








106 ANDERS WAREN & MYRIAM SIBUET

thin shells transparent) it was possible to see
retracted soft parts in one of the paratypes.

The identification of our material as S. minima
is not unquestionable. The variation in shape
of the three type specimens is great and our
specimens are even broader than those in Fig.
2. None of DALL’s specimens shows the spiral
striation we found on uncorroded spots on our
specimens, but the types are corroded over all
their surfaces. Our two specimens with shells
that could be used for comparison, from the
Bay of Biscay, are both males, while the types,
judging from their shells, are females, so a
direct comparison of the shape of the postlarval
shell is not possible. The shape of the larval shell
and the profile of the outer lip (of which only the
latter differs, and only in specimens with extreme
sexual dimorphism) are identical. Therefore we
have decided to regard our specimens as con-
specific with S. minima.
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Fig. 5. Ophieulima minimq,
Cross section through anpjpy,
B. Cross section through retrag
tip of proboscis. APGL antey
pedal gland. APS anterior pay
proboscis. BC buccal cavity, g
columellar muscle. D diges
gland. HS secretion of h
branchial gland. LPG left py
ganglion. LS left statocyst, i
statholith. O osphradium, antej
part to the left, posterior pa
the right. P penis. PC pal|
cavity. PPS posterior part of |
proboscis where it turnsin t
part of the body cavity,
proboscis sheath. RC  Radulg
| cartilage. RPG right pedal ga
lion. RS right statocyst. S pallid
skirt. T testis. Scale lines A 100
B 10 pm.

Of interest to the question of conspecificityi
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the distribution and presence of suitable hos

species, and a few occurring on related gener
or families.
Ophiactis abyssicola is widespread and co

1972). It was found to be one of the dominail
ophiuroids between 2000 and 3000 m depthis
the Bay of Biscay during the BIOGAS cruis
(LauBier & Smuet 1979). The species is n0

other species of Ophiactis occur there, in the depth
from which S. minima was described (CLAR
1915). The occurrence of suitable hosts is
indicative of conspecificity, but their absend
could be considered indicative of the contraf]



placed his species in Stilifer,
ny reasons, a common habit of
_we find that position untenable.
restricted Stilifer for a group of
g in galls in asteroids. This was
WarEN (1980) who had examined
nal species. WAREN also gave a
es that had been described in or
lifer and allocated most of these
id genera, but was unable to do
ma, because no appropriate genus
escribed. A list of all described
ra is awaiting publication (WAREN
these it is only species of Ersilia
r0, 1872 that show any resemblance
mainly by being ectoparasites on
by having fairly solid and twisted
ind coloured larval shells. They
ver, by having quite differently
Is, by not being permanently attached
and by having a strongly coloured
shell.

e we will erect a new genus for

cies. Stilifer minima Darr, 1927,
d prove that our material is specifi-
ct from DALL’s, we would prefer that
be used as type species, if the ana-
biology of §. minima still remain un-

. Eulimids with a small, oligogyral,
inflated postlarval shell, with a
ed columella. Larval shell brownish.
operculum present. Attached to the
phiactid ophiuroid, by a snoutlike
Sexes separate with smaller males.

in press) summarizes all information
about snails parasitic on opiuroids.
these, Eulima glabra (Da Costa), E.
ALDER, FErsilia stancyki WAREN, and
philippi (BucQuoy, DAUTZENBERG &
, are known from the Atlantic, a
ly small number considering the
of work that has been done on the
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ophiuroid fauna there. It can also be added that
none of these species is very specialized for
parasitism, but easily move from host to host.
O. minima thus represents the first Atlantic
example of a eulimid snail permanently attached
to its host. A second species of this category is
parasitic on Ophiomusium armigerum (cf. p. 105),
but this small number of specialized species,
compared with a least 40 species in the Pacific
area, can not only be explained by lack of
collecting.
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