Genus Proceratium 
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Fig. 1. Side view of a worker of P. silaceum (from Creighton, 1950).
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Fig. 2. Side view of a female of P. silaceum (from Creighton, 1950).
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Fig. 3. Side view of a male of P. silaceum (from Creighton, 1950).
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Fig. 4. Forewing of a female of P. silaceum (from Creighton, 1950).

Key to New World Proceratium
(Workers and Females)

1.
Petiolar node in form of thick erect scale, with anterior and posterior faces subparallel and apex more or less truncate, in lateral view; fourth abdominal (second gastric) sternum relatively long, its maximum longitudinal length, taken in lateral view from anterior margin to posterolateral extremity, ½ or more the length of the corresponding tergum (IGR ( 0.50), the latter not strongly inflated …………… 2
 -
Petiolar node low and “bun shaped”, broad at the base, with anterior and posterior faces converting to rounded summit; fourth abdominal  (second gastric) sternum less than ½ the length of corresponding tergum (IGR ( 0.44), latter strongly inflated and recurved caudad ………………..…… 3
2(1).
Larger species, worker HW > 0.80, queen HW > 0.90; SE United States …………….…... croceum Roger
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Fig. 5.Side view of a worker of P. croceum (from Smith,  ).
-
Smaller species, worker HW < 0.80, queen HW < 0.90; eastern North America, south to Colombia) ………… ……………………….. silaceum Roger
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Fig. 6. Side view of a worker of P. silaceum (from  ).
3(1).
Scape and legs with standing pilosity; fourth abdominal (second gastral) sternum short, its maximum longitudinal length 1/3 or less length of corresponding tergum (IGR 0.16-0.34) ……………………………………….. 4
-
Standing pilosity lacking on scape and legs; fourth abdominal (second gastral) sternum more than 1/3  length of tergum (IGR 0.37 - 0.42); California ………… californicum Cook
4(3). 
Mid-tibia with pectinate apical spur; anterior clypeal border produced as median lobe that is apically emarginate ………………………………………... 5
-
Mid-tibial spur lacking; anterior median lobe of clypeus absent or reduced to small, rounded or single-pointed tooth ………………….…….. 7
5(4). 
Very large species (HW > 1.20); petiole longer than high and slightly longer than broad in worker; fourth abdominal (second gastral) segment strongly recurved (IGR 0.16-0.17); Central America ………………… ………….... goliath Kempf and Brown
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Fig. 7. Side view of a worker of P. goliath (from Kempf and Brown).
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              Fig. 8. Head of a ___________ of P. goliath (from Kempf and Brown,   ).
-
Medium to large species (HW < 1.05); petiole about as high as long, and broader than long; fourth abdominal segment less strongly recurved (IGR 0.25-0.34) ……………………………. 6
6(5). 
Larger species (worker HW > 0.84, worker HL > 1.00); scapes long and slender, reaching or exceeding occipital margin when held back against head (SI2 0.81-0.83); Texas, northern Mexico …….. compitale, new Lattke?
-
Smaller species (worker HW < 0.88, worker HL < 1.00); scapes shorter, failing to reach occipital margin by an amount subequal to length of first funicular segment (SI 0.68-0.72) (eastern U. S.) ……………….. pergandei Roger
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Fig. 9.Side view of a worker of P. pergandei (from  ).
7(4). 
Worker mesosoma in side view with dorsal outline evenly convex from pronotum to top of propodeal declivity; Antilles, Texas of [to] Ecuador ……… …….…………… micrommatum Roger
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Fig. 10. Petiole of a worker? of P. micrommatum (from ??? , both same species???)
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            Fig. 11. Head of a worker of P. micrommatum (from    ).

-
Worker mesosoma in side view with propodeal dorsum feebly concave in outline, then raised as rounded angle or boss where it meets declivity; SE Brasil       ……. brasiliense Borgmeier
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Fig. 12. Side view of the mesosoma, petiole and gaster of a worker of P. brasiliense (from   ,   ).
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                    Fig. 13. Head of a worker of P. brasiliense (from   ,   ).
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Fig. 14. Petiole of a __________ of P. convexiceps (from Borgmeier,  ).
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  Fig. 15. Head of a worker??? of P. convexiceps (from Borgmeier,   ).
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