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Molecular systematic investigation of Philippine puddle frogs
(Anura: Dicroglossidae: Occidozyga Kuhl and Van Hasselt,
1822) reveals new candidate species and a novel pattern of
species dyads
Kin Onn Chan1,*, Sabine Schoppe2, Edmund Leo B. Rico3, 4 And Rafe M. Brown5
Abstract
Focusing on the phylogenetic relationships of puddle frog populations spanning the biogeographic interface between
Sundaland (Borneo) and the Philippines, we demonstrate, for the first time, a widespread geographic pattern involving the
existence of multiple divergent and co-distributed (sympatric) evolutionary lineages, most of which are not each other’s
closest relatives, and all of which we interpret as probable distinct species. This pattern of co-occurrence in the form of
pairs of ecologically distinct puddle frog forms (dyads), prevails throughout northern Borneo, Palawan, Tawi-Tawi, the
Sulu Archipelago, and western Mindanao (Zamboanga). Previously obscured by outdated taxonomy and logistical, legal,
and security obstacles to field-based natural history studies, this pattern has remained hidden from biogeographers and
amphibian biologists by an uncontested proposal that Philippine Occidozyga laevis is a single, “widespread,” and “highly
variable” species. In this paper we use an integrative synthesis of new genetic data, organismal phenotypic data, historical
literature reports, and ecological observations to elucidate an interesting and potentially widespread pattern of puddle frog
species coexistence at the Sundaland–Philippine biogeographic interface. Calling attention to this pattern opens promising
possibilities for future research aimed at understanding the scope of this dyads pattern, and whether it extends to the more
northern reaches of the Philippines. On either side of Huxley’s and Wallace’s lines, data suggest that the majority of
puddle frog dyads at a given locality are not each other’s closest relatives (are more distantly related, or nonmonophyletic) and, thus, assembled ecologically, likely coexisting now as a result of their ecological tendencies toward
distinct microhabitats (warmer stagnant pools in open areas, versus cool, flowing streams enclosed in forest). If these pairs
of species types are determined to be the geographic norm among the more isolated, central, and northern, Philippine
faunas, an obvious question will be whether they have evolved into dual ecological forms, possibly in response to
ecological opportunity and/or reduced competition.
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Introduction
Puddle frogs of the genus Occidozyga Kuhl and Van
Hasselt, 1822 are currently characterized with 12 species that
are distributed throughout south and southeast Asia, ranging
from eastern India through Bangladesh and southern China (as
far east as eastern Fujian), and southwards throughout
Indochina, the Thai-Malay peninsula, Indonesia (as far east as
Sulawesi), Borneo, and the Philippines (Frost, 2020). Some
species (referred to herein as “pond forms”) occur in muddy
puddles or stagnant water bodies that are associated with
disturbed habitats such as rice fields, road-side ditches,
irrigation canals, and rubber plantations (Brown et al., 2013b;
Devan-Song and Brown, 2012; Inger, 1954; Sanguila et al.,
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2016; Siler et al., 2011; Taylor, 1920), while others occur in
swampy areas within secondary forests, ephemeral pools in
primary forest, or stagnant, non-turbulent side pools
disconnected from rivers (Brown et al., 2012; Inger, 1956,
1954; Iskandar et al., 2011; Sanguila et al., 2016). However,
some species such as O. baluensis (Borneo; Inger et al. 2017),
O. semipalmata and O. tompotika (Sulawesi; Iskandar et al.,
2011) occur in shallow creeks with continuously running water.
In the Philippines, one such species, O. diminutiva (Taylor,
1922) has been reported exclusively from these forestassociated riparian microhabitats (Alcala and Brown, 1998;
Brown and Alcala, 1970; Inger, 1954; Taylor, 1922). Most
Occidozyga are morphometrically similar yet exhibit substantial
intra- and interspecific variation in color-pattern among certain
wide-ranging species complexes. To compound matters further,
numerous species have overlapping ranges, resulting in
taxonomic disarray stemming from the inconsistent and
interchangeable application of different species names by
different authors (AmphibiaWeb, 2019; Frost, 2020; Iskandar et
al., 2011).
Presently, two species of Occidozyga are known to occur
in the Philippines: O. laevis (Günther, 1858) and O. diminutiva
(Taylor, 1922). Occidozyga laevis is known throughout the
archipelago (Brown and Alcala, 1970; Inger, 1954; Taylor,
1920), but the species’ type locality has only been reported as
“Philippinen (=The Philippines)” without more specific island,
or locality information, and this species also has been reported
from Borneo (Inger et al., 2017). However, due to
morphological similarities, O. laevis has long been confused
with O. sumatrana on Borneo and other parts of Sundaland
(Berry 1975; Boulenger 1882; Chan-ard 2003; Chan et al.
2010a, b; Grismer et al. 2006; Inger 1966; Malkmus et al. 2002;
Manthey & Grossmann 1997) and even now, their distributions
are not satisfactorily characterized (Nutphund, 2001; Ohler,
2003). As such, their validity as distinct species have not been
adequately confirmed and O. laevis continues to be uncritically
included in taxonomic and geographic summaries of Borneo’s
amphibian fauna (AmphibiaWeb, 2019; Frost, 2020; IUCN,
2019) without accompanying data.
In contrast, O. diminutiva is only known from three
localities within the Philippines: the Zamboanga Peninsula of
Mindanao Island, Basilan Island, and Jolo Island of the Sulu
Archipelago (Brown and Alcala, 1970; Frost, 2020; Inger, 1954;
Taylor, 1922) and since its description in 1922, no studies have
critically assessed its validity other than Inger (1954) who
evaluated its generic placement and transferred the species to
Occidozyga from Micrixalus. Since that study, no additional
comparisons or consideration of the species’ taxonomic status
and geographical distribution has been undertaken (Diesmos et
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al., 2015).
This study provides an initial molecular systematic
investigation of Occidozyga in the southern Philippines with
emphasis on populations that have had the potential of
interacting with those from landmasses on the edge of the Sunda
Shelf (Borneo Island). Given the biogeographical significance of
this region (Brown et al., 2013a; Brown and Guttman, 2002;
Brown and Alcala, 1970; Esselstyn et al., 2010; Lohman et al.,
2011), namely its role in contributing to the conceptualization of
the discipline and the implications of Huxley’s modification of
Wallace’s Line, which traditionally extended the edge of the
Sundaic biogeographical faunal region to include Palawan
(Inger, 1954; Mayr, 1944), focal studies specifically targeting
fine scale differentiation and terrestrial faunal distribution
patterns across this faunal zone interface have been surprisingly
few (Brown, 2016; Brown and Guttman, 2002; Esselstyn et al.,
2010; Siler et al., 2012).
Occidozyga constitutes an ideal study group by virtue of its
distribution that spans Sundaland and the Philippines. We focus
on northern Bornean and southern Philippine Occidozyga to
examine the diversity and taxonomic status of these ecologically
-variable, seldom studied, and potentially taxonomically
confused amphibians. We ask three central questions: First (1),
given that Occidozyga taxonomy and species names have been
indiscriminately applied by various authors working exclusively
from one side of the northern Malaysian–southern Philippine
political boundary (e.g. O. sumatrana and O. laevis), can a
survey of genetic data resolve taxonomic ambiguities and
elucidate species diversity and distribution across this faunal
zone interface at the edge of the Sunda Shelf? Second (2), given
the traditional view of Palawan Island as a faunal zone extension
of Sundaland, are current taxonomic arrangements tenable or
reflective of evolutionary relationships? In other words, could
Palawan support populations more closely-related to Sundaland
species such as O. baluensis or O. sumatrana, especially given
the latter’s notorious morphological similarity, which may
render it indistinguishable from O. laevis? Finally (3) is it
possible that the sympatric occurrence of species dyads (e.g. O.
laevis and O. diminutiva, reported from the same areas but
different microhabitats of the Sulu Archipelago and the
Zamboanga Peninsula) could be more widespread?
Materials and methods
Morphological data and ecological observations
Given the scope of this study and our goals of providing an
initial survey of populations immediately on either side of the
Sundaland-Philippine biogeographic interface (Fig. 1), we
examined the same general organismal attributes that distinguish
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RMB from additional Bornean specimens (Table 2), to confirm
comparability and repeatability of methodology between Inger’s
(1966) and RMB’s data collection. At one locality (Tawi-Tawi),
size data are unavailable (voucher specimens corresponding to
our tissues destroyed; no other modern collections exist) and so
the biologist who did the field work and observed these animals
in life (ELBR) simply characterized these animals as “large” or
“small,” based on memory, (such characterizations are included
in quotes to indicate their subjectivity at this time).

Figure 1. Distribution of samples used in this study. Circles denote
nominal taxa, whereas triangles represent candidate species.
Phylogenetically unrelated (Fig. 2) and sympatric Puddle Frog species
dyads are identified at three sites across the Sundaland-Philippine
biogeographic interface, indicated by differently colored symbols
(Borneo, Tawi-Tawi, Zamboanga); whereas genetically divergent but
phylogenetically related (sister lineages) constitute the proposed dyad,
identified on Palawan.

the unambiguously distinct (valid) and sympatric species O.
diminutiva and O. laevis: body size of males and females,
general dorsal color pattern, ventral coloration, and
microhabitat. Given that these categories of variation reliably
allowed the last century of amphibian taxonomists to recognize
these species (Alcala and Brown, 1998; Inger, 1954; Taylor,
1922), we assessed the same variables to determine whether
they could differentiate taxa on Palawan (a single species, O.
laevis, most closely-related to nominal O. laevis from the
oceanic islands of the Philippines), the Sulu Archipelago
(represented in our data set by Tawi-Tawi, the closest
Philippine island to Borneo, and where O. laevis has been
reported), and western Mindanao (where the two species, O.
diminutiva and O. laevis, have been reported but unconfirmed
with genetic data or confirmations of the phenotypes or
ecological attributes discussed above). For some populations
(both forms/localities on Palawan, O. diminutiva and O. laevis
in Zamboanga) we (RMB only, for precision) were able to
collect body size data (snout–vent lengths in mm, of males with
nuptial pads indicating sexual maturity) for 10–15 specimens
using digital calipers; for Bornean O. cf. laevis and O. baluensis
we augmented literature reports (Inger 1966; Inger et al. 2017)
with confirmation of ranges, using additional measurements by
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Molecular sampling and phylogenetic estimation
For this study, we sequenced 38 samples from the holdings
of the University of Kansas Biodiversity Institute (KU), and the
Field Museum of Natural History, Chicago (FMNH). These
include two outgroup samples (Hoplobatrachus rugulosus and
Limnonectes woodworthii; Pyron and Wiens, 2011) and 36
ingroup samples including Occidozyga sumatrana from
Peninsular Malaysia and Indonesia; O. diminutiva from
Zamboanga (type locality) and the Sulu Archipelago,
Philippines; and O. laevis from Borneo, Palawan, and numerous
other populations throughout the Philippines (Fig. 1). DNA was
extracted with the Promega Maxwell© RSC Instrument using
the Maxwell© RSC Tissue DNA Kit. We used the primers 16Sc
-L (5′-GTRGGCCTAAAAGCAGCCAC-3′), and 16Sd-H (5′CTCCGGTCTGAACTCAGATGACGTAG- 3′) to amplify the
16S gene rRNA mitochondrial gene (Evans et al., 2003).
Amplification was done using the following PCR thermal
profile: 95 °C for 4min, followed by 35 cycles of 95 °C for 30 s,
52 °C for 30 s, 72 °C for 70 s, and a final extension phase at 72 °
C for 7min (McLeod, 2010). Amplified DNA products were
subsequently visualized on 1.0% agarose gels and sequenced at
Genewiz, Frederick, MD. Sequences were assembled, aligned
(MUSCLE algorithm), and concatenated in Geneious Pro 5.3
(Kearse et al., 2012) prior to phylogenetic estimation. To
provide a more comprehensive and accurate perspective of
evolutionary relationships, we also supplemented our data with
20 additional 16S sequences of O. lima and O. martensii from
GenBank. All molecular samples used in this study and their
associated GenBank accession numbers are listed in Table 1.
We inferred phylogenies using maximum likelihood (ML)
and Bayesian inference. The ML analysis was performed with
IQ-TREE v1.6 (Nguyen et al., 2015) using the best-fit
substitution model that was inferred by ModelFinder
(Kalyaanamoorthy et al., 2017). Branch support was calculated
based on 1,000 bootstrap replicates using the ultrafast
bootstrapping method (Hoang et al., 2017). A Bayesian
phylogeny was inferred using BEAST v2.6 (Bouckaert et al.,
2019). The substitution model was estimated using bModelTest
(Bouckaert and Drummond, 2017) and a relaxed log-normal
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Table 1. Specimen identification, voucher information, localities, and Genbank accession numbers for sequences used in this study.
Taxa

Taxonomic identity
inferred in this study

GB #

Museum Catalog #

Locality

From GenBank
O. lima Java Island AB530619

O. lima

AB530619

Indonesia: Java

O. lima Vietnam AF206497

O. lima

AF206497

Vietnam

O. lima Thailand KR827958

O. lima

KR827958

Thailand

O. lima Cambodia KR827959

O. lima

KR827959

Cambodia

O. lima Laos KR827960

O. lima

KR827960

Laos

O. lima Myanmar MG935924

O. lima

MG935924

Myanmar

O. lima Myanmar MG935926

O. lima

MG935926

Myanmar

O. lima Myanmar MG935928

O. lima

MG935928

Myanmar

O. lima Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia AB488903

O. martensii

AB488903

Malaysia: Kuala Lumpur

O. martensii AF285214

O. martensii

AF285214

Unknown

O. martensii Vietnam DQ283357

O. martensii

DQ283357

Vietnam

O. martensii DQ458254

O. martensii

DQ458254

Unknown

O. martensii DQ458255

O. martensii

DQ458255

Unknown

O. martensii DQ458256

O. martensii

DQ458256

Unknown

O. martensii Ranong, Thailand AB530610

O. martensii

AB530610

Thailand: Ranong

O. martensii Thailand KP318725

O. martensii

KP318725

Thailand

O. martensii Myanmar MG935932

O. martensii

MG935932

Myanmar

O. martensii Myanmar MG935935

O. martensii

MG935935

Myanmar

O. martensii Myanmar MG935941

O. martensii

MG935941

Myanmar

O. baluensis Borneo, Malaysia DQ283143

O. baluensis

DQ283143

FMNH 242747

Malaysia: Sabah, Borneo

Hoplobatrachus rugulosus

MT820164

UPLB(unknown)

Philippines: Los Baños,

This study
Hoplobatrachus rugulosus

Laguna, Luzon
Limnonectes woodworthi

Limnonectes woodworthi

MT820165

KU 302234

Philippines: Catanduanes

O. laevis Quezon, Luzon

O. laevis

MT820166

PNM (unknown)

Philippines: Quezon, Luzon

O. laevis Isabela, Luzon

O. laevis

MT820167

PNM (unknown)

Philippines: Isabela, Luzon

O. laevis Zamboanga KU 314470

O. laevis

MT820168

KU 314470

Philippines: Pasonanca,
Zamboanga, Mindanao

O. laevis Zamboanga KU 314471

O. laevis

MT820169

KU 314471

O. laevis Misamis Oriental KU 319796

O. laevis

MT820170

KU 319796

Philippines: Pasonanca,
Zamboanga, Mindanao
Philippines: Misamis
Oriental, Mindanao

O. laevis South Cotabato

O. laevis

MT820171

PNM (unknown)

Philippines: South Cotabato,

O. laevis Oriental Mindoro KU 302322

O. laevis

MT820172

KU 302322

O. laevis Western Samar KU 306301

O. laevis

MT820173

KU 306301

Philippines: Western Samar

O. cf. diminutiva Tawi-Tawi ELR 161

O. cf. diminutiva

MT820174

No voucher

Philippines: Tawi-tawi

Mindanao
Philippines: Oriental
Mindoro
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Table 1. Specimen identification, voucher information, localities, and Genbank accession numbers for sequences used in this study.
Taxa

Taxonomic identity
inferred in this study

GB #

Museum Catalog #

Locality

O. cf. diminutiva Tawi-Tawi ELR 170

O. cf. diminutiva

MT820175

No voucher

Philippines: Tawi-tawi

O. cf. diminutiva Tawi-Tawi ELR 202

O. cf. diminutiva

MT820176

No voucher

Philippines: Tawi-tawi

O. laevis Tawi-Tawi ELR 204

O. cf. laevis

MT820177

No voucher

Philippines: Tawi-tawi

O. laevis Agusan Del Norte

O. laevis

MT820178

No voucher

Philippines: Agusan Del
Norte

O. laevis Borneo FMNH 230140

O. cf. laevis

MT820179

FMNH 230140

Malaysia: Sabah, Borneo

O. laevis Borneo FMNH 230732

O. cf. laevis

MT820180

FMNH 230732

Malaysia: Sabah, Borneo

O. sumatrana Peninsular Malaysia FRIM 1132

O. sumatrana

MT820181

FRIM 1132

Malaysia: Selangor

O. sumatrana Peninsular Malaysia FRIM 1133

O. sumatrana

MT820182

FRIM 1133

Malaysia: Selangor

O. sumatrana Peninsular Malaysia FRIM 1936

O. sumatrana

MT820183

FRIM 1936

Malaysia: Pahang

O. sumatrana Java Island RMB 2132

O. sumatrana

MT820184

MZB (unknown)

Indonesia: Java Island

O. sumatrana Java Island RMB 2133

O. sumatrana

MT820185

MZB (unknown)

Indonesia: Java Island

O. sumatrana Java Island RMB 2134

O. sumatrana

MT820186

MZB (unknown)

Indonesia: Java Island

O. cf. laevis 1 Irawan KU 326482

O. cf. laevis 1

MT820187

KU 326482

Philippines: Irawan, Palawan

O. cf. laevis 1 Irawan KU 326483

O. cf. laevis 1

MT820188

KU 326483

Philippines: Irawan, Palawan

O. cf. laevis 2 Brookes Point KU 326484

O. cf. laevis 2

MT820189

KU 326484

Philippines: Brookes Point,
Palawan

O. cf. laevis 2 Brookes Point KU 326485

O. cf. laevis 2

MT820190

KU 326485

Philippines: Brookes Point,
Palawan

O. cf. laevis 2 Brookes Point KU 326486

O. cf. laevis 2

MT820191

KU 326486

Philippines: Brookes Point,
Palawan

O. cf. laevis 2 Brookes Point KU 326487

O. cf. laevis 2

MT820192

KU 326487

Philippines: Brookes Point,
Palawan

O. cf. laevis 1 Irawan KU 308966

O. cf. laevis 1

MT820193

KU 308966

Philippines: Irawan, Palawan

O. cf. laevis 2 Brookes Point KU 309476

O. cf. laevis 2

MT820194

KU 309476

Philippines: Brookes Point,
Palawan

O. cf. laevis 2 Brookes Point KU 309477

O. cf. laevis 2

MT820195

KU 309477

Philippines: Brookes Point,
Palawan

O. cf. laevis 2 Brookes Point KU 309478

O. cf. laevis 2

MT820196

KU 309478

Philippines: Brookes Point,
Palawan

O. cf. laevis 2 Brookes Point KU 309479

O. cf. laevis 2

MT820197

KU 309479

O. cf. laevis 1 Brookes Point KU 309480

O. cf. laevis 1

MT820198

KU 309480

Philippines: Brookes Point,
Palawan
Philippines: Brookes Point,
Palawan

O. diminutiva Zamboanga KU 321225

O. diminutiva

MT820199

KU 321225

Philippines: Pasonanca,
Zamboanga, Mindanao

O. diminutiva Zamboanga KU 321226

O. diminutiva

MT820200

KU 321226

O. diminutiva Zamboanga KU 321227

O. diminutiva

MT820201

KU 321227

Philippines: Pasonanca,
Zamboanga, Mindanao
Philippines: Pasonanca,
Zamboanga, Mindanao
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model was used as the clock prior. Two independent MCMC
chains were implemented (20 million generations each) and
convergence was assessed using Tracer v 1.6 (Rambaut et al.,
2014). Converged trees were combined and a maximum clade
credibility tree was inferred after the first 10% of sampled trees
were discarded as burn-in.
Candidate species delimitation
We calculated uncorrected p-distances within and between
nominal taxa using the complete-deletion function in MEGA-X
(Kumar et al., 2018). To characterize and formally propose
hypothesized (or “candidate”) species boundaries, we
performed species delimitation analyses using mPTP (Kapli et
al., 2017) and bGMYC (Reid and Carstens, 2012), both of
which have been shown to be effective for single-locus datasets
(Blair and Bryson, 2017; Dellicour and Flot, 2018; Tang et al.,
2014). For the mPTP analysis, we used the ML phylogeny as
the input tree, and confidence of delimitation schemes were
assessed using two independent MCMC chains at 5,000,000
generations each. Support values represent the fraction of
sampled delimitations in which a node was part of the
speciation process. To account for potential errors in
phylogenetic estimation and uncertainty in model parameters,
we implemented the bGMYC method that integrates over
uncertainties in tree topology and branch lengths via MCMC
(Reid and Carstens, 2012). As input, we used 100 randomly
selected trees from the post burn-in combined runs of the
BEAST analysis. For each tree, we ran the MCMC sampler for
50,000 generations with a burn-in of 40,000, retaining 10,000
post-burn-in generations with a thinning interval of 100. We
then assessed species delimitation schemes from two
conservative conspecificity probability thresholds (0.01 and
0.05).

(PA1) and Palawan form 2 (PA2); Fig. 2]. Branch support for O.
laevis clades was high, while support for other species was
mixed (Fig. 2).
Candidate species delimitation
Multiple highly divergent populations were detected within
Occidozyga sumatrana, O. diminutiva, and O. laevis, indicating
that distinct, undescribed species may potentially be present
within each of these nominal species. Occidozyga sumatrana
from Peninsular Malaysia and Indonesia (Java) were 8–9%
divergent from each other, while O. diminutiva from Tawi-Tawi
versus Zamboanga were 6–7% divergent (Fig. 3). Divergences
within Occidozyga laevis were the widest, ranging up to 15%
(Tawi-Tawi vs. Samar). Populations from Palawan were 6–9%
divergent compared to populations from Borneo + Tawi-Tawi,
whereas Palawan form 1 (river edges, puddles) and Palawan
form 2 (small rapidly-cascading streams) were 5% divergent
from each other. Occidozyga baluensis was 9–12% divergent
compared to O. diminutiva.
Both mPTP and bGMYC analyses supported the
recognition of additional, undescribed species within
Occidozyga diminutiva, O. sumatrana, and O. laevis. The mPTP
analysis inferred O. diminutiva from Tawi-Tawi to be distinct
from the Zamboanga population (Fig. 2). Occidozyga sumatrana
was split into two species, represented by populations from
Malaysia and Indonesia, while Occidozyga laevis was split into
four species. At a conservative conspecificity probability
threshold of 0.01, the bGMYC analysis lumped O. baluensis and
O. diminutiva as a single species, but they were split at a
threshold of 0.05. Similar to the mPTP analysis, Occidozyga
sumatrana was also split into two species across both
thresholds. At a threshold of 0.01, O. laevis was split into four
species, while eight species were inferred at a threshold of 0.05
(Fig. 2).

Results
Phylogenetic relationships
Both ML and Bayesian phylogenies were concordant at all
major nodes and all nominal species were monophyletic (Fig.
2). Occidozyga lima and O. martensii were inferred as the first
two branching lineages, respectively. Occidozyga baluensis was
reciprocally monophyletic with O. diminutiva and this clade
was the sister lineage to O. sumatrana (Fig. 2). Occidozyga
laevis from the Philippine islands of Luzon, Mindoro, Samar,
and northern Mindanao formed a highly structured clade, but
populations from Palawan formed a clade that was reciprocally
monophyletic with populations from Tawi-Tawi and Borneo.
Within Palawan, two divergent and highly supported
reciprocally monophyletic clades were inferred [Palawan form 1

Philippine Journal of Systematic Biology Online ISSN: 2508-0342

Morphological attributes and microhabitat preferences
Based on a combination of (1) existing taxonomy (Taylor
1922; Inger 1954, 1966; Inger et al. 2017), (2) our assessment of
traditional taxonomic character state differences from new
localities and populations previously unreported in the literature
(included herein), (3) available specimen-associated natural
history museum data, field notes, new island records, and other
occurrence records (summarized here), (4) our own field
observations (microhabitat data, summarized together in this
paper) and (5) limited body size information available from
specimen data (Table 2) and the literature (Taylor 1922; Inger
1954, 1966; Inger et al. 2017), we found a general pattern of two
apparent forms (Table 2) of puddle frogs at each of the
landmasses spanning the Sundaland-Philippine faunal zone
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Table 2. Species identification for four proposed puddle frog species dyads, at four sites (Fig. 1), general subjective (putative) classification as
“pond” versus “stream” ecological types (see text for discussion), microhabitats, forest cover, general size, coloration, and phylogenetic relationships (polyphyletic vs monophyletic; see Fig. 2) inferred for each dyad. Data sources and voucher specimen information are included for reference. Table entries in quotes indicate qualitative impressions of field biologists in cases where no data are available and questions marks (?) indicate unknown. Data for Bornean species from Inger (1966) and Inger et al. (2017); Philippine populations data from Taylor (1920, 1922), Inger
(1954) Alcala and Brown (1998), Brown et al. (2012, 2013b), Devan-Song and Brown (2012), Sanguila et al. (2016), Siler et al. (2011) with additional size ranges augmented and these earlier reports confirmed with data collected from voucher specimens (by RMB), corresponding to the
same individuals and populations from which genetic data presented here (Figs. 2, 3) were derived; all other size data from specimens deposited at
KU (Table 2). Data sources: T22 (Taylor 1922); AB98 (Alcala and Brown 1998) I54 (Inger 1954); I66 (Inger 1966); I17 (Inger et al. 2017); T
(This study). All specimens correspond to museum-deposited voucher specimens and genetic material (KU: https://collections.biodiversity.ku.edu/
KUHerps/; FMNH: https://collectionszoology.fieldmuseum.org/), unless one or the other has been lost/destroyed (voucher specimens from TawiTawi Island [for which genetic material is available]). See Table 1 for correspondence between individual specimens from which genetic sequence
data were derived.

Site/Taxa

Simplified
ecological
type

Forest
cover

Male &
female size
(SVL)

Ventral
coloration

Habitat
substrate

Dyad
relationship

Source

Voucher

Zamboanga & Basilan
O. cf. laevis

pond

open areas &
forest

27–38;
31–55

yellow

muddy water

O. diminutiva

stream

forest

14–24;
22–29

Blotched
white +
brown

stream bed

Tawi-Tawi & Jolo
O. cf laevis

pond

open areas &
forest

"large"

yellow

muddy water

pond +
stream?

disturbed
forest

smaller"

Blotched
white +
brown

stream bed

Borneo
O. cf laevis

pond

forest

21–31;
35–48

yellow

muddy water

O. baluensis

stream

forest

15–25;
25–35

blotched
white +
brown

stream bed

Palawan
O. cf laevis 1

pond

open areas &
forest

22–33;
28–44

yellow

muddy water

O. cf laevis 2

stream

forest

22–29.7;
25.5–33.4

gray with
dark flecks
and blotches

stream bed

O. cf diminutiva
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polyphyletic

polyphyletic

polyphyletic

monophyletic

T22,
AB98,
I54,T

KU334623–29,
334630–35,
334636–37,
334638–41;

T22,
I54, T

KU314464–69,
321225–53;
AS 62559,
CAS20069–71,
0156–60.

T

ELR204 (genetic
sample)

T

ELR161, 170, 202;
CAS60681–83,
62528–34.

I66,
I17, T

FMNH29081,
129091–111,
129113, 129120;
KU155621–22,
155623–24.

I66
I17, T

KU155617–20,
339545, 339547;
FMNH36030–31,
137444, 138075–84,
138086–89,
138096–101.

I54, T

FMNH123585,
KU79025–32,
91305, 309484–85,
326482–83, 308966.

T

KU 79033,
308966, 309164,
309476–80, 326482,
326484–87.
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Figure 2. Bayesian phylogeny based on 900 base pairs of the 16S mitochondrial rRNA gene juxtaposed with results from the mPTP and bGMYC
species delimitation analyses. Gray bars represent species delimitation results that contradict current taxonomic arrangements. Support values at
nodes are Bayesian posterior probabilities, followed by ML bootstrap support, and support values for the mPTP species delimitation analysis.
Localities of interest are listed as BO = Borneo, TT = Tawi-Tawi, ZA = Zamboanga, PM = Peninsular Malaysia, IN = Indonesia, PA1 = Palawan
form 1, and PA2 = Palawan form 2. Asterisks (*) denote locations where species dyads occur (BO, TT, and ZA). Inset photos of representative taxa
include Occidozyga lima (I), O. martensii (II), O. diminutiva (III), O. sumatrana (IV), O. laevis nominal type from Philippines (V), and O. laevis
from Borneo (VI). All photographs were taken by the authors except I, II, and IV, which were taken by Lee Grismer.

interface [Palawan, Tawi-Tawi, southwestern Mindanao
(Zamboanga); each with two apparent morphological types],
and Borneo (three or more forms). We referred loosely to these
individual forms, which illustrate the duality of natural history
observed at any single locality, as the “pond” form and “stream”
form with the caveat that strong statements regarding adherence
to this distinction and degree to which these forms actually
exhibit truly more, or less specialization each will require
verification (with substantially more data from detailed
ecological studies and more sophisticated morphometric
analyses based on large sample sizes of properly preserved
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specimens), but based on the following general set of
observations. Typically, at a given site or general area, with
sufficient survey and re-survey work, field biologists have
recorded two forms of puddle frogs: one form (“pond”)
constitutes a larger-bodied type, usually seen/observed/collected
in more open and/or disturbed habitats, and which is
encountered most often submerged in muddy puddles, stagnant
small ponds, water buffalo wallows, flooded rice fields and
irrigation conduits, or unconnected side-pools of slow-flowing,
low-elevation, silted rivers near coastal areas. Another form (the
“stream specialist”) has been detected by biologists in latter
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stages of sampling, or has been detected only upon follow-up re
-surveys in a particular area (Tawi-Tawi, Zamboanga) or
following years of studies in an area (Palawan), perhaps
suggesting differences in detectability which might reflect
behavior and/or other ecological attributes and preferences—or
just may reflect taxonomic or search-image bias on the part of
field biologists. The “stream” form is usually smaller, it may be
distinguishable with darker ventral coloration, also somewhat
camouflaged dorsally, with spots and cross bars on the head,
body, and limbs. In addition to its small body, darker, more
cryptic coloration, the “stream” form appears associated with
more enclosed, forested habitats, in some instances at higher
elevation, and usually is not encountered in stagnant pools but,
rather, in cooler forested areas, and situated in flowing or
cascading streams.
Available evidence suggests that the loosely-applied
characterization (above) is not perfect and that some exceptions
should be enumerated. Thus, on Languyan Island, Tawi-Tawi, a
“pond” form was found in rice fields and buffalo wallows and a
“stream” form (O. cf. diminutiva) was found in ephemeral
puddles on the floor of a selectively-logged, secondary forest;
other specimens were taken from a small stream (ELBR, pers.
obs.). At Pasonanca, Zamboanga Peninsula of western
Mindanao, a “pond” form was found primarily in muddy pools
on the edge of an agricultural area, and submerged in water of
unconnected side-pools of a large low-elevation river with, and
a “stream” form (O. diminutiva) was encountered in flowing
tributaries and small seeps, both flowing into the same river, but
set back in the forest at steeper terrains where water was
cascading over rocks and cliff faces (RMB, pers. obs.). On
Palawan, the situation is less clear. In some southern areas in
the vicinity of Brookes Point, Quezon, and Narra, only one
microhabitat specialist, the “pond” form, has yet been recorded
(both in stagnant pools in open areas and forest rivers and
streams (RMB pers. obs.), whereas at others (Montible, Roxas,
Taytay, San Vicente; SS and RMB, pers. obs.), a second form is
suggested by our genetic data, smaller specimens in collections
which were only collected in forested streams (RMB, pers.
obs), and a tendency for specimens encountered in small
forested streams to be more colorfully- and cryptically-blotched
(SS, pers obs.).
The puddle frog dyads pattern
Connecting our disparate lines of evidence, even while
acknowledging each’s associated caveats (e.g., the fact that our
observations are from notes, records of field biologists, and
specimen-associated data assembled by different investigators
over a span of ~20 years), nevertheless led to the apparent
conclusion of a dyads pattern of occurrence in puddle frogs
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forms. The point at which our data intersected is the site-by-site
(Fig. 1) accounting of our combined sources of information.
Whether species dyads involved uncontroversial, named (Taylor
1922; Inger 1954, 1966; Alcala and Brown 1998; Inger et al.
2017), phylogenetically unrelated pairs of species (Borneo,
southwestern Mindanao), a named species paired with a
currently unrecognized candidate lineage (Tawi-Tawi), or a pair
of haplotype clades which may correspond to disparate
ecological observations and color pattern tendencies (Palawan:
where the two forms may be sister species), an over-arching
pattern of the apparently repeated duality of ecological and
morphological types of puddle frogs exists at multiple localities
immediately spanning Wallace’s and Huxley’s lines (Fig. 1).
This is particularly evident when we considered that at most
sites (1) our molecular phylogenetic analysis found strong
statistical support for the placement of two separate forms
(unrelated in Borneo, western Mindanao, and Tawi-Tawi, but
possibly sister lineages on Palawan); that in all known dyads,
both forms are (2) genetically divergent lineages; and that (3)
our DNA-facilitated identification of formerly recognized
species (previously named species, now newly confirmed with
genetic material from each named species’ type localities—and
which enabled us to identify related but genetically distinct new
allopatric candidate species such as O. cf. diminutiva on TawiTawi, and O. cf. laevis in Borneo) suggests that other, putatively
new, possibly undescribed, candidate species (with statistical
support from various quantitative species delimitation analyses;
Fig. 2) exhibit equivalent levels of genetic distinctiveness, at or
above a level of genetic divergence estimated among formerly
recognized, names species (Figs. 2, 3).
Discussion
Commenting on puddle frogs of northern Borneo, Inger et
al. (2017) characterized the natural history, ecological
tendencies, and morphological differences between O. cf. laevis
and O. baluensis. Describing O. cf. laevis as effectively
camouflaged against the drab color of the muddy, stagnant water
in which the species is always found (puddles, small ponds, and
wallows), the authors described the second species of the
Borneo dyad (O. baluensis) as matching the variably-colored
gravel, and red clay soil making up the substate of seeps and
small flowing streams in forested areas (Table 2). Similarly, our
survey of genetic, phenotypic, and ecological (microhabitat
preference) variation in Occidozyga puddle frog populations on
either side of the Sundaland–Philippine faunal zone interface
revealed a surprising, widespread pattern of species occurrence
in dyads, or repeated pairs of distinct evolutionary lineages,
usually also ecologically constituting somewhat separate “pond”
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Figure 3. Density plots showing the distribution of uncorrected pdistances between reciprocally monophyletic focal clades.

versus “stream” forms; these involved previously recognized,
named species, candidate species supported by our statistical
species delimitation analyses (Fig. 2), and divergent forms with
phenotypic variation (Table 2), which have diverged from
congeners on the same scale as divergence found between
taxonomically uncontroversial named species (Fig. 3). Aside
from the question of how widespread this pattern may be, and
whether it prevails on landmasses farther north (the oceanic
portions of the Philippines) or south (southern Sundaland, and
other portions of the Indo-Australian Archipelago; Fig. 1), what
can we infer about evolutionary processes associated with, or
possibly giving rise to, this newly-elucidated pattern of species
dyads in geographic distributions of puddle frogs?
The question articulated above takes a more general form
if we ask how have recently diverged species pairs (which we
expect to be phenotypically and ecologically similar, at least at
the onset of their divergence) empirically been shown to
coexist? Or, how have seemingly similar species managed to
coexist in time or space and avoid direct competition? We know
from numerous comparative phylogenetic analyses of
ecological niche differentiation, that phenotypically and/or
ecologically similar land vertebrates appear to coexist due to
divergence along key axes of organismal variation, often linked
functionally to fitness via a phenotype–environment correlation
(Schluter, 2000). In some heavily-cited cases of adaptive
radiation, primary axes of variation involve evolutionary
change, in a nearly deterministic fashion, in feeding niche and
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related specializations (Lamichhaney et al., 2015), specialized
utilization of structural microhabitats (Mahler et al., 2010), body
size divergence and existence of optimal size categories (Setiadi
et al., 2011) or other, critical, form-function relationship features
(Alfaro et al., 2009; Cooney et al., 2017). In amphibians,
additional conspicuous potential axes of variation involve larval
biology (and the entire suite of associated variables, including
dietary specializations, foraging guilds, life history trait
variation, developmental timing, etc.; Alcala 1962; Duellman &
Trueb 1986), reproductive mode, temporal segregation of the
timing of reproduction, modality of mate-recognition signals
and acoustic niche partitioning (Duellman and Pyles, 1983;
Wells, 1977), and the overall fine-scale partitioning of spatial
differentiation in response to ecological opportunity (Myers and
Burbrink, 2012; Yoder et al., 2010), which may be tightly
coupled to fine-scale microhabitat preferences (Blackburn et al.,
2013; Setiadi et al., 2011). Which of these patterns (and inferred
processes) might explain the species dyad distribution pattern
revealed here in Philippine puddle frogs? At this point, data are
quite limited, and these limitations prevent firm conclusions.
The availability of only a single gene mitochondrial gene locus
(preventing species tree inferences and characterizations of gene
flow) and our lack of dense population-level sampling, prevent
us from confidently distinguishing between geographic structure
of genetic variation and possible species boundaries (Sukumaran
and Knowles, 2017); these shortcomings will have to be
ameliorated with future studies.
At this point, three primary sources of information hold the
potential to substantially clarify the questions raised here. First,
(1) genomic data (Chan et al. 2017; Chan et al. 2020; Hutter et
al. 2019) collected from throughout the range of our sampling,
and including key populations on either side of the Sundaland–
Philippine faunal interface would greatly empower tests of
species boundaries; second, (2) as the primary anuran materecognition signal (Wells, 1977), acoustic advertisement calls of
frogs have the potential to reveal species boundaries, even in
cases where morphological differentiation has not accompanied
speciation (Brown et al., 2017, 2015); and third (3) there can be
no substitute for the kind of natural history information, detailed
microhabitat data, and behavioral clues that accompany long
term, comprehensive, survey and re-survey field studies that
focus on organisms in their natural environment (Brown et al.,
2013b; Sanguila et al., 2016). With their exquisitely derived
tadpoles (Haas et al., 2014), Occidozyga are known obligate
carnivores, a fact which opens the possibility of fine-scale larval
specialization on different prey items in slightly different
microhabitats (e.g., stagnant pools and puddles, versus flowing
or cascading, cooler, oxygenated water in forest streams). Thus,
we strongly encourage students, protected area wardens, wildlife
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managers, and conservation specialists to join forces in
collaboration and focus on multilocus genetic datasets (Chan et
al. 2020), large sample sizes of properly recorded (and
vouchered) frog vocalizations (Köhler et al., 2017), multivariate
analyses of adult phenotypic variation (Brown et al., 2017) and,
most importantly, detailed field-based life history studies of
Occidozyga microhabitats, larval biology, and adult behavior
associated with the reproductive effort. Are puddle frog
populations with apparent preferences for cool, running,
enclosed forest stream environments truly “specialized” as a
result of replicated evolutionary shifts in ecological preferences,
tendencies, or physiological limits—and can we demonstrate
(with ecological and physiological data and/or diet) that the
hypothesized, contrasting “pond” forms found in open habitats,
stagnant pools and puddles, in disturbed areas at low elevations
have wider water pH tolerances, statistically broader
temperature range limits, occur in more numerous kinds of
bodies of water, and/or quantitatively exhibit a more variable
diet? These and other questions will need to be the subject of
focal studies, in different areas where puddle frog dyads occur,
involving populations and species with distinct evolutionary
histories, and occurring as part of communities of variable
complexity; real data, collected properly in the field, and
analyzed with appropriate inferential statistics will be required,
before vindication or refutation of the pattern hinted at here,
will be possible. Only then will a taxonomic resolution of this
complex, archipelago-wide frog group be possible.
Opening our view through the window of amphibians
natural history starts with modest, local-scale, observational
studies requiring patience, persistence, and a desire to
communicate science (Alcala 1955, 1956, 1957, 1958, 1962;
Alcala and Brown 1955a,b, 1956, 1982, 1987). Here we have
shown that rather than representing just a single common,
widespread, human commensal species, the Philippine
Occidozyga radiation encapsulates a series of unresolved,
ongoing, general-interest conceptual questions in ecology and
evolutionary biology—all of which hold tremendous potential
for future studies.
Acknowledgements
We thank A.C. Alcala for advice and encouragement,
especially during early stages of our research in the Philippines,
and A. Resetar and R. F. Inger (FMNH) for providing access to
genetic samples from Borneo. Permits for this and related
studies were facilitated by the Palawan Council for Sustainable
Development, the Zamboanga City DENR (Region 9) office,
Manila-based Biodiversity Monitoring Bureau officers A.
Tagtag and J. de Leon, the Zamboanga City Water District, and

© Association of Systematic Biologists of the Philippines

the Protected Area Management Bureau of Pasonanca Natural
Park. In particular, SS thanks Katala Foundation Inc.’s funding
partners for their support during recent biodiversity studies
(Turtle Conservation Fund, Wildlife Reserves Singapore, an
anonymous donor, Chester Zoo, Beauval Nature, ZGAP, Loro
Parque Foundation, and Rainforest Trust), ELBR thanks
Haribon Foundation’s Threatened Species Program and R. A.
Altamirano for the invitation to study the fauna of Languyan
Island, Tawi-Tawi; and RMB acknowledges US National
Science Foundation grants (DEB 0743491 and 1654388) which
supported field work. We thank our Palawan field companions
D.D. Acosta, R.P. Mesicampo, V.F. Abrina, R. Esuma, A.B.
Manlavi, G.L. Lagrosa, J.R.F. Lagrosa, R.A. Lagrosa, M.D.
Tinay, E.G. Gabuco, J.B. Lavega, A. Bayot; Team Tawi-Tawi:
D. de Alban, E. Batangan, A. Lasmarias, H. Garcia, M. Saulog,
D. Tabaranza, N. Antoque, D. Warguez, R. Pamaong-Jose, S.
Ramayla; and KU field partners J.B. Fernandez, C.D. Siler, R.
Moyle, C. Oliveros, J. Esselstyn, M.B. Sanguila, and A.
Diesmos; and thanks are due to L.L. Grismer for sharing
photographs used in figures for this study.
Literature Cited
Alcala, A.C., 1955. Observations on the life history and ecology
of Rana erythraea Schlegel, on Negros Island, Philippines.
Silliman Journal, 2: 175–192.
Alcala, A.C., 1956. Kaloula picta on Negros Island. Silliman
Journal, 31: 44–146.
Alcala, A.C., 1957. Philippine notes on the ecology of the giant
marine toad. Silliman Journal, 4: 90–96.
Alcala, A.C., 1958. Amphibians on Negros Island, including
two new records. Silliman Journal, 5: 171–174.
Alcala, A.C., 1962. Breeding behavior and early development of
frogs of Negros, Philippines Islands. Copeia, 1962: 679–
726.
Alcala, A.C. & W.C. Brown, 1955a. Observations on
amphibians of the Mount Halcon and Canlaon areas,
Philippine Islands. Silliman Journal, 2: 93–102.
Alcala, A.C. & W.C. Brown, 1955b. Discovery of the frog
Cornufer guentheri on Negros Island, Philippines, with
observations on its life history. Herpetologica, 13: 182–184.
Alcala, A.C. & W.C. Brown, 1956. Early life history of two
Philippine frogs with notes on egg deposition.
Herpetologica, 12: 241–246.
Alcala, A.C. & W.C. Brown, 1982. Reproductive biology of
some species of Philautus (Rhacophoridae) and other
Philippine anurans. Kalikasan, Philippine Journal of
Biology, 11: 203–226.
Alcala, A.C. & W.C. Brown, 1987. Notes on the microhabitat of

Volume 14 Issue 2 - 2020 | 11

Chan et al.: Pairs of puddle frogs span Wallace's and Huxley's Line
the Philippine discoglossid frog Barbourula busuangensis.
Silliman Journal, 34: 12–17.
Alcala A.C. & W.C. Brown, 1998. Philippine Amphibians: An
Illustrated Field Guide. Bookmark, Makati City,
Philippines.
Alfaro, M.E., F. Santini, C. Brock, H. Alamilo, A. Dornburg,
D.L. Rabosky, G. Carnevele, & L. Harmon, 2009. Nine
exceptional radiations plus high turnover explain species
diversity in jawed vertebrates. Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences, 106: 13410–13414.
AmphibiaWeb, 2020. University of California, Berkeley, CA,
USA. Accessed 19 Jun 2020. <https://amphibiaweb.org>
Berry, P.Y., 1975. The Amphibian Fauna of Peninsular
Malaysia. Tropical Press, Kuala Lumpur.
Blackburn, D.C., C.D. Siler, A.C. Diesmos, J.A. Mcguire, D.C.
Cannatella & R.M. Brown, 2013. An adaptive radiation of
frogs in a southeast Asian island archipelago. Evolution 67:
2631–2646.
Blair, C. & R.W. Bryson, 2017. Cryptic diversity and
discordance in single-locus species delimitation methods
within horned lizards (Phrynosomatidae: Phrynosoma).
Molecular Ecology Resources, 17: 1168–1182.
Bouckaert, R. & A. Drummond, 2017. bModelTest: Bayesian
phylogenetic site model averaging and model comparison.
BMC Evolutionary Biology, 17: 1–11.
Bouckaert, R., T.G. Vaughan, J. Barido-Sottani, S. Duchêne, M.
Fourment, A. Gavryushkina, J. Heled, G. Jones, D.
Kühnert, N. De Maio, M. Matschiner, F.K. Mendes, N.F.
Müller, H.A. Ogilvie, L. Du Plessis, A. Popinga, A.
Rambaut, D. Rasmussen, I. Siveroni, M.A. Suchard, C.H.
Wu, D. Xie, C. Zhang, T. Stadler & A.J. Drummond, 2019.
BEAST 2.5: An advanced software platform for Bayesian
evolutionary analysis. PLoS Computational Biology, 15: 1–
28.
Boulenger, G.A., 1882. Catalogue of the Batrachia Salientia s.
Ecaudata, Collection of the British Museum. Taylor &
Francis, London.
Brown, R.M., 2016. Biogeography of land vertebrates. In:
Kliman, R.M., (ed.), Encyclopedia of Evolutionary
Biology. Academic Press/Elsevier Inc, Oxford, UK, pp.
211–220.
Brown, R.M. & S.I. Guttman, 2002. Phylogenetic systematics
of the Rana signata complex of Philippine and Bornean
stream frogs: reconsideration of Huxley’s modification of
Wallace’s Line at the Oriental–Australian faunal zone
interface. Biological Journal of the Linnaean Society, 76:
393–461.
Brown, R.M., C.H. Oliveros, C.D. Siler, J.B. Fernandez, L.J.
Welton, P.A.C. Buenavente, M.L.L. Diesmos & A.C.

Philippine Journal of Systematic Biology Online ISSN: 2508-0342

Diesmos, 2012. Amphibians and reptiles of Luzon Island
(Philippines), VII: Herpetofauna of Ilocos Norte province,
Northern Cordillera Mountain range. Check List, 8: 469–
490.
Brown, R.M., A. Prue, K.O. Chan, M. Gaulke, M.B. Sanguila &
C.D. Siler, 2017. Taxonomic reappraisal of the northeast
Mindanao stream frog, Sanguirana albotuberculata (Inger
1954), validation of Rana mearnsi, Stejneger 1905, and
description of a new species from the central Philippines.
Herpetological Monographs, 31: 210–231.
Brown, R.M., C.D. Siler, C.H. Oliveros, J.A. Esselstyn, A.C.
Diesmos, P.A. Hosner, C.W. Linkem, A.J. Barley, J.R.
Oaks, M.B. Sanguila, L.J. Welton, D.C. Blackburn, R.G.
Moyle, T. Peterson, A.C. Alcala, 2013a. Evolutionary
processes of diversification in a model island archipelago.
Annual Review of Ecology, Evolution, and Systematics, 44:
411–435.
Brown, R.M., C.D. Siler, C.H. Oliveros, L.J. Welton, A. Rock,
J. Swab, M. Van Weerd, J. van Beijnen, J.E. Rodriguez &
A.C. Diesmos, 2013b. The amphibians and reptiles of
Luzon Island, Philippines, VIII: The herpetofauna of
Cagayan and Isabela Provinces, northern Sierra Madre
Mountain Range. Zookeys, 266: 1–120.
Brown, R.M., C.D. Siler, S.J. Richards, A.C. Diesmos & D.C.
Cannatella, 2015. Multilocus phylogeny and a new
classification for Southeast Asian and Melanesian forest
frogs (family Ceratobatrachidae). Zoological Journal of the
Linnaean Society, 174: 130–168.
Brown, W.C. & A.C. Alcala, 1970. The zoogeography of the
herpetofauna of the Philippine Islands, a fringing
archipelago. Proceedings of the California Academy of
Sciences, 38: 105–130.
Chan-ard, T., 2003. A Photographic Guide to Amphibians in
Thailand. Darnsutha Press Co., Ltd., Bangkok, Thailand.
Chan, K.O., A.M. Alexander, L.L. Grismer, Y.C. Su, J.L.
Grismer, E.S.H. Quah & R.M. Brown, 2017. Species
delimitation with gene flow: a methodological comparison
and population genomics approach to elucidate cryptic
species boundaries in Malaysian Torrent Frogs. Molecular
Ecology, 26: 5435–5450.
Chan, K.O., D. Belabut & N. Ahmad, 2010a. A revised checklist
of the amphibians of Peninsular Malaysia. Russian Journal
of Herpetology, 17: 202–206.
Chan, K.O., C.R. Hutter, Jr. P.L. Wood, L.L. Grismer, I. Das &
R.M. Brown, 2020. Gene flow creates a mirage of cryptic
species in a Southeast Asian spotted stream frog complex.
Molecular Ecology, 29: 3970-3987.
Chan, K.O., J. van Rooijen, L.L. Grismer, D. Belabut, M.A.
Muin, H. Jamaludin, R. Gregory & N. Ahmad, 2010b. First

Volume 14 Issue 2 - 2020 | 12

Chan et al.: Pairs of puddle frogs span Wallace's and Huxley's Line
report on the herpetofauna of Pulau Pangkor, Perak,
Malaysia. Russian Journal of Herpetology, 17: 139–146.
Cooney, C.R., J.A. Tobias, J.T. Weir, C.A. Botero & N.
Seddon, 2017. Sexual selection, speciation and constraints
on geographical range overlap in birds. Ecology Letters, 20:
863–871.
Dellicour, S. & J.F. Flot, 2018. The hitchhiker’s guide to singlelocus species delimitation. Molecular Ecology Resources,
18(6): 1234–1246.
Devan-Song, A. & R.M. Brown, 2012. Amphibians and reptiles
of Luzon Island, Philippines, VI: The herpetofauna of the
Subic Bay area. Asian Herpetological. Research, 3: 1–20.
Diesmos, A., J. Watters, N. Huron, D. Davis, A. Alcala, R.
Crombie, L. Afuang, G. Gee-Das, R. Sison, M. Sanguila,
M.L. Penrod, M.J. Labonte, C.S. Davey, A.E. Leone, M.L.
Diesmos, E.Y. Sy, L.J. Welton, R.M. Brown & C.D. Siler,
2015. Amphibians of the Philippines, part I: checklist of the
species. Proceedings of the California Academy of
Sciences, 62: 457–539.
Duellman, W.E. & R.A. Pyles, 1983. Acoustic resource
partitioning in anuran communities. Copeia, 3: 639-649.
Duellman, W.E. & L. Trueb, 1986. Biology of Amphibians.
McGraw Hill.
Esselstyn, J.A., C.H. Oliveros, R.G. Moyle, T.A. Peterson, J.A.
McGuire, R.M. Brown, 2010. Integrating phylogenetic and
taxonomic evidence illuminates complex biogeographic
patterns along Huxley’s modification of Wallace’s Line.
Journal of Biogeography, 37: 2054–2066.
Evans, B.J., R.M. Brown, J.A. McGuire, J. Supriatna, N.
Andayani, A. Diesmos, D.Iskandar, D.J. Melnick & D.C.
Cannatella, 2003. Phylogenetics of fanged frogs: testing
biogeographical hypotheses at the interface of the Asian
and Australian faunal zones. Systematic Biology, 52: 794–
819.
Frost, D.R., 2020. Amphibian Species of the World: An Online
Reference. Version 6.0 (accessed 21 April 2020) [WWW
Document].
Electron.
Database
Access.
http//
research.amnh.org/herpetology/amphibia/index.html. Am.
Museum Nat. Hist. New York, USA.
Grismer, L.L., T.M. Youmans, P.L.Jr. Wood, A. Ponce, S.B.
Wright, B.S Jones, R. Johnson, K.L. Sanders, D.J. Gower,
N.S. Yaakob & K.K.P. Lim, 2006. Checklist of the
herpetofauna of Pulau Langkawi, Malaysia, with comments
on taxonomy. Hamadryad, 30: 61–74.
Haas, A., J. Pohlmeyer, D.S. McLeod, T. Kleinteich, S.T.
Hertwig, I. Das & D.R. Buchholz, 2014. Extreme tadpoles
II: The highly derived larval anatomy of Occidozyga
baluensis (Boulenger, 1896), an obligate carnivorous
tadpole. Zoomorphology 133: 321–342.

© Association of Systematic Biologists of the Philippines

Hoang, D.T., Chernomor, O., von Haeseler, A., Minh, B.Q., Le,
S.V., 2017. UFBoot2: improving the ultrafast bootstrap
approximation. Molecular Biology and Evolution, 35: 518–
522. https://doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msx281
Hutter, C.R., K.A. Cobb, D.M. Portik, S.L. Travers, P.L.Jr.
Wood, R.M. Brown, 2019. FrogCap: A modular sequence
capture probe set for phylogenomics and population
genetics for all frogs, assessed across multiple phylogenetic
scales. bioRxiv, 825307.
Inger, R.F., 1954. Systematics and zoogeography of Phillipine
amphibia. Fieldiana (Zoology), 33: 183–531.
Inger, R.F., 1956. Some amphibians from the lowlands of north
Borneo. Fieldiana (Zoology), 34: 389–424.
Inger, R.F., 1966. The systematics and zoogeography of the
Amphibia of Borneo. Fieldiana (Zoology), 52: 1–402.
Inger, R.F., R.B. Stuebing, U.T. Grafe & M.J. Dehling, 2017. A
Field Guide to the Frogs of Borneo, 3rd Edition. Natural
History Publications (Borneo), Kota Kinabalu.
Iskandar, D.T., U. Arifin & A. Rachmansah, 2011. A new frog
(Anura,
Dicroglossidae),
related
to
Occidozyga
semipalmata Smith, 1927, from the eastern Peninsula of
Sulawesi, Indonesia. Raffles Bulletin of Zoology, 59: 219–
228.
IUCN, 2019. The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species [WWW
Document]. IUCN Red List Threat. Species. Version 20193.
http//www.iucnredlist.org.
URL
http://
www.iucnredlist.org (accessed 12.10.19).
Kalyaanamoorthy, S., B.Q. Minh, T.K.F. Wong, A. von
Haeseler & L.S. Jermiin, 2017. ModelFinder: fast model
selection for accurate phylogenetic estimates. Nature
Methods, 14: 587–589.
Kapli, P., S. Lutteropp, J. Zhang, K. Kobert, P. Pavlidis, A.
Stamatakis & T. Flouri, 2017. Multi-rate Poisson tree
processes for single-locus species delimitation under
maximum likelihood and Markov chain Monte Carlo.
Bioinformatics, 33: 1630–1638.
Kearse, M., R. Moir, A. Wilson, S. Stones-Havas, M. Cheung,
S. Sturrock, S. Buxton, A. Cooper, S. Markowitz, C. Duran,
T. Thierer, B. Ashton, P. Meintjes & A. Drummond, 2012.
Geneious Basic: an integrated and extendable desktop
software platform for the organization and analysis of
sequence data. Bioinformatics, 28: 1647–9.
Köhler, J., M. Jansen, A. Rodríguez, P.J.R. Kok, L.F. Toledo,
M. Emmrich, F. Glaw, C.F.B. Haddad, M.O. Rödel & M.
Vences, 2017. The use of bioacoustics in anuran taxonomy:
Theory, terminology, methods and recommendations for
best practice. Zootaxa, 4251: 1–124.
Kumar, S., G. Stecher, M. Li, C. Knyaz & K. Tamura, 2018.
MEGA X: Molecular evolutionary genetics analysis across

Volume 14 Issue 2 - 2020 | 13

Chan et al.: Pairs of puddle frogs span Wallace's and Huxley's Line
computing platforms. Molecular Biology and Evolution,
35: 1547–1549.
Lamichhaney, S., J. Berglund, M.S. Almén, K. Maqbool, M.
Grabherr, A. Martinez-Barrio, M. Promerová, C.J. Rubin,
C. Wang, N. Zamani, B.R. Grant, P.R. Grant, M.T.
Webster & L. Andersson, 2015. Evolution of Darwin’s
finches and their beaks revealed by genome sequencing.
Nature, 518: 371–375.
Lohman, D.J., M. de Bruyn, T. Page, K. von Rintelen, R. Hall,
P.K.L. Ng, H.T. Shih, G.R. Carvalho, T. von Rintelen,
2011. Biogeography of the Indo-Australian Archipelago.
Annual Review on Ecology, Evolution, and Systematics, 42:
205–226.
Mahler, D.L., L.J. Revell, R.E. Glor & J.B. Losos, 2010.
Ecological opportunity and the rate of morphological
evolution in the diversification of greater Antillean anoles.
Evolution, 64: 2731–2745.
Malkmus, R., U. Manthey, G. Vogel, P. Hoffmann & J. Kosuch,
2002. Amphibians & Reptiles of Mount Kinabalu (North
Borneo). Koeltz Scientific Books, Königstein.
Manthey, U. & W. Grossmann, 1997. Amphibien & Reptilien
Südostasiens. Natur-und-Tier-Verlag, Münster.
Mayr, E., 1944. Wallace’s Line in the light of recent
zoogeographic studies. Quarterly Review of Biology, 19: 1–
14.
McLeod, D.S., 2010. Of least concern? Systematics of a cryptic
species complex: Limnonectes kuhlii (Amphibia: Anura:
Dicroglossidae). Molecular Phylogenetics and Evolution,
56: 991–1000.
Myers, E. & F.T. Burbrink, 2012. Ecological opportunity:
Trigger of adaptive radiation. Nature Education
Knowledge, 3: 23.
Nguyen, L.T., H.A. Schmidt, A. Von Haeseler & B.Q. Minh,
2015. IQ-TREE: A fast and effective stochastic algorithm
for
estimating
maximum-likelihood
phylogenies.
Molecular Biology and Evolution, 32: 268–274.
Nutphund, W., 2001. Amphibians of Thailand. Amarin Printing
and Publishing Public Co., Bangkok.
Ohler, A., 2003. Comments on a new book on the Amphibia of
Thailand, with a tentative allocation of the figured species.
Alytes, 21: 100–102.
Pyron, A. & J. Wiens, 2011. A large-scale phylogeny of
Amphibia including over 2800 species, and a revised
classification of extant frogs, salamanders, and caecilians.
Molecular Phylogenetics and Evolution, 61: 543–583.
Rambaut, A., M.A. Suchard, D. Xie, D. & A.J. Drummond,
2014. Tracer v1.6, Available from http://beast.bio.ed.ac.uk/
Tracer.
Reid, N.M. & B. C. Carstens, B.C., Phylogenetic estimation

Philippine Journal of Systematic Biology Online ISSN: 2508-0342

error can decrease the accuracy of species delimitation: a
Bayesian implementation of the general mixed Yulecoalescent model. BMC Evolutionary Biology, 12: 196.
Sanguila, M.B., K.A. Cobb, C.D. Siler, A.C. Diesmos, A.C.
Alcala & R.M. Brown, 2016. The amphibians and reptiles
of Mindanao Island, southern Philippines, II: The
herpetofauna of northeast Mindanao and adjacent islands.
Zookeys, 624: 1–132.
Schluter, D., 2000. The Ecology of Adaptive Radiation. Oxford
University Press, Oxford, UK.
Setiadi, M.I., J.A. McGuire, R.M. Brown, M. Zubairi, D.T.
Iskandar, N. Andayani, J. Supriatna & B.J. Evans, 2011.
Adaptive radiation and ecological opportunity in Sulawesi
and Philippine fanged frog (Limnonectes) communities.
American Naturalist, 178: 221–240.
Siler, C.D., J.R. Oaks, L.J. Welton, C.W. Linkem, J.C. Swab,
A.C. Diesmos & R.M. Brown, 2012. Did geckos ride the
Palawan raft to the Philippines? Journal of Biogeography,
39: 1217–1234.
Siler, C.D., L.J. Welton, J.M. Siler, J. Brown, A. Bucol, A.C.
Diesmos & R.M. Brown, 2011. Amphibians and Reptiles,
Luzon Island, Aurora Province and Aurora Memorial
National Park, northern Philippines: new island distribution
records. Check List, 7: 182.
Sukumaran, J. & L.L. Knowles, 2017. Multispecies coalescent
delimits structure, not species. Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences, 114: 1607–1612.
Tang, C.Q., A.M. Humphreys, D. Fontaneto & T.G.
Barraclough, 2014. Effects of phylogenetic reconstruction
method on the robustness of species delimitation using
single-locus data. Methods in Ecology and Evolution, 5:
1086–1094.
Taylor, E.H., 1920. Philippine Amphibia. Philippine Journal of
Science, 16: 213–359.
Taylor, E.H., 1922. Additions to the herpetological fauna of the
Philippine Islands. II. Philippine Journal of Science, 21:
257–303.
Wells, K.D., 1977. The social behaviour of anuran amphibians.
Animal Behaviour, 25: 666–693.
Yoder, J.B., E. Clancey, S. Des Roches, J.M. Eastman, L.
Gentry, W. Godsoe, T.J. Hagey, D. Jochimsen, B.P.
Oswald, J. Robertson, B.A.J. Sarver, J.J. Schenk, S.F. Spear
& L.J. Harmon, 2010. Ecological opportunity and the
origin of adaptive radiations. Journal of Evolutionary
Biology, 23: 1581–1596.

Volume 14 Issue 2 - 2020 | 14

