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Abstract

A new Pecies ¢ the colubid gerus Dendrelaphis Boulenger 180 is descibed. Dendrelaphis kopsteinsp. nov. ranges

from Thailand through Peninsular Malaysia and Singapore to Sumatra. A detailed statistical analysis of the differences
betweerD. kopsteinisp nov., D. formosus(Boie, 1827) ard D. cyanochloris(Wall, 1921) is provided as therde spe-

cies hae been mixed up frequerglin theliterature D. kopsteinisp. nov. differsfrom all other Dend-elaphisspecies by a

brick red neck coloratianA neotype is designatd and described foD. formosus and a lectotype is designated and
described foD. cyanochloris
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Introduction

The colubrid snakesf thegenws Dendelaphis Boulengerl890 are wiely distributed, raging from Pakistan
in the West © the northern and eastern coast of Awstraliain the East and Sauth and to southem Chinain the

North (Ziegler& Vogel, 1999). Merbers of the gemus Dendelaphis are sleder, diumal secies thatare pre-

dominanty arborealand feed on lizards and amphibians. The recent descripton of D. hollinrake Lazell, 2002

has bought the number of known species2iL. Two Southeast Asia speciesD. formosugBoie, 182) and

D. cyanochlors (Wall, 1921), have beerhe sibject of a lag history ofconfusion.Starting in 1930, Smith
identified a specimen as D. formosusbut later rectified his identfication to D. cyanochloris(Smith 1943).
More than threadecades late Frith (1977) elaborated extensiveln theproblems ke encountered wiit the

differentiation between the two species. Nowaday® ¢bnfusio still persists. For example, Mthey &

Grossman (1997) ard Lim & Lee (1989) portrayed under lie name D. formosusa gecies clearly different
from Stuebing & Inger’'s (199) ard Cox’ et al. (1997) taxon. One of these species fisesentd as D.

cyanochlorisin Char-Ard et al. (20Q). One reason forhe eisting confusion lies in #inadequag of the

original descriptios of D. formosusard D. cyarochloris. These descrigins lack a sfficient level of detailto

allow for unequivocal differentiation betweenhé two species. In adition, the originaldescription & D.

cyanochloris is composite as it wagartly based o specimens oD. humayuniTiwari & Biswas, 1973.
Another reason fathe onfusion is the existence o&third, undescribedspecisthat issimilar to D. formosus
and D. cyanodhloris in its pholdosis al, in most caseshas been identifiedsD. formosusn theliterature. In

thisarticle, thisnew gecies of Derdrelaphisis describal. In addition, descriptions ote typesof D. formosus
and D. cyanochbris are provided.
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