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Abstract
Since the rearrangement of all leptotyphlopid species previously known as
“Leptotyphlops” in Adalsteinsson et al. (2009)'s paper, several taxa have remained
untested regarding their generic identity and have been assigned to different genera based on phenotypic data or, in some cases, without any clear justification.
Most of the difficulties in assigning some leptotyphlopid taxa are due to their conserved external morphology, summed with a relatively small number of available
specimens, which complicate the recognition of a unique combination of characters for their reasonable generic allocation. On the other hand, recent osteological
studies—especially those on the skull—provide relevant data combinations for
species assignment and even for the recognition of new genera. In this work, we
have attempted to determine the generic allocation of Epictia unicolor and Trilepida guayaquilensis—both species currently known only by their holotype—
based on a detailed description of cranial and post-cranial osteology. We confirm
the assignment of E. unicolor to the genus Epictia despite the divergent configuration of cephalic shields. Based mainly on data from the skull, suspensorium, and
cervical vertebrae but supported by external morphology as well as a redescription
of the holotype, we propose the assignment of Trilepida guayaquilensis to the
genus Epictia. This study provides not only detailed data on the osteology of
Epictia, but also a first approach to the putative combination of osteological characters for the genus.
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1 | INTRODUCTION
The 142 currently recognized species of the fossorial
blindsnake family Leptotyphlopidae (Martins et al., 2019;
Uetz, Freed & Hosek, 2021) comprise the smallest of all
snake species (usually <30 cm in total length) and are
among the least studied and poorest known groups of reptiles. Members of the family are widely distributed and
inhabit North, Central and South America, Africa, the Arabian Peninsula, and southwest Asia. Previous to the study of
Adalsteinsson et al. (2009), all but one species (Rhinoleptus
koniagui) of the family were placed within the genus
Leptotyphlops (Orejas-Miranda, Roux-Estève & Guibé, 1970).
Adalsteinsson et al. (2009) proposed a new classification by
splitting Leptotyphlopidae, which at that time included
116 species, into two subfamilies (Epictinae and
Leptotyphlopinae) and 12 genera, based on a hypothesis of
phylogenetic relationships obtained from molecular data.
For some genera (e.g., Namibiana, Siagonodon, Trilepida)
only a single species was genetically analyzed. Thus, due to
the lack of molecular data, the assignment of other species
to the respective genera was provisionally made based on
their belonging to one of 12 previously defined species
groups based on external morphological similarities
(Broadley, 1999; Broadley & Broadley, 1999; Broadley &
Wallach, 1997; Broadley & Wallach, 2007; Hahn, 1978;
Orejas-Miranda, 1967; Peters, 1970; Thomas, 1965; Thomas,
McDiarmid & Thompson, 1985; Wallach, 1996a; Wallach,
2003; Wallach & Hahn, 1997). However, four species of
leptotyphlopids previously assigned to the genera Rena and
Siagonodon, by Adalsteinsson et al. (2009) are now considered to belong to the genus Trilepida based on more
recent data (Natera Mumaw, Esqueda Gonzalez &
Castelaín, 2015; Pinto & Curcio, 2011; Pinto & Fernandes,
2012; Pinto et al., 2010). Likewise, very recently a species
was moved from the genus Epictia to a new genus
Habrophallos (Martins et al., 2019). These newer systematic rearrangements indicate that more detailed studies—
mostly combining morphological data—are needed to correctly assign leptotyphlopid species to genera.
Data on skeletal morphology of different species of
leptotyphlopids have been accumulated since the 19th century (e.g., Abdeen, Abo-Taira & Zaher, 1991a; Abdeen, AboTaira & Zaher, 1991b; Abdeen, Abo-Taira & Zaher, 1991c;
Broadley & Broadley, 1999; Broadley & Wallach, 2007;
Brock, 1932; Cundall & Irish, 2008; Duerden & Essex, 1923;
Duméril & Bibron, 1844; Essex, 1927; Fabrezi, Marcus &
Scrocchi, 1985; FitzSimons, 1962; Haas, 1930, 1931, 1959;
Hardaway & Williams, 1976; Kley, 2001, 2006; List, 1966;
McDowell & Bogert, 1954; Parker & Grandison, 1977; Pinto
et al., 2015; Rieppel, 1979; Rieppel, Kley & Maisano, 2009).
Broadley and Broadley (1999) studied southern African species of the subfamily Leptotyphlopinae, and found for the
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first time that the arrangement of the dorsal skull bones
(e.g., paired or unpaired parietal; degree of separation in the
midline in paired parietals; presence, position and shape of a
postparietal bone) provides diagnostic characters that are useful for the differentiation of genera, and in some cases even
species. However, skeletal characters have rarely been used
to differentiate species and genera (Broadley &
Wallach, 2007; Fabrezi et al., 1985), largely because the use
of historical dissection methods to visualize the skeleton is
extremely difficult in these small snakes. Altogether, information on the skull morphology of 27 African species is
available from all four genera of Leptotyphlopinae which
share paired nasals, supraoccipitals, otooccipitals, and
prootics. Before this special issue, there were only rare exemplar studies of skulls of the subfamily Epictinae (e.g., Martins
et al., 2021; Pinto et al., 2015), and only recently have skull
characters been used for the first time to define a new genus
(Habrophallos, see Martins et al., 2019). According to the
available information, the species and genera of Epictinae
share a fused, unpaired parietal and differ from each other
most conspicuously in having paired or unpaired
supraoccipital and nasal bones (Broadley, 2004; Cundall &
Irish, 2008; Curcio, 2003; Fabrezi et al., 1985; Haas, 1930;
Kley, 2006; List, 1966; Martins et al., 2019; McDowell &
Bogert, 1954; Pinto et al., 2015; Rieppel et al., 2009; SalazarValenzuela et al., 2015).
The species Trilepida guayaquilensis (Orejas-Miranda &
Peters, 1970; Figure 1), is only known from the holotype
(ZMB 4508) (Cisneros-Heredia, 2008; McDiarmid, Campbell & Touré, 1999; Pinto, 2010; Wallach, Williams &
Boundy, 2014) and represents one of the species that was
generically allocated by Adalsteinsson et al. (2009) merely
based on external morphology data provided by OrejasMiranda and Peters (1970). Pinto et al. (2010) already
questioned the generic allocation of T. guayaquilensis
based on external morphological examination of the holotype, and a recent analysis of the cranial osteology of the
genus Trilepida (Martins et al., 2021) suggests that the
taxon does not belong to this genus.
The species Epictia unicolor (Werner, 1913; Figure 2)
with uncertain origin (probably from Brazil) and also
known only from the holotype (ZMH 8401), was not
mentioned in the study of Adalsteinsson et al. (2009), and
according to Boundy and Wallach (2008), was also overlooked in earlier studies. Boundy and Wallach (2008) recognized the holotype as a unique species, Leptotyphlops
unicolor, differing from all known species of the family
Leptotyphlopidae by having a subocular scale, a uniform
dorsal pattern, fewer than 250 transverse scale rows and
a tail length that is <15% of the total length. They further
provided a detailed redescription of the holotype and
compared it with the other eight leptotyphlopid species
known at that time, which share a subocular scale and
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were assigned by Adalsteinsson et al. (2009) to the New
World genera Mitophis (M. asbolepis, M. calypso, M. leptepileptus, M. pyrites) and Tetracheilostoma (T. bilineata,
T. breuili, T. carlae), as well as the African genus Tricheilostoma (T. dissimilis). Leptotyphlops unicolor was
later assigned to the genus Epictia by Wallach et al.
(2014) without any justification.
In order to better assess the taxonomic status of Epictia
unicolor and Trilepida guayaquilensis, we examined their
holotypes and obtained high-resolution x-ray computed
tomography (HRXCT) images that allowed us to provide
detailed osteological descriptions. Since skull morphology
data has proven to be very conserved intragenerically and
is therefore useful for the systematics of leptotyphlopids
(but see Martins et al., 2019; Martins et al., 2021), we propose the assignment of both species to the genus Epictia
based on osteological data and provide a redescription of
the holotype of Trilepida guayaquilensis.
F I G U R E 1 Holotype of Epictia guayaquilensis (ZMB 4508).
(a) Dorsal, (b) lateral, and (c) ventral views of the head. (d) Dorsal
and (e) ventral views of the midbody. (f) Dorsal and (g) ventral
views of the total body

F I G U R E 2 Holotype of Epictia unicolor (ZMH 8401).
(a) Dorsal, (b) lateral, and (c) ventral views of the head. (d) Dorsal
and (e) ventral views of the midbody. (f) Dorsal and (g) ventral
views of the tail. (h) Dorsal and (i) ventral views of the total body

2 | MATERIALS AND METHODS
We obtained X-ray images of the head, upper body and
the cloacal region of the holotypes of Epictia unicolor
(ZMH 8401) and Trilepida guayaquilensis (ZMB 4508) in
three dimensions (3D) using a high-resolution micro-CT
scanner (Bruker SkyScan 1173) at the Zoologisches
Forschungsmuseum Alexander Koenig (ZFMK) in Bonn,
Germany. We used the following settings: an X-ray beam
with 35–38 kV source voltage and 114–160 μA current,
no filter, rotation steps of 0.25 –0.3 , frame averaging of
5, 180 rotation, resulting in 800–960 projections of 500–
600 ms exposure time each and a total scan duration of
56 min. The magnification setup generated data with an
isotropic voxel size of 6.4–7.1 μm. The CT-datasets were
reconstructed using N-Recon software (Bruker MicroCT).
Amira visualisation software (FEI, Thermo Fisher Scientific) was used to render and segment the datasets of the
skulls in 3D, and images were created showing each bone
in a different color. Terminology for anatomical structures follows List (1966), Rieppel (1979), Cundall and
Irish (2008), Rieppel et al. (2009), Martins (2016),
and Martins et al. (2021) for the skull; Kley (2006), Martins (2016), and Martins et al. (2021) for the
suspensorium; Romer (1956), List (1966), Holman (2000),
and Martins et al. (2021) for the cervical vertebrae; and
List (1966) and Martins et al. (2021) for the pelvic girdle.
For the redescription of the holotype of T. guayaquilensis,
measurements were taken with a dial caliper to the
nearest 0.1 mm, except for total length (TL) and tail
length (TAL), both of which were taken with a graduated
ruler to the nearest 1.0 mm. External morphology follows
Pinto and Curcio (2011).
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3 | R E SUL T S
The presence of paired supraoccipital bones distinguishes
both species from species of all New World genera of
Leptotyphlopidae except Epictia and Rena. In contrast to
species of the genus Rena and consistent with species of
the genus Epictia, the otooccipitals are in ventral contact
and exclude the basioccipital from participating in the
formation of the foramen magnum. Based on these conditions, both species are thus assigned to the genus
Epictia.

3.1 | Skull of Epictia guayaquilensis (new
combination) and E. unicolor (Figures 3–5)
The premaxilla is roughly semicircular (E. guayaquilensis;
Figure 4c) or pentagonal (E. unicolor; Figure 4a) with concave lateral margins in anterior view, and about pentagonal or trapezoidal (E. unicolor; Figure 3c) in ventral view.
This bone is edentulous and pierced by five foramina
(in E. guayaquilensis two in anterior view (Figure 4c) and

F I G U R E 3 (a,d) Dorsal, (b,e) lateral, and (c,f) ventral views of
the skull of the holotypes of Epictia unicolor (a–c, ZMH 8401) and
E. guayaquilensis (d–f, ZMB 4508) based on μCT data. Different
skull elements were digitally colored and the mandible and
quadrates were removed for better visualization. bo, basioccipital;
fr, frontal; ma, maxilla; na, nasal; ot, otooccipital; pa, parietal; pal,
palatine; pbs, parabasisphenoid; pf, prefrontal; pm, premaxilla; pr,
prootic; pt, pterygoid; sm, septomaxilla; so, supraoccipital; vo,
vomer
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three in ventral view (Figure 3f); in E. unicolor one in anterior view (Figure 4a) and four in ventral view (Figure 3c).
These foramina most likely give path to the rami of the
ophthalmicus profundus nerve (V1; Haas, 1964). The premaxilla contacts the nasals dorsally, the vomers ventroposteriorly, the maxillae ventrolaterally, and the
septomaxillae ventrolaterally and posteromedially
(Figures 3b,c,e,f, 4a,c, and 5a,e). In anterior view the premaxilla shows a finger-like dorsally projecting expansion
(Figure 4a–c) that ends dorsally just before reaching the
lower level of the nasals, and which is the only visible part
of the premaxilla in dorsal view (Figure 3a,d). An internasal and transverse process are absent and the vomerine
process is short, tapered and single in E. guayaquilensis
(Figure 3f) and double in E. unicolor (Figure 3c). The premaxilla has an internal medial septum that supports the
septum nasi dorsally and contacts the septomaxillae posteromedially (internally; Figure 5a,e).
The nasals are paired, approximately rectangular and
about twice longer than wide in dorsal view (Figure 3a,
d). In E. guayaquilensis, each nasal is pierced by two
foramina (Figure 3d), one situated in the central region
of the bone and the other close to the posterolateral corner near the suture with the frontal and prefrontal, the

F I G U R E 4 (a,c) Anterior and (b,d) posterior views of the skull
and lower jaw of the holotypes of Epictia unicolor (a,b, ZMH 8401)
and E. guayaquilensis (c,d, ZMB 4508) based on μCT data. Different
skull elements were digitally colored to improve visualization. an,
angular; bo, basioccipital; cb, compound bone; co, coronoid; de,
dentary; fr, frontal; ma, maxilla; na, nasal; ot, otooccipital; pa,
parietal; pf, prefrontal; pm, premaxilla; pr, prootic; qd, quadrate;
sm, septomaxilla; so, supraoccipital
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F I G U R E 5 Three-dimensional cutaway views along the (a,e)
sagittal, (b,f) vertical, and (c,d,g,h) transverse axes of the skulls of
the holotypes of Epictia unicolor (a–d, ZMH 8401) and
E. guayaquilensis (e–h, ZMB 4508) based on μCT data. Different
skull elements were digitally colored to improve visualization. an,
angular; bo, basioccipital; cb, compound bone; co, coronoid; de,
dentary; fr, frontal; ma, maxilla; na, nasal; ns, nasal septum; oc,
occipital condyle; on, optic nerve foramen; ot, otooccipital; pa,
parietal; pal, palatine; pbs, parabasisphenoid; pf, prefrontal; pm,
premaxilla; pr, prootic; qd, quadrate; sm, septomaxilla; so,
supraoccipital; sp, splenial; vo, vomer. Scales: 1 mm

latter most likely representing the apicalis nasi nerve
foramen. In E. unicolor, each nasal is also pierced by two
foramina (Figure 3a), but the posteromedial ones are
wide and laterally enclosed by the prefrontal, while the
medial ones are reduced and located at the suture
between both nasals. Each nasal contacts the premaxilla
anteriorly and anteroventrally, the frontal posteriorly, the
prefrontal lateroposteriorly, and the septomaxillae
lateroanteriorly and medially (Figures 3a,b,d,e, 4a,c, and
5a–c,e–g). The anterior contact with the premaxilla
(Figure 4a,c) and posterior contact with the frontals
(Figure 3a,d) are oblique. The dorsal surface of the nasals
is convex (Figures 3a,b,d,e, 4a,c, and 5a–c,e–g), with each
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element projecting midventrally to form the paired nasal
septum (internally; Figure 5a–c,e–g) that is ventrally
supported by the short medial lamina of the premaxilla
anteriorly (Figure 5a,e) and by the septomaxilla posteriorly (Figure 5a–c,e–g).
The prefrontals are paired, subtriangular in dorsal
view (Figure 3a,d) and irregularly shaped in lateral view
(Figure 3b,e), located lateral to the snout complex. Each
prefrontal tapers to contact the nasal anteromedially
(anterior process; Figure 3a,–b,d,e), the frontal posteromedially (Figure 3a,d) and posteriorly (frontal process;
Figure 3b,e), the septomaxilla ventrally (Figures 3b,e and
5c,g), and the dorsal tip of the maxilla lateroventrally
(maxillary process; Figures 3b,e, 4a,c, and 5c,g). The
recess formed by the descending maxillary process is
anteroventrally oriented (Figure 3b,e).
The septomaxillae are paired, complex in shape, not
visible and covered by the nasals and frontal in dorsal
view, partly visible in anterior (Figure 4a,c), lateral
(Figure 3b,e) and ventral views (Figure 4c,f). Each
septomaxilla contacts the nasal dorsally (Figure 5a,e) and
dorsolaterally
(Figure
3b,e),
the
premaxilla
anteroventrally (Figure 5a,e), the vomer ventrally
(Figure 5a,e), the maxilla laterally (Figure 4a,c), the prefrontal dorsolaterally (Figures 3b,e and 5c,g), and the
midventral region of the frontal posteriorly (Figure 5a,b,
e,f). Posteriorly it approaches the palatine but remains
marginally separated from it (Figure 3c,f). Each
septomaxilla expands dorsolaterally to form an ascending
process that slightly inflects medially and contacts the
prefrontal and nasal dorsally and the maxilla laterally
(Figures 4a,c and 5b,c,f,g), although the latter contact is
only marginal in E. unicolor (Figure 5c). In
E. guayaquilensis, the ascending process seems to be perforated by at least two large foramina (Figures 3e and 4c).
However, it is difficult to determine the exact structure
and number of foramina, as the septomaxilla in the CT
images shows strong density differences in the bone
material, so that it is not always possible to clearly determine whether the septomaxilla is extremely thin or perforated at a certain area. In E. unicolor, the ascending
process of the septomaxilla is perforated by a wide anterior foramen, and the right septomaxilla additionally has
a reduced foramen located ventral to the former
(Figures 3b and 4a). Medially (internally), each
septomaxilla develops a wide lamina that forms the dorsal cover of the vomeronasal cupola (Figure 5a–c,e–g).
This lamina expands dorsoposteriorly, inflecting medially
to form, together with the subolfactory process of the
frontal, the passage for the vomeronasal nerve (Figure 5a,
b,ef). The dorsal (= internal) lamina of the septomaxilla
contacts the premaxilla anteriorly (Figure 5a,e) and the
nasal septum posteriorly (Figure 5a,c,e,g). The dorsal
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surface of this internal lamina is grooved by the sulcus
for the medial ophthalmicus profundus nerve (Figure 5b,
c,f,g).
The vomers are paired, in firm medial contact along
their entire length and visible in ventral view where
together they are roughly heart-shaped (Figure 3c,f),
located midventral to the vomeronasal cupola (Figure 5c,
g). Each vomer contacts the premaxilla anteriorly
(Figure 3c,f), septomaxilla dorsally (Figure 5a,c,e,g) and
palatine posteriorly (Figure 3c,f). Posteriorly the vomer is
slightly separated from the anterior tip of the parabasisphenoid rostrum and it seems to be slightly separated from the ventral region of the frontal (which lies
dorsally above the palatine; Figure 5a,e), however this
condition is difficult to see in the reconstructed CT
images as the exact position of the suture between vomer
and palatine is not clearly visible in dorsal view. Each
vomer is pierced by an oval to slit-like foramen in its ventral lamina (Figure 3c,f). The anterior limit of the vomers
is partially covered by the vomerine process of the premaxilla (Figure 3c,f). The lateral wing of each vomer is
wide (Figure 3c,f), exhibiting a short posterior process
that bends dorsally (Figure 5c,g). The posterior processes
of the vomers are in medial contact with each other along
their entire length and with the palatine posterolaterally
(Figure 3c,f). Each posterior process also bears a very
short ventral process.
The frontals are paired, nearly trapezoidal in dorsal
view, about twice as long as broad (Figure 3a,d). The
anterior, posterior and medial margins are approximately
straight and the lateral margins concave (Figure 3a,d).
Each frontal contacts anteriorly the posterior margin of
the nasal, anterolaterally the prefrontal, posteriorly the
anterior margin of the parietal (Figure 3a,d), ventrally
the palatine, parabasisphenoid and pterygoid (Figure 3b,
c,e,f), and anteroventrally the posteromedial region of the
septomaxilla (Figure 5a,b,e,f). The lateral surface of
the frontal is slightly concave, being pierced by the anteroposteriorly oriented optic nerve foramen (Figure 3b,e),
the anterior opening of which is visible in anterior view
on the ventral lamina of the frontal, while the posterior
opening is visible in posterior view dorsally on the ventral lamina (Figures 4b,d and 5b,f). Each frontal descends
laterally (Figure 3b,e) and inflects medially to contact its
counterpart (internally) dorsal to the parabasisphenoid to
form the frontal subolfactory process (Figures 4b,d and
5b,f).
The maxillae are edentulous, irregular in shape,
pierced by two (right maxilla of E. guayaquilensis and
both of E. unicolor) or three (left maxilla of
E. guayaquilensis) foramina in lateral view (Figure 3b,e).
Each maxilla has three processes: a lateral process that
inflects dorsally and abuts the prefrontal via a dorsal
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triangular process that might (left maxilla of
E. guayaquilensis) or might not (right maxilla of
E. guayaquilensis and both of E. unicolor) bear a foramen
at its base; a comparatively small dentigerous process
that is pierced by a foramen; and a long, rod-like and posteriorly slightly tapered posterior process that inflects
ventromedially and is slightly dorsoventrally compressed
and does not bear any foramen (Figure 3b,e). Each maxilla contacts (E. guayaquilensis; Figure 3c) or not
(E. unicolor; Figure 3f) the premaxilla anteriorly, the
septomaxilla medially (Figure 3c,f), and with the dorsal
tip of the lateral process the prefrontal dorsally
(Figure 3b,e). In both species, the lateral process is
undeveloped and laterally exposes almost all of the
ascending process of the septomaxilla (Figure 3b,e). In
E. guayaquilensis, the posterior process of the left maxilla
contacts the anterior tip of the maxillary process of the
left palatine (Figure 3e), while in E. unicolor both elements do not seem to be in contact (Figure 3b).
The parietal is single, wide, roundish in dorsal view,
representing the largest and broadest bone of the braincase (Figure 3a,d). It contacts the frontals anteriorly
(Figure 3a,d), the supraoccipitals posteriorly (Figure 3a,
d), the prootics posteroventrally (Figure 3a,b,d,e), and the
parabasisphenoid ventrally (Figure 3b,C,e,f). Its posteromedial dorsal surface exhibits inconspicuous concavities in E. unicolor (Figure 3a) that possibly provide
attachment areas for tendons of neck muscles (see Martins, Passos, & Pinto, 2019). In E. guayaquilensis its
medial anterior limit projects into a tapered, short process that separates both frontals in their posterior limit
(Figure 3d); this process is absent in E. unicolor, in which
the parietal forms an approximately straight suture with
the frontals (Figure 3a). The lateral walls are convex and
the posterior suture of the parietal with each
supraoccipital is oblique and almost straight (Figure 3a,
d). The parietal is not pierced by a foramen nor is it
involved in the formation of the trigeminal nerve foramen, and internal pillars (sensu Martins et al., 2021) are
absent (Figure 5a,e).
The parabasisphenoid complex is roundish with an
arrow-like shape, tapered at its anterior portion (parasphenoid rostrum; Figure 3b,c,e,f). It contacts the frontals
anteriorly (Figure 3c,f) and dorsal to the parasphenoid
rostrum (Figure 5a,b,e,f), the palatines anterolaterally
(Figure 3b,c,e,f), the parietal and the prootics dorsolaterally Figure 3b,c,e,f), the basioccipital posteriorly
(Figure 3c,f), and a small portion of the pterygoids ventrally (Figure 3b,c,e,f). The lateral edges are bent dorsolaterally, so that the parabasisphenoid is also partly
visible in lateral view Figure 3b,e). Its posterior suture
with the basioccipital is about straight along most of its
length, except for the presence of lateral concavities
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(Figure 3c,f). The wide and oval trigeminal nerve foramen is formed on each side at the suture of the parabasisphenoid with the prootic (Figure 3c,f). Internally,
the parabasisphenoid complex is perforated by the foramen of the parabasal canal, located anterolaterally
(Figure 5b,f). The dorsoposterior (internal) surface of the
parabasisphenoid is pierced by the wide facial nerve palatine branch foramen (visible externally in E. unicolor),
and by the reduced and almost imperceptible cerebral
carotid foramen, which is located posterior to the former
(Figure 5b,f).
The basioccipital is single and bell-shaped in ventral
view (Figure 3c,f). The widest part of the bone is at its
anterior suture with the parabasisphenoid and is wider
than the basioccipital is long, posteriorly the basioccipital
gradually tapers to its blunt end (Figure 3c,f). It contacts
the parabasisphenoid anteriorly, the prootics anterolaterally, and the otooccipitals laterally and posteriorly
(Figure 3c,f). The basioccipital is not pierced by any foramen and does not participate in the formation of the
foramen magnum due to a ventral contact of the
otooccipitals (Figures 3c,f, 4b,c, and 5b,d,f,h).
The supraoccipitals are paired, wider than long,
roughly rectangular in dorsal view, but with a concavity
at their posterolateral edge (Figure 3a,d), which is more
conspicuous in E. guayaquilensis (Figure 3d). Each
supraoccipital contacts the parietal anteriorly (Figure 3a,
d), the prootics laterally (Figure 3a,d) and lateroventrally
(internally; Figure 5a,d,e,h), and the otooccipitals posteriorly (Figure 3a,d). The supraoccipitals do not participate
in the formation of the foramen magnum (Figure 3a,d).
The medial (internal) wall is perforated by the wide
endolymphatic foramen (Figure 5a,e).
The prootics are paired and irregularly shaped in lateral view (Figure 3b,e). Each prootic contacts the parietal
anteriorly and anterodorsally (Figure 3b,e), the
supraoccipital
posterodorsally
(Figure
3a,b,d,e),
the otooccipital posteriorly (Figure 3b,e) and ventrally
(Figure 3c,f), the basioccipital at a short anteroventral
region (Figure 3c,f), and the parabasisphenoid
anteroventrally (Figure 3b,c,e,f). The medial (internal)
wall of each prootic is irregular and pierced by a pair of
distinct acoustic nerve foramina (Figure 5a,e). A
statolythic mass in the otic capsule is absent and a stapedial footplate is apparently not co-ossified with the
prootic (Figure 5d,h).
The otooccipitals are paired, wide and irregular
shaped, visible in dorsal, lateral, ventral and posterior
views (Figures 3 and 4b,d), and form the posterior portion of the otic capsule (Figure 5a,b,e,f). Each otooccipital
descends laterally and inflects medially to contact its
counterpart ventrally thereby excluding the basioccipital
from the foramen magnum and forming a short but
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distinct atlantal process (sensu Cundall & Irish, 2008;
Figures 3c,f and 4b,d). The otooccipitals contact the
supraoccipitals anterodorsally (Figure 3a,d), the prootics
anterolaterally (Figure 3b,e), and the basioccipital ventrally (Figure 3c,f). In posterior view, slightly posterior to
the quadrate, each otooccipital bears a wide vagus nerve
foramen and a small foramen located medially to the former (Figure 4b,d). The medial (internal) surface of the
otooccipitals is irregularly shaped and pierced by a foramen that opens in the juxtastapedial recess, and possibly
represents the perilymphatic foramen (Figure 5a,e).
The palatines are paired and triradiate, visible in
ventral view, and slightly separated from each other
medially (Figure 3c,f). Each palatine contacts the vomer
anteriorly (Figure 3c,f), the frontal dorsally (Figure 3b,e),
the parabasisphenoid rostrum anterodorsally (Figure 3c,
f) and the anterior fifth of the pterygoid posteromedially
(Figure 3c,f). The palatine is composed of three processes:
the long and thin, anterolaterally oriented maxillary process, that approaches and contacts (left palatine) or not
(right palatine) the maxilla (Figure 3c,f); the short and
broad, medial and dorsoventrally flattened choanal process that inflects ventrally to contact the posterior process
of the vomer, also being pierced by a very reduced foramen (Figure 3b,c,e,f); and the long and thin, posteriorly
oriented pterygoid process, that medially abuts to the
anterior region of the pterygoid (Figure 3c,f).
The pterygoids are slender and rod-like, entirely visible in ventral view (Figure 3c,f) and partially visible in
lateral view (Figure 3b,e), not contacting the quadrates
posteriorly, and not reaching the posterior end of the
parabasisphenoid, ending at the level of the trigeminal
nerve foramen (Figure 3b,c,e,f). Each pterygoid contacts
anteriorly the pterygoid process of the palatine laterally
(Figure 3c,f) and the frontal dorsally (Figure 3c,f). At
about mid-length, the pterygoid touches the parabasisphenoid over a short section dorsally, whereas
throughout the rest of its length it comes very close to the
parabasisphenoid, but without touching it (Figure 3b,e).
Each pterygoid is almost straight in the anterior half and
slightly bends medially throughout its posterior half
(Figure 3c,f). An ectopterygoid is indistinct or absent.

3.2 | Suspensorium and mandible of
Epictia guayaquilensis and E. unicolor
(Figure 6)
The lower jaw is suspended from the skull by a pair of
long and slender quadrates. The quadrates have a slightly
greater length compared to the length of the entire mandible. Each quadrate is connected to the skull by a series
of muscles and ligaments (Kley, 2006; Martins, Passos &
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F I G U R E 6 (a,e) Dorsal, (b,f) lateral, (c,g) medial, and (d,h)
ventral views of the three-dimensional reconstruction of the
suspensorium of the holotypes of Epictia unicolor (a–d, ZMH 8401)
and E. guayaquilensis (e–h, ZMB 4508) based on μCT data.
Different skull elements were digitally colored to improve
visualization. an, angular; asf, anterior surangular foramen; cb,
compound bone; co, coronoid; dc, dental concha; de, dentary; dppd,
dorsoposterior process of dentary; mf, mental foramen; par,
prearticular lamina of compound bone; psf, posterior surangular
foramen; qd, quadrate; qdf, quadrate foramen; rp, retroarticular
process; scp, supracotylar process of surangular; sp, splenial; spd,
symphyseal process of dentary

Pinto, 2019) at the level of the otic capsule, contacting
medially the prootic along its entire length and the
anterolateral region of the otooccipital. At this contact
region, the quadrate is laterally compressed, several times
wider than its distal epiphysis, and pierced by a very
reduced foramen (apparently absent in E. unicolor;
Figure 6b,c) located approximately centrally on the flattened surface of the bone (Figure 6f,g). The proximal
head of the quadrate also bears a well-developed quadrangular posterior process that develops posterior to the
quadrate foramen. The quadrate twists distally along its
own axis, becoming progressively slenderer and angling
medially towards its distal head, where it articulates with
the posterior region of the compound bone to form the
quadratomandibular joint (Figure 6a,e).
The mandible is short, and composed of the dentary,
splenial, angular, coronoid, and compound bone. The
dentary represents the most distal bone of the mandible,
contacting the splenial medially (Figure 6a,c,e,g), and the
angular and compound bone posteriorly (Figure 6b,c,f,g).
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The symphyseal process corresponds to a reduced
anteromedial projection of body, projecting beyond the
anterior margin of the dental concha (Figure 6a,e).
The dental concha exhibits a series of five slightly curved
teeth with pleurodont implantation lacking a medial support, ankylosed to the inner surface of the anterolateral
margin of the dental concha (Figure 6c,g). A mental foramen is located at the lateral surface of the body of dentary, at about the level of the penultimate and last teeth
(Figure 6b,d,f,h). The posteromedial portion of the body
of dentary supports most of the splenial, covering it
almost completely in lateral view (Figure 6b,f). The dorsoposterior process of the dentary is long and projects
towards the dorsal process of the coronoid, reaching the
level of the anterior limit of the coronoid (Figure 6a,e).
The splenial is the smallest bone of the lower jaw,
triangular, tapering anteriorly to reach to the level of the
fourth/fifth tooth (Figure 6a,c,e,g). It is hardly visible in
lateral view (Figure 6b,f), being attached to the medial
surface of the body of dentary (Figure 6a,c,e,g). It contacts the dentary laterally and the angular posteriorly
(Figure 6a,c,e,g). An anterior mylohyoid foramen is
absent.
The angular resembles the splenial in shape, although
it tapers posteriorly to almost reach (E. guayaquilensis;
Figure 6f) the posterior limit of the posterior surangular
foramen or it reaches to about the level of the center of the
fused anterior+posterior surangular foramina (E. unicolor;
Figure 6b). The angular contacts the splenial and dentary
anteriorly, and the compound bone, dorsally, posteriorly
and medially. It runs mainly along the ventral side of the
compound bone and is therefore visible mainly from the
ventral (Figure 6d,h) and lateral (Figure 6b,f) views. In
medial view, the prearticular lamina of the compound
bone covers the anterior process of the angular; therefore,
the cotylar head of the angular is significantly exposed
(Figure 6c,g). The posterior mylohyoid foramen is positioned on the ventromedial surface of the angular
(Figure 6d,h).
The coronoid is complex in shape, located dorsomedially to and in firm contact with the compound
bone (Figure 6c,g), where it extends approximately from
the anterior margin of the anterior surangular foramen to
behind the posterior margin of the posterior surangular
foramen (E. guayaquilensis; Figure 6g), or from the anterior to posterior limits of the fused foramina in
E. unicolor (Figure 6c). Its dorsal process consists of three
short projections (lateral, medial and dorsal) in
E. guayaquilensis, giving the dorsal process a duckfootshaped form (Figure 4c). In E. unicolor, however, the dorsal process lacks the dorsal projection (Figure 4a). In
E. guayaquilensis, the medial and dorsal projections are
similar in length, whereas the lateral projection is slightly
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longer (Figure 4c); while in E. unicolor both lateral and
medial projections are equal in size (Figure 4a). The anterior surface of the dorsal process is concave with a small
anteroposteriorly oriented foramen in its center
(Figures 4a and 6c,g), which is also visible at its posterior
convex surface (Figures 4b and 6b,f).
The compound bone is a complex structure, representing the fusion of the articular, prearticular, and surangular. In lateral view, the anterior process of the
surangular portion is partially occluded by the dorsoposterior process of the dentary (Figure 6b,f). The surangular portion expands posteriorly to form the
dorsolaterally oriented supracotylar process, which projects
dorsally as far as the dorsal process of the coronoid
(Figure 6a,b,e,f). The area between the anterior and
supracotylar processes of the surangular portion is pierced
by an anterior and a posterior foramen (Figure 6b,c,f,g),
which can also be merged to a single foramen (right mandible of E. guayaquilensis and both of E. unicolor;
Figure 6b). When distinct, both foramina are located
slightly below the coronoid, so that the latter does not participate in the formation of the foramina (Figure 6b,c,f,g).
The anterior foramen is located below the anterior limit of
the coronoid and the posterior foramen is located slightly
anterior to the posterior limit of the coronoid (Figure 6c,g).
The prearticular portion of the compound bone is mostly
visible in medial view, and tapers slightly anteriorly, where
it ends bluntly at the suture with the angular, not reaching
the anterior limit of the surangular portion (Figure 6c,g).
The prearticular portion has a freely extending dorsal process that reaches over the surangular foramina to the level
of the lower edge of the coronoid, but without touching
the coronoid or the dorsal border of the foramina
(Figure 6c,g). The articular portion of the compound bone
is concave posteriorly and forms the articular cotyle of the
quadratomandibular joint, ventral to which lies a short
retroarticular process, extending posteriorly and slightly
curving medially (Figure 6b–d,f–h). In lateral view, this
process protrudes posteriorly slightly beyond the level of
the supracotylar process of the compound bone (Figure 6b,
f). The portion anterior to the retroarticular process is
pierced by the chorda tympani of the hyomandibular
ramus of the facial nerve (VII), which is wide in E. unicolor
(Figure 6c) and reduced in E. guayaquilensis (Figure 6g).

3.3 | Cervical vertebrae of Epictia
guayaquilensis and E. unicolor (Figures 7
and 8)
The atlas (Figure 7) is the first cervical vertebra and articulates with the occipital condyle. It is roughly rounded
(Figure 7a,d,f,i), composed of paired neural arches that are
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F I G U R E 7 Three-dimensional reconstruction of the atlas of
the holotypes of Epictia unicolor (a–e, ZMH 8401) and
E. guayaquilensis (f–j, ZMB 4508) in (a,f) anterior, (b,g) dorsal, (c,h)
lateral, (d,i) posterior and (e,j) ventral views. af, articular facet; iI,
intercentrum I; na, neural arches

fused dorsally (Figure 7g) and ventrally (Figure 7i) in
E. guayaquilensis. It lacks the ventral intercentrum I, neural spine and ribs. In E. unicolor, a distinct and approximately ellipsoidal intercentrum I seems to be laterally
fused with the neural arches (Figure 7d,e). The neural
arches are significantly broader dorsally (Figure 7b,g) and
laterally (Figure 7c,h) than ventrally (Figure 7e,j). Midventrally the neural arches form articular facets
(Figure 7a,d,f,i), which articulate with the occipital condyle of the skull. They are slightly notched in the middle
along their dorsal and lateral extensions, resulting in a
concave surface (Figure 7a,d,f,i). The atlas bears short lateral projections (Figure 7a,d,f,i).
The axis (Figure 8) represents the second cervical vertebra and articulates with the posterior face of the atlas.
It lacks ribs and is a completely fused element, composed
of a centrum, moderate neural arches, an little developed
spinal process, an odontoid process, a dorsoanterior process of the odontoid, a pair of undeveloped transverse
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processes, postzygapophyseal articular facets, a condyle
and reduced intercentra II and III (Figure 8c,d,h,i). The
spinal process is short, rounded and not projecting
beyond the posterior limits of the neural arches
(Figure 8b,g). The neural canal is almost round
(Figure 8a,d,f,I). The odontoid is attached to the
anteroventral surface of the neural arches, with a dorsoanterior projection, that tapers anteriorly, ending in a
rounded distal limit (Figure 8a,c,f,h). The ventral lamina
of the neural canal represents a moderately developed
keel, that almost reaches the condyle. No lateral foramina are visible in the centrum of the axis. Short transverse
processes from the centrum are present (Figure 8a,d,f,i).
The intercentra II and III are compressed laterally, fused
and keel-shaped in lateral view, being medially separated
by a concave area (Figure 8c,h).

F I G U R E 8 Three-dimensional reconstruction of the axis of the
holotypes of Epictia unicolor (a–e, ZMH 8401) and E. guayaquilensis
(f–j, ZMB 4508) in (a,f) anterior, (b,g) dorsal, (c,h) lateral, (d,i)
posterior, and (e,j) ventral views. ce, centrum; con, condyle; iII,
intercentrum II; iIII, intercentrum III; na, neural arches; od,
odontoid; odp, odontoid process; po, postzygapophysis; sp, spinal
process; trp, transverse process
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3.4 | Rudimentary pelvic and hindlimb
elements of Epictia guayaquilensis and
E. unicolor (Figure 9)
Rudimentary pelvic and hindlimb elements are composed of the ilium, ischium, femur, and pubis. These elements are located ventral to the last two trunk vertebrae
and the first cloacal vertebra and extend over three vertebrae (Figure 9a).
The ilium is rod-like and curved (distinctly more
curved on the right side of the body in E. guayaquilensis)
and represents the longest bone of the pelvic girdle. In
E. guayaquilensis (Figure 9c), it is slightly longer than the
pubis, while in E. unicolor (Figure 9b)—even though
fused to it—it is about twice longer than the pubis. It is
oriented lateroposteriorly to the body, and in
E. guayaquilensis (Figure 9c) it is not in contact with any
of the other bones of the pelvic girdle, while in
E. unicolor (Figure 9b) it is fused to the pubis.
The pubis is rod-like, slightly curved and slightly
tapered anteriorly. It represents the second longest and

F I G U R E 9 Three-dimensional reconstruction of the ventral
view of the posterior region of the body of E. guayaquilensis (a,
ZMB 4508), indicating the location and orientation of the femur
(blue), ilium (green), ischium (yellow) and pubis (red), and the
isolated pelvic and hindlimb elements of Epictia unicolor (b, ZMH
8401) and E. guayaquilensis (c, ZMB 4508) in lateral view. fe, femur;
il, ilium; is, ischium; pu, pubis. The scale only refers to (b) and (c)
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the anteriormost bone of the pelvic girdle (Figure 9a)
and is only slightly shorter than the ilium. The pubis converges to its counterpart, but without contacting it
(Figure 9a). In E. guayaquilensis it approaches the femur
posteriorly but is still slightly separated from it and is also
not in contact with the ilium and ischium (Figure 9c).
The ischium is rod-like, slightly curved and less than
half the length of the pubis. It represents the most ventral
bone of the pelvic girdle and is anteromedially oriented.
It contacts (left ischium of E. guayaquilensis and both of
E. unicolor; Figure 9b,c) or not (right ischium of
E. guayaquilensis) the femur.
The femur is flattened and approximately round
(E. guayaquilensis; Figure 9c) or trapezoidal (E. unicolor;
Figure 9b) and located at the level between the last trunk
vertebrae and the first cloacal vertebra (Figure 9a). An
ossified claw-like element or femoral spur is not visible
in the CT-images.

3.5 | Holotype redescription—Epictia
guayaquilensis (Orejas-Miranda &
Peters, 1970)—New combination (Figures 1,
3d–f, 4c,d, 5e–h, 6e–h, 7f–j, 8f–j, and 9b)
Leptotyphlops guayaquilensis Orejas-Miranda & Peters,
1970 [1969].
Tricheilostoma guayaquilensis—Hedges, Adalsteinsson
& Branch in Adalsteinsson et al., 2009.
Trilepida guayaquilensis—Hedges, 2011.
Tricheilostoma guayaquilensis—Pinto & Fernandes, 2012.
Trilepida guayaquilensis—Wallach et al., 2014.

3.5.1

| Holotype

ZMB 4508, indeterminate sex, Ecuador, Guayas, Guayaquil (02 100 S, 079 540 W), C. Reiss.

3.5.2

| Diagnosis

Epictia guayaquilensis can be distinguished from other
congeners by the following combination of characters:
(a) truncate head in dorsal view and slightly acuminate
in lateral view; (b) supraocular present and longer than
frontal scale; (c) ocular subhexagonal with slightly
rounded anterior margin at eye level and straight upper
margin; (d) rostral subtriangular in dorsal view, reaching
an imaginary transverse line between the anterior borders of the ocular scales; (e) lower margin of occipital
scale does not reach upper margin of third supralabial;
(f) temporal indistinct; (g) three supralabials (2 + 1);

11

(h) four infralabials; (i) 253 middorsal scales; (j) 233 midventral scales; (k) 20 subcaudals; (l) fused caudals absent;
(m) 12 midtail scale rows; (n) dorsal scales brown and
ventral scales slightly lighter than dorsals in preservative.

3.5.3 |

Redescription

Indeterminate sex, 170 mm total length (TL); 13 mm tail
length (TAL); 3.5 mm midbody diameter (MB); 13.1
TL/TAL; 48.6 TL/MB; 4.4 mm head length; 2.4 mm head
width; 1.6 mm head height; subcylindrical body, slightly
larger at head and flattened in cloacal region; cervical
constriction absent.
Head truncate in dorsal and ventral views, slighlty
acuminate in lateral view; rostral subtriangular reaching
imaginary transverse line between anterior borders of
oculars; rostral contacting supra- and infranasals laterally
and dorsally; nasal completely divided horizontally by
oblique suture crossing nostril and descending posteriorly
to contact first supralabial; nostril slightly elliptical,
obliquely oriented and located in center of nasal suture;
supranasal contacting rostral anteriorly, infranasal inferiorly, first and second supralabials, and ocular posteriorly,
and frontal and supraocular dorsally; supranasal ventrally broader than dorsal margin of infranasal scale;
upper lip border formed by rostral, infranasal, two anterior supralabials, ocular, and posterior supralabial; temporal indistinct in size from dorsal scales of lateral rows;
three supralabials, first two anterior to ocular and one
posterior (2 + 1); first supralabial subrectangular, almost
twice as high as wide, reaching nostril but not eye level;
second supralabial almost three times higher than wide,
higher than first supralabial, surpassing level of nostril
and reaching to level of center of eye; third supralabial
triangular, as high as wide, surpassing level of nostril but
not reaching eye level, its posterior margin in broad contact with temporal; ocular scale enlarged, subhexagonal,
twice as high as wide, anterior border barely rounded at
eye level, dorsal border straight, contacting posterior
margins of supranasal and second supralabial anteriorly,
parietal and third supralabial posteriorly, and
supraocular dorsally; eye distinct, positioned in central
area of upper part of ocular, located above nostril level;
supraocular scale short, longer than wide and longer than
frontal, between ocular and frontal, contacting supranasal and frontal anteriorly, postfrontal and ocular laterally, and parietal posteriorly; frontal and postfrontal
subequal in size, hexagonal and weakly imbricate; frontal
contacting rostral, supranasals, supraoculars, and postfrontal; postfrontal contacting frontal, supraoculars,
parietals, and interparietal; interparietal and interoccipital longer than other middorsal scales, as long as
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wide; interparietal contacting postfrontal, parietals,
occipitals, and interoccipitals; interoccipital contacting
interparietal, occipitals, first dorsal scale of vertebral row,
and first pair of scales of dorsal paravertebral rows; parietal and occipital subequal, irregularly pentagonal;
parietal lower margin contacting upper border of third
supralabial, posterior margin contacting temporal, occipital, and interparietal, anterior border in contact with ocular, supraocular, and postfrontal; occipital shorter than
parietal, its lower margin not reaching upper margin of
third supralabial, separated from the latter by temporal;
symphysial trapezoidal, anterior and posterior borders
slightly straight and concave, respectively; four
infralabials (six infralabials according to Orejas-Miranda
and Peters (1970), who very likely counted the ventrally
adjacent scales instead of the last infralabial, since the
infralabial is obscured by the upper lip margin when
the mouth is closed); fourth infralabial wider than others.
Middorsal scales 253; midventral scales 233; scale rows
around midbody 14, reducing to 12 rows at midtail; cloacal shield short, subcircular; subcaudals 20; fused caudals
absent; terminal spine conical, very short. Dorsal scales
homogeneous, cycloid, smooth, not imbricate, wider
than long.

3.5.4 | Coloration of the holotype in
preservative
Middorsal scales (i.e., seven longitudinal rows) brown or
slightly reddish (also mentioned in original description).
The remaining seven scale rows forming the ventral and
lateral sides of the body are lighter in color than dorsal
pattern; cloacal shield same color as ventral scales; terminal spine not pigmented.

3.5.5

| Remarks

Based on both osteology and external morphology, the
species is assigned to the genus Epictia. Epictia
guayaquilensis and all other Epictia spp. differ from Trilepida spp. by the presence of a ventral contact of the
otooccipital bones, which excludes the basioccipital from
the formation of the foramen magnum (vs. not in contact
in Trilepida; Koch, Martins & Schweiger, 2019; Martins
et al., 2021; Martins et al., 2019); by having paired
supraoccipital bones (vs. fused; Koch et al., 2019; Martins
et al., 2019; Martins et al., 2021) and by lacking fused
caudal scales (vs. fused in Trilepida; Pinto, 2010). Several
Epictia spp. exhibit a striped dorsal pattern
(Adalsteinsson et al., 2009; Koch et al., 2019; Koch,
Cruz & Cardenas, 2016; Koch, Venegas & Böhme, 2015),

in contrast to the invariable uniform dorsal coloration in
all Trilepida. However, the striped pattern is not mentioned in the original description and is barely visible as
the color of the specimen appears to be very faded due to
preservation.

4 | DISCUSSION
When Adalsteinsson et al. (2009) divided the genus
Leptotyphlops into 11 genera, they assigned the species
“L. guayaquilensis” to the genus Tricheilostoma (now Trilepida, fide Hedges, 2011), based on external similarity to
this species group previously described by OrejasMiranda and Peters (1970) and mainly due to the presence of three supralabial scales. While some genera
(e.g., Mitophis, Rena, Trilepida) have been assumed to
have interspecific variation in the number of supralabial
scales, Adalsteinsson et al. (2009) defined the genus
Epictia in part by the presence of two supralabial scales.
The species “L. unicolor” was not considered by
Adalsteinsson et al. (2009), but later assigned to the
genus Epictia without justification by Wallach
et al. (2014), even though the species has four supralabial
scales. However, our osteological examination shows that
both “Trilepida” guayaquilensis and E. unicolor have the
cranial features as seen in Epictia (see Koch et al., 2019;
Martins, 2016; Martins et al., 2019), such as the presence
of paired supraoccipital bones (fused in Trilepida; see
Martins et al., 2021) and otooccipitals that are in ventral
contact excluding the basioccipital from the foramen
magnum (otooccipitals are not in ventral contact and
basioccipital contributes to the formation of the foramen
magnum in Trilepida; see Martins et al., 2021). Additionally, the absence of an intercentrum I of the atlas (contrasting with a well-developed intercentrum I present for
example in Rena and Trilepida; see Martins et al., 2021)
is in accordance with the pattern found in Epictia. Additionally, the presence of a posterior development of the
quadrate (= posterior process in Martins, 2016) is also a
characteristic of the genus Epictia which is not present in
Rena (see Koch et al., 2019; Martins, 2016; Martins
et al., 2019). Thus, we confirm the generic assignment of
E. unicolor and propose a new combination, Epictia
guayaquilensis.
We also provide a detailed redescription of the holotype of E. guayaquilensis and note that this species most
likely belongs to Epictia rather than Trilepida, given the
presence of paired supraoccipital bones, the fact that
the otooccipitals are in ventral contact excluding the
basioccipital from the foramen magnum, the lack of
fused caudal scales, and the possible presence of a striped
pattern (possibly faded by preservation; see “Remarks” in
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the results section). Given the conserved nature of the
external morphology of leptotyphlopids, osteological data
(mostly from the skull) have aided in recent years in proposing diagnostic features for some genera within the
Leptotyphlopidae (Martins et al., 2019; Martins
et al., 2021). Martins et al. (2021) provide a combination
of osteological characters that are exclusively shared by
all 14 currently recognized species of Trilepida,
supporting the taxonomic decision proposed herein.
Thus, both the osteological data and morphological characters provided here contribute to confirm the
reassessment of the generic status of E. guayaquilensis
(previously mentioned in Pinto, 2010).
Epictia guayaquilensis and E. unicolor represent the
only two species to date within the genus, which now
contains 44 species (this study, Uetz et al., 2021; Koch
et al., 2019; Martins et al., 2019), that have a divergent
number of supralabial scales from two. In fact, variation
in scalation not only occurs among different genera or
species, but also within the same species or even bilaterally in the same individual (Curcio, Zaher &
Rodrigues, 2002; Francisco, Pinto, & Fernandes, 2018;
Pinto & Curcio, 2011; Wallach, 1996b). As previous
authors have shown (e.g., Koch et al., 2019; Martins
et al., 2021; Pinto et al., 2015), the intraspecific variability
in osteological characters is reduced in skulls of
leptotyphlopids and extremely reduced in the mandibular
and post-cranial characters. Osteological modifications in
these snakes, then, seem to be conserved and may represent a more confident feature for defining and distinguishing genera than scalation characters. We are
currently working on a molecular study of the family
Leptotyphlopidae. In the future, these genetic data may
help to test the taxonomic boundaries proposed here.
Even though detailed descriptive osteological studies
have increased in the past years—mostly due to the availability of HRXCT data—these kind of contributions are
still scarce for Epictia, the most speciose genus amongst
Leptotyphlopidae. Only a few general descriptions and/or
illustrations (e.g., List, 1966) on the osteology of Epictia
have been published, but the only comprehensive osteological description of a species is that of Koch
et al. (2019). Thus, our study represents an increase in
available data for Epictia, which also confirms some osteological characters that might be informative at a generic
level, such as the ventral contact of the otooccipitals
resulting in the exclusion of the basioccipital in the formation of the foramen magnum, a posterior elongation
of the quadrate, paired supraoccipitals, paired nasals
(although this might vary in the genus; List, 1966;
Martins, 2016; Koch et al., 2019), and a reduced or absent
intercentrum I. However, these observations are based on
a relatively small number of species of Epictia and will be
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addressed in a future study with a larger taxonomic sampling. Our work shows once again how helpful the inclusion of anatomical data is in order to make more
accurate systematic statements for leptotyphlopids.
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