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Introduction
The genus Megophrys Kuhl & Van Hasselt, 1822 is 
represented by 106 species all across the distributional 
ranges of the Tropical Asian region, including India, 
Bhutan, China, Sundas and the Philippines (Frost, 2020). 
At present, 17 species are reported from India (Dinesh et 
al., 2020). Until the year 2012, most of the species were 
treated under the genus Xenophrys due to complexity 
in generic and species-level taxonomic identification 
(Dinesh et al., 2012). With the advent of molecular tools 
and intensive field-based studies, and museum specimen 
examinations, taxonomic revisions as well as phylogenetic 
studies have been taken up in the Megophrys populations 
across India (Mahony et al., 2013, 2018, 2020; Deuti et 
al., 2017) and the neighbouring countries in recent years 
with the addition of 12 new species to science. Megophrys 
periosa was described by Mahony et al. (2018) from 
Arunachal Pradesh while resolving the taxonomic 
identity of one of the morphologically cryptic Megophrys 
major Species Group (MMSG) using molecular studies.
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Previously, the genus Megophrys in Arunachal 
Pradesh had six species, namely M. major Boulenger, 
1908, M. robusta Boulenger, 1908, M. minor Stejneger, 
1926, M. pachyproctus Huang, 1981, M. ancrae Mahony, 
Teeling, and Biju, 2013 and M. vegrandis Mahony, Teeling, 
Biju, 2013 (Mahony et al., 2013; Saikia and Sinha, 2018). 
Ohler et al. (2018) reported the presence of M. major 
Boulenger, 1908 from Arunachal Pradesh; however, 
Mahony et al. (2018) restricted M. major to Meghalaya, 
Manipur and Nagaland only with a possibility of it 
occurring in Western Myanmar. 

As part of our ongoing studies on the Amphibian 
diversity in the Eastern Himalaya landscape, two large-
sized Megophrys frogs were collected from the outskirts 
of Sessa Orchid Wildlife Sanctuary (SOWS) and Eaglenest 
Wildlife Sanctuary (EWS), both located in West Kameng 
district of Arunachal Pradesh. Due to morphological 
character crypticity prevailing in the genus, initial 
identification was limited up to the genus level as most 
of the morphological characters shared by the species  
M. robusta and M. periosa were similar.
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Mahony et al. (2018), while describing M. periosa, 
mentioned two morphological differences – absence 
of “black dermal asperities on posterior abdomen” 
and Finger I longer than Finger II – from M. robusta. 
However, Boulenger (1908) while describing M. robusta 
mentioned that Finger I is equal to or longer than II 
(i.e. II≤I) and the region of throat and breast spotted/
marbled with brown. Due to this minor morphological 
character differences across the two species and with an 
overlapping range of distribution around Sessa in West 
Kameng district of Arunachal Pradesh (Mahony et al., 
2018) it becomes very difficult to accurately differentiate 
between these two species morphologically. Owing to the 
complexity mentioned, our collections were subjected to 
molecular studies (mt 16S rRNA) to confirm the identity 
of the species genetically. 

Material and Methods
One male (V/A/NERC/1526) and one female (V/A/
NERC/1527) specimens were collected respectively from 
the outskirts of EWS (27.0987 N; 92.5273 E; 1113 m asl) 
and SOWS (27.1045 N; 92.5268 E; 1429 m asl) on 31st 
August 2019 by Bikramjit Sinha. The collection locations 
are characterised by tropical moist evergreen and semi-
evergreen forests interspersed with subtropical broad-
leaved forests. Both the areas have thick vegetation with 
very little sunlight reaching the ground, evident from 
thick layers of moss on the surfaces. The amphibians were 
collected after dusk hours from moss covered logs and 
large boulders on the banks of the streams.

Euthanised specimens were dissected to ascertain 
their respective sexes, and the liver sample was extracted 
and fixed in absolute alcohol (EMSURE®, Merck KGaA, 
Germany) for molecular studies. Initially, specimens 
were fixed in 10% formalin and preserved in 70% alcohol 
subsequently for further studies. Detailed morphometric 
measurements provided in Table 1, after Mahony et al. 
(2018). The following measurements were taken (in 
millimetres) with a MitutoyoTM digital calliper: SVL 
(snout vent length), HW (head width), HL (head length), 
SL (snout length), SN (snout nostril distance), EN (eye 
nostril distance), EL (eye length), IUC (inter-orbital 
distance, UEW (upper eyelid width), IFE (distance 
between anterior eye corner), IBE (distance between 
the posterior eye corners), TYD (maximum tympanum 
diameter), TYE (tympanum eye distance), FAL (forearm 
length, from elbow to wrist), HAL (hand length, from 

Table 1.  Morphometric data of M. periosa specimens 
from Sessa. Measurements followed after  
Mahony et al. (2018) for comparison 

Reg. No. V/A/NERC/1526 V/A/NERC/1527
Sex Male Female
SVL 88.7 97.9
HW 34.6 42.4
HL 30.8 36.5
IFE 17.1 17.9
IBE 25.3 28.2
EL 9.4 9.9

TYD 4.2 4.6
TYE 8.6 9.5
SL 12.3 12.6
EN 4.7 5.6
SN 5.9 6.3
IUE 11.0 11.1
IN 10.8 11.4

UEW 7.9 9.0
FAL 19.2 20.9
HAL 24.3 24.8

FI 12.1 12.3
FIIL 10.3 10.5
FIIIL 16.1 16.2
FIVL 9.7 9.9
SHL 51.1 54.6
TL 49.3 54.6

TFOL 70.4 73.8
TFL 45.5 48.0
IMT 6.9 6.9

wrist to tip of finger III), FIL (first finger length, from 
tip of finger I to the base where it joins finger II), FIIL 
(second finger length, from the tip of finger II to the base 
where it joins finger I), FIIIL (third finger length, from 
the tip of finger III to the base where it joins base of finger 
II), FIVL (fourth finger length, from the tip of finger IV to 
the base where it joins finger III), TL (thigh length), SHL 
(shank length), TFOL (tarsus and foot length), TFL (foot 
length), IMT (inner metatarsal tubercle length).

Methodology for the genetic analysis, including DNA 
extraction, PCR amplification of the 16S rRNA and the 
sequencing, were followed as described for the Nanorana 
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frogs of northeast India by Saikia et al. (2020). With the 
16S rRNA generated in the current studies for Megophrys, 
16S rRNA sequences available for the species of Megophrys 
and Xenophrys at the GenBank were downloaded (Table 
3) and aligned using MEGA 5.2 (Tamura et al., 2011) as 
in group and Ophryophryne was used as outgroup (Pyron 
and Weins, 2011). The final consensus tree was visualised 
using FigTree v1.4.0 for the Maximum Likelihood (ML) 
tree generated using RaxML (Silvestro and Michalak, 
2012) under GTR+GAMMA+I model by running 1000 
thorough bootstraps.

Results and Discussion
Morphological character crypticity in the genus Megophrys 
is challenging in the field conditions for the proper 
identification of the species and is an impediment for the 
species conservation efforts as the correct identification 
of taxon is crucial. Generation of mt DNA barcodes for 
such morphologically cryptic species is considered as 
an alternate tool for identification of the cryptic species 
which are in sympatry. In the present study, identity of M. 
periosa was confirmed only by generation of 16S mt DNA 
barcode and its phylogenetic tree. Wherein M. robusta 
and M. periosa exhibit morphological crypticity without 
any differentiable morphological characters but belongs 
to sister clades on the phylogenetic tree.

Our sequences for the M. periosa were forming 
monophyletic clade (‘periosa clade’) (Figure 1) with that 
of M. periosa of Mahony et al. (2018), confirming the 
identity of the species without any nucleotide base pair 
differences. One of the sequences, KY022309.1 of  ‘periosa 
clade’ in the GenBank is labelled as the nomen Megophrys 
major which needs to be corrected to M. periosa as these 
nomens can create sequence identity problems who rely 
on BLAST (Basic Local Alignment Search Tool) for the 
identification of the species. Phylogenetic relationships 
among the rest of the members were not showing robust 
boost strap values reflecting the under-sampling of 
taxon in the analysis (Figure 1). The nomen M. major is 
reflected in multiples clades of the tree (Figure 1) which 
needs voucher specimen based taxonomic studies as the 
samples are from different localities (Frost et al., 2006; 
Mahony et al., 2017, 2018) (Table 3).

Our male specimen (Figure 2a) is large (SVL 88.4 
mm), which is as large as the largest known male of M. 
periosa [71.3-88.8 mm]. It has a pair of internal vocal 
slits on the floor of the mouth towards the rear side of the 
mandible. The female specimen (Figure 2b) is larger than 
the male (SVL 97.7 mm) and is only the second female 
of this species known till now after the allotype (112.0 
mm). The specimen contains eggs (variable diameters of 
2.8-3.1 mm) without pigmentation. There are no major 
morphometric variations observed vis-à-vis the type 

Figure 1.  Maximum Likelihood (ML) tree for the species of Megophrys based on 521 bp of mt 16s DNA. 
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materials, except in V/A/NERC/1527 where SHL=TL. 
Only in paratypes (BHNS 6057 and BNHS 6061) it has 
been observed that SHL=TL; otherwise, SHL>TL in M. 
periosa.

Mahony et al. (2018), while describing this species, 
attributed the type locality as Pangin town in East Siang 
district of Arunachal Pradesh, while since 2015, Pangin 
town has been serving as the district headquarters of the 
newly created Siang District of the State. This error is 
probably due to the fact that the type series was collected 
in 2009, when Pangin was a part of East Siang District.

Currently, M. periosa is known from three locations 
in Arunachal Pradesh (Pangin, Along and Sessa), and 

Figure 2.  �Field photographs of the specimens of M. 
periosa from Sessa, West Kameng, Arunachal 
Pradesh; a – V/A/NERC/1526 (♂) from EWS, 
and b – V/A/NERC/1527 (♀) from SOWS.

Table 2.  Confirmed locality records for Megophrys periosa (AP=Arunachal Pradesh, MN=Manipur)

Location Latitude Longitude
Altitude 

(m)
Reference

Pangin, Siang Dist, AP 28.2094 94.9861 450 Mahony et al. (2018)
Sessa River, West Kameng, AP 27.1011 92.5275 1110 -do-

Rigo Vill., Along, West Siang, AP 28.1596 94.7886 260 -do-
Khangpat Khullen, Ukhrul, MN 24.6726 94.4722 820 -do-
Hepu Stream, Kachin, Myanmar 25.0903 96.4036 NA -do-

Sessa River, SOWS, West Kameng, AP  27.1045 92.5268 1429 Present Report
Unnamed hill stream, Sessa, 

EWS, West Kameng, AP 27.0987 92.5273 1113 Present Report

provisionally from Manipur (Kangpat Khullen in Ukhrul 
district) and Kachin state of Myanmar. We are reporting 
this species additionally from the outskirts of SOWS and 
EWS in West Kameng district of Arunachal Pradesh, 
which is within 500 m aerial distance of the paratypes 
locality. Our report also extends the altitudinal range of 
occurrence for this species by more than 300 m from the 
previous range of 260 – 1110 m to the current range of 
260-1429 m (Table 2).

The current study adds specimens to the museum 
collections of M. periosa to understand the morphological 
variations across the populations, and the sequences 
generated are expected to be used in the phylogeographic 
studies as the species is known to have a wide range of 
distribution across Arunachal Pradesh, Manipur and 
Myanmar.
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Table 3.  Details of 16S rRNA sequences downloaded from the GenBank and included in the generation of maximum 
Likelihood tree

Sl. No.
GenBank 

Accession No.
Species name as per GenBank Locality Publication details

1. KX811761.1 Megophrys glandulosa China Chen et al. (2017)
2. KX811762.1 Megophrys glandulosa China Chen et al. (2017)
3. MT355838.1 Megophrys periosa India: Arunachal Pradesh, Ea-

glenest Wildlife Sanctuary
Present study

4. MH647522.1 Megophrys periosa India: East Siang district, 
Arunachal Pradesh

Mahony et al. (2018)

5. KY022309.1 Megophrys major India: Arunachal Pradesh Mahony et al. (2017)
6. MH647525.1 Megophrys periosa India: East Siang district, 

Arunachal Pradesh
Mahony et al. (2018)

7. MH647524.1 Megophrys periosa India: West Kameng district, 
Arunachal Pradesh

Mahony et al. (2018)

8. MH647523.1 Megophrys periosa India: West Kameng district, 
Arunachal Pradesh

Mahony et al. (2018)

9. MT355837.1 Megophrys periosa India: Arunachal Pradesh, Ea-
glenest Wildlife Sanctuary

Present study

10. KY022311.1 Megophrys major India: Arunachal Pradesh Mahony et al. (2017)
11. KX811767.1 Megophrys medogensis China Chen et al. (2017)
12. KX894670.1 Xenophrys robusta India Deuti et al. (2017)
13. KY022307.1 Megophrys major India: Meghalaya Mahony et al. (2017)
14. KY022306.1 Megophrys major India: Meghalaya Mahony et al. (2017)
15. MH647514.1 Xenophrys major India: Kohima district, Naga-

land
Mahony et al. (2018)

16. DQ283374.1 Xenophrys major Viet Nam: Vinh Phu Frost et al. (2006)
17. JX867335.1 Xenophrys mangshanensis China Unpublished
18. KX811765.1 Megophrys zhangi China Chen et al. (2017)
19. KX894667.1 Xenophrys sp. India Deuti et al. (2017)
20. KY022315.1 Xenophrys megacephala India: Meghalaya, East Khasi 

Hills district
Mahony et al. (2017)

21. KY022318.1 Xenophrys ancrae India: Arunachal Pradesh, 
Changlang

Mahony et al. (2018)

22. KY022323.1 Xenophrys serchhipii India: Tripura Mahony et al. (2017)
23. KY022322.1 Xenophrys zunhebotoensis India: Nagaland Mahony et al. (2017)
24. KY022215.1 Xenophrys takensis Thailand: Kampaeng, Khlong 

Lan National Park
Mahony et al. (2017)

25. KY022214.1 Xenophrys legkaguli Thailand: Mueang Sa Kaeo Dis-
trict, Pang Si Da National Park, 
Huay Kong Mou Now Stream

Mahony et al. (2017)

26. KX811807.1 Megophrys auralensis China Chen et al. (2017)
27. KX811925.1 Xenophrys aceras China Chen et al. (2017)
28. AB530656.1 Xenophrys longipes Malaysia: Genting highland Hasan et al. (2014)
29. KX811908.1 Megophrys pachyproctus China Chen et al. (2017)
30. KY022305.1 Xenophrys vegrandis India: Arunachal Pradesh, West 

Kameng, near Sessa village
Mahony et al. (2017)

31. KY022200.1 Ophryophryne microstoma China: Guangxi, Shiwan 
Dashang Nature Reserve

Mahony et al. (2017)

32. AY561309.1 Ophryophryne microstoma China Yuchi  et al. (2004)
33. KX811914.1 Ophryophryne microstoma China Chen et al. (2017)



Vol 121(2) | 2021 | www.recordsofzsi.com Zoological Survey of India224

Additional information on the Giant Himalayan Horned Frog...

References
Boulenger, G.A. 1908. A revision of the Oriental pelobatid batrachians (genus Megalophrys). Proc. Zool. Soc. London, 1908: 407-430. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1096-3642.1908.tb01852.x.
Chen, J. M., Zhou, W.W., Poyarkov, N.A. Jr., Stuart, B.L., Brown, R.M., Lathrop, A., Wang, Y.-Y., Yuan, Z.-Y., Jiang, K., Hou, M., Chen, 

H.-M., Suwannapoom, C., Nguyen, S.N., Duong, T.V., Papenfuss, T.J., Murphy, R.W., Zhang, Y.-P and Che, J. 2017. A novel mul-
tilocus phylogenetic estimation reveals unrecognized diversity in Asian horned toads, genus Megophrys sensu lato (Anura: Mego-
phryidae). Mol. Phylogenet. Evol., 106: 28-43. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2016.09.004. PMid:27622725. 

Deuti, K., Grosjean, S., Nicolas, V., Vasudevan, K. and Ohler, A. 2017. Nomenclatural puzzle in early Xenophrys nomina (Anura, 
Megophryidae) solved with description of two new species from India (Darjeeling hills and Sikkim). Alytes. Paris; 34, p. 20-48.

Dinesh, K.P., Radhakrishnan, C., Gururaja, K.V., Deuti, K. and Bhatta, G.K. 2012. A Checklist of Amphibia of India with IUCN Red 
List Status, Updated till September 2012 (Online Version). p. 17. http://zsi.gov.in/checklist/Amphibia_final.pdf (online only).

Dinesh, K.P., Radhakrishnan, C., Channakeshavamurthy, B.H., Deepak, P. and Kulkarni, N.U. 2020. A checklist of Amphibians of In-
dia with IUCN Conservation Status. Version 3.0. updated till April 2020. Available at https://zsi.gov.in/WriteReadData/userfiles/
file/Checklist/ Amphibians_2020.pdf (online only).

Frost, D.R., Grant, T., Faivovich, J., Bain, R.H., Haas, A., Haddad, C.F., De Sa, R.O., Channing, A., Wilkinson, M., Donnellan, S.C. and 
Raxworthy, C.J. 2006. The amphibian tree of life. Bull. Am. Mus. Nat. Hist., 2006(297): 1-291. https://doi.org/10.1206/0003-0090(
2006)297[0001:TATOL]2.0.CO;2.  

Frost, D.R. 2020. Amphibian Species of the World: an Online Reference. Version 6.1 (date of access, 27/07/2020). Electronic Database 
accessible at https://amphibiansoftheworld.amnh.org/index.php. American Museum of Natural History, New York, USA. doi.
org/10.5531/db.vz.0001. 

Hasan, M., Islam, M.M., Khan, M.M.R., Igawa, T., Alam, M.S., Djong, H.T., Kurniawan, N., Joshy, H., Sen, Y.H., Belabut, D.M. and 
Kurabayashi, A. 2014. Genetic divergences of South and Southeast Asian frogs: a case study of several taxa based on 16S ribosomal 
RNA gene data with notes on the generic name Fejervarya. Turkish J. Zool., 38(4): 389-411. https://doi.org/10.3906/zoo-1308-36. 

Mahony, S., Teeling, E.C. and Biju, S.D. 2013. Three new species of horned frogs, Megophrys (Amphibia: Megophryidae), from north-
east India, with a resolution to the identity of Megophrys boettgeri populations reported from the region. Zootaxa, 3722: 143-169. 
https://doi.org/10.11646/zootaxa.3722.2.2. PMid:26171520. 

Mahony, S., Foley, N. M., Biju, S. D. and Teeling, E. C. 2017. Evolutionary history of the Asian Horned Frogs (Megophryinae): Inte-
grative approaches to time tree dating in the absence of a fossil record. Mol. Biol. Evol., 34(3): 744-771. https://doi.org/10.1093/
molbev/msw267. PMid:28100792. 

Mahony, S., Kamei, R.G., Teeling, E.C. and Biju, S.D. 2018. Cryptic diversity within the Megophrys major species group (Amphibia: 
Megophryidae) of the Asian Horned Frogs: Phylogenetic perspectives and a taxonomic revision of South Asian taxa, with descrip-
tions of four new species. Zootaxa, 4523: 1-96. https://doi.org/10.11646/zootaxa.4523.1.1. PMid:30486138. 

Mahony, S., Kamei, R.G., Teeling, E.C. and Biju, S.D. 2020. Taxonomic review of the Asian Horned Frogs (Amphibia: Megophrys Kuhl 
& Van Hasselt) of Northeast India and Bangladesh previously misidentified as M. parva (Boulenger), with descriptions of three 
new species. J. Nat.Hist., 54(1-4): 119-194. https://doi.org/10.1080/00222933.2020.1736679.

Ohler, A., Borah, M.M., Das, M.K., Tesia, C. and Bordoloi, S. 2018. A study on amphibian fauna of Arunachal Pradesh (India). Alytes, 
36(1-4): 276-288.

Pyron, R.A. and Wiens, J.J. 2011. A large-scale phylogeny of Amphibia including over 2800 species, and a revised classification of 
extant frogs, salamanders, and caecilians. Mol. Phylogenet. Evol., 61(2): 543-583. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2011.06.012 
PMid:21723399. 

Saikia, B. and Sinha, B. 2018. First report of Megophrys pachyproctus Huang, 1981 (Anura: Megophyridae) from Talle Valley Wildlife 
Sanctuary, Arunachal Pradesh, India. Rec. zool. Surv. India, 118(4): 430-436. https://doi.org/10.26515/rzsi/v118/i4/2018/123337.

Saikia, B., Sinha, B., Dinesh, K.P. and Thakur, M. 2020. Description of Nanorana conaensis (Fei and Huang, 1981) (Amphibia: Anura: 
Dicroglossidae) reported from Arunachal Pradesh, India. Rec. zool. Surv. India, 120(1): 49-54. https://doi.org/10.26515/rzsi/v120/
i1/2020/138963.

Silvestro, D. and Michalak, I. 2012. raxmlGUI: A graphical front-end for RAxML. Org. Divers. Evol., 12(4): 335-337. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s13127-011-0056-0. 

Tamura, K., Peterson, D., Peterson, N., Stecher, G., Nei, M. and Kumar, S. 2011. MEGA5: molecular evolutionary genetics analysis us-
ing maximum likelihood, evolutionary distance, and maximum parsimony methods. Mol. Biol. Evol., 28(10): 2731-2739. https://
doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msr121. PMid:21546353 PMCid:PMC3203626. 

Yuchi, Z., Xiaomao, Z., Yuzhe, Y. and Zhijun, L. 2004. Phylogenetic positions of Ophryophryne and four Leptobrachium group genera 
in Megophryidae (Anura). Sichuan J. Zool., 23(3): 290-295.

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1096-3642.1908.tb01852.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2016.09.004
http://zsi.gov.in/checklist/Amphibia_final.pdf (online only)
https://zsi.gov.in/WriteReadData/userfiles/file/Checklist/ Amphibians_2020.pdf (online only)
https://zsi.gov.in/WriteReadData/userfiles/file/Checklist/ Amphibians_2020.pdf (online only)
https://doi.org/10.1206/0003-0090(2006)297[0001:TATOL]2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1206/0003-0090(2006)297[0001:TATOL]2.0.CO;2
https://amphibiansoftheworld.amnh.org/index.php
https://doi.org/10.3906/zoo-1308-36
https://doi.org/10.11646/zootaxa.3722.2.2
https://doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msw267
https://doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msw267
https://doi.org/10.11646/zootaxa.4523.1.1
https://doi.org/10.1080/00222933.2020.1736679
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2011.06.012
https://doi.org/10.26515/rzsi/v118/i4/2018/123337
https://doi.org/10.26515/rzsi/v120/i1/2020/138963
https://doi.org/10.26515/rzsi/v120/i1/2020/138963
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13127-011-0056-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13127-011-0056-0
https://doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msr12
https://doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msr12

