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Anthrenus museorum (Linnaeus) is not commonly encountered in the @Kly 35
records appear on the NBN Atlas (2018) with jusib28hese records since 1980. It
is considered to be a species native to the Ukkerdi number of othetnthrenus
spp. on the British list (Peacock, 1993; Duff, 2)1tBese species are described as
importations or naturalised introductions (Alexand2017). However, Alexander
(2017) was unable to assess the status ofuseorum in the UK, instead describing
it as ‘data deficient’. Across continental Eurofsfemuseorum is encountered more
frequently [e.g. in Germany (Benisch, 2018)] butriany other countries it remains
scarce as in the UK. For example, it has only bestad from three states in the US
(Beal, 2003) and four states in Canada (Bousq@ét];IMajka, 2007).

In view of the data deficient status &f museorum in the UK (Alexander, 2017)
a study was carried out in southern England tosastbe occurrence éf museorum
under field conditions. In 2017 species of Apiacesee swept foAnthrenus from
mid-May until mid-August from around the rural e of Shalbourne, Wiltshire
(SU313628). Threé. museorum were found (and retained), the first two onJiLi8e
and the third on 15 June. All three were collechenn the same small patch of
hogweed Heracleum sphondylium. Anthrenus museorum is not recorded from
Wiltshire in Darby (2009) and these individualsnesent the first county records for
Wiltshire (VC 7).

Most individuals gathered werA. verbasci (Linnaeus) along with a smaller
number ofA. fuscus Olivier. It is relatively simple to distinguish. museorum from
A. fuscus under a microscope by inspecting antennal chasa@®eacock, 1993) but
there is much scope for confusing the two speaneeufield conditions. The elytra
of both species are covered in a mixture of midabr@nd golden coloured scales
with small patches of white scales. In additior tlistributions of the golden scales
are similar in both species (Fig. 1). During thedstit was noted that the distribution
and number of white scales on the elytra and pronotaried between the species.
On the midline of the hind margin of the pronotdémfuscus has a single row
(occasionally two) of white or pale yellow scal®n A. museorum there are four or
five rows of white scales which combine to form hite spot. This feature is quite
easy to see with a hand lens. In additidnmuseorum has three patches of white
scales approximately %, ¥ and % along each elyimge to the inner margin plus
another three patches of white scales running aflbaguter marginA. fuscus also
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has patches of white scales but they are rarelwels developed as those on
A. museorum. In particular the most basal, inner white elyjpatch can be used to
facilitate identification usually being present ganbvious) inA. museorum but
absent (or weak) iA. fuscus.

Fig. 1 Anthrenus museorum (above) andA. fuscus collected in June 2017 from
SU313628. Note the extent of white scalesfomuseorum relativeto A. fuscus, in
particular the white spot on the basal midline eafigéae pronotum i\. museorum.
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Finding three individuals ofA. museorum suggests that the species might be
under-recorded in the UK. It is possible that otierthrenus species, indeed
Dermestidae in general, are under-recorded. lbjet that this study will stimulate
an increase in Dermestidae recording and thatdaatification features proposed
here can be extensively trialled under field canda.

We would like to develop a reference collection érmestidae for student
teaching purposes and to contribute to ongoingiesudto colour variation in
Dermestidae. We would be most grateful if collestoould send specimens of any
Dermestidae species to:

Dr Graham J. Holloway, National Recorder: DermestidSchool of Biological
Sciences, Harborne Building, The University of Regd Whiteknights, Reading
RG6 2AS.

Email: g.j.holloway@reading.ac.uk
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