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ABSTRACT

The lesser mouse-tailed bat Rhinopoma hardwickii Gray, 1831 has not been recorded from Pakistan except from
northern Punjab (Rohtas) and southern Sindh (Karachi, Landhi and Karchat Hills near Hyderabad). These records date
back to 1927. Here after 84 years, we provide an account of the third country and first record of this species from
southern Punjab. Rhinopomatid bats (n =5) were captured from this region of which two were euthanized to describe
their external body, cranial and bacular measurements. This paper compares various morphometeric measurements of
these bats to those already mentioned in literatures and documents habitat and new distribution map of this species in
Pakistan.
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INTRODUCTION

Rhinopomatidae Bonaparte, 1838 is a monotypic
family of mouse-tailed bats, comprising of four extant
species within the same genus Rhinopoma Geoffroy,
1818 (Van cakenberghe and de Vree, 1994) and includes
Rhinopoma microphyllum (Brunnich, 1782), R.
hardwickii Gray, 1831, R. muscatellum Thomas, 1903,
and R. macinnesi Hayman, 1937. Former three of these
four species are represented in Pakistan (Simmons,
2005). The lesser mouse-tailed bat, Rhinopoma
hardwickii Gray, 1831 is distributed from Morocco to
Burma, south to Mauritania, Senegal, Mali, Burkina Faso,
Niger and Kenya and Socotora Isles (Yemen). This
species is rare and locally distributed in Pakistan
(Roberts, 1997; Mahmood-ul-Hassan and Nameer, 2006).
It has been recorded from Rohtas, Salt Range in Punjab
(Lindsay, 1927) and from Landhi and Karchat Hills
(Hinton and Thomas, 1926) in Sindh (Roberts, 1997;
Mahmood-ul-Hassan et al., 2009). Information on the
extant of occurrence, area of occupancy, habitat status,
distribution and morphology and population trends of this
species from Pakistan is scarce and scanty (Sheikh and
Molur, 2004). Bates and Harrison, (1997) and Mahmood-
ul-Hassan et al. (2009) documented information on the
distribution and morphology of R. hardwickii from
Pakistan but both these sources are based on literature
reviews and as such little field work has been carried out
to know the actual distribution range of this bat in
Pakistan in the recent time.

Keeping in mind the original reports (Hinton
and Thomas, 1926; Lindsay, 1927), a focused field

survey was conducted to explore their presence or
absence in the region. This paper describes habitat,
distribution and morphology of Rhinopoma hardwickii
after 84 years since its first description from Pakistan.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

A systematic survey of the northern (Margalla
Hills National Park and Chinji National Park), central
(Lahore, Kasur, Faisalabad), and southern Punjab (Lal
Suhanra National Park) was made to ascertain the
presence or absence of rhinopomatid bats in the province
from June 2009 to May 2011. Each of the three
topographic subdivisions of Punjab was surveyed for
three consecutive days in alternate months and thus 30
sites were sampled in 26 field visits. Potential bat roosts
such as old and undisturbed buildings, ruins, abandoned
wells and farm houses were thoroughly searched. Based
on information provided by local residents at
Bahawalpur, a building named Noor Mahal” (N
29º22.695, E 071º40.132) was also surveyed on
November 20, 2009. More than thirty bats were roosting
in six cellars of this building and on an average five or six
were present in each cellar at that time (Plate 1). Only
two adult male R. hardwickii were captured from a cellar
with the help of a hand net. The catch size was
intentionally kept low to avoided disturbance and further
decreases their population size.

These specimens were placed in cotton bags and
were weighed (up to 0.1 g) before being euthanized and
preserved in absolute alcohol filled plastic jars.
Specimens were then brought to the laboratory for taking
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external body measurements which included; head and
body length, ear length, tragus length, forearm length,
claw length, thumb length, length of each metacarpal
including its phalanges, wing span, penis length, tibia
length, calcar length, hind foot length, and tail length.

Bat skulls were prepared for recording cranial
measurements following Bates et al. (2005) and the
greatest length of skull (GTL), condylo-basal length
(CBL), condylo-canine length (CCL), zygomatic breadth
(ZB), breadth of braincase (BB), post-orbital constriction
(PC), mandible length (M), maxillary toothrow length (C-
M3), mandible toothrow length (C-M3), posterior palatal
width (M3-M3), anterior palatal width (C1-C1) were
measured following Bates and Harrison (1997). Penis of
a single male specimen was cut down and the baculum
was prepared following (Bates et al., 2005). Total bacular
length (TLB), shaft length (SL), proximal branch length
(PBL), distal branch length (DBL), proximal branch
width (PBW), distal branch width (DBW) and bacular
height (BH) were measured.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

External Morphology. The lesser mouse-tailed bat R.
hardwickii was collected only from a single roost i.e.
Noor Mahal located in Bahawalpur City during the
present survey (see Plate 2). These bats are often
distinguished from their congeners on the basis of their
tail which is always longer than their forearm (Roberts,
1997; Mahmood-ul-Hassan et al., 2009). Bats under
discussion also had exceptionally long tails (59.00 mm ±
2.828 SD), that were longer than their forearm lengths
(54.00 mm ± 0.0 (SD). Their pelage was brownish grey
above with pale hair roots, the interfemoral and wing
membranes, posterior back and lower abdomen were
naked while the chin was nearly naked (DeBlase et al.,
1973; Roberts, 1997; Bates and Harrison, 1997 and
Benda et al., 2004).

Body mass and external body measurements. The
mean body mass was 15.30 g ±0.424 (SD) while the head
and body, ear and tragus lengths were 66.00 mm ± 5.657
(SD); 15.50 mm ± 2.121 (SD) and 6.50 mm ± 0.707
(SD), respectively. Thumb and claw were 5.75 mm ±
0.354 (SD) and 1.75 mm ± 0.354 (SD) long, respectively.
The mean forearm length was 54.00 mm ± 0.0 (SD) while
3rd metacarpal was 39.00 mm ± 0.0 (SD) long. The 1st

and 2nd phalanges on 3rd metacarpal were 9.00 mm ± 0.0
(SD) and 14.25 mm ± 4.596 (SD) long, respectively. The
4th metacarpal was 32.75 mm ±0.354 (SD) long while 1st

and 2nd phalanges on 4th metacarpal measured 11.50 mm
± 1.414 (SD) and 10.50 mm ± 0.707 (SD)long,
respectively. The 5th metacarpal was 37.50 mm ± 0.707
(SD) long while its 1st phalanx measured 10.75 mm ±
1.061 (SD). The wing span was 260.50 mm ± 0.707 (SD).
Tibia, calcar, hind foot, tail and penis were 27.50 mm ±

1.414 (SD), 5.50 mm ± 0.707 (SD), 14.00 mm ± 0.000
(SD), 59.00 mm ± 2.828 SD and 3.00 mm ± 0.000 (SD)
long, respectively (Table 1).

Cranial measurements. The braincase and zygomatic
bone were 7.61 mm ± 0.018 (SD) and 12.08 mm ± 0.162
(SD) broad, respectively (Table 1). The postorbital
constriction, condylo-canine length and condylo-basal
lengths were 2.88 mm ± 0.054 (SD), 116.12 mm ± 1.075
(SD) and 17.78 mm ± 0.898(SD) respectively. The
greatest skull, maxillary tooth row, mandibular tooth row
and mandible length were 19.68 mm ± 0.108 (SD), 5.84
mm ± 0.359 (SD), 6.10 mm ± 0.718 (SD) and 11.28 mm
± 1.652 (SD) respectively. Anterior and posterior palatal
widths were 4.98 mm ± 0.934 (SD) and 9.53 mm ± 0.180
(SD), respectively.

Bacular measurements. The baculum was 1.1 mm long
with a shaft which was 1.0 mm long. The proximal and
distal bacular lengths were 0.1 mm and 0.00 mm while
proximal and distal breadths of baculum were 0.3 mm
and 0.2 mm. The baculum was of 0.4 mm high (Table 1,
Plate 3).

Morphometric comparison. Two specimen of
Rhinopoma hardwickii captured during this study (mean
body weight 15.30 g) were heavier than those recorded
by Benda et al. (2004) i.e. 11.97 g from Libya (Table 2).
Most of the body measurements were in line with
DeBlase et al. (1973) except mean ear length that was
smaller than those recorded by DeBlase et al. (1973),
Roberts (1997), Bates and Harrison (1997) and Benda et
al. (2004). Similarly, the postorbital constriction,
condylo-canine length and greatest length of skull of
present specimens were same as reported by Bates and
Harrison (1997) but the mean breadth of braincase and
mandible lengths were smaller while zygomatic breadth
was greater than those recorded by Bates and Harrison
(1997). Greatest skull length of these two specimens was
however greater than those recorded by Benda et al.
(2004). The mean condylo-basal length was greater than
recorded by DeBlase et al. (1973) while mean mandible
length was smaller than those given by DeBlase et al.
(1973), Bates and Harrison (1997) and Benda et al.
(2004). The baculum length of single R. hardwickii was
smaller than given by Hosken et al. (2002) (Table 2).

Threats to the Species. Location of a single roost of R
hardwickii (n = 30) from southern Punjab during a two
year survey indicated a declining population trend. Its
congener i.e. R. mirophyllum was also recorded from the
Salt Range, Multan and Mailsi in Punjab (Roberts, 1997)
that was not recorded during the present survey. Fat
reserves of both these species are used by local medical
practitioners “hakeems” as potion to cure baldness and
sexual illnesses (Roberts, 1997) that may be a leading
factor of population decline of these species. The security
guard at Noor Mahal also indicated that bats were
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periodically flushed out from the building to maintain
cleanliness in the cellars. Populations of many bat species
are declining worldwide, mainly as a consequence of the
extensive habitat loss and degradation, hunting for food
and medicine (Schipper et al., 2008). Thus conservation
efforts and implementation of a global network for
monitoring bat populations is urgently required (Jones et
al., 2009).

Plate 1. Rhinopoma hardwickii roosting at Noor
Mahal (29º22.695N, 071º40.132E),
Bahawalpur (Courtsey Dr. Muhammad
Mahmood-ul-Hassan).

Plate 3. Baculum of R. hardwickii captured from Noor
Mahal, Bahawalpur

Table 1. Mean body weight (g), external body (mm), cranial (mm) and bacluar (mm) measurements of Rhinopoma
hardwickii captured from Bahawalpur district during a two years’ survey carried out  from June 2009 to
May 2011 in Punjab (n is the number of specimens).

External Body Measurements n= 2 Cranial Measurements n= 2
Body weight 15.30±0.424 Breadth of braincase 7.61±0.018
Head and body length 66.00±5.657 Zygomatic breadth 12.08±0.162
Ear length 15.50±2.121 Postorbital constriction 2.88±0.054
Tragus length 6.50±0.707 Condylo-canine length 16.12±1.075
Thumb length 5.75±0.354 Condylo-basal length 17.78±0.898
Claw length 1.75±0.354 Greatest length of skull 19.68±0.108
Forearm length 54.00±0.000 Maxillary toothrow 5.84±0.359
Length of 3rd metacarpal 39.00±0.000 Anterior palatal width 4.98±0.934
1st Phalanx on 3rd metacarpal 9.00±0.000 Posterior palatal width 9.53±0.180
2nd phalanx on 3rd metacarpal 14.25±4.596 Mandibular toothrow 6.10±0.718
Length of 4th metacarpal 32.75±0.354 Mandible length 11.28±1.652
1st Phalanx on 4th metacarpal 11.50±1.414 Bacular Parameters n=1
2nd phalanx on 4th metacarpal 10.50±0.707 Total length of baculum 1.1
Length of 5th metacarpal 37.50±0.707 Length of shaft 1.0
1st phalanx on 5th metacarpal 10.75±1.061 Length of proximal branch 0.1
Wing span 260.50±0.707 Length of distal branch 0.00
Tibia length 27.50±1.414 Width of proximal branch 0.3
Calcar length 5.50±0.707 Width of distal branch 0.2
Hind foot length 14.00±0.000 Height of baculum 0.4
Tail length 59.00±2.828
Penis length 3.00±0.000
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Table 2. Comparison of mean external body, cranial and bacular measurements (mm) of Rhinopma hardwickii (I
= DeBlase et al. (1973), II = Roberts (1997), III = Bates and Harrison (1997), IV = Benda et al. (2004),
Hosken et al. (2002), VI = Present study).

Parameters I II III IV V VI (n= 2)
Body weight - - - 11.97(10.6-13.7) - 15.30(14.9-15.7)
Total length 119-141 - - - - 125.00(123.0-127.0)
Head and body length - 62 (55-69) 66.6(55.0 – 73.0) 64.64(62.0-67.0) - 66.00 (62.0-70.0)
Ear length 18-21 18 (16-20) 19.3(17.0 – 21.0) 22.54(21.2-23.7) - 15.50 (14.0-17.0)
Tragus length - - - 7.59(6.6-8.5) - 6.50(5.79-7.21)
Forearm length 52.4-60 60(60–67) 59.2(52.9 – 64.0) 60.52(58.4-62.6) - 54.00 (54.0)
Hind foot length 12-15 11.5 (9-15 ) 13.4(11.0 – 15.0) - - 14.00 (14.0)
Tail length 57-70 67(57-77) 66.8(56.0-78.0) 72.69(67.0-79.0) - 59.00 (57.0-61.0)
Breadth of braincase - - 8.2(7.8 – 8.5) 7.62(7.19-7.89) - 7.61(7.59-7.62)
Zygomatic breadth 9.9-10.9 - 10.9(10.1 – 11.7) 11.01(10.53-11.28) - 12.08(11.96-12.19)
Postorbital constriction 2.4-2.9 - 2.8(2.5 – 3.2) - - 2.88(2.84-2.92)
Condylo-basal length 15.6-16.9 - - - - 17.78(16.88-18.68)
Condylo-canine length - - 16.5(15.5 – 17.5) 16.48(15.65-16.94) - 16.12(15.36-16.88)
Greatest length of skull - - 18.7(17.5 – 19.7) 18.53(17.60-18.94) - 19.68(19.60-19.75)
Maxillary toothrow length 5.7-6.3 - - - - 6.10(5.59-6.60)
Mandible length 11.3-12.4 - 12.8(11.8 – 13.6) 12.71(12.22-13.19) - 11.28(10.11-12.45)
Bacular length - - - - 1.33 1.10
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