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name of Aurclia flavidula, given by Péron and LeSucur to the Medusa aurita of
Fabriciug, knowing that our species extends at least as far north as Labrador, and
it ix not likely that that sea-coast will prove the limit of another Acalephian
fauna, when it iz known that other marvine animals having a similar range  as
our Aurclin, oceur also on the coast ol Greenland.  The diffevences between  the
figuresx of the Aurelin aurita, published by Ehrenberg, which T would consider as
specifie, consist in the less numerous anastomoses hetween its radiating tubes, whicl
are so frequent in our species as to lorm a nel-work of meshes near the mae-
gin.  The space occupied hy the sexual pouches in Aurelin aurita s also, much
less than in Aurclia flavidula.  In our species, the diameter o' the area oceupied
by these organs ix lully one thivd ol the total diameter of the disk; in no one
of' the figures of Ebrenberg does it amount to that, and in most of them it is
much less. The erescent-shaped sexual organs themselves appear also [urther apart
in the Fwopean than in the Amervican species. The sexual organs are every-
where represented as vose-coloved or purple in the Furopean, while in our species
they are so only in the males, and have. in the females, o vather vellowish tint,
varying to yellowish hrown. 1 have already alluded (o the difference in the form
of the fringes along the rvim ol the mouth and the mavgin of the oral appen-
dages,  All these differences belong to the eategory which 1 have found to indi-
cate specific diflerences, whenever T have had the materials to make satisfactory
comparisons, 1 think, thervefore, that it may salely he admitted that the Aurelia
flavidula is the North American Atlantic vepresentative o' the Awrelin aurita ol
the northern shores off Furope.

Sinee Aurelie  bhave been  found in every part of the globe, T may be per-
mitted heve to make some further vemarks upon the species deseribed by different
authors, and referred o this genus.  The fivst question which 1 would sulmit to
zoblogists ix the following. TIs there but one species of Aurelia upon the Furopean
coasty, or are there more than one?  All modern authors, Ehrenberg, Milne-Tidwards.
Savs, Loven, Gegenbawy, who have deseribed the common Medusa of the Furopean
shores, eall it Auvelia aurita, while older writers, and among them those who have
contributed most to give a scientific character to the study of Acalephs, Péron
and  LeSucur and Eschscholtz, mention several species as found upon the coasts
of Europe. Eschscholtz enumerates Medusa aurita, surirea, campanula, granulata,
radiolata, tyrrhena, globulavis, and erucigera; while Péron and LeNSueur enumerate
Aurelia suviray, campanula, rosea, melanospila, lincolata, phosphorica, amaranthey,
purpurea, and rufescens, to which Lesson adds Aurelin: Reynaudii (Biblis Rey-
nauwdii ZLesson).  Now it is evident to me, that the different stages of growth of
our species, and the different states of preservation in which specimens ave frequently
found at seca, or stranded on the shore, might furnish the means of distinguish-
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