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ABSTRACT

A new freshwater goby, Rhinogobius immaculatus sp.
nov., is described here from the Qiantang River in
China. It is distinguished from all congeners by the
following combination of characters: second dorsal-fin
rays I, 7–9; anal-fin rays I, 6–8; pectoral-fin rays
14–15; longitudinal scales 29–31; transverse scales
7–9; predorsal scales 2–5; vertebrae 27 (rarely 28);
preopercular canal absent or with two pores; a red
oblique stripe below eye in males; branchiostegal
membrane mostly reddish-orange, with 3–6 irregular
discrete or connected red blotches on posterior
branchiostegal membrane and lower operculum in
males; caudal-fin base with a median black spot; and
no black blotch on anterior part of first dorsal fin in
males.

Keywords: Gobiidae; Rhinogobius; New species;
Qiantang River; China

INTRODUCTION

The freshwater goby genus Rhinogobius Gill, 1859, is currently
comprised of 74 valid species (Huang et al., 2016; Suzuki et
al., 2017; Takahashi & Okazaki, 2017) widely distributed in
East Asia, including Russia (Bogutskaya et al., 2008), Japan
(Akihito et al., 2002), Korea (Regan, 1908b), China (Chen &
Shao, 1996; Wu & Zhong, 2008), Philippines (Herre, 1927),
Vietnam (Chen & Kottelat, 2005), Laos (Chen & Kottelat, 2003;
Kottelat, 2001), Cambodia (Rainboth, 1996), and Thailand
(Chen et al., 1999a). Most species of Rhinogobius from the
islands of Japan and Taiwan are amphidromous (Chen & Shao,
1996; Lee & Chang, 1996; Sakai et al., 2000), whereas most
species from eastern continental Asia and Hainan Island are

non-diadromous (landlocked) (Chen et al., 1999a, 2002; Chen
& Kottelat, 2005; Chen & Miller, 2014; Huang & Chen, 2007; Li
& Zhong, 2009).

In total, 44 species of Rhinogobius have been recorded in
China (Chen et al., 2008; Chen & Miller, 2014; Huang et al.,
2016; Huang & Chen, 2007; Li et al., 2007; Li & Zhong, 2007,
2009; Wu & Zhong, 2008; Yang et al., 2008), eight of which
have been reported from the Qiantang River basin originating
in southeastern Anhui Province to eastern Zhejiang Province.
These species include R. aporus (Zhong & Wu, 1998), R. davidi
(Sauvage & de Thiersant, 1874), R. cliffordpopei (Nichols,
1925), R. leavelli (Herre, 1935a), R. lentiginis (Wu & Zheng,
1985), R. niger Huang, Chen & Shao, 2016, R. similis Gill,
1859, and R. wuyiensis Li & Zhong, 2007 (Chen et al., 1990; Li,
2011; Liu et al., 2011; Suzuki et al., 2016; Zheng, 1989; Zheng
& Wu, 1985). Herein, we describe a new species from three
tributaries of the Qiantang River, China.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Specimens for morphological examination were initially
preserved in 6% formalin for seven days, and then transferred
into 70% ethanol for permanent storage. Methods for
morphometric measurements and meristic counts followed
Nakabo (2002), with exceptions as indicated: Standard length
(SL), head length, snout length, predorsal length, and preanal
length were measured from the tip of the upper lip; Head depth
and width were taken at the posterior margin of the preopercle;
Body depth and width were taken at the origin of the anal fin.
Vertebrae were counted from radiographs using the Kodak DXS

Received: 05 March 2018; Accepted: 24 May 2018; Online: 27 June

2018
*Corresponding author, E-mail: lfaqua@gmail.com

DOI: 10.24272/j.issn.2095-8137.2018.065

396 Science Press Zoological Research 39(6): 396–405, 2018



4000 system, and 3D reconstructed CT scans were made
with the NSI-x50 system. Notations of cephalic sensory-canal
pores and sensory-papillae rows followed Akihito et al. (2002)
and Suzuki et al. (2017). Examined specimens in this study
were deposited in the Biological Museum, Fudan University,
Shanghai (FDU) and Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai
(SOU/SFU/SFC).

RESULTS

Rhinogobius immaculatus sp. nov.
Figures 1–5; Table 1.

Holotype: FDU 1010001, male, 25.7 mm SL; a tributary of
Qiantang River, Fuchunjiang Town, Tonglu County, Zhejiang
Province, China; 7 October 2010.

Paratypes: FDU 1010002, female, 26.3 mm SL; same data as
holotype. FDU 0905001–0905002, 2 males, 19.2–19.7 mm SL;
FDU 0905003–0905006, 4 females, 20.9–21.4 mm SL; same
locality as holotype; 4 May 2009. FDU 1107001–1107003, 3
males, 20.5–22.1 mm SL; FDU 1107004–1107014, 11 females,
22.2–25.2 mm SL; a tributary of Qiantang River, Xikou Town,

Xiuning County, Anhui Province, China; 23 July 2011. FDU
1710001–1710002, 2 females, 20.4–20.7 mm SL; a tributary of
Qiantang River, Dongyangjiang Town, Dongyang City, Zhejiang
Province, China; 3 October 2017.

Diagnosis: Most similar to Rhinogobius wuyanlingensis in
number of vertebrae (27) and preopercular canal pores (2 or
0 vs. 2), but differing by fewer pectoral-fin rays (14–15 vs.
17–18), fewer anal-fin rays (I, 6–7 vs. I, 8), fewer transverse
scales (7–9, modally 8 vs. 9–10), absence of a black blotch
on anterior part of first dorsal fin in males (vs. present),
and branchiostegal membrane mostly reddish-orange, with
irregular blotches posteriorly in males (vs. with red stripes).

Description: The morphometric and meristic data of the
holotype and paratypes are shown in Table 1. The following
features can describe the new species: Body cylindrical
anteriorly and compressed posteriorly. Head sub-cylindrical.
Eye large, dorsolateral. Mouth oblique, with lower jaw tip
anterior-most, jaw forming 45◦ angel with body axis; corner of
mouth reaching below anterior margin of orbit in adult males,
not reaching below anterior margin in females. Vertebral counts
11+16=27 (10) or 11+17=28 (1) (Figure 2).

 
Figure 1 Rhinogobius immaculatus sp. nov.

A: FDU 1010001, holotype, 25.7 mm SL, male; B: FDU 1107004, paratype, 24.4 mm SL, female.
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Table 1 Meristic and morphometric data for holotype and paratypes of Rhinogobius immaculatus sp. nov.

Holotype Paratypes

Male Males Females

Number 1 5 18

Standard length (mm) 25.7 19.2–22.1 20.9–25.2

First dorsal-fin rays VI VI (5) V (1); VI (15)

Second dorsal-fin rays I,9 I,7 (2); I,8 (3) I,7 (1); I,8 (15); I,9 (2)

Anal-fin rays I,7 I,6 (2); I,7 (3) I,6 (2); I,7 (14); I,8 (2)

Pectoral-fin rays 15 15 (5) 14 (7); 15 (11)

Longitudinal scales 30 29 (2); 30 (2); 31 (1) 29 (8); 30 (8); 31 (2)

Transverse scales 7 8 (5) 7 (6); 8 (11); 9(1)

Predorsal scales 4 2 (1); 3 (2); 4 (1); 5 (1) 2 (4); 3 (6); 4 (4); 5 (4)

Vertebrae 27 unknown 27 (9); 28 (1); unknown (8)

Morphometry
% standard length

Head length 27.8 28.1–29.7 25.0–27.7

Head depth 15.0 15.2–16.1 13.8–14.8

Head width 19.4 17.9–20.6 17.1–18.3

Body depth of anal-fin origin 14.1 14.2–15.1 14.1–16.3

Body width of anal-fin origin 11.2 12.3–13.3 10.7–12.5

Snout length 6.7 6.1–7.3 5.6–6.9

Lower jaw length 8.6 7.2–9.3 6.3–7.6

Orbit diameter 7.9 6.7–8.3 6.7–8.5

Predorsal length 36.7 35.5–38.1 35.0–36.3

Preanal length 61.1 58.4–59.7 58.7–61.9

Caudal peduncle length 25.0 24.8–27.1 24.7–28.6

Caudal peduncle depth 7.6 7.7–10.9 7.4–11.1

Depressed 1st dorsal-fin length 19.2 17.5–18.3 16.8–18.8

Depressed 2nd dorsal-fin length 32.7 27.0–31.0 26.5–29.7

Depressed anal-fin length 24.0 22.4–25.5 21.6–24.2

Pectoral-fin length 24.4 22.9–25.8 20.5–23.8

Pelvic-fin length 16.7 17.0–18.1 15.3–18.7

Caudal-fin length 24.7 23.0–26.5 21.6–25.3

Numbers in parentheses are numbers of specimens with a given count.

 

 
Figure 2 Rhinogobius immaculatus sp. nov.

FDU 1107006, paratype, 22.2 mm SL, female. 3D reconstructed CT scan (with concealment of left skull).
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First dorsal-fin rays V–VI (modally VI); second dorsal-fin
rays I, 7–9 (modally I, 8); anal-fin rays I, 6–8 (modally I,
7); pectoral-fin rays 14–15 (modally 15); pelvic-fin rays I, 5;
segmented caudal-fin rays 9+8, including branched rays 7+7;
dorsal procurrent rays 6–8, ventral procurrent rays 5–7. First
dorsal fin with third or fourth spine longest, no filamentous
spines; rear tip not reaching origin of second dorsal fin
when depressed in both sexes. Second dorsal and anal
fins short-based, tip of depressed rays far from dorsal and
ventral origins of procurrent caudal-fin rays. Origin of anal fin
inserted below base of third and fourth rays of second dorsal
fin. Pectoral fin elliptical, central rays longest; rear extension far
from vertical of anus when depressed. Pelvic fin disc rounded.
Rear edge of caudal fin rounded.

Longitudinal scales 29–31 (28–30 on body, 0–1 on caudal
fin); transverse scales 7–9 (modally 8); predorsal scales 2–5.
Body with moderately ctenoid scales. Anterior predorsal area,
head, pectoral base, and prepelvic area naked. Posterior
predorsal area and belly with cycloid scales. Anterior-most
predorsal scale not reaching vertical through upper end of gill
opening.

Head pores present. Nasal extension of anterior
oculoscapular canal with terminal pores B’ at vertical between
anterior and posterior nostrils. Anterior interorbital section
of oculoscapular canal separated, with paired pore C. Single
pore D in posterior interorbital region. Postorbital region
with paired pore E. Lateral section of anterior oculoscapular
canal with anterior pore F and terminal pore H’. Posterior
oculoscapular canal short, reduced (absent in 14 specimens),
with two terminal pores K’ and L’. Gap between anterior and
posterior oculoscapular canals larger than length of posterior
oculoscapular canal. Preopercular canal short, reduced
(absent in eight specimens), with two terminal pores M’ and
O’. Sensory-papillae row a short, with two or three papillae
below orbit. Row b short, about half length of orbit. Rows c
and d longer, not extending to vertical line of rear margin of
orbit. Single cp papilla. Row f paired (Figure 3).

Color in life: Ground color light brown. Snout with pair of
reddish brown stripes united at tip of snout. A reddish oblique
stripe below eye in males, not reaching rear edge of mouth;
obscure in females. Cheek and opercle with irregular reddish
lines, branchiostegal membrane mostly reddish-orange, with
3–6 irregular discrete or connected red blotches on posterior
branchiostegal membrane and lower operculum in males;
absent in females. Flank with 6–7 irregular discrete or
connected black blotches. First dorsal fin with 3–4 rows of
interphased black and white spots. A black blotch on anterior
part of first dorsal fin absent in both sexes. Second dorsal fin
with 4–5 rows of interphased black and white spots. Pectoral
fin proximally white, posterior part with 3–4 rows of interphased
black and white spots. Pectoral-fin base with irregular blackish
pigmentation, usually darker in upper part. Caudal fin with 5–6
rows of interphased black and white spots. Caudal-fin base
with a median black blotch. Pelvic fin and anal fin with slight
irregular black pigmentation (Figures 4A–B, 5).

Distribution and ecology: Known only from streams of the
Qiantang River basin in Zhejiang and Anhui Provinces, China
(Figure 6). Most often found in shallow (10–50 cm deep)
low-gradient streams, with sand and gravel mixed substrate.

Adult Rhinogobius immaculatus sp. nov. are small in size.
The smallest female with mature oocytes was 22.4 mm SL. The
largest specimen collected in the field was 26.3 mm SL. The
largest captive specimen kept in an aquarium for 29 months
was 32.8 mm SL.

Etymology: The specific name, immaculatus, is derived
from Latin in (without) and maculatus (spotted), an adjective,
alluding to the absence of a black blotch on the anterior part of
the first dorsal fin in adult males.

DISCUSSION

Number of vertebrae is frequently used for species
identification in the genus Rhinogobius (Chen et al., 2008;
Huang et al., 2016; Lee & Chang, 1996; Suzuki et al., 2017;
Takahashi & Okazaki, 2017; Yang et al., 2008). Among the
current 74 valid species in Rhinogobius, 36 possess 27 or
more vertebrae (Huang et al., 2016), as also found in the newly
described species, and 28 possess less than 27 vertebrae
(Suzuki et al., 2016, 2017; Takahashi & Okazaki, 2017). The
vertebral number of the remaining species remains unknown.

In the genus Rhinogobius, only R. wuyanlingensis Yang, Wu
& Chen, 2008 and R. lindbergi Berg, 1933 are known to have
two preopercular canal pores (Huang et al., 2016; Sakai et al.,
2000). Rhinogobius immaculatus sp. nov. closely resembles
R. wuyanlingensis in number of vertebrae (27), preopercular
canal pores (2 or 0 vs. 2), presence of predorsal scales, and
small adult size, but differs from R. wuyanlingensis in fewer
pectoral-fin rays (14–15 vs. 17–18), fewer anal-fin rays (I,
6–7 vs. I, 8), fewer transverse scales (7–9, modally 8 vs.
9–10), absence of a black blotch on the anterior part of the first
dorsal fin in males (vs. present), and branchiostegal membrane
mostly reddish-orange, with irregular blotches posteriorly in
males (vs. with red stripes) (Yang et al., 2008). Rhinogobius
immaculatus sp. nov. shares the same number of vertebrae
(27) and preopercular canal pores (2 or 0 vs. 2) with
R. lindbergi, but differs in fewer pectoral-fin rays (14–15 vs.
19–20), fewer anal-fin rays (I, 6–7 vs. I, 9), and more predorsal
scales (2–5 vs. 0) (Berg, 1933; Sakai et al., 2000).

Rhinogobius immaculatus sp. nov. can be distinguished
from the other 34 species with 27 or more vertebrae as
follows: from R. albimaculatus Chen, Kottelat & Miller, 1999a,
R. boa Chen & Kottelat, 2005, R. changtinensis Huang & Chen,
2007, R. chiengmaiensis Fowler, 1934, R. duospilus (Herre,
1935b), R. filamentosus (Wu, 1939), R. flumineus (Mizuno,
1960), R. henryi (Herre, 1938), R. honghensis Chen, Yang &
Chen, 1999c, R. lineatus Chen, Kottelat & Miller, 1999a, R.
linshuiensis Chen, Miller, Wu & Fang, 2002, R. longyanensis
Chen, Cheng & Shao, 2008, R. lungwoensis Huang & Chen,
2007, R. maculicervix Chen & Kottelat, 2000, R. mekongianus
(Pellegrin & Fang, 1940), R. milleri Chen & Kottelat, 2003, R.
nammaensis Chen & Kottelat, 2003, R. niger, R. ponkouensis
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Huang & Chen, 2007, R. sulcatus Chen & Kottelat, 2005, R.
taenigena Chen, Kottelat & Miller, 1999a, R. vermiculatus Chen
& Kottelat, 2003, R. wangchuangensis Chen, Miller, Wu & Fang,
2002, R. wangi Chen & Fang, 2006, R. xianshuiensis Chen,
Wu & Shao, 1999b, and R. yaoshanensis (Luo, 1989) by fewer
preopercular canal pores (2 or 0 vs. 3) and absence of a black
blotch on the anterior part of the first dorsal fin in males (vs.
present) (Chen et al., 2008; Huang et al., 2016; Wu & Zhong,
2008); from R. genanematus Zhong & Tzeng, 1998, and R.
parvus (Luo, 1989) by more predorsal scales (2–5 vs. 0–4,
usually 0 in R. parvus, and 0 in R. genanematus) and fewer
preopercular canal pores (2 or 0 vs. 3) (Chen et al., 2008); from
R. cheni (Nichols, 1931) by fewer longitudinal scales (29–31 vs.
34) and fewer preopercular canal pores (2 or 0 vs. 3) (Chen et
al., 2008); from R. szechuanensis (Tchang, 1939) by presence
of oculoscapular canal (vs. absent) and more predorsal scales
(2–5 vs. 0) (Chen et al., 2008; Wu & Zhong, 2008); from R.
davidi and R. multimaculatus (Wu & Zheng, 1985) by more
predorsal scales (2–5 vs. 0) and fewer vertebrae (27 vs. 28 in
R. davidi, 29 in R. multimaculatus) (Chen & Miller, 1998; Yang
et al., 2008; Zheng & Wu, 1985); from R. rubromaculatus Lee
& Chang, 1996 by fewer transverse scales (7–9 vs. 10–13)
and fewer predorsal scales (2–5 vs. 9–13) (Chen & Shao,
1996); and from R. lentiginis by fewer transverse scales (7–9 vs.
10–11), absence of spots on cheek (vs. present), and absence
of a black blotch on the anterior part of the first dorsal fin in
males (vs. present) (Li, 2011; Zheng & Wu, 1985).

In addition to differences in vertebral number, Rhinogobius
immaculatus sp. nov. can be distinguished from the 28
species with less than 27 vertebrae as follows: from R.
aporus, R. changjiangensis Chen, Miller, Wu & Fang, 2002,
R. leavelli, R. nandujiangensis Chen, Miller, Wu & Fang, 2002,
R. reticulatus Li, Zhong & Wu, 2007, R. rubrolineatus Chen &
Miller, 2008, R. sagittus Chen & Miller, 2008, R. sangenloensis
Chen & Miller, 2014, R. variolatus Chen & Kottelat, 2005, R.
virgigena Chen & Kottelat, 2005, and R. wuyiensis by absence
of a black blotch on the anterior part of the first dorsal fin in
males (vs. present) (Herre, 1935a; Li & Zhong, 2007; Wu &
Zhong, 2008; Zhong & Wu, 1998); from R. biwaensis Takahashi
& Okazaki, 2017, R. brunneus (Temminck & Schlegel, 1845),
R. candidianus (Regan, 1908a), R. delicatus Chen & Shao,
1996, R. fluviatilis Tanaka, 1925, R. formosanus Oshima, 1919,
R. gigas Aonuma & Chen, 1996, R. henchuenensis Chen &
Shao, 1996, R. kurodai (Tanaka, 1908), R. lanyuensis Chen,
Miller & Fang, 1998, R. maculafasciatus Chen & Shao, 1996,
R. mizunoi Suzuki, Shibukawa & Aizawa, 2017, R. nagoyae
Jordan & Seale, 1906, R. nantaiensis Aonuma & Chen, 1996,
and R. ogasawaraensis Suzuki, Chen & Senou, 2012 by fewer
pectoral-fin rays (14–15 vs. more than 16) and presence of a
median black blotch on the caudal fin base (vs. absent) (Akihito
et al., 2002; Chen & Shao, 1996; Suzuki & Chen, 2011; van
Oijen et al., 2011); from R. similis by fewer pectoral-fin rays
(14–15 vs. 18–19) and fewer predorsal scales (2–5 vs. 8–12)
(Gill, 1859; Suzuki et al., 2016); and from R. zhoui Li & Zhong,
2009 by fewer predorsal scales (2–5 vs. 10–12) and absence
of white margin on each median fin (vs. present).

Rhinogobius immaculatus sp. nov. can be distinguished
from the 10 species with unknown vertebral number as follows:
from R. bedfordi (Regan, 1908b), R. bucculentus (Herre, 1927),
R. carpenteri Seale, 1910, and R. philippinus (Herre, 1927) by
fewer longitudinal scales (29–31 vs. more than 35); from R.
cliffordpopei by more predorsal scales (2–5 vs. 0) (Nichols,
1925); from R. fukushimai Mori, 1934, and R. imfasciocaudatus
Nguyen & Vo, 2005 by fewer pectoral-fin rays (14–15 vs. 18)
(Nguyen, 2005); from R. liui Chen & Wu, 2008 by fewer
pectoral-fin rays (14–15 vs. 19), fewer longitudinal scales
(29–31 vs. 36–39), and more predorsal scales (2–5 vs. 0) (Wu
& Zhong, 2008); from R. shennongensis (Yang & Xie, 1983) by
fewer pectoral-fin rays (14–15 vs. 18–19) and fewer longitudinal
scales (29–31 vs. 31–33); and from R. sowerbyi Ginsburg,
1917 by fewer longitudinal scales (29–31 vs. 35–36) and fewer
anal-fin rays (I, 6–7 vs. I,8).

COMPARATIVE MATERIAL

Rhinogobius aporus: FDU 200910103, topotypes, 14
specimens, 23.0–31.5 mm SL; Ou River, China: Zhejiang
Province: Jinyun County; 9 October 2009. FDU 201010106, 16
specimens, 21.9–37.5 mm SL; Qiantang River, China: Zhejiang
Province: Wuyi County; 9 October 2010. FDU 201710101,
23 specimens, 23.5–35.7 mm SL; Ou River, China: Zhejiang
Province: Pan’an County; 4 October 2017.

Rhinogobius cliffordpopei : FDU 201010105, 6 specimens,
25.3–32.0 mm SL; Qiantang River, China: Zhejiang Province:
Yongkang City; 8 October 2010. FDU 201309101, 11
specimens, 24.2–36.9 mm SL; Yangtze River, China: Hunan
Province: Lianyuan City; 26 September 2013.

Rhinogobius davidi : FDU 200905101, 6 specimens,
22.5–27.0 mm SL; Qiantang River, China: Zhejiang Province:
Tonglu County; 24 May 2009. FDU 201110101, 18 specimens,
18.4–37.5 mm SL; Qiantang River, China: Zhejiang Province:
Kaihua County; 7 October 2011.

Rhinogobius changtinensis: FDU 201711101, topotypes,
18 specimens, 28.2–38.9 mm SL; Han River, China: Fujian
Province: Changting County; 28 November 2017.

Rhinogobius duospilus: FDU 200711101, 24 specimens,
21.8–33.0 mm SL; China: Guangdong Province: Shenzhen
City; November 2007. FDU 201310101, 6 specimens,
31.1–39.6 mm SL; Pearl River, China: Guangxi Province:
Jinxiu County; 1 October 2013. FDU 201712101, 6 specimens,
22.2–28.7 mm SL; Pearl River, China: Guangxi Province:
Nanning City; 26 December 2017.

Rhinogobius formosanus: FDU 201512101, 13 specimens,
29.8–54.2 mm SL; China: Fujian Province: Fuqing City; 12
December 2015.

Rhinogobius genanematus: FDU 200910102, topotypes, 11
specimens, 19.5–28.4 mm SL; Ling River, China: Zhejiang
Province: Xianju County; 8 October 2009. FDU 201007102,
14 specimens, 22.6–32.3 mm SL; Ling River, China: Zhejiang
Province: Tiantai County; 27 July 2010.

Rhinogobius gigas: FDU 201409101, 4 specimens,
40.8–62.4 mm SL; Hsiukuluan River, China: Taiwan: Taitung
County; 20 September 2014.
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Rhinogobius honghensis: FDU 201002101, 28 specimens,
35.8–49.4 mm SL; Red River, China: Guangxi Province: Napo
County; February 2010.

Rhinogobius leavelli : FDU 201010104, 7 specimens,
34.5–44.2 mm SL; Qiantang River, China: Zhejiang Province:
Tonglu County; 7 October 2010. FDU 201108101, 9
specimens, 23.1–51.3 mm SL; Lingshui River, China: Hainan
Province: Baoting County; 21 August 2011.

Rhinogobius lentiginis: FDU 201007102, topotypes, 17
specimens, 25.4–40.3 mm SL; Ling River, China: Zhejiang
Province: Tiantai County; 27 July 2010. FDU 200706101,
21 specimens, 24.8–37.2 mm SL; Cao’e River (tributary of
Qiantang River), China: Zhejiang Province: Xinchang City; 10
June 2007.

Rhinogobius lindbergi : FDU 201208101, topotypes, 5
specimens, 19.5–25.1 mm SL; China: Heilongjiang Province:
Harbin City; 28 August 2012.

Rhinogobius linshuiensis: FDU 201108101, topotypes, 13
specimens, 20.2–37.5 mm SL; Lingshui River, China: Hainan
Province: Baoting County; 5 August 2011.

Rhinogobius multimaculatus: FDU 201107101, topotypes,
5 specimen, 19.7–35.2 mm SL; Tiaoxi River China: Zhejiang
Province: Anji County; 24 July 2011.

Rhinogobius niger : FDU 200910102, topotypes, 3
specimens, 29.9–34.2 mm SL; Ling River, China: Zhejiang
Province: Xianju County; 8 October 2009. FDU 201007101,
15 specimens, 22.1–43.9 mm SL; Yong River, China: Zhejiang
Province: Fenghua City; 26 July 2010. FDU 201007102, 10
specimens, 17.5–33.7 mm SL; Cao’e River (tributary of Qiantang
River), China: Zhejiang Province: Xinchang City; 27 July 2010.

Rhinogobius reticulatus: SFU 07001, holotype, male, 33.6
mm SL; Min River, China: Fujian Province: Fuzhou City;
August 2005. SFU 07002, paratype, female, 30.4 mm SL; SFU
07003–07006, paratypes, 4 males, 27.3–35.8 mm SL; SFU
07007–07011, paratypes, 6 females, 25.6–34.5 mm SL; same
data as holotype. FDU 201010102, 14 specimens, 20.5–27.8
mm SL; Min River, China: Fujian Province: Pucheng County; 5
October 2010.

Rhinogobius rubromaculatus: FDU 201503101, 8
specimens, 19.5–34.8 mm SL; Shihwen River, China: Taiwan:
Pingtung County; 29 March 2015.

Rhinogobius shennongensis: FDU 201404101, topotypes,
5 specimens, 46.5–50.3 mm SL; Yangtze River, China: Hubei
Province: Shennongjia Forestry District; 23 April 2014.

Rhinogobius similis: FDU 201009101, 6 specimens,
44.1–62.5 mm SL; Yangtze River, China: Jiangxi Province:
Wuyuan County; 3 Sep. 2010. FDU 201010101, 5 specimens,
39.5–52.4 mm SL; Qiantang River, China: Zhejiang Province:
Changshan; County; 3 September 2010. FDU 201708101, 2
specimens, 36.5–36.9 mm SL; Perfume River, Vietnam: Hue
City; 29 August 2017.

Rhinogobius szechuanensis: FDU 201005101, topotypes, 7
specimens, 41.6–58.9 mm SL; Yangtze River, China: Sichuan
Province: Qionglai City; May 2010.

Rhinogobius yaoshanensis: FDU 201310101, topotypes, 6
specimens, 23.6–41.5 mm SL; Pearl River, China: Guangxi
Province: Jinxiu County; 1 October 2013. FDU 201310102,

3 specimens, 39.6–43.9 mm SL; Pearl River, China: Guangxi
Province: Bama County; 7 October 2013.

Rhinogobius wuyanlingensis: FDU 200710101, 8
specimens, 176–27.7 mm SL; Ao River, China: Zhejiang
Province: Pingyang City; 12 October 2007. FDU 200910101,
19 specimens, 20.3–27.8 mm SL; Dajing River, China:
Zhejiang Province: Yueqing City; 4 October 2009.

Rhinogobius wuyiensis: SFU 07101, holotype, male, 39.2
mm SL; Qiantang River, China: Zhejiang Province: Wuyi
County; July 2006. SFU 07102, paratype, female, 37.0 mm
SL; SFU 07103–07109, paratypes, 7 males, 32.0–41.6 mm
SL; SFU 07110–07118, paratypes, 8 females, 31.6–38.6 mm
SL; same data as holotype. FDU 201010103, 8 specimens,
19.9–27.5 mm SL; Qiantang River, China: Zhejiang Province:
Lanxi City; 6 October 2010. FDU 201007101, 12 specimens,
17.6–35.9 mm SL; Yong River, China: Zhejiang Province:
Fenghua City; 26 July 2010.

 

 

Figure 3 Cephalic lateral-line system of Rhinogobius

immaculatus sp. nov.

FDU 1107003, paratype, 20.5 mm SL.
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Figure 4 Male (A) and female (B) Rhinogobius immaculatus sp. nov.

Specimens collected from Xiuning County, Anhui Province, China. Specimens not preserved.

 
Figure 5 Coloration of head and first dorsal fin of male Rhinogobius immaculatus sp. nov.

Specimen collected from Xiuning County, Anhui Province, China. Specimen not preserved.
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Figure 6 Sampling localities of Rhinogobius immaculatus sp. nov.

�: type locality; �: other sampling localities.

Rhinogobius xianshuiensis: SFC 2257–2258, paratypes, 2
specimens, 24.8–28.8 mm SL; Xianshui River, China: Fujian
Province: Xianyou County; 19 August 1994. FDU 201407101,
topotypes, 9 specimens, 23.1–32.0 mm SL; Xianshui River,
China: Fujian Province: Xianyou County; 16 July 2014.

Rhinogobius zhoui : SOU 0804001, holotype, male, 33.4
mm SL; Huang River, China: Guangdong Province: Lianhua
County; April 2008. SOU 0804002, paratype, female, 31.7 mm
SL; SOU 0804003–0804008, paratypes, 6 males, 26.6–36.1
mm SL; SOU 0804009–0804013, paratypes, 5 females,
30.3–32.1 mm SL; same data as holotype.

COMPETING INTERESTS

The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

AUTHORS’ CONTRIBUTIONS

J.K.C. designed the study. F.L. and S.L. wrote the manuscript. All authors

read and approved the final manuscript.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thank Han-Lin Wu (SOU), Jun-Sheng Zhong (SOU), and Te-Yu Liao

(National Sun Yat-Sen University, Taiwan) for providing valuable comments

on the study; Ryoichi Arai (University of Tokyo, Japan), Toshiyuki Suzuki

(Hyogo, Japan), Liang-Jie Zhao (SOU), Thanh-Hai Nguyen (Hanoi, Vietnam),

and Chao Huang (UNSW, Australia) for literature searching; Shanghai

Natural History Museum (Shanghai) for providing the CT scanning facility;

Yi-Ling Pan (Shanghai Natural History Museum) for help in 3D reconstructed

CT scanning; Zhao-Wei Wang (Shanghai), Qing-Hua Xia (Anhui), Yuan-Zhou

Xiao (Zhejiang), Hang Zhou (Guangdong), Heng-Wei He (Guangxi), and

Jia-Jun Zhou (Zhejiang) for assistance in field collection.

REFERENCES

Akihito, Sakamoto K, Ikeda Y, Sugiyama K. 2002. Gobioidei. In: Nakabo T.

Fishes of Japan with Pictorial Keys to the Species. English edition. Tokyo:

Tokai University Press, 1139–1310.

Aonuma Y, Chen IS. 1996. Two new species of Rhinogobius (Pisces,

Gobiidae) from Taiwan. Journal of Taiwan Museum, 49(1): 7–13.

Berg LS. 1933. Les poissons des eaux douces de l’U.R.S.S. et des pays

limitrophes. 3-e édition, revue et augmentée. Leningrad. (in Russian)

Bogutskaya NG, Naseka AM, Shedko SV, Vasil’eva ED, Chereshnev IA.

2008. The fishes of the Amur River: updated check-list and zoogeography.

Ichthyological Exploration of Freshwaters, 19(4): 301–366.

Chen IS, Shao KT. 1996. A taxonomic review of the gobiid fish genus

Rhinogobius Gill, 1859, from Taiwan, with descriptions of three new species.

Zoological Studies, 35(3): 200–214.

Chen IS, Miller PJ. 1998. Redescription of a Chinese freshwater goby,

Gobius davidi (Gobiidae), and comparison with Rhinogobius lentiginis.

Cybium, 22(3): 211–221.

Chen IS, Miller PJ, Fang LS. 1998. A new species of freshwater goby from

Lanyu (Orchid Island), Taiwan. Ichthyological Exploration of Freshwaters,

9(3): 255–261.

Chen IS, Kottelat M, Miller PJ. 1999a. Freshwater gobies of the genus

Rhinogobius from the Mekong basin in Thailand and Laos, with descriptions

of three new species. Zoological Studies, 38(1): 19–32.

Chen IS, Wu HL, Shao KT. 1999b. A new species of Rhinogobius (Teleostei:

Gobiidae) from Fujian Province, China. Ichthyological Research, 46(2):

171–178.

Chen IS, Yang JX, Chen YR. 1999c. A new goby of the genus Rhinogobius

(Teleostei: Gobiidae) from the Honghe basin, Yunnan Province, China. Acta

Zoological Research 39(6): 396–405, 2018 403



Zoologica Taiwanica, 10(1): 45–52.

Chen IS, Kottelat M. 2000. Rhinogobius maculicervix, a new species of goby

from the Mekong basin in northern Laos (Teleostei: Gobiidae). Ichthyological

Exploration of Freshwaters, 11(1): 81–87.

Chen IS, Miller PJ, Wu HL, Fang LS. 2002. Taxonomy and mitochondrial

sequence evolution in non-diadromous species of Rhinogobius (Teleostei:

Gobiidae) of Hainan Island, southern China. Marine and Freshwater

Research, 53(2): 259–273.

Chen IS, Kottelat M. 2003. Three new freshwater gobies of the genus

Rhinogobius (Teleostei: Gobiidae) from northeastern Laos. Raffles Bulletin

of Zoology, 51(1): 87–95.

Chen IS, Kottelat M. 2005. Four new freshwater gobies of the genus

Rhinogobius (Teleostei: Gobiidae) from northern Vietnam. Journal of Natural

History, 39(17): 1407–1429.

Chen IS, Fang LS. 2006. A new species of Rhinogobius (Teleostei: Gobiidae)

from the Hanjiang Basin in Guangdong Province, China. Ichthyological

Research, 53(3): 247–253.

Chen IS, Cheng YH, Shao KT. 2008. A new species of Rhinogobius

(Teleostei: Gobiidae) from the Julongjiang basin in Fujian Province, China.

Ichthyological Research, 55(4): 335–343.

Chen IS, Miller PJ. 2008. Two new freshwater gobies of genus Rhinogobius

(Teleostei: Gobiidae) in southern China, around the northern region of the

South China Sea. Raffles Bulletin of Zoology, Supplement 19: 225–232.

Chen IS, Miller PJ. 2014. A new freshwater goby of Rhinogobius (Teleostei:

Gobiidae) from Hainan Island, southern China. Journal of Marine Science

and Technology, 21(supplement): 124–129.

Chen MK, Tong HY, Yu TJ, Diao ZS. 1990. The Fish Resource of Qiantang

River. Shanghai: Shanghai Scientific and Technological Literature Publishing

House, 267. (in Chinese)

Fowler HW. 1934. Zoological results of the third De Schauensee Siamese

expedition, Part I. Fishes. Proceedings of the Academy of Natural Sciences

of Philadelphia, 86: 67–163.

Gill TN. 1859. Notes on a collection of Japanese fishes, made by Dr. J.

Morrow. Proceedings of the Academy of Natural Sciences of Philadelphia,

11: 144–150.

Ginsburg I. 1917. On two species of fishes from the Yalu River, China.

Proceedings of the United States National Museum, 54(2228): 99–101.

Herre AWCT. 1927. Gobies of the Philippines and the China Sea.

Monographs of the Bureau of Science, Manila, 23: 1–352.

Herre AWCT. 1935a. Two new species of Ctenogobius from South China

(Gobiidae). Lingnan Science Journal, 14(3): 395–397.

Herre AWCT. 1935b. Notes on fishes in the Zoological Museum of Stanford

University. VI. New and rare Hong Kong fishes obtained in 1934. Hong Kong

Naturalist, 6(3–4): 285–293.

Herre AWCT. 1938. Notes on a small collection of fishes from Kwangtung

Province including Hainan, China. Lingnan Science Journal, 17(3): 425–437.

Huang SP, Chen IS. 2007. Three new species of Rhinogobius Gill, 1859

(Teleeostei: Gobiidae) from the Hanjiang Basin, southern China. Bulletin of

the Raffles Museum, Supplement 14: 101–110.

Huang SP, Chen IS, Shao KT. 2016. A new species of Rhinogobius (Teleostei:

Gobiidae) from Zhejiang Province, China. Ichthyological Research, 63(4):

470–479.

Jordan DS, Seale A. 1906. Descriptions of six new species of fishes

from Japan. Proceedings of the United States National Museum, 30(1445):

143–148.

Kottelat M. 2001. Fishes of Laos. Colombo: WHT Publications, 198.

Lee SC, Chang JT. 1996. A new goby, Rhinogobius rubromaculatus

(Teleostei: Gobiidae), from Taiwan. Zoological Studies, 35(1): 30–35.

Li F, Zhong JS. 2007. A new Rhinogobius species from Zhejiang Province,

China (Teleostei: Gobiidae). Zoological Research, 28(5): 539–544. (in

Chinese)

Li F, Zhong JS, Wu HL. 2007. A new species of the genus Rhinogobius from

Fujian Province, China (Teleostei, Gobiidae). Acta Zootaxonomica Sinica,

32(4): 981–985. (in Chinese)

Li F, Zhong JS. 2009. Rhinogobius zhoui, a new goby (Perciformes:

Gobiidae) from Guangdong Province, China. Zoological Research, 30(3):

327–333. (in Chinese)

Li F. 2011. Study on classification and distribution of Rhinogobius

(Perciformes: Gobiidae) from the Qiantangjiang Basin. Master Thesis, Fudan

University, Shanghai. (in Chinese)

Liu QG, Wang JM, He GX. 2011. The Fish Resources of Thousand-Island

Lake. Shanghai: Shanghai Scientific & Technical Publishers. (in Chinese)

Luo YL. 1989. Gobiidae. In: Zheng CY. Fishes of the Zhujiang River. Beijing:

Science Press, 342–359. (in Chinese)

Mizuno N. 1960. Description of a new freshwater goby from Japan. Memoirs

of the College of Science, Kyoto University: Series B, Biology, 27(2):

117–119.

Mori T. 1934. The Fresh Water Fishes of Jehol. Report of the first scientific

expedition to Manchoukuo, Section V, Part I, 1–28, 1–61. (in Japanese and

English)

Nakabo T. 2002. Introduction to Ichthyology. In: Nakabo T. Fishes of Japan

with Pictorial Keys to the Species, English edition. Tokyo: Tokai University

Press, xxi–xlii.

Nguyen VH. 2005. Ca Nuoc Ngot Viet Nam. Tap III. (in Vietnamese)

Nichols JT. 1925. Some Chinese fresh-water fishes. XII. A small goby from

the central Yangtze. American Museum Novitates, 185: 5.

Nichols JT. 1931. Some Chinese fresh-water fishes. XXIX. A new goby from

Hokou, Kiangshi. American Museum Novitates, 499: 1–3.

Oshima, M. 1919. Contributions to the study of the fresh water fishes of the

island of Formosa. Annals of the Carnegie Museum, 12: 169–328.

Pellegrin J, Fang PW. 1940. Poissons du Laos recueillis par Mm. Delacour,

Greenway, ed. Blanc. Description d’un genre, de cinq espèces et d’une

variété. Bulletin de la Société Zoologique de France, 65: 111–123.

Rainboth WJ. 1996. Fishes of the Cambodian Mekong. Rome: FAO.

Regan CT. 1908a. Descriptions of new freshwater fishes from China and

Japan. The Annals and Magazine of Natural History, including Zoology,

Botany and Geology, 1(2): 149–153.

Regan CT. 1908b. The Duke of Bedford’s Zoological Exploration in eastern

Asia.——VIII. A collection of fresh-water fishes from Corea. Proceedings of

the Zoological Society of London, 1908(1): 59–66.

Sakai H, Ikoma K, Frolov SV, Yamazaki Y, Takahashi H, Ida H. 2000.

Morphological features of a Russian freshwater goby, Rhinogobius lindbergi

(Pisces: Gobiidae), and its genetic relationships to Japanese species.

Biogeography, 2: 51–61.

404 www.zoores.ac.cn



Sauvage HE, de Thiersant PD. 1874. Notes sur les poissons des

eaux douces de Chine. Annales des Sciences Naturelles, Zoologie et

Paléontologie, Series 6, Tome 1, Article 5: 1–18.

Seale A. 1910. New species of Philippine fishes. The Philippine Journal of

Science, Section A, 4(6): 491–543.

Suzuki T, Chen IS 2011. Redescriptions of three species of genus

Rhinogobius (Perciformes, Gobiidae) described by Dr. Shigeho Tanaka.

Bulletin of the Osaka Museum of Natural History, 65: 9–24. (in Japanese).

Suzuki T, Chen IS, Senou H. 2012. A new species of Rhinogobius Gill,

1859 (Teleostei: Gobiidae) from the Bonin Islands, Japan. Journal of Marine

Science and Technology, 19(6): 693–701.

Suzuki T, Shibukawa K, Senou H, Chen IS. 2016. Redescription of

Rhinogobius similis Gill 1859 (Gobiidae: Gobionellinae), the type species

of the genus Rhinogobius Gill 1859, with designation of the neotype.

Ichthyological Research, 63(2): 227–238.

Suzuki T, Shibukawa K, Aizawa M. 2017. Rhinogobius mizunoi, a new

species of freshwater goby (Teleostei: Gobiidae) from Japan. Bulletin of the

Kanagawa Prefectural Museum: Natural Science, 46: 79–95.

Takahashi S, Okazaki T. 2017. Rhinogobius biwaensis, a new gobiid fish of

the “yoshinobori” species complex, Rhinogobius spp., endemic to Lake Biwa,

Japan. Ichthyological Research, 64(4): 444–457.

Tanaka S. 1908. Descriptions of eight new species of fishes from Japan.

Annotationes Zoologicae Japonenses, 7(1): 27–47.

Tanaka S. 1925. Figures and descriptions of the fishes of Japan including

Riukiu Islands, Bonin Islands, Formosa, Kurile Islands, Korea and southern

Sakhalin. Maruzen, Tokyo, 34: 629–644. (in Japanese)

Tchang TL. 1939. Studies on Chinese Glossogobius. Bulletin of the Fan

Memorial Institute of Biology, Peiping: Zoology Series, 9: 67–70.

Temminck CJ, Schlegel H. 1845. Pisces. In: Fauna Japonica, sive descriptio

animalium quae in itinere per Japoniam suscepto annis 1823-30 collegit,

notis observationibus et adumbrationibus illustravit P. F. de Siebold. Part 7–9,

113–172.

van Oijen MJP, Suzuki T, Chen IS. 2011. On the earliest published species

of Rhinogobius. With a redescription of Gobius brunneus Temminck and

Schlegel, 1845. Journal of the National Taiwan Museum, 64(1): 1–17.

Wu HL, Zhong JS. 2008. Fauna Sinica: Osteichthys, Perciformes (V)

Gobioidei. Beijing: Science Press, 951. (in Chinese)

Wu HW. 1939. On the fishes of Li-Kiang. Sinensia, 10: 92–142.

Yang GY, Xie CX. 1983. A new species of fishes from Mount Shennong.

Zoological Research, 4(1): 71–74. (in Chinese)

Yang JQ, Wu HL, Chen IS. 2008. A new species of Rhinogobius

(Teleostei: Gobiidae) from the Feiyunjiang basin in Zhejiang Province, China.

Ichthyological Research, 55(4): 379–385.

Zheng ML, Wu HL. 1985. A study on the freshwater gobioid fishes of

Zhejiang Province, China, with descriptions of two new species (Perciformes:

Gobiidae). Acta Zootaxonomica Sinica, 10(3): 326–333. (in Chinese)

Zheng ML. 1989. Gobiidae. In: Mao JR, Xu SS. Fauna of Zhejiang: Fresh

Water Fishes. Hangzhou: Zhejiang Science and Technology Publishing

House, 200–211. (in Chinese)

Zhong JS, Wu HL. 1998. Pseudorhinogobius aporus, a new genus and

species of Gobiid fish from eastern China. Journal of Fisheries of China,

22(2): 148–153. (in Chinese)

Zhong JS, Tzeng CS. 1998. A new species of Rhinogobius from China

(Perciformes: Gobioidae). Zoological Research, 19(3): 237–241. (in

Chinese)

Zoological Research 39(6): 396–405, 2018 405


