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Revision of Australo-Papuan Pipistrellus and of Falsistrellus
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Canonical variate analyses based on skull measurements for Falsistrellus tas-
maniensis (#), F. mackenziei (W), Pipistrellus westralis (0), P. adamsi (O), P.
papuanus (0), P. wattsi (&), P. angulatus (v), P. collinus (¥), P. javanicus (%)
and P. imbricatus (#), showing the group means (*) for the first two variates
for analysis of (a) males, (b) females, (c) males [m] and females [f]. The dis-
tribution of specimens about the group means are indicated for (a) and (b).
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Figure 17

Figure 18
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F. tasmaniensis F. mackenziei
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Stepwise canonical variate analyses based on skull and external measurements
with sexes combined, for Falsistrellus tasmaniensis and F. mackenziei showing
the distribution of specimens along the canonical variate. Six characters (see
Table 2) provide complete separation of these species.
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Canonical variate analysis based on all skull and external measurements for
the five smaller pipistrelles: P. westralis (0), P. adamsi (8), P. papuanus (0),
P. wattsi (&) and P. angulatus (), showing the first two variates. The distri-
bution of the specimens about the group means (*) are shown.
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Figure 19 Phenetic relationships derived by UPGMA cluster analysis on Falsistrellus spp.
and Pipistrellus spp. Males and females are combined and skull and dentary
characters only are used. Species are symbolised as follows: Falsistrellus tas-
maniensis (#), F. mackenziei (W), Pipistrellus westralis (), P. adamsi (©), P.
papuanus (0), P. wattsi (&), P. angulatus (v), P. collinus (%), P. javanicus ()
and P. imbricatus (&).

analyses, whether using skull characters alone or skull plus external characters and
whether the data was untransformed or size free. The phenogram shown (Figure 19) was
produced from untransformed skull characters, which allows P. collinus and P.
imbricatus to be included because we had complete measurements of only the skulls of
these species. This phenogram shows that the Falsistrellus spp. cluster quite separately
from the Pipistrellus spp. Within the pipistrelles the smaller species form a tight group
(P. westralis, P. wattsi, P. adamsi, P. papuanus and P. angulatus), with the Australian
species not clustering with each other but P. westralis with P. papuanus and P. adams:
with P. wattsi. P. collinus is closest to P. javanicus and then to P. imbricatus.
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F. mackenziei

F.tasmaniensis

P.wattsi

Pwestralis
pP.angulatus

Pcollinus
pjavanicus

S.greyii

Figure 20 Wagner tree showing phylogenetic relationships of Falsistrellus spp. and Pipis-
trellus spp. Males and females are combined and skull and dentary characters
only are used. Data are range coded. The tree is rooted using Scotorepens
greyii as the outgroup.

Phylogenetic Analyses

The selection of an outgroup in phylogenetic analysis is of considerable importance
and a matter of continuing debate (Griffiths 1983, Smith and Hood 1984 and numerous
recent papers in Systematic Zoology). Maddison et al. (1984) stress that while distant
outgroups can provide a decision for phylogenetic construction based on parsimony, the
ancestral state assessment is more robust the closer and more comprehensive the
outgroups are to the ingroup. Tate’s (1942) phylogeny of the Vespertilioninae provides
something of a framework for the selection of an outgroup in this study. Unfortunately
Tate's phylogeny is based, at least in part, on symplesiomorphies and as such is suspect.
We include the Nycticeiini Scotorepens greyii (Gray, 1843) and the Pipistrellini (sensu
Tate) Chalinolobus gouldii Gray, 1841, as optional outgroups in this study. The Wagner
tree (Figure 20) uses the former species as the outgroup and is based on untransformed
skull characters alone (this allows P. collinus and P. imbricatus to be included). The
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topology of the tree is very similar, however, if skull plus external characters, and
untransformed or size free data are used, or if C. gouldii is used as the outgroup (although
with this latter species included in the analysis the tree is rooted closer to the Falsistrellus
group).

The species included in Falsistrellus and Pipistrellus in this study form two
monophyletic groups. These monophyletic groups are also separated by considerable
patristic distances. The two Australian pipistrelles are not closest relatives (P. westralis is
the sister species to P. wattsi).

P. collinus has been associated with P. angulatus, P. papuanus and P. westralis, by its
frequent placement with them as subspecies of P. tenuis. It appears, however, to have
speciated much earlier from the ancestor of this group and of the several other diverse
species considered.

This phylogenetic analysis, and a previous one of Australian Nycticeiini (Kitchener
and Caputi 1985), are principally aimed at showing the extent of the separation of
Falsistrellus, Scoteanax and Scotorepens from associated genera, with the purpose of
evaluating the case for the recognition of these genera. Both these analyses were based on
linear measurements and as such some characters used to diagnose the genera studied
were not reflected in the analyses. More detailed phylogenetic analyses utilising also
discontinuous characters (both coded shape and meristic characters) may influence the
phylogenetic separation between Falsistrellus and Pipistrellus and the genera studied in
Kitchener and Caputi (1985).

The phylogenetic considerations reached in this study must be considered tentative
pending a more detailed analysis which includes examination of a wider range of genera
and of different sets of characters.

General Discussion

Electrophoretic data are available for four of the 11 species considered (F. tasmaniensis,
F. mackenziei, P. westralis and P. adamsi). These data, which support the taxonomy
proposed herein (M. Adams pers. comm), will be published separately by our colleagues
at the Evolutuonary Biology Unit, South Australian Museum.

The genus Falsistrellus, comprising the two species F. tasmaniensis and F. mackenziei,
1s phenetically and phylogenetically quite distinct from northern Australian and Irian
Jaya/Papua New Guinea Pipistrellus.

Australian Pipistrellus are, however, phenetically and phylogenetically very close to
South East Asian pipistrelles. Koopman (1973) in his appraisal of the systematics of
Indo-Australian pipistrelles expanded the concept of Pipistrellus tenuis to include all the
known New Guinea forms as well as P. sewelanus, P. nitidus, P. subulidens and P.
murray:. Koopman (1984) later included both northern Australian forms (P. westralis
and P. papuanus) within P. tenuis. In New Guinea, Koopman (1973) extended the
recognition by Laurie and Hill (1954) of a lowland form of Pipistrellus (P. papuanus)
and a highland form (P. angulatus collinus) by considering these forms as part of an
altitudinal cline. On the south coast where highland and lowland localities are well
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separated, lowland P. papuanus and highland P. collinus are readily distinguishable by
skull size and to some extent by rostral dimensions. Koopman (1973) considered that these
distinctions become less clear around the eastern end of the island and onto the north
coast — such that in northeastern Irian Jaya P. papuanus and P. collinus form a single
intergrading series. McKean and Price (1978), examined the bacula of New Guinea
pipistrelles and also concluded that these named forms were subspecies of P. tenuis.

We do not agree with the above interpretation that the Australian and New Guinea
pipistrelles are subspecies of P. tenuis. Our first concern is the placement of both
Australian forms (P. westralis and P. ‘papuanus’) as subspecies of tenuis. We show that
these forms are specifically distinct with overlapping ranges. Clearly, they both cannotbe
subspecies of P. tenuis. Close comparison of these Australian forms with the cotypes of P.
tenuis from Sumatra, Indonesia, indicates them to be valid species. The eastern form is
distinct from P. papuanus and is described herein as a new species (P. adamsi). The
western form, which is quite distinct from P. murrayi, P. sewelanus or P. nitidus, is
elevated to species rank. The evidence presented by Koopman (1973, 1982) that P.
collinus, P. angulatus and P. papuanus form part of an altitudinal cline is far from
convincing. His evidence was based on only three cranial measurements (condylobasal
length, width across M3, maxillary tooth row length) and shows the higher altitude
specimens to be distinct in Papua (Koopman 1973: Figure 2) but not in Irian Jaya (his
Figure 3). Regressions similar to those by Koopman referred to above are not uncommon
in valid species in sympatry, where they result from usual allometric processes. The
bacular data of McKean and Price (1978) are also unconvincing. They considered that a
series-ofbacula from the forms P. papuanus, P. ponceleti and P. collinus, although
varying greatly, were merely stages in ossification and growth. If this were true, then
some measurements they showed would actually have to become reduced as the animal
aged (cf. their Figures 1b and lc). While such a reduction in measurements with ageing
has been suggested for some cranial measurements (Kitchener and Foley 1985), it is
highly unusual. We have examined the allometric relationship between baculum basal
width and greatest length for the Papua New Guinea forms considered by McKean and
Price (1978), including remeasuring most of the bacula they considered in their study
(which appear asterisked in our Figure 9); the linear relationships between these two
bacular measurements are indicated for P. papuanus and P. angulatus. Clearly the forms
of bacula described by McKean and Price (1978: Figure 1a & b) are from a distinct species
(P. papuanus) to that in their Figure 1c (P. ponceleti) and Figure 1d (P. collinus).

Our study shows that the few measurements used by Koopman (1973, 1982) are not
diagnostic on their own for the taxa in question, but rather one must examine a much
larger suite of characters, particularly emphasizing the shape of the posterior palate,
glans penis and baculum. We conclude that P. papuanus, P. angulatus and P. collinus
are valid species in Papua New Guinea and additionally name P. wattsi for that region.

We consider P. collinus a species, although we have seen few specimens, a single
baculum and no glans penis. Pipistrellus papuanus is the species in the Australo-Papuan
region most like P. tenuis, but it is considered too distinct for subspecific status within P.
tenuis.
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Koopman (1970) presents data which shows that while the Indo-Malay zoogeographic
region has some 53 percent of the known species of Pipistrellus, the Australian region has
only about 7%. It is, then, possible that the Australian pipistrelles evolved relatively
recently from tropical forms. This recent evolutionary probability is supported by the
observation that in Australia, pipistrelles retain a tropical distribution and that the two
Australian species (P. westralis and P. adamst) are not closest relatives; each is closer
phenetically to Papua New Guinea species than they are to each other. These latter
observations suggest that the Australian pipistrelles speciated independently from
‘Papuan’ ancestors, sometime during the late Cretaceous to early Pleistocene period
during which the present island of New Guinea usually formed the northern edge of the
original Australian continent (Ziegler 1977).

Although Falsistrellus appears to have evolved further than Pipistrellus from their
common ancestor, this endemic Australian genus has speciated less. This reduced
speciation in Falsistrellus may reflect its southern Australian distribution where it is
restricted to closed forests and woodlands — a habitat that has shown an overall decline in
extent in Australia since the late Tertiary (Galloway and Kemp 1984).

Key to Falsistrellus and Australo-Papuan Pipistrellus (measurements of adult
males and females).

1 Greatest skull length more than 17 mm, marked occipital crest, I' unicuspid, I?
considerably extruded from line of tooth row, C! broad at base, Py less than half
height of P4, radius length more than 45 mm, glans penis without terminal fleshy
lobes or spines, baculum shaft almost as broad as its base ... Falsistrellus ....... 2

Greatest skull length less than 14 mm, occipital crest weak or absent, I* bicuspid, I?
little extruded from line of the tooth row, C! elongate at base, P, more than half
height of Py, radius length less than 40 mm, glans penis with terminal fleshy lobes or
spines (P. collinus not observed), baculum shaft considerably narrower than its base

....... Pipistrellus 3

2 Greatest skull length averages 18.8 (17.5-19.0), dentary length relative to basicranial
length averages 0.86 (0.85-0.89), baculum basal width relative to its ventral length
averages 0.40 (0.38-0.42) omvrerccncvn e Falsistrellus tasmaniensis

Greatest skull length averages 19.2 (18.2-20.1), dentary length relative to basicranial
length averages 0.90 (0.87-0.92), baculum basal width relative to its ventral length
averages 0.47 (0.44-0.49) Falsistrellus mackenziet

8  Greatest skull length more than 12.5 mm, radius length more than 35 mm, baculum
length more than 4 mm . Pipistrellus collinus

Greatest skull length less than 12.5 mm, radius length less than 35 mm, baculum
length less than 4 mm 4

490



D.J. Kitchener, N. Caputi and B. Jones

4 Postpalatal width relative to palatal length more than 0.29 s

Postpalatal width relative to palatal length less than 0.29 6

5  Sphenorbital sinus extends anteriorly level with or posterior to edge of posteropalatal

margin, glans penis with a single fleshy terminal lobe, baculum length less than 2.4
mm, baculum shaft straight in lateral profile, ratio of that part of the baculum that is
bifurcated to the total length of baculum less than 0.20, tail length relative to snout to
anus length less that 0.8 Pipistrellus papuanus

Sphenorbital sinus extends anterior to edge of posteropalatal margin, glans penis
with more than one fleshy terminal spine or lobe, baculum length more than 2.4 mm,
baculum shaft curved in lateral profile, ratio of that part of baculum that is
bifurcated to the total length of baculum more than 0.25, tail length relative to snout
to anus length more than 0.8 s e e Pipistrellus westralis

6 Postpalatal spine long and extending posteriorly to approximately a line joining the

mid-point of zygomatic arch ... .. e Pipstrellus wattst

Postpalatal spine short and extending posteriorly well short of a line joining the
mid-point of zygomatic arch e s s o 7

7 Outline of posterior nares oval, rostrum rising sharply in interorbital region, radius

Iength averaging 32.8 (31.1-34.8), baculum length greater than 3.0 mm, distribution
Irian Jaya and Papua New GUINEA ... e o . Pipistrellus angulatus

Outline of posterior nares circular or subcircular, rostrum rising evenly in
interorbital region, radius length averaging 31.0 (29.8-32.2), baculum length less
than 3.0 mm, distribution Queensland ... ... o . Pipistrellus adams:
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Appendix Measurements (in mm) of relevant type and unique specimens examined. See
Figure 1 for description of characters. Preservation code: SS-skull and dry skin,
SA-dry skull and body in alcohol.
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GL 1097 12.1 124 129 118 120 11.7 12,0 19.0 12,5 129 11.5
AOB 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6 4.3 57 3.6 3.8 3.8 4.0 4.0 4.2 66 44 44 35
LOW 3.0 3.2 3.5 3.7 3.3 3.2 3.2 3.5? 3.6 3.6 50 387 36 35
W 7.6 7.6 7.6 8.1 8.0 134 7.5
ROL 4.5 5.1 5.2 5.3 7.3? 5.0 4.8 4.6 4.1 5.4 5.1 78 51 55 48
MW 6.8 7.0 7.6 6.9 7.2 7.0 7.1 105 7.7 75 6.9
BW 6.3 6.5 6.4 6.7 6.2 6.2 6.2 6.4 92 6.8 7.0 6.3
CH 4.6 4.5 4.4 4.7 4.5 4.5 74 4.8 4.8 45
PL 4.7 5.7 5.5 5.9 5.1 5.4 5.3 5.6 5.4 9.2 56 6.0 49
PPW 1.6 1.5 1.5 1.8 1.8 1.5 1.5 1.4 1.4 22 18 1.8 1.7
BL 10.2  10.2 9.8 10.0 10.0 9.8 16.3 102 11.0 9.5
BUL 2.5 2.6 2.6 2.8 2.9 2.7 2.7 3.7 30 30 27
BB 1.2 1.0 1.5 1.0 11 1.5 21 18 14 09
OB 6.4 6.2 6.1 6.4 6.3 7.1? 64 6.4 9.7 69 70 64
Ccw 0.7 0.7 0.5 0.8 1.0 0.6 0.8 0.8 0.9 0.6 0.5 1.3 0.8 09 05
RC!-LC! 3.5 3.9 3.8 4.4 56 3.9 3.7 3.6 4.0 4.1 4.1 6.8 43 45 34

Rm3.LMm3 4.7? 54 5.3 6.0 7.6 54 5.2 5.3 5.4 5.2 83 59 58 48
LR 4.7 4.6 5.7 5.5 6.0 8.1 5.1 5.4 5.4 5.0? 54 5.3 89 58 6.0 49
RC 2.0 24 24 29 2.5 2.4 24 2.5 2.2 44 29 29 22
DL 7.0 7.5 8.6 8.7 95 84 8.2 8.4 8.7 84 147 93 9.5 8.0
HV |41.2 38.7 3893 39.7 505 38.8 34.0 353 39.0 39.0 633 37.4 369 355
TV 1274 28.1 339 356 35.0 275 34.0 303 350 285 285 481 33.8 33.9 28.0
EL 6.4 7.1 116 105 8.6 13.3 9.3 10.0 11.2 11.0 16.0 11.0 11.5 8.8
Ew 7.9 7.5 8.0 7.9 8.3 82 117 7.7 94 7.2
TL 3.2 35 4.9 4.8 4.1 4.4 4.2 5.0 4.9 76 44 51 4.9
RL [26.2 266 320 322 36.8 27.7 30.8 31.6 340 29.7 305 50.0 339 33.1 27.2

MCII | 25.1 25.5 30.7 30.0 34.0 451 256 288 29.3 330 281 290 478 31.6 32.4 26.3
PI 110.2 10.1 112 115 125 173 9.2 113 12.0 126 105 101 19.2 12.3 125 10.5
P 7.8 7.9 95 11.2 103 105 7.6 9.2 9.7 113 8.5 9.0 15.1 10.8 10.3 8.7

PIIX 6.3 6.3 7.2 5.1 6.3 6.6 54 6.3 64 18.1 74 58 6.3
TIB |10.3 104 142 135 164 11.0 127 83 132 11.8 11.8 220 18.1 12.7 11.7
PL 4.7 4.5 6.9 6.7 6.5 5.2 6.3 6.3 6.6 5.0 5.1 85 6.6 65 5.2
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