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Abstract

Alopoglossus grandisquamatus is a species only known from its male holotype, collected almost 40 years ago. We report 
the rediscovery of the Largescale Lizard A. grandisquamatus based on two female individuals from two new localities, 
extending its known distribution 19 km eastwards and 100 km southwards. Conservation status of Endangered is proposed 
for A. grandisquamatus. Novel morphological variation is described, including sexual dimorphism in femoral pores. 
Synonymy of A. grandisquamatus with Alopoglossus eurylepis is discussed, with the dismissal of non-useful diagnostic 
characters. New characters such as number of femoral pores in males, gular scales arrangement and the number of 
transversal rows of ventral scales are proposed to diagnose A. grandisquamatus from A. eurylepis. Other characters used 
by previous authors to differentiate both species are also validated.

Key words: Conservation status, eurylepis group, lost species, microteiid, sexual dimorphism

Resumen

Alopoglossus grandisquamatus es una especie conocida únicamente por su holotipo macho, recolectado hace casi 40 
años. En este trabajo, reportamos el redescubrimiento del lagarto de escamas grandes A. grandisquamatus a partir de dos 
hembras colectadas en dos nuevas localidades, ampliando su distribución conocida 19 km hacia el este y 100 km hacia el 
sur. Se propone la categoría de amenaza En Peligro para A. grandisquamatus. Se describe variación morfológica novedosa, 
incluido el dimorfismo sexual en los poros femorales. Se discute la sinonimia de A. grandisquamatus con Alopoglossus 
eurylepis, descartando caracteres diagnósticos no funcionales. Se proponen nuevos caracteres para diagnosticar A. 
grandisquamatus de A. eurylepis, tales como el número de poros femorales en machos, la configuración de las escamas 
gulares y el número de hileras transversales de escamas ventrales. También se validan caracteres tradicionales utilizados 
por autores anteriores para diferenciar ambas especies.

Palabras clave: Dimorfismo sexual, estado de conservación, especies perdidas, grupo eurylepis, microteiido

Introduction

Alopoglossus Boulenger, 1885 (family Alopoglossidae) is a Neotropical genus of ground dwelling lizards with 
32 currently recognized species, of which 21 are distributed in Colombia (Harris, 1994; Uetz et al. 2023). These 
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lizards are characterized by their brownish coloration and cryptic behavior, inhabiting mainly the leaf litter of 
forests and crop areas, and being found active during the day (Anaya-Rojas et al. 2010; Hernández-Morales et 
al. 2020). Alopoglossids can be distinguished from all other gymnophthalmoids by the following combination of 
characters: tongue completely covered in oblique plicae (Boulenger, 1885; Harris, 1994; Hernández-Morales et al., 
2020); medial borders of palatine process of pterygoid bone curved divergently, defining a posteromedial process 
(Hernández-Morales et al., 2019); and hemipenis lacking mineralized structures—differs from Gymnophthalmidae—
(Hernández-Morales et al., 2020).

In the last decades, the sampling of this group has been increasing, contributing to the better understanding of its 
ecology, taxonomy, evolution, distribution and morphology (Harris, 1994; Vitt et al 2007; Anaya-Rojas et al. 2010; 
Peloso & Avila-Pires, 2010; Torres-Carvajal & Lobos, 2014; Sánchez-Pacheco et al. 2016; Hernández-Morales et 
al. 2019; Hernández-Morales et al. 2020; Ribeiro-Júnior et al. 2020; Ribeiro-Júnior et al. 2021). However, species 
like: Alopoglossus bilineatus (Boulenger, 1890), Alopoglossus eurylepis (Harris & Rueda, 1985), Alopoglossus 
embera Peloso & Morales, 2017, Alopoglossus danieli (Harris, 1994), Alopoglossus grandisquamatus (Rueda, 
1985) and Alopoglossus lehmanni Ayala & Harris, 1984, are rare, still poorly sampled, and known only from one or 
few specimens, some of them collected decades ago (Harris, 1994; Rueda, 1985; Hernández-Morales et al. 2020). 
This rareness can be attributed to their cryptic habits, small body size and restricted areas of distribution, which in 
some cases are difficult to access (Meiri et al. 2017).

In this genus there are several species groups delimited by morphology and genetics (Ribeiro-Junior et al. 
2020, 2021). One of them is the eurylepis species group (sensu Rueda, 1985), consisting of the species A. eurylepis 
and A. grandisquamatus, which are mainly characterized by the extraordinarily widened and smooth dorsal scales; 
very enlarged and smooth scales on the dorsum of limbs; enlarged gular scales forming one or two rows; and two 
longitudinal rows of enlarged nuchal scales (Rueda, 1985). Alopoglossus eurylepis was described from a single 
specimen from the department of Cauca in southwestern Colombia (Rueda, 1985; Fig. 1). Likewise, the Largescale 
Lizard A. grandisquamatus was described based on a single male specimen collected in 1981 at “Campamento 
INGEOMINAS”, Río Amparradó, municipality of Dabeiba, department of Antioquia, Colombia—6.7, -76.45; 805 
m asl; Fig. 1—(Rueda, 1985). More than 35 years have passed since recollection of the holotype, and no more 
individuals of A. grandisquamatus have been reported, resulting in a lack of information related to its natural 
history, morphology and phylogenetic relationships, being considered as a lost species according to Lidken et al. 
(2023). The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species classified A. gradisquamatus as Data Deficient due to its rareness 
and insufficient additional information (Velasco et al. 2019). Therefore, this lack of information makes difficult the 
development and implementation of conservation strategies for this species.

Here, based on two newly recollected specimens, we provide novel information on the external morphology, 
distribution and ecology of A. grandisquamatus, describing for the first time variation in adult females. We also 
propose a conservation status for A. grandisquamatus based on the IUCN guidelines (2012) and discuss its synonymy 
with its sister species A. eurylepis.

Materials and methods

Study areas and taxon sampling

New individuals were recorded during two herpetofaunal characterizations at different localities. The first one took 
place in December of 2015 in the vereda El Salado within the Reserva Forestal Protectora Nacional Frontino—
Musinga-Carauta—(RFPNF), municipality of Frontino, department of Antioquia, Colombia. The second one was 
carried out by Mateo García-Mejía and Eliza Patiño-Ocampo in August of 2023 in the “Reserva ProAves Las 
Tángaras” alto de Guaduas, Vereda Guaduas, municipality of Carmen de Atrato, department of Chocó, Colombia.
	 Individuals were captured by hand and taken to the campsite, where they were photographed in life, subsequently 
euthanized with 2% lidocaine, fixed in 10% formalin, and preserved in 70% ethanol following Pisani (1973). 
Coordinates and elevations were determined in field with the GPS Essentials mobile app. The individuals were 
deposited at the Herpetology Collection of the CES University Biological Collections (CBUCES-D 108), and in the 
Reptile Collection, Herpetology Museum, University of Antioquia (MHUA-R 15796). For comparisons, holotypes 
of A. grandisquamatus (ICN 5937) and A. eurylepis (ICN 4460) were also examined. Museum acronyms follow 
Sabaj (2020).
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Figure 1. (A) Distribution of A. grandisquamatus and A. eurylepis. Star and square represent type localities, triangle and 
circle represent new records of A. grandisquamatus. (B–C) Habitat of A. grandisquamatus in Carmen de Atrato locality. 
Photos: Mateo García-Mejía.

Conservation status

Conservation status was proposed based on the Extent of Occurrence (EOO) and Area of Occurrence (AOO) 
resulting in the combination of type and newly reported localities, following the IUCN guidelines (2012).

Morphology

Specimen identification was made following Rueda (1985), Harris (1994), Hernández-Morales et al. (2019) and 
Hernández-Morales et al. (2020). Scale counts and measurements were taken following the definitions of Harris 
(1994) under a stereoscope and with a digital caliper (± 0.1 mm) respectively. Slash was used as a convention to 
code variation between left and right sides of the same specimen (left/right), and for gular scale counts we use 
n-dash (–) to note the number of scales that compose each transversal row (Fig. 4). Characters not described here 
present no variation and are as Rueda (1985) and Harris (1994) describe for the holotypes.
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Results

New records of Alopoglossus grandisquamatus

The first individual corresponds to an adult female (CBUCES-D 108; Fig. 2) found on December 8th of 2015 at 22:50 
h in “Camino Alto de Venados”, vereda El Salado, municipality of Frontino, department of Antioquia, Colombia 
(6.624816, -76.270877 WGS84; 1544 m asl; Fig. 1). This individual was found while exhaustively removing leaf 
litter at the edge of a forest trail in a dense montane forest. 

Figure 2. Adult female (CBUCES-D 108, SVL = 47 mm) of A. grandisquamatus collected in the municipality of Frontino 
in preservative. (A) dorsal general view; (B) ventral general view; (C) dorsal view of head; (D) ventral view of head; (E) lateral 
view of head; (F) detail of the pelvic region (showing the lack of femoral pores). Scale bars A–E: 1 cm and F: 0.5 cm.

	 The second individual corresponds to an adult female (MHUA-R 15796; Fig. 3) found on August 11th of 2023 
at 15:00 h in the “Reserva ProAves Las Tángaras”, Alto de Guaduas, municipality of Carmen de Atrato, department 
of Chocó, Colombia (5.82026, -76.1764 WGS84; 1817 m asl; Fig. 1). This individual was found actively foraging 
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on the ground on a cliff, less than one meter high, located on the edge of a rural road in a dense montane forest with 
trees 20 m high.

Figure 3. Adult female (MHUA-R 15796, SVL = 48.11 mm) of A. grandisquamatus collected in the municipality of Carmen 
de Atrato in preservative. (A) dorsal general view; (B) ventral general view; (C) dorsal view of head; (D) ventral view of head; 
(E) lateral view of head; (F) detail of the pelvic region (showing the lack of femoral pores). Scale bars A-E: 1 cm and F: 0.5 
cm.

	 Both locations were characterized by high amounts of humid leaf litter with various centimeters deep, bromeliads 
and bryophytes; below the leaf litter the earth was black with a high amount of organic material and roots.

Conservation status

Based on the type locality and the new localities here provided, the distribution of this species reaches an Extent of 
Occurrence (EOO) of 823.51 km2 and an Area of Occupancy (AOO) of 12 km2. Thus, we suggest that this species 
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should be categorized within the IUCN criteria as Endangered: EN B1ac (i) and B2ac (ii), due to the following 
criteria: (1) EOO < 5,000 km2 (2) Number of localities ≤ 5 (3) fluctuation in the EOO and (1) AOO < 500 km2 (2) 
Number of locations ≤ 5 (3) fluctuation in AOO.

Morphology

Measurements of new individuals and holotypes of A. grandisquamatus and A. eurylepis are given in table 1. 
Generic placement was made based on tongue morphology (Boulenger, 1885; Harris, 1994; Hernández-Morales et 
al., 2020). Specimens were identified as A. grandisquamatus based on the presence of prefrontal scales, number of 
transverse dorsal scale rows, absence of pregulars, and dorsal coloration with narrow dorsolateral black stripes and 
a faint dark vertebral stripe (Rueda, 1985; Harris, 1994).

Table 1. Measurements of the holotype of A. eurylepis and the known vouchers of A. grandisquamatus. All measurements 
given in mm.

A. eurylepis A. grandisquamatus

ICN 4460 ♂ ICN 5937 ♂ CBUCES-D 108 ♀ MHUA-R 15796 ♀

Snout to vent length 40.06 45.6 47.0 48.11

Body length 20.39 22.1 22.4 27.71

Snout to axilla length 16.66 17.96 19.3 17.42

Head length 9.65 10.0 10.4 11.15

Head width 5.05 6.65 4.0 6.34

Humerus length 4.58 4.52 4.7 5.13

Radius-Ulna length 3.24 5.01 4.4 4.62

Femur length 5.28 6.46 6.5 6.33

Tibia length 4.37 6.0 5.4 6.09

Tail length 69.22 - 79.4 61.0

Morphological variation between new specimens of A. grandisquamatus

Specimen CBUCES-D 108 differs from MHUA-R 15796 (character states in parenthesis) in: prefrontals in contact 
only with first supraocular (in contact with first superciliar and first supraocular). Postparietals 2 (4); supraoculars 
4/4 (3/3); suboculars 3/3 (4/3); postoculars 2/2 (1/2); geneials—mentonian shields—divided in the posterior margin 
of the last pair by a small triangular scale (in contact medially along its entire extension)—Fig. 4B, C—. Transversal 
rows of gulars 5-3-2-2-2 (4-1-1-1-1)—Fig. 4B, C—; collar with a single transverse row of three quadrangular 
enlarged plates (a single transverse row of two)—Fig. 4B, C—. Longitudinal rows at mid body 11 (10); scales 
around mid-body 15 (12); subcaudals 71 (62). Subdigital lamellae on fingers I: 8, II: 8, III: 12, IV: 12 (I: 5, II: 10, 
III: 12, IV: 13); supradigital lamellae on fingers I: 3, II: 5, III: 6, IV:7 (I: 1, II: 5, III: 6, IV:7). Subdigital lamellae on 
toes I: 5, II: 8, III: 13, IV: 19 (I: 4, II: 9, II: 13, IV: 17); supradigital lamellae on toes I: 2, II: 5, III: 7, IV: 11 (I: 2, II: 
4, III: 10, IV: 10). Limbs or fingers overlap on two dorsal scales when adpressed to the body (limbs or fingers do 
not contact or overlap when adpressed to the body). Both specimens lack femoral pores.
	 In preservation, the dorsal coloration is tan brown with a pair of dark dorsolateral stripes that extend from the 
back of the head to the sacral region—Fig 2A, C—(solid dark brown; Fig. 3A, C). Lateral region of head and neck 
presenting a series of irregular white spots bordered with dark brown—resembling ocelli—extending to the rear 
margin of the anterior limbs—Fig. 2E—(uniformly brown with white stippling; Fig. 3E). Ventrally, the last third of 
tail cream with brown irregular stains—Fig. 1B—(black; Fig. 3B). Sides of tail with a series of paired ocelli on the 
first third visible from dorsal view—Fig. 1A—(uniformly brown; Fig. 3A).
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Figure 4. Variation in scalation of (A–C) A. grandisquamatus and (D) A. eurylepis. Left: dorsal views; middle: lateral 
views; right: ventral views. Illustration of ICN 5937 modified from Rueda (1985). Subocular scale counts of ICN 4460 are 
corrected from Harris (1994). Abbreviations sb: suboculars; pp: postparietals; so: supraoculars; pf: prefrontals; sl: supralabial; 
i: infralabials; c: collar; g: gulars; sg: scale separating geneials; pg: pregulars; po: postoculars.

	 In life, overall dorsal coloration is similar as in preservative. However, CBUCES-D 108 presents a yellow-
cream ventral coloration with region between chest and vent with an intense orange color, which also covers the 
ventral surface of hind limbs and extends as stippling towards the first third of the tail (Fig. 5).

Figure 5. Photographs of an adult female of A. grandisquamatus in life (CBUCES-D 108, SVL = 47 mm). (A–B) Lateral 
view and (C) ventral view. Photos: Esteban Alzate.
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Morphological variation between new specimens and holotype

Holotype of A. grandisquamatus (ICN 5937, adult male) differs from newly recorded specimens (character states 
in parentheses) in: frontal contacting first three supraoculars (contacting first two); frontoparietals contacting 
supraoculars 3 and 4 (contacting 2 and 3); parietals heptagonal (hexagonal); postparietals 5 (2–4); first superciliar 
quadrangular (pentagonal); inferior palpebrals 2 (3/2); suboculars extend from the fourth supralabial (from the 
third); postoculars 2 (1–2); supralabials 7 (6); infralabials 6 (5); femoral pores 7+7 (absent); second supraocular 
bigger than frontoparietal (as big as frontoparietal); no nasal suture (nasal suture only below the nostril); gulars 
arranged in 3-2-1-1-1 (5-3-2-2-2 or 4-1-1-1-1)—Fig. 4A–C—; Table 2.

Table 2. Characters used to differentiate species within eurylepis species group by Rueda (1985) and Harris (1985), 
and new characters proposed here. (°) Indicates characters that proved to be variable and (*) the new characters here 
proposed.

A. eurylepis A. grandisquamatus

ICN 4460 ♂ ICN 5937 ♂ CBUCES-D 108 ♀ MHUA-R 15796 ♀

Prefrontals Absent Present Present Present

Postparietals° 3 5 4 2

Supralabials 5 6/7 6/6 6/6

Infralabials° 5/5 6/6 5/5 5/5

Gulars arrangement* 6-5-4-3-3 3-2-1-1-1 5-3-2-2-2 4-1-1-1-1

Pregulars One complete 
transversal row

Absent Absent Absent

Transversal rows of dorsals 30 25 25 25

Transversal rows of 
ventrals*

18 15 15 15

Digit or limbs overlap when 
adpressed to body°

No Yes Yes No

Femoral pores* 0+0 7+7 0+0 0+0

Dorsal coloration Tan brown with cream 
dorsolateral stripes 
bordered by equally 
broad black stripes

Tan brown with dark 
dorsolateral stripes, 
and a dark stripe in the 
middle of the dorsum 
extending from the base 
of the head to the base of 
the tail

Tan brown with dark 
dorsolateral stripes

Solid dark brow 
without stripes

	 General coloration of specimen CBUCES-D 108 is most like the ICN 5937 (holotype), but it lacks the dark 
middorsal stripe (Fig. 2A; Fig. 6A). All but MHUA-R 15796 have ocelli-like markings on laterals of head and neck 
(Fig. 2E; Fig. 3E; Fig. 6E). ICN 5937 and MHUA-R 15796 have a dark brown coloration on the distal part of the 
tail (Fig. 3B; Fig. 6B), which is absent in CBUCES-D 108 (Fig. 2B), but this may be due to the first two specimens 
having a regenerated tail, causing it to get darker.
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Figure 6. Adult male holotype (ICN 5937, SVL = 45.6 mm) of A. grandisquamatus. (A) dorsal general view; (B) ventral 
general view; (C) dorsal view of head; (D) ventral view of head; (E) lateral view of head; (F) detail of the pelvic region (showing 
the presence of femoral pores). Scale bars A–E: 1 cm and F: 0.5 cm.

Discussion

The rediscovery of “lost” species that have not been recorded for long periods of time is crucial for conservation, as 
it not only brings back to life species that were presumably extinct, but also provides clues as to how and where to 
look for them, making it possible to establish their conservation status and generate effective conservation strategies. 
They even attract significant public interest to generate conservation actions at the regional level (Lindken et al. 
2023), which is particularly relevant for groups such as reptiles, as they are considered “less charismatic” and tend 
to receive less conservation efforts (Lindken, et al. 2023).

This work represents the rediscovery of a species described almost 40 years ago, whose absence in biological 
records may be due to its possible small population size and its cryptic habits. The impossibility of accessing certain 
localities due to their political instability, road connectivity and remoteness are variables that have also influenced 
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the deficit in the sampling of some regions of the country, which is reflected in a lack of important information on 
some specific lineages such as microteiids (Meiri et al. 2017).

The records presented herein extend the distribution of A. grandisquamatus 19 km to the east and 100 km to the 
south, reconfirming the presence of this species in the northern western Andes of Colombia in the departments of 
Antioquia and Chocó, between 800 and 1800 m asl (Fig. 2). The size and population dynamics of A. grandisquamatus 
are unknown, but current sampling suggests that its population size may be low, and its distribution reduced. Velasco 
et al. (2019) categorized A. grandisquamatus as Data Deficient at the IUCN red list, but based on the data provided 
here, we suggest that this species should be categorized within the IUCN criteria as Endangered (EN) and treated 
like it until the sampling is increased to truly understand its population dynamics.

The family Alopoglossidae has undergone many classification changes in recent years, mainly due to the 
acquisition of molecular, hemipenial and osteological data (Hernández-Morales et al., 2020; Ribeiro-Júnior et al., 
2020a, 2020b and 2021). However, most of this evidence is not available for several species in the family, and 
their representation in biological collections is limited, with some still only known from a sole specimen (e.g., 
A. grandisquamatus and A. eurylepis). Species described from a single specimen, also known as singletons, 
are relatively common in taxonomy, but their problems include the fact that they are unverifiable and, in turn, 
unfalsifiable, because in the absence of information on variation within each character, no test of the distribution of 
species-defining attributes can be performed (Bond et al. 2021). Therefore, the finding of these two new specimens 
of A. grandisquamatus opens a wide variable of research possibilities, such as the description of internal and external 
morphological variation, the understanding of the ecology and distribution of the species, and the acquisition of 
tissue samples to extract molecular information useful to do phylogenetic analysis that allow to infer their true 
taxonomic identity and its evolutionary relationships, reinforcing the species hypothesis.

This new records of A. grandisquamatus represent the first females known for the species, from which variation 
is evident when compared to the male holotype in some characters such as femoral pores, which serve as sexual 
dimorphism for this species, being present in high numbers (7+7) in males (Fig. 6F) and absent in females (Fig. 2F; 
Fig. 3F). Rueda (1985) and Harris (1994) differentiate A. grandisquamatus from A. eurylepis (characters states in 
parentheses) based on the presence of prefrontal scales (absent); transverse dorsal scale rows 25 (30); longitudinal 
gular scale rows 1–3 (4–5); postparietals 5 (3); supralabials 7 (5); infralabials 6 (5); pregulars absent (one complete 
row of pregulars); limbs or digits overlap when adpressed to the body (do not overlap); and dorsal coloration with 
narrow dorsolateral black stripes and a faint dark vertebral stripe (wide cream-colored dorsolateral stripes outlined 
by equally wide black stripes; Fig. 7A).

As mentioned above, A. grandisquamatus is the sister species to A. eurylepis, forming a monophyletic clade 
based on morphological evidence (Hernández-Morales et al., 2020). However, Harris (1994) discusses that A. 
grandisquamatus may be a junior synonym of A. eurylepis, based on the idea that some morphological characters 
separating both species such as the presence or absence of prefrontal scales, number of labial scales, number of 
postparietal scales, and dorsal pattern of coloration are variable in other alopoglossids (e.g. Alopoglossus bicolor 
can present or not prefrontal scales). Additionally, we found that from those characters proposed by Rueda (1985) 
and Harris (1994), the following are variable among individuals of A. grandisquamatus: number of supralabial 
scales (6–7), number of infralabial scales (5–6), longitudinal rows of gular scales (1–5), number of postparietal 
scales (2–5; Fig. 4) and overlapping of limbs when adpressed against the body (see table 2). Even so, although some 
of these scale ranges do not overlap, the patterns of variation are “bizarre” or very close to each other, and with 
insufficient material of these species in biological collections, most of them cannot be considered reliable characters 
to differentiate A. grandisquamatus from A. eurylepis. Also, Rueda (1985) reports three subocular scales on the right 
side for A. grandisquamatus, error replicated in Harris (1994) as he does not review the specimen and replicates 
Rueda’s scale counts. Here we correct this value to four (see Fig. 4 ICN 5937), since Harris (1994) definition of 
suboculars is “scales located between orbit and supralabials”. Similarly, Harris (1994) considers A. eurylepis to have 
four suboculars while we consider three following its definition (see Fig. 4 ICN 4460), counting the scale between 
the loreal and the first subocular as a frenocular.

As Harris (1994) highlights, the variation in the transverse dorsal scale rows appears to be one of the most reliable 
characters for differentiating the two species. However, we argue that the presence or absence of prefrontal scales is 
also a useful diagnostic feature, as the evidence gathered so far shows no variation in this trait among species of the 
eurylepis species group (prefrontal present in A. grandisquamatus and absent in A. eurylepis). Also, patterns of size, 
dorsal coloration, and number of pregulars show no variation between the holotype of A. grandisquamatus and new 
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vouchers (see tables 1–2), confirming its usefulness as characters to differentiate both species. Additionally, here 
we found other characters that are useful to differentiate them, as the number of transverse ventral scale rows and 
number of femoral pores in males (present in males of A. grandisquamatus and absent in males of A. eurylepis)—
see Table 2; Fig. 6F; Fig. 7F—. In addition to this, it is important to incorporate both species in phylogenetic studies 
to corroborate their true position within the family Alopoglossidae.

Figure 7. Adult male holotype (ICN 4460, SVL = 40.6 mm) of A. eurylepis. (A) dorsal general view; (B) ventral general 
view; (C) dorsal view of head; (D) ventral view of head; (E) lateral view of head; (F) detail of the pelvic region (showing the 
lack of femoral pores). Scale bars A–E: 1 cm and F: 0.5 cm.
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Conclusions

We provide the first records of A. grandisquamatus in nearly 40 years, reconfirming its presence in the northern 
western Andes of Colombia by recording two new individuals at two new localities for this species. Novel 
morphological variation is revealed for A. grandisquamatus, including sexual dimorphism in femoral pores (absent 
in females) and the increase in some diagnostic scale counts, thus contributing to the knowledge of this rare species. 
The status of Endangered (EN) is proposed for this species following the IUCN guidelines (2012).
	 Further sampling is necessary to know in detail the natural history and distribution of this species. As well 
as to clarify the taxonomic situation within the eurylepis species group, since several of the diagnostic characters 
that differentiate its members from each other were shown to be variable in A. grandisquamatus or are commonly 
variable among conspecific individuals of other species of the genus. Therefore, until we better understand the 
morphological variation and distribution of A. eurylepis, its synonymy cannot be ruled out.
	 Increased sampling in underexplored regions continues to reveal rare and under-recorded species about which 
we know very little, an encouraging reason to continue to increase sampling efforts in such regions, as well as to 
apply non-traditional sampling methodologies that allow us to find species with cryptic habits, such as secretive, 
fossorial and arboreal species. 

Acknowledgments

We thank the TW 26 Agreement between Asoacuícola and WWF for the implementation of the GEF/UNDP project 
“Biodiversity Conservation in Landscapes impacted by Mining in the biogeographic Chocó” in Parque Nacional 
Natural Las Orquídeas for the operational and technical support of the field work. We are also grateful to the 
ProAves foundation for the permit to access the Reserva Las Tángaras in Carmen de Atrato. Special thanks to Mateo 
García-Mejía and Eliza Patiño-Ocampo for the field work in Carmen de Atrato and recollection of the specimen 
MHUA-R 15796, and for providing ecological and distributional data, which contributed to the construction of this 
manuscript. Thanks to D. Vanegas-Giraldo, W. A. Valencia-Montoya, E. Alzate and the inhabitants of the vereda 
El Salado and Carautica, for their assistance and support during the sampling in Frontino. We thank E. Alzate for 
sharing his photos of Alopoglossus grandisquamatus in life. For the availability of the collection specimens and 
workspaces, we are grateful to D. Bocanumenth, J. M. Daza and C. Torres (MHUA); M. L. Calderón and D. F. 
Vivas-Barreto (ICN); J. C. Arredondo (CBUCES). The collection of the individual CBUCES-D 108 and MHUA-R 
15796 were done under the collection permit issued by the National Environmental Licensing Agency “ANLA” 
number 0790 of July 18, 2014, and number 001 of 2020 respectively.

References

Anaya-Rojas, J.M., Serrano-Cardozo, V.H. & Ramírez-Pinilla, M.P. (2010) Diet, microhabitat use, and thermal preferences of 
Ptychoglossus bicolor (Squamata: Gymnophthalmidae) in an organic coffee shade plantation in Colombia. Papéis Avulsos 
de Zoologia, 50, 159–166.

	 https://doi.org/10.1590/S0031-10492010001000001
Ayala, S.C. & Harris, D.M. (1984) A new microteiid lizard (Alopoglossus) from the Pacific rainforest of Columbia. Herpetologica, 

40 (2), 154–158.
Boulenger, G.A. (1885) Catalogue of the lizards in the British Museum (Natural History). II. Iguanidae, Xenosauridae, 

Zonuridae, Anguidae, Anniellidae, Helodermatidae, Varanidae, Xantusiidae, Teiidae, Amphisbaenidae. Taylor & Francis, 
London, 492 pp.

Boulenger, G.A. (1890) First report on additions to the lizard collection in the British Museum (Natural History). Proceedings 
of the Zoological Society of London, 1890, 77–86.

Bond, J.E., Godwin, R.L., Colby, J.D., Newton, L.G., Zahnle, X.J., Agnarsson, I., Hamilton, C. & Kuntner, M. (2021) Improving 
taxonomic practices and enhancing its extensibility—An example from araneology. Diversity, 14 (1), 5.

	 https://doi.org/10.3390/d14010005
Harris, D.M. & Rueda, J.V. (1985) A new microteiid lizard (Sauria: Ptychoglossus) with exceptionally wide scales from 

southwestern Colombia. Lozania, 48, 1–6.
Harris, D.M. (1994) Review of the Teiid Lizard Genus Ptychoglossus. Herpetological Monographs, 8, 226–275.
	 https://doi.org/10.2307/1467082



Alopoglossus grandisquamatus rediscovery Zootaxa 5757 (4) © 2026 Magnolia Press  ·  381

Hernández-Morales, C., Peloso, P.L., Bolívar-García, W. & Daza, J.D. (2019) Skull morphology of the lizard Ptychoglossus 
vallensis (Squamata: Alopoglossidae) with comments on the variation within Gymnophthalmoidea. The Anatomical Record, 
302 (7), 1074–1092.

	 https://doi.org/10.1002/ar.24038
Hernández-Morales, C., Sturaro, M.J., Nunes, P.M.S., Lotzkat, S. & Peloso, P.L. (2020) A species‐level total evidence phylogeny 

of the microteiid lizard family Alopoglossidae (Squamata: Gymnophthalmoidea). Cladistics, 36 (3), 301–321.
	 https://doi.org/10.1111/cla.12407
IUCN (2012) n.k. In: IUCN Red List Categories and Criteria: Version 3.1. 2nd Edition. IUCN, Gland and Cambridge, pp. 

16–22.
Lindken, T., Anderson, C.V., Ariano‐Sánchez, D., Barki, G., Biggs, C., Bowles, P., Chaitanya, R., Cronin, D., Jähnig, S., 

Jeschke, J.M., Kennerley, R., Lacher Jr, T.E., Luedke, J.A., Liu, C., Long, B., Mallon, D., Martin, G., Meiri, S., Pasachnik, 
S., Reynoso, V.H., Stanford, C.V., Stephenson, P.J., Tolley, K.A., Torres-Carvajal, O., Waldien, D.L., Woirnaski, J.C.Z. & 
Evans, T. (2024) What factors influence the rediscovery of lost tetrapod species?. Global Change Biology, 30 (1), e17107

	 https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.17107
Meiri, S., Bauer, A.M., Allison, A., Castro‐Herrera, F., Chirio, L., Colli, G., Das, I., Doan, T., Glaw, F., Grismer, L., Hoogmed, 

M., Kraus, F., LeBreton, M., Meirte, D., Nagi, Z., Nogeira, C., Oliver, P., Pauwels, O., Pincheira-Donoso, D., Shea, G., 
Sindaco, R., Tallowin, O., Torres-Carvajal, O., Traper, J.F., Uetz, P., Wagner, P., Wang, Y., Ziegler, Y. & Roll, U. (2018) 
Extinct, obscure or imaginary: the lizard species with the smallest ranges. Diversity and Distributions, 24 (2), 262–273.

	 https://doi.org/10.1111/ddi.12678
Peloso, P.L. & Avila-Pires, T.C. (2010) Morphological variation in Ptychoglossus brevifrontalis Boulenger, 1912 and the status 

of Ptychoglossus nicefori (Loveridge, 1929) (Squamata, Gymnophthalmidae). Herpetologica, 66 (3), 357–372.
	 https://doi.org/10.1655/09-048.1
Peloso, P.L.V. & Hernández-Morales, C. (2017) Description of a New Species of Alopoglossus Boulenger, 1885 from Western 

Colombia (Gymnophthalmoidea). South American Journal of Herpetology, 12 (2), 89–98.
	 https://doi.org/10.2994/SAJH-D-16-00059.1
Pisani, G.R. (1973) n.k. In: A guide to preservation techniques for amphibians and reptiles. Society for the Study of Amphibians 

and Reptiles, Lawrence, Kansas, pp. 2–13.
Rueda, J.V. (1985) Acerca de las especies colombianas del género Ptychoglossus (Sauria: Gymnophthalmidae) con la descripción 

de una nueva especie. Lozania, 51, 1–12.
Ribeiro-Júnior, M.A., Meiri, S. & Fouquet, A. (2020a) A new species of Alopoglossus Boulenger (1885) (Squamata, 

Alopoglossidae) from the Lowlands of the Eastern Guiana Shield, with assessment of the taxonomic status of A. copii 
surinamensis. Journal of Herpetology, 54, 427–445.

	 https://doi.org/10.1670/20-032
Ribeiro-Júnior, M.A., Choueri, E., Lobos, S., Venegas, P., Torres-Carvajal, O. & Werneck, F. (2020b) Eight in one: morphological 

and molecular analyses reveal cryptic diversity in Amazonian alopoglossid lizards (Squamata: Gymnophthalmoidea). 
Zoological Journal of the Linnean Society, 190 (1), 227–270.

	 https://doi.org/10.1093/zoolinnean/zlz155
Ribeiro‐Júnior, M.A., Sánchez‐Martínez, P.M., Moraes, L.J.C.D.L., Oliveira, U.S.C.D., Carvalho, V.T.D., Pavan, D., Choueri, 

H.E., Werneck, P.F. & Meiri, S. (2021) Uncovering hidden species diversity of alopoglossid lizards in Amazonia, with the 
description of three new species of Alopoglossus (Squamata: Gymnophthalmoidae). Journal of Zoological Systematics and 
Evolutionary Research, 59 (6), 1322–1356.

	 https://doi.org/10.1111/jzs.12481
Sánchez-Pacheco, S.J., Rueda-Almonacid, J.V., Caicedo-Portilla, J.R. & Marques-Souza, S. (2016) First record of Leposoma 

caparensis from Colombia, with confirmation for the presence of Ptychoglossus myersi and P. plicatus (Squamata: 
Gymnophthalmidae). Salamandra, 52 (1), 53–57.

Sabaj, M.H. (2020) Codes for Natural History Collections in Ichthyology and Herpetology. Copeia, 108, 593–669.
	 https://doi.org/10.1643/ASIHCODONS2020
Torres-Carvajal, O. & Lobos, S.E. (2014) A new species of Alopoglossus lizard (Squamata, Gymnophthalmidae) from the 

tropical Andes, with a molecular phylogeny of the genus. ZooKeys, 410, 105–120.
	 https://doi.org/10.3897/zookeys.410.7401
Uetz, P., Freed, P., Aguilar, R., Reyes, F., Kudera, J. & Hošek, J. (Eds.) (2023) The Reptile Database. Available from: http://

www.reptile-database.org (accessed June 2024)
Velasco, J., Bolívar, W. & Arredondo, J.C. (2019) Ptychoglossus grandisquamatus. The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species, 

2019, e.T203064A2759745. Available from: https://doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2019-3.RLTS.T203064A2759745.en 
(accessed 20 February 2024)

Vitt, L.J., Colli, G.R., Caldwell, J.P., Mesquita, D.O., Garda, A.A. & FranÇA, F.G. (2007) Detecting variation in microhabitat 
use in low-diversity lizard assemblages across small-scale habitat gradients. Journal of Herpetology, 41 (4), 654–663.

	 https://doi.org/10.1670/06-279.1

http://www.reptile-database.org
http://www.reptile-database.org

