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The First Record of Ia io Thomas, 1902
* in Vietnam and India, and Some Remarks on the
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- Bourret, 1942, Ia longimana Pen, 1962, and the
Genus Ia Thomas, 1902
(Chiroptera: Vespertilionidae)
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The biggest-sized species of the Vespertilionids is a 10 THOMAS, 1902, re-
sembling by its dental formula species of the genus Pipistrellus. Therefore some
students, and principally Spipsox (6), assign it to the Pipistrellus group.
Despite its conspicuous size, it is definitely one of the rarer species. Ever since
TrOMAS’ description (8) in 1902, it was collected apparently in Chinese terri-
tories only. The known earlier localities are: Changyang (the site of the holo-
type) in Hupeh north of the Yang-tze, and Wahsien in Szechuan (ALLEN, 1).
This latter author mentions one further specimen each from Nanking and
. Tungwongtien in Kweichow south of the Yang-tze. The same localities appear

“~ also in the work of ELLERMAN et MORRISON-ScoTT (3). A. P. KuzyARIN (letter

communication) collected some exemplars in Kunmin, Yunnan, in 1958. Pex

.. et al. (5) described the species Ia longimana on the basis of 2 males and 53

" females originating from Hueitung in Szechuan. KowALsk1 and L1 (4) compared

¢ with this latter the Ta specimens, provisinally identified as Hesperopternus (sic!)

giganteus by Youxa (11), deriving from the Pleistocene site No. 1 in Chouku-
tien, and contended that the fossil remains belong specifically to Ia 1o0:

I was fortunate enough to collect Ia 70 on two occasions, in 1966 and 1967.
The new localities are shown in Fig. 1.

% . In May, 1966, I happened on the traces of this interesting species in the
- Moon Cave of the National Park Cuc phuong in Vietnam. I found merely the
left mandible, with strikingly abraded teeth, of a recent specimen among the
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rocks covering the substrate. However, I could satisfy myself on the apeciﬁé';.
identity of the mandible only lately, in possession of a comparative material
According to our present knowledge, Cuc phuong is the second known southern- -
most point of occurrence of Za t0, and the first known locality in Victnam. Under
the inventory number 70. 4. 1., the mandible was depomted in the Zoolomc&l-'-
Department of the Hungarian Natural History Museum, Budapest.

Between 17-19 November, 1967, I collected bats by the aid of a nylon mmt-
net in a limestone cave at the vﬂlage Mausmai, near Cherrapun]w Assam,
India. On the evening of the 19th, I succeeded to capture an adult male Ia 0 ~
by the net set up in the large entrance chamber of the cave. This is the western-
most known record of the range of the species, as well as its first occurrence for
the fauna of Assam and India. The specimen—skin and skull“—is deposited .
under the inventory number. 70. 5. 1. in the Hungarian Natural History -
Muscum, Budapest.

With regard to the entire territory of Indo-China, it is not the mandible -
I collected in Vietnam which is the first record of the occurrence of fa io in
that region. The big Vespertilionid, Parascotomanes beaulieut, recorded by -
Bourret (2) from Tran-ninh, the recent Laos, in 1942, is indubitably referable
to this species. Even without studying the actual type-specimen, the figures
published by BOURRET leave no doubt that this author was dealing with an -
individual of Ja 70. He compared the assumably new species with Scotophilus

and Scotomanes, and in his wake, Tate (7), then ELLERMAN ¢t MORRISON- &

ScoTr (3), also list it provisionally there when discussing Scotophilus. BOURRET’s .,
description fits Ia o perfectly, and his figures are in many respects accurate
copies of the species. Since, however, the drawings made of the dentition were
obviously made of the unprepared skull left in the animal, the minute second
(or external) pair of upper incisors had completely escaped the attention of the
author. On these grounds, Parascotomanes beaulieut BOURRET, 1942, should be
regarded as a junior subjective synonym of Ia io THOMAS, 1902.

The holotype (inventory number 2.6.10.2.), deposited in the British Museum
(Nat. Hist.), appears to be the smallest known specimen At my request,
Mr. J. E. HLL compared the skull of my Assam specimen with that of the

- holotype. According to his letter commumcatlon—for which my thanks are
given also in this place—the specimen I collected “...agrees almost exactly
with the holotype but the rostrum is very slightly wz'der, the lachrymal width. . .
being 10.5 mm against 10.1 mm in the holotype”. I submit a comparison of the
Vietnamese and Indian exemplars with the available literature data in Tables
1 and 2. For the measurements of Ia longimana PEN, 1 referred to the data
given partly by PEN et al. (5) partly by Kowarskr and Lz (4). By even a cursory
glance at the respective data it appears problematic whether Ia longimana
could, solely on the basis of its greater dimensions, be considered a distinct
species. Already KowaLsKI and L1 (4) remarked that “. .. the differences of the
two living forms seem to be slight and it is very probable that at further investigation
they will prove to be the result of an individual or geographic variability of one
species”. Beside the measurements, PEN et al. (5) regard the unicuspid I! of
Ia longimana and the bicuspid I* of Ia 10 as distinguishing characters between
the two species. Care should be taken, however, in the evaluation of this feature,
since THoMAS himself remarked at the description of his species (8) that this
tooth is much less bicuspid than that of Eptesicus serotinus. It is not without
interest that TATE (7) gives this tooth as unicuspid in the diagnosis of the
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