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WE T3R8 Acerorhinus fuguensis sp. nov. & Acerorhinus B —MAYNHL K. FA
BRI TZBHIRRERNIZT Acerorhinus WRIEAR T ELHEH HERMINR. FRHLERIMEY
BEEMLETNHAENNBRRARF XN T ELIIEE /RN A zernowi MIEEKRK A
tsaidamensis. FF T 18 AT LB AR S BR Acerorhinus JBH 8 Chilotherium |8 E LK #4
£
XA PREANS, B, ER
TEESES Q915877

RAESKBRREANBEET)NEAXRENTEREILY 60km &b, FEZHXF
ERERERZ L. EEERAY 2mWBEZCHE LRI B +BES. ZLE=-A%S
WA R R 3B TRAEK. BT L, B 23.5m HPNERELREEKA®, &
WIKANEAZBE TH=EFENLA:PERIIBEUDEN L, BREZAERERS
T, B 16.5m; ERRH T A MR HE P ES, LSRN EBNEG; LB IRa. a8
B EM L, EREETE, BREEAREE, B4 12m. Xue ef al (1995) BB GHE
R, HERNGERGNHE T, PEH AR BBE R %, £ 74~
5.3Ma B.P., T LB&E b Hrit.

B RFITEFE B EG)RE T, B H i 1 E M Acerorhinus B — 8
. A RETHPERER TSRS S5 H ALK,

1 REHR

Family Rhinocerotidae Owen, 1845
Subfamily Aceratheriinae Dollo, 1885
Tribe Chilotherini Qiu, Xie et Yan, 1987
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Genus Acerorhinus Kretzoi, 1942
Acerorhinus fuguensis sp. nov.
(FR I~0:%& 1~5)

ER V11963, k&, BRAEME,

HMARE V 11964, K8, BEME, ZMFRBE, A5 4 FH Z 5 £ AT, B R4
MARSE; V 11965, kB, BEME;V 11966, T 8lE , RFEBLF, (VT MBS BB A E
AP AR LRI, PGB E RS, R—RERNEV 11967, ETHE,
EFEinEm.

ZWMERE Fogu FE. HEFEHNITHRXA.

SRR BALFAEERNEARE; b H s,

FE MEK, ERBE. BRRM, A THRTHRR. BAIAFET IR HA
¥, BEULEFEE M1 BIZKTE. RREETMEE. RESCER, ELRREHR,BEEL
MmEEEF. EERS. XETHAEMEARA LS. EfE LS. LB kEBEREER
FEHAE R PR, HAMKEREKET. £ AKIMNERE B, BiM R a2 & ik.
RGN M3 BRARILFRARATHL. FTHRBESHE, BE/NF p2 MEX, 2 8708 L
#.

iR LB MKRALGSHBEN LEER—KFRER, ALMERESHE. LE
MTEBME, LERE, ARENTLHBHNERBER, A TEFEREER, HT%
ERTHRNTHKT. ARMEEBRERE, KL EEE. BHEEMEEH S5,
R, M TFARAM. BEEESE,BIMMREZRER, B MmeEd. auEsE,
AREHERATEMERNEEREERR, HEMH. SERERRETXRNTER1/24,
CEMYEVGERRERASUEEAHANBINEE. ANEE, AIMESAEER —T
HEMEERMTZFHEAS.BIMREXVTERIITRE—CAE. HHIEERE, PR
B VERNEN, WEHEERE, EMIERELSEE. SUEREREMNINAEE —FRIE
RS, XVWERBRILEK, HAREAN-THW=AFME. FRAK, AU —K
BEMEXTERAOMBEBERE, £V 11964 L, X—BEHNZHEEFETR. BEEH
ENEBND, HGA%EREN TR, NEEE, LR ETE M.

5 A s M2 BTG K T, BiS R BAAEM2 / M3 R&/KF, MGESER, REL
FERBARAT, EXZEHHE, KE LA EME, BRARE, FEHS 5% e T .
BN S EHAR, RIED, CEE R EEETHEFEY 30mm. HE L XHEWES
R, MERELZHF—FEERIWET, HNELR, HANLBETREEL, SV TFE—
SENE., HELHILPREESR, RIENEMALT M2 PLKF, ERMTER. RIER
NGB BESHEN, EERIEN EAF —/PEZY.

FMBERESHBREMEREATEENERE. LHAEHETEA 3 MKYIETH
(V 11963, V 11964), FEBMYLE T B . f5HEAPAIET FLELSE, 17 T B F&
JEERAKE, R LA AR, KPR T H— N 5 — N M IE T LA F &3
THRHMEE WEFHEMSW. LFEEFLEZETFUETHREF -TITRKWETA(V
11964), ZEK T 7 LA MR T SW. & LT L%0 Li8F - MUMIET L.
V 11965 LB BEBRNA —NMEAWIE T, T R2MIBEHAE, EEME L0
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B —ANDPHET, W METABAENFW. Lhil, ETHFELBARAN, £ 1
R — SR AHE T FLI St
%1 Acerorhinus fuguensis sp. nov. HIBETFFLGET

Table 1 Infraorbital foramina of Acerorhinus fuguensis sp. nov.

f2E position V 11963 V 11964 V 11965
EHEBE S maxillary face 3 3 1
LM E E% maxillary upper margin — 2 1

R SRE 9 5L L LA B AR 18 2, A b 2 MM ACIR. BETLER, REMS
ZRMYLBEEENERE. BNEE, BFUEMET I LEEHRER. RRAFHR
HAERMABERE. MREFTROBERBHAEE, RAAHBEALE. BEER
EHER WNBETE, BHEEFR. NABHREMNELE, TR ILEEK.

BTE T, th# L@, BiE 58 FRELH —HROMBEX, highg, BT
MRS, FREXFEHRER - EiAE. BN LETHERKRNER, £R

2 Acerorhinus fuguensis sp. nov. )< E 0k

Table 2 Measurements of skull of Acerorhinus fuguensis sp. nov. (mm)
WWEH  measures V 11963 V 11964 V 11965
1 MERERANEBEE distance between occipital condyle and premaxillary bone 585 — —
5 WifiB/NEFE minimal width of braincase 88 — 82
6 Bri% EIE/FREERE distance between occipital crest and postorbital process 265 290 —
7 #ois ZHE ERPEB distance between occipital crest and supraorbital process 290 300 —
8 PeuE EIHLS TR distance between occipital crest and lacrimal tubercle 328 337 —
9 BYFZEIMERE distance between nasal notch and orbit 95 88 95.5
13 BB ZEM3IER distance between occipital condyle and M3 270 275 259
15 #IEFHE width of occipital crest 162 — —
16 B.RMEFE width between mastoid processes 216 — 220
17 THi% R E/NFEHE minimal width between parietal crests 28 48 —
18 HE/EZEMH FHF width between postorbital processes 165 — 192
19 JE - [@ FE width between supraorbital processes 183 — 207
20 HE VR FE width between lacrimal tubercles 178 — 208
21 85 AR AFHE maximal width between zygomatic arches 267 — 288
22 MEBEFIFEE width of nasal base 84 — ~72
23 WEEE height of occipital face 140 ~153 -
25 P2 BTk B ®E height of skull in front of P2 ~113  ~109 —
26 MIATL B ®E height of skull in front of Ml 146 ~130 148
27 M3 BIXERE height of skull in front of M3 146 ~161 178
28 P2RTIBHE width of palate in front of P2 60 — ~74
29 MIRTFS 3 width of palate in front of Ml 86 — 86
30 M3RTIS & width of palate in front of M3 89 — 76.5
31 LAFLEE width of foramen magnum 45 45 45.5
32 PBRA FHE width between occipital condyles 118 ~126.5 125

i MR TR 5 & UK Guerin(1980).
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EREARAN GRS, TaERRAE, LFEELKMEKE, BRREHRRE. T
I 371 % 1) S0 R H AR (V' 11964) . TRUIRE 9 000 8% iy 0 BE BE IR, i fAE) 9 378

FBEOBEEEK, AERME, BHEE —&HE ERBEEZTREN-—NEFNE
., EREZEREN VE, BERMURZEIVE, VFERERLT M2 KRKF. BF
KEFEHE.

SkE BB BEE W AR2.

THE: TOKPENMEE, HREESK X HME, A p2 5 p3 R LK BEL
#mar b, AT p2 ET 7, S K-FEURS, #H 4K, HEE, F O EEshs. T
LR m3 M YT, HATSE R TR i, 1 e RS, P REAREME. T
FARK, EAZYRER NAKENHEEEE. §TESE, THXSHHESRKRmK
7, RERANMT p3 i J0KF . Rl GO S TE , 78 p2 Z B Ser1a k48, B S EE
HE 02 MRS . TEUBREER TN P A L5, HEETEE R VIERE. Bl
B, RS E, TRELLBES. T S O R MBS AR

I8 RARE 2, THMITEFERIRE. 2 ARRHKK, fMraish Loy, e
WEEEE, BEMBEEAENNNBE =/AF. FHERBMEEN LT, AT E#.
KA 2 Z E @ RAR/N, HERE.

T ARE H B HOE LR 3.
%3  Acerorhinus fuguensis sp. nov.BT i # WR
Table 3 Measurements of mandible of Acerorhinus fuguensis sp. nov. (mm)
MBI measures V 11966 vV 11967

1 KB length 522 -
2 FHIBKG#ZE L FAHPE® distance between symphysis and ascending ramus 273 —
3 p3RI FEE A height of jaw in front of p3 58 55.5
4 pART PR E height of jaw in front of p4 81 84
5 mIBT TR BE height of jaw in front of ml 86.5 88
6 m2BT T B height of jaw in front of m2 91 91
7 m3RT F A height of jaw in front of m3 97.5 100
8 m3/5 FHEE height of jaw posterior to m3 98 101
11 FHBEHKE length of symphysis 138 —
13 EF45ET/5% anterior-posterior diameter 143 —

iE: PRI S & XK Guerin(1980).

EBit:DP1 BB, B, BEBRER=ZATE. RMREENEHRA, i HE
A,

P2 A RE, REEF A M DAL R, SMEERRE, T L% 55 B BT B R A FIRT R
Bi. BRER, BT KRWERK, BE. FEMNSEBRES. PEAHE,HE
BEmEERENREL, B FRAMKEAHUBREER FEAGERFEHA, FEFM
R VIER(V 11964). BiRIF/NRILE/D, HHRAE 2 NETHI(V 11963). RIHS RS
/NN RIEBEERF M, V 11963 BHA 2 AaTHl, EmE R 2 NN M, 5B RK 5% F
H.ABMEMN. BEERMEN VIE, ZEMEEMIRA LRFEEHA. FEMKR
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HOEE .

P3S5P2 MR, (HEXBE. FERERZ IS, BHAERHBHTE. FR
SXRRA/PMEE, FHFLEAFHITRMDAALHEE. ARG PRESERPM, F8%
A, FORK, BEEBMWEERENHE. BB MTRHEE.

P4 IR RE B S 5 TE, IR R ATRM B E. FAMRRERE L, FRE LT
WR, JFRRAMEARENEE LWL, HAEBREERENIRE L (V 11964), HFEREH M
S E4, AL S — N R RETR, 3@ EHBEMEERER, LR AEE, /R
MBTRER, R AL, Bl HEAER, NEHAFNELT.

M1 B RTBT R FES, RIFR R BT RM B, AMEFEARARE . (UEETHAH D4,
FEEMBFRIRA E(V 11963), (UERBE A, iR K TFikR., MAEBMRENIFAL, K
KUK, UEFRMKRERTIELI(V 11964). V 11963 HIEREAERENEL%, &
— AR /N BRI 3 A, RATRITEE. V 11964 BRRFETF, W4 K%, WRTLFL.
BRI &8, EHERMEETS . DRIEREE, PA AT ERB T MERE, UERS
OFEHA. EHRERMINE. EEEE. GRBREREREE. V 11964 858 0 &
M.

M2 HIHTB R/, RTMT R FIBT R &5, FIMEE. AMKHREERFOTR
BAMAHRE. GHHEREZETEAAD. FERNTEEEIZEH LA, Lt h R
BERMHLEI. KAMEA, BELREERE. KAMWMATRME. sTRHEX, T/
R, EAREARHE. BEOAHA. EHRKK, BEEME KGR, 0o g, B
BRR 2RERRNBEIE.

MIWIFRBREE=AF. FIEHEELER NEMNHBUEHIE. AEERET
FTRREW, BHREAHYEE, FHOUGEEERE, AERTENE - I EEHEE
(V 11963 B9/ M3), FIBTRREE. RIMARREMATR &k, FARICRTES, BFA TR,
FRER, MRREMAK, ERTAN. FEINEENE —EER, M T/ESEWHH I
W% REBINEEREFHSTF. PHRA.

Sk v I B 8 L 4,
F&d  Acerorhinus fuguensis sp. nov.&)_EEiER#
Table 4 Measurements of upper cheek teeth of Acerorhinus fuguensis sp. nov. (mm)
WM measures V 11963 V 11964 V 11965
DP1 — 23%21.7x7 —
P2 37X42x36.5 38X49.5%24.5 37.5%41.7x33
P3 43.7x51x41.5 43%60.5%21 43X%52.5%35
P4 47Xx55.3x46.5 49.5X64.5%23.5 46.7X46.3Xx42.3
Ml 57X58x44.5 51.5X62X%22.5 55%60x39
M2 57X58x44.5 62X65X%31.5 58x60x44
M3 48.6X53.4x48 49%x61x38 47.5X56x47

T RKEXEEXEE (LXWxH).

THi: Todpl. FESMEMME LT RABMERMKFHL. 8. FHHBAER
B, IR MBS REOE, B p2 Bl m3 B K.
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P2 HEA, R, FTRIREK, TRIMARREMAETR. T/EEMHE S, PRk%E. T
KEMTRERRMBE KR, MGE. TEREREYS, HBME SRR — P M, RHHES
B, WIEHFE T B RAEH W SMATZE I /5 77 | 28 L7, 72T IR RSP BE AR B ik, B
S S, KA E2EER. IARK, EEa%ER.

pIWTEEEE. TEAHIBAMERE. THRNMTFTER ERENE, EMF
H. WHEFEE. AEHFENEFAHESE, ETRERLETHRERRK, A U—-BHELR
WA AT, SRS AME A RT R , B P A PE B T, M, BRI R, SMNEERKN VIE.
FHMEFLHEBGEEREZNHALLRKG. ek, FaEM,

p4 Sp3 S LRMEL, BT RRKRMEEE, 18 m F MW, 05 HET AR
&, BIA BB, TUCESMNEEH M,

ml KB &ML A, A ILPHEE, (NEFE ERAN—EEHBOMEBE. TiE
RE.PEAEN, HEAKY. REER IR ER, ANEHFENRERE, TEREN
L EARESE. TRHREX, F&TFE. TIKEHAR %28 E%E,

m2 WRTAS ml AL AIARM, TERMERESRE, FEFHEERMN. 5
WEEEE. EHaK, FAE. TRHREHSH LR/ BN TEHER. FEEX. &
BEIANREAGHEE. IMIGHFH LT T FAL.

m3 BHET m2. IAFKTE, EARK. IMIER. TRRRWREMEMH. Frt
EERTEIH. N IMEFERA RS, MEHE,

TG W BB E Wk S,

]S Acerorhinus fuguensis sp. nov. BT RR

Table 5 Measurements of lower cheek teeth of Acerorhinus fuguensis sp. nov. (mm)

BT measures V 11966 vV 11967
p2 35.5%24.5%35 36X24%x31
p3 42.5X32x32 41x33%22
p4 45X35%33 44X34x23.5
ml 49x33.5%28 47x31x17.5
m2 55%34x%26.7 49.5X30x20
m3 49.5%x31x25.5 —X29X25

B KEXEEXBE (LXWxH).
2 Xt 5#HE

Borissiak(1914) ZERF 5T 38 R TE ¢ & W E R FCHUR ZRE D S Y Bt e), € T —ME K
B Fi B Aceratherium zernowi. BEJS Borissiak(1915)#P iR ML G ET, XET
—NFER A zernowi var. asiaticum, RN AIX B —FEANEL, ENHEEL, 4
zernowi IR BB R, F—K(914)IERHHLERAY RALEL FEKSXEH
BENMER MY AN XEAIHERREE AN, BEX (1915 R AN EFHLEIRAR
HREEEAE ERA FEKARBRAEMEBEMNER. RN, B EF LEAFTHEN
PIWEE MR EFHEFTHOLHBASE L —3, B I Borissiak (1915) [/ & Osborn(1900)
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W BIEX B P A EMR L ER.

Borissiak (1914) 8. 4. zernowi FiFh T I M4 B8 2, (BEFIEV SR AR 1828, B SL B %2,
i 2 8L, RARSEAET & B BigwEREE: THRKSBAEAY B, HFEEW p2 |
MISEREA; & EITH, TIIGMUEE E K 2. J53k, Borissiak (1915) B4 T b4 p LB &
EREBGFHIRAE, H 3 NILEERBE LTS, Ext 4 zernowi IMHB THREMESE, #
0, AR 45 7 H AR A R0 T8 X I R T AR S T RG6T; U0 30 AN IR R TR S, BT 7E P4 KR,
JGETE M1 7K 4R OR IS B TS 72k B B B AR EERIFA L AR L ME, — &
T & P THURG 7E J5 BR A 2 58 E T TR B SR 0, (H AR AR B AE AR A L MBEBE. EBith Y
TR AR I R T B, FERTFI 5 E R E B B s 0 RELMRRILER R T E. 545,
AT B S5 MRARE, NEHFRES.

Ringstrom(1942) £ 5 5% 1L 75 {R {8 B K b A 5T, B — 24 BT A Diceratherium, Bl D.
palaeosinense, B AME—~NLBEWEBERNHMERNERBE, NS EEAREN
R, XL HMIFIES 4 zernowi TR 3, Ringstron (1942) B M /5 F 193 A
Diceratherium ¥,

Kretzoi (1942) I\ A 4. zernowi ARV Aceratherium B, f XMk E T —4
B KR & Acerorhinus, 3 A R B M AL X B Teleoceros % F & . 1t F B A K
Ringstrom(1942) #J D. palaeosinense /& 1R #¢ 5k B9 — Fh B 25, R R V3 A Acerorhinus & .
Kretzoi(1942)$8 1 9 Acerorhinus W BIEEYE . L BET; B58, A4 A BT E 2 8
. MR T 52, 9 B0 BARYIEL S5 I, F A SR Chilotherium R 2454k, WG, X—/8 4%
—HARE5I A, BB Heissig(1975) T T B R ENLETHRBE =L BB ULAN, 1%
Acerorhinus Y84 Chilotherium W) — N IR, HIERE (1974). EAE S (1975) . B4
5 (1979) 4R (1982) MEHE & (1983) #—HHAMITE T HEM K BREELE.

B GHEMEEE (1982) Y E AL BHE T Acerorhinus HIFHE: RIS H )5 B W T &
HOERRAA—-RRENET, WA NFEE T, IS EES BFRE MUET
#, o Al AR TE; TS AT RBETS, 2 MET L7 s, R4k Gt
TEBAR, BRI R MATHREAEHE, Biih L # -8 %4E; DP1 R, ERTA e &
K ARNHERAE: FARRATRIAETMNSE, AMEPSEH 04 RABRERWE. Qiu e
al. (1988) R T XATHRMBEMFFHiHWBEFH—MRKEREN LT, BX—LA R
% Acerorhinus hezhengensis, I KE T Acerorhinus B BER ML, MA1HE—H KT
Acerorhinus M Chilotherium Z BIEIZ . Acerorhinus B 4% B IE AL E L — 8078, B b
AAR MBI, B—BKT R SR mE, B R, X35 80 TR A F 1 4%,
ZHRRREE, &A@ 50mm; kB TGER, (LB E; B Hdt, BNEERSE, 15
FEEBAAKR RIE L& 5TEAAEY 30mm; BTREE, ELRZHFEEHTH KL &
BB, ME SR, KT HE; THRAWARINME, A5 I EER: £ 4
i2 B FE/N T 40mm; T SREK A FR T o MR Mk 2 M, 2 m A Ly, WiE KR,
KA ERIELEE 0 B EE, BOE s BEART, BiR R EMETRE, A5 RLm
AMA, RETRI/N, BIR55; DP1 A p2 08K, Qiu er al.(1988)INHK Acerorhinus F
Chilotherium B 1) 3t [R] $# 1 £ % 1> Aceratheriinae Y&} fr#F 2 + 40 M4y, 53X AN EH
E R F WA R——TC B IE Aceratherini FIE f B iR Teleocerini #4 T8 X 5, B
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BEIE Acerorhinus M Chilotherium X B4 B M Aceratherini #14r Hi, B B — M K&
B 1% Chilotherini.

Heissig (1989) R i T Acerorhinus ¥& 2 /BT A R B M A, H AR Acerorhinus 3X
—RBFHET A palaeosinensis,ii/l\ﬁﬁ-ﬁ*ﬁ LKWEFMEENLE, ik E
Acerorhinus W AETE Sk B A 55 A1 B ATV I AR RO R H, 12 Wil AR/, TS TR
R, BHFLEREREMNERRE BRSRENHAZBE, BR—FKILFEEH
B, XANBEGFHMABEARE, BRIEFE LM LEEHE, %R Heissig(1989) K
WA, BRI HEREAERBERANERANAR,

WA B S Qiu et al.(1988)F X Acerorhinus BHIHRTELEYE. REF A
fuguensis AR A I DL K FEAB B 55 38 B 1838, Al A4S Acerorhinus BEWEHRMIE X kF
TEEEE, R YAEAESE, GE LR WAV MRS, TR EFEH%E, ERE
R, BERKTEE. TGS, SWEATHE, EBEE. SUERERY REERR, S
BE, ELREHEENSEHR., EIIERBEZLRL, LRk, THEHBEKEHMEAE,
HuBE AR p2 MER. FTHRAFRKESE p2 fTHE LF. 2 D, @R, Bk
B, A R MATRM 2T, RRMKRRK4E S, EilEK ERAAE. p2 K.

B H AT R Lk, B H e UT A Acerorhinus B FR I A 84, BIE 4 zernowi. A
tsaidamensis, A. palaeosinensis, A. intermedius, A. cornutus, A. hezhengensis (Qiu et
al., 1988), A. xiaoheensis (BWe LY, 1997) M1 A yuanmouensis (GRiE &, 1998).

fE B3R 8 NMRheh, A palaeosinensis. A. cornutus F1 A. hezhengensis 1] TR 2 8] FE B
BRI, CHRMAENTE, BHFEE BT REBH KR, UAX— KB T
5 A fuguensis R4} FFH. A intermedius W) MEB/N, 5 A fuguensis AR R T L E
RRE; A intermedius B p2 HXHR/N, Lhr L 5B IEW Acerorhinus FEAM[F (W Heissig,
1972). A. xiaoheensis M A. yuanmouensis ¥ 7= B T A& M A K P Hi it Z, AL E
RE—FEBE, HBA BN BEHEART Acerorhinus T R K BF. Cerdeno
(1996) R M EH RANYEEF BN A zernowi Y B &t 5 ST IEH BB LT A
RATERLFERRGIYBHPETERM A zernowi. Cerdeno(1996) AN i8E i RENYWHEM A
zernowi 5 Borissiak(1927) R # Turgai # X8 Aceratherium depereti IRFRL, BN Z H#
REEEEBTH LG L, R, BRIBEEHME, A depereti BB UHK, BHFHTIEL
JEHB TR A, AL FRAH B, SRS AR 402 , B0 o SR 0 ) BT TR VT, B RT BT 1A B RS R
WRXEBAE, XEBERS A zernowi T RF. A fuguensis 5 A zernowi Ml A,
tsaidamensis B B, EATEAAET R B KRG, B A fuguensis 32T 15 P 0 LE &
MEER AETREHAEMNLFEEANRRKEGMT I EBE EBEAINT 54 zernowi
AE. BHEOBERAEIIMMEE, LETEEEFHRERR, THIEHATIJLEEK
FAR. A fuguensis I T ERBX A RE S, M A tsaidamensis £ p2 B A — 1~ B B
@ EHTHBEAHENATER — P AF. B AMEBEA i1 MR, TR AR5
LBH. A saidamensis WL BTHEESNBEREERELSE 4 zernowi LITIAR
F A. fuguensis (L Bohlin, 1937).

TE Acerorhinus BY¥, A. zernowi BRRBRIFIEM — 80, B AA B KK FERMK
&R, EFA S EILPE4RA N, 54, EEk s AR5 IR AE, BT &R AN R
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1R85, A tsaidamensis LA, zernowi B8 Bt , & B SR UK 48 FF 14 038, BivG I B Mo &%
AREEEHRRA MY FEHRER, ORISR T AT L, THBESHBRELE
EWLE. T A fuguensis IBIEH BHWEE N AT, THEABWRETRILEMEF S
B, AEESTIRRNTIA LB EE, BRHEEE dcerorhinus FRIBS M, W1 FTR,
FE Acerorhinus M Chilotherium Z [l 7 7E 88 K B9 K B, 1B 4. fuguensis i1 X B £ W
Acerorhinus J& A 8] Chilotherium ZB#i B B, XERBSMH T IR LB S LEHE
RHAE.

it AXLeiarR R AR S H CHE T T AN, Julie Cormark H 145 & % X H
2, KRAREEFEBRR, £ —HF B E 09 5H,

A NEW SPECIES OF ACERORHINUS (PERISSODACTYLA,
RHINOCEROTIDAE) FROM THE LATE MIOCENE
IN FUGU, SHAANXI, CHINA

DENG Tao
(Institute of Vertebrate Paleontology and Paleoanthropology, Chinese Academy of Sciences Beijing 100044)

Key words Fugu, Shaanxi, Late Miocene, Rhinocerotidae
Summary

Laogaochuan, the locality with rich chilothere fossils, is located about 60 km to
the northwest of Fugu County seat in Shaanxi Province. In this district, the Neogene
strata located above the Mesozoic coal-bearing formation is 52m thick, all the which
is underlying the loess. The Hipparion—fauna bearing chilothere fossils was collected
from the lower and middle beds of the Neogene strata, with an age of 7.4~5.3Ma B.
P. based on paleomagnetic dating, i. e. the late Late Miocene (MN12~ 13) (Xue et
al., 1995). A new species of Acerorhinus from this locality is described and discussed
in this paper.

1 Systematic paleontology

Family Rhinocerotidae Owen, 1845
Subfamily Aceratheriinae Dollo, 1885
Tribe Chilotherini Qiu, Xie et Yan, 1987
Genus Acerorhinus Kretzoi, 1942
Acerorhinus fuguensis sp. nov.
(pl. T~1; tab. 1~5)
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Holotype V 11963, an adult skull.

Referred specimens Two skulls and two mandibles.

Etymology Named after “Fugu” County, Shaanxi Province, where the new
species is discovered.

Locality and age  Wangdaifuliang of Laogaochuan village in Fugu County,
Shaanxi Province; the late Late Miocene. .

Diagnosis  Large size. Posttympanic process is thin, extending outwards and
lower than occipital condyle. False external auditory meatus not closed or weakly
closed. Nasal notch reaches level before MI1. Sagittal crest narrow and high. The
position of the orbits is low, with strong supraorbital tubercle and weak postorbital
process. Top part of the skull suddenly constricts before the orbit. Praeorbital fossa is
well-developed. Symphysis is narrower than the distance between p2. Medial flanges
of i2 slightly turn upward. Median valley is closed on the highly wom premolar.
Parastyle fold and paracone rib are well-developed. Protocone and hypocone on
premolar are not or weakly constricted so that they are very round in shape.
Premolars and M3 have no antecrochets practically.

2 Description

Skull In basal view, the foramen magnum is onion—shaped, whereas its upper
border is bell-shaped. The end of the posttympanic process is much lower than the
lower border of the occipital condyle., The posterior surface of the mastoid process is
rough. From the occipital view, the mastoid process is rather slender and constricted
in its middle part. In ventral view, the paroccipital process is a long taper shape with
three edges. Mastoid and posttympanic processes are like thin flakes. The end of the
posttympanic process is close to and slightly fuses with the postglenoid process. In
side view, the posttympanic and mastoid processes are at the same level. The
occipital crest is smooth but depresses deeply in the middle. The occipital face is
rather rough, and its upper part quite concave. There are a series of level crests on
the outer margin of the back part of the posttympanic process. The postglenoid
process is very strong and temporal condyle is narrow.

The front end of the zygomatic arch extends to level before M2. The zygomatic
arch is the widest in level of the boundary of M2/ M3 and the most narrow before
the temporal condyle. The arch’s posterior—upper comner is strongly prominent. The
orbit is small. Its position is low with its upper margin 30mm lower than the frontal
face. Postorbital processes are absent on frontal and zygomatic bones but the
supraorbital tubercle is well-developed, in which top part of skull is the widest and
behind which there is an obvious notch. The projecting front margin of orbit reaches
the level of the middle part of the M2. The pracorbital pit is deep. Three large
infraorbital foramina with front grooves are found on the maxillary face near the
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lower margin of the nasal notch. There is a large infraobital foramen with front
groove and a small foramen on the maxillary upper margin. It should be noted that
numbers and positions of infraorbital formina in different specimens tend to be
irregular in frequency (tab.1).

The width of the premaxillary bone is much narrower than at the front end of
maxillary bone. The front part of premaxillary bone is like a vertical flake.

The bottom of the nasal notch is located at level before the M1. The nasal bone
is smooth, with its very wide base and drooping sides. There is a fine groove along
the middle suture of nasal bone.

The top part of the skull is flat and a narrow rhomboid in shape which suddenly
constricts before reaching the orbit. Strong occipital elevation gives a forward inclined
slope on the top part of the skull. The sagittal crest is narrow. Under the parietal
cersts, the outer wall of the braincase becomes a steep slope. The palatal face is long
and concave, with a fine crest running along the palate middle suture. This crest
becomes an obvious tubercle in the center of the sharp V-shaped posterior margin of
the palate.

Mandible In side view, the lower margin of the horizontal ramus is slightly
curved to the level of cheek tooth row. The mental foramen is situated under the p2.
The ascending ramus is far from the m3. The front margin of the ramus forms a
wide curved face. In top view, the mandibular symphysis is long, narrow and concave,
and its posterior margin reaches the level of the middle of the p3. In a ventral
perspective of symphysis there is a shallow depression.

These specimens have only its i2 whose root section is approximately round in
shape whereas its crown section forms a somewhat circular triangle. The medial
flanges of the i2 slightly turn upward. The angle and distance between the i2 are
small.

Upper cheek teeth The DP1 is a large triangular cylinder shape with a single
root.

The P2 has developed an inner cingulum, weak parastyle fold and paracone rib.
The protocone is large, with a flat lingual margin. The hypocone is larger than the
protocone. In much more worn specimen, the median valley closes. Crochet and crista
are small and connect each other. The protocone and hypocone have no constriction.

The P3 is similar to the P2, but much larger. The parastyle fold and paracone
rib are quite obvious.

The P4 has a slightly larger protocone compared to its hypocone. The protocone
has a weak posterior fold near its root, resulting in a wide antecrochet. Crochet and
crista are strong and connect each other. The posterior valley closes. The cingulum is
incomplete but developed at the lingual margin of protocone.

The M1 has a wide and short parastyle, with a well-developed parastyle fold and
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paracone rib. The inner cingulum exists only at the entrance of the median valley.
The protocone and hypocone are similar in overall size. The protocone has strongly
developed anterior and posterior folds, whereas the hypocone has an anterior fold near
its root. The crochet is well-developed, crista is weak or absent, the metastyle is
wide and large, and the posterior valley is narrow and deep.

The M2 is similar in size and shape to the M1, but its metaloph is shorter and
narrower.

The M3 has a triangular outline with a well~developed front cingulum. There is
an isolated pillar found in some M3. The parastyle is sharp and projecting, with
parastyle folds and paracone ribs well-developed. The protocone has a weak posterior
fold or none at all. The crochet is strongly developed and narrow. There is a vertical
ridge on the posterior part of the outer wall of this tooth. The median valley is broad.

Lower cheek teeth In these specimens, the dpl is absent. There are fine level
lines on the outer faces of all lower cheek teeth.

The p2 is large and has two roots. Its paraconid extends so greatly that the
parastylid becomes sharp and projecting. The hypolophid is wide, and the hypoconid
and protoconid are large, each with a deep outer groove. There is a central depression
on the wom surface of the hypolophid. The cingulum is well-developed in this tooth.

The p3 has a short and wide protolophid. Its metaconid is very large and circular,
and the entoconid is square and slightly smaller than the metaconid. The cingulum is
well-developed. The lingual cingulum is divided into two parts by a pillar within its
lowest portion under the metaconid. The labial cingulum is not continuous on the
exterior wall of the hypolophid and its margins are sawtooth—shaped, and its exterior
groove is deeply V-shaped. Worn surfaces of the protolophid and metalophid become
deeply crescented depressions.

The p4 is similar to the p3. Its lingual cingulum is absent in the entoconid, and
its exterior wall of hypolophid is slightly middle-grooved.

The ml has very wide protolophid and metalophid. Its metaconid is large, and
the exterior groove is wide and deep. The lingual cingulum is not continuous to the
level of the metaconid. There is a large entoconid with a flat lingual margin, and
crescent—shaped hypolophid is strong.

The m2 is similar to the ml. Its metaconid has a sharp posterior end that is
clearly obviously projecting backwards. The exterior groove is very narrow and deep,
and there are several low pillars on the bottom of the posterior valley.

The m3 is narrow and obviously shorter in length to the m2. Its exterior groove
is narrow and deep, and the trigonid is much lower than the talonid. The lingual
cingulum is well-developed and high in the anterior comer, although it drops steeply
and becomes discontinues along the exterior wall of the metaconid. There is a low
cingulum at the entrance of the posterior valley.
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3 Comparison and discussion

Borissiak (1914) described a new species Aceratherium zernowi in the Sevastopol
Hipparion fauna from Crimea, Ukraine. When Rinsgtrom (1924) studied the
Rhinocerotidae from Baode, Shanxi, he referred some specimens to Diceratherium, i. e.
D. palaeosinense. The characters of these specimens were similar to Aceratherium
zernowi, which led Ringstrom to refer it also to Diceratherium.

Kretzoi (1942) considered that Aceratherium zernowi should not be referred to
Aceratherium, so he created a new genus Acerorhinus for this species thinking that it
has the closest relationship with Teleoceros in North America. However, Kretzoi
considered that D. palaeosinense was unique and should not be refereed to
Acerorhinus. Even though Kretzoi created the genus Acerorhinus, this genus has not
cited until Heissig (1975) wused Acerorhinus as a subgenus of Chilotherium in
discussion of the Neogene Rhinocerotidae from Anatolia, Turkey.

When Qiu et al. (1988) described a new species Acerorhinus hezhengensis from
the Late Miocene in Hezheng, Gansu, they restored Acerorhinus as a valid genus. In
addition, they suggested that Acerorhinus and Chilotherium should be removed from
the tribe Aceratherini and as a result, established a new tribe Chilotherini.

Until now, eight species have been clearly referred to Acerorhinus, including A.
zernowi. A. tsaidamensis, A. palaeosinensis, A. intermedius, A cornutus, A
hezhengensis (Qiu et al., 1988), A xiaoheensis (Gao and Ma, 1997), and A
yuanmouensis (Zong, 1998).

Although there are narrow surfaces between parietal crests of A. palaeosinensis, A
cornutus and A. hezhengensis, these surfaces do not become sagittal crests, which are
easy to be distinguished from A. fuguensis. The size of A. intermedius is small, so it
is obviously different from the large size of A fuguensis. The p2 of A. intermedius
is relatively small, which is not the character of the true Acerorhinus virtually. A.
xiaoheensis and A. yuanmouensis are collected from the Late Miocene of Yuanmou
Basin, and they belong to a same species in fact. Their long and narrow nasal bones
strongly rise upward, on the contrary, the large and wide nasal ones of Acerorhinus
extend horizontally. The nasal bones of “A.  zermowi” from the Tunggur fauna
described by Cerdeno (1996) are similar to these materials from Yuanmou and
different from the true A. zernowi from Sevastopol. Cerdeno (1996) considered that A.
zernowi from Tunggur was very similar to Aceratherium depereti from Turgai
originally described by Borissiak (1927). On the basis of our research, A. depereti
has a very narrow and long nasal bone, a broad nasal notch base, strong occipital
elevation, an extremely narrow sagittal crest, a deep depression in the center of the
occipital face, and no circular protocone on the premolars. Together, these are clear
differential traits to A zermowi. A. fuguensis is the closest to A zernowi and A
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tsaidamensis, because all of them have narrow and high sagittal crests. A4. fuguensis
has strongly outextending posttympanic processes, a vertically constrictive skull top
before the orbit, and slightly uptuming medial flanges, however, these characters are
different from those of A zernowi. A. tsaidamensis has a constrictive mandibular
symphysis with il, but A. fuguensis has an inconstrictive one without il.

Within the genus Acerorhinus, A. zernowi is the most primitive species obviously,
because it has circular and expanding protocone and hypocone without constriction on
the premolar, and weak antecrochets, crochets and cristas on the cheek teeth. A
tsaidamensis is slightly more advanced than A zernowi, with its protocone
constrictions and relatively developed secondary structures of the cheek teeth. On the
other hand, A. tsaidamensis still has some very primitive characters, such as a very
thin and high sagittal crest, and a narrow, somewhat constrictive mandibular symphysis.
The secondary structures on the cheek teeth of A fuguensis are more developed,
especially its antecrochets on the molars almost extend to the entrances of the median
valleys. Its upturning medial flanges of i2 show its advanced position in the genus
Acerorhinus. The discovery of A. fuguensis indicates that Acerorhinus has a tendency
to be close to Chilotherium. For example, medial flanges of i2 of A. fuguensis have
begun to turn upward.
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B RE 1% A8 (Explanations of plates)
BRI (Plate 1)
Acerorhinus fuguensis sp. nov., PEEMH (Late Baodean), FA# %Il (Laogaochuan, Fugu)
1~2, V 11963, 3k& (skull), 1IEHE (holotype), X 1/4, 1. MM (side view),2. B (ventral view), 3. V 11966,
T4 H (mandible), M (crown view), X 1/4
BRI (Plate 1)
Acerorhinus fuguensis sp. nov., FrEBER (Late Baodean), ¥ 4% % )Il (Laogaochuan, Fugu)

1~2, V 11963, k& (skull), EH (holotype), 1. ¥ (dorsal view), X 1/4, 2. JGH (occipital view), X 1/3,
3. V 11967, TFHHE (mandible), I (side view), X 1/4
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