella lineata Lamarck, 1822). BORKOWSKI &B ORKOW SK1,
1969: 409-414; fig. 4B (spawn), pit. 66, figs. 1-2 (shell). Bor-
kowski, 1971: 827-836; fig. 2 (spawn). FLOREs, 1973: 14-; pit. 2,
figs. 6-10. Borkowsk1, 1975: 369-376; fig. 1A (radula).

. Littorina carinata Orbigny, 1842: 209; pit. 15, figs. 1-4 (Cuba;
lectotype (BM NH 1854.10.4.128, here Figure 28) (not Delphinula
carinata W oodward, 1833 nor Turbo carinatus Woodward, 1833,
which are both forms of Littorina littorea (Linnaeus, 1758)).
R EEVE, 1857: no. 50, pit. 8, fig. 50.

. Litorina carinata, PHiL1PP1, 1847: 163; pit. Litorina 3, fig. 19.
KUSTER, 1856: 19; pit. 2, figs. 28-29.

. Littorina (Melaraphe) angustior M orcu, 1876: 139, no. 32 (type
locality (hereby designated): Havana, Cuba; lectotype (hereby
designated): M orcH collection, ZMK, herein Figure 27).

. Littorina (Melaraphe) carinata, M 6RCH, 1876: 139, no. 325.

. Litorina ziczac, W EINKAUFF, 1882: 32 (part, not figs.; not of
GMELIN, 1791).

. Litorina angustior, W EINKAUFF, 1882:67-, pit. 8, fig. 15 (paratype).

. Littorina (Melarhaphe) lineata, M ARTENSs, 1900: 577, 583 (not of
Lamarck, 1822).

. Littorina (Melarhaphe) ziczac, BEQuAr.RT, 1943: 15; pit. 5, fig. 5
(part, not of G MELIN, 1791). WARMKE &A BBOTT, 1962: 52- (part),
pit. 9, fig. L.

Littorina lineolata, ABBoTT, 1964: 65 (part, not of Orbigny, 1840).
ABBOTT, 1968: 82; fig. 83.1./F LorES, 1973: 15-, pit. 2, figs. 11-15.
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Nodilittorina angustior

207.

10*

Figure 8

Distribution of Nodilittorina (N.) angustior (M 6rch, 1876)

. Littorina (Austrolittorina) lineata, R osew ATer, 1970: 423.

. Littorina jamaicensis, B axpeL, 1974: 95, 99, 103; figs. 10 (shell),
17 (spawn) (not the radula which is from Nodilittorina mordax
spec.nou; notjamaicensis C. B. Apawms, 1850).

. Littorina (Austrolittorina) angustior, Assott, 1974: 68-; fig. 560.

Description: Shell .conical, about 10-15mm long, with
nearly straight but stepped contours of the whorls, the last

angular to bluntly keeled at the periphery; no umbilicus.

Protoconch: About 3 whorls, brown, worn.

Teleoconch: Sculpture consists of 6-7 incised spiral lines
separated by flattened ridges; no or only sporadic inter-
calations of secondary spirals. Umbilical side with similar
but weaker spirals. Angle or keel atperiphery made up by

shell material.

Colour: On early whorls a light zone atthe adapical suture
and a brown zone abapically of it; this brown zone mostly
disappears during growth but may sometimes persist;
oblique, closely spaced brown axial markings cover all
whorls. Interior brown except two narrow bands near the
suture and on the umbilical side; a third band at the

peripheral angle is blurred, narrower and often obsolete.

Aperture: Small, ovate, angled adapically. Columellar
edge broad, slightly concave, brown, passing without an
angle to the parietal wall which is covered by a brown
shell layer. Outer lip simple. Sometimes faint indications
of redissolving of the external shell surface adjacent to

the columellar margin.

Operculum: Horny, paucispiral, its last whorl narrower

than its spiral part.
Radula:

the lateral edges are rounded at the transition from the
posterior to the anterior portion of the basal platform.

Of basic Nodilittorina type; in the central tooth
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Spawn (BorRkOWSKI & Borkowski, 1969; Borkowski, 1971):
Capsule cupola-shaped, with spiral ridges over the whole
convex side down to the edge of the flat side.

Relationships: By its slender conical form, the relatively
small aperture, the shape of the egg capsule and the nar-
rowly coiled operculum, this species appears to be isolated
amongst the Western Atlantic spirally sculptured species

of Nodilittorina.

Nomenclature: Many authors credited the specific name
‘lineata” to Orbigny, 1842. However, Orbigny referred to
Phasianella lineata Lamarck, 1822 which is not conspecific:
the lectotype is Littoraria tesselata (Philippi, 1847) while
the three paratypes belong to Nodilittorina interrupta (C. B.
Adams in PHiripri, 1847). Possibly OrBiGNY (1842) con-
sidered his Littorina lineata to be N. interrupta but his figures
show N. angustior and N. cf. interrupta, and his reference to
Rio de Janeiro specimens includes N. lineolata.

The name ‘carinata Orbigny, 1842” was rejected by
BEQUAERT (1943), Borkow skl &BorkowskI (1969) and others
as a presumed homonym of Turbo carinatus J. Sowerby,
1819. As this species does not belong to the Littorinidae,
it is neither a primary nor a secondary homonym of
Littorina carinata Orbigny. However, two aberrant fossil
varieties of Littorina littorea (Linnaeus), described by Woobp-
waRrD (1833) as Delphinula carinata and Turbo carinatus, make
L. carinata, Orbigny, 1842 really after all asecondary junior
homonym.

The distinction of ‘lineata Orb.” (= angustior M 6rch s.str.)
and carinata Orb. is based on the existence of an angulate
or keeled periphery, respectively. This character, however,
is variable within the species. ‘L. lineata” was sometimes
identified with N. interrupta, e.g., by PHiLiPPI, 1847 and

Kister, 1856.

Range: The whole Caribbean Sea, as far south as Vene-

zuela, as far north as Florida.

Material examined: Florida: Key Biscayne (no radula); Miami
(USNM 749804); Boca Raton (749805); Bahamas: S. Bimini (749806);
San Salvador (749807). Cuba: Lectotype and paratypes of Littorina
carinata Orbigny, 1842, (BMNH 1854.10.4.128); Havana (lectotype
and 1 paratype of L. angustior Mdrch, 1876, ZMK); dto. (SMF).
Jamaica (SMF). Hispaniola Haiti, St. Mare (SMF). Antilles: St.
Thomas (ZMK: 6 paratypes of L. angustior Mérch, no radula); St.
Thomas, near Buck Island (ZMK: 6 paratypes of L. angustior M 6rch);
St. Martin (ZMK: 5 paratypes of L. angustior Mdrch, no radula);
Guadeloupe, E. tip of Grande Terre, Pointe des Chéateaux (749 808);
Curagao, Cornelisbaai (749809). Colombia: Santa Marta ((749810).
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Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina) riisei
(Morch, 1876)
(Figures 5, 9, 30, 31)

Littorina (Melaraphe) Riisei M&érch, 1876: 140, no. 327 (Cuba;

lectotype (hereby): ZMK, Fig. 30 herein).

. Littorina lineolata, BorkowsKl & BorRkowskI, 1969: 408-414; fig.
4A (spawn), pit. 66, figs. 3-4 (shell). Borkowsk1, 1971: 826-840;
figs. 1A, B (nurse cells), 2 (spawn). BANDEL, 1974: fig. 17 (spawn)
(part). Borkowskl, 1975: 369-376; fig. IB (radula). (Not lineolata
Orbigny, 1840).

Description: Shell ovate-conical to conical-ovate, up to

17mm long, with slightly convex, regularly increasing

whorls, the last bluntly keeled at the periphery.

Protoconch: Probably paucispiral, brown (only worn parts
preserved).
Teleoconch: Sculpture consists of 6 narrow spiral furrows

separated by flattened elevated ridges; in large specimens
this number may rise to 9 by intercalation of a few more
furrows of equal size; further, small spiral ridges of second
rank may show up in these furrows. Peripheral keel made
up by thickening of the shell; umbilical side with numer-
ous closely spaced incised spiral lines.

Colour: At first brown, then development of a light zone
at the adapical suture; brown middle zone persists on all
whorls in variable width and intensity; another narrow
brown zone abapically of the peripheral keel. Interior
dark brown except a narrow band on the umbilical side;

near the suture a less intensely pigmented zone.

Aperture: Ovate, angled adapically; columellar margin
broad, slightly concave, brown, passing without forming
an angle into the parietal margin by a callus with straight
interior margin; parietal wall with thin brown shell layer;
outer lip simple. A small part of the external shell surface

adjacent to the columellarmargin is regularly redissolved.

Operculum: Horny, brown, paucispiral, width oflast whorl

larger than width of the spiral part.

Radula: Close to the basic Nodilittorina type, but central
tooth fairly narrow, and outer marginal with 7 cusps only
(instead of 8 as in many species).

Spawn: (BoRKOWSKI&BorkowskKI, 1969; Borkowsk1, 1971):
a high cupola-shaped capsule with spiral ridges on the
convex side, and oblique striae on the steep and slightly

concave sides.
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Relationships: Nodilittorinaglaucocincta and N. mordax have
virtually identical shells and are only to be distinguished
by their radula characters: in N. mordax the central tooth
is much narrower than in N glaucocincta, and the other
teeth reduce their cusp numbers, while one cusp in the
lateral and in the inner marginal tooth increases in size.
Nodilittorina interrupta, N. angustior and N lineolata may
have similar colour patterns, but differ in other shell char-
acters, including the presence of a second light-coloured
band in the interior, as well as by their primitive radula
and different egg capsules.

Range: Florida and Cuba.

Material examined: Florida: Miami (USNM 749811); Boca Raton
(USNM 749812); Key Biscayne (B/K). Cuba (lectotype and 1 para-
type, ZMK; other material, SMF).

m30;
Nodtl'z.tto‘rma Nodilittorina mordax
riisei
20/. Nodilittorina
. glaucocincta
10*

Figure 9

Distribution of Nodilittorina (N.) riisei (M 6rch, 1876), glaucocincta
(M6rch, 1876) and mordax spec. nov. From Barbados (locality marked
(1)) spawn similar to that of N. riisei was described (LEwis, 1960)

Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina) glaucocincta
(Morch, 1876)
(Figures 5, 9, 32, 33)

Littorina jamaicensis C. B. Adams, 1850: 71 (Jamaica; lectotype
S.D., by CLENCH & TURNER, 1950; 296-, 380; pit. 38, fig. 19;
MCZ 186 133; 0fdoubtful species identity due to lack ofradula,
refigured herein Figure 34, paratypes with radula partly con-
specific with L. glaucocincta (Figure 33), and partly with L.
interrupta (Figure 24). Nomen dubium).

Littorina (Melaraphe) floccosa var. a (Littorina glaucocincta Beck),
M 6rch, 1876; 138, no. 322a (St. Jean; holotype ZMK, Figure
32 herein).
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Description: The shell is essentially the same as that
described for Nodilittorina riisei and that of N. mordax. The
radula is characterised by a very narrow central tooth, a
lateral tooth with the second cusp (counted from the centre
ofthe radula) enlarged, the inner marginal tooth with three
cusps the central of which is enlarged, and the outer mar-
ginal with 6 cusps only.

Relationships: Nodilittorinaglaucocincta can be distinguished
from N. riisei and N. mordax by its radula characters only.
A full discussion is given under N. mordax. The shell of
N. interrupta usually is more slender, the spiral sculpture
weakerand the adapical light-coloured zone in the aperture
is more pronounced, but some individuals may be indis-
tinguishable by shell characters alone.

Remarks: Many literature references cannot be allocated
with certainty to the synonymy lists of either Nodilittorina
riisei, N. glaucocincta, N. mordax or N. interrupta, due to lack
ofdata on the radula and spawn characters. Amongstthem
is the lectotype of Littorina jamaicensis C. B. Adams, 1850,
while paratypes proved to belong to N. interrupta and to
N. glaucocincta. Another one is the nominal taxon ‘Littorina
angustiorfasciata M orch, 1876,” which istentatively included
in N. interrupta, as the shell resembles this species slightly
more than N. glaucocincta. LEwis depicts an egg capsule from
Barbados (1960: figs. 11E-F, as ‘Littorinaziczac”) very similar
to those of N. riisei. If the assumed close relationship be-
tween N. riisei, N. glaucocincta and N. mordax is correctly
assumed, it might be the egg capsule of either N. glauco-
cincta or N. mordax whose proven distribution is closer to
Barbados than that of N. riisei.

Types: The lectotype and paratypes of Littorinajamaicensis
C. B. Adams are preserved in the C. B. Adams collection
in the MCZ. The radula of a paratype could be examined.

The holotype of Littorina floccosa glaucocincta M drch is
kept in the Morch collection in the ZMK; it still contained
the radula. The type designation was somewhat difficult,
as in the original publication Mo6rch named only one
locality, St. Jean. In the collection, however, the only sam-
ple from St. Jean was labelled ‘Littorina...”while another
sample without a proper locality (“inter testas minutas ex
Ins. Antill.”) was determined as ‘Littorinaglaucocincta Beck.”
The two samples contained rather similar shells (Figures
32 and 35). Probably the specimens without exact locality
were the original "Littorina glaucocincta”of Beck, a manu-
script name before Morch, 1876, who identified with this
the St. Jean specimen he had received from Unger. Fie
probably failed to note this determination on the label,
and he did not mention the Beck specimens because of
their vague locality. As only the St. Jean specimen was
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included in the original description, it becomes automat-
ically the holotype.

Range: Jamaica; Virgin Islands.

M aterial examined: Jamaica (paratypes of L. jamaicensis, MCZ
186133). Virgin Islands. St. Jean (holotype of glaucocincta, ZMXK).
Doubtful material (no radula): “Antilles” (ZMK, labelled Littorina

glaucocincta Beck). Jamaica (lectotype L. jamaicensis, MCZ 186133).

Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina) mordax
Bandel s-Kadolsky, spec. nov.
(Figures 5,9, 37-39)

-Littorina jamaicensis, BANDEL, 1974a: 95-108 (part); figs. 18-21,
50-51 (radula) (not the shell description and figure which is
N. angustior; notjamaicensis C. B. Adams, 1850).

Littorina lineolata, BANDEL, 1974a: 95-108; figs. 11 (shell), 36-38
(radula) (part, not lineolata Orbigny, 1840). BANDEL, 1974b: 13;
fig. 6D (faeces).

Holotype: B/K (USNM 749813), Fig. 37 (shell, radula).

Paratypes: B/K (USNM 749814 through 749816).

Type locality:
collected 1970.

Bahamas, Nassau, Paradise Island; Bandel

Etymology:
lateral teeth.

mordax (Lat.): biting, because of the large

Diagnosis: A species of Nodilittorina with a spirally sculp-
tured shell identical with those of N. riisei (M 6rch, 1876)
and N. glaucocincta (M 6rch, 1876), but characterized by
radula properties: The central tooth is so much reduced
that it has lost its function; the third cusp of both the
lateral and, to a lesser extent, the inner marginal tooth
(counted from the centre of the radula) are extremely
large, while the remaining cusps are very small, the mar-

ginal ones being obsolete or nearly so. This radula is very

THE VELIGER

Vol. 25; No. i

similar to the one of Nodilittorina tuberculata (M enke, 1828),
in which however, the outer marginal tooth has 7 cusps
instead of 5-6 in N. mordax.

Description of the shell: Compare Nodilittorina riisei (M 6rch,
1876); see also Bandel, 1974, p. 991, as ‘Littorina lineolata’;
for the description of the radula see Bandel, 1974 p. 108
(as ‘L. jamaicensis” from Curacao and “L. lineolata” from
Paradise Island, Bahamas). Operculum paucispiral, width
of its last whorl larger than that of the spiral part.

Relationships: The indistinguishable shells found in Nodi-
littorina riisei, N. glaucocincta and N. mordax suggest very
close relationships;i. e, evolution from acommon ancestor
probably by geographical separation, as these species are
now allopatric. N interrupta has very..similar shell char-
acters, but mostly a weaker sculpture and a second light-
colour.ed band in the interior; the shape ofthe egg capsule
and the radula demonstrate that this species is not par-
ticularly closely related to any species of the N glaucocincta
group. N tuberculata has a radula very similar to that of
N. mordax, but differs in every other character. Some rad-
ula properties of the species mentioned above may be
compiled in Table 2:

Table 2

Radula characters of some Nodilittorina species.

Length/width Cusp number of

ratio

Central Lateral Inner Outer

tooth tooth marginal marginal
N. interrupta 1.7-2.2 4 4 7-8
N. riisei 2.5-28 4(5) 4 7
N. glaucocincta 3.7-5 4 4 6
N. mordax 7 -8 3-4 2-3 5-6
N. tuberculata 6.9-7.5 3 3 7
N. antoni (reduced) 1 1 3

Explanation of Figures 42 to 45

Nodilittorina (N.) dilatata (Orbigny, 1842)

Figure 42: Cuba, Havana. BMNH 1845.10.4.126. Lectotype. 13.9
X 10.7mm
Figure 43: Bahamas, Nassau, Paradise Island. USNM. Radula fig-
ured by BanbpEeL, 1974 (figs. 48 49)
Figure 44: Miami. USNM 749817. Shell: 13.1X9.4mm, Radula:

X 290 FN 1406/4
Figure 45: Nodilittorina species figured by Cuemn~iTz, 1781. Pit.
166, figs. 1599a,b: Lectotype figure of Trochus ziczac Gmelin, 1791
(= Nodilittorina ziczac (Gmelin, 1791)). Presumably from Barbados
(BEQUAERT, 1943). Height of original figures: a) 16mm, b) 15mm.
Pit. 166, figs. 1600a,b: Individual cited in the original publication

of Trochus ziczac Gmelin, 1791 (var. f3), Phasianella lineata Lamarck,
1822, and Littorina lineolata Orbigny, 1840. Presumably from Bar-
bados (BEQUAERT, 1943); does not constitute a type figure; doubtful

species identity, might be either Nodilittorina interrupta (C. B. Adams

in Philippi, 1847), N. jamaicensis (C. B. Adams, 1850), N. glaucocincta

(M orch, 1876), N. nisei'(M 6rch, 1876) or N. mordax spec. nov. Height

of original figures: a) 12mm, b) 13mm

Pit. 163, figs. 1545-1546: Lectotype figure of Trochus nodulosus

Gmelin, 1791 (designated by CLENCH & ABBOTT, 1942: 3) from the

Pacific. Height of original figure: 18mm. The Caribbean 'Littorina”
tuberculata M enke, 1828, was established by comparison to this figure

and accompanying description, being differentiated by its smaller
size only
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PI. 166 F. 1600

PI. 163 F.I1545- 1546



Vol. 25; No. i

Obviously, the radulae of Nodilittorina riisei, N. glauco-
cincta and N. mordax represent three stages of increasing
modification of the basic Nodilittorina-type radula as ex-
emplified by N. interrupta. The radula of N. tuberculata
is indeed very similar to'that of N. mordax, but a close
relationship is highly improbable: it would imply that
during the whole process of radula differentiation in the
N. glaucocincta group the shell and operculum characters
had remained constant, until the properties of N. mordax
had developed, and then all of a sudden the shell and
operculum characters turned into those of N. tuberculata.
The egg capsule of N. tuberculata is also very different
from that of N. riisei, while the egg capsules of N. glauco-
cincta and N. mordax are not yet known. Interestingly, the
egg capsule of N. antoni, where the process of radula modi-
fication is most advanced, shows some resemblance to the
one of N. riisei, particularly the oblique striations on the
deep flank of the cupola. Shell and operculum of N. antoni,
however, are extremely different from N. riiseiorN. mordax.
More anatomical data are required to trace possible rela-
tionships in more detail; itemerges already now that several
properties, in particularthe radular modifications towards
a reduced central tooth and the remaining teeth having-
one very large cusp, have developed repeatedly in the
West Atlantic. The subgenus Echinolittorina Habe, 1956,
based only on the radula characters of N. tuberculata, is of
no use in classification, as it would have to include N.
mordax, a species certainly not closely related to N. tubercu-
lata, but to N. glaucocincta and N. riisei. A subgenus Echino-
littorinathus would have to comprise the two last-mentioned
species, plus N. mordax and N. tuberculata; but no reasonable
definition of a group so composed could be made.

Range: Bahamas and Curagao.

Material examined: Bahamas: S. Bimini, Sunshine Inn (C. Edwards
leg.; USNM 749815) (3 paratypes); Nassau, Paradise Island (K. Bandel
leg. 1970; USNM 749813-749814; holotype and 30 paratypes. Curagao,

Cornelisbaai (K. Bandel leg. 1971; USNM 749816; 22 paratypes).

Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina) dilatata
(Orbigny, 1842)
(Figures 5, 10, 42-44)

* Littorina dilatata (0 rB16NY, 1842: 207; pit. 14, figs. 20-23 (type
locality: Cuba, Havana; lectotype: BMNH 1854.10.4.126, Fig.
42 herein). REevE, 1857: no. 9, pit. 2, fig. 9.
. Litorina dilatata, PHiLipP1, 1846: 145; pit. Litorina 2, fig. 13.
. Littorina (Tectus) dilatata, M orcn, 1876: 133-, no. 312.
Litorina (Tectarius) dilatata, W einkauvrr, 1882: 47; pit. 5, figs.
17-19; pit. 12, figs. 1, 4.
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. Tectarius nodulosus, TRYON, 1887: 258 (part); pit. 47, fig. 60
(copy REEVE, 1857), pit. 48, fig. 74 (copy O RBIGNY, 1842: fig.
21) (not of GMELIN, 1791).

. Echinella nodulosa var. matanzensis R icHArRDS, 1935: 257; pit. 25,
figs. 26, 30, 31 (type locality: Cuba, Matanzas Province, 6.5km
NE Sabanilla in M atanzas Bay; stratum typicum: lowest marine
terrace of Matanzas Bay, up to 7.6m elevation, Quaternary;
holotype: original of Richards’ fig. 30, 13:11mm, Carnegie
Museum, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania).

. Tectarius (Nodilittorina) tuberculata “W ood,” CLENCH & ABBOTT,
1942: 2- (part), pit. 2, figs. 1-2 (not of Wood, 1828 nor of Menke,
1828).

. Echinella trochiformis, LEBoURr, 1945: 466; fig. 7 (spawn, veliger)
(not of Dillwyn, 1817).

. Nodilittorina tuberculata, ABBoTT, 1954a: 451- (part); figs. 551
(spawn, after LEBoUR, 1945), 56a (distribution, partly). ABBOTT,
1954b: 134; pit. 19, fig. J. Borkowski1, 1971: 827-836; fig. 2
(spawn). BorkowskI, 1975: 369-376; fig. 2B (radula) (not Litorina
tuberculata M enke, 1828).

.. Nodilittorina (Echinolittorina) tuberculata, ABBotT, 1974: 70 (part),
fig. 570 (shell, operculum) (not of Menke, 1828).

» Nodilittorina dilatata, BANDEL, 1974: 95-113; figs. 12 (shell), 17
(spawn), 18-21, 48-49 (radula).

. Nodilittorina (Granulilittorina) dilatata, R osew ATER, 1981: 33.

Description: Shell broadly conical, up to 18mm long, with

slightly convex, regularly increasing whorls; outline of

shell controlled by nodose sculpture; sometimes a pseu-
dumbilicus.

Protoconch: Probably paucispiral, light brown (worn
parts only preserved). Diameter of embryonic shell o.10-

0.13mm (LEBOUR, 1945).

Teleoconch: Sculpture commences with three spiral rows
of nodes; the adapical one is the smallest, the two other
ones are of about equal strength, with a small part of the
abapical one covered by the succeeding whorl. The entire
surface is from an early stage on covered with subequal
spiral threads (spiral elements of 2nd order); delicate spi-
rals of 3rd order are preserved only on later whorls, where
the spirals of 2nd order becomes nodulose; umbilical side
with 2-3 smallernode rows, and spirals of2nd and 3rd order
as on the apical side; growth lines reduced in number and
strength, the stronger ones squamose, butnever prevailing
over 3rd order spirals. Main nodes with more or less
rhombic base, acute, often tending to channelled spines
when their aperture-wards flank is not completely filled
with shell material!

Colour: Brown pigment distributed throughout shell,
lacking in nodes, 2nd order spirals and in the narrow
band in the umbilical side; exterior appears bluish grey
with white sculpture, interior brown.

Aperture: Roundish, angled adapically; columella mar-

gin very broad, brown, but in the abapical tip plane;
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Nodilittorina
m dilatata
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Nodilittorina tuberculata

Nodilittorina o
vermeiji

Figure 10

Distribution of Nodilittorina (N.) dilatata (Orbigny, 1842), vermeiji
spec, nov., and tuberculata (M enke, 1828)

abapically concave, expanded, slightly recessed and pro-
truded abapical-wards (this character intensifies with age);
plane of columella margin receded against external shell
surface, forming in adults a pseudumbilicus of variable
size, sometimes very large and deep; columella margin
passes into a thick brown parietal callus, both forming a
single, gently curved arc. Outer lip simple, with channelled
tips where nodes are accreted, as the accretion proceeds
from the exterior to the interior. Shell surface adjacent
to the pseudumbilicus sporadically redissolved, nodes
of umbilical side adjacent to parietal wall regularly
redissolved.

Operculum: Horny, paucispiral, width of last whorl less

than half of operculum length.

Radula: Basic Nodilittorina type; central tooth narrow (see
key p. 19).

The pelagic egg capsule is cupola-shaped, it bears five
spiral ridges on its convex side and has a smooth zone
adjacent to its flat side.

Synonymy: The form described by Orbigny is quite easily
identified by its pseudumbilicus and its locality, which is
remote from the area of the similar Nodilittorina tuberculata.
Therefore, no uncertainty arises because of the lack of the

radula of the lectotype.

The form named by Ricuarps (1935) is certainly conspe-
cific as judged from the figures and the locality which is
inside the established distribution area of N dilatata and
far away from that of other species; e.g, N. tuberculata.
Richard’s diagnosis, however, contradicts his figures; be-
sides, it is not clear what he understood to be ‘Echinella
nodulosa” (cited without author); 4 species can be hidden
under this name:

(1) Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina) pyramidalis (Quoy & Gaimard,
1833), synonymous with Trochus nodulosus Gmelin, 1791
(preoccupied by Solander, 1766).

(2) Nodilittorina (Tectininus) antoni (Philippi, 1846), misidenti-
fied by PrEIFFER (1839) as “Litorina nodulosa” of Gmelin,
this misinterpreted subsequently to constitute the intro-
duction of a new species ‘Litorina nodulosa L. Pfeiffer, 1839.”

Foradetailed explanation of synonomy and nomenclature
see below.

(3) Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina) tuberculata (M enke, 1828), which
was included in or confused with N. nodulosa (Gmelin)
(= N. pyramidalis) by some authors (see synonymy below).

(4) Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina) dilatata (Orbigny, 1842), as in-
cluded in N. tuberculata and with this species in N. pyramidalis.

In each case, the “carinae” are not more pronounced, the
remaining carinae not reduced, the lip is not “smaller”

than that of any one of the 4 species, judging from Richard’s
figures.
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Relationships: The shell is quite similar to that of Nodi-
littorina tuberculata;, however, in N. dilatata the tubercles are
often more acute, the shape is slightly broader, the last
whorl larger, and the columella abapically more strongly
dilated in adult specimens; in addition a pseudumbilicus
encircled by a ledge may appear; the most important dif-
ference is found in the radula, while minor differences
occur in spawn morphology, too. For discussion of other
species see under N. tuberculata.

From Bermuda and Florida in the North to the
northern Lesser Antilles (St. Thomas) in the South.

Range:

Material examined: Bermuda (BMNH; spawn figured by Lesour,
1945). Florida: Miami (USNM 749817); Long Key, Key West (SMF
189493); Cuba: Havana (lectotype, BM NH 1854.10,4,126, shell only);
Matanzas Bay, Quaternary (Echinella nodulosa matandensis of R icuarps,
1935); Cienfuegos (SMF 167803). Bahamas: Nassau, Paradise Islands
(USNM 749818); Cat Isl., Arthur’s Town (RMNHL). Hispaniola:
Pla'iti (SMF). Jamaica (SMF). Lesser Antilles: St. Thomas (SMF
209754).

Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina) vermeiji
Bandel &Kadolsky, spec. nov.
(Figures 5, 10, 46-48)
. Nodilittorina (Echinolittorina) tuberculata helenae, M ATTHEW s,

1968: 185; fig. 4 (not tuberculata M enke, 1828, nor helenae E. A.
Smith, 1890). Rios, 1970: 33; pit. 6.

. Nodilittorina helenae ssp., VErm e, 1973: 325 (not helenae E. A.
Smith, 1890).
. Nodilittorina (Granulilittorina) miliaris, R osew aTer, 1975: 10-.

RosewATER, 1981: 34-35 (part, locality Fernando de Noronha
only; not miliaris Quoy &Gaimard, 1833).

Holotype: B/K (USNM 749819) Figure 46, length 9.7mm,
width 7.5mm.

Type locality: Isla Fernando de Noronha, Baia de Sueste
(540 km NE Recife, NE. Brazil).

Etymology: G.J. Vermeij provided us with 27 specimens.

Diagnosis: A new species of Nodilittorina s.str. with a shell
of more or less broadly conical shape, intensively brown
pigmented with white, large, rounded nodules and a spiral
angle of about 50-60° ;the two main rows ofnodules become
distant and unequal during ontogenesis, the abapical row
being stronger and sometimes bipartite; radula similar to
that of N. dilatata (Orbigny, 1842); a difference from N.
helenae and N. miliaris is found in the central tooth, where
the transition between basal platform and the “neck” sup-
porting the central cusp is angular in N. vermeiji, and
rounded in N. miliaris and helenae. Operculum coiled nar-
rowly paucispiral.
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Description: Shell more or less broadly conical, solid,
143mm high at maximum; whorls slightly convex, aper-
ture less than half of shell height. Colour intensive brown
exteriorly and interiorly except for a yellow band on the

umbilical side and the white nodules.

Sculpture: Apex ca. 2.5 brown whorls; then 3 primary
spirals originate, the strongest situated in the middle of
the not overlapped part of the whorls, the abapical one is
halfoverlapped by the succeeding whorl. These spirals are
at first uniformly brown; nodules develop first on the
middle row and only later on the other spirals; they are
opaque-white. Probably simultaneously with the primary
spirals secondary spirals develop, but they could not be
observed before the third whorl due to corrosion. The first
and second primary row (counted from the apex) remain
closely together and may attain equal strength on the
last whorl; the third primary row, which is V¥ to % over-
lapped by spiral whorls, remains free only in the last
whorl where it is situated at the periphery, its nodules
being now larger than those of the adapical rows; some-
times this peripheral row may splitin two rows of nodules,
which can be seen only on the last whorl. On the umbilical
side, three irregular rows of weaker nodules, separated by
a broader interval without nodules or granules from the
main row of nodules, are developed. If the spiral main
rows are classified as spirals of first order, spirals of second
and third order are present, too: the spirals ofsecond order
cover tubercles and interstices, without forming nodules,
and are themselves covered by spirals of third order; the
latter are only visible at at least 20 X magnification; they
are undulate and form a fine shagreen with the growth
lines which are ofthe same width. The aperture isroundish
with fourbluntangles at (1)the junction outer lip/parietal
wall, (2) at the junction parietal wall/columella margin,
(3) at the transition columella/outer lip, (4) at the outer
lip, where the abapical primary row of nodules meets it.
The outer lip is simple and sharp, with faint tips where
nodules are accreted, the columellais broad and somewhat
deepened, concave, and slightly inclined inward, and at
the base slightly pronounced abapicalwards, concave and
receded.

Radula:
is narrow but not reduced and its lateral cusps overtop

A “norm al” Nodilittorinaradula: the central tooth

the central cusp; the lateral and inner marginal teeth have
four cusps each, the third (counted from the centre) being
the largest; the outer marginal has eight cusps.

Operculum: Horny, brown, narrowly coiled, paucispiral,
width of last whorl equals that of the spiral part; entire

margin thin and flexible.

Spawn: Not known.
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Relationships: Nodilittorina vermeiji belongs possibly to
the Southern Atlantic Nodilittorina miliaris group, which is
characterised by its sculpture: the second and third pri-
mary row of nodules are markedly distant and in most
casesunequal (unlike N. dilatata, N. tuberculata, N. pyramidalis
etc.), the abapical one being strongest and frequently bi-
partite; there is also a tendency to develop additional
beads. The radula is the “normal” Nodilittorina radula.
W ithin this group, N. helenae (E. A. Smith, 1890) is more
slender (apical angle about 45°), the nodules are coloured
with brown and the adapical ones are much smaller. Nodi-
littorina miliaris (Quoy & Gaimard, 1833) from Ascension
Island has smaller, more numerous and more elevated
nodules; the abapical primary row is regularly bipartite,
and secondary rows ofnodules are common. Nodilittorina
vermeiji, however, differs from both N. miliarisand N. helenae
apart from sculpture and shape also by the operculum,
whose last whorl is more narrowly coiled (cf. Figure 5; for
N. miliaris and N. helenae see R osew ATER, 1981: pit. 3, figs.
F, I) and by details of the central tooth of the radula: the
transition from the basal platform to the “neck”supporting
the central cusp is angular in N. vermeiji (Figure 47), while
it is rounded in N. miliaris (Fig. 49) and in N. helenae
(Rosewater, 1981: pit. 4, fig. E).

Range: Restricted to Fernando de Noronha, off the coast
of Brazil.

Material examined: Fernando de Noronha (BMNH: 11 paratypes,
nos. 1889.2.21.63-6, 88.6.27.52-5, 87.2.9.1831-3); ditto, Baia de Sueste
(Vermeij leg. 27.6.1969 at high watermark; holotype and 6 para-
types, (USNM 749819-749820); ditto, Praia da Atalaia (Vermeij leg
28.6.1969, 20 paratypes; USNM 749821).

Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina) tuberculata (M enke, 1828)
Figures 1C, 3B, 5, 10,13, 52-55

» Der kleinknotige Krausei cuemnitz, 1781: 42 (part, only the
smaller “species”).
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Trochus nodulosus [var.] Gmelin, 1791: 3582, no. 98 (“...mari
Americam meridionalem alluente”; based on cunemniTz, 1781).
Litorina tuberculata M enke, 1828: 25 (based on GmEeLIN, 1791
only; types of Chemnitz probably lost. Neotype hereby desig-
nated: Fig. 52, from Guadeloupe, deposited in USNM 749822).
Menke, 1830: 44 (not M enkEe, 1829: 10, which is based on
Trochus nodulosus G vmevin, 1791 (= Nodilittorina pyramidalis
(Quoy &Gaimard, 1833)).

Litorina thiarella A Nton, [1838]: 53, no. 1922 (no locality given,
types'probably lost).

Littorina nodulosa, 0 rB16NY, 1842:205; pit. 14, figs. 11-14 (BMNH
1854.10.4.124, here Figure 53) (not of GMELIN, 1791).

Litorina trochiformis, puiLieei, 1846b: 143; pit. Litorina 2, figs.
12, 14 (part, not fig. 15; not Turbo trochiformis Dillwyn, 1817).
Litorina trochiformis var. minor Puirirr1, 1846b: 143 (based on
reference to Litorina thiarella Anton, [1838] only).

?Litorina trochoides, PuiLire1, 1847: 159; pit. Litorina 3, fig. 3
(not Littorina trochoides Gray, 1839).

Littorina (Tectus) tuberculata, M orcu, 1876: 133.

Littorina (Tectus) tuberculata, var. minor, M 6rcH, 1876: 133 (ref-
erence to Litorina thiarella Anton, [1838]).

Litorina (Tectarius) thiarella, W einkauvurr, 1882: 45-; pit. 5, figs.
9-11 (Guadaloupe).

Tectarius (Nodilittorina) tuberculatus “W ood,” CLENCH & ABBOTT,
1942: 2-; ?pit. 2, figs. 3-5 (part, Nodilittorina dilatata (Orbigny,
1842) included in this species; not Turbo tuberculatus Wood,
18238).

Nodilittorina tuberculata, A ssott, 1954a: 451-; figs. ?55b (shell),
55d (foot), 55f(operculum), 55h (faeces), 55n (penis), 56a (dis-
tribution in part), 57b (radula). Assorr, 1954b: 134 (part, not
fig.). AssorT, 1968:82; figs. 81 (penis), ?83.10 (shell). Kaurmann
& GorrTiNng, 1970: 350; fig. 38. Frores, 1973a: 10-, pit. 1, figs.
1-4. Banper, 1974a: 93-113; figs. 13 (shell), 16B, 17 (spawn),
18-21,39-41 (radula). BanpeL, 1974b: 13; fig. 6E (faeces). BANDEL,
1975: 17-; pit. 2, figs. 3, 5 (embryonic shell).

Nodilittorina (Echinolittorina) tuberculata, H ase. 1956a: 98-.
W ARMKE & ABBoTT, 1962: 54; fig. 12a (operculum), pit. 9, fig.
R (shell). 2R osewaTER, 1970: 424; pit. 326, figs. 10, 12. ABBOTT,
1974: 70 (part; figs. and syn. dilatata = Nodilittorina dilatata
(Orbigny, 1842); syn. trochiformis Dillwyn = N. pyramidalis
(Quoy &Gaimard, 1833)).

Tectarius tuberculatus “W ood,” Lewis, 1960: 414-; figs. 10A, B
(spawn), 10D (veliger) (not Turbo tuberculatus W ood, 1828, not
fig. 10C).

Explanation of Figures 46 to 51

Nodilittorina (N.) vermeiji Bandel &Kadolsky, spec. nov.
Figure 46: Isla Fernando de Noronha, Baia de Sueste, 540km N.E.
Recife, N.E. Brazil. Holotype 9.7X7.5mm. USNM 749820
Figure 47: dito. Paratype. USNM. Shell: 7.0X5.3mm, Radula:

X 370 FN 1901/7

Figure 48: dito. Paratype. BMNH 1889.2.21.63. H. 8.9mm
Nodilittorina (N.) miliaris (Quoy &Gaimard, 1833)

Figure 49: Ascension Island, M ac-Arthur Point. J. RosewaTer leg.

10.7.1976 USNM 749825. Shell: 9.5X6.9mm. Radula: a) X 800

b) X 930

FN University Erlangen-Niirnberg 4926, 4918

Figure 50: Lectotype of Littorina lemniscata Philippi, 1846. BMNH
1968.216. Shell: 8.4X5.7mm. Erroneously reported from Cuba

Nodilittorina (N.) helenae (E. A. Smith, 1890)
Figure 5/: St. Helena. BMNH 1889.10.1.2546. Paratype 11.6X 7.0mm
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Description: Shell conical, 13-18mm long, with slightly
convex, regularly inceasing whorls; outline of shell domi-
nated by nodose sculpture; no umbilicus. Embryonic shell:
one slightly conispiral whorl, colourless except the red
umbilicus, coarsely granulated,' growth lines in its distal
part; diameter 0.11mm. Larval shell: about 2.5 conispiral
whorls sculptured with approx. 7 spirally arranged rows

of granules, often fusing to ziczac lines (Figure 13).

Teleoconch: Sculpture of earliest whorls not preserved;
earliest preserved sculpture consists of three spirally ar-
ranged rows of prominent nodes of which the adapical
one is smaller than and more distant from the two middle
rows of nodes. Nodes and interstices are covered by sub-
equal spiral threads; in late whorls one thread in each
interstice between the three rows ofnodes becomes stronger,
indistinctly nodulose and rarely grows into nodes of equal
strength as the main nodes. The nodes are elevated but
more or lessrounded and circular to elongated in the spiral
direction. Where only faint growth lines and no attack
ofcyanophyceans occur, a third ordersculpture ofdelicate
spiral threads is seen, covering the main nodes and spirals
of 2nd order. The umbilical side is covered by three rows
of smaller nodes, and spiral threads of 2nd and 3rd order
as in the remainder of the shell.

Colour: A brown pigmentis present throughout the shell
but in the most elevated elements of the sculpture, ie.,
the nodes and in later whorls in the second order spirals;
interior uniformly brown but for a light band in the

umbilical side.

Aperture: Roundish, angled adapically; columella mar-
gin broad, brown, straight, abapically strongly expanded,
concave (this obsolete in juveniles), recessing; adapically
passing without angle into the parietal margin; parietal
and protruding abapical wall with brown shell layer; outer
lip simple, but in juveniles with channeled tips where the
nodes are accreted (the external part of a node before the
inner part being secreted). External shell surface adjacent
to the columella regularly redissolved.

Operculum: Horny, paucispiral, width oflastwhorl about

Vs of length of operculum.

Nomenclature and types: The name tuberculata Menke,
1828, which has been in general use only since 1954 (ABBOTT)
for the species here dealt with, and for Nodilittorina dilatata
(Orbigny), which was re-recognized as a distinct species
only in 1974 (BanpEL), is based on a rather dubious lit-
erature reference: M EnkE (1828) referred to Trochus nodu-
losus, var. “minor” of Gmelin, 1791, which is entirely based
on cuemniITz’, 1781 unfigured variety of his pit. 163, figs.
1545-1546, here refigured Figure 43 These are the lectotype
figures of Trochus nodulosus Gmelin, 1791 (non SOLANDER,
1766) (designated by CrLENcH & ABBoTT, 1942: 3; invalid)
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type locality: Cuba, Havana; Chemnitz: “kémmt durch die
Cookische Seereisen aus den Siidlindern” (comes by Cook’s
expeditions from the southern countries, [ e, the Pacific])),
which can easily be identified with Nodilittorina pyramidalis
(Quoy &Gaimard, 1833) (P. H. FiscHER, 1967b; ROSEW ATER,
1970). The expression used by Gmelin, “Trochus nodulosus
...Habitat in océano australo, et (minor) mari Americam
meridionalem alluente...,” is interpreted not as the intro-
duction of a variety named “minor” but as a descriptive
term without nomenclatorial status. Chemnitz differenti-
ated his “kleinere A rt... aus W estindien” (smaller “species”
from the West Indies) only by its smaller size. This “diag-
nosis” contains not the least factual substance to recognise
any particular Nodilittorina species: Chemnitz’ figure is
18mm high, but Nodilittorina pyramidalis varies between 5
and 24mm shell height (RosewaTer, 1970), while N. tuber-
culata in its accustomed sense is usually between 11 and 16
mm high. Further, N. tuberculata has a well developed row
of nodules adjacent to the suture which is—as Chemnitz’
figures clearly show—absentor very weak in N. pyramidalis.
If considered a nomen nudum, N. tuberculata would gain
nomenclatorial status not before M 6rcu, 1876; the name
would then be unavailable because of subjective homonymy
with Turbo tuberculatus Wood, 1828 (= Nodilittorina (Tec-
tininus) antoni (Philippi)) and the species dealt with here
would have to be named N. thiarella (Anton, [1838]).
Although in the original diagnosis of ‘Litorina” thiarella
no locality is given and the types are lost, the description
issufficient to recognize N. tuberculata (diagnosis translated
from the German):
“Ovate-conical, spire acute, five whorls with strongly stepped
contours, each with a double row of closely spaced nodes
separated by a shallow furrow, base finely granulated; bluish
grey, nodes white; non-umbilicate; columella fairly narrow,

overtopping the base and dilated; aperture roundish. Width
2.5"", height3"".”

As the name thiarella, however, has not been used in the
more recent literature, as opposed to tuberculata, it is pro-
posed to maintain the name tuberculata Menke, 1828, in its
accustomed sense and as described here. The original pub-
lication is construed as follows: the reference to Chemnitz’
publication isregarded as areference to a formal diagnosis,
indicating that the West Indian species is smaller than the
lectotype figure of nodulosus, i.e, smaller than 18mm. The
provenance allows a choice between Nodilittorina dilatata
and N. tuberculata auct. Individuals similar to Chemnitz’
figures of nodulosus are found only amongst N. tuberculata
auct., although the subsutural row of nodules is still more
prominent than in N. pyramidalis. Such an individual from
Guadeloupe (Figure 52) is proposed to be the neotype of
“Litorina " tuberculata Menke, 1828.

Relationships: Radula and spawn characteristics allow a
convincing distinction between Nodilittorina dilatata and

N. tuberculata; shell properties are less useful, although
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N dilatata proved often to develop a spiny sculpture and a
relatively broad shell, and the abapical row of nodules is
more frequently covered by the succeeding whorl; also, in
N. dilatata the columella often is more dilated, developing
a groove in the umbilical region (pseudumbilicus). It is
remarkable that the radula is extremely different from the
one of N. dilatata, and almost identical with the one of N.
mordax; it is outlined under this species, that the radula
features in common are most likely homoeomorphs. Con-
sequently, the subgenus Echinolittorina Habe, 1956, based
solely on these radula characters, in N. tuberculata, is rejected.
The true relationships of N. tuberculata are difficult to assess;
the Galapagian N. galapagiensis (Stearns, 1893) is similar
in shell properties, but radula and spawn are not known.
The Indo-Pacific N. pyramidalis (Quoy &Gaimard) has a
radula more similar to the one of N. dilatata, while the
shell differs from both N. dilatata and N. tuberculata in that
the beads of nodules are largely reduced except the two
main peripheral ones; and the egg capsule is insufficiently
described (H aBE, 1956b). In the Southern Atlantic, several
closely related species, collectively named the Nodilittorina
miliaris group, show no particular relationship to N. tuber-
culata or N. dilatata.

Range: Caribbean Sea, from Puerto Rico to Colombia

and Venezuela.

Material examined: Puerto Rico: Rincon Lighthouse (A bbott, 1954a,
radula fig’d). Antilles: M artinique, Sta. Lucia (BMNH 1854.10.4.124,
original of Orbigny, 1842); Barbados (Lewis, 1960, spawn fig'd);
Guadeloupe, E. tip of Grande Terre, Pointe des Chateaux (USNM
749822, Vermeij leg., neotype); Curagao, Cornelisbaai (USNM
749823). Colombia: Sta. Marta (USNM 749824).

Subgenus Nodilittorina (Tectininus) Clench & Abbott, 1942

. Tectinius Clench &Abbott, 1942: 4. Type species by monotypy:
Echininus (Tectininus) nodulosus “Pfeiffer” Clench &Abbott, 1942
(= Litorina antoni Philippi, 1846; non Trochus nodulosus Gmelin,
1791 which is A'. (N.) pyramidalis).

Nodilittorina (Tectininus) antoni (Philippi, 1846)
(Figures 1D, 3C, 5, 11, 56-59)

. Turbo tuberculatus W ood, 1828: 57; pit. 6, fig. 30 (no locality
given; lectotype BMNH 1887.4.26.13, Figure 56 herein) (not
Turbo tuberculatus Pennant, 1777, nor Litorina tuberculata M enke,
1828).

Litorina scabra Anton, [1838]: 53, no. 1920 (no locality given;
types unknown) (not Helix scabra Linnaeus, 1758).

. Litorina nodulosa, L. PreirFeER, 1839: 537- (not of Gmelin, 1791;
not intended as the introduction of a new species, but of a
new combination ex Trochusnodulosus Gmelin). Puirirri1, 1846:
144; pit. Litorina 2, fig. 11 (cites Pfeiffer as author of the species
name; not of Gmelin, 1791). Puictrr1, 1847: 159; pit. Litorina
3, fig. 2 (copy Orbigny, 1842).
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. Littorina tuberculata, o rBigNy, 1842: 206; pit. 14, figs. 15-19
(Cuba, Havana; BMNH 1854.10.4.125, Figure57herein. Lecto-
type (hereby) of Litorina Pfeifferiana W einkauff, 1882 and holo-
type of Echininus (Tectininus) nodulosus Clench & Abbott, 1942).
PuiLire1, 1847: 159; pit. Litorina 3, fig. 1 (copy Wood, 1828).

. Litorina Antonii puivier1, 1846: 145; pit. Litorina 2, fig. 18
(Litorina scabra Anton, [1838] included in synonymy, but not
expressly proposed as a substitution name. Locality: Antilles;
types unknown.).

. Nina tuberculata, M orcu, 1876: 132-, no. 310 (not Menke, 1828).

. Litorina (Tectarius) Pfeifferianus W einkaurr, 1882: 46; pit. 5, figs.
15-16 (based on reference to L. Pretrrer (1839), Pririrpr1 (1846:
Litorina nodulosa) and 0 rBigNY (1842) only; lectotype hereby:
original of o rBIGNY, 1842, figs. 16-17, BMNH 1854.10.4.125,
Figure 57 herein. Type locality: Cuba, Havana).

. Litorina (Nina) Antoni, W einkaurr, 1882: 89-; pit. 5, figs. 13-14.
W EINKAUFF, 1883: 227 (in syn.: pfeifferiana W einkauff, 1882).

. Echinella nodulosa, D aLv, 1889: 146-147 (not GmELIN, 1791).

. Echininus (Tectininus) nodulosus “L. Pfeiffer,” CLencu &ABBOTT,
1942: 4; pit. 3, figs. 1-5 (holotype: original of 0 rBIGNY, 1842,
pit. 14, fig. 17, BMNH 1854.10.4.125, here Figure 57; type lo-
cality: Cuba, Havana) (not Trochus nodulosus Gmelin, 1791,
which is Nodilittorina (N.)pyramidalis (Quoy &Gaimard, 1833)).
AssorT, 1954a: 458-; figs. 55a (shell), 55c¢ (foot), 55¢ (oper-
culum),55g (faeces), 55p-q (penis), 56b (distribution), 57a (rad-
ula). Assorr, 1954b: 135; pit. 19, fig. H. W arMkE &ABBOTT,
1962: 54; fig. 12B (operculum), pit. 9, fig. O (shell). RosewaTER,
1972: 510; pit. 388, figs. 18-20, pit. 390, figs. 13-15. Assorrt,
1974: 70; fig. 572.

. Echininus nodulosus, Assort, 1968: 82; fig. 83.9 Borkowskl,
1971:827-836; fig. 2 (spawn). VeErmEw, 1973:321. BanpeL, 1974a:
95-113; figs. 17 (spawn), 18-21,42-44 (radula). Borkowski, 1975:
371-; fig. 2D (radula).

. Echininus (Tectininus) antoni, K aporsky, 1971: 192.

Description: Shell broadly conical, up to 20mm long with

slightly convex, regularly increasing whorls; outline con-

trolled by nodose sculpture; no umbilicus.

Protoconch: Probably paucispiral, brown (only worn parts
preserved).
* Nodilittorina antoni
10*

Figure 11

Distribution of Nodilittorina (Tectininus) antoni (Philippi, 1846)
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Teleoconch: Sculpture commences with three rows of
nodes, of which the adapical one is small, the middle one
is large and spiny, and the abapical one is largely covered
by the succeeding whorl. Spiral elements of 2nd order
only preserved on later whorls: numerous subequal spiral
ridges covering nodes and interstices, becoming them-
selves nodulose on the latest whorls. A cover of delicate
spiral threads of third order is developed where growth
lines are faint; otherwise the surface is densely covered
by thread-shaped to squamose growth lines. The sequence
of increasing width of sculpture elements is: spirals of
3rd order - growth lines - spirals of 2nd order - node rows.
Umbilical side with 2-3 smaller node rows, spirals of 2”d
order and growth lines as on the apical side of the shell;
spirals of 3rd order only near the periphery.

Colour: Brown shell pigment uniformly distributed,
lacking only in the nodes, nodules and in a band on the
umbilical side; exterior surface appears in greenish grey

to bluish grey.

Aperture: Subcircular, angled adapically. Columella mar-
gin moderately broad, expanded abapically, concave,
recessing and slightly protruded abapically; outer edge of
columella passes with an angle, inner edge with a wide
arc into the parietal margin. Parietal wall with thin brown
shell layer. A crescent-shaped portion of the external shell
surface centred atthejunction ofthe columellarand parietal
edge is redissolved. Outer lip simple but for channelled
tips where nodes are accreted as the nodes are accreted
from the exterior to the interior.

Operculum: Subcircular, homy, brown, mesospiral ; thicker
than in other Nodilittorina species; external side concave,

internal side convex.

The radula has 7 teeth in a transverse row, which are
extremely modified: the central tooth is a very narrow
rudiment without any function; the lateral tooth is very
large, bearing one large and massive cusp and a smaller
one on its exterior side; the inner marginal is small and
narrow, bearing only one relatively large and massive
cusp; the outer marginal is small, narrow and has three
small cusps.

The pelagic egg capsule is cupola-shaped and bears wavy
spirai ridges on the convex top and wavy oblique lines on
the steep sides. (Borkowski, 1971).

The penis is large and shows a basal enlargement and
on its distal part apenis gland surrounded by small papillae
(ABBOTT, 19543).

Relationships: The penis gland being very distant from
the basal enlargement, the presence of papillae on the

penis and the mesospiral operculum demonstrate this
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species to be unrelated to other Nodilittorina species. The
retention of the subgenus Tectininus CLexcn & ABBOTT,
1942, defined by these characters, is certainly justified.
The sculpture pattern, the abapical columella expansion
and the pigmentation pattem are identical to that of other
nodose Nodilittorina species; the egg capsule contains mor-
phological elements observed in N. riisei Tectininus has
been attributed subgenerically to the Indo-Pacific Echininus
only by its operculum characters. However, Echininus
opercula are calcified and more narrowly coiled (true mul-
tispiral type): The width of the last whorl is 10% of the
operculum length, while in N. antoni it is 20%. This com-
pares better with the operculum of Tectarius, where the
figure is 18-2770. Such opercula are named mesospiral by
RosewaTeR (1972). There are sufficient differences between
Echininus, Tectarius and Tectininus in a shell, penis and

radula characters to exclude close relationships.

Nomenclature and types: K aporsky (1971)pointed out that

L. prerrrer (1839) (cited as author of “Echininus nodulosus”
as constantly as erroneously), who misidentified specimens
of the species dealt with here with the Pacific Trochus
nodulosus Gmelin, 1791 [now Nodilittorinapyramidalis (Quoy
& Gaimard, 1833)), considered himself as author only of
the combination ‘Litorina nodulosa.”As a new species name,
the name ‘nodulosa”has not been validly established until
1942, when crencu & A ssortr named ‘Litorina nodulosa
L. Pfeiffer” as the type species of their newly proposed
subgenus Echininus (Tectininus). These authors expressly
excluded from their synonymy list the synonyms associated
by L. Pfeiffer with his ‘Litorina nodulosa. ”Thus, they have
intentionally used L. Pfeiffer’smisidentification as a name
for a type species of a new subgenus. According to article
70(b) of the IRZN this constitutes the introduction of a new
nominal species, Echininus (Tectininus) nodulosus Clench &
Abbott, 1942. Their designation of a lectotype for ‘Litorina
nodulosa L. Pfeiffer” has to be interpreted as a holotype
designation for Echininus (Tectininus) nodulosus Clench &
Abbott, 1942. The holotype is figured by o rBiGNY, 1842
on pit. 14, figs. 16 and 17, but not 19 which shows the
operculum.

Although widely used, the name nodulosa Clench &
Abbott cannot be maintained for this species, because of
two available senior synonyms: antoni Philippi, 1846 and
pfeifferiana W einkauff, 1882. In addition, Nodilittorina (Tec-
tininus) nodulosus (Clench &Abbott, 1942) would be ajunior
secondary homonym of Trochus nodulosus Gmelin, 1791,
which is now classified as Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina) pyra-
midalis (Quoy &Gaimard, 1833).

An older name proposed for this species, scabra Anton
[1838] is not available because of secondary homonymy
with Helix scabra Linnaeus, 1758. puiLirr1 (1846) seemingly
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introduced LitorinaAntonii asareplacement name for scabra
Anton, as he included both scabra Linnaeus and scabra
Anton in the genus ‘Litorina.” Although a homonymy no
longer exists, since scabra Anton is>attributed to Nodilittorina
(Tectininus), while scabra Linnaeus is a Littoraria (Littorinopsis),
names rejected as secondary homonyms prior to 1961 can-
notbe reinstated. Types of scabra Anton and antoni Philippi
are not known, but the diagnoses and Philippi’s figure
agree well with this species. The type of pfeifferiana
Weinkauff was selected from the original material of
Orbigny as Weinkauff referred to literature only; thus
pfeifferiana W einkauff and nodulosa Clench & Abbott are
absolute synonyms as based on the same type specimen.
Range: Between Florida in the North and Hispaniola
and Jamaica in the South.

Material examined: Florida: Miami(USNM 749826). Bahamas: San
Salvador (USNM 749827); Nassau, Paradise Island (USNM 749828).
Cuba: Havana (Orbigny, 1842, lectotype of pfeifferiana W einkauff,
1882 and holotype of nodulosa Clench & Abbott, 1942; BMNH
1854.10.4.125); Cienfuegos (SMF 167803). Hispaniola: Haiti, St
Mare (SMF).Jamaica (CLENCH &ABBOTT, 1942). Puerto Rico: Rincon
Lighthouse (ABBoTT, 1954a; penis and radula fig’d). Bay of Hon-
duras: Swan Island (CLENcH &A BBOTT, 1942). No locality: lectotype
of Turbo tuberculatus W ood, 1828 (BMNH 1887.4.26.13 (no radula)).

APPENDIX

Species incorrectly associated
with Western Atlantic Nodilittorina species

Nodilittorina species erroneously recorded
from the Western Atlantic

Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina) miliaris (Quoy &Gaimard, 1833)
(Figures 49, 50)

Littorina miliaris Quoy & G AIMARD, 1833: 484; pit. 33, figs. 16-19
(Ascension Island; holotype MHNP, figured by RoSEWATER,
1970: 494-; pit. 381, figs. 1-2; and RosewaTeRr, 1981: pit. 2, fig.

I

Explanation

Nodilittorina (N.) tuberculata (M enke, 1828)
Figure 52: Guadeloupe, E. tip of Grand Terre, Pointe des Chéateaux.
Neotvpe. USNM 749822. Shell: 13.0X9.5mm, Radula:
~ X 210 FN 1641/7A
Figure 53: Martinique. BM NH. 1854.10.4.124. Original of O RBIGNY,
1842 (pit. 14, figs. 11-13). Shell: 141X 11.2mm
Figure 54: Martinique. BMNH 1854.10.4.124. Orbigny collection.
Shell: 13.0X9.3mm, Radula: x 265 FN 1599/23
Figure 55: Colombia, Santa Marta. USNM 749824. Shell: 13.0X
9.5mm, Radula: * 205 FN 956/14
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Litorina echinata A NtoN, [1838]: 53 (no locality given; types
unknown; placed in synonymy of Nodilittorina miliaris by
PuiLipPI, 1847: 160; pit. Litorina 3, fig. 5).

Littorina granularis G ray, 1839: 140 (no locality given; holotype
BMNH 87.4.26.9, refigured by RosewaTERr, 1970: 494; pit. 381;
figs. 3-4, “eastern Atlantic”).

Littorina lemniscata Puirippi, 1846a: 139 (“Cuba,” erroneous
locality; lectotype BMNH 1968.216, Figure 50 herein). REEVE,
1857: no. 6, pit. 2, fig. 6. W EINKAUFF, 1882: 91-; pit. 13, figs.
5,8.°

Remarks: Present knowledge of this species suggests its

restriction to Ascension Island in the South Atlantic. The
form living on the coasts of Fernando de Noronha, 300km
off the Brazilian coast and 2000km W of Ascension, has
been identified with Nodilittorina miliaris by R OSEWATER,
1975 and 1981 and with the N. helenae by M attueEws, 1968
and VermEel, 1973. The differences are outlined under
N. vermeiji, spec. nov.

Littorina lemniscata Philippi, 1846, wasoriginally recorded
from Cuba, but has not been rediscovered there or any-
where else in the world. Examination of the lectotype,
preserved without the radula, led to the conclusion to
place this form into the synonymy of Nodilittorina miliaris.
Available data on the form of Ascension Island (ROSEWATER,
1970, 1975 and 1981, and specimens received by courtesy
of J. Rosewater) indicate that N. lemniscata is somewhat
more slender and lacks secondary rows of nodules; but
these differences are slight, and even if one objects to
regarding them as being conspecific, N. miliaris would be
the most closely related species to N. lemniscata, so far
known. Particularly the numerous, small but prominent,
rounded nodules seen in N. lemniscata distinguish also
N. miliaris from related species, such as N. vermeiji spec,
nov., N. helenae (E. A. Smith, 1890) and JV. natalensis (Philippi,
1847).

The opportunity is seized to propose also the synonymy
of Litorina echinata Anton, [1838 and Littorina miliaris Quoy
&Gaimard, 1833, although the first-named had never been
considered as a West Atlantic species. Puirirri (1847)
already identified it with Nodilittorina miliaris, but later

of Figures 52 to 59

Nodilittorina (Tectininus) antoni (Philippi, 1846)
Figure 56: Locality unknown. BMNH 1887.4.26.13. Lectotype of
Turbo tuberculatus W. Wood, 1828. 13.0X 10.8mm
Figure 57: Cuba, Havana. BMNH 1854.10.4.125. Probably original
of OrRBIGNY, 1842 (pit. 14, figs. 16-17, as tuberculata); lectotype of
Litorina Pfeifferiana W einkauff, 1882; holotype of Echininus (Tectininus)
nodulosus “Pfeiffer” Clench &Abbott, 1942. 23.1 X 144 mm
Figure 58: Bahamas, San Salvador. USNM 749827. Shell: 15.7X
11.1mm, Radula: X 130 FN 1920/6
Figure 59: Same as Figure58: USNM 749827. Shell: 11.9X 10.1 mm,
Radula: * 212 FN 1465/7
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Litorina echinata Anton was forgotten. The original diag-
nosismaybe cited in translation from the German original:

“Obliquely conical-pyramidate, five whorls, the last fairly
bulgy, 3>of the whole, with nine rows of fairly distantly placed
spines (Stacheln); in the middle of the whorl with a thread-
shaped brown circlet, greyish white, spines white, the ones
of the base brown; columella broad, curved; non-umbilicate;
aperture long-oval, brown, with two white stripes. One
[specimen].

Variety : much narrower, last whorl halfthe size of the whole,
less bulgy. Unicolored red-brown, with a yellow stripe. Width
4.5"", height 7"'. One [specimen].” [9.8 : 15.3mm].

Analysis of the diagnosis shows that in fact it corresponds
best with Nodilittorina miliaris: Nine rows of “spines” on the
last whorl indicate that beads of 2nd order are present,
and that the nodules cannot be as large as, say, in N. dilatata;
the expression used, “Stacheln,” indicates that they must
be elongated and pointed; the colour pattern is peculiar,
but externally visible light-coloured zones are seen in the
lectotype of Littorina lemniscata and in the closely related
N helenae, thus it is conceivable that in an extreme colour
variation only a narrow dark circlet is left in the middle
of the whorls.

Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina) helenae (E. A. Smith, 1890)

(Figure 51)

* Littorina helenae E. A. sm itn, 1890: 283; pit. 21, fig. 19 (St.
Helena; lectotype BMNH 1889.10.1.2546-54, refigured by
Rosew ater, 1981: pit. 2, fig. L; paratype Figure 5/ herein).

vermMew (1973) identified the Nodilittorina population of
Fernando de Noronha with this endemic form of St. Helena.
The differences are outlined under N. vermeiji spec. nov.
Nodilittorina helenae, N. vermeijiand N. miliaris are certainly
closely allied but distinct enough to distinguish them as
separate species. The distinguishing characters of Nodi-
littorina helenae are the slender conical shell, the lack of
convexity of the whorls, the weak, nodulose sculpture, the
presence of two externally visible yellowish bands, one at
the periphery, the other on the umbilical side, this one
forming the internal light band known in all Nodilittorina
species; nodules pigmented yellowish, not white, the two
adapical primary rows very weak, the abapical one strong
and bipartite, thus the 2nd and 3rd row being extremely
unequal. Radula, penis and operculum were described
and figured by RosewaTer, 1981.

THE VELIGER

Page 37

Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina) unifasciata unifasciata

(Gray, 1827)

Litorina mauritiana var. crassior Puirirr1, 1847, Abb. Beschr.
Conchyl. 2: 15, 17a (type locality:
“Cuba” (fig. 15 only) is erroneous, corrected by ROSEWATER
(1970) to Australia).

Litorina cubana 1882, Conch.-Cab. 2
(140): 68; pit. 9, figs. 2-3 (type locality: “Cuba” is er-
roneous, corrected hereby to Australia; types not known).
Littorina (Melarhaphe) ziczac, Bequaert, 1943, Johnsonia 1 (7):

165; pit. Litorina 3, figs.

W EINKAUFF,

Syst.

15 (part, only the synonyms crassior Philippi and cubana
W einkauff).

Littorina (Austrolittorina) unifasciata unifasciata, R osew aTer 1970,
Indo-Pacific Moll. 2 (11): 467-480; pit. 325, fig. 17-18; pit. 326,
fig. 5; pit. 259, figs. 1-5; pit. 360, figs. 1-4; pit. 361, figs. 1A
(radula), 1C (penis).

Remarks: The names crassior Philippi and cubana W ein-
kauff refer to shells of Nodilittorina with spiral sculpture
and without colour markings except of a broad and
blurred, slightly darker zone adapically of the periphery.
No western Atlantic form has this colour pattern; they are
typical, however, of the Australian N. unifasciata unifasciata.

Nodilittorina (Nodilittorina) knysnaensis (Philippi, 1847)
* ?Turbo dispar M ontacu, 1815, Trans. Linnean Soc. London
11(2): 195; pit. 13, fig. 4 (type locality Poole, England, is
erroneous; types not found in the Exeter Museum nor in the
British Museum (Natural History); nomen dubium et oblitum, in-
cluded in synonymy of "Littorinaziczac (Gmelin)” by BEQUAERT,
1943 (Johnsonia 1(7): 15) and AsBoTT, 1964 (Nautilus N.S.
78:65)). BrRow~ 1844, Illustr. recent conchol. Great Britain and
Ireland...(2nd edition): 16; pit. 10, fig. 22.
?Littorina dispar, Brow N, 1844, Illustrations of the Recent
Conchology of Great Britain and Ireland...(2nd edit.): 128.
JErFFrEYS 1865, British Conchology...3:376.
Litorina knysnaensis PuiLieri, 1847, Abb. Beschr. Conchyl. 2:
196; pit. Litorina 4, fig. 4 (South Africa: Caput Bonae Spei ad
regionem fluminis Knysna). Krauss 1848, Die siidafrik. Mol-
lusken: 102.
Littorina picea Reeve, 1857, Conch, icon. 10: no. 83, pit. 15,
fig. 83 (no locality given; lectotype: Rosewater 1970, pit. 364,
figs. 19-20, BM NH 1968.320).
Littorina (Austrolittorina) knysnaensis, R osewater, 1970, Indo-
Pacific Moll. 2(11): 478-; pit. 364, figs. 17-23 (shell), pit. 365,
fig. D (penis), pit. 369 (distribution).

BEQUAERT (1943) and A BBotrt (1964) included Turbo dispar
Montagu, 1815, in Nodilittorina ziczac (sensu lato). The original
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description and figure, however, show ashell broader than
N. ziczac, intensively dark pigmented, with a white band
near the columella, and spiral furrows. This proves the
species belongs to Nodilittorina, butthe dark colour pattern
without perceptible markings is quite anomalous for a
W estern Atlantic species. Turbo dispar is more likely syn-
onymous with Litorina knysnaensis Philippi, 1847, as there
isaparticular similarity to the specimen which constitutes
the lectotype of L. picea Reeve, 1857; the numerous small
light-coloured dots reported for N. knysnaensis might have
been obsolete or overlooked in Turbo dispar. As types are
not preserved, the identity of Turbo dispar Montagu, 1815
cannot be established with certainty; thus it is preferred
to consider it a doubtful and forgotten name.

West Atlantic species
erroneously attributed to Nodilittorina

Littoraria tesselata (Philippi, 1847)
(Figures 40-41)

* Phasianella lineata LaMARCK, 1822: 54, no. 6 (Antilles; lectotype
SD BEQUAERT, 1943: 13: original of DELESSERT, 1841: pit. 37,
figs. 1la-b; MHNG 1096/87/1, here Figure 40) (not Buccinum
lineatum Gmelin, 1791, which is Littoraria scabra (Linnaeus,

1758)).

* Littorina undulata O rbigny, 1842: 212; pit. 15, figs. 12-14 (M ar-
tinique) (not Littorina undulata Gray, 1839).

. Littorina lineata, D eshayes in Lamarck, 1843: 243-,

* Litorina [ziczac var.] undulata “Menke” PuiLirri, 1847: 163 (no
locality given; not of Gray, 1839).

* Litorina tesselata P hilippi, 1847: 226; pit. Litorina 5, fig. 26 (M ar-
tinique; new name for Littorina undulata Orbigny, 1842).

. Littorina (Melarhaphe) nebulosa tesselata, B equaecrt, 1943: 13;
pit. 4, figs. 8-10.

. Littorina (Austrolittorina) tesselata, R OSEW ATER, 1970: 423.

. Littorina (Littoraria) tesselata, R osew ater, 1981: 26.

Lamarck (1822) possibly intended to describe Nodilittorina
interrupta (C. B. Adams in Puirirri, 1847) under the name
of Phasianella lineata, as the three paratypes belong to that
species (see Figure 23). However the only specimen of
Littoraria tesselata in the type lot has been figured by
D ELESSERT (1841); DEsnaves (1843) restricted Lamarck’s
species to that figured by Delessert; and eventually,
BEQUAERT (1943) designated this figure as lectotype. The
original is refigured (Figure 40) herein and clearly shows
its identity with L. fesselata Philippi. Other authors con-
fused Lamarck’s lineata with N. interrupta, N. angustior and
N. glaucocincta group (see the synonymy lists of these species).

The attribution of Littoraria tesselata to Austrolittorina by
RosewaTer (1970) is certainly incorrect, as L. fesselata shows
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no interior of the shell pigmented with brown, 110 light-
coloured basal band, and the central tooth of the radula
is not narrowed, its lateral cusps are on the same level
with the central cusp (Figure 4/). Further the penis has a
basal “flap” without glands (RosewaTer, 1981). Judging
from shell and radula characters alone, L. tesselata appears
to be most closely related to L. undulata (Gray, 1839) from
the Pacific. The identity of the specific names undulata
of Gray (1839), Orbigny (1842) and Philippi (1847) is by
coincidence.

CONCLUSION

Evolution of the genus Nodilittorina
in the Western Atlantic

FOSSIL RECORD:

No suitable evidence to shed light on the evolutionary
history of the genus Nodilittorina in the West Atlantic has
emerged so far. Ricuarps (1935) reports N. ziczac (or per-
haps any other “smooth” species) and N. dilatata (under the
name of Echinella nodulosa matanzensis n. var.)from a Pleisto-
cene raised beach (25') of Matanzas Bay, Cuba. From the
Parana Formation of Argentina, BorcuerT (1900) describes
“Littorina " paranensis and ‘Littorina” unicostalis. The first-
named he compares with Nodilittorina angustior (M 6RCH)
and Nodilittorina ariesensis (Fontannes, 1879/82), the latter
with ‘Littorina’paranensis only. Although probably belong-
ing to Nodilittorina, the descriptions and figures are not
detailed enough to ascertain the relationships of these
species.

RECENT EVIDENCE:

The properties of the living W estern Atlantic species of
the genus Nodilittorina are visualised in Figure 5. Analysis
of the properties so far known has revealed that two major
features in the evolution of the Nodilittorina species can
be recognized: spéciation by geographical separation and
homoeomorphology.

The spéciation by (or during?) geographical isolation is
shown in three species groups:

1) Nodilittorina interrupta (S. Caribbean) and N. lineolata
(Brazil);

2) Nodilittorina riisei (Florida, Cuba), N. glaucocincta (Ja-
maica, Lesser Antilles), and N. mordax (Bahamas, Curagao);

3) Nodilittorina vermeiji (Fernando de Noronha), N. mil-
iaris (Ascension), N. helenae (St. Helena), N. natalensis (S.
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and E. Africa) (the three last-named are not included in
Figure 5 as being not W estern Atlantic).

As negative evidence of the above, less closely related
species overlap more or less in their geographical distribu-
tion: Nodilittorina ziczac and N. interrupta in the Southern
Caribbean ;N. angustior and N. ziczacin the entire Caribbean
Sea; possibly A. tuberculata and N. dilatata at their northern,
respectively, southern areal boundaries in the area of
Puerto Rico/St. Thomas.

Homoeomorphologies occur worldwide in the family
Littorinidae and are dealt with in the chapters on the
taxonomic importance of the different organs. Homoeo-
morphologies in Western Atlantic species may be com-
piled here:

1) operculum type B (paucispiral, narrowly coiled) in
(a) Nodilittorina angustior, (b) the conical, strongly nodulose
Nodilittorina species like N tuberculata, N. dilatata etc.

2) (possible homoeomorphs:) strongly nodulose species
widely differing in anatomy: (a) Nodilittorina dilatata, N.
pyramidalis, N. miliaris group etc., (b) N. tuberculata, (c) N.
antoni(a common origin of all these species is still possible,
but not well conceivable with the evidence at hand).

3) egg capsule: cupola-shaped, entire convex side cov-
ered by spiral ridges: (a) Nodilittorina angustior, (b) N.
tuberculata.

4) egg capsule: only top portion of the convex side
covered by spiral ridges, and steep flanks with oblique
striae: (a) Nodilittorina riisei (and probably also the closely
related N. glaucocincta and N. mordax), (b) N. antoni.

5) Radula with reduced central tooth, other teeth with
reduced number of cusps, one cusp in both the lateral
and the inner marginal teeth very large: (a) Nodilittorina
glaucocincta and N. mordax, (b) N. tuberculata, (c) N. antoni.

Strangely enough, double homoeomorphologies occur
repeatedly in the West Atlantic nodilittorines: Nodilittorina
angustior and N. tuberculata (items 1 and 3), N. tuberculata
and N. antoni (2 and 5), N. mordax and N. antoni (4 and 5).
This circumstance would cast doubt as to whether the
pertinent properties are really homoeomorphologies in-
stead of homologies, if not the sum of all their characters
would dismiss any close relationship. Apparently, when
interpreting the relationship and evolution of this group
of animals, one is faced with the problem of recognising
numerous and repeated homoeomorphologies evolving
from arepertoire of characters limited enough to not allow
a further separation of the pertinent species into several
genera. The problem is at pi'esent intensified by the limited
knowledge of anatomical data.
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Forexample, the available data on the penis morphology
suggest that Nodilittorina tuberculata, N. lineolata and N. zic-
zac auct. (i. e, either N. ziczac s.str., N. angustior or N. mordax)
have characters in common which distinguish them from
both spirally sculptured and nodulose species of the Indo-
Pacific area. If these differences prove to be consistent
in the species not yet investigated, the conclusion would
be possible that all Caribbean Nodilittorinae had evolved
from a common source different from the ancestors of the
Indo-Pacific species, thus demonstrating any characters
they may share with the Indo-Pacific species to be homo-
eomorphologies. On the other hand, there must be close
affinities between Atlantic and Pacific Middle American
species, as the Atlantic and Pacific Ocean were disconnected
in this area only in geologically fairly recent time.

In summary, the genus Nodilittorina seems to have un-
dergone arapid evolution in recent times (approximately
since the beginning of the Miocene). One driving mech-
anism of this evolution is obviously geographic isolation;
another one may be ecological separation as shown in
the two morphs of N. hawaiiensis Rosewater & Kadolsky.
In the species dealt with here, the first-named mechanism
can be demonstrated in several species groups. The origin
of these species groups, their historical development and
possible migration paths, however, cannot yet be traced
due to the limited amount of anatomical data of the living
species and the extremely poor fossil record.

Literature Cited

ABBOTT, ROBERT T UCKER
1954a Review of the Atlantic periwinkles, Nodilittorina, Echininus, and Tectarius.
Proc. U.S. Nat. Mus. 103(3328): 451-463; figs. 55-57
1954b. American Seashells. 541 pp., 46 pits. Toronto, New York & Melbourne
(Nostrand)
1964. Littorina ziczac (Gmelin) and L. lineolata Orbigny. Nautilus N.S. 78: 65-66
1968. Sea shells of North America. A Guide to Field Identification. 280 pp.;
figs. New York (Golden Press)
1974. American Seashells (2nd edition),
Educational Co.)
ADAMS, CHARLES BAKER
1849-52. Contributions to Conchology 1. New York
Adanson, M ichel

663 pp.; 4000 figs. New York (Litton

1757. Histoire naturelle du Sénégal. Histoire des coquillages.
Imap. Paris
Ankel, W ulf Emmo

275 pp.; 19 pits.;

1936. Die Frassspuren von Helcion und Littorinaund die Funktion der Radula.
Verhandl, deutsch, zool. Ges. Freiburg i., Br. 38: 174-182
1937. Wie frisst Littorina ? Senckenbergiana 19 (5/6): 317-333, 11 figs.



Page 40

ANTON, H ERMANN EDUARD
[1838]. VerzeichnissderConchylien, welche sichinder Sammlung von H. E.Anion
befinden. xvi + 110 pp. Halle. (Although on the title page the date of pub-
lication is stated to be 1839, it probably appeared-between Oct. and Dec. 1838: The
printing was said to be completed Oct. 9, 1838; in Archiv fuer Naturgeschichte,
vol. 5 part 1 no. 1 (which was the first to appear in 1839) the book is advertised
as being recently published; TROSCHEL (1839: 202) even said it was published
“in the middle of 1838").
Arnaud, Patrick M. kK laus Bandel
1978. Comments on six species of marine Antarctic Littorinacea.
213-230; 4 pits.; 7 figs.
BANDEL, KLAUS
1974a. The Veliger 17(2): 92-114;
5 pits.; 22 text figs. (1 October 1974)
1974b. Faecal pellets of Amphineura and Prosobranchia (Mollusca) from the
Caribbean Coast of Columbia, South America. Senckenbergiana marit. 6(1):
1-31, 14 figs.
1975a. Das Embryonalgehduse mariner Prosobranchier der Region von Banyuls-
sur-Mer 1Teil. Vie Milieu 25(1), sér. A: 83-118, 10 pits.
1975b. Embryonale und larvale Schalen einiger Prosobranchier (Gastropoda,
Mollusca) der Oosterschelde (Nordsee). Hydrobiol. Bull. (Amsterdam) 9(1):
3-22.
1979. Uberginge von einfacheren Strukturtypen zur Kreuzlamellenstructur bei
Gastropodenschalen. Biomineralisation 10:9-30, pits. 1-8; 5 figs.

Tethys 8(3):

Studies on Littorinidae from the Atlantic.

BEQUAERT,JOSEPH CHARLES

1943. TheGenusi.iV/onnain the Western A tlantic. Johnsonia 1(7): 27 pp.; 7 pits.
Borchert, A.
1901. Die Molluskenfauna und das Alterder Parana-Stufe. NeuesJahrb. Min.,

Geol., Palidont., Beil.-Bd. 14: 171-245; pits. 6-10. (Also in: G. Steinmann, Beitrige
zur Geologie und Paldontologie von Stidamerika 9: 1-77, pits. 1-5).
BORKOWSKI, T HOMAS V
1971. Reproduction and reproductive Periodities of South Floridian Littorinidae
(Gastropoda: Prosobranchia). Bull. Mar. Sei. 21(4): 826-840, 8 figs.; 2 tabs.
1975. Variability among Caribbean Littorinidae. The Veliger 17(4): 369-377;
4 text figs. (1 April 1975)
Borkowski, Thomas V. &M arilynn R. Borkow ski
1969. The Littorina ziczac species complex.
4 text figs.

The Veliger 11(4): 408-414; 1 ph.;
(1 April 1969)

BROWN,T HOMAS

1844. Illustrations ofthe Recent Conchology of Great Britain and Ireland. xiii

+ 144 pp.; 59 pits. London

Chemnitz, J. H,

1781. Neues systematisches Conchylien-Cabinet 5.
Clench, W illiam James &R obert Tucker Abbott

Niirnberg
1942, The Genera Tectarius and Echininus in the Western Atlantic. Johnsonia
1(4): 4 pp.; 3 pits.
CLENCH, WILLIAM JAMES & RUTH D IXON T URNER
1950. The Western Atlantic marine mollusks described by C. B. Adams. Ocec.
Pap. Moll. M.C.Z., Harvard 1(15): 233-403; pits. 29-49 (26 June 1950)
DALL, WILLIAM H EALEY
1872. Descriptions of new species of M ollusks from the northwest coast of America.
Proc. Calif. Acad. Sei. 4(5): 270-271; ph. 1; figs. 1-3
1889, A preliminary catalogue of the shell-bearing marine mollusks and brachio-
pods of the southeastern coastof the United States, with illustrations of many of
the species. U.S. Nat. Mus. Bull. 37: 222 pp.; 74 pits.
DELESSEKT, BENJAMIN
1841.
animaux sans vertébres etnon encore figurées.
Fischer, P. H.

Recueil de coquilles décrites par Lamarck dans son histoire naturelle des
40 pits. Paris

1967a. Sur quelques espéces noduleuses du genre Littorina. Journ. Conchyl.
106:8-19
1967b. Etude critique sur Nodilittorina nodulosa (Gmelin) et sur les formes affines.

Journ. Conchyl. 106: 47-80
1971. Considérations sur le genre "Tectarius,”Valenciennes 1832 et sur la position
générique de “Cinchritis,"von Martens 1900. Journ. Conchyl. 109: 72-74
Fischer-Pictte, E.
1942.

Les mollusques d’Adanson. Journ. Conchyl. 85: 103-366; 16 pits.

THE VELIGER

Vol. 25; No. i

FLORES, CELESTINO
1973a.
de Venezuela.

La familia Littorinidae (Mollusca: Mesogastropoda) en las aguas cosieras
Bol. Inst. Oceanogr. Oriente 12(1): 3-22; 1 pit.
1973b. Notas sobre la distribucion horizontal y vertical de Ios Littorinidae (Mol-
lusca: Mesogastropoda) en las aguas costeras de Venezuela. Bol. Inst.
Oceanogr. Oriente 12(1): 67-74; 5 figs., 2 tabs.
Fontannes, F.

1879-82. Les invertébrés du bassin tertiaire de Sud-Estde la France. Les mollusques
pliocénes de la vallée du Rhone, etdu Roussillon. I. Gastéropodes...des forma-
Lyon & Paris
Fretter, Verat A listair Graham

1962. British prosobranch mollusks.
Gmelin, J. F.'

1791. Linnaeus, C. a, Systema naturae...(editio 13) 1(6): 3021-3910. Holm iae
Gray,John Edward

1827.

tions saumitres.

xvi + 755 pp., 316 figs. London (Ray Soc.)

Mollusca: in: P. P. King, Narrative of a survey of the intertropical and
western coasts of Australia performed between the years 1818 and 1822. Vol.
2,app. B: 474-496. London (John Murray)

1839.
Strait, performed in H.M .S. Blossom, under the command ofCapt. F. W. Beechey,
...in the years 1825-28. 100-155; pits. 33-44. London

H ABE, TADASHIGE

1956a. Notes on the systematic position of three American seashells.
19(2): 95-100

1956b. The floating egg capsules of the Japanese periwinkles (Littorinidae).
Venus 19(2): 117-121

Habe, Tadashige £ S. Kosuge

Molluscousanimals and their shells; in: Voyage to the Pacific and Behring's

Venus

1966. New genera and species of the tropical and subtropical Pacific mollusks.
Venus 24(4): 312-341; pit, 29
Heller, Joseph
1975a. The taxonomy of some British Littorina species, with notes on theirrepro-
duction (Mollusca: prosobranchia).
131-151; 10 figs.; pits. 1-2
1975b, Visual selection of shell colour in two littoral prosobranchs.
Journ. Linnean Soc. (London) 56: 153-170; 8 figs.
Jeffreys,John Gwyn
1865.

Zool. Journ. Linnean Soc. (London) 56:

Zool.

British conchology or an account of the Mollusca which now inhabit the

British Isles and the surrounding seas. 3,393 pp.; 8 pits. London
JOHANNSON, JOHAN

1939. Anatomische Studien iliber die gastropodenfamilien Rissoidae und Littor-
Zool. Bidr. Uppsala 18:287-396; 35 figs.; 11 pits.
Noteson the littorinacean and stenoglossan genital organs, and acomparison

Zool. Bidr. Uppsala 32: 81-91; 8 figs.

inidae.

1957.

with the Rissoacea.
KADOLSKY, DIETRICH

1971. Nomenklatorische Bemerkungen. Archiv Molluskenkd. 101(1/4): 191-
193
1973. Die vorpliozidnen Littorinidae und Lacunidae Mitteleuropas (Gastropoda:

Prosobranchia). Arch. Molluskenkd. 103(1/3): 31-62; 30 figs.

Kaufmann, Recinhardt &K laus G 6tting

1970. Prosobranchia aus dem Litoral der karibischen Kiiste Kolumbiens. Hel-
goldnder wiss. M eeresuntersuch. 21: 333-398
Kojima, Yoshio
1957. On the breeding of a periwinkle, Littorivaga brevicula (Philippi). Bull.

Biol. Station Asamushi 8:59-62

Krauss, Ferdinand

1848. Die siidafrikanischen Mollusken. 140 pp.; 6 pits.; Stuttgart (Ebner &
Seubert)
Kiister, Heinrich Carl
1856. Systematisches Conchylien-Cabinet 2(18) (= livr. 129). Die Gattung

Littorina: 1-15; pits. 1-3. Niirnberg (Bauer & Raspe)
Lamarck,Jean-Baptiste P. A. de M onect de
1822. 711 pp. Paris
1843. (2me. édit., revue et
augmentée., .par G. P. Deshayes et H. Milne-Edwards). Paris
Lebour, M ariec V.

Histoire naturelle des animaux sans vertébres. 7.
Histoire naturelle des animaux sans vertébres. 9.

1945. The eggs and larvae of some prosobranchs from Bermuda. Proc. Zool.

Soc. (London) 114(4): 462-489; 43 figs.



Vol. 25; No. i

Lewis,John B.
1960 The fauna of rocky shores of Barbados, West Indies.
38:391-435; 20 figs.

Canad.Journ. Zool.

LINKE, O TTO
iy33. Morphologie und Physiologie des Genitalapparates der Nordseelittorinen.
Wiss. Meeresuntersuch., Abt. Helgoland, NF. 19(2), no, 5: 60 pp.; 8 pits. Kiel
& Leipzig
1934 Beitrige zur Sexualbiologie der Littorinen.
Tiere 28(2): 170-177; 1 fig.
arcus, Ernstk Eveline du Bois-Reymond M arcus
1963. Mesogastropoden von der Kiiste Sao Paulos.
KI1. Akad. Wiss. Lit. Mainz 1963(1): 106 pp.; 18 pits.
M artens, Edouard von
1897. Siiss-und Brackwasser-Mollusken des Indischen Archipels. Zool. Ergebn.
Reise in Niederl.-Ostindien v. Dr. Max Weber 4(1): 1-331; pits. 1-12. Leiden
(Brill)
1900. Land and freshwater Mollusca; in: F. D. Godman & O. Salvin, Biologia
Centrali-Americana livr. 60-76: 473-608; pits. 28-43. London

Zeitschr. Morphol. Okol.

=

Abhandl. math.-naturwiss.

M atthews, Henry Ramos
1969. Notas sobre la familia Littorinidae no nordeste brasileiro (Mollusca: Gastro-
poda). Arqios Est. Biol. Mar. Univ. Fed. Ceara 8(2):183-186; 4 figs.

M'CoY, FREDERICK
1844. A synopsis ofthe characters of the carboniferous limestone fossils of Ireland.
208 pp.; 28 pits. Dublin

g

ENKE, KARL T HEODOR

1828. Synopsis methodica molluscorum generum omnium et specierum eorum
quae in Museo Menkeano adservabitur... xxi + 91 pp. Pyrmont

1829. Verzeichniss der ansehnlichen Conchyliensammlung des Freiherrn von der
Malsburg, zu Eschenberg, im Churfirstenthume Hessen... VI + 123 + 2
pp. Pyrmont (Heinrich Gelpke)

1830. Synopsis methodica molluscorum generum omnium etspecierum eorum...
(2nd. edit.) 169 pp. Pyrmont (Uslar)

1845. Ubersichtder Mollusken derdeutschen Nordsee (Fortsetzung),
Malakozool. 2(3): 33-44; (4): 49-60

MILEIKOVSKY, S. A.

1975. Types of larval development in Littorinidae (Gastropoda: Prosobranchia)
of the world ocean, and ecological patterns of their distribution. Mar. Biol.
(Berlin) 30(2): 129-135; 5 tbls.

MONTAGU, G EORGE

Zeitschr.

1815. An accountofsomenew andrare marine British shellsand animals. Trans.
Linnean Soc. London 11(2): 179-204; pits. 12-14
M Okcii, O tto Andreas Lawson

1876. Synopsis molluscorum marinorum Indiarum Occidentalium. M alako-
zool. Blatt. 23: 87-143
MiiiLFELD.Johann Carl M egerle von
1824. Fortsetzung der... Beschreibung einiger neuen Conchylien. Verhandl.

Ges. naturforsch. Freunde Berlin 1:205-221; pits. 7-9
Oruicny, Alcide Dessalines d°
1835-46. Voyage dans I'Am érique m éridionale...exécuté pendant les années 1826
...1833. 5(3) Mollusques. 758 pp.; 85 pits. Paris (P. Bertrand) & Strasbourg
(V. Levrault). (TROSCHEL, 1841, Arch. Naturgesch. 7.2: 261: Livr. 49, comprising
Littorinidae, Pyramidellidae, Naticidae, Neritidae and first part of Trochidae
published in 1840; Atlas 1846)
1841-42. Mollusques; in: Ramon de la Sagra, Histoire physique, politique et
naturelle de I'ile de Cuba. 1.264 pp., Atlas. Paris (Bertrand)
PFEIFFER, LOUIS
1839. Bericht iiber die Ergebnisse meiner Reise nach Cuba im Winter 1838-1839.
Arch. Naturgesch. 5.1(3): 346-358
Philippi, Rudolph Armand
1846a. Description of a new species of Trochus, and of eighteen new species of
Littorina, in the collection of H. Cuming, Esq. Proc. Zool. Soc. London 13:
138-143
1846b-1848. Abbildungen und Beschreibungen neuer oder wenig gekannter
Conchylien. Littorina. 2:99-105; pit. 1; 139-146; pit. 2 (1846); 2:159-167, pit.
3; 195-203; pit. 4; 221-227; pit. 5; 3: 9-18, pit. 6 (1847); 3: 61-69, pit. 8 (1848).
Cassei
Ponder, W inston F
1966. The New Zealand species previously known as Zelaxitas Finlay, 1927 (Mol-
lusca: Gastropoda). Rec. Dominion Mus. Wellington 5(17): 163-176; 3 pits.
1976. Three species of Littorinidae from Southern Awustralia. Maiae. Rev.
1976(9): 105-114; 2 pits.; 13 figs.
Ponder, W inston F. kJoseph Rosew ater
1979. Rectifications in the nomenclature of some Indo-Pacific Littorinidae.
Proc. Biol. Soc. Washington 92(4): 773-782; 3 pits.
PoTiEZ. V. L. V.k A, L. G. M ichaud
1838. Galcrie des mollusques, ou catalogue méthodique, descriptif et raisonné

des mollusques et coquilles du Muséum de Douai. 1. Paris

THE VELIGER

Page 41

QUOY,JEAN RENE CONSTANT stJOSEPH PAUL G AIMARD
1833. Voyage de découverte de VAstrolabe, exécuté par ordre du roi, pendant les
années 1826... 1829, sousle commandementde M.J. Dumontd 'Urville. Zoologie.
2:321-686; pits. Paris (J. Tastu)
REEVE, LOVELL AUGUSTUS
1857-58. Conchologia jconica...10. Monograph of the Genus Littorina Pits.
1-16 (1857), 17-18 (1858) with explanations
Richards, Horace Gardiner
1935. Pleistocene mollusks from western Cuba.
25; figs. 24-31
Richter, G otthard

J. Paleont. 9(3): 253-258; pit.

1962. Die Schnecken “zunge" als Werkzeug.
400

Richter, G otthard k Gunnar Thorson

Natur und Museum 92(11): 391-

1975. Pelagische Prosobranchier-Larven des Golfes von Neapel.
(1/2): 109-185; 20 pits.; 7 tab
Rios, Euezer Carvalhos de
1970. Coastal Brazilian seashells. Funda¢ao Cidade do Rio Grande. Museu
Oceanografico de Rio Grande. 255 pp.; 60 pits.
ROBERTSON, ROBERT
1974. M arine prosobranch gastropods. Larval studies and systematics.
sia Jugoslavica 10(1/2): 213-238
ROSEWATER,JOSEPH
1970. The family Littorinidae in the Indo-Pacific. Part I. The subfamily Littor-
ininae. Indo-Pacif. Moll. 2(11): 417-506; pits. 325-387
1972-73. The family Littorinidae in the Indo-Pacific. Part II. The subfamilies
Tectariinae and Echinininae. Indo-Pacific Moll. 2(12): 507-533; pits. 388-408
(1972); 3(14): 63-70 (1973)
1975. Anannotated listofthe marine mollusks of Ascension Island, South Atlantic
Ocean. Smithsonian Contr. Zool. 189: 1-41, 24 figs.
1980. A close look at Littorina radulae. Bull. Malacol. Union, Inc. 1979: 5-8;
8 figs.
1981. The family Littorinidae in tropical West Africa. « Atlantide Rep. 13: 7-48

Ophelia 13

Thalas-

Rosewater, Joseph & D ietrich Kadolsky
1981. Rectifications in the nomenclature of some Indo-Pacific Littorinidae, II.
Proc. Biol. Soc. Washington 94(4): 1233-1236
Smith, Edgar A lbert
1890. Reporton the marine molluscan fauna of the island of St. Helena. Proc.
Zool. Soc. London 1890(2): 247-317; pits. 21-24
Sowerby, James
1818-22. The mineral conchology of Great Britain. 3: 1-184 + indexes; pits.
204-306. London
Stanley, Steven M.
1979. Opercula and predators: the evolutionary significance of gastropod torsion.
GAAPBC 11(7): 523. Boulder, Colorado
Stearns, Robert Edwards C arter
1893. Scientific results of explorations by the U.S. Fish Commission Steamer
Albatrosss. 25: Report on the mollusk fauna of the Galapagos Islands with descrip-
tions of new species. Proc. U.S. Nat. Mus. 16(942): 353-450; pits. 51-52
Struhsaker, Jeannette W hipple
1966. Breeding, spawning, spawning periodicity and early development in the
Hawaiian Littorina: L. pintado (W ood), L. picta Philippi and L. scabra (Linnaeus),
Proc. Maiae. Soc. London 37(3): 137-166
1968. Selection mechanisms associated with intraspecific shell variation in Littorina
picta (Prosobranchia: Mesogastropoda). Evolution 22: 459-480; 12 figs.
Struhsaker,Jeannette W hipple &John D. Costlow, Jr
1968. Larvaldevelopment ofLittorinapicta (Prosobranchia Mesogastropoda) reared
in the laboratory. Proc. Maiae. Soc. London 38(3): 153-160
1969. Some environmental effects on the larval development of Littorina picta
(Mesogastropoda), reared in the laboratory. Malacologia 9(2): 403-419; 8
figs.; 3 tbls.
T HIELE, JOHANNES
1929-35. Handbuch der systematischen W eichtierkunde. 1. Loricata und Gastro-
poda Prosobranchia. 1154 pp. (1929: 1-376; figs. 1-470); Jena
Tokioka, T.k Tadashige Habe
1953. Droplets from the plankton net, XI. A new type of ;i/torina-capsule.
Publ. Seto Mar. Biol. Labor. 3: 55-56
Troschel, Franz Hermann
1839. Bericht iber die Leistungen im Gebiete der Zoologie wihrend des Jahres
1838; Mollusca. Arch. Naturgesch. 5(2): 201-241
1856-63. Das Gebiss der Schnecken, viii + 252 pp.; 20 pits. Berlin
Tryon, Georce W ashington, Jr.
1887. Manual of conchology, structural and systematic.
Philadelphia

Vermeij, Geerat J.

9: 488 pp.; 71 pits.

1973. Morphological patterns in high-intertidal gastropods: Adaptive strategies
and their limitations. Mar. Biol. 20(4): 319-346; 32 tbls.



Page 42 THE VELIGER Vol. 25; No. i

VERMEN, GEERAT J. ¥ JAMES W. PORTER
1971. Some characteristics of the dominant intertidal mollusks from rocky shores
in Pernambuco. Brazil. Bull. Mar. Sei. 21(2): 440-454; 3 figs.
Warmke, Germaine L.a RobertTucker Abbott
_1962. Caribbean Seashells; aguide to the marine mollusksofPuerto Ricoand other

' West Indian islands, Bermuda and the lower Florida Keys. x + 345 pp.;
44 pits.; 34 figs. Marberth, Penna. (Livingston)
W EINKAUFF, H EINRICH CONRAD
1882. Systematisches Conchylien-Cabinet...2, livr. 149; Die Gattung Littorina.
Nachtrige und Zusitze. 25-114; pits. 4-13. Niirnberg (Bauer /e Raspe)
1883. Catalogder Gattung Littorina Férussac. Jahrb. deutsch, malakozool. Ges.
10:213-227

WENZ, WILHELM
1938-44. Handbuch der Palidozoologie. 6. Gastropoda. 1. Allgemeiner Teil und
Streptoneura. pp. 1-1639; 4211 figs. Berlin
W hipple,Jeanctte A.(sec also: Struhsaker,J. W.)
1965. Systematics of the Hawaiian Littorina Férussac (Mollusca: Gastropoda).
The Veliger 7(3): 155-166, 2 pits.; 4 text figs. (1 January 1965)
WooD, WILLIAM
1828. Index testaceologicus, or a catalogue of shells, British and foreign, arranged
according to the Linnean system. 212 pp.; 38 pits. London
W oodward, Samuel
1833. An outline ofthe geology of Norfolk, with a map and sections and six plates
oforganical remains. 60 pp.; 6 pits. Norwich



