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RELATIONSHIPS OF THE MEGAMOUTH 
SHARK, MEGACHASMA.-The discovery in 
1976 of an unusual species of living shark off 
the coast of Oahu, Hawaii, sparked off a number 
of popular and semi-technical articles speculat- 
ing upon the relationships, mode of life and 

feeding habits of the new shark (popularly 
dubbed "Megamouth"). A formal description 
naming the new genus and species (Megachasma 
pelagios) has only recently appeared, however 

(Taylor et al., 1983). Megachasma was included 
within the lamniforms sensu Compagno (1973, 
1977), in its own family Megachasmidae, on the 
basis of an impressive list of phenetic differences 
from all other lamniforms (Odontaspidae, Mit- 
sukurinidae, Pseudocarchariidae, Alopiidae, 
Cetorhinidae, Lamnidae; Taylor et al., 1983). 
It was speculated that Megachasma is the prim- 
itive sister-group of all other living lamniforms, 
on the basis of two supposedly primitive char- 
acters; the absence of morphologically differ- 
entiated anterior, lateral and posterior teeth 
characteristic of other lamniforms; and the 
presence of a putative "orbital" process on the 
palatoquadrate. 

The teeth of Megachasma are relatively un- 
differentiated around the mouth (Taylor et al., 
1983). They are also small and numerous, with 
between 50 and 70 tooth rows in each jaw quad- 
rant. Taylor et al. (1983) suggested that the 
teeth and dental array of Megachasma is primi- 
tive for lamniforms. Such a hypothesis is refuted 
by outgroup comparison with other galeo- 
morphs, however, and a comparable pattern oc- 
curs in only two other specialized galeomorph 
taxa (Cetorhinus and the orectoloboid Rhinio- 
don). Morphologically, Megachasma teeth closely 
resemble those of some lamnids (e.g., Lamna, 
Isurus) and odontaspids, pseudocarchariids and 
Mitsukurina, apart from an overall reduction in 
lateral cusps and the length of the labial root 
lobes. Megachasma dental morphology (Taylor 
et al., 1983:fig. 8) may be characterized as ad- 
vanced holaulacorhize (sensu Casier, 1947), in 
which the median sulcus ("sillon") of the root 
is reduced, conferring upon the tooth a sec- 
ondary anaulacorhize condition, as in other 
lamniforms. It is possible to interpret Mega- 
chasma teeth as derived from this lamniform 
condition just as readily as to postulate their 
primitiveness. In view of this ambiguity, the 
dental morphology of Megachasma does not pro- 

vide satisfactory evidence of relationship be- 
yond establishing lamniform affinity. 

The dorsal margin of the palatoquadrate in 
Megachasma bears a low, rounded articular pro- 
cess (the "orbital process" of Taylor et al., 1983: 
figs. 13, 14; see Fig. 1 here), resting in a shallow 
depression in the floor of the braincase on a 
level with the center of the orbit. Taylor et al. 
suggest that the presence of an "orbital pro- 
cess" in Megachasma is primitive. I take issue 
both with their identification and their phylo- 
genetic assumptions concerning this articula- 
tion. 

There is some confusion in the literature as 
to what constitutes an orbital process in sharks. 
According to Regan (1906), its presence or ab- 
sence characterizes the pleurotremates (sharks) 
and hypotremates (rays, skates) respectively. 
That view is oversimplified, however, and dis- 
tinctly different selachian articular patterns may 
be recognized in the ethmoidal and orbital re- 
gions (Edgeworth, 1935; Holmgren, 1940, 1941; 
Maisey, 1980). In galeomorphs and Heterodontus 
the palatoquadrate may have a ligamentous an- 
terior suspension (e.g., carcharhinids) or a strong 
articulation (e.g., orectoloboids Heterodontus), 
located in the ethmoid region near the front of 
the embryonic trabecular plate. A different ar- 
rangement occurs in hexanchoids, Chlamydose- 
lachus, squaloids, Squatina and pristiophoroids. 
Here, the palatoquadrate is attached to the in- 
terorbital wall, either with or without (Squatina) 
an articular surface (Edgeworth, 1935). This 
articulation is invariably located posterior to the 
optic nerve and (if the process is long enough, 
as in Squatina and Squalus) the trochlear nerve, 
and is anterior to the efferent pseudobranchial 
artery (Maisey, 1980). In squaloids this articu- 
lation lies close to the trabecular/polar carti- 
lage boundary, but in Chlamydoselachus it is much 
farther forward, in the anterior part of the orbit 
(Allis, 1923:pl. 4, fig. 4). This arrangement is 
properly regarded as an orbital articulation, and 
the palatoquadrate is said to bear an orbital 
process (e.g., Edgeworth, 1935; Maisey, 1980). 
Unfortunately this terminology has also been 
rather loosely applied to what is really an eth- 
moidal articulation. Such an articulation be- 
tween the palatoquadrate and internasal sep- 
tum of the braincase is apparently primitive, 
and occurs in various fossil sharks (Maisey, 1982, 
1983; Schaeffer, 1981). Conversely the orbital 
articulation has a restricted distribution which, 
when taken in conjunction with other anatom- 
ical characters, suggests a derived condition 
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ICHTHYOLOGICAL NOTES 
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Fig. 1. Braincase of A) Megachasma and B) Cetorhinus in ventral view: braincase and jaws of C) Megachasma 
and D) Cetorhinus in lateral view. Abbreviations: ac = auditory capsule; ect. pr. = ectethmoid process; epf = 
ethmopalatine fossa (site of palatoquadrate attachment); epl = ethmopalatine ligament (Cetorhinus); eppr = 

ethmopalatine process (Megachasma); foa = fenestra for orbital (external carotid, "stapedial") artery; lrc = 
lateral rostral cartilage; mc = Meckel's cartilage; mrc = median rostral cartilage; onc = orbitonasal ("preor- 
bital") canal ("ectethmoid foramen"); pq = palatoquadrate; ss = suborbital shelf. Cetorhinus after Senna (1925) 
and AMNH dissection; Megachasma after Taylor et al. (1983); not to scale, both much reduced. 

uniting these "orbitostylic" sharks (Maisey, 
1980). 

Perusal of Taylor et al.'s (1983) figs. 13 and 
14 reveals an essentially different, basicranial 
articulation in Megachasma. Instead of lying on 
the interorbital wall of the orbit, the articular 

process of the palatoquadrate articulates with 
the basicranium, and is thus far removed from 
the optic nerve (and presumably from the troch- 
lear nerve and efferent pseudobranchial ar- 

tery). This articulation of Megachasma is there- 
fore extremely unusua. (Fig. 1A). It may 
conceivably represent a modification of a more 
anterior generalized ethmoidal articulation, or 
it may represent a novel, secondarily-acquired 
articulation. In either case, it cannot be regard- 
ed as a primitive arrangement. 

The suspensorium of Cetorhinus, as described 

by Senna (1925) and verified by dissection of 
the head of a young individual in the American 
Museum collections, resembles that of Mega- 
chasma in some significant respects. The pala- 
toquadrate of Cetorhinus lies in part below the 
suborbital shelf, so that the dorsal margin of 
the palatoquadrate fails to occupy the floor of 

the orbit (Fig. 1C). The suborbital shelf of Ce- 
torhinus is well-developed (Senna, 1925:pl. ix, 
fig. 2, "p. i."), and is expanded posteriorly to 
form a broad, triangular platform which merges 
with the floor of the auditory capsule about half- 

way along its length. While the suborbital shelf 
of Megachasma is less expanded posteriorly, it 
extends back as far as in Cetorhinus (Taylor et 
al., 1983:fig. 13; fig. 1 here). Having the sub- 
orbital shelf (formed by fusion of the subocular 
cartilage to the lateral margin of the trabecular 

plate; de Beer, 1937; Holmgren, 1940) inter- 
posed between the palatoquadrate and inter- 
orbital wall in Megachasma is a remarkable ar- 
rangement that is approached (albeit to a much 
lesser degree) by Cetorhinus. More importantly, 
however, on the ventral surface of the braincase 
in Cetorhinus is a pair of small depressions, lo- 
cated mesial to the ectethmoid process of the 
postnasal wall, at the junction of the suborbital 
shelf and interorbital wall as in Megachasma 
(Senna, 1925:pl. ix, fig. 2, "le"). Connective tis- 
sue (The "ethmopalatine ligament," according 
to Senna, 1925:107) arises in this basicranial 
depression and is attached to the palatine part 

A 

C 
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Lamniformes 

Fig. 2. Cladogram of phylogenetic hypothesis ad- 
vanced in the text. Mitsikurina and Pseudocarcharias 
omitted for clarity (all are represented here by Odon- 

taspis). Characters defending nodes as follows: A, 
lamniform characters given by Compagno, 1973, 
1977; B, plesodic pectoral radials; C, modified eth- 

mopalatine articulation; suborbital shelf interposed 
between palatoquadrate and orbit; median rostral 

cartilage in part dorsal to lateral rostral bars; simpli- 
fied tooth cusp and root morphology, loss of dental 
differentiation, increase in number of tooth rows; en- 

larged gill rakers extending to margins of gill open- 
ings, covered by modified oropharyngeal scales; D, 
plesodic dorsal radials. 

of the palatoquadrate some distance from the 

symphysis (Senna, 1925:pl. x, fig. 5, "le"). There 
is no articular process on the palatoquadrate 
corresponding to the "orbital process" of Mega- 
chasma. Nonetheless, the ligamentous "ethmo- 
palatine" attachment in Cetorhinus corresponds 
closely to the basicranial articulation in Mega- 
chasma, and they are probably homologous. 
Variation in this basicranial attachment be- 
tween the two genera may be an expression of 
somewhat different mandibular kinesis related 
to their feeding mechanisms (discussed by Tay- 
lor et al., 1983:108-110). 

From a comparison of their mandibular sus- 
pension, Cetorhinus and Megachasma seem to 
form a monophyletic group of specialized filter- 
feeding lamniforms. The erection of a new 
monotypic family for Megachasma may there- 
fore be unnecessary. Notwithstanding the many 
differences between Cetorhinus and Megachasma, 
both genera may be included in the Cetorhin- 
idae on the basis of similarities in their jaw sus- 

pension and dental array. The relationships of 
these genera to other lamniforms remain ob- 
scure. The presence of plesodic pectoral radials 
in Megachasma and Cetorhinus suggests a closer 
relationship with mackerel sharks (Lamnidae) 
and threshers (Alopiidae) than with Odontas- 
pidae, Pseudocarchariidae and Mitsukurinidae. 
The Cetorhinidae (as defined here) may be the 

sister-group of Lamnidae plus Alopiidae, which 
share a plesodic first dorsal fin and some cranial 
similarities (Fig. 2). In this hypothesis, the char- 
acteristic lamniform dental pattern, with mod- 
ified upper intermediate "eye-teeth" and lobate 
roots has become secondarily suppressed (Tay- 
lor et al., 1983:96), while retaining the second- 

ary anaulacorhize fenestration pattern in the 
roots. 

LITERATURE CITED 

ALLIS, E. P. 1923. The cranial anatomy of Chlamy- 
doselachus anguineus. Acta Zool. 4:123-221. 

BEER, G. R. DE. 1937. The development of the ver- 
tebrate skull: Oxford Univ. Press. 

CASIER, E. 1947. Constitution et evolution de la ra- 
cine dentaire des euselachii. III-Evolution des prin- 
cipaux caracteres morphologiques et conclusions. 
Bull. Mus. Roy. Hist. nat. Belg. 23(15). 

COMPAGNO, L.J. V. 1973. Interrelationships of living 
elasmobranchs. In: Interrelationships of fishes. P. 
H. Greenwood, R. S. Miles and C. Patterson (eds.). 
Zool.J. Linn. Soc. 53:15-61. 

. 1977. Phyletic relationships of living sharks 
and rays. Amer. Zool. 17:303-322. 

EDGEWORTH, F. H. 1935. The cranial muscles of ver- 
tebrates. Cambridge University Press. 

HOLMGREN, N. 1940. Studies on the head in fishes. 
Part I, Development of the skull in sharks and rays. 
Acta Zool. 21:51-257. 

. 1941. Studies on the head in fishes. Part II, 
Comparative anatomy of the adult selachian skull 
with remarks on the dorsal fins in sharks. Ibid. 22: 
1-100. 

MAISEY,JOHN G. 1980. An evaluation of jaw suspen- 
sion in sharks. Amer. Mus. Nat. Hist. Novit. 2706. 

. 1982. The anatomy and interrelationships 
of Mesozoic hybodont sharks. Ibid. 2724. 

. 1983. Cranial anatomy of Hybodus basanus 
Egerton from the Lower Cretaceous of England. 
Ibid. 2758. 

REGAN, C. T. 1906. A classification of the selachian 
fishes. Proc. Zool. Soc. London, 1906:115-124. 

SCHAEFFER, B. 1981. The xenacanth shark neuro- 
cranium, with comments on elasmobranch mono- 
phyly. Bull. Amer. Mus. Nat. Hist. 69:3-66. 

SFNNA, A. 1925. Contributo alla conoscenza del 
cranio della Selache (Cetorhinus maximus Gunn). 
Arch. Ital. Anat. Embriol. 22:84-122. 

TAYLOR, L. R., L. J. V. COMPAGNO AND P. J. 

230 

This content downloaded from 205.155.74.246 on Mon, 23 Mar 2015 00:18:29 UTC
All use subject to JSTOR Terms and Conditions

http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp


SHARKMAN
Typewritten text
STRUHSAKER. 1983. Megamouth-a new species,
genus, and family of lamnoid shark (Megachasma
pelagios, family Megachasmidae) from the Hawaiian 
STRUHSAKER. 1983. Megamouth-a new species,
genus, and family of lamnoid shark (Megachasma
pelagios, family Megachasmidae) from the Hawaiian 
Islands. Proc. Calif. Acad. Sci. 43:87-110.
 
 
JOHN G. MAISEY, Department of Vertebrate Pa- 
leontology, American Museum of Natural History,
Central Park West at 79th St., New York, New
York 10024. Accepted 19 March 1984. 
leontology, American Museum of Natural History,
Central Park West at 79th St., New York, New
York 10024. Accepted 19 March 1984. 


	Article Contents
	p.228
	p.229
	p.230
	p.231

	Issue Table of Contents
	Copeia, Vol. 1985, No. 1, Feb. 11, 1985
	Front Matter
	Resource Partitioning in Amphibians and Reptiles [pp.1-21]
	Reproduction, Growth and Feeding Habits of Menidia menidia (Atherinidae) in a Tidal Marsh-Estuarine System in Southern New England [pp.21-26]
	Intra- and Interspecific Vocal Behavior of the Neotropical Treefrog Hyla microcephala [pp.27-38]
	Some Aspects of the Early Life History of the Redlip Blenny, Ophioblennius atlanticus (Teleostei: Blenniidae) [pp.39-49]
	Variation in the Male Reproductive Cycle in a Population of Stinkpot Turtles, Sternotherus odoratus, from Virginia [pp.50-56]
	Darter Reproductive Seasons [pp.56-68]
	Sexual Dimorphism in the Deep-Sea Fish Barathrodemus manatinus (Ophidiidae) [pp.69-73]
	Preliminary Growth Models for Green, Chelonia mydas, and Loggerhead, Caretta caretta, Turtles in the Wild [pp.73-79]
	Growth and Age Estimation of the Atlantic Sharpnose Shark, Rhizoprionodon terraenovae: A Comparison of Techniques [pp.80-85]
	Diel Pattern of Migratory Activity for Several Species of Pond-Breeding Salamanders [pp.86-91]
	Occurrence, Distribution and Functional Significance of Taste Buds in Lizards [pp.91-101]
	Embryonic Development of Duvernoy's Gland in the Snake Spalerosophis cliffordi (Colubridae) [pp.101-106]
	Pelobates varaldii (Anura: Pelobatidae): A Morphologically Conservative Species [pp.107-112]
	Intralacustrine Differentiation in Two Species of Goodeid Fishes [pp.112-118]
	Microgeographic Genetic Organization of Populations of Largemouth Bass and Two Other Species in a Reservoir [pp.118-125]
	Notropis snelsoni, a New Cyprinid from the Ouachita Mountains of Arkansas and Oklahoma [pp.126-134]
	A New Species of Abronia (Lacertilia: Anguidae) from Oaxaca, Mexico [pp.135-141]
	A New Species of Nansenia (N. problematica) (Salmoniformes: Bathylagidae) from the Southeast Atlantic [pp.141-145]
	A New Species of Litoria (Anura: Hylidae) from New South Wales, Australia [pp.145-149]
	Pacific Island Lizards: Status of Type Specimens from the US Exploring Expedition 1838-1842 [pp.150-154]
	Biochemical Systematics of the Notropis roseipinnis Complex (Cyprinidae: Subgenus Lythrurus) [pp.154-163]
	Review of the Central American Colubrid Snakes, Sibon fischeri and S. carri [pp.164-174]
	Larval Morphology and Phenetic Relationships of the Chilean Alsodes, Telmatobius, Caudiverbera and Insuetophrynus (Anura: Leptodactylidae) [pp.175-181]
	Anolis sagrei in Florida: Phenetics of a Colonizing Species I. Meristic Characters [pp.182-194]
	Swimming in Constricting (Elaphe g. guttata) and Nonconstricting (Nerodia fasciata pictiventris) Colubrid Snakes [pp.195-208]
	Ichthyological Notes
	Salinity Preferences of Four Sympatric Species of Sticklebacks (Pisces: Gasterosteidae) during Their Reproductive Season [pp.209-213]
	Homing Behavior Noted for Colorado Squawfish [pp.213-215]
	Distribution, Habitat and Food of the Quachita Madtom, Noturus lachneri, a Ouachita River Drainage Endemic [pp.216-220]
	Shark Distributions off the Northeast United States from Marine Mammal Surveys [pp.220-223]
	Seasonal Abundance of Hammerhead Sharks off Cape Canaveral, Florida [pp.223-225]
	Identification of the Percid, Ioa vigil Hay [pp.225-227]
	Relationships of the Megamouth Shark, Megachasma [pp.228-231]
	Body Temperatures in Trollcaught Frigate Tuna, Auxis thazard [pp.231-233]
	Effect of ph on Sex Ratio in Cichlids and a Poecilliid (Teleostei) [pp.233-235]
	A Probable Hybrid Butterflyfish from the Western Atlantic [pp.235-238]

	Books Received [p.238]
	Herpetological Notes
	Chemoreception in Sceloporus jarrovi: Does Olfaction Activate the Vomeronasal System? [pp.239-242]
	Cryptic Movement in the Vine Snake Oxybelis aeneus [pp.242-245]
	Ontogenetic Changes in the Dentition and Diet of Tupinambis (Lacertilia: Teiidae) [pp.245-247]
	Kinematics of Midwater Prey Capture by Ambystoma (Caudata: Ambystomatidae) Larvae [pp.247-251]
	Functions of the Sliding Pelvis in Xenopus laevis [pp.251-254]
	Function of the Atlanto-Mandibular Ligaments of Desmognathine Salamanders [pp.254-257]
	Positive Cross Reactivity of Bardick Snake (Notechis curtus) Venom with Death Adder (Acanthophis antarcticus) Antivenom and Negative Reactivity with Tiger (Notechis scutatus) Antivenom [pp.257-259]
	Oviposition Frequency of Anolis carolinensis [pp.259-262]
	Observations of Non-Nesting Emergence by Green Turtles in the Gulf of Carpentaria [pp.262-264]
	Siren (Caudata: Sirenidae) from the Barstovian Miocene of Nebraska [pp.264-266]
	Similarities of the Colubrid Snakes Spalerosophis and Pythonodipsas to Vipers: An Additional Hypothesis [pp.266-268]

	Reviews and Comments
	untitled [pp.269-270]

	Editorial Notes and News [p.271]
	Back Matter



