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INTRODUCTION
The so-called Forest Ratsnakes have been relatively neglected
by herpetologists in Europe and the United States for several
reasons, not the least being that for most of the 1900’s, China
was effectively cut off from the rest of the world.
Due to their morphological similarities to other ratsnakes from
elsewhere their taxonomic position was rarely disputed or
subject to controversy.
While they were shifted between genera, they were assumed by
most herpetologists to be part of Elaphe sensu lato.
In the period from 1826 to 2002 the Japanese Woodsnake first
described as Coluber conspicillatus by Boie in 1826 has been
moved between various genera by herpetologists.
An early placement was Euprepiophis conspicillatus Fitzinger,
1843, for which he created the genus Euprepiophis for this
species.
However other herpetologists disagreed and merely placed this
taxon within other pre-exiting genera, including the following
binomials; Elaphis conspicillatus by Duméril et. al. in 1854;
Proterodon tessellatuys by Hallowell in 1860 (Proterodon being
a newly erected genus for the taxon and a junior synonym of
Euprepiophis); Coronella conspicillata by Jan in 1865; Coronella
perspicillata by Müller in 1878; Coluber conspicillatus by
Boulenger in 1894; Elaphe conspicillata by Stejneger in 1907,
where it remained until 2002, when Utiger et. al. published a
molecular phylogeny for the ratsnakes.
As a result of their findings they decided that the three species,
conspicillatus, mandarinus and perlacea the latter two from
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ABSTRACT
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Sinoelaphe gen. nov. formally defined according to the Zoological Code.
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China, should be placed in their own genus apart from the other
ratsnakes. As Euprepiophis was the first available name, they
transferred all three to this genus.
The species mandarinus had a similar taxonomic history to
conspicillatus, with mandarinus also being previously placed in
the genera Ablabes and Holarchus. The species perlacea
remained in Elaphe from the time of its first description until
removed from that genus by Utiger et. al. in 2002.
The molecular phylogeny produced by Utiger et. al. in 2002 and
a similar one produced by Pyron et. al. in 2011 showed that the
Japanese taxon was significantly divergent from the Chinese
ones. While Utiger et. al. obviously decided they weren’t
sufficiently divergent to warrant placement in separate genera, a
revisitation of the data shows that a split is in fact appropriate.
There are no available genus names for either Chinese species
so one is erected and defined for the first time herein according
to the Zoological Code (Ride et. al. 1999) below.
Key publications in terms of the relevant three species include,
Alexander and Diener (1958), Barbour (1909), Boie (1826),
Boulenger (1894), Burbink and Lawson (2007), Cantor (1842),
Dowling and Jenner (1988), Duméril et. al. (1854), Fleck (1985),
Golder (1974), Gumprecht (2002, 2003, 2004), Hallowell (1861),
Jan (1865), Lenk et. al. (2001), Love (2010), Mell (1931), Mori
(1982), Müller (1878), Nagata and Mori (2003), Nguyen et. al.
(2009), Prater (1919), Purser (2003), Pyron et. al. (2011),
Schultz (1996a, 1996b), Stejneger (1907, 1929), Utiger et. al.
(2002), Wang et. al. (1999), Whitaker and Captain (2004),
Winchell (2003a, 2003b), Zhao (1990), Zhao and Adler (1993).
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GENUS SINOELAPHE GEN. NOV.
Type species: Coluber mandarinus Cantor, 1842
Diagnosis: This genus comprises two species, mandarinus and
perlacea.  It is best defined by defining each species individually
in order to separate this genus from all similar snakes.
Sinoelaphe mandarinus is a medium-sized snake; total length up
to 140 cm. There are 17-25 (21-23 at mid-body) dorsal rows of
scales, which are smooth and shiny. The head is oval with a
slightly blunt snout; body is medium stout; tail is medium in
length. Eye is medium-sized; iris is dark brown to blackish and
pupil is round, black, and less distinct from rest of eye. Tongue
is flesh-coloured with gray fork tips. Upper head is yellow and
the labials are white, except three broad, black cross-bands; the
anterior one is located on the snout, ending on the first
infralabials, the median one extends from top of head, divides
over eye, to the labials, and the posterior one extends
postolaterally from top of posterior head to base of jaw. Upper
body and tail are purplish-gray or even reddish, with a series of
conspicuous, yellow-margined, yellow-centered, black saddles
separated from one another by length of 1-2 scales. There may
also be a lateral series of small, black spots. Ventral head is
white except the black spots on the gulars and some infralabials.
Ventral body and tail are white with scattered quadrangular
marks of prominent black pigment which are irregularly arranged
on sides. The anal scale is divided and subcaudals are paired.
Sinoelaphe perlacea differs from Sinoelaphe mandarinus in
many ways. S. mandarinus has: 1) 23 scale rows on the neck
and mid-body, 19 or 21 before the vent; 2) Two anterior temporal
scales (occasionally one); 3) A much different dorsal pattern.
Distribution: In a triangle including India, China, Vietnam and
countries within this region. Includes Taiwan. The species
Sinoelaphe perlacea is only known from near Chengdu, China.
Etymology: Named in reflection of the Chinese centred
distribution of the taxa.
Content of Sinoelaphe gen. nov.
Sinoelaphe mandarinus (Cantor, 1842) (Type species).
Sinoelaphe perlacea (Stejneger, 1929).
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