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Abstract.—Since the genus Retrotapes was erected, some authors have favored or opposed its validity, or argued about
the assignment of the extant species R. exalbidus and R. lenticularis to Retrotapes. Some authors synonymized Retro-
tapes with the Miocene genus Frigichione, and others with the extant genus Eurhomalea to which most of the species
that belong to Retrotapes were previously assigned. In the present contribution, a phylogenetic analysis of the genus is
performed to test these controversies. In addition, a systematic revision of the Chilean species of the genus is performed to
complete the analysis of Retrotapes taxa from Patagonia and Antarctica started by previous authors. This study demon-
strates that Retrotapes is a monophyletic genus, which is not closely related to Frigichione or Eurhomalea. Instead, Ret-
rotapes is closely related to some Austral taxa from Kerguelen Island (Paleomarcia), New Zealand (Atamarcia), and
Australia (Katelysia), a relationship previously unknown. Besides, the extant species R. lenticularis and R. exalbidus
belong to Retrotapes and were recovered as part of a clade closely related to the type species of the genus, R. ninfasiensis
(Miocene, Patagonia). Retrotapes is reported in Chile beginning in the late Eocene, where it was represented by R. diffi-
cilis n. comb., which is a taxon that resembles some Eocene species of the same genus from Antarctica. In the late Oligo-
cene–early Miocene, it was represented by R. navidadis and later in the Pliocene by three species: the fossil
R. fuenzalidae and the two extant ones.

Introduction

The genus Retrotapes was erected by del Río (1997), describing
four Miocene Patagonian species and proposing the inclusion of
some Cenozoic Chilean and Antarctic taxa within it (species that
were previously included in the genus Eurhomalea Cossmann,
1920). Several authors confirmed the assignments of del Río
(1997) for the Chilean taxa and proposed additional inclusions
of species into the genus from Chile (Griffin and Nielsen,
2008; Nielsen and Valdovinos, 2008; Nielsen, 2013) and from
Antarctica (Beu and Taviani, 2014). Alvarez et al. (2014) reas-
signed three Eocene species from LaMeseta Formation to Retro-
tapes that previously were considered as species of Eurhomalea
by Zinsmeister (1984) and Stilwell and Zinsmeister (1992), and
recognized the validity of the previous assignments of Chilean
and Antarctic species as Retrotapes.

Jukes-Browne (1909) emphasized the necessity to erect a
new genus in order to separate Eurhomalea exalbida (Dillwyn,
1817) and E. lenticularis (Sowerby, 1835) from E. rufa
(Lamarck, 1818) (type species of Eurhomalea Cossmann,
1920). Later, Ramorino (1968) erected a new species, E. sali-
nensis, from Valparaíso Bay, and stated that E. lenticularis
and E. salinensis have several differences that allowed them to
be distinguished from E. rufa. Del Río (1997) erected the
genus Retrotapes, including E. exalbida and E. lenticularis in
it, based on the presence of a concave lunule bounded by a
deep groove, non-divergent teeth, some of them bifid, and a ven-
tral margin of the hinge plate curved behind the teeth. Moreover,
according to the illustrations and descriptions of Ramorino
(1968) that match with the characters of Retrotapes, Alvarez

et al. (2014) included E. salinensis within this genus. Eurhoma-
lea, only represented by its type species E. rufa, is characterized
by its thin hinge plate with slightly curved margin and thin and
divergent cardinal teeth, some of them entire and others slightly
grooved. It is also characterized by the absence of an escutcheon
and the presence of a very narrow lunule, bounded by a very
shallow groove, which in some adult specimens could be absent,
as illustrated by del Río (1997).

The genus Retrotapes also has been accepted by other
authors (Gordillo, 2006; Beu, 2009), but some have questioned
its validity (Lauriat-Rage et al., 2002; Huber, 2010). Lauriat-
Rage et al. (2002) compared some hinge plate characters of Ret-
rotapes and Frigichione Fletcher, 1938 (Miocene, Kerguelen
Island), and proposed that the latter taxon is a senior synonym
of Retrotapes. Frigichione permagna (Tate, 1900) (type species
of Frigichione Fletcher, 1938, pl. 1, fig. 3) differs from Retro-
tapes because of its thicker and subtriangular shells, slightly
developed escutcheon, straight and short lunule that is bounded
by a very shallow groove, and a hinge plate with straight margin
and thicker cardinal teeth.

Huber (2010, p. 717), based on a misinterpretation of
Jukes-Browne (1909), Ramorino (1968), and del Río (1997),
synonymized Eurhomalea and Retrotapes considering unneces-
sary the creation of the latter one, at least to include the extant
species R. exalbidus and R. lenticularis.

Gallardo et al. (2003) analyzed the allozyme variation of 12
loci of Retrotapes exalbidus, R. lenticularis (included in Eurho-
malea by these authors), and of Eurhomalea rufa, and they con-
cluded that R. lenticularis and R. exalbidus are grouped together
in a cladewith a high support value of 100 bootstrap frequencies.
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This close connection between these two extant species and
among other fossil taxa of Retrotapes, as well as its separation
from Eurhomalea rufa, also was supported by the results of
the geometric morphometric analysis performed by Alvarez
et al. (2014), which supports the validity of Retrotapes.

There is some doubt about the inclusion of Retrotapes lenti-
cularis into the subfamily Tapetinae. Recent phylogenetic propo-
sals of Veneridae would seem to indicate that R. lenticularis is
closely related to the subfamilies Venerinae and Chioninae, and
not with Tapetinae, as traditional classification suggested (Kapp-
ner and Bieler, 2006; Mikkelsen et al., 2006). In both mentioned
works, the studied specimen is the same (FMNH 301912), and it
was described with a crenulated inner ventral margin (Kappner
and Bieler, 2006), a character that matches with the inclusion of
it in Venerinae or Chioninae. However, none of the several shells
studied in the present contribution has a crenulated inner ventral
margin, which on the contrary is smooth, as in the rest of species
of the Retrotapes and Eurhomalea. In the mentioned papers, R.
lenticularis is the sister taxon of Tawera spissa (Deshayes,
1835) with high values of support in all searches. Thus, it is pos-
sible that the tissues sample used to perform the molecular ana-
lysis would be of a Tawera species, for example T. gayi (Hupé,
1854), which inhabits the same locations as R. lenticularis and
has a crenulated inner ventral margin. Unfortunately, specimen
FMNH 301912 has no associated valves (J. Gerber, Field
Museum of Natural History, personal communication, 2013), so
the characteristics of its shell could not be corroborated. This is
why until doubts about this specimen are clarified, R. lenticularis
should be considered as a Tapetinae.

The main goal of the present contribution is to perform a
cladistic analysis of the genus Retrotapes to test its monophyly
and study relationships with others taxa of the subfamily. In add-
ition, a revision of the extant and fossil species of Chile is carried
out to have a complete knowledge of the systematics of the
genus, continuing with the analysis started by del Río (1997),
who studied the fossil species of Patagonia (Argentina), and
Alvarez et al. (2014), who analyzed the fossil taxa from
Antarctica.

Materials and methods

The studied Tapetinae come from the marine Cenozoic outcrops
of Argentina, Antarctica, and Chile, known as San Julián (late
Oligocene), Centinela (late Oligocene–early Miocene), 25 de
Mayo (late Oligocene–early Miocene), Monte León (early Mio-
cene), Carmen Silva (middle Miocene), and Puerto Madryn (late
Miocene) formations from Argentina; La Meseta Formation
(Eocene) from Antarctica; and Loreto (late Eocene), Guadal
(late Oligocene–early Miocene), Navidad (early Miocene),
Bahía Inglesa (late Miocene–late Pliocene), Coquimbo (late
Miocene–late Pliocene), La Cueva (early Pliocene), and Tubul
(Pliocene–Pleistocene) formations from Chile. Geological set-
tings of the Retrotapes taxa from Argentina are summarized in
del Río (1997), and those from Antarctica in Alvarez et al.
(2014). Fossiliferous localities from Chile are displayed in
Figure 1.

Specimens collected by J.B. Hatcher from the Loreto For-
mation (late Eocene) come from the outcrops exposed to the
north of Punta Arenas. The late Oligocene–early Miocene

sediments that contain the studied material are exposed at
Pampa Castillo (Guadal Formation).

Navidad Formation exposures are located at Navidad,
Rapel Norte, Punta Perro, and Matanzas. Recent papers indi-
cated a late Miocene–early Pliocene age for this unit based on
foraminifera fauna (Finger et al., 2003, 2007; Encinas, 2006;
Encinas et al., 2006), but the molluscan fauna recorded there
is reworked (Finger et al., 2007) and belongs to the early Mio-
cene (DeVries and Frassinetti, 2003; Nielsen and Glodny,
2009). Later, Finger et al. (2013) revised those assignations
and reidentified several foraminifera, indicating an early Mio-
cene–middle Miocene age for this unit. Outcrops from Ipún
Island have an early Miocene–middle Miocene age (Frassinetti,
2004; Nielsen and Encinas, 2014) and the suggested age for the
sediments from Crosslet Island is middle Miocene–late Miocene
(Frassinetti, 2006). Late Miocene–late Pliocene sediments that
contain the fossil material studied are exposed at Caldera (Ata-
cama Region, Bahía Inglesa Formation) (Guzmán et al., 2000;
Le Roux et al., 2016).

Pliocene beds that contain the fossil material studied are
exposed at Coquimbo, Tongoy, Guayacán, Quebrada de

Figure 1. (1) Geographic location of the samples; (2) area of Coquimbo and
Tongoy; (3) area of Navidad; (4) area of La Estrella. The black stars mark the
localities.
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Chañaral, and Quebrada Angostura (Coquimbo Formation; late
Miocene–late Pliocene), La Cueva and Estero del Ganso (La
Cueva Formation; early Pliocene), Tubul, Cerro Las Lomas,
and Tubul River (Tubul Formation; Pliocene–Pleistocene).

The Recent fauna analyzed comes from the Tropical East
Pacific, Magellanic, Argentinean, and Caribbean Malacological
Provinces.

Geographic and stratigraphic distributions of each studied
species, fossils and extant, are summarized in Supplementary
Data Set 1, and the materials of other taxa used for comparison
and phylogenetic analysis are summarized in Supplementary
Data Set 2. The methodology applied to perform the phylogen-
etic analysis is described in the corresponding section.

Repositories and institutional abbreviations.—Material
included in the present contribution is housed at: División
Paleoinvertebrados, Museo Argentino de Ciencias Naturales
Bernardino Rivadavia, Buenos Aires (MACN-Pi and
exCIRGEO-PI); División Invertebrados, Museo Argentino de
Ciencias Naturales Bernardino Rivadavia, Buenos Aires,
Argentina (MACN-In); Cátedra de Paleontología de la
Universidad de Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina
(CPBA); Museo de La Plata, Argentina (MLP); Repositorio
Antártico de Colecciones Paleontológicas y Geológicas del
Instituto Antártico Argentino, San Martín, Buenos Aires,
Argentina (IAA-Pi); Colección Paleoinvertebrados, Museo de
Historia Natural, Santiago, Chile (SGO.PI); Field Museum of
Natural History, Chicago, USA (FMNH); Natural History
Museum Rotterdam, Netherlands (NMR); South Australian
Museum, North Terrace, Adelaide, Australia (SAM); Samling
Paleobiologi, Naturhistoriska Riksmuseet, Stockholm, Sweden
(PZ-NRM Mo); Paleontological Research Institution, Cornell
University, Ithaca, New York, USA (PRI); Auckland
Museum, Auckland, New Zealand (AM); Natural History
Museum, London, United Kingdom (NHMUK); Natural
History Museum of Denmark (Zoology), Copenhagen,
Denmark (ZMUC).

Phylogenetic analysis

Characters.—A matrix of 80 characters was developed
(Supplementary Data Sets 1 and 2), describing the whole shell
morphology, including: shape (13), hinge (30), umbo (1),
lunule (6), nymph (3), escutcheon (5), pallial sinus (7),
muscles scars (7), and sculpture (8).

Some characters concerning the shell shape, hinge plate,
pallial line, and muscles scars were based on Mikkelsen et al.
(2006) and Pérez et al. (2013), but their states were completely
modified. In addition, 25 continuous characters were built based
on ratios and inclinations of some structures used in classic sys-
tematic works to compare different taxa (e.g., height/length of
the valve, length of the lunule and nymph, pallial sinus inclin-
ation, teeth inclination, teeth length) (Fig. 2).

In order to minimize the lack of information, most of the
reviewed materials were studied first hand. The taxon Retrotapes
andrillorum Beu and Taviani, 2014 (McMurdo Sound, Antarc-
tica, Miocene) was not included in the analysis because it was
only reviewed through published pictures and some inner char-
acters of the shell were not visible due to the sedimentary matrix

that fills it, increasing therefore the amount of missing data in the
matrix. The taxa R. difficilis (Ortmann, 1899) and R. scutatus
(Ihering, 1907) also were not included because only a few char-
acters of the hinge were useful in both species due to the incom-
pleteness of the specimens. The same problem occurred with
Frigichione permagna (Tate, 1900), however this taxon was
considered in the analysis to test the synonymy with the genus
Retrotapes del Río, 1997 proposed by some authors. The per-
centage of missing entries is 2.92%.

Ingroup.—In addition to the type species of the genera
Frigichione and Eurhomalea (F. permagna and E. rufa), 10 of
the 13 known species of the genus Retrotapes were included
to build the matrix: R. antarcticus (Sharman and Newton,
1894), R. robustus (Stilwell and Zinsmeister, 1992), R.
newtoni (Wilckens, 1911), R. ninfasiensis del Río, 1997, R.
striatolamellatus (Ihering, 1897), R. fuegoensis del Río, 1997,
R. navidadis (Philippi, 1887), R. fuenzalidae (Philippi, 1887),
R. lenticularis, and R. exalbidus. Other austral taxa that share
some features with Retrotapes were included: Atamarcia
sulcifera (Marwick, 1927) (type species of Atamarcia),
Eumarcia fumigata (Sowerby, 1853) (type species of
Eumarcia), and Katelysia scalarina (Lamarck, 1818) (type
species of Katelysia).

Outgroup.—Several genera of the subfamily Tapetinae were
included to build the matrix considering only their type
species in most of the cases, namely: Gomphina undulosa
(Lamarck, 1818), Neotapes undulatus (Born, 1778),
Polititapes aureus (Gmelin, 1791), P. virgineus (Linnaeus,
1767), Venerupis corrugata (Gmelin, 1791), Ruditapes
philippinarum (Adams and Reeve, 1850), R. decussatus
(Linnaeus, 1758), Protapes gallus (Gmelin, 1791), Marcia
opima (Gmelin, 1791), Paleomarcia tatei (Fletcher, 1938),
Paphia rotundata (Linnaeus, 1758), Tapes literatus (Linnaeus,
1758), Notopaphia elegans (Deshayes, 1854), and Irus
carditoides (Lamarck, 1818).

Search.—A phylogenetic analysis was performed following the
maximum parsimony criterion using the TNT 1.5 software
(Goloboff et al., 2008), through a heuristic search of 100
replicates of Wagner trees (with addition of random
sequences) followed by TBR branch swapping algorithm
holding 10 trees per replicate. Characters 1 to 25 were
considered as continuous. The methodology of character
weighting was implied weighting (Goloboff, 1993),
performing 100 searches for k values between 1 and 100. The
support measures were estimated by resampling using
frequency differences under Bootstrap (BS) (Felsenstein,
1985) and Jackknife (JK) (Farris et al., 1996), with a p = 8
(equivalent to removing 10% of the characters) (Goloboff
et al., 2003) and performing 1,000 pseudo-replicates.

In this analysis, Retrotapes is represented by 10 species,
whereas the other genera included are only represented by one
or two species, which generates an oversampling of Retrotapes.
This design of the matrix could cause Retrotapes to direct the
transformations of the characters in such a way that the phylogen-
etic relationships would be spurious. To solve this problem, two
different analyses were performed. The first one was performed
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to test the relationships of Retrotapeswith the other genera, redu-
cing the active taxa of Retrotapes to only three terminals: its type
species R. ninfasiensis (Puerto Madryn Formation; late Miocene)
and the extant taxa R. lenticularis and R. exalbidus, whose assign-
ment to the genus was recently questioned by Huber (2010). The
other search was performed to test the inner relationships of the
genus including the 10 taxa mentioned above.

Results

Analysis with the reduced matrix.—Each search performed
with a different k value (k between 1 and 100) resulted in a
single topology, obtaining ranges of k where the recovered
topologies are similar to each other. The trees have different
topologies for k values 3, 9, and 22 (Fig. 3). The BS and JK
values were calculated and informed on each topology (Fig. 3).
The tree obtained for the k value 22 is the most abundant
topology, and it is the same one obtained in an exploratory
search performed without implied weighting, it also has the best
BS and JK values, therefore the discussion is based on it.

In all the performed searches, Frigichione is recovered as a
basal taxon, and Eurhomalea is closely related with Venerupis
and Ruditapes. Meanwhile, Retrotapes is monophyletic and
closely related to Atamarcia and Paleomarcia.

On the topology with the k value of 22, the genus Retro-
tapes is supported by 13 synapomorphies: (character 2 [c2])
Vertical adductor muscle scar (1.953–1.957), (c3) posterior
adductor muscle scar slightly oriented backwards (1.919–
1.926), (c4) Tooth 3a slightly tilted backwards (1.943–1.960),
(c5) Tooth 1 strongly sloped backwards (2.101–2.113), (c6)
Tooth 3b sub-horizontal (2.226), (c14) umbo position (0.881–
0.884), (c17) space of the hinge plate occupied by 3a tooth
(0.808–0.828), (c25) ratio between length and height of the

nymph (0.975–0.990), (c30) high hinge plate, (c50) comarginal
elements of the sculpture spaced towards the umbo and closer to
each other towards the ventral margin of the disk, (c56) lunule
bounded by a deep groove, (c63) edge between dorsal and pos-
terior margins rounded, and (c70) presence of marked growth
ribs and thin ribs interspersed among them.

Analysis with the complete matrix.—Each search performed
with a different k value (k between 1 and 100) resulted in a
single topology, obtaining ranges of k in which the recovered
topologies are similar to each other. The trees have different
topologies for k values 2, 7, and 57 (Fig. 4). The BS and JK
values were calculated and informed on each topology
(Fig. 4). The tree obtained for k value 7 is the most abundant
topology and has the best BS and JK values, therefore the
discussion is based on it. The latter phylogenetic tree was
temporally calibrated with the timePaleoPhy() function of the
package paleotree (Bapst, 2012) for R (R Core Development
Team, 2018) using the ‘mbl’ calibration and a minimum
branch length of 0.1 My (Fig. 5). This setting was chosen in
order to recover the most conservative age estimation for each
branch. As a result, ghost lineage lengths are mostly a
consequence of the age of its sister-branch (Pérez and Ezcurra,
2018).

In all the performed searches, Retrotapes is recovered as a
monophyletic group and the Eocene Antarctic R. newtoni is
recovered as the basal-most taxon. In most of the searches (k
range from 1 to 56) the suboval (R. newtoni, R. fuegoensis, R.
fuenzalidae) and subtriangular (R. robustus) taxa are successive
sister taxa to a group of subquadrate shells in which are included
the type species R. ninfasiensis and the extant taxa R. exalbidus
and R. lenticularis, the latter being a sub-rounded one. That
group of subquadrate shape is recovered in all the searches.

Figure 2. Measures and angles used to build continuous characters. (1) Length from the umbo to the posterior margin; (2) length of the nymph; (3) length of the
lunule; (4) height of the shell; (5) length of the shell; (6) distance between the ventral margin and the pallial line; (7) width of the pallial sinus; (8) height of the nymph;
(9) width of the teeth; (10) length of the teeth; (11) inclination of the teeth with respect to the horizontal axis; (12) inclination of the dorsal margin measured as a
tangent that passes through the umbo and the contact between the dorsal and posterior margins; (13) inclination of the abductor muscles; (14) inclination of the dorsal
side of the pallial sinus, measured as a tangent that joins the apex of the pallial sinus and the contact of it with the posterior abductor muscle scar.

Journal of Paleontology 93(4):685–701688

https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2018.110 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2018.110


Figure 3. Topologies recovered at different k values from the performed analysis with the reduced matrix. (1) k = 3–8; (2) k = 9–21; (3) k = 22–100. BS values are
informed over the branches; JK values are informed under the branches; only values over 50 are informed.
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Systematic paleontology

Family Veneridea Rafinesque, 1815
Subfamily Tapetinae Gray, 1851
Genus Retrotapes del Río, 1997

Type species.—Retrotapes ninfasiensis del Río, 1997 (Puerto
Madryn Formation, late Miocene) (Fig. 6.6–6.9).

Other included species.—Retrotapes antarcticus, R. newtoni,
and R. robustus, La Meseta Formation (Eocene, Marambio
Island, Antarctica); R. difficilis (Ortmann, 1899), Loreto
Formation (late Eocene, Punta Arenas, Chile), R. scutatus
(Ihering, 1907), San Julián (late Oligocene) and Centinela
(late Oligocene–early Miocene) formations (Santa Cruz,
Argentina); R. fuegoensis, Carmen Silva Formation (middle
Miocene, Isla Grande de Tierra del Fuego, Argentina); R.
striatolamellatus, early Miocene sediments of Centinela (late
Oligocene–early Miocene) and Monte León formations (early
Miocene) (Santa Cruz, Argentina); R. navidadis, Navidad
(early Miocene) and Guadal formations (late Oligocene–early
Miocene) and sediments from Ipún and Crosslet islands
(Chile); R. andrillorum Beu and Taviani, 2014, McMurdo
Sound (early Miocene, Antarctica); R. fuenzalidae, La Cueva
(early Pliocene) and Tubul (Pliocene–Pleistocene) formations
(Chile); R. exalbidus (Dillwyn, 1817) (Pliocene–Recent, from
Chiloé, 42°S (Chile), Eastern Pacific Ocean, to Rio Grande do
Sul, 32°S (Brazil), Western Atlantic Ocean); and R.
lenticularis (Sowerby, 1835) (Pliocene–Recent, Eastern Pacific
Ocean between 14°S in Perú and 33°S in Chile).

Occurrence.—Eocene–Recent.

Retrotapes difficilis (Ortmann, 1899) new combination
Figure 7.1–7.4

1899 Venus difficilis Ortmann, p. 428.
1902 Venus difficilis; Ortmann, p. 135, pl. 28, fig. 1.
1907 Marcia difficilis; Ihering, p. 350.

Holotype.—A left valve (PRI 72689) from Punta Arenas, Chile
(Loreto Formation) (Ortmann, 1902, pl. 28, fig. 1; Fig. 7.1–7.4).

Diagnosis.—Shell subtriangular to suboval shaped, umbo small
and slightly curved, lunule slightly concave and bounded by a
shallow groove.

Occurrence.—Horizon III, Loreto Formation, late Eocene,
Punta Arenas, Chile.

Description.—Shell subtriangular to suboval shaped, convex,
medium to large sized, longer than high. Umbo small,
slightly curved, placed at anterior 0.25 of length. Anterior,
dorsal, and ventral margins convex, posterior slightly
convex. Lunule concave and bounded by a shallow groove.
Escutcheon wide, wider in the left valve, with comarginal
sculpture similar to that of rest of the shell. Nymph short and

smooth. Hinge plate narrow, curved behind the cardinal
teeth, which are not divergent and do not exceed the ventral
margin of the hinge plate. Right hinge with tooth 3a slightly
sloped backwards; tooth 1 thick and sloped backwards; tooth
3b thick, bifid and sub-horizontal. Left hinge with tooth 2a
subtriangular, high, curved, and ventrally thickened; tooth 2b
thick, rectangular, asymmetrically bifid and tilted backwards;
tooth 4b lamellar, sub-horizontal, and separated from the
nymph by a groove. Shell sculptured with fine comarginal
ribs, which are closer to each other towards ventral margin of
the disk.

Materials.—Six specimens, MACN-Pi 432, PRI 66447, 66448,
72686, 72687, 72688 (Supplementary Data Set 1).

Measurements.—Holotype PRI 72689: 71.35 mm length,
63.60 mm height.

Remarks.—The specimens of the Ortmann and Ihering
collections, from Punta Arenas, which are poorly preserved,
are very similar to adult specimens of the Antarctic Eocene
taxon Retrotapes robustus (Stilwell and Zinsmeister, 1992).
Unfortunately the lack of inner characters, as well as
complete hinge plates, did not allow determination of
whether these two taxa are synonyms or not, so it has been
decided to keep R. robustus as a valid taxon. Retrotapes
difficilis would be the oldest species of the genus in the
American Continent.

This taxon differs from R. antarcticus, R. newtoni (Eocene;
Antarctica) and the South American species of the genus by its
subtriangular shape, small umbo, and its slightly concave lun-
ule, bounded by a shallow groove.

Retrotapes navidadis (Philippi, 1887)
Figure 7.5–7.11

1887 Venus navidadis Philippi, p. 120, pl. 14, fig. 4.
1887 Venus lamelligera Philippi, p. 121, pl. 14, fig. 6.
1907 Marcia navidadis; Ihering, p. 304.
1974 Venus navidadis; Frassinetti, p. 47, fig. 4.
1979 “Venus” (Marcia) navidadis; Tavera, p. 80, pl. 13, fig. 20.
1997 Retrotapes navidadis; del Río, p. 77.
1999 Eurhomalea? navidadiformis Frassinetti and Covacevich,

p. 36, pl. 7, figs. 2, 3.
2006 Retrotapes navidadis; Frassinetti, p. 65, fig. 6.
2014 Retrotapes navidadis; Alvarez et al., p. 62.

Holotype.—Venus navidadis Philippi, a right valve (SGO.PI
134) from Navidad (Navidad Formation, Chile) (Philippi,
1887, pl. 14, fig. 4; Fig. 7.5).

Emended diagnosis.—Shell thin, subquadrate shaped, medium
sized, sculptured with thin comarginal ribs.

Occurrence.—Matanzas, Navidad, Rapel Norte, Punta Perro,
(Navidad Formation, early Miocene, Chile), and Pampa
Castillo (Guadal Formation, late Oligocene–early Miocene,
Chile) and outcrops from Ipún and Crosslet islands (Chile).
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Figure 4. Topologies recovered at different k values from the performed analysis with the complete matrix. 1, k = 2–6; 2, k = 7–56; 3, k = 57–100. BS values are
informed over the branches; JK values are informed under the branches; only values over 50 are informed.
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Description.—Shell thin, subquadrate shaped, medium sized.
Umbo small, placed at anterior 0.25 of length. Dorsal margin
slightly convex, posterior margin truncated, straight to
slightly convex, ventral and anterior margins rounded.
Lunule concave and bounded by a deep groove. Escutcheon
narrow, wider in the left valve, with comarginal sculpture
similar to that of rest of the shell. Nymph short and smooth.
Hinge plate narrow, curved behind the cardinal teeth, which
are not divergent and do not exceed the ventral margin of the
hinge plate. Right hinge with tooth 3a lamellar, slightly
sloped backwards or vertical; tooth 1 thin, slightly lower
than tooth 3a, with a groove in its posterior area and tilted
backwards; tooth 3b rectangular, thick, bifid and horizontal.
Left hinge with all its cardinal teeth sloped backwards; tooth 2a
triangular, thin, curved, higher than the other teeth, and
ventrally thickened; tooth 2b thick, triangular, asymmetrically
bifid; tooth 4b lamellar, sub-horizontal, and separated from the
nymph by a groove. Dorsal-posterior region of right valve with
a groove for the insertion of left valve. Adductor muscle scars
isomyarian and deep; anterior pedal retractor scar placed below
the anterior margin of the hinge plate and separated from the
adductor muscle scar; posterior pedal retractor scar joined to the
posterior adductor muscle scar. Pallial sinus short, with dorsal

and ventral margins straight, dorsally oriented, with apex
slightly sharpened. Shell sculptured with high comarginal ribs,
which are closer to each other towards ventral margin of the
disk, and with very fine radial ribs.

Materials.—Thirty-five specimens, MACN-Pi 433, 6353–6357,
SGO.PI 92, 99, 130, 5096–5103, 5475, 5572, 6148, 6156, 6165.
One external cast, SGO.PI 4292 (Holotype, Eurhomalea?
navidadiformis Frassinetti and Covacevich). Four internal
casts SGO.PI 4413, 4342, 5144, 5145. Thirteen fragmented
shells, SGO.PI 5572 (Supplementary Data Set 1).

Measurements.—Holotype SGO.PI 134: 51.40 mm length,
43 mm height.

Remarks.—The specimens studied and identified by Ortmann
(1902, p. 141, pl. 27, fig. 12) as Venus navidadis Philippi
(1887) and later named by Ihering (1907, p. 304) as Marcia
ortmanni, belong to young specimens of Retrotapes
striatolamellatus (Ihering, 1907) (del Río, 1997).

Eurhomalea? navidadiformis Frassinetti and Covacevich
(1999, p. 36, pl. 7, figs. 2, 3) (Fig. 7.11) is considered as a junior
synonymy of Retrotapes navidadis (Philippi, 1887) because it

Figure 5. Time calibrated phylogenetic tree performed with the topology recovered at k = 7 from the performed analysis with the complete matrix. Quat. = Qua-
ternary, Plio. = Pliocene, Pleisto. = Pleistocene. Age axis in million years.
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was erected based on external casts from Pampa Castillo,
which have the same proportions, shape, lunule, and sculpture
as those of the latter taxon. This assignment is doubtful
because the lack of inner characters and because the Guadal
Formation is supposed to be of Atlantic origin (Frassinetti
and Covacevich, 1999; Encinas et al., 2018), which would
indicate a more southern distribution than previously known
for the species.

The presence of Retrotapes navidadis in the outcrops of
Crosslet Island (Frassinetti, 2006) extended its stratigraphic
range from the late Oligocene–early Miocene to the middle
Miocene–late Miocene.

Retrotapes navidadis differs from the rest of the subqua-
drate species of the genus (e.g., R. antarcticus, R. andrillorum,
R. ninfasiensis, R. striatolamellatus, R. exalbidus) by its smaller
size, thinner shells, and curved 2a tooth. Its subquadrate shape
separates it from the subtriangular species (R. robustus and R.
difficilis) and from the sub-rounded R. lenticularis.

Retrotapes fuenzalidae (Philippi, 1887)
Figure 7.12–7.14

1887 Venus fuenzalidae Philippi, p. 125, pl. 19, fig. 3.
1887 Venus colchaguensis Philippi, p. 122, pl. 17, fig. 4.

Figure 6. (1–5) Eurhomalea rufa (Lamarck, 1818): (1, 4, 5) MACN-In 37805: right valve interior view, and right and left hinge plate (Caldera, Chile, Recent). (2, 3)
MACN-In 24780: anterior and dorsal views (Tongoy Bay, Chile, Recent). (6–9) Retrotapes ninfasiensis del Río, 1997: (6) CPBA 13573 (Holotype), a right valve,
interior view (Cerro Prismático, Puerto Madryn Formation, Argentina); (7, 8) CPBA 15090: anterior and dorsal views (Punta Norte, Puerto Madryn Formation,
Argentina); (9) CPBA 15110 (Paratype), a left valve, interior view (Fondeadero Ninfas, Puerto Madryn Formation, Argentina). Scale bar (1–9) 1 cm.
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1969 Eurhomalea fuenzalidai; Herm, p. 128, pl. 12,
figs. 15, 16.

1974 Eurhomalea colchaguensis; Frassinetti, p. 47.
2013 Retrotapes fuenzalidae; Nielsen, p. 52, pl. 9, figs. a–h.
2014 Retrotapes fuenzalidae; Alvarez et al., p. 64.

Syntype.—Fragmented left valve (SGO.PI 90) from La Cueva
(La Cueva Formation, Chile) (Philippi, pl. 19, fig. 3; Fig. 7.12).

Emended diagnosis.—Shell medium sized, suboval in shape,
thin, laterally compressed.

Occurrence.—Pliocene beds of La Cueva and Estero del Ganso
(La Cueva Formation, Chile) and Tubul (Tubul Formation,
Chile).

Description.—Shell thin, suboval, medium sized, laterally
compressed. Umbo small, placed at anterior 0.25 of length.
Dorsal, ventral, anterior, and posterior margins convex.
Lunule slightly concave and bounded by a deep groove.
Escutcheon wide, wider in the left valve, with comarginal
sculpture similar to that of rest of the shell. Nymph short and
smooth. Hinge plate wide, curved behind the cardinal teeth,
which are not divergent and do not exceed the ventral margin
of the hinge plate. Right hinge with tooth 3a lamellar, and
sloped backwards; tooth 1 thin, tilted backwards; tooth 3b
rectangular, thin, bifid and horizontal; dorsal-posterior region
of right valve with a groove for the insertion of left valve. Left
hinge with all its cardinal teeth sloped backwards; tooth 2a
triangular, straight, thin; tooth 2b thick, triangular,
asymmetrically bifid; tooth 4b lamellar, slightly curved,
sub-horizontal, and separated from the nymph by a groove.
Adductor muscle scars isomyarian and shallow; anterior pedal
retractor scar placed below the anterior margin of the hinge
plate and separated from the adductor muscle scar; posterior
pedal retractor scar joined to the posterior adductor muscle
scar. Pallial sinus short, linguiform. Shell sculptured with low
comarginal ribs, which are closer to each other towards ventral
margin of the disk.

Materials.—Seven specimens, SGO.PI 120 (Holotype, Venus
colchaguensis Philippi), SGO.PI 4863–4866, 5091, 5593.
(Supplementary Data Set 1).

Measurements.—SGO.PI 5593: 69.4 mm length, 28.1 mm
height.

Remarks.—This species is assigned to Retrotapes because of its
wide escutcheon, wider in the left valve, lunule bounded by a
deep groove, hinge plate wide, curved behind the teeth, which
are tilted backwards.

The suboval shape of Retrotapes fuenzalidae distinguishes
it subquadrate taxa (e.g., R. antarcticus and R. exalbidus), from
the subtriangular taxa (R. robustus and R. difficilis) and from the
sub-rounded R. lenticularis. Its shape and the presence of a
slightly concave lunule make it very similar to R. fuegoensis
del Río, 1997 (Carmen Silva Formation, middle Miocene, Tierra
del Fuego, Argentina), but its smaller size and 3a tooth strongly
sloped backwards allows differentiation from them.

There is some controversy regarding the synonyms of this
taxon. Herm (1969) validated the specific epithet fuenzalidai
and Nielsen (2013) fuenzalidae. Here, the proposal of Nielsen
(2013) was considered as correct, consequently the valid name
of this taxon is Retrotapes fuenzalidae (Philippi, 1887).

Retrotapes exalbidus (Dillwyn, 1817)
Figure 8.1–8.5

1795 Venus exalbida Chemnitz, p. 225, pl. 202, fig. 1974 [not
binomial].

1817 Venus exalbida Dillwyn, p. 170.
1842 Venus hanetiana d’Orbigny, p. 123, pl. 13, figs. 3–6.
1854 Venus subalbicans Hupé, p. 339.
1863 Venus exalbida; Reeve, p. 14, pl. 3, fig. 13.
1887 Venus subalbicans; Philippi, p. 122.
1887 Venus araucana Philippi, p. 117, pl. 17, fig. 6.
1887 Venus coquimbana Philippi, p. 125, pl. 19, fig. 2.
1887 Venus hupeana Philippi, p. 132, pl. 26, fig. 1.
1902 Marcia exalbida; Dall, p. 360.
1907 Marcia exalbida; Ihering, p. 297.
1938 Samarangia exalbida; Lamy and Fischer-Piette, p. 614.
1944 Samarangia exalbida; Carcelles, p. 287, pl. 12, figs. 93, 94.
1954 Eurhomalea exalbida; Keen, p. 54.
1957 Venus araucana; Tavera and Veyl, p. 170, pl. 4, fig.

13c.
1960 Eurhomalea exalbida; Powell, p. 182.
1969 Eurhomalea coquimbana; Herm, p. 127, pl. 12, fig. 9

(non figs. 10, 11).
1970 Samarangia exalbida; Castellanos, p. 250, pl. 22, figs. 4, 5.
1974 Eurhomalea araucana; Frassinetti, p. 47, figs. 1, 2.
1994 Eurhomalea exalbida; Ríos, p. 288, pl. 99, fig. 1412.
1995 Eurhomalea araucana; Frassinetti and Covacevich, p. 54,

text-fig. 3c, pl. 1, fig. 18.
1997 Eurhomalea araucana; Frassinetti, p. 74, pl. 2, fig. 6.
1997 Retrotapes exalbida; del Río, p. 80, figs. 22–24.
2008 Retrotapes exalbidus; Griffin and Nielsen, p. 257, pl. 1,

figs. 2–4, pl. 16, figs. 1–3.
2008 Retrotapes exalbidus; Nielsen and Valdovinos, p. 206,

fig. 12.
2010 Eurhomalea exalbida; Huber, p. 373.
2014 Retrotapes exalbidus; Alvarez et al., p. 63. figs. 5.7–5.12.
2015 Eurhomalea exalbida; Forcelli and Narosky, p. 160.

Figure 7. (1–4) Retrotapes difficilis (Ortmann, 1902), PRI 72689 (Holotype) left valve, interior, lateral, anterior, and dorsal views (Punta Arenas, Loreto Forma-
tion). (5–11) Retrotapes navidadis (Philippi, 1887): (5) SGO.PI 134 (Holotype) right valve, lateral view (Navidad, Navidad Formation); (6–8) MACN-Pi 6355, (6)
left hinge plate, (7) right valve, lateral view, (8) right valve, interior view (Navidad, Navidad Formation); (9, 10) MACN-Pi 6356, articulated specimen: dorsal and
anterior views (Navidad, Navidad Formation); (11) SGO.PI 4292 (holotype of Eurhomalea? navidadiformis Frassinetti and Covacevich, 1999), lateral view (Pampa
Castillo, Guadal Formation). (12–14) Retrotapes fuenzalidae (Philippi, 1887): (12) SGO.PI 90 (Paralectotype) left hinge plate (La Cueva, La Cueva Formation); (13,
14) SGO.PI 5593, left valve, lateral, and interior views (estero del Ganso, La Cueva Formation). Scale bar (1–14) 1 cm.
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Figure 8. (1–5) Retrotapes exalbidus (Dillwyn, 1817): (1–3) ZMUC-BIV-388 (holotype); (1) left valve, interior view; (2) right valve, interior view; (3) right valve,
lateral view (Malvinas Islands, Argentina, Recent). (4, 5) MACN-In 21170, left and right hinge plate (San Matías Gulf, Argentina, Recent). (6–10) Retrotapes lenti-
cularis (Sowerby, 1835), NHMUK 20160316/1-2 (syntype): (6) left valve, interior view; (7) right valve, interior view; (8) right valve, lateral view; (9, 10) left and
right hinge plate (Valparaiso Bay, Chile, Recent). Scale bar (1–10) 1 cm.
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Holotype.—Venus exalbidaDillwyn (ZMUC-BIV-388) one left
and one right valve, fromMalvinas Islands (Recent) (Chemnitz,
1795, pl. 202, fig. 1974; Fig. 8.1–8.3).

Diagnosis.—Shell subquadrate, thin; hinge plate thin; lunule
bounded by a shallow groove; reduced fold groove in the
posterior area of the right valve; pallial sinus triangular, with
dorsal margin sub-horizontal to ventrally oriented.

Occurrence.—Pliocene beds of Coquimbo, cerro Las Lomas,
and La Cueva (Coquimbo and La Cueva Formation, Chile),
and Plio-Pleistocene beds of Tubul Formation. Puerto San
Julián (coastal ridges, Pleistocene, Argentina). Puerto
Quequén, San Matías Gulf, Ushuaia, Puerto Deseado (Recent,
Argentina).

Description.—Shell thin, subquadrate shaped, large sized.
Umbo small, placed at anterior 0.25–0.20 of length. Dorsal
margin slightly convex, posterior margin truncated, straight to
slightly convex, ventral and anterior margins rounded. Lunule
concave and bounded by a shallow groove that is deeper
through the ventral margin. Escutcheon narrow, wider in the
left valve, with comarginal sculpture similar to that of rest of
the shell. Nymph short and smooth. Hinge plate narrow,
curved behind the cardinal teeth, which are not divergent and
do not exceed the ventral margin of the hinge plate. Right
hinge with tooth 3a lamellar, sub-vertical; tooth 1 thin, with
the same height of tooth 3a, asymmetrically bifid with the
posterior area larger than anterior, and sloped backwards;
tooth 3b rectangular, thin, bifid and sub-horizontal; dorsal-
posterior region of right valve with a groove for the insertion
of left valve. Left hinge with all its cardinal teeth tilted
backwards; tooth 2a triangular, thin, higher than the other
teeth; tooth 2b thick, rectangular, asymmetrically bifid with
larger posterior area; tooth 4b lamellar, slightly curved or
straight, sub-horizontal, and separated from the nymph by a
groove. Adductor muscle scars isomyarian and deep; anterior
pedal retractor scar placed below the anterior margin of the
hinge plate and separated from the adductor muscle scar;
posterior pedal retractor scar joined to the posterior adductor
muscle scar; 11–13 small pedal elevator muscle scars under
the hinge plate. Pallial sinus short, triangular, with dorsal
margin straight, horizontal or ventrally oriented, and ventral
margin straight or slightly curved, with apex sharpened. Shell
sculptured with high comarginal ribs, which are closer to each
other towards ventral margin of the disk.

Materials.—Two hundred twenty five specimens, MLP 26523,
SGO.PI 122 (Syntype, Venus araucana Philippi), 114 and 125
(Syntypes, Venus araucana Philippi), 164 (Holotype, Venus
coquimbana Philippi), 983, 1308–1310, 1317, 5009, 5088–
5090, 5160, MACN-Pi 6302–6304, 6320, MACN-In 19822,
21069, 21170 (Supplementary Data Set 1).

Measurements.—Holotype ZMUC-BIV-388: 76.2 mm length,
59.75 mm height.

Remarks.—The synonymy proposed with Venus subalbicans
Hupé (1854, p. 339) and Venus araucana Philippi (1887, p. 117,

pl. 17, fig. 6) by Griffin and Nielsen (2008) and Nielsen and
Valdovinos (2008) confirmed the presence of R. exalbidus in the
Pliocene of the central region of Chile, nearby Concepción,
which expanded its geographical and stratigraphical ranges.

Griffin and Nielsen (2008, p. 257, pl. 1, figs. 2–4) also pro-
posed a synonymy with Venus aerea Hupé (1854, p. 338), but
this taxon has a cancellate sculpture similar to that observed in
the subfamily Chioninae (e.g., Ameghinomya chiloensis [Phil-
ippi, 1887]), which rejects the synonymy with R. exalbidus.

The specimens of Venus coquimbana Philippi (1887,
p. 125, pl. 19, fig. 2), as well as those described by Herm
(1969, p. 127, pl. 12, fig. 9), are similar to R. exalbidus in
shape, pallial sinus, hinge, and sculpture, and therefore
V. coquimbana is considered here as a junior synonym of
R. exalbidus. It is important to note that the hinge plates figured
by Herm (1969, pl. 12, figs. 10, 11) have divergent teeth and
very small and low umbones, which differ from those of
V. coquimbana, but are very similar to that observed in Eurho-
malea rufa. The synonymy proposed here extends the range of
R. exalbidus to the north of Chile during the Pliocene.

D’Orbigny (1842) erected the species Venus hanetiana
(Coquimbo and Horcón formations, Pliocene, Chile) based
on internal casts that were assigned to the genus Retrotapes
by Griffin and Nielsen (2008). In these casts, two different
morphotypes are recognized. One is mediolaterally wide,
with well-developed muscle scars, and the other is mediolater-
ally compressed with shallow muscle scars. These two mor-
photypes are similar to those observed in R. exalbidus, in
which flat and globoid morphotypes were also recognized
(Alvarez and Pérez, 2016). This evidence, plus the presence
of R. exalbidus in the same region, allows synonymy of
V. hanetiana with R. exalbidus.

Retrotapes exalbidus differs from the other species
of the genus by its thinner shell, shallower medial sulcus
of the lunule, and shallower groove of the posterior area of
the shell. Its subquadrate shape distinguishes it from the
extant subcircular R. lenticularis, from suboval fossil taxa
(R. newtoni, R. fuegoensis, R. fuenzalidae, and R. scutatus),
and from subtriangular taxa (R. difficilis and R. robustus).
Among the subquadrate taxa, it is more similar to the Antarc-
tic species R. andrillorum Beu and Taviani (McMurdo
Sound, Miocene) and R. antarcticus (Sharman and Newton,
1894) (La Meseta Formation, Eocene, Marambio Island),
even sharing the same intraspecific variation discussed earlier
with the latter species.

Retrotapes lenticularis (Sowerby, 1835)
Figure 8.6–8.10

1835 Venus lenticularis Sowerby, p. 42.
1887 Venus buchanani Philippi, p. 127, pl. 22, fig. 2.
1902 Samarangia lenticularis; Dall, p. 361.
1968 Eurhomalea salinensis Ramorino, p. 218, pl. 3, fig. 2, pl.

9, figs. 2, 3.
1969 Eurhomalea lenticularis; Herm, p. 128, pl. 13, figs. 1–4.
1997 Retrotapes lenticularis; del Río, p. 80, figs. 19–21.
2010 Eurhomalea lenticularis; Huber, p. 373.
2014 Retrotapes lenticularis; Alvarez et al., p. 64.
2014 Retrotapes salinensis; Alvarez et al., p. 64.
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Syntype.—One right and one left valve (NHMUK 20160316/
1-2) from Valparaíso Bay (Recent, Chile) (Fig. 8.6–8.10).

Diagnosis.—Shell thick, subquadrate to subcircular. Sculptured
with comarginal ribs similar to other species of the genus, and
with very fine radial ribs.

Occurrence.—Pliocene beds of La Cueva (La Cueva Formation,
early Pliocene, Chile), Caldera (Bahía Inglesa Formation, late
Miocene–late Pliocene, Chile), Guayacán, Tongoy, and
Quebrada de Chañaral (Coquimbo Formation, late Miocene–
late Pliocene, Chile). Puerto San Antonio and Valparaíso
(Recent, Chile).

Description.—Shell thick, subquadrate to subcircular. Umbo
small, placed at anterior 0.25 of length. Dorsal margin slightly
convex, posterior slightly convex, ventral and anterior margins
rounded. Lunule concave and bounded by a shallow groove
that is deeper through the ventral margin. Escutcheon narrow,
wider in the left valve, with comarginal sculpture similar to
that of the rest of the shell. Nymph narrow and smooth. Hinge
plate narrow, curved behind the cardinal teeth, which are not
divergent and do not exceed the ventral margin of the hinge
plate. Right hinge with tooth 3a lamellar, subvertical; tooth 1
thin, triangular, higher than tooth 3a, asymmetrically bifid
with the posterior area larger than anterior, and sloped
backwards; tooth 3b triangular, thick, bifid, and
sub-horizontal; dorsal-posterior region of right valve with a
groove for the insertion of left valve. Left hinge with all its
cardinal teeth tilted backwards; tooth 2a triangular, thin,
higher than the other teeth, and curved forward; tooth 2b
thick, triangular, curved, asymmetrically bifid with larger
posterior area; tooth 4b lamellar, slightly curved,
sub-horizontal, and separated from the nymph by a groove.
Adductor muscle scars shallow; anterior pedal retractor scar
placed below the anterior margin of the hinge plate and
separated from the adductor muscle scar; posterior pedal
retractor scar joined to the posterior adductor muscle scar; up
to 13 small pedal elevator muscle scars under the hinge plate.
Pallial sinus short, triangular, with dorsal margin straight,
ventrally oriented, and ventral margin curved, with apex
rounded. Shell sculptured with low comarginal ribs, which are
closer to each other towards ventral margin of the disk, and
with radial ribs of nanometric thickness.

Materials.—Forty valves, SGO.PI 158 and 166 (Syntotypes,
Venus buchanani Philippi) 1022, 1094, 1115, 1118, 1123, 1144,
1233, 1256–1258, 1272, 1286, MACN-Pi 6358, MACN-In
12175, 12861. Four hinges SGO.PI 5593 (Supplementary Data
Set 1).

Measurements.—Syntype NHMUK 20160316/1-2: 77.23 mm
length, 71.43 mm height.

Remarks.—The current distribution of this taxon is between 24°
S and 33°S on the coast of Chile (Bernard, 1983), but Paredes
and Cardoso (2003) published some small valves (7.4 mm
length) from Independencia Bay (Perú; 14°S) as Retrotapes
exalbidus, which were reassigned to R. lenticularis by Alvarez

et al. (2014), which has expanded to the north the known
distribution of this species. The specimens of Venus
buchanani Philippi, 1887 (Guayacán, Coquimbo Formation)
have exactly the same characters as R. lenticularis (Sowerby,
1835), and this species is therefore synonymized with it.

Ramorino (1968) erected a new taxon, Eurhomalea sali-
nensis, to include some small shells from Valparaíso Bay,
Chile. Alvarez et al. (2014) included this species in the genus
Retrotapes del Río, 1997 based on the characters described
and illustrated by Ramorino (1968). A further revision of this
species allowed it to be synonymized with R. lenticularis. As
Ramorino (1968) mentioned, both species have exactly the
same cardinal teeth, pallial sinus, and lunule bounded by a
deep groove. The principal difference referred by the author to
separate them is the larger shells of R. lenticularis, which also
has a more concave lunule, but these characters probably indi-
cate that R. salinensis is based on juvenile specimens of R. len-
ticularis. Similar differences are observed during the ontogeny
of other species of Retrotapes, such as R. striatolamellatus, in
which young specimens have a slightly concave lunule and
the adults have the most concave lunule of the genus. Another
difference is the sculpture of comarginal ribs in R. lenticularis,
which is smooth in R. salinensis sensu Ramorino (1968), but,
as the same author illustrated, the comarginal sculpture is clearly
visible in it.

In order to have access to some pictures of the holotype of
R. salinensis, Professor Bernardita CamposMaia from theMala-
cology Lab of the Valparaíso University where Dr. Ramorino
worked was contacted. She sent some photos of specimens of
that species from the personal collection of Dr. Ramorino with-
out catalogue number. Moreover, through the contact with Dr.
Ramorino himself, she confirmed (B. Campos Maia, personal
communication, 2018) that the holotype of R. salinensis depos-
ited in the Museum of Montemar, catalogue number 2716, has
been lost.

Discussion

It is necessary to start the discussion talking about the phylogen-
etic position recovered for those taxa that were synonymized
with Retrotapes by previous authors. As was previously men-
tioned, Lauriat-Rage et al. (2002) synonymized Retrotapes del
Río, 1997 with Frigichione Fletcher, 1938. In our analysis,
the type species F. permagna (Tate, 1900) was included, and
in all the searches is recovered in a basal position, between the
outgroup and Gomphina undulosa (Lamarck, 1818). This result
coincides with the systematic history of the genus Frigichione,
which was originally included in Cyclininae Frizzell, 1936,
and later recovered as a basal Chioninae in the phylogenetic ana-
lysis performed by Harte (1998).

This background and the obtained results lead to rejection of
the synonymy with Retrotapes, as proposed Alvarez et al. (2014),
and that Frigichione is not a Tapetinae. This conclusion is rein-
forced by the position recovered forG. undulosa, which is the sister
taxon of a clade that includes all the rest of the studied Tapetinae.
This result agrees with that obtained byMikkelsen et al. (2006) and
Chen et al. (2011) based on molecular characters, in which G.
undulosawas recovered as a Pitarinae Stewart, 1930. Thus, neither
F. permagna nor G. undulosa can be considered as Tapetinae.

Journal of Paleontology 93(4):685–701698

https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2018.110 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2018.110


As was mentioned before, most of the species that are
included now within Retrotapes were previously included
within the genus Eurhomalea. In all the performed searches,
there is no close relationship between Retrotapes and Eurhoma-
lea. These results agree with those obtained on the geometric
morphometric analysis of Alvarez et al. (2014). The genus Eur-
homalea is only represented by its type species, E. rufa, which is
closely related to Venerupis and Ruditapes.

The genus Retrotapes is a monophyletic group, which is
closely related to Atamarcia Marwick, 1927 (Miocene, New
Zealand) and Paleomarcia Fletcher, 1938 (Miocene, Kerguelen
Island), forming a major clade that also included Katelysia sca-
larina (Recent, South Australia), Paphia rotundata (Recent,
Indian Ocean), andMarcia opima and Protapes gallus (Recent,
Indo-Pacific Region).

Among the Retrotapes species, the suboval Eocene Antarctic
R. newtoni, the most ancient species of the clade (Alvarez et al.,
2014), is recovered basal to the rest of the species, and other sub-
oval and subtriangular species are successive sister taxa to a group
of subquadrate-shaped ones (Fig. 5). With high values of k (high
level of homoplastic characters), this subtriangular- and suboval-
shaped species grouped together in a sister clade to the subquadrate
taxa. The subquadrate group is divided into two lineages, one com-
prised ofMiocene Patagonian species that includes the type species
R. ninfasiensis (late Miocene, Chubut Province) and R. striatola-
mellatus (early Miocene, Santa Cruz Province) (Fig. 5), and is
characterized by its strongly concave lunule and by having the
most sloped backwards tooth 3a of all species. The other lineage
includes taxa with slightly concave lunule and tooth 3a vertical
or slightly slanted backwards. In this latter group most of the stud-
ied Chilean species are recovered, including R. lenticularis and R.
exalbidus, which are closely related to the Miocene Chilean R.
navidadis and the Eocene Antarctic R. antarcticus (Fig. 5).
These results contradict the proposal of Huber (2010) in which
the mentioned extant taxa are assigned to Eurhomalea and the
genus Retrotapes is considered valid only as a fossil taxon. In add-
ition, the close relationship between R. exalbidus and R. antarcti-
cus was discussed by Alvarez and Pérez (2016) who studied the
similarities between the twomorphotypes that these species shared.

Based on its paleontological record, the genus Retrotapes
possibly has its origin in the Eocene of Antarctica, where it is
represented by three species: R. newtoni, R. antarcticus, and
R. robustus. This last taxon has many characters (e.g., shape,
hinge plate, lunule) in common with the late Eocene Chilean
R. difficilis (Loreto Formation, Punta Arenas), which is included
in the genus in the present contribution and is the most ancient
record for the genus in southern South America. From this
extreme Austral region, the genus diversified along both the
Atlantic and Pacific coasts of the South American Continent.
On the Atlantic side, it is represented by R. navidadis (late
Oligocene–early Miocene, Pampa Castillo), R. scutatus and
R. striatolamellatus (early Miocene, Santa Cruz Province),
R. fuegoensis (middle Miocene, Tierra del Fuego Province),
and R. ninfasiensis (late Miocene, Chubut Province). On the
Pacific side, it is represented by R. navidadis (early Miocene,
Navidad), R. fuenzalidae (Pliocene, La Cueva, Estero del
Ganso and Tubul), and by the two extant taxa. Retrotapes lenti-
cularis was present in the Pliocene beds of the La Cueva and
Coquimbo formations in central and northern Chile, and today

inhabits the seashore from this zone reaching to southern Perú.
In this contribution, new synonyms are assigned to Retrotapes
exalbidus, extending its previously known Pliocene record
from central to northern Chile (Coquimbo, La Cueva, and
Tubul formations); this taxon is extinct in these areas today,
and its distribution is restricted from Chiloé Island (South of
Chile) to Rio Grande do Sul (South of Brazil).

Conclusions

The genus Retrotapes del Río, 1997 is a monophyletic group
and is not closely related to Frigichione Fletcher, 1938 and Eur-
homalea Cossmann, 1920, which rejects the synonymies pro-
posed by some previous authors. Retrotapes is closely related
to other Austral taxa, such as Paleomarcia Fletcher, 1938 (Ker-
guelen Island), Atamarcia Marwick, 1927 (New Zealand), and
Katelysia Römer, 1857 (South of Australia).

Retrotapeswas represented in Chile by three species: R. dif-
ficilis (late Eocene), R. navidadis (late Oligocene–early Mio-
cene), and R. fuenzalidae (Pliocene). At present times, it is
represented by two species, R. exalbidus (Pliocene–Recent),
and R. lenticularis (Pliocene–Recent).

The synonymies proposed in the present contribution
expand the known geographic distribution of R. exalbidus dur-
ing the Pliocene through the north of Chile. Moreover, the val-
idity of R. salinensis (Ramorino, 1968) is rejected by
considering it as a juvenile of R. lenticularis.

The phylogenetic position here recovered for R. exalbidus
and R. lenticularis confirmed that these two extant taxa belong
to Retrotapes, as opposed to the assignments and proposals of
Huber (2010).

Acknowledgments

I especially thank C.J. del Río for her assistance, patience, and
helpful comments and corrections regarding my PhD Thesis.
The author is indebted to the curators who facilitated access to
paleontological and biological collections: C.J. del Río and
M. Longobucco (MACN-Pi and exCIRGEO-PI), A. Tablado
and M. Romanelli (MACN-In), M. Tanuz (CPBA),
C. Amenabar (IAA-Pi), A. Riccardi (MLP), and C. Salazar
and S. Soto (SGO.PI). I also want to thank those curators from
several collections that sent me pictures: A. Salvador
(NHMUK), G. Dietl (PRI), C. Franzén-Bengtson and
J. Hagström (PZ-NRM Mo), S. Hannam (MA), M. Binnie (T),
J. Gerber (FMNH), T. Schiøtte (ZMUC-BIV), and J. Trausel
and F. Slieker (NMR). I thank M.B. von Baczko, who improved
the language. I especially thank S. Nielsen and A. Beu for their
helpful comments and suggestions as reviewers, and to J. Jin for
his suggestions as editor that improved this work. The use of
TNT softwarewas facilitated by theWilli Hennig Society. CON-
ICET is acknowledged for the post-graduate grant given to me.
This research was also supported by ANPCyT-PICT 57.

Accessibility of supplemental data

Data available from the Dryad Digital Repository: http://doi.org/
10.5061/dryad.dv15kp5

Alvarez—Phylogeny of Retrotapes del Río, 1997 699

https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2018.110 Published online by Cambridge University Press

http://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.dv15kp5
http://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.dv15kp5
http://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.dv15kp5
https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2018.110


References

Adams, A., and Reeve, L., 1848–1850, Mollusca, in Adams, A., ed., The
Zoology of the Voyage of H.M.S. Samarang, under the command of the
Captain Sir Edward Belcher, C.B., F.R.A.S., F.G.S., during the years
1843–1846: London, Reeve and Benham, 87 p.

Alvarez, M.J., and Pérez, D.E., 2016, Gerontic intraspecific variation in
the Antarctic bivalve Retrotapes antarcticus: Ameghiniana, v. 53, p. 485–
494.

Alvarez, M.J., del Río, C.J., and Marenssi, S.A., 2014, Revisión del género Ret-
rotapes del Río (Bivalvia: Veneridae) en el Eoceno de la Antártida: Ame-
ghiniana, v. 51, p. 61–78.

Bapst, D.W., 2012, Paleotree: an R package for paleontological and phylogen-
etic analyses of evolution: Methods in Ecology and Evolution, v. 3, p. 803–
807.

Bernard, F.R., 1983, Catalogue of the living Bivalvia of the Eastern Pacific
Ocean: Bering Strait to Cape Horn: Canadian Special Publication of Fisher-
ies and Aquatic Sciences, v. 61, 203 p.

Beu, A.G., 2009, Before the ice: biogeography of Antarctic Paleogene mollus-
can faunas: Palaeogeography, Palaeoclimatology, Palaeoecology v. 284,
p. 191–226.

Beu, A.G., and Taviani, M., 2014, Early Miocene Mollusca from McMurdo
Sound, Antarctica (ANDRILL 2A drill core), with a review of Antarctic
Oligocene and Neogene Pectinidae (Bivalvia): Palaeontology, v. 57,
p. 299–342.

Born, I., 1778, Index rerum naturalium Musei Caesarei Vindobonensis, pars
prima. Testacea: Wien, Officina Krausiana, 458 p.

Carcelles, A., 1944, Catálogo de los moluscos marinos de Puerto Quequén:
Revista del Museo de La Plata (Nueva Serie), Sección Zoología v. 3,
p. 233–309.

Castellanos, Z.J.A., 1970, Catálogo de los Moluscos Marinos Bonaerenses:
Anales de la Comisión de Investigaciones Científicas de la Provincia de
Buenos Aires, v. 8, p. 1–365.

Chemnitz, I.H., 1795, Neues Systematisches Conchylien-Cabinet: Nürnberg,
Raspe, 310 p.

Chen, J., Li, Q., Kong, L., and Zheng, X., 2011, Molecular phylogeny of Venus
clams (Mollusca, Bivalvia, Veneridae) with emphasis on the systematic pos-
ition of taxa along the coast of mainland China: Zoologica Scripta, v. 40,
p. 260–271.

Cossmann, M., 1920, Rectifications de nomenclature: Revue Critique de Paléo-
zoologie, v. 24, p. 81–83.

Dall, W. H. 1902, Synopsis of the family Veneridae and of the North American
Recent species: Proceedings of the United States National Museum, v. 26,
p. 355–412.

del Río, C.J., 1997, Cenozoic biogeographic history of the eurythermal genus
Retrotapes, new genus (subfamily Tapetinae) from southern South America
and Antarctica: The Nautilus, v. 110, p. 77–93.

Deshayes, G.P., 1835, Histoire Naturelle des Animaux sans Vértebrés ou tab-
leau général des classes, des orders et des genres de ces animaux par
J.B.P.A. de Lamarck (deuxième édition), Tome 6. Histoire des mollusques:
París, J.B. Baillière, 600 p.

Deshayes, G.P., 1854, Descriptions of new shells from the collection of Hugh
Cuming, Esq: Proceedings of the Zoological Society of London, v. 22,
p. 317–371.

DeVries, T.J., and Frassinetti, D., 2003, Range extensions and biogeographic
implications of Chilean Neogene mollusks found in Peru: Boletín del
Museo Nacional de Historia Natural, Chile, v. 52, p. 119–135.

Dillwyn, L.W., 1817, A descriptive catalogue of Recent shells, arranged accord-
ing to the Linnean method; with particular attention to the synonymy: Lon-
don, John and Arthur Arch, v. 1, 580 p.

d’Orbigny, A. 1835–1846, Voyage dans l’Amerique meridionale (Le Brasil,
l’Uruguay executé pendant les anné 1826–1833): Paris, P. Bertrand and
Strasbourg, V. Levrault, v. 3, [1842], 290 p.

Encinas, A., 2006, Estratigrafía y sedimentología de los depósitos marinos mio-
pliocenos del área de navidad (33°00’–34°30’S), Chile central. Implica-
ciones con respecto a la tectónica del antearco [Tesis Doctoral]: Santiago,
Chile, Universidad de Chile, Departamento de Geología, 177 p.

Encinas, A., Le Roux, J.P., Buatois, L.A., Nielsen, S.N., Finger, K.L.,
Fourtanier, E., and Lavenu, A., 2006, Nuevo esquema estratigráfico para
los depósitos marinos mio-pliocenos del área de Navidad (33°00’–34°
30’), Chile central: Revista Geológica de Chile v. 33, p. 221–246.

Encinas, A., Folguera, A., Bechis, F., Finger, K.L., Zambrano, P., Pérez, F.,
Bernabé, P., Tapia, F., Riffo, R., Buatois, L., Orts, D., Nielsen, S.N.,
Valencia, V., Cuitiño, J., Oliveros, V., De Girolamo Del Mauro, L., and
Ramos, V., 2018, The late Oligocene–early Miocene marine transgres-
sion of Patagonia, in Folguera, A., Contreras Reyes, E., Heredia, N.,
Encinas, A., Iannelli, S.B., Oliveros, V., Dávila, F.M., Collo, G.,
Giambiagi, L., Maksymowicz, A., Iglesia Llanos, M.P.,
Turienzo, M., Naipauer, M., Orts, D., Litvak, V.D., Alvarez, O., and

Arriagada, C., eds., The Evolution of the Chilean-Argentinean Andes:
Cham, Switzerland, Springer Earth System Sciences, Springer, p. 443–474.

Farris, J.S., Albert, V.A., Källersjö, M., Lipscomb, D., and Kluge, A.G., 1996,
Parsimony jackknifing outperforms neighbor-joining: Cladistics, v. 12,
p. 99–124.

Felsenstein, J., 1985, Confidence limits on phylogenies: an approach using the
bootstrap: Evolution, p. 783–791.

Finger, K.L., Encinas, A., Nielsen, S.N., and Peterson, D.E., 2003, Microfaunal
indications of late Miocene deep-water basins of the central coast of Chile:
10° Congreso Geológico Chileno, Resúmenes extendidos, Concepción,
Chile, p. 8.

Finger, K., Nielsen, S.N., DeVries, T.J., Encinas, A., and Peterson, D., 2007,
Paleontologic evidence for sedimentary displacement in Neogene forearc
basins of central Chile: Palaios, v. 22, p. 3–16.

Finger, K.L., Encinas, A., and Nielsen, S.N., 2013, Comment on ‘Evidence for an
Early–Middle Miocene age of the Navidad Formation (central Chile): pale-
ontological, paleoclimatic and tectonic implications’ of Gutiérrez et al.
(2013, Adean Geology 40 (I): 66–78): Andean Geology, v. 40, p. 571–579.

Fletcher, H.O., 1938, Marine Tertiary fossils and a description of a RecentMyti-
lus from Kerguelen Islands: British, Australian and New Zealand Antarctic
Research Expedition Reports, ser. A, v. 2, p. 101–116.

Forcelli, D.O., and Narosky, T., 2015, Uruguayan Seashells—Moluscos Mari-
nos, Argentina, Uruguay, Brasil: Buenos Aires, Vázquez Mazzini Editores,
272 p.

Frassinetti, D., 1974, El género Venus en la colección de fósiles Terciarios y
Cuartarios de R.A. Philippi (1887): Boletín del Museo Nacional de Historia
Natural, Chile, v. 33, p. 43–51.

Frassinetti, D., 1997, Moluscos del Plioceno Superior marino de la Isla Guafo,
Sur de Chile. Parte I. Bivalvia: Boletín del Museo Nacional de Historia Nat-
ural, Chile, v. 46, p. 55–79.

Frassinetti, D., 2004, Moluscos fósiles del Mioceno marino de la Isla Ipún, Sur
de Chile: Boletín del Museo de Historia Natural, Chile, v. 53, p. 71–83.

Frassinetti, D., 2006, Moluscos fósiles del Mioceno marino de islas Crosslet y
Hereford (Golfo TresMontes, Aisén, Chile): Boletín del Museo Nacional de
Historia Natural, Chile, v. 55, p. 61–74.

Frassinetti, D., and Covacevich, V., 1995, Moluscos del Plioceno Superior mar-
ino de Isla Guamblín, Archipiélago de los Chonos, sur de Chile: Revista
Geológica de Chile, v. 22, p. 47–73.

Frassinetti, D., and Covacevich, V., 1999, Invertebrados fósiles marinos de la
Formación Guadal (Oligoceno superior-Mioceno inferior) en Pampa Cas-
tillo, Región de Aisén, Chile: Boletín del Servicio Nacional de Geología
y Minería, v. 51, p. 1–96.

Frizzell, D.L., 1936, Preliminary reclassifications of veneracean pelecypodes:
Bulletin du Musée Royal d’Histoire Naturelle Belgique, v. 12, p. 1–84.

Gallardo, M.H., González, C., Mena, C., Lomovasky, B., Morriconi, E., and
Clasing, E., 2003, Allozimic variation in the clam genus Eurhomalea
(Bivalvia: Veneriidae) along southern South American coast: Revista Chi-
lena de Historia Natural, v. 76, p. 501–507.

Gmelin, J.F., 1791, Vermes, in Gmelin, J.F., ed., Caroli a Linnaei Systema
Naturae per Regna Tria Naturae: Editio Decima Tertia, Aucta Reformata:
Leipzig, G.E. Beer, Tome 1, Pars 6, p. 3021–3910.

Goloboff, P.A., 1993, Estimating character weights during tree search: Cladis-
tics, v. 9, p. 83–91.

Goloboff, P.A., Farris, J.S., Källersjö, M., Oxelman, B., Ramírez, M.J. and
Szumik, C.A., 2003, Improvements to resampling measures of group sup-
port: Cladistics v. 19, p. 324–332.

Goloboff, P.A., Farris, J.S., and Nixon, K.C., 2008, TNT, a free program for
phylogenetic analysis: Cladistics, v. 24, p. 774–786.

Gordillo, S., 2006, Pleistocene Retrotapes del Río, 1997 (Veneridae, Bivalvia)
from Tierra del Fuego, Argentina: Ameghiniana, v. 43, p. 757–761.

Gray, J.E., 1851, List of the specimens of British animals in the collection of the
British Museum. Part 7. Mollusca Acephala and Brachiopoda: London,
Richard Taylor, 167 p.

Griffin, M., and Nielsen, S., 2008, A revision of the type specimens of Tertiary
molluscs from Chile and Argentina described by d’Orbigny (1842),
Sowerby (1846) and Hupé (1854): Journal of Systematic Palaeontology,
v. 6, p. 251–316.

Guzmán, N., Marquardt, C., Ortlieb, L. and Frassinetti, D., 2000, La malaco-
fauna neógena y cuaternaria del área de Caldera (27–28 S): especies y rangos
bioestratigráficos: 9° Congreso Geológico Chileno, Puerto Varas, Chile,
v. 1, p. 476–481.

Harte, M., 1998, Is Cyclininae a monophyletic subfamily of Veneridae (Bival-
via)?: Malacologia, v. 40, p. 297–304.

Herm, D., 1969, Marines Pliozän und Pleistozän in Nord- und Mittel-Chile
unter besonderer Berücksichtigung der Entwicklung der Mollusken-
Faunen: Zitteliana, v. 2, p. 1–159.

Huber, M., 2010, Compendium of bivalves. A full-color guide to 3,300 of the
world’s marine bivalves. A status on Bivalvia after 250 years of research:
Hackenheim, Germany, ConchBooks, 901 p., 1 CD-ROM.

Journal of Paleontology 93(4):685–701700

https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2018.110 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2018.110


Hupé, H., 1854, Malacología y conquiliología, inGay, C., ed.,: Historia Física y
Política de Chile, Zoología 8, Atlas 2, Conquiliología 1–6,Malacología 1–8:
Paris, E. Thunot y Co and Lesauvage, p. 5–385.

Ihering, H. von, 1897, Os molluscos dos terrenos terciarios de Patagonia:
Revista del Museo Paulista v. 2, p. 217–382.

Ihering, H. von, 1907, Les Mollusques fossiles du Tertiaire et du Crétacé Super-
ieur de l’Argentina: Anales del Museo de Buenos Aires, Serie 3, p. 1–611.

Jukes-Browne, A.J., 1909, Application of Gomphina, Marcia, Hemitapes, and
Katelysia: Proceedings of the Malacological Society of London, v. 8,
p. 223–246.

Kappner, I., and Bieler, R., 2006, Phylogeny of venus clams (Bivalvia: Vener-
inae) as inferred from nuclear and mithochondrial gene sequences: Molecu-
lar Phylogenetics and Evolution, v. 40, p. 317–331.

Keen, A.M., 1954, Nomenclatural notes on the pelecypod family Veneridae:
Minutes of the Conchological Club of Southern California, v. 139, p. 50–55.

Lamarck, P.A., 1818, Histoire naturelle des Animaux sans Vertèbres, préséntant
les caractères généraux et particuliers de ces animaux, leur distribution, leurs
classes, leurs familles, leurs genres, et la citation des principales espèces qui
s’y rapportent; precedes d’une Introduction offrant la determination des car-
acteres essentiels de l`Animal, sa distinction du vegetal et desautres corps
naturels, enfin, l’Exposition des Principes fondamentaux de la Zoologie:
Paris, Deterville. 612 p.

Lamy, E., and Fischer-Piette, E., 1938, Notes sur les espèces Lamarckiennes de
Clausinella, de Salacia, de Protothaca, et de Samarangia (Moll. Lamel-
libr.): Bulletin du Muséum National d’Histoire Naturelle, ser. 2, v. 10,
p. 611–614.

Lauriat-Rage, A., Carriol, R., Lozouet, P., Giret, A. and Leyrit, H., 2002, Mio-
cene molluscs and barnacles from Mont Rond, Kerguelen Islands: Alcher-
inga, v. 6, p. 251–316.

Le Roux, J.P., Achurra, L., Henríquez, Á., Carreño, C., Rivera, H, Suárez, M.E.,
Ishman, S.E., Pyenson, N.D., and Guststein, C.S., 2016, Oroclinal bending
of the Juan Fernández Ridge suggested by geohistory analysis of the Bahía
Inglesa Formation, north-central Chile: Sedimentary Geology, v. 333,
p. 34–49.

Linnaeus, C., 1758, Systema naturae per regna tria naturae, secundum clases,
ordines, genera, species, cum characteribus, differentiis, synonymis, locis,
Editio decima, reformata: Holmiae [Stockholm], Laurentius Salvius,, 824 p.

Linnaeus, C., 1767, Systema naturae per regna tria naturae: secundum classes,
ordines, genera, species, cum characteribus, differentiis, synonymis,
locis., Ed. 12. 1., Regnum Animale, 2: Holmiae [Stockholm], Laurentii Sal-
vii, p. 533–1327.

Marwick, J., 1927, The Veneridae of New Zealand: Transactions of the New
Zealand Institute, v. 57, p. 567–635.

Mikkelsen, P., Bieler, R., Kappner, I., and Rawlings, T., 2006, Phylogeny of
Veneroida (Mollusca: Bivalvia) based on morphology and molecules: Zoo-
logical Journal of the Linnean Society, v. 148, p. 439–521.

Nielsen, S.N., 2013, A new Pliocene mollusk fauna from Mejillones, northern
Chile: Paläontologische Zeitschrift, v. 87, p. 33–66.

Nielsen, S.N., and Encinas, A., 2014, The genus Struthiochenopus (Gastro-
poda: Aporrhaidae): new Miocene records from southern Chile: Journal
of Paleontology v. 88, p. 152–159.

Nielsen, S.N., and Glodny, J., 2009, Early Miocene subtropical water tempera-
tures in the southeast Pacific: Palaeogeography, Palaeoclimatology, Palaeo-
ecology, v. 280, p. 480–488.

Nielsen, S.N., and Valdovinos, C., 2008, Early Pleistocene mollusks of the
Tubul Formation, south-central Chile: Nautilus, v. 122, p. 201–216.

Ortmann, A.E., 1899, The fauna of the Magellanian beds of Punta Arenas,
Chili: The American Journal of Science, v. 8, p. 427–432.

Ortmann, A.E., 1902, Tertiary invertebrates, in Scott, W.B., ed., Reports of the
Princeton University Expedition to Patagonia 1896–1899: Princeton, New Jer-
sey, J. PierpointMorgan Publishing Foundation, v. 4, Paleontology I, p. 45–332.

Paredes, C. and Cardoso, F. 2003, Nuevos registros de bivalvos para el Mar Per-
uano: Revista Peruana de Biología, v. 10, p. 209–216.

Pérez, D.E., and Ezcurra, M., 2018, Quantitative palaeobiogeographical ana-
lysis of South American Neogene Chioninae (Bivalvia: Veneridae): Palaeo-
geography, Palaeoclimatology, Palaeoecology, v. 495, p. 278–283.

Pérez, D.E., del Río, C.J., and Nielsen, S.N., 2013, Sistemática y filogenia del
género Ameghinomya Ihering, 1907 (Bivalvia: Chioninae) del Cenozoico
de Argentina y Chile: Ameghiniana v. 50, p. 354–374.

Philippi, R.A., 1887, Los fósiles terciarios y cuartarios de Chile: Leipzig, Broc-
khaus, 256 p.

Powell, A.W.B., 1960, Antarctic and subantarctic Mollusca: Records of the
Auckland Institute and Museum, v. 5, p. 117–193.

R Development Core Team, 2018, R: a language and environment for statistical
computing: R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria. URL
http://www.R-project.org.

Rafinesque, C.S., 1815, Analyse de la nature, ou tableau de l’Universe et des
corps organisées: Palermo, Jean Barravecchia, 224 p.

Ramorino, L., 1968, Pelecypoda de la Bahía Valparaiso: Revista de Biología
marina, La Plata, v. 13, p. 175–285.

Reeve, L.A., 1863–1864, Monograph of the genus Venus. Conchologia Iconica:
or, Illustrations of the Shells of Molluscous Animals, v. 14, London, L.
Reeve & Co., p. 1–17.

Ríos, E.C., 1994, Seashells of Brazil (2° edition): Rio Grande, Museu Oceano-
gráfico Fundação Universidade do Rio Grande, 328 p.

Römer, E., 1857, Kritische Untersuchung der Arten des Molluskengeschlechts
Marcia bei Linné und Gmelin mit Berücksichtigung der später beschriebe-
nen Arten: Cassel, Luckhardt, 135 p.

Sharman, G., and Newton, E.T., 1894, Notes on some fossils from Seymour
Island, in the Antarctic regions obtained by Dr. Donald: Transactions of
the Royal Society of Edinburgh, v. 37, p. 707–709.

Sowerby I, G.B., 1835, Characters of and observations on new genera and spe-
cies of Mollusca and Conchifera collected by M. Cumming: Proceedings of
the Zoological Society of London, v. 1835, p. 21–28, 41–48.

Sowerby II, G.B., 1853, Monograph of the genus Venus. Supplementary Vener-
idae. First index to Veneridae. Thesaurus conchyliorum, or monograph of
genera of shells: London, G. B. Sowerby, v. 2, p. 703–762.

Stewart, R.B., 1930, Gabb’s California Cretaceous and Tertiary type Lamelli-
branchs: Special Publication of the Academy of Natural Sciences of Phila-
delphia, v. 3, p. 1–314.

Stilwell, J.D., and Zinsmeister, W.J., 1992, Molluscan Systematics and Biostratig-
raphy. Lower Tertiary LaMeseta Formation, Seymour Island, Antarctic Penin-
sula: American Geophysical Union, Antarctic Research Series, v. 55, p. 1–192.

Tate, R., 1900, Description of new genera and species of Australian Mollusca
(chiefly Tasmanian): Transactions of the Royal Society of South Australia,
v. 24, p. 104–108.

Tavera, J., 1979, Estratigrafía y paleontología de la Formación Navidad, Provin-
cia de Colchagua, Chile (Lat 30°50’S–34°S): Boletín del Museo Nacional
de Historia Natural, Chile, v. 36, 176 p.

Tavera, J., and Veyl, C., 1957, Reconocimiento geológico de la Isla Mocha:
Anales de la Facultad de Ciencias Físicas y Matemáticas, v. 14, p. 155–188.

Wilckens, O., 1911, Die Mollusken der Antarktischen Tertiär formation: Wis-
senschaftliche Ergebnisse der Schwedischen Südpolar Expedition, v. 3,
p. 1–62.

Zinsmeister, W.J., 1984, Late Eocene bivalves (Mollusca) from the La Meseta
Formation, collected during the 1974–1975 joint Argentine-American
Expedition to Seymour Island, Antarctic Peninsula: Journal of Paleon-
tology, v. 58, p. 1497–1527.

Accepted: 28 December 2018

Alvarez—Phylogeny of Retrotapes del Río, 1997 701

https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2018.110 Published online by Cambridge University Press

http://www.R-project.org
http://www.R-project.org
https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2018.110

	Phylogenetic analysis of the genus Retrotapes del R&iacute;o, 1997 (Bivalvia, Veneridae) and systematic analysis of its taxa from Chile
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Repositories and institutional abbreviations

	Phylogenetic analysis
	Characters
	Ingroup
	Outgroup
	Search

	Results
	Analysis with the reduced matrix
	Analysis with the complete matrix

	Systematic paleontology
	Family Veneridea Rafinesque, 1815 Subfamily Tapetinae Gray, 1851 Genus Retrotapes del R&iacute;o, 1997
	Type species
	Other included species
	Occurrence

	Retrotapes difficilis (Ortmann, 1899) new combination Figure 7.1--7.4
	Holotype
	Diagnosis
	Occurrence
	Description
	Materials
	Measurements
	Remarks

	Retrotapes navidadis (Philippi, 1887) Figure 7.5--7.11
	Holotype
	Emended diagnosis
	Occurrence
	Description
	Materials
	Measurements
	Remarks

	Retrotapes fuenzalidae (Philippi, 1887) Figure 7.12--7.14
	Syntype
	Emended diagnosis
	Occurrence
	Description
	Materials
	Measurements
	Remarks

	Retrotapes exalbidus (Dillwyn, 1817) Figure 8.1--8.5
	Holotype
	Diagnosis
	Occurrence
	Description
	Materials
	Measurements
	Remarks

	Retrotapes lenticularis (Sowerby, 1835) Figure 8.6--8.10
	Syntype
	Diagnosis
	Occurrence
	Description
	Materials
	Measurements
	Remarks

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgments
	Accessibility of supplemental data
	References


