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Abstract 

The genus Physiculus is widespread in the Indo-Pacific with more than 32 valid species, and about 12 species were 
recorded only from the Indian Ocean. Two new species similar to each other are collected from the outer reef drop off of 
Kavaratti Island, Lakshadweep, India, Arabian Sea and described. Physiculus indicus sp. nov. is characterised by its light 
organ situated at about the middle of pelvic-fin base and anus, a small light organ, a rather forward situated anus, no scales 
on the gular region, dorsal-fin rays 8‒9+56­‒60, anal-fin rays 55‒60, and 52 vertebrae. This species differs from nearest 
congeners in lacking gular scales, anus situated closer to the light organ and slightly fewer total vertebrae. Physiculus 
lakshadeepa sp. nov. is characterised by a relatively high first dorsal fin (51.7‒62.8% HL) and a light organ situated at 
the middle of the pelvic-fin base and anus. It has a small light organ, a rather forward situated anus, no scales on the gular 
region, dorsal-fin rays 8‒9+51‒59, anal-fin rays 53‒59, and 49 vertebrae. Physiculus lakshadeepa differs from the nearest 
congeners in lacking gular scales, fewer anal-fin rays and fewer total vertebrae.
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Introduction

Family Moridae comprises of 19 valid genera, with the description of 109 valid species globally. Physiculus is the 
widespread genus with the most number of species, among the family moridae with 43 nominal species, and report-
ed from the Atlantic Ocean (11 species) and Indo-Pacific (32 species). Several species have restricted distribution, 
while others occur in broad geographic areas (Pires et al., 2019).

Among these congeners, 12 species were recorded only in the Indian Ocean, including Physiculus andriashevi 
Shcherbachev 1993, P. argyropastus Alcock 1894, P. beckeri Shcherbachev 1993, P. bertelseni Shcherbachev 1993, 
P. capensis Gilchrist 1922, P. fedorovi Shcherbachev 1993, P. marisrubri Brüss 1986, P. natalensis Gilchrist 1922, 
P. nielseni Shcherbachev 1993, P. normani Brüss 1986, P. roseus Alcock 1891 and P. sudanensis Paulin, 1989. Phy-
siculus spp. have restricted geographical distribution (Paulin, 1989), except for Physiculus rhodopinnis Okamura 
1982, which is reported from the northwestern Pacific and the southwestern Indian Ocean, the only member with a 
wide distribution range that requires more investigation to check the cryptic speciation.

Ichthyofauna of Lakshadweep attained particular interest for a long time, and ichthyological explorations start-
ed in the 19th century. Some of the early accounts on fishes of this area are by Alcock in his survey during 1890. 
Balan (1958) documented 80 species of fishes belonging to 65 genera from Lakshadweep (Jones 1960, 1969). Jones 
and Kumaran (1967, 1971) and Jones et al. (1969, 1970) also contributed to the documentation of the ichthyofauna 
of Lakshadweep. Even though many studies deal with the taxonomy of marine fishes of India (Day, 1958; Munro, 
1955), the fishes of the Lakshadweep Islands have received little attention.
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The first concerted attempt to document fishes from these islands was made by Jones and Kumaran (1980). 
Their publication “Fishes of the Laccadive Archipelago”, an indispensable work and the most comprehensive ac-
count of the fish fauna of Lakshadweep, documented 603 species of fishes in total. However, species of the family 
Moridae have not been recorded from the Lakshadweep Sea so far.

Following the marine biodiversity assessment survey conducted during (2015‒2018), nine Physiculus speci-
mens were collected from the outer reef drop off of Kavaratti Island, Lakshadweep, India, Arabian Sea. A detailed 
comparison with congeners revealed two undescribed species are among these specimens. Here we formally de-
scribe these two species as new to science. 

Materials and methods

Specimens were collected from a seawater sump which draws seawater by suction from a depth around 350 m at 
Kavaratti, Lakshadweep. Meristic and morphometric measurements were made following Hubbs & Lagler (1958), 
Paulin (1989) and González et al. (2018). Measurements related to the size and position of light organs follow 
Shcherbachev (1993). Abbreviations: SL, standard length; InV-af, distance between interventral line and origin of 
anal fin; InV-Lo, distance between interventral line and anterior margin of the light organ; Lo-An, distance between 
the posterior margin of light organ and anus; InV-An, distance between interventral line and anus; LoD, light organ 
diameter. Meristic counts were made from x-ray films or directly under a light microscope.

For diagnostic purposes, the length of the continuous tube and discontinuous tube of the lateral line and the 
presence and absence of gular scales have been noted in the present study (Trewavas, 1977; Okamura, 1982; Parin, 
1985). Specimens examined in the present study were deposited at Marine Taxonomy Reference Laboratory, De-
partment of Science and Technology (MTRLDST), Lakshadweep, India.

Results

Taxonomy

Family Moridae

Physiculus indicus sp. nov.
Common name: Indian Codling
Figs.1‒2, Table 1

Holotype. MTRLDST 00214, 162 mm SL, 183 mm TL, India, Lakshadweep, East Coast of Kavaratti Island, 
10°33’49.9”N, 72°39’4.0”E,, ca. 350 m, 9 April 2018.

Paratypes. MTRLDST 00215, 128 mm SL, 148 mm TL; MTRLDST 00216,143 mm SL, 169 mm TL; 
MTRLDST 00217, 154 mm SL, 169 mm TL; MTRLDST 00218, 142 mm SL, 162 mm TL; all collected with ho-
lotype.

Etymology. The specific is derived from the type locality, India.
Diagnosis. A species of Physiculus with light organ situated at about the middle of pelvic-fin base and anus; 

light organ small; anus rather forward in position, closer to the light organ; gular region smooth without scales. 
Physiculus indicus differs from nearest congeners, P. argyropastus, in the position of the anus, and the number of 
total vertebrae; P. roseus in having the light organ closer to the anus than the pelvic-fin base; P. rhodopinnis by 
fewer rays in the second dorsal fin and fewer anal-fin rays. Although similar to each other, P. indicus differs from P. 
lakshadeepa in having fewer gill rakers, more caudal vertebrae, more total vertebrae, and first dorsal fin not higher 
than the second (vs. first dorsal fin higher with first ray filamentous)

Description. The morphometric data given in Table 1 is for the holotype, followed by the range of measure-
ments from the paratypes in parentheses, except when otherwise indicated. Body round elongated, compressed 
posteriorly; head moderately large, slightly depressed anteriorly; eye large, its diameter 22.2% (19.0‒25.8%) HL; 
interorbital space broad, it width 31.8% (26.6‒34.1%) HL; snout broad and rounded, length 19.9% (19.9‒28.4%) 
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HL, protruding slightly beyond upper jaw; mouth large; teeth equally sized; vomerine and palatine toothless; barbel 
on chin much shorter than orbit diameter, its length 4.7% (3.2‒8.9%) HL. 

Gill rakers on first gill arch small, varying from spinous tubercles to small clubs, spinous initially at tips and 
progressively more spinous towards the angle on the lower branch and spinous at tips on the upper branch; abdomi-
nal cavity reaching the 9th pterygiophore of the anal fin.

FIGURE 1. Physiculus indicus sp. nov., holotype, MTRLDST 00214, fresh. A. Lateral view. B. Ventral view of abdomen, 
showing the localities of pelvic-fin base, light organ and anus. C. Radiograph.
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Scales small and deciduous, 96 (90‒102) in longitudinal series; 7 (7‒8) scale rows between the base of the first 
dorsal fin and lateral line; scale cycloid, covered on head and body, except for branchiostegal membrane and gular 
region. Continuous tube of lateral line reaching 14th ray of the second dorsal fin and discontinuous tube of lateral 
line reaching caudal peduncle.

FIGURE 2. Physiculus indicus sp. nov., paratype, MTRLDST 00215, preserved. A. Lateral view. B. Ventral view 
of abdomen. C. Radiograph..

First dorsal fin higher than the second; a very small gap separating first from second dorsal fin; the origin of 
the first dorsal behind a vertical through pectoral fin base; the origin of the second dorsal fin at a vertical through 
5th anal-fin ray; both dorsal fins not indented. The pectoral fin extends up to the 8th ray of the second dorsal fin. 
Pelvic fin slender, two outermost rays filamentous and extend to 3rd ray of the anal fin. Caudal fin truncate and 
well separated from second dorsal and anal fins. Caudal peduncle short, less than orbit diameter, its length 8.8% 
(8.4‒10.3%) HL. 
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Light organ moderately sized; externally prominent as a circular scale less fossa in advance of the anus; its 
diameter 11.4% (6.4‒12.0%) InV-af. Distance from inter ventral line to anterior margin of light organ 22.6% (18.6‒
29.0%) In V-af; distance from posterior margin of the light organ to anterior margin of anus 17.6% (17.6‒23.8%) In 
V-af; and distance from the inter-ventral line to anterior margin of anus 53.6% (50.6‒58.2%) InV-af. 

Vertebrae: 12 (11‒12) precaudal, 40 (40‒41) caudal vertebrae, and 52 (52) in total.
Coloration.. When fresh, the head and body, pinkish tan; abdomen, silvery blue; branchiostegal membranes 

black; vertical fin membrane dark brown. Colour when preserved head and body light brown and abdomen silvery.
Distribution. Physiculus indicus is known from the type series collected off Kavaratti Island, Lakshadweep, 

India, at a depth of ca. 350 m.

Physiculus lakshadeepa sp. nov.
Common name: Lakshadweep codling
Figs. 3‒5, Table 1

Holotype. MTRLDST 00112, 164 mm SL, 192 mm TL, India, Lakshadweep, East Coast of Kavaratti Island, 
10°33’49.9”N, 72°39’4.0”E, from 350 m depth, 9 April 2018.

Paratypes. MTRLDST 00113, 125 mm SL, 143 mm TL; MTRLDST 00114, 183 mm SL, 224 mm TL; both 
collected with holotype.

Etymology. The specific name is derived from the type locality, Lakshadweep.
Diagnosis. A species of Physiculus with light organ situated at about the middle of pelvic-fin base and anus; 

light organ small, anus rather forward in position, closer to the light organ; gular region smooth without scales; 
Physiculus lakshadeepa differs from the Indian congeners in having relatively high first dorsal fin, with first ray 
filamentous, except for that of P. capensis, P. beckeri and P. roseus; P. lakshadeepa differs from P. capensis in hav-
ing scales on snout (vs snout smooth) and teeth in equally sized (vs in graded series); from P. beckeri in having 
84‒95 scales in longitudinal series (vs 115‒130) and less tall first dorsal fin; and from P. roseus in having fewer 
second dorsal-fin rays and more gill rakers. Compared with the other species in the Pacific Ocean, P. lakshadeepa 
resembles only P. chigodarana, which has the first dorsal fin distinctly higher than the second. However, P. lak-
shadeepa differs from the latter in lacking gular scales (vs present in P. chigodarana), fewer second dorsal-fin rays; 
fewer anal fin rays; light organ situated rather backward; anus situated rather backward (InV-An 41.7‒58.2% InV-af 
vs 38.7‒43.7%); more gill rackers, and fewer vertebrae.

Description. The morphometric data given in Table 1 is for the holotype, followed by the range of measure-
ments from the paratypes in parentheses, except when otherwise indicated. Body slender and long, compressed 
posteriorly; head moderately small, depressed anteriorly; eye large 24.7% (19.1‒28.5%) in HL; interorbital space 
broad, 30.1% (25.4‒30.7%) in HL; snout broad and rounded, length 24.7% (24.7‒25.9%) in HL, protruding slightly 
beyond the upper jaw. Mouth large, gape extending to a vertical through posterior margin of eye, teeth small, equally 
sized; vomerine and palatine toothless. Barbel on chin much shorter than orbit diameter, length 7.5% (3.2‒11.6%) 
in HL.

Gill rakers on the first gill arch small, varying from spinous tubercles to small clubs, spinous initially at tips and 
progressively more spinous towards the angle on lower branch and spinous at tips on the upper branch. Abdominal 
cavity reaching the 13th pterygiophore of the anal fin.

Scales small and deciduous, 90 (84‒95) in longitudinal series; 7 (6‒7) scale rows between the first dorsal-fin 
base and lateral line. Cycloid scales cover the head and body, except for the branchiostegal membrane and the gular 
region are completely scaleless. Continuous tube of lateral line reaching 10th ray of the second dorsal fin, followed 
by discontinuous short tubes on the lateral line reaching caudal peduncle. Caudal fin rounded and fan-shaped, well 
separated from dorsal and anal fins. Caudal peduncle short than orbit diameter, its length 17.1% (17.1‒19.7%) HL.

First dorsal fin higher than second, first dorsal-fin ray elongated and filamentous, its length 62.8% HL (51.7% 
in 1 paratype and broken in another one). A very small gap separates the first from the second dorsal fins. Origin of 
first dorsal fin slightly behind a vertical through the pectoral-fin base; the origin of the second dorsal fin at a vertical 
through 4th anal-fin ray. Pelvic fin slender, two outermost rays slightly filamentous, extending to 7th ray of the anal 
fin. The pectoral fin extends up to the 7th ray of the second dorsal fin. 
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FIGURE 3. Physiculus lakshadeepa sp. nov., holotype, MTRLDST 00112, preserved. A. Lateral view. B. Ventral 
of the abdomen. C. Radiograph. 

Ventral light organ small in size, externally prominent as a circular scale less fossa in advance of the anus, its 
diameter 6.0% (6.0‒9.6%) InV-af; distance from inter ventral line to anterior margin of light organ 29.0% (24.4‒
29.0%) InV-af; distance from posterior margin of the light organ to anterior margin of anus 22.6% (17.4‒22.6%) 
InV-af, and distance from inter ventral line to anterior margin of anus 58.2% (41.7‒58.2%) InV-af.
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FIGURE 4. Physiculus lakshadeepa sp. nov., paratype, MTRLDST 00113, preserved. A. Lateral view. B. ventral 
view of abdomen. C. Radiograph.
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FIGURE 5. Physiculus lakshadeepa sp. nov., fresh condition, from the holotype???. A. Lateral view of anterior 
body, fresh condition. B. Close-up of high first dorsal fin with first ray filamentous. C. Ventral view of abdomen 
showing the pelvic-fin base, light organ and anus. 

Vertebrae: 12 (11‒12) precaudal, 37 (37‒38) caudal, and 49 (49) in total.
Colouration. When fresh, head and body dark brown, slightly reddish on tail, caudal fin base dark brown and 

abdomen silvery blue. Branchiostegal membranes black; first dorsal fin pink, with broad black margin; second 
dorsal fin pink, gradually becoming red posteriorly, with narrow black margin; pectoral fin red with black base; 
pelvic fin dark brown; anal fin red with black margin; caudal fin deep red with posterior third black. Colour when 
preserved, head and body light brown and abdomen silvery.
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Table 1. Morphometric and meristic data of Physiculus indicus sp. nov. and Physiculus lakshadeepa sp. nov.
P. indicus P. lakshadeepa

Morphometric Measurement Holotype All types Holotype All types
Total length (mm) 183 183 (149‒183) 192 192 (143‒224)
Standard length (mm) 162 162 (128‒162) 164 164 (125‒183)
First dorsal rays 9 9 (8‒9) 9 9 (8‒9)
Second dorsal rays 57 57 (56‒60) 59 59 (51‒59)
Pelvic soft rays 7 7 7 7
Pectoral fin rays 22 22 (14‒22) 18 18 (14+‒18)
Caudal fin rays 19 19 (17‒24) 14 14 (14‒22)
Anal soft rays 60 60 (55‒60) 56 56 (53‒59)
scales in longitudinal series 96 96 (90‒102) 90 90 (84‒95)
Scales between first dorsal-fin base and 
lateral line

7 7 (7‒8) 7 7 (6‒7)

Gill rakers 4+9 13 (12‒13) 5+12 14 (14‒17)
Total vertebrae 52 52 49 49
Precaudal vertebrae 12 12 (11‒12) 12 12 (11‒12)
Caudal vertebrae 40 40 (40‒41) 37 37 (37‒38)
in % SL Mean (Range) SD Mean (Range) SD
Body depth 22.8 20.7 (18.0‒22.8) 1.8 21.5 20.2 (19.3‒21.5) 1.1
Caudal peduncle depth 1.8 2.1 (1.8‒2.5) 0.3 2.3 2.2 (1.5‒2.7) 0.6
Head length 25.1 25.7 (24.8‒27.7) 1.2 24.3 24.3 (23.0‒25.5) 1.3
Head width 18.4 18.0 (16.2‒19.8) 1.4 15.8 16.1 (15.8‒16.5) 0.4
Predorsal length 27.8 28 (26.1‒29.8) 1.3 29.1 29.3 (28.2‒30.5) 1.2
Pre-pectoral length 23.0 26.9 (23.0‒29.4) 2.6 26.7 28.1 (26.7‒30.5) 2.1
Pre-pelvic length 16.9 20.7 (16.9‒22.9) 2.3 21.1 19.8 (16.6‒21.6) 2.8
Pre-anal fin length 27.5 31.7 (27.5‒34.2) 2.5 32.6 32.4 (31.6‒33.2) 0.8
Pre anus length 21.6 27.4 (21.6‒30.4) 3.4 30.8 29.5 (26.9‒30.8) 2.2
First dorsal fin height 6.3 8.2 (6.3‒9.7) 1.5 9.6 9.4 (9.2‒9.6) 0.3
First dorsal fin base length 6.5 7.7 (6.5‒9.0) 0.9 6.5 6.8 (6.5‒7.1) 0.3
Pectoral fin length 17.8 18.4 (15.7‒20.8) 2.1 17.1 17.5 (16.9‒18.5) 0.9
Pelvic fin length 19.2 18.3 (17.0‒19.2) 1.2 21.5 20.2 (18.9‒21.5) 1.8
in % HL
Orbital diameter 22.2 22.9 (19.0‒25.8) 2.6 24.7 24.1 (19.1‒28.5) 4.7
Snout length 19.9 23.4 (19.9‒28.4) 3.5 24.7 25.3 (24.7‒25.9) 0.6
Maxilla length 51.8 48.8 (44.9‒51.8) 3.3 50.3 51.2 (48.3‒54.9) 3.4
Bony inter orbital width 31.8 29.8 (26.6‒34.1) 3.1 30.1 28.7 (25.4‒30.7) 2.9
Barbel length 4.7 6.1 (3.2‒8.9) 2.5 7.5 7.4 (3.2‒11.6) 4.2
First dorsal fin height 25.1 32.5 (25.1‒39.1) 5.8 62.8 57.2 (51.7‒62.8) 7.8
Caudal peduncle length 8.8 9.4 (8.4‒10.3) 0.8 17.1 18.1 (17.1‒19.7) 1.4
%InV‒af
LoD 11.4 9.5 (6.4‒12.0) 2.9 6.0 7.6 (6.0‒9.6) 1.8
InV‒Lo 22.6 23.3 (18.6‒29.0) 3.7 29.0 26.8 (24.4‒29.0) 2.3
Lo‒An 17.6 21.3 (17.6‒23.8) 2.9 22.6 19.7 (17.4‒22.6) 2.6
InV‒An 53.6 53.9 (50.6‒58.2) 3.5 58.2 51.4 (41.7‒58.2) 8.7



Idreesbabu et al. 120  ·  Zootaxa 5104 (1) © 2022 Magnolia Press

Discussion

Taking into account that Physiculus species have relatively restricted geographical distributions (Paulin, 1989). No 
known species of Physiculus are occurring in more than one ocean basin (Froese & Pauly, 2017). Therefore, we 
compared the two new species with their Indian Ocean congeners, except for other indications.

Table 2 provides the selected data for comparison. Notably, some data provided in Paulin (1989) and Shcher-
bachev (1993) are not consistent and are both listed. The differences between these two publications suggested a 
chance for the occurrence of more species. Shcherbachev (1993) included P. andriashevi under the key item with 
InV-Lo <15% InV-af, however, he provided InV-Lo 21.0‒28.4% InV-af in the text, which is likely a mistake, and 
here we follow the value in the text.

By using the keys provided in Paulin (1989) and Shcherbachev (1993), the two new species can be excluded 
from P. beckeri, P. bertelseni, P. fedorovi, P. natalensis, P. roseus and P. dalwigkii by having InV-LO >15% InV-af 
and from P. marisrubri, P. normani and P. nielseni by having InV-LO <30% InV-af; and from P. capensis and P. 
nielseni by having scales covered on the snout. In addition, P. andriashevi has numerous scales in longitudinal se-
ries, dorsal- and anal- fin rays and vertebrae and can easily be separated from the two new species. 

As a consequence, the new species are most similar to P. argyropastus and share with it in having (1) similar 
position and size of the light organ; (2) jaw teeth small and equally sized; (3) continuous tube of lateral line not 
reaching beyond the midpoint of second dorsal fin; (4) similar number of scales in longitudinal series; (5) similar 
numbers of gill rakers. These new species also resemble the ancestral form postulated by Bruss (1986) with large 
scales, undifferentiated teeth, relatively low numbers of fin rays and vertebrae and a moderately small light organ, 
as suggested by Paulin (1989).

Physiculus indicus differs from P. argyropastus in lacking gular scales (gular scales present in P. argyropastus), 
anus situated closer to the light organ (Lo-An 17.6‒23.8 % vs 22.8‒32.6% InV-Af), and slightly fewer total verte-
brae (52 vs 53‒56). Physiculus lakshadeepa differs from P. argyropastus in lacking gular scales (gular scales present 
in P. argyropastus), fewer anal-fin rays (53‒59 vs 58‒65), clearly fewer total vertebrae (49 vs 53‒56).

Physiculus indicus is also similar to P. roseus in lacking gular scales, a similar number of gill rakers, similar 
size of the light organ and general appearance. P. indicus can be differentiated from P. roseus in having the light 
organ closer to the anus than the pelvic-fin base, InV-LO 18.6‒29.0% InV-af (vs 4.9-8.1 in P. roseus) and Lo-An 
17.64‒23.8 % InV-af (vs 31.3‒45.4), fewer rays in the second dorsal fin (56‒60 vs 58‒65), and fewer anal-fin rays 
(55‒60 vs 63‒65). In comparison with the other species from the Indo-Pacific, P. indicus is also similar to Physicu-
lus rhodopinnis Okamura 1982 from Japan in the size and position of the light organ but can be distinguished by 
lacking gular scales (vs scale present), fewer rays in the second dorsal fin (56‒60 vs 68‒76) and fewer anal-fin rays 
(55‒60 vs 70‒80).

Physiculus lakshadeepa can be distinguished from most Indian congeners in having relatively high first dorsal 
fin (51.7‒62.8% HL), with first ray filamentous, except for that of P. capensis (53.5‒61.6% HL), P. beckeri (75‒
106% HL) and P. roseus (54.2‒57.8% HL). Physiculus lakshadeepa differs from P. capensis in having scales on the 
snout (vs snout smooth) and teeth in equally sized (vs in graded series); from P. beckeri in having 84‒95 scales in 
longitudinal series (vs 115‒130) and less tall first dorsal fin (vs fin much taller); and from P. roseus in having 53‒59 
second dorsal-fin rays (vs 63‒65) and 14‒17 gill rakers (vs 9).

Compared with the other species in the Pacific Ocean, P. lakshadeepa resembles only P. chigodarana, which 
has the first dorsal fin distinctly higher than the second. However, P. lakshadeepa differs from the latter in lacking 
gular scales (vs presents in P. chigodarana), fewer second dorsal-fin rays (51‒59 vs 67‒70); fewer anal-fin rays 
(53‒59 vs 67‒76); light organ situated rather backward (InV-Lo 24.4‒29.0% InV-af vs 9.7‒14.4%); anus situated 
rather backward (InV-An 41.7‒58.2% InV-af vs 38.7‒43.7%); more gill rackers (14‒17 vs 10‒12), and fewer ver-
tebrae (49 vs 52‒55).

Although similar to each other, Physiculus indicus differs from P. lakshadeepa in having fewer gill rakers 
(12‒13 vs 14‒17), more caudal vertebrae (40‒41 vs 37‒38), more total vertebrae (52 vs 49), and first dorsal fin not 
higher than the second (vs first dorsal fin higher with first ray filamentous) (Fig. 5).

Comparative materials: Physiculus argyopastus: BM(NH) 1901.1.30.19‒21; P. chigodarana: USNM 59594; P. 
rhodopinnis: BSKU 30343; P. roseus: BM(NH) 1898.7.13.7. Other materials, as listed in Yu & Ho (2012).



Two new species of Physiculus from India Zootaxa 5104 (1) © 2022 Magnolia Press  ·  121

Ta
b

le


 2
. C

om
pa

ris
on

 o
f t

he
 n

ew
 sp

ec
ie

s w
ith

 th
ei

r I
nd

ia
n 

O
ce

an
 c

on
ge

ne
rs

 a
nd

 tw
o 

cl
os

el
y 

si
m

ila
r s

pe
ci

es
 fr

om
 w

es
te

rn
 P

ac
ifi

c 
O

ce
an

. T
ho

se
 c

el
ls

 w
ith

 o
ve

rla
pp

ed
 v

al
ue

s o
f 

ne
w

 sp
ec

ie
s a

re
 sh

ad
ed

 in
 g

ra
y.

 D
at

a 
so

ur
ce

s:
 A

: t
hi

s s
tu

dy
. B

. S
hc

he
rb

ac
he

v 
(1

99
3)

. C
. P

au
lin

 (1
98

9)
.

Ta
xo

n
In

V-
LO

/
In

V-
af

 (%
)

LO
/

In
V-

af
 (%

)
Sc

al
e 

se
rie

s
Pe

lv
ic

-
fin

 r
ay

s
D

or
sa

l-
fin

 r
ay

s 
(2

nd
)

A
na

l-
fin

 r
ay

s
Pe

ct
or

al
-

fin
 r

ay
s

V
er

te
br

ae
G

ill
 

ra
ke

rs
1s

t 
D

or
sa

l-f
in

 
he

ig
ht

 
(%

 H
L

)

O
th

er
 c

ha
ra

ct
er

s
D

at
a 

so
ur

ce
s

P.
 in

di
cu

s 
sp

. n
ov

.
18

.6
‒2

9.
0

6.
4‒

12
.0

90
‒1

02
7

56
‒6

0
55

‒6
0

~2
2

52
12

‒1
3

25
.1

‒3
9.

1
T

ee
th

 e
qu

al
 in

 si
ze

; 
sn

ou
t s

ca
le

d
A

P.
 la

ks
ha

de
ep

a
sp

. n
ov

.
24

.4
‒2

9.
0

6.
0‒

9.
6

84
‒9

5
7

51
‒5

9
53

‒5
9

~1
8

49
14

‒1
7

51
.7

‒6
2.

8
T

ee
th

 e
qu

al
 in

 si
ze

; 
sn

ou
t s

ca
le

d
A

P.
 c

ap
en

si
s

19
.0

‒1
9.

7
15

.1
‒1

5.
8

98
‒1

10
7

54
‒5

7
60

‒6
2

26
‒2

8
49

‒5
0

12
‒1

3
53

.5
‒6

1.
6

Ja
w

 te
et

h 
in

 a
 

gr
ad

ed
 se

rie
s;

 sn
ou

t 
na

ke
d.

B

20
.4

‒3
0.

6
5.

4‒
10

.0
10

5‒
11

0
53

‒6
2

58
‒6

5
24

‒2
5

48
‒5

1
2‒

3+
9

C

P.
 a

nd
ri

as
he

vi
21

.0
‒2

8.
4

11
.9

‒1
8.

2
12

4‒
14

0
5

72
‒8

0
73

‒8
0

21
‒2

3
59

‒6
0

13
‒1

8
26

.7
‒3

8.
1

B

P.
 rh

od
op

in
ni

s
(I

nd
o-

W
 P

ac
ifi

c)
24

.3
‒2

6.
7

11
.2

‒1
6.

4
12

0‒
13

0
5

71
‒7

6
76

‒7
9

23
57

‒5
8

11
‒1

4
34

.9
‒3

6.
3

B

21
.3

‒2
7.

2
10

.1
‒1

5.
9

12
0‒

14
0

68
‒7

6
70

‒8
0

53
‒5

6
3‒

4+
7‒

12
C

P.
 a

rg
yr

op
as

tu
s

31
.7

‒4
1.

7
9.

2‒
14

.1
93

‒9
9

6‒
7

55
‒6

1
60

‒6
7

21
‒2

4
50

‒5
4

14
‒1

9
33

.1
‒5

1.
1

B

23
.0

‒3
6.

0
4.

6‒
9.

8
ca

. 
90

‒9
5

56
‒6

0
58

‒6
5

53
‒5

6
2‒

3+
9‒

11
C

P.
 m

ar
is

ru
br

i
31

.4
‒3

8.
0

12
.9

‒1
5.

2
75

‒8
0

5
58

‒6
3

62
‒6

8
21

‒2
5

52
‒5

3
22

‒2
4

41
.8

‒4
4.

6
B

32
.9

‒3
6.

9
8.

0‒
8.

9
ca

. 8
0

58
‒6

3
63

‒6
8

55
5+

12
‒1

4
C

P.
 n

or
m

an
i

39
.0

‒3
9.

1
7.

6‒
11

.0
86

‒9
7

5
59

‒66


64
‒7

0
23

‒2
4

50
‒5

3
10

‒1
2

30
.4

Ja
w

 te
et

h 
in

 a
 

gr
ad

ed
 se

rie
s;

 sn
ou

t 
na

ke
d

B

34
.9

‒3
8.

2
7.

1‒
9.

4
86

‒9
5

60
‒6

3
67

‒7
0

51
2‒

3+
8‒

9
C

P.
 n

ie
ls

en
i

39
.1

10
.8

0
10

5
5

65
+

64
+

24
48

+
12

‒1
4

30
.5

Sn
ou

t n
ak

ed
B

P.
 fe

do
ro

vi
[‒

8.
5]

25
.7

12
6

7
62

68
23

‒2
4

52
10

‒1
1

35
.1

B

P.
 d

al
w

ig
ki

i
0.

0‒
2.

4
17

.5
‒2

0.
0

11
9‒

12
6

63
‒6

8
66

‒7
5

/
52

‒5
5

2‒
3+

7‒
9

Ja
w

 te
et

h 
in

 a
 

gr
ad

ed
 se

rie
s

C

7.
0‒

9.
4

14
.4

‒2
4.

5
12

7‒
13

5
5

64
‒6

5
68

‒7
1

24
‒2

6
56

10
‒1

3
39

.4
‒4

0.
6

B

...
...

co
nt

in
ue

d 
on

 th
e 

ne
xt

 p
ag

e



Idreesbabu et al. 122  ·  Zootaxa 5104 (1) © 2022 Magnolia Press

TA
B

L
E

 2
. (

C
on

tin
ue

d)

Ta
xo

n
In

V-
LO

/
In

V-
af

 (%
)

LO
/

In
V-

af
 (%

)
Sc

al
e 

se
rie

s
Pe

lv
ic

-
fin

 r
ay

s
D

or
sa

l-
fin

 r
ay

s 
(2

nd
)

A
na

l-
fin

 r
ay

s
Pe

ct
or

al
-

fin
 r

ay
s

V
er

te
br

ae
G

ill
 

ra
ke

rs
1s

t 
D

or
sa

l-f
in

 
he

ig
ht

 
(%

 H
L

)

O
th

er
 c

ha
ra

ct
er

s
D

at
a 

so
ur

ce
s

P.
 su

da
ne

ns
is

 
(=

P.
 d

al
w

ig
ki

i)
0.

0‒
7.

9
14

.4
‒2

1.
6

ca
. 

12
0‒

13
0

64
‒6

9
70

‒7
7

21
‒2

3
52

2‒
3+

6‒
8

Ja
w

 te
et

h 
in

 a
 

gr
ad

ed
 se

rie
s

C

P.
 n

at
al

en
si

s
0.

0‒
5.

9
11

.5
‒1

7.
2

10
0‒

11
0

7
64

‒66


67
‒6

8
21

‒2
3

53
‒5

4
3‒

4+
9‒

11
C

P.
 b

ec
ke

ri
3.

4‒
6.

1
11

.4
‒1

7.
4

11
5‒

13
0

7
57

‒6
5

57
‒6

5
21

‒2
4

50
‒5

4
11

‒1
7

75
‒1

06
B

P.
 ro

se
us

4.
9‒

8.
1

13
.4

‒1
8.

0
92

‒9
7

7
58

‒6
5

63
‒6

5
23

‒2
4

52
‒5

3
9

54
.2

‒5
7.

8
B

P.
 b

er
te

ls
en

i
11

.5
‒1

3.
2

20
.0

‒2
6.

2
14

0‒
14

8
5

66
‒6

8
71

‒7
3

25
‒2

7
54

‒5
8

10
‒1

3
34

.2
‒4

2.
3

B

P.
 c

hi
go

da
ra

na
 

(P
ac

ifi
c)

9.
0‒

10
.1

14
.8

‒1
8.

0
92

‒9
4

7
64

‒6
5

66
‒6

8
24

52
‒5

3
12

‒1
4

93
.6

‒9
4.

9
Te

et
h 

su
be

qu
al

 in
 

si
ze

B

9.
7‒

14
.4

8.
3‒

8.
5

98
‒1

00
67

‒7
0

67
‒7

6
55

2‒
3+

8‒
9

C



Two new species of Physiculus from India Zootaxa 5104 (1) © 2022 Magnolia Press  ·  123

Acknowledgements

The authors thank the Department of Science and Technology, Union Territory of Lakshadweep, India, for grant-
ing permission to conduct the survey and funding support to the study as part of the ongoing project (Grant-In-Aid 
General-39) Assessment and Documentation of the Marine Biodiversity of Lakshadweep. The research team of the 
DST UTL is gratefully acknowledged for the support and assistance in the field collection. 

References

Alcock, A. (1890) Natural history notes from H.M. Indian Marine Survey Steamer ‘Investigator’, Commander RF Hoskyn, RN, 
Commanding. No.16. On the Bathybial fishes collected in the Bay of Bengal during the season 1889–90. Journal of Natural 
History, 6 (33), 197–222.

	 https://doi.org/10.1080/00222939008694027
Alcock, A. (1894) XXV.—Natural history notes from HM Indian marine survey steamer ‘Investigator,’ Commander RF Hoskyn, 

RN, Commanding. Series II., No. 1. On the results of deep-sea dredging during the season 1890–91 (continued). Journal 
of Natural History, 13 (75), 225–245.

	 https://doi.org/10.1080/00222939408677694
Balan, V. (1958) Notes on a Visit to certain islands of the Laccadive Archipelago, with special reference to fisheries, Journal of 

the Bombay Natural History Society, 55 (2), 297–306.
Bruss, R. (1986) Tiefenwasserund Tiefseefische aus dem Roten Meer Physiculus marisrubri n. sp. Aus dem Roten Meer und P. 

normani n. sp. von der Kuste Ostafrikas. Senckenbergiana biologia, 66 (4/6), 215–249.
Day, F. (1958) The fishes of India: A natural history of the fishes known to inhabit the seas and fresh waters of India, Burma, 

and Ceylon. Vol. I. William Dawson and Sons Ltd., London, 778 pp.
Froese, R. & Pauly, D. (Eds.) (2017) FishBase. World Wide Web electronic publication. Version 02/2017. Available from: http:/ 

/www.fishbase.org (accessed 16 June 2017)
González, J.A., Triay-Portella, R. & Biscoito, M. (2018) A new species of Physiculus (Teleostei: Moridae) from the Cape Verde 

Islands (Eastern Central Atlantic). Zooatxa, 4461 (2), 286–292. 
	 https://doi.org/10.11646/zootaxa.4461.2.10 
Hubbs, C.L. & Lagler, K.F. (1958) Fishes of the Great Lakes region. Cranbrook Institute of Science Bulletin, 26, 1–213.
Jones, S. (1960) Spratelloides delicatulus (Bennett) as potential live bait for tuna in the Laccadives. Journal of the Marine Bio-

logical Association of India, 2 (1), 103– 104.
Jones, S. (1969) Catalogue of Fishes from the Laccadive Archipelago in the Reference Collections of the Central Marine Fisher-

ies Research Institute. Central Marine Fisheries Research Institute Bulletin, 8, 1–35.
Jones, S. & Kumaran, M. (1967) New records of fishes from the seas around India. Pt. III. Journal of the Marine Biological 

Association of India, 7 (2), 381–400.
Jones, S. & Kumaran, M. (1971) Biogeography of the ichthyofauna of the Laccadive Archipelago. Symposium on Indian Ocean 

and Adjacent Seas. Journal of Marine Biological Association of India, Cochin, 1971, 128. [abstract]
Jones, S. & Kumaran, M. (1980) Fishes of the Laccadive Archipelago. Nature Conservation and Aquatic Sciences Service, 

Cochin, 760 pp.
Jones, S., Kumaran, M. & Alimanikfan, M. (1970) The ichthyofauna of the intertidal zone in the atolls of the Laccadive Archi-

pelago. Symposium on Marine Intertidal Ecology, Andhra University, Waltair, No. 7. [abstract]
Jones, S., Silas, E.G. & Kumaran, M. (1969) The resident ichthyofauna of the atolls and reefs of the Laccadive Archipelago. 

Symposium on Coral and Coral reefs. Marine Biological Association of India, Mandapam Camp, No. 26. [abstract]
Kaup, 1.J. (1858) Uebersicht der Familie Gadidae. Archiv fur Naturgesch-ichte, 24 (1), 85–93.
	 https://doi.org/10.5962/bhl.part.5285
Munro, I.S.R. (1955) The marine and freshwater fishes of Ceylon. Daya Books, Department of External Affairs, Colombo, xvi 

+ 349 pp.
Okamura, O. (1982) Fishes of the Kyushu-Palau ridge and TosaBay. Japan Fisheries Resource Conservation Association, To-

kyo, 406 pp.
Parin, N.V. (1985) Three new species of the genus Physiculus and other fishes (Moridae, Gadiformes) from the submarine sea-

mounts of the southeastern Pacific Ocean. Journal of ichthyology, 24 (4), 46–60.
Paulin, C.D. (1989) Review of the morid genera Gadella, Physiculus, and Salilota (Teleostei: Gadiformes) with descriptions of 

seven new species. New Zealand Journal of Zoology, 16, 93–133. 
	 https://doi.org/10.1080/03014223.1989.10423706
Pires, A.M., Carvalho-Filho, A., Ferreira, R.C., Viana, D., Nunes, D. & Hazin, F.H. (2019). Review of the Brazilian species of 

Physiculus (Gadiformes: Moridae), with description of a new species from Saint Peter and Saint Paul Archipelago, equato-
rial Atlantic. Zootaxa, 4671 (1), 67–80. https://doi.org/10.11646/zootaxa.4671.1.5 

Shcherbachev, Y.N. (1993) Preliminary review of the genus Physiculus (Moridae, Gadiformes) in the Indian Ocean and adjacent 
waters of the South Atlantic. Transactions of the P.P. Shirshov Institute of Oceanology, 128, 147–178.



Idreesbabu et al. 124  ·  Zootaxa 5104 (1) © 2022 Magnolia Press

Trewavas, E. (1977) The sciaenid fishes (croakers or drums) of the Indo-West-Pacific. Transactions of the Zoological Society 
of London, 33, 253–541.

	 https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1096-3642.1977.tb00052.x
Yu, Y. & Ho, H.C. (2012) Review of codfish family Moridae (Teleostei: Gadiformes) from Taiwan. Platax, 9, 33–59.


