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Most living reptile diversity is concentrated in Squamata
(lizards, including snakes), which have poorly known origins
in space and time. Recently, †Cryptovaranoides microlanius from
the Late Triassic of the United Kingdom was described as the
oldest crown squamate. If true, this result would push back
the origin of all major lizard clades by 30–65 Myr and suggest
that divergence times for reptile clades estimated using
genomic and morphological data are grossly inaccurate.
Here, we use computed tomography scans and expanded
phylogenetic datasets to re-evaluate the phylogenetic affinities
of †Cryptovaranoides and other putative early squamates.
We robustly reject the crown squamate affinities of
†Cryptovaranoides, and instead resolve †Cryptovaranoides as a
potential member of the bird and crocodylian total clade,
Archosauromorpha. Bayesian total evidence dating supports a
Jurassic origin of crown squamates, not Triassic as recently
suggested. We highlight how features traditionally linked to
lepidosaurs are in fact widespread across Triassic reptiles. Our
study reaffirms the importance of critically choosing and
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constructing morphological datasets and appropriate taxon sampling to test the phylogenetic affinities
of problematic fossils and calibrate the Tree of Life.

1. Introduction
Modern amniote diversity is concentrated in three clades: mammals, birds and lizards, inclusive of
snakes and amphisbaenians (Squamata). Of these, the more than 11 000 living species of squamates
represent the most speciose modern tetrapod clade [1,2]. Living squamates are ecologically diverse
and have colonized and diversified across all major landmasses except Antarctica [1–9]. Squamates
and their sister clade, Rhynchocephalia, survived by the single species Sphenodon punctatus, comprise
the Lepidosauria, which diverged from other reptiles between 245 and 270 Ma [1].

Recent additions and revisions to the early squamate and rhynchocephalian fossil records
made possible by the use of new imaging and analytical tools have substantially improved our
understanding of squamate origins and the rise of squamates to ecological dominance as
rhynchocephalian diversity declined [6–10]. Reconstructing the divergence times of living squamate
clades has been greatly aided by the reconciliation of major differences among phylogenies of squamates
produced using morphological and molecular data [1,5,7,9,11]. These advances have consistently
inferred a Triassic (approx. 252–202 Ma) age for the origins of the squamate and rhynchocephalian total
clades, followed by the diversification of the major clades of crown squamates during the Jurassic
(approx. 202–145 Ma) [5,7,11–15]. This was followed by the radiation of modern squamate families
during the middle and Late Cretaceous [16,17] shortly after the Cretaceous Terrestrial Revolution [18],
along with the Cretaceous invasion of aquatic environments by mosasaurian squamates [19].

The Triassic-Jurassic fissure fill deposits of Gloucestershire and Somerset in the United Kingdom are
known for producing an important fossil record of early lepidosaurs [20–23]. Recently, Whiteside et al. [24]
described a surprising addition to this fauna, †Cryptovaranoides microlanius (figures 1–5), which they
hypothesized as having phylogenetic affinities to Anguimorpha (monitors, Gila monsters, slow worms,
alligator lizards, etc.), thus being deeply nested within the squamate crown—some analyses even placed
†C. microlanius as the sister taxon to the living genus Xenosaurus [24]. Anguimorphs are otherwise
universally inferred to have diverged from other squamates between the Early Jurassic and the Late
Cretaceous based on total evidence dating (morphological and molecular) analyses [7,9,10] or genomic
timetrees [5,14,25,26]. If †C. microlanius is an anguimorph squamate as Whiteside et al. [24] hypothesized,
this species would push back the origins of major squamate crown clades by 30 to as much as 65 Myr.
This result would suggest that all previous time-calibrated phylogenies using genomic or total evidence
dating have grossly underestimated the age of crown squamates, crown lepidosaurs and potentially even
crown reptiles, the oldest of which are middle to late Permian in age [27]. Such old age estimates would
further imply that essentially all analyses dating the reptile Tree of Life failed to recover reasonable
divergence times even for clades with (apparently) well-sampled fossil records and for which genome-
scale sequence data were available. Given the potential impact of †C. microlanius on the current timescale
of vertebrate evolution, the affinities of this species to crown Squamata must be rigorously tested.

Here, we re-evaluate the description of †C. microlanius using the computed tomography (CT) scan data
available online [20] for the holotype and some referred specimens of †C. microlanius, as well as awealth of
comparative CT data and personal observations. We re-examined the original diagnosis relative to the
referred specimens and holotype and re-assessed the primary homology concepts applied to create
character scorings from the original study. Our detailed re-assessment of †C. microlanius reveals that the
concept of the taxon was based on multiple fossil specimens that were not discovered in association
with each other, save for the elements in the holotype block, and that there is little to no anatomical
justification for the referral of these morphologically disparate skeletal remains to the same species (see
details of the original referrals in Whiteside et al. [24]). Further, our close inspection of the CT data of
the holotype reveals several errors in its original anatomical description, especially in the postcranium,
which collectively reveal the absence of several anatomical features used to link this taxon to squamates
more broadly, and anguimorphs more specifically.

We tested the phylogenetic affinities of †C. microlanius and divergence times for the major groups of
squamates using three radically different phylogenetic matrices (updated to include several recently
published early lepidosaurs and early squamates) under various optimality criteria. We find no
support for the placement of †C. microlanius within Anguimorpha or even crown Squamata, with a
broader reptile dataset suggesting that it is in fact an archosauromorph reptile. Divergence time
estimates support previous estimates for a Mid-Late Jurassic origin of anguimorphs, highlighting how
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misinterpretations of the fossil record can highly impact our understanding of the origin of major
branches of the Tree of Life.

2. Material and methods
2.1. Phylogenetic datasets
The data matrices used by Whiteside et al. [24] to assess the phylogenetic affinities of †C. microlanius
are not ideal, as nearly all the non-lepidosaur species included in the original versions of those
matrices were excluded. This approach potentially compromises the ability of the matrix to provide a
strong test of whether †C. microlanius falls outside crown Squamata. Therefore, we included †C.
microlanius in the largest available dataset to infer relationships among the major groups of reptiles
[28], as it extensively samples early amniotes, the early radiation of the major groups of reptiles, and
the two major reptile crown groups: lepidosauromorphs and archosauromorphs (‘dataset 1’ herein).
Lepidosauromorphs were sampled in this dataset according to recent advances and increasing
congruence among morphological and molecular hypotheses concerning the early part of the
squamate tree of life (see Simões & Pyron [1] for a detailed review on the topic). We suggest that
dataset 1 herein (see below) should be used to test higher-level reptile phylogenetic questions (e.g.

(a)

(c) (d)

(b)

Figure 1. Cranial morphology of †Cryptovaranoides microlanius NHMUK PV R36822. (a) Skull and mandible of holotype in posteromedial
view. (b) Skull and mandible of holotype in medial view. (c) Premaxillae and maxilla of holotype in dorsal view. (d ) Isolated and mostly
complete braincase (NHMUK PV 37377) in posterolateral view. Screen captures from computed tomography scan model in Whiteside et al.
([24]: electronic supplementary material). Ant.M.T., anterior maxillary teeth; Boc, basioccipital; Bsp, basiphenoid; C, coronoid; D.Cr.D., crista
dorsalis of dentary; D.V.Cr., Ect, ectopterygoid; Fn.Ov., fenestra ovalis; Fr.Ft., frontal facet on prefrontal; Hy.Fr., hypoglossal foramina; J, jugal;
L, lacrimal; LRST, lateral aperture of recessus scale tympanum; M, maxilla; M.T., maxillary teeth; Occ.Rc., occipital recess; Pal, palatine;
Pm.N.Pr., premaxillary nasal process Pm.T., premaxillary teeth; Pra, prearticular; PrF, prefrontal; Pro, prootic; Poc.Pr., paraoccipital
process; Post.D.T., posterior dentary teeth; San, surangular; Soc, supraoccipital; Spl, splenial; (r), right; (l); left. Scale bars = 2 mm.
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composition of the Lepidosauromorpha or other major groups of reptiles), whereas lepidosaur-focused
datasets (e.g. datasets 2 and 3 herein, see below) can be used to address phylogenetic questions within
squamates and other lepidosaurs. Besides the addition of †C. microlanius, we further expanded the
taxonomic sampling of dataset 1 by adding three taxa with relatively unstable relationships, but which
have historically been linked to Lepidosauria: †Fraxinisaura rozynekae from the Middle Triassic of
Germany [29], and †Palaeagama vielhaueri [30] and †Paliguana whitei [31] from the Late Permian-Early
Triassic of South Africa. We also included new data provided by recently published CT scans of †Pali.
whitei [32] (see further details in the electronic supplementary material). Importantly, the data
collected on these species were based on personal observations of their holotypes (and only available
specimens for the first two species). In total, dataset 1 comprises 129 taxa and 348 characters.

Subsequently, we tested the phylogenetic placements of †C. microlanius in datasets focused on
lepidosaurs and squamates [6,7] using several updates on two different datasets produced over recent
years (e.g. [9,10,33]). One of these datasets (dataset 2 herein: Simões et al. [7] and its subsequent
expansions, (e.g. [32,33])) is the same as the one used by Whiteside et al. [24] for their initial
phylogenetic assessment of †C. microlanius, allowing for direct comparisons to the results presented

(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 2. Postcranial morphology of †Cryptovaranoides microlanius NHMUK PV R36822. (a) Cervical vertebrae in left lateral view. (b)
Cervical anteriormost dorsal vertebrae in ventral view. (c) Cervical and anteriormost dorsal vertebrae in right lateral view. Screen
captures from computed tomography scan model in Whiteside et al. ([24]: electronic supplementary material). Ant.Pr., anterior
process of cervical rib; At.NA., atlas neural arch; Ax.NA., axis neural arch; Cl, clavicle; CV(no.), cervical vertebra; CR(no.).h.,
cervical rib head (fused tuberculum + capitulum); CV(no.).NA., cervical vertebra neural arch; Di, diapophysis; DV(no.).h., dorsal
rib head; Pa, parapophysis; Poz, postzygapophysis; Prz, prezygapophysis; Sca, scapula; V.cr., ventral crest; (r), right; (l); left;
(no.), number of referred vertebra or rib. Scale bars = 2 mm.
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in that study [24]. To this dataset, we made substantial updates by merging various changes and
additions from several recent studies [10,32–38] into a single version. Further, we added new taxa,
revised recently added characters, and corrected previous data scores (see details in the electronic
supplementary material). After critically evaluating all scorings of †C. microlanius provided by
Whiteside et al. [24] in dataset 2, we made a substantial number of corrections (taxon score
changes are illustrated in the electronic supplementary material, Data). We based our scorings solely
on the holotype of this species, as the other materials referred to this species vary considerably in size
and morphology and potentially represent different taxa (table 1), or at least different ontogenetic
stages (Whiteside et al. [24] suggested the latter hypothesis). In brief, nearly all squamate and
anguimorph synapomorphies that Whiteside et al. [24] proposed were shared by †C. microlanius are
either ambiguously present in the holotype or referred material, or of questionable homology in †C.
microlanius and squamates, or simply are not preserved (table 1).

Finally, dataset 3 is a recent update of Gauthier et al. [6] by Brownstein et al. [9], that samples the major
living squamate family-level clades and a majority of Mesozoic squamates known from relatively complete
skulls and skeletons. Datasets 2 and 3 are very different in their logic of character construction (see
discussions in [8]), taxonomic sampling (higher proportion of fossils and other lepidosaurs versus
squamates only), and data type (combined evidence versus morphology only). Our intent with using two
vastly different datasets is to provide a thorough testing of the original hypothesis of †C. microlanius being
deeply nested within squamates, regardless of the results presented by dataset 1.

(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 3. Comparative cervical rib morphology across reptiles. (a) Fused tuberculum and capitulum forming an expanded rib head in
Sphenodon punctatus (common in sphenodontians and some early reptiles). In squamates the same pattern occurs, but the rib head
is circular in cross section. (b) Same as in (a), but with a relatively elongate accessory anterior process in †Protorosaurus speneri
(common among archosauromorphs). (c) Separate tuberculum and capitulum forming a double-headed cervical rib that also bears
an elongate accessory anterior process in †Prolacerta broomi (variably occurring within archosauromorphs). Ant.Pr., anterior process
of cervical rib; Ca, capitulum; CR, cervical rib; CR.h., cervical rib head; Tu, tuberculum.
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2.2. Tree search procedures

2.2.1. Maximum parsimony

All maximum-parsimony (MP) analyses were conducted in T.N.T. v. 1.5 [39] which allows a better sampling
of all possible local optima of most parsimonious trees (MPTs) for datasets with a large taxon sample.
Searches were conducted using a combination of multiple New Technology Search algorithms, namely
successive rounds of Ratchet (1000 iterations), Sectorial Search (1000 rounds) and Tree Fusing (1000
rounds) upon 1000 initial trees obtained with random addition sequences. This procedure provides shorter
MPTs in comparison with other MP searches implemented with PAUP! v.4.0 [40] by previous studies [41].

2.2.2. Bayesian inference analyses

Bayesian analysis of the morphological dataset was performed in MRBAYES v. 3.2.7a [42] using the
Odyssey HPC cluster at Harvard University.

We used the Mkv + gamma substitution model [43] (Mk with ascertainment bias correction) for the
morphological data of datasets 1 and 2. The molecular partition of the combined evidence dataset
(dataset 2) was analysed under the GTR + gamma model and subdivided into four partitions,
following the previous partitioning and model test analyses for this dataset [11,35].

Dataset 1 was run for 30 million generations, under four independent runs with four chains each,
temperature = 0.007, 25% burn-in, and sample frequency at every 1000 generations. In dataset 2, the
morphology only analysis was run with 40 million generations, four runs with six chains,

(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 4. Postcranial morphology of †Cryptovaranoides microlanius NHMUK PV R36822. (a) Humeri and pectoral girdle in ventral
view. (b) Right humerus in anterior view. (c) Right humerus in dorsal view. Cl, clavicle; Co, coracoid; Dpc.Cr., deltopectoral crest; Ect,
ectopicondyle; Ent, entepicondyle; Icl, interclavicle; H, humerus; H.h., humeral head; (r), right; (l); left. Scale bars = 2 mm.
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temperature = 0.01, 25% burn-in, and sample frequency at every 1000 generations. The combined
evidence analysis of dataset 2 used similar parameters but ran over 50 million generations.

Stationarity was assessed using standard measures, such as average standard deviation of split
frequencies (ASDSF < 0.05) and potential scale reduction factors (PSRF≈ 1 for all parameters). Effective
sample size values were assessed using TRACER v.1.6 [44], reaching greater than 200 for all parameters.
Our reported summary trees were calculated with standard output tree procedures available in MRBAYES:
the majority rule consensus tree and the maximum compatible tree (MCT).

2.3. Divergence time estimates
Divergence times were calculated using relaxed clock Bayesian inference analyses of the morphological
dataset for dataset 1 and the combined molecular and morphological data for dataset 2. We implemented
total-evidence-dating (TED) using the fossilized birth-death tree model, under relaxed clock models in
MRBAYES v. 3.2.7a [42].

(a)

(c)

(d )

(b)

Figure 5. Comparative pectoral girdle morphology across reptiles. (a) Pectoral girdle of the extant lizard Broadleysaurus major (Gerrhosauridae:
AMNH 173621). (b) Pectoral girdle of the fossil lizard †Tijubina pontei. (c) Pectoral girdle of the holotype of †Cryptovaranoides microlanius
NHMUK PV R36822 (screen capture of computed tomography data provided in Whiteside et al., [24]). (d ) Pectoral girdle of the
protorosaur †Protorosaurus speneri (WMsN P 47361). Cl, clavicle; Cle, cleithrum; Co, coracoid portion of scapulacoracoid; Co.Em., coracoid
emargination; Co.Fr., coracoid foramen; Epi, epicoracoid; Gl., Glenoid; Icl, interclavicle; H, humerus; Po.Sca.Em., posterior scapular
emargination; Prst, presternum; Sca, scapula portion of scapulacoracoid; ScaCo, scapulacoracoid; ScaCo.Fn., scapulacoracoid fenestra; Sgl.Fr.,
supraglenoid foramen; Unm., unmineralized region; (r), right; (l); left. Scale bars = 10 mm (a) and 2 mm (b,c).
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2.3.1. Divergence times for dataset 1

The tree model and its calibration priors follow the previous analyses of this dataset in [28]. Namely, the
sampling strategy was set to the ‘random’ sampling strategy which assumes that all taxa are sampled
randomly. Further, a recent study showed that accounting for sampled ancestors in conditions where
they are highly unlikely to occur (extremely sparse taxon sampling across time and space) induce a
deep root attraction problem and unreasonably older divergence times [11]. Thus, we forced all fossils
to be tips only (no sampled ancestor model, ρ = 1). The age of the root also follows [28], sampled from
an offset exponential distribution with a hard bound for the minimum age (based on the minimum
age for the oldest amniote fossils at 315 Ma; [28]) and a soft maximum age, with the mean of the
exponential distribution based on the upper range of previous molecular clock estimates for this node
(330 Ma; [28]). The range of the stratigraphic occurrence of the fossils used for tip-dating here was
used to inform the uniform prior distributions on the age of those same fossil tips (thus allowing for
uncertainty on the age of the fossils). Given the very few changes on this dataset, we followed the
same clock models as provided in the previous analyses of this dataset in [28]. Specifically, an
informative prior to the base of the clock rate based on the previous non-clock analysis: −3.3242 in
log scale and a wide standard deviation (1.0). We employed the TK02 autocorrelated relaxed clock
model [45], which is the best fit to this dataset [28].

2.3.2. Divergence times for dataset 2

Sampling strategy among extant taxa was set to ‘diversity’, which is more appropriate when sampling
maximizes extant diversity (as performed herein) and fossils are assumed to be sampled randomly
[42,46]. Accounting for diversity, sampling impacts tree priors [47], improving divergence time
precision and accuracy as with dataset 1, we used a no sampled ancestor model (ρ = 1) where all
fossils are considered to be tips only.

The age of the root (node representing the most recent common ancestor of †Youngina and crown
reptiles) was sampled from an offset exponential distribution with a hard bound for the minimum
age (based on the minimum age for †Youngina, at 255 Ma) and a soft maximum age, with the mean
of the exponential distribution based on a recent TED analysis [28] for this node (280 Ma). This
provides a relatively low but non-zero probability for sampling ages older than the maximum age for
the root.

The vast majority of our calibrations were based on tip-dating, which accounts for the uncertainty in
the placement of extinct taxa and avoids the issue of constraining priors on taxon relationships when
implementing bound estimates for node-based age calibrations [48,49]. The range of the stratigraphic
occurrence of the fossils used for tip-dating here were used to inform the uniform prior distributions
on the age of those same fossil tips. However, in clades for which we lacked some of the oldest
known fossils in our analysis, and for which there is overwhelming support in the literature (and in
all our other analyses) regarding their monophyly, and for which the age of the oldest known fossil is
well-established, we employed node age calibrations with a soft minimum age. These clades and
calibrations are as follows: Serpentes: based on †Eophis underwoodi (Bathonian, Middle Jurassic—UK)
[50] → 168.3–166.1 Ma (166.1,168.3) [51]; Sphenodontia: based on cf. †Diphydontosaurus (Ladinian,
Middle Triassic—Germany) [12]→ 241.5–237 Ma (237 241.5) [51].

We provided an informative prior to the base of the clock rate based on the previous non-clock
analysis: the median value for tree height in substitutions per character from posterior trees divided
by the age of the tree based on the median of the distribution for the root prior: 13.1/280 = 0.0464, in
natural log scale =−3.07, and a wide standard deviation (1.0). We employed the uncorrelated
independent gamma rate clock model [52] as in previous iterations of this dataset. The prior on the
variance of clock rates (informing individual branch rates) was linked across molecular partitions but
unlinked between molecular and morphological partitions, as in previous iterations of this dataset [7].

3. Results
3.1. Systematic palaeontology
Reptilia Laurenti, 1768

†Cryptovaranoides Whiteside et al. [24].
†Cryptovaranoides microlanius Whiteside et al. [24].
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3.1.1. Holotype

NHMUK PV R36822, a partially articulated skeleton of a single, small reptile preserved in matrix. The
presence of a large, isolated interclavicle in the block including the holotype demonstrates that
additional reptiles (cf. Clevosaurus sp.; Whiteside et al. [24]) are represented in the †Cryptovaranoides
type block. This observation motivated us to critically re-evaluate the referral of additional material
described by Whiteside et al. [24] to †Cryptovaranoides (electronic supplementary material).

3.1.2. Revised diagnosis

Pterygoid anterior process considerably longer than posterior process (figure 1a); coronoid bone that is
40% of the anteroposterior length of the dentary and forms a low, gently rising coronoid process
(figure 1b); surangular as long as dentary (figure 1b,c); absence of incipient or developed rugosities
and osteoderms on cranial bones (figure 1d ); seven cervical vertebrae (figure 1c).

3.1.3. Comments

The diagnosis of †C. microlanius provided by Whiteside et al. [24] cited several characters that are in fact
widely distributed and present together across squamates and other reptiles, and therefore cannot
substantially distinguish this taxon from others [3,6,7]. Furthermore, some of the suggested diagnostic
features are unobservable or not preserved in the holotype and referred specimens (electronic
supplementary material). The revised diagnosis above is based on our re-examination of the holotype
specimen CT data; a revised description of this taxon is provided in the electronic supplementary
material, accompanied by a checklist of all re-interpreted characters and comparative figures
displaying several characters not illustrated by Whiteside et al. [20].

3.2. Anatomical and taxonomic re-interpretations of †Cryptovaranoides microlanius
In this section, we review the anatomy of †C. microlanius and note issues with the description presented
in Whiteside et al. [24] based on CT scan data of the type specimen provided in its original publication.
For the sake of clarity, we have restricted this section to detailing points of contention with that study
rather than a comprehensive re-description of the anatomy of this taxon. Furthermore, some of the
materials referred to †C. microlanius were found in isolation and lack diagnostic features that would
make it referable to the same species of the holotype. Besides the anatomical reinterpretations below,
we also provide a list of all specimens referred to †C. microlanius by Whiteside et al. [24], noting if
there is any evidence to justify its referral to the holotype (table 1). Based on this evidence and our
new interpretations, we have made several corrections to the scores for †C. microlanius in the data
matrices used to infer its phylogenetic position.

3.2.1. External skull

Fusion of the premaxillae. Whiteside et al. [24] described the premaxillae of †C. microlanius as fused, with a
median tooth placed centrally. The presence of fused premaxillae is historically considered to be a
squamate synapomorphy [3,6] and more recently, a synapomorphy of Unidentata—the group
including all squamates except Gekkota and Dibamidae—independently re-evolving within some
geckos [8,9]. As such, the presence of fused premaxillae bearing a median tooth in †C. microlanius
would strongly support a squamate identity for this species. However, our re-evaluation of the CT
scan data available for the holotype shows that the premaxillae are clearly unfused, and no median
tooth is identifiable (figure 1c). The isolated premaxilla (NHMUK PV R37378) referred to †C.
microlanius by Whiteside et al. [24] (figure 4b,c) cannot be directly compared to the holotype specimen
because all the teeth of the referred premaxilla are broken. Furthermore, although this referred
specimen does appear to show some degree of fusion of the premaxillae near the tooth row margin,
the premaxillae are separated throughout most of their extension, and the apparent fusion could be an
artefact of preservation (e.g. suture infilling by surrounding sedimentary matrix).

Lacrimal arches dorsally over lacrimal duct and floors lacrimal duct with medial process posteriorly. This
feature was described as present in †Cryptovaranoides microlanius by [24], who argued that it united
†C. microlanius with Anguimorpha. This feature is unobservable and cannot be scored for this taxon,
as this region of the skull is disarticulated, and the lacrimal region is fragmented (figure 1a,b).
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Absence of a jugal posterior process. This widely cited character is related to the partial or complete loss
of the lower temporal bar ancestrally in squamates, although it also appears in some stem lepidosaurs
and rhynchocephalians [3,6,7,29,33]. Whiteside et al. [24] suggested that the absence of a jugal
posterior process was a pan-squamate synapomorphy that is also present in †C. microlanius. However,
as noted, this condition is also found elsewhere in lepidosaurs and in many other neodiapsids, such
as kuehneosaurids, sauropterygians and ichthyosaurs [7,28,53–55]. As such, this feature does not
necessarily unite †C. microlanius with Squamata over other clades of neodiapsids. Furthermore, the
posterior region of the jugal is broken on the holotype of †C. microlanius (figure 1a,b), and so it is
possible that a posteroventral process was present but not preserved.

Peg-in-notch articulation with rod-shaped squamosal. This feature was cited as a potential squamate
synapomorphy of †C. microlanius [24]. However, the postorbital and temporal regions of the skull are
largely disarticulated in the holotype specimen of this taxon (figure 1a–c). The long, thin bone
identified as the squamosal by Whiteside et al. [24] is oriented perpendicular to the tooth-bearing
bones of the right side of the skull and is not articulated with the quadrate (figure 1). We tentatively
agree that the squamosal and quadrate articulated over a limited region at the posterior end of the
former, cf. Whiteside et al. [24], but it is currently interpreted as an ambiguous trait for †C. microlanius.

Quadratojugal not present as separate element. This feature was also listed as a squamate synapomorphy
of †C. microlanius by Whiteside et al. [24]. We disagree with that interpretation, as (i) the quadratojugal
cannot be identified as separate, fused or absent owing to the preservation of the holotype (an
ontogenetic series would be ideally required), and (ii) the lateral margin of the quadrate, onto which
the quadratojugal would attach or fuse, is broken. Therefore, the condition of the quadratojugal
should be treated as missing data.

Frontal underlaps parietal laterally on frontoparietal suture. This articulation was described as an
anguimorph synapomorphy that is present in †C. microlanius based on the inferred articulation of the
frontals with the parietals [24]. However, the frontals are not preserved in the holotype (figure 1a,b),
and the referred frontals were found in isolation and cannot be anatomically connected to any of the
other preserved elements in the skull without ambiguity (table 1). Therefore, no frontal characters can
be coded for †C. microlanius. We also note that lap sutures between the frontals and parietals vary
considerably in squamates [3,6]. Because the frontals and parietals are not articulated in the holotype
of †C. microlanius, the mode of frontal underlap cannot be assessed.

3.2.2. Braincase

Subdivision of metotic fissure by the crista tuberalis into vagus ( jugular) foramen and recessus scala tympani.
Whiteside et al. [24] described this feature as a squamate synapomorphy of †C. microlanius. Whiteside
et al. [24] acknowledged that the exit for the vagus nerve (vagus or jugular foramen) is not preserved
in the braincase of †C. microlanius—see also figure 1d. Despite this, Whiteside et al. [24] still inferred
the presence of this exit foramen without further justification. Without a direct observation of the
location of the vagus foramen, it is not possible to tell whether nerve X had its own separate exit (as
in squamates; [6,7,9]) or if it shared the exit with nerve IX through the lateral aperture for the recessus
scala tympani within the occipital recess (the metotic fenestra of other reptiles). Therefore, this
character must be treated as missing data.

Enclosed vidian canal exiting anteriorly at base of each basipterygoid process. This braincase feature was
described as a squamate synapomorphy of †C. microlanius [24]. However, the opening identified could
also be a blind recess. As Whiteside et al. [24] noted, cross-sections showing the canal extending
through the bone appear to be showing discontinuous lacunae rather than a single canal, and since
the braincase is well-preserved in three dimensions, this is unlikely to be an artefact of crushing.

Fusion of exoccipitals and opisthotics forming an otoccipital. This feature was referred to as a squamate
synapomorphy of †C. microlanius [24]. Although we verified the presence of this feature (figure 1d ),
we note that braincase fusion is quite variable within Squamata [6] and other reptiles.

3.2.3. Palate

Septomaxilla probably contacts dorsal surface of palatal shelf of maxilla (septomaxillary facet on maxilla). This
feature was described by Whiteside et al. [24] as a squamate synapomorphy present in †C. microlanius.
However, these are completely disarticulated and the septomaxilla is not preserved (figure 1a–c).

Long ventral longitudinal ridges converging towardmidline of vomer. This featurewas described byWhiteside
et al. [24] as an anguimorph synapomorphypresent in †C.microlanius. The vomers of †C.microlanius are large,
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flattened, and subrectangular, and are more similar to the vomers of non-squamate lepidosaurs (e.g.
†Gephyrosaurus bridensis [56]) than to squamates [6,9]. The anteroposteriorly trending ridges on the
vomers of †C. microlanius are also very different from the crest-like ridges of anguimorphs [6], such as
Pseudopus apodus [57] and Elgaria spp. [58,59], where these features appear as the apices of developed
wings of bone. Further, new information on the palatal anatomy of early diverging crown squamates
shows that ventral ridges on the vomer are found outside Anguimorpha, including in members of the
pan-scincoid clade †Paramacellodidae [9].

Prominent choanal fossa on palatine. This feature was described as an unambiguous synapomorphy of
Squamata present in †C. microlanius [24]. However, the construction of the choanal fossa is highly
variable within lepidosaurs and is related to the construction of a secondary palate in some squamate
clades [3,6,7,9]. The choanal fossa of †C. microlanius is deep and anteroposteriorly restricted, matching
the condition in gekkotans [6,60,61] and the stem squamates †Megachirella watchleri [7], †Bellairsia
gracilis [10] and †Oculudentavis spp. [62].

Stem and crown group members of the other major squamate clades display deeper and more
posteriorly extensive choanal fossae [6,9,63], whereas the choanal fossa is nearly absent in non-
squamate lepidosaurs such as †Gephyrosaurus bridensis [56], †Marmoretta oxoniensis [34], †Taytalura
alcoberi [33], and sphenodontians—e.g. Sphenodon punctatus [6] and †Navajosphenodon sani [64].
Intriguingly, the choanal fossa of †C. microlanius is mediolaterally restricted so that it barely fills half
of the mediolateral length of the anterior margin of the palatine [24]. This condition, though rare or
absent in living lizards [6] or Mesozoic species with deep choanal fossae [9,65] is present in some
archosauromorphs, including †Tanystropheus hydroides [48] and †Macrocnemus bassanii [66].

Short overlap in quadrate-pterygoid contact and the absence of the pterygoid process on the quadrate. This feature
wasdescribed as a synapomorphyof Squamata found in †C.microlanius byWhiteside et al. [24].However, the
quadrate bone is broken medially where its pterygoid process would have been located. Furthermore,
the pterygoid and quadrate are entirely disarticulated, and so the extent of the overlap of these two bones
and the presence of a pterygoid process on the quadrate cannot be determined.

3.2.4. Mandible

Angular does not extend posteriorly to reach articular condyle. Although the angular was suggested to
terminate before the mandible articular condyle in †C. microlanius as in the squamate total clade [24],
the posterior portion of the angular is not observable in the holotype or any specimen referred to this
species (figure 1a,b).

Articulars and prearticulars medial process present. This feature was scored as present in †C. microlanius
by Whiteside et al. [24]. However, our inspection of the CT scan data shows no sign of a medial process
(figure 1a,c). The absence of a medial process of the articular and prearticular can also be noticed in [24]:
figure 6g,h.

3.2.5. Postcranium

Atlas pleurocentrum fused to axis pleurocentrum. The fusion of these elements cannot be assessed because
their pleurocentra are not preserved in the holotype. Only the neural arches and neural spine of the atlas
and axis are preserved, and their intercentra are missing from the holotype (figure 2a,b).

Cervical ribs double-headed. Whiteside et al. [24] described double-headed ribs in †C. microlanius,
acknowledging this state was unusual for a squamate. However, inspection of the CT data indicates
that the cervical ribs of †C. microlanius are in fact single-headed and possess an expanded endpoint
for articulation with the vertebral centra (figure 2b,c). This differs from the condition observed in all
known squamates and resembles the rib morphology observed in other reptile clades, including
protorosaurs such as †Protorosaurus speneri (figure 3), †Tanystropheus hydroides [67] and †Macrocnemus
bassanii [66].

Cervical ribs with an anteriorly oriented process (new observation). What was originally interpreted
as the second rib head in †C. microlanius by Whiteside et al. [24] is reinterpreted as the anteriorly
directed accessory process (figure 2b,c—Ant.Pr.) commonly observed on the cervical ribs of several
archosauromorphs, including †Protorosaurus speneri (figure 3b), †Prolacerta broomi (figure 3c), †Mesosuchus
browni [68], †Azendhosaurus madagascariensis [49] and several archosauriforms, such as proterosuchids [69]
and †Euparkeria capensis [70]

Cervical and dorsal vertebral intercentra present. Based on the number of preserved, articulated
vertebrae, the presence of intercentra on the trunk vertebrae was described by Whiteside et al. [24] as
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a squamate feature present in †C. microlanius. However, the presence of intercentra was based on the
presence of a single isolated bone fragment, suggested as a displaced intercentrum. Upon inspection
of the cervical region using CT scan data (figure 2c), we observed that cervical centra are in close
articulation without any evidence for intercentra or articulatory facets for them, which should be
clearly visible in this particularly well-preserved specimen, as they are in extant squamates
(T. R. Simões 2023, personal observation and [6]). Therefore, we consider that the cervical intercentra
are absent in †C. microlanius.

Cervical vertebrae midventral crest absent. A midventral crest or keel on each caudal centrum was
scored as absent in †C. microlanius by Whiteside et al. [24]. However, our inspection of the CT scan
data shows the unambiguous presence of a midventral crest on the cervical vertebrae of this species
(figure 2b).

Anterior dorsal vertebrae, diapophysis fuses to parapophysis. Whiteside et al. [24] suggested that these
processes are fused in the anterior dorsals of †C. microlanius. However, the few preserved dorsals have
unfused neural arches and pleurocentra (figure 2c), thus logically having their diapophyses (located in
the neural arches) and parapophyses (located on the pleurocentrum) also unfused. Given the juvenile
condition of the holotype specimen (e.g. which is verified by the unfused neural arches and
pleurocentra: electronic supplementary material, figure S3), it is possible that later during ontogeny
those elements could have been fused together, forming a synapophysis. However, there is no
evidence to support this given the material available. Secondly, even if synapophyses occur later in
the ontogeny of †C. microlanius, these are observed across several groups of reptiles, including all
other non-squamate lepidosaurs [7,28,68,71,72], and thus are not exclusive to squamates.

Zygosphene-zygantra in dorsal vertebrae. Incipient zygosphene-zygantra articulations were mentioned
to be present in a set of vertebrae present in the block containing the holotype but separate from the
holotype specimen of †C. microlanius [24]. However: (i) these structures were mentioned but not
illustrated the original description; (ii) these vertebrae were found in isolation and cannot be
anatomically linked to the holotype, making them non-referable to †C. microlanius (table 1); and (iii)
even among the best-preserved vertebrae in the holotype, there is no evidence of any accessory

Palaeagama vielhaueri
Fraxinisaura rozynekae

Thallatosauria

Protorosaurus speneri
Macrocnemus sp.
Tanystropheus longobardicus

Langobardisaurus pandolfii
Megalancosaurus preonensis

Kuehneosaurus latus
Icarosaurus siefkeri

Prolacerta broomi
Proterosuchus sp.

Euparkeria capensis

Trilophosaurus buettneri
Mesosuchus browni
Howesia browni

Teyumbaita sulcognathus
Hyperodapedon sp.

Erythrosuchus africanus

Azendohsaurus madagascariensis

Archosauromorpha

Permian Triassic

millions of years ago
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Jurassic

Cryptovaranoides microlanius

Crown Lepidosauria
Testudines
Ichthyosauromorpha

Sauropterygia

Protorosauria

Crocopoda

Figure 6. Phylogenetic relationships of †Cryptovaranoides microlanius among reptiles using morphological data in dataset 1
(summarized tree). Maximum compatible tree (MCT) inferred using tip-dated Bayesian analysis (after rogue taxon Paliguana
excluded). Node bars indicate 95% highest posterior density intervals (HPDs), and grey bars indicate posterior support at nodes
greater than 0.80. Daggers (†) indicate extinct species. For full trees, see the electronic supplementary material, figures S4–S9.
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vertebral articulatory facets, such as zygosphene-zygantra (figure 2). We consider the latter sufficient
evidence to consider this feature absent in †C. microlanius.

Anterior and posterior coracoid foramina present. These foramina were originally interpreted to penetrate
the coracoid of the holotype specimen of †C. microlanius by [24]. We note that this feature as observed in
†C. microlanius (figures 4a and 5c) is quite different from the coracoid emarginations (or ‘foramina’ as
labelled by [24]) observed in squamates (figure 5a). We reinterpret them as an instance of incomplete
mineralization of the central region of the coracoid, which is common among juvenile reptiles
(T. R. Simões 2023, personal observation)—e.g. a similar mode of preservation occurs in the coracoid
of the Early Cretaceous South American lizard †Tijubina pontei (figure 5b). We note the holotype
specimen appears to be a juvenile based on unfused neural arches and centra (electronic
supplementary material, figure S3).

Entepicondylar and ectepicondylar foramen of humerus present. The ectepicondylar foramen is nearly
universally present in Lepidosauria, whereas the entepicondylar foramen is lost in squamates but
retained in sphenodontians [6,7,64,73]. On the other hand, the absence of both foramina is considered
a strong diagnostic trait for archosauromorphs [7,28,68,71,72], and it is one of the anatomical features
supporting the sister group relationship between turtles and archosauromorphs [28]. Whiteside et al.
[24] described the presence of both foramina in †C. microlanius; however, we were unable to observe
any foramina in their only illustration (figure 1) of this feature. Additionally, our inspections of the CT
scans did not reveal any detectable foramina on the entepicondyles or ectopicondyles (figure 4).

Expanded radial condyle of the humerus absent (new observation). This feature was not discussed by
Whiteside et al. [24], but it is one of the synapomorphies for squamates in the dataset used by that
study. †Cryptovaranoides microlanius was scored as having the expanded radial condyle present in the
phylogenetic dataset used by the authors, but our inspection of the CT scan data on both humeri of
the holotype from different angles clearly shows this is absent in this taxon (figure 4).

Ulnar patella absent (new observation). This feature was not discussed by Whiteside et al. [24] but it is
one of the key features separating squamates from other reptiles (including other lepidosaurs) [7].
Although verification of the presence of patellae in fossils is difficult (see [74]) the good state of
preservation of the forelimbs in †C. microlanius suggests the ulnar patella is absent in this taxon (figure 4).

3.3. The phylogenetic affinities of †Cryptovaranoides microlanius within reptiles
Dataset 1 was the matrix most suited for testing the broader affinities of †Cryptovaranoides within reptiles,
as discussed above. In all of our results using dataset 1, †Paliguana whitei acted as a rogue taxon that
contributed to poor resolution across the generated consensus topologies (electronic supplementary
material, figures S3 and S4). Removing that species substantially improved the resolution (and most
likely accuracy, [75]; figure 6; electronic supplementary material, figures S5–S7). All consensus trees
place †C. microlanius outside Lepidosauria as either an archosauromorph or an indeterminate
neodiapsid; the exact placement of †C. microlanius depends on the addition or removal of †Paliguana
(electronic supplementary material, figures S3–S7). Under the most robust phylogenetic hypothesis
(without †Paliguana), †C. microlanius is inferred to be the sister to Allokotosauria within
Archosauromorpha, albeit with weak support (figure 6; electronic supplementary material, figures
S10–S12; see also list of synapomorphies supporting †C. microlanius within Archosauromorpha and its
sub clades in the electronic supplementary material, Information).

The affinities of †C. microlanius to lepidosauromorphs are challenged by important reinterpretations
of the postcranial skeleton of the holotype, including: absence of ectepicondylar and entepicondylar
foramina (both originally described as present and critical to its placement within Lepidosauria;
figure 4); absence of a radial condyle on the distal end of the humerus, which is commonly found in
squamates and rarely elsewhere (figure 4); and absence of an ulnar epiphysis, which is unique to
lepidosaurs (figure 4). Further, there is no evidence for a separate exit foramen for the vagus nerve in
†C. microlanius (figure 1d; also acknowledged in Whiteside et al. [24]), thus making the presence of a
divided metotic fissure unscorable in †C. microlanius (contra [24]). The opening for an anterior coracoid
emargination identified by Whiteside et al. [24] is reinterpreted here as incomplete ossification of the
coracoids, which is a common feature observed in juvenile reptiles, including ontogenetically
immature fossils like the holotype of †C. microlanius (figure 5).

An archosauromorph identity for †C. microlanius is supported by the following characters: strong
anterior emargination of the maxillary nasal process, which is rarely observed in squamates but is a
hallmark feature of archosauromorphs, where it contributes to the formation of the antorbital fenestra
(or fossa when the fenestra is absent; figure 1); and presence of an anterior process on the cervical
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ribs, which is uniquely found in archosauromorphs (incorrectly interpreted as a double-headed rib by
[24]; figures 2 and 3).

Datasets 2 and 3 are most suited to inferring relationships within lepidosaurs (see above). The
analyses of datasets 2 and 3 provide strong evidence that the anatomy of †C. microlanius is
incompatible with a crown squamate or anguimorph identity, even when this taxon is ‘forced’ to be a
lepidosaur and tested using very different datasets. In analyses of dataset 2, †C. microlanius is inferred
to be an early diverging pan-squamate (figure 7), well outside Anguimorpha or crown Squamata.
That position is moderately supported by posterior probability (PP) values (0.7 and 0.83) and, in all
these trees, †C. microlanius is subtended by extremely long branch lengths (electronic supplementary
material, figures S12–S14). Using relaxed clock Bayesian inference, †C. microlanius is inferred to
occupy a similar position but with lower support, less than 50% PP (electronic supplementary
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Figure 7. Phylogenetic relationships of †Cryptovaranoides microlanius (if constrained to lepidosaurs) using combined morphological
and molecular data in dataset 2 (summarized tree). Maximum compatible tree (MCT) inferred using tip-dated Bayesian Inference
analysis. Node bars indicate 95% highest posterior density intervals (HPDs), and grey bars indicate posterior support at nodes greater
than 0.80. Daggers (†) indicate extinct species. For full trees, see the electronic supplementary material, figures S10–S17.

royalsocietypublishing.org/journal/rsos
R.Soc.Open

Sci.10:230968
15

 D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
ttp

s:
//r

oy
al

so
ci

et
yp

ub
lis

hi
ng

.o
rg

/ o
n 

11
 O

ct
ob

er
 2

02
3 



material, figure S15). These results suggest that, when †C. microlanius is included in a lepidosaur-specific
dataset, the several character states it shares with some early lepidosauromorphs and archosauromorphs
place it close to the root of the tree. We note that only four archosauromorphs are used as an outgroup in
this dataset, and so it does not provide an adequate test of the non-lepidosaurian affinities of †C.
microlanius (see results from dataset 1, figure 6).

Dataset 3 was analysed with and without the three species of stem-squamates added to the Gauthier
et al. dataset in [10]: †B. gracilis, †Oculudentavis khaungraae, and †Oculudentavis naja. Undated parsimony
and tip-dated Bayesian analyses failed to recover †C. microlanius within the squamate crown, again
placing this species as a stem squamate, here one node stemward of the clade formed by †B. gracilis,
†Huehuecuetzpalli mixteca, †O. khaungraae, and †O. naja (figure 8a,b).

3.4. Divergence times for reptiles and crown squamates
Divergence times among the major groups of reptiles are largely unaffected by the inclusion of †C.
microlanius and its inferred placement within archosauromorphs (figure 6; electronic supplementary
material, figure S13). For instance, in dataset 1, the median ages for Archosauromorpha, Crocopoda, and
Allokotosauria all differ by less than approximately 1.3 Myr from previous estimates [28]. This result
indicates the phylogenetic hypothesis provided here for †C. microlanius (as an archosauromorph) is
largely compatible with the specimen age (contrary to its original phylogenetic hypothesis [24]).
Furthermore, divergence times for the major clades of squamates using total evidence dating of dataset 2
(even when including †C. microlanius) are estimated to occur during the Middle and Late Jurassic
(figure 7; electronic supplementary material, figure S21), in agreement with previous estimates [5,7,9,13–
15,26]. The revised, more basal position of †C. microlanius is again more consistent with its age.

4. Discussion
The Late Triassic reptile †C. microlanius was originally interpreted as nested within Anguimorpha [24],
which is a clade deeply nested within crown squamates [1,3,5–7,12–14,25,76–78]. If this interpretation
of †C. microlanius is accurate, it would radically alter all previous hypotheses on the timing of
squamate diversification, and potentially suggest widespread bias towards younger age estimates for
squamates and other reptiles in timetrees produced using a wide variety of methods and both
morphological and molecular data [1,5,7,9,13,14,24,25,78]. Specifically, the anguimorph affinity of †C.
microlanius posited by Whiteside et al. [24] would suggest that several major components of squamate
diversity would be tens of millions years older than previously thought.

Reinterpretation of the original data and analyses strongly reject a crown squamate identity for †C.
microlanius. First, we find no evidence for referring most of the other specimens noted by Whiteside
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Figure 8. Testing the phylogenetic relationships of †Cryptovaranoides microlanius (if constrained to squamates) using morphological
data in dataset 3. Strict consensus trees inferred with maximum parsimony from (a) the analysis of dataset 1 without and (b) with
enforced constraints based on the consensus topology of living squamates from phylogenomic studies. For full trees, see
the electronic supplementary material, figure S18.
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et al. [24] to this species. Secondly, new anatomical evidence obtained from the CT scan data indicates that
several features used to link †C. microlanius to squamates and anguimorphs are in fact not observable
(e.g. not preserved), poorly preserved and of ambiguous interpretation, or incorrectly described (see
the electronic supplementary material). We provide a thorough redescription of the holotype and
provide, for the first time to our knowledge, detailed images of key anatomical traits that highlight
several traits seen in †C. microlanius that are incompatible with a lepidosaur hypothesis, and instead
support its affinity to archosauromorphs. Finally, phylogenetic analyses of three separate datasets with
radically different taxonomic composition and criteria of character construction, under multiple
optimality criteria, consistently reject the hypothesis that †C. microlanius is a crown squamate. Instead,
our analyses find that †C. microlanius is a neodiapsid of unclear placement with potential affinities to
early archosauromorphs.

Crown reptiles (turtles, archosauromorphs and lepidosauromorphs) underwent extensive radiation
and diversification during the Early to Middle Triassic but have roots dating back into the Permian
[23]. While numerous archosauromorph subclades are known to have converged on similar body
plans [71,79–84], the same level of scrutiny has not been extended to a number of lepidosaur-like
anatomies and morphologies observed among archosauromorphs.

For example, †C. microlanius shares with crown squamates an elongated (rod-like) squamosal and a large
coronoid bone with a prominent dorsal process. Protorosaurian archosauromorphs [7,28,48,82] possess
several anatomical features shared with squamates, including the absence of a complete lower temporal
bar (also occurring in Mesozoic marine reptiles and numerous other neodiapsids), a posteriorly
emarginated quadrate bone and quadrate conch (also occurring in Mesozoic marine reptiles), a hooked
fifth metatarsal, and occasionally, pleurodont dentition (e.g. in kuehneosaurids) [27,48,82,85–88].
Squamate-like features are also found in rhynchosaurs and allokotosaurs, such as a hooked fifth
metatarsal and a well-developed coronoid bone on the mandible [27,28,48,72,86,87] (the latter being
present and the former unknown in †C. microlanius). Even when considering highly derived members of
the archosauromorph tree, we can find features of interest that have been historically linked to
lepidosaurs in systematic studies. For instance, hatchlings of Alligator mississippiensis have their first tooth
generation not attached in a socket made of alveolar bone, but rather to the labial face of the medial wall
of the tooth bearing element; that is, hatchling A. mississippiensis are (at least partially) pleurodont [89].
Although it is not currently known how widespread this condition is across crocodilians and in other
archosaurs, it is possible that it is a juvenile feature of thecodont neodiapsids, and that pleurodont
lepidosauromorphs retain the juvenile state of their saurian sister-groups [89]. Further, the practice of
using discrete tooth implantation modes as characters is problematic; tooth implantation types are
difficult to distinguish even using histological sections [89,90]. Therefore, lepidosauromorph (and more
specifically, squamate) features traditionally considered to be characteristic or even unique to these groups
[3,6] are now recognized to be widespread across other groups of crown reptiles, including several groups
of archosauromorphs, including †C. microlanius.

Recently, Triassic formations in England have produced several diapsids that may be early diverging
lepidosaurs, as well as plentiful examples of early rhynchocephalians [20–22,24,91,92]. One of these,
†Feralisaurus corami, was described from a relatively complete but heavily crushed anterior skeleton
from the Middle Triassic Otter Sandstone Formation and was suggested to be a stem lepidosaur [92].
Although †C. microlanius and †F.corami are generally similar, the former possesses a proportionately
longer neck and lacks fenestration of the coracoids (see the electronic supplementary material). As
such, †C. microlanius and †F.corami are not likely to be conspecific; however, presence of two broadly
similar taxa highlights the need for caution when referring isolated elements.

Our re-evaluation of the phylogenetic affinities of †C. microlanius has larger implications for the
interpretation of lepidosaur-like skeletons from the Triassic reptile assemblages of the UK and other
Triassic faunas—see further discussion on the difficult interpretation on other Triassic fissure fill
deposits previously linked to lepidosaurians in ([7,9] electronic supplementary material). Our analyses
clearly show that †C. microlanius is neither an anguimorph nor a crown squamate, and perhaps not a
member of any crown lepidosaur or archosaur clade. We urge a critical approach using different
methodologies and datasets to assess the relationships of squamate- and lepidosaur-like reptiles from
the Triassic. In spite of the production of large datasets sufficient to broadly test reptile relationships
[7,28,82,93], the bedrock of phylogenetic analysis using morphological characters is the thorough
assessment of character presence, absence and homology. We also note that the construction of
chimaeric hypodigms remains a problem in palaeontology (for example, [94]) that has deleterious
effects on higher order hypotheses, such as phylogenies and subsequent studies of patterns and
processes of evolution and the timing of clade origins.
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Although the phylogenetic affinities of †C. microlanius remain relatively unclear, this species shares
several features with archosauromorphs, the total clade of birds and crocodilians [7,48,71–73,95,96].
†Cryptovaranoides microlanius is placed as the sister of Allokotosauria, a diverse Triassic archosauromorph
clade outside the crown group, with moderate support in analyses of dataset 1 that exclude †Paliguana.
However, several anatomical features of †C. microlanius, especially the morphology of its dentition,
markedly differ from the conditions observed in allokotosaurs. It appears that †C. microlanius is part of a
poorly known radiation of early small-bodied archosauromorphs, but the phylogenetic affinities of this
species will only be resolved by future fossil discoveries. †Cryptovaranoides highlights a potential new
branch in the exceptional Triassic radiation of crown reptiles and demonstrates the probability that key
small-bodied clades might still await discovery (also see [84]).

Ethics. This work did not require ethical approval from a human subject or animal welfare committee.
Data accessibility. All data needed to evaluate the conclusions in the paper are present in Dryad Digital
Repository: https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.8kprr4xtn [97], the paper and/or the electronic supplementary
material [98].
Declaration of AI use. We have not used AI-assisted technologies in creating this article.
Authors’ contributions. C.D.B.: conceptualization, data curation, formal analysis, investigation, methodology, project
administration, resources, software, supervision, validation, visualization, writing—original draft, writing—review
and editing; T.R.S.: conceptualization, data curation, formal analysis, investigation, methodology, project
administration, resources, software, supervision, validation, visualization, writing—original draft, writing—review
and editing; M.W.C.: conceptualization, data curation, formal analysis, investigation, methodology, project
administration, resources, supervision, validation, writing—original draft, writing—review and editing; M.S.Y.L.:
conceptualization, formal analysis, investigation, methodology, project administration, resources, supervision,
validation, writing—original draft, writing—review and editing; D.L.M.: conceptualization, data curation,
investigation, methodology, resources, supervision, writing—review and editing; S.G.S.: conceptualization,
investigation, methodology, project administration, resources, supervision, validation, writing—review and editing.

All authors gave final approval for publication and agreed to be held accountable for the work performed therein.
Conflict of interest declaration. We declare we have no competing interests.
Funding. This work was supported by a Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council of Canada (NSERC)
postdoctoral fellowship (T.R.S.); NSERC Discovery Grant (no. 23458), NSERC Accelerator Grant, and Faculty of
Science, Chairs Research Allowance, University of Alberta (M.W.C.); Australian Research Council Discovery Project
(M.S.Y.L.); Yale Institute for Biospheric Studies Doctoral Pilot Grant (D.L.M); NSF PRFB DBI award no. 2109461
(S.G.S.).
Acknowledgements. We thank M. Benton for providing us with the phylogenetic dataset previously used to analyze
†Cryptovaranoides. We also wish to thank the editors and three reviewers for their feedback, which greatly
improved this manuscript.

References
1. Simões TR, Pyron RA. 2021 The squamate tree

of life. Bull. Mus. Comp. Zool. 163, 47–95.
(doi:10.3099/0027-4100-163.2.47)

2. Utez P, Freed P, Aguilar R, Reyes F, Hošek J.
(eds) In press. The reptile database. See http://
www.reptile-database.org/ (accessed on 13 May
2023).

3. Estes R, de Queiroz K, Gauthier J. 1988
Phylogenetic relationships within Squamata. In
Phylogenetic relationships of the lizard families
(eds R Estes, G Pregill), pp. 119–282. Stanford,
CA: Stanford University Press.

4. Watanabe A, Fabre A-C, Felice RN, Maisano JA,
Müller J, Herrel A, Goswami A. 2019
Ecomorphological diversification in squamates
from conserved pattern of cranial integration.
Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA 116, 14 688–14 697.
(doi:10.1073/pnas.1820967116)

5. Burbrink FT et al. 2020 Interrogating genomic-
scale data for Squamata (lizards, snakes, and
amphisbaenians) shows no support for key
traditional morphological relationships. Syst.
Biol. 69, 502–520. (doi:10.1093/sysbio/syz062)

6. Gauthier JA, Kearney M, Maisano JA, Rieppel O,
Behlke ADB. 2012 Assembling the squamate
Tree of Life: perspectives from the phenotype
and the fossil record. Bull. Peabody Mus. Nat.
Hist. 53, 3–308. (doi:10.3374/014.053.0101)

7. Simões TR, Caldwell MW, Tałanda M, Bernardi
M, Palci A, Vernygora O, Bernardini F, Mancini L,
Nydam RL. 2018 The origin of squamates
revealed by a Middle Triassic lizard from the
Italian Alps. Nature 557, 706–709. (doi:10.
1038/s41586-018-0093-3)

8. Simões TR, Caldwell MW, Nydam RL, Jiménez-
Huidobro P. 2017 Osteology, phylogeny, and
functional morphology of two Jurassic lizard
species and the early evolution of scansoriality
in geckoes. Zool. J. Linn. Soc. 180, 216–241.
(doi:10.1111/zoj.12487)

9. Brownstein CD, Meyer DL, Fabbri M, Bhullar B-AS,
Gauthier JA. 2022 Evolutionary origins of the
prolonged extant squamate radiation. Nat. Commun.
13, 7087. (doi:10.1038/s41467-022-34217-5)

10. Tałanda M, Fernandez V, Panciroli E, Evans SE,
Benson RJ. 2022 Synchrotron tomography of a

stem lizard elucidates early squamate anatomy.
Nature 611, 99–104. (doi:10.1038/s41586-022-
05332-6)

11. Simões TR, Caldwell MW, Pierce SE. 2020
Sphenodontian phylogeny and the impact of
model choice in Bayesian morphological clock
estimates of divergence times and evolutionary
rates. BMC Biol. 18, 191. (doi:10.1186/s12915-
020-00901-5)

12. Jones ME, Anderson CL, Hipsley CA, Müller J,
Evans SE, Schoch RR. 2013 Integration of
molecules and new fossils supports a Triassic
origin for Lepidosauria (lizards, snakes, and
tuatara). BMC Evol. Biol. 13, 208. (doi:10.1186/
1471-2148-13-208)

13. Pyron RA, Burbrink FT. 2014 Early origin of
viviparity and multiple reversions to oviparity in
squamate reptiles. Ecol. Lett. 17, 13–21.
(doi:10.1111/ele.12168)

14. Zheng Y, Wiens JJ. 2016 Combining
phylogenomic and supermatrix approaches, and
a time-calibrated phylogeny for squamate
reptiles (lizards and snakes) based on 52 genes

royalsocietypublishing.org/journal/rsos
R.Soc.Open

Sci.10:230968
18

 D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
ttp

s:
//r

oy
al

so
ci

et
yp

ub
lis

hi
ng

.o
rg

/ o
n 

11
 O

ct
ob

er
 2

02
3 

https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.8kprr4xtn
http://dx.doi.org/10.3099/0027-4100-163.2.47
http://www.reptile-database.org/
http://www.reptile-database.org/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1820967116
https://doi.org/10.1093/sysbio/syz062
https://doi.org/10.3374/014.053.0101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0093-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0093-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/zoj.12487
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-022-34217-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-022-05332-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-022-05332-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12915-020-00901-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12915-020-00901-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2148-13-208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2148-13-208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ele.12168


and 4162 species. Mol. Phylogenet. Evol. 94,
537–547. (doi:10.1016/j.ympev.2015.10.009)

15. Bolet A, Stubbs TL, Herrera-Flores JA, Benton
MJ. 2022 The Jurassic rise of squamates as
supported by lepidosaur disparity and
evolutionary rates. Elife 11, e66511. (doi:10.
7554/eLife.66511)

16. Cleary TJ, Benson RBJ, Evans SE, Barrett PM.
2018 Lepidosaurian diversity in the Mesozoic–
Palaeogene: the potential roles of sampling
biases and environmental drivers. R. Soc. Open
Sci. 5, 171830. (doi:10.1098/rsos.171830)

17. Close RA et al. 2019 Diversity dynamics of
Phanerozoic terrestrial tetrapods at the local-
community scale. Nat. Ecol. Evol. 3, 590–597.
(doi:10.1038/s41559-019-0811-8)

18. Herrera-Flores JA, Stubbs TL, Benton MJ. 2021
Ecomorphological diversification of squamates in
the Cretaceous. R. Soc. Open Sci. 8, 201961.
(doi:10.1098/rsos.201961)

19. Campbell Mekarski M, Pierce SE, Caldwell MW.
2019 Spatiotemporal distributions of non-
ophidian ophidiomorphs, with implications for
their origin, radiation, and extinction. Front. Earth
Sci. 7, 245. (doi:10.3389/feart.2019.00245)

20. Klein CG, Whiteside DI, de Lucas VS, Viegas PA,
Benton MJ. 2015 A distinctive Late Triassic
microvertebrate fissure fauna and a new species
of Clevosaurus (Lepidosauria: Rhynchocephalia)
from Woodleaze Quarry, Gloucestershire, UK.
Proc. Geologists’ Assoc. 126, 402–416. (doi:10.
1016/j.pgeola.2015.05.003)

21. Whiteside DI, Duffin CJ. 2017 Late Triassic terrestrial
microvertebrates from Charles Moore’s ‘Microlestes’
quarry, Holwell, Somerset, UK. Zool. J. Linn. Soc.
179, 677–705. (doi:10.1111/zoj.12458)

22. Keeble E, Whiteside DI, Benton MJ. 2018 The
terrestrial fauna of the Late Triassic Pant-y-
ffynnon Quarry fissures, South Wales, UK and a
new species of Clevosaurus (Lepidosauria:
Rhynchocephalia). Proc. Geol. Assoc. 129,
99–119. (doi:10.1016/j.pgeola.2017.11.001)

23. Chambi-Trowell S, Whiteside D, Benton M.
2019 Diversity in rhynchocephalian Clevosaurus
skulls basedon CT reconstruction of two Late
Triassic speciesfrom Great Britain. Acta
Palaeontologica Polonica 64, 41–64. (doi:10.
4202/app.00569.2018)

24. Whiteside DI, Chambi-Trowell SAV, Benton MJ.
2022 A Triassic crown squamate. Sci. Adv. 8,
eabq8274. (doi:10.1126/sciadv.abq8274)

25. Irisarri I et al. 2017 Phylotranscriptomic
consolidation of the jawed vertebrate timetree.
Nat. Ecol. Evol. 1, 1370–1378. (doi:10.1038/
s41559-017-0240-5)

26. Gemmell NJ et al. 2020 The tuatara genome
reveals ancient features of amniote evolution.
Nature 584, 403–409. (doi:10.1038/s41586-
020-2561-9)

27. Gottmann-Quesada A, Sander P. 2009
A redescription of the early archosauromorph
Protorosaurus speneri MEYER, 1832, and its
phylogenetic relationships. Palaeontographica A
287, 123–220. (doi:10.1127/pala/287/2009/123)

28. Simões TR, Kammerer CF, Caldwell MW, Pierce
SE. 2022 Successive climate crises in the deep
past drove the early evolution and radiation of
reptiles. Sci. Adv. 8, eabq1898. (doi:10.1126/
sciadv.abq1898)

29. Schoch RR, Sues H-D. 2018 A new
lepidosauromorph reptile from the Middle Triassic
(Ladinian) of Germany and its phylogenetic
relationships. J. Vertebr. Paleontol. 38, e1444619.
(doi:10.1080/02724634.2018.1444619)

30. Broom R. 1926 On a nearly complete skeleton
of a new Eosuchian reptile (Palæagama
veilhaueri, gen. et sp. nov.). Proc. Zool. Soc.
Lond. 96, 487–491. (doi:10.1111/j.1469-7998.
1926.tb08109.x)

31. Fossilworks. In press. Fossilworks: gateway to
the Paleobiology Database. See http://www.
fossilworks.org/cgi-bin/bridge.pl?a=
displayReference&reference_no=29625&is_
real_user=0 (accessed on 15 May 2023).

32. Ford DP, Evans SE, Choiniere JN, Fernandez V,
Benson RBJ. 2021 A reassessment of the
enigmatic diapsid Paliguana whitei and the early
history of Lepidosauromorpha. Proc. R. Soc. B 288,
20211084. (doi:10.1098/rspb.2021.1084)

33. Martínez RN, Simões TR, Sobral G, Apesteguía S.
2021 A Triassic stem lepidosaur illuminates the
origin of lizard-like reptiles. Nature 597,
235–238. (doi:10.1038/s41586-021-03834-3)

34. Griffiths EF, Ford DP, Benson RBJ, Evans SE. 2021
New information on the Jurassic lepidosauromorph
Marmoretta oxoniensis. Pap. Palaeontol. 7,
2255–2278. (doi:10.1002/spp2.1400)

35. Caldwell MW, Simões TR, Palci A, Garberoglio FF,
Reisz RR, Lee MSY, Nydam RL. 2021 Tetrapodophis
amplectus is not a snake: re-assessment of the
osteology, phylogeny and functional morphology
of an Early Cretaceous dolichosaurid lizard. J. Syst.
Paleontol. 19, 893–952. (doi:10.1080/14772019.
2021.1983044)

36. Garberoglio FF, Apesteguía S, Simões TR, Palci A,
Gómez RO, Nydam RL, Larsson HC, Lee MS,
Caldwell MW. 2019 New skulls and skeletons of
the Cretaceous legged snake Najash, and the
evolution of the modern snake body plan. Sci. Adv.
5, p.eaax5833. (doi:10.1126/sciadv.aax5833)

37. Bittencourt JS, Simões TR, Caldwell MW, Langer
MC. 2020 Discovery of the oldest South
American fossil lizard illustrates the
cosmopolitanism of early South American
squamates. Commun. Biol. 3, 1–11. (doi:10.
1038/s42003-020-0926-0)

38. Sobral G, Simões TR, Schoch RR. 2020 A tiny
new Middle Triassic stem-lepidosauromorph
from Germany: implications for the early
evolution of lepidosauromorphs and the
Vellberg fauna. Sci. Rep. 10, 2273. (doi:10.1038/
s41598-020-58883-x)

39. Goloboff PA, Catalano SA. 2016 TNT version 1.5,
including a full implementation of phylogenetic
morphometrics. Cladistics 32, 221–238. (doi:10.
1111/cla.12160)

40. Swofford DL. 2002 PAUP: phylogenetic analysis
using parsimony! and other
methods. Sunderland, MA: Sinauer Associates.

41. Simões TR, Wilner E, Caldwell MW, Weinschütz
LC, Kellner AWA. 2015 A stem acrodontan lizard
in the Cretaceous of Brazil revises early lizard
evolution in Gondwana. Nat. Commun. 6, 8149.
(doi:10.1038/ncomms9149)

42. Ronquist F et al. 2012 MrBayes 3.2: Efficient
Bayesian phylogenetic inference and model
choice across a large model space. Syst. Biol. 61,
539–542. (doi:10.1093/sysbio/sys029)

43. Lewis PO. 2001 A likelihood approach to
estimating phylogeny from discrete
morphological character data. Syst. Biol. 50,
913–925. (doi:10.1080/106351501753462876)

44. Rambaut A, Drummond AJ, Xie D, Baele G,
Suchard MA. 2018 Posterior summarization in
Bayesian phylogenetics using Tracer 1.7. Syst.
Biol. 67, 901–904. (doi:10.1093/sysbio/syy032)

45. Thorne JL, Kishino H. 2002 Divergence time and
evolutionary rate estimation with multilocus
data. Syst. Biol. 51, 689–702. (doi:10.1080/
10635150290102456)

46. Zhang C, Stadler T, Klopfstein S, Heath TA,
Ronquist F. 2016 Total-evidence dating under
the fossilized birth–death process. Syst. Biol. 65,
228–249. (doi:10.1093/sysbio/syv080)

47. Höhna S, Stadler T, Ronquist F, Britton T. 2011
Inferring speciation and extinction rates under
different sampling schemes. Mol. Biol. Evol. 28,
2577–2589. (doi:10.1093/molbev/msr095)

48. Spiekman SNF, Fraser NC, Scheyer TM. 2021 A
new phylogenetic hypothesis of Tanystropheidae
(Diapsida, Archosauromorpha) and other
‘protorosaurs’, and its implications for the early
evolution of stem archosaurs. PeerJ 9, e11143.
(doi:10.7717/peerj.11143)

49. Nesbitt SJ, Flynn JJ, Pritchard AC, Parrish JM,
Ranivoharimanana L, Wyss AR. 2015 Postcranial
osteology of Azendohsaurus madagaskarensis
(?Middle to Upper Triassic, Isalo Group,
Madagascar) and its systematic position among
stem Archosaur reptiles. Bull. Am. Mus. Nat.
Hist. 2015, 1–126. (doi:10.1206/amnb-899-00-
1-126.1)

50. Caldwell MW, Nydam RL, Palci A, Apesteguía S.
2015 The oldest known snakes from the Middle
Jurassic-Lower Cretaceous provide insights on
snake evolution. Nat. Commun. 6, 5996. (doi:10.
1038/ncomms6996)

51. Ogg JG, Ogg GM, Gradstein FM. 2016 11 -
Triassic. In A concise geologic time scale (eds JG
Ogg, GM Ogg, FM Gradstein), pp. 133–149.
Amsterdam, The Netherlands: Elsevier. (doi:10.
1016/B978-0-444-59467-9.00011-X.

52. Lepage T, Bryant D, Philippe H, Lartillot N. 2007
A general comparison of relaxed molecular clock
models. Mol. Biol. Evol. 24, 2669–2680. (doi:10.
1093/molbev/msm193)

53. Motani R. 2003 Handbook of paleoherpetology:
ichthyopterygia, 175 pp. Munchen, Germany:
Friedrich Pfeil.

54. Colbert EH. In press The triassic gliding reptile
icarosaurus. Bulletin of the AMNH ; v. 143,
article 2. Biodiversity Heritage Library. See
https://www.biodiversitylibrary.org/
bibliography/89211.

55. Rieppel O. 2000 Sauropterygia I : Placodontia,
Pachypleurosauria, Nothosauroidea,
Pistosauroidea. Encyclopedia of Paleoherpetology
12, 1–134.

56. Evans SE. 1980 The skull of a new eosuchian
reptile from the Lower Jurassic of South Wales.
Zool. J. Linnean Soc. 70, 203–264. (doi:10.1111/
j.1096-3642.1980.tb00852.x)

57. Klembara J, Dobiašová K, Hain M, Yaryhin O.
2017 Skull anatomy and ontogeny of legless
lizard Pseudopus apodus (Pallas, 1775):
heterochronic influences on form. Anat. Rec.
300, 460–502. (doi:10.1002/ar.23532)

royalsocietypublishing.org/journal/rsos
R.Soc.Open

Sci.10:230968
19

 D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
ttp

s:
//r

oy
al

so
ci

et
yp

ub
lis

hi
ng

.o
rg

/ o
n 

11
 O

ct
ob

er
 2

02
3 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2015.10.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.7554/eLife.66511
http://dx.doi.org/10.7554/eLife.66511
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsos.171830
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41559-019-0811-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsos.201961
https://doi.org/10.3389/feart.2019.00245
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pgeola.2015.05.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pgeola.2015.05.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/zoj.12458
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pgeola.2017.11.001
https://doi.org/10.4202/app.00569.2018
https://doi.org/10.4202/app.00569.2018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.abq8274
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41559-017-0240-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41559-017-0240-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2561-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2561-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1127/pala/287/2009/123
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.abq1898
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.abq1898
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02724634.2018.1444619
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-7998.1926.tb08109.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-7998.1926.tb08109.x
http://www.fossilworks.org/cgi-bin/bridge.pl?a=displayReference&reference_no=29625&is_real_user=0
http://www.fossilworks.org/cgi-bin/bridge.pl?a=displayReference&reference_no=29625&is_real_user=0
http://www.fossilworks.org/cgi-bin/bridge.pl?a=displayReference&reference_no=29625&is_real_user=0
http://www.fossilworks.org/cgi-bin/bridge.pl?a=displayReference&reference_no=29625&is_real_user=0
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2021.1084
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03834-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/spp2.1400
https://doi.org/10.1080/14772019.2021.1983044
https://doi.org/10.1080/14772019.2021.1983044
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aax5833
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s42003-020-0926-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s42003-020-0926-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-58883-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-58883-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/cla.12160
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/cla.12160
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms9149
https://doi.org/10.1093/sysbio/sys029
https://doi.org/10.1080/106351501753462876
https://doi.org/10.1093/sysbio/syy032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10635150290102456
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10635150290102456
https://doi.org/10.1093/sysbio/syv080
https://doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msr095
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.11143
https://doi.org/10.1206/amnb-899-00-1-126.1
https://doi.org/10.1206/amnb-899-00-1-126.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms6996
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms6996
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-444-59467-9.00011-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-444-59467-9.00011-X
https://doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msm193
https://doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msm193
https://www.biodiversitylibrary.org/bibliography/89211
https://www.biodiversitylibrary.org/bibliography/89211
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1096-3642.1980.tb00852.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1096-3642.1980.tb00852.x
https://doi.org/10.1002/ar.23532


58. Ledesma DT, Scarpetta SG. 2018 The skull of the
gerrhonotine lizard Elgaria panamintina
(Squamata: Anguidae). PLOS ONE 13, e0199584.
(doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0199584)

59. Scarpetta SG, Ledesma DT, Bell CJ. 2021 A new
extinct species of alligator lizard (Squamata:
Elgaria) and an expanded perspective on the
osteology and phylogeny of Gerrhonotinae. BMC
Ecol. Evol. 21, 184. (doi:10.1186/s12862-021-
01912-8)

60. Conrad JL, Norell MA. 2006 High-resolution X-
ray computed tomography of an Early
Cretaceous gekkonomorph (Squamata) from
Öösh (Övörkhangai; Mongolia). Hist. Biol. 18,
405–431. (doi:10.1080/08912960600679570)

61. Daza JD, Bauer AM, Snively E. 2013 Gobekko
cretacicus (Reptilia: Squamata) and its bearing on
the interpretation of gekkotan affinities. Zool. J.
Linn. Soc. 167, 430–448. (doi:10.1111/zoj.12012)

62. Bolet A et al. 2021 Unusual morphology in
the mid-Cretaceous lizard Oculudentavis. Curr.
Biol. 31, 3303–3314.e3. (doi:10.1016/j.cub.
2021.05.040)

63. Rieppel O, Kley NJ, Maisano JA. 2009
Morphology of the skull of the white-nosed
blindsnake, Liotyphlops albirostris
(Scolecophidia: Anomalepididae). J. Morphol.
270, 536–557. (doi:10.1002/jmor.10703)

64. Simões TR, Kinney-Broderick G, Pierce SE. 2022 An
exceptionally preserved Sphenodon-like
sphenodontian reveals deep time conservation of
the tuatara skeleton and ontogeny. Commun. Biol.
5, 1–19. (doi:10.1038/s42003-022-03144-y)

65. Keqin G, Norell MA. 2000 Taxonomic
composition and systematics of late cretaceous
lizard assemblages from Ukhaa Tolgod and
adjacent localities, Mongolian Gobi Desert. Bull.
Am. Mus. Nat. Hist. 2000, 1–118. (doi:10.1206/
0003-0090(2000)249<0001:TCASOL>2.0.CO;2)

66. Miedema F, Spiekman SNF, Fernandez V,
Reumer JWF, Scheyer TM. 2020 Cranial
morphology of the tanystropheid Macrocnemus
bassanii unveiled using synchrotron
microtomography. Sci. Rep. 10, 12412. (doi:10.
1038/s41598-020-68912-4)

67. Spiekman SNF, Neenan JM, Fraser NC,
Fernandez V, Rieppel O, Nosotti S, Scheyer TM.
2020 Aquatic habits and niche partitioning in
the extraordinarily long-necked Triassic reptile
Tanystropheus. Curr. Biol. 30, 3889–3895.e2.
(doi:10.1016/j.cub.2020.07.025)

68. Dilkes DW. 1998 The early Triassic rhynchosaur
Mesosuchus browni and the interrelationships of
basal archosauromorph reptiles. Phil. Trans. R.
Soc. Lond. B 353, 501–541. (doi:10.1098/rstb.
1998.0225)

69. Ezcurra MD, Butler RJ. 2015 Post-hatchling
cranial ontogeny in the Early Triassic diapsid
reptile Proterosuchus fergusi. J. Anat. 226,
387–402. (doi:10.1111/joa.12300)

70. Ewer RF. 1965 The anatomy of the Thecodont
reptile Euparkeria capensis Broom. Phil. Trans. R.
Soc. Lond. B 248, 379–435.

71. Ezcurra MD. 2016 The phylogenetic relationships
of basal archosauromorphs, with an emphasis
on the systematics of proterosuchian
archosauriforms. PeerJ 4, e1778. (doi:10.7717/
peerj.1778)

72. Nesbitt SJ. 2011 The early evolution of
archosaurs: relationships and the origin of major
clades. Bull. Am. Mus. Nat. Hist. 352, 1–192.

73. Gauthier JA. In press A cladistic analysis of the
higher systematic categories of the Diapsida.
PhD thesis, University of California, Berkeley, CA,
USA. See https://www.proquest.com/docview/
303335615/abstract/6DAFD948E45E4065PQ/1.

74. Regnault S, Jones MEH, Pitsillides AA,
Hutchinson JR. 2016 Anatomy, morphology and
evolution of the patella in squamate lizards and
tuatara (Sphenodon punctatus). J. Anat. 228,
864–876. (doi:10.1111/joa.12435)

75. Aberer AJ, Krompass D, Stamatakis A. 2013
Pruning rogue taxa improves phylogenetic
accuracy: an efficient algorithm and webservice.
Syst. Biol. 62, 162–166. (doi:10.1093/sysbio/
sys078)

76. Townsend TM, Larson A, Louis E, Macey JR.
2004 Molecular phylogenetics of Squamata: the
position of snakes, Amphisbaenians, and
Dibamids, and the root of the squamate tree.
Syst. Biol. 53, 735–757. (doi:10.1080/
10635150490522340)

77. Pyron RA, Burbrink FT, Wiens JJ. 2013 A
phylogeny and revised classification of
Squamata, including 4161 species of lizards and
snakes. BMC Evol. Biol. 13, 93. (doi:10.1186/
1471-2148-13-93)

78. Singhal S, Colston TJ, Grundler MR, Smith SA,
Costa GC, Colli GR, Moritz C, Pyron RA,
Rabosky DL. 2021 Congruence and conflict in
the higher-level phylogenetics of squamate
reptiles: an expanded phylogenomic
perspective. Syst. Biol. 70, 542–557.
(doi:10.1093/sysbio/syaa054)

79. Nesbitt SJ, Norell MA. 2006 Extreme
convergence in the body plans of an early
suchian (Archosauria) and ornithomimid
dinosaurs (Theropoda). Proc. R. Soc. B 273,
1045–1048. (doi:10.1098/rspb.2005.3426)

80. Stocker MR, Nesbitt SJ, Criswell KE, Parker WG,
Witmer LM, Rowe TB, Ridgely R, Brown MA.
2016 A dome-headed stem Archosaur
exemplifies convergence among dinosaurs and
their distant relatives. Curr. Biol. 26,
2674–2680. (doi:10.1016/j.cub.2016.07.066)

81. Sengupta S, Ezcurra MD, Bandyopadhyay S.
2017 A new horned and long-necked
herbivorous stem-archosaur from the Middle
Triassic of India. Sci. Rep. 7, 8366. (doi:10.1038/
s41598-017-08658-8)

82. Pritchard AC, Nesbitt SJ. 2017 A bird-like skull
in a Triassic diapsid reptile increases
heterogeneity of the morphological
and phylogenetic radiation of Diapsida.
R. Soc. Open Sci. 4, 170499. (doi:10.1098/rsos.
170499)

83. Qvarnström M, Ahlberg PE, Niedźwiedzki G.
2019 Tyrannosaurid-like osteophagy by a
Triassic archosaur. Sci. Rep. 9, 925. (doi:10.1038/
s41598-018-37540-4)

84. Nesbitt SJ, Stocker MR, Chatterjee S, Horner JR,
Goodwin MB. 2021 A remarkable group
of thick-headed Triassic Period
archosauromorphs with a wide, possibly
Pangean distribution. J. Anat. 239, 184–206.
(doi:10.1111/joa.13414)

85. Robinson PL. 1962 Gliding lizards from the
upper Keuper of Great Britain. Proc. Geol. Soc.
Lond. 137–146.

86. Rieppel O. 1989 The hind limb of Macrocnemus
bassanii (Nopcsa) (Reptilia, Diapsida):
development and functional anatomy.
J. Vertebr. Paleontol. 9, 373–387. (doi:10.1080/
02724634.1989.10011771)

87. Jiang D-Y, Rieppel O, Fraser NC, Motani R, Hao
W-C, Tintori A, Sun Y-L, Sun Z-Y. 2011 New
information on the protorosaurian reptile
Macrocnemus Fuyuanensis Li et al., 2007, from
the Middle/Upper Triassic of Yunnan, China.
J. Vertebr. Paleontol. 31, 1230–1237. (doi:10.
1080/02724634.2011.610853)

88. Sues H-D. 2019 The rise of reptiles: 320 million
years of evolution. Baltimore, MA: JHU Press.

89. LeBlanc ARH, Brink KS, Cullen TM, Reisz RR.
2017 Evolutionary implications of tooth
attachment versus tooth implantation: a case
study using dinosaur, crocodilian, and mammal
teeth. J. Vertebr. Paleontol. 37, e1354006.
(doi:10.1080/02724634.2017.1354006)

90. Bertin TJC, Thivichon-Prince B, LeBlanc ARH,
Caldwell MW, Viriot L. 2018 Current
perspectives on tooth implantation, attachment,
and replacement in Amniota. Front. Physiol. 9,
1630. (doi:10.3389/fphys.2018.01630)

91. O’Brien A, Whiteside DI, Marshall JEA.
2018 Anatomical study of two previously
undescribed specimens of Clevosaurus hudsoni
(Lepidosauria: Rhynchocephalia) from Cromhall
Quarry, UK, aided by computed tomography,
yields additional information on the skeleton and
hitherto undescribed bones. Zool. J. Linn. Soc.
183, 163–195. (doi:10.1093/zoolinnean/zlx087)

92. Cavicchini I, Zaher M, Benton MJ. 2020 An
enigmatic Neodiapsid reptile from the Middle
Triassic of England. J. Vertebr. Paleontol. 40,
e1781143. (doi:10.1080/02724634.2020.1781143)

93. Bever GS, Lyson TR, Field DJ, Bhullar B-AS.
2015 Evolutionary origin of the turtle skull.
Nature 525, 239–242. (doi:10.1038/
nature14900)

94. Georgalis GL, Villa A, Delfino M. 2017 The last
European varanid: demise and extinction of
monitor lizards (Squamata, Varanidae) from
Europe. J. Vertebr. Paleontol. 37, e1301946.
(doi:10.1080/02724634.2017.1301946)

95. Sereno PC. 1991 Basal Archosaurs: Phylogenetic
relationships and functional implications.
Memoir (Soc. Vertebr. Paleontol.) 2, 1–53.
(doi:10.2307/3889336)

96. Ezcurra MD et al. 2020 Enigmatic dinosaur
precursors bridge the gap to the origin of
Pterosauria. Nature 588, 445–449. (doi:10.
1038/s41586-020-3011-4)

97. Brownstein CD, Simões TR, Caldwell MW, Lee
MSY, Meyer DL, Scarpetta SG. 2023 Data from:
The affinities of the late triassic
Cryptovaranoides and the age of crown
squamates. Dryad Digital Repository. (doi:10.
5061/dryad.8kprr4xtn)

98. Brownstein CD, Simões TR, Caldwell MW, Lee
MSY, Meyer DL, Scarpetta SG. 2023 The affinities
of the late triassic Cryptovaranoides and the age
of crown squamates. Figshare. (doi:10.6084/m9.
figshare.c.6858411)

royalsocietypublishing.org/journal/rsos
R.Soc.Open

Sci.10:230968
20

 D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
ttp

s:
//r

oy
al

so
ci

et
yp

ub
lis

hi
ng

.o
rg

/ o
n 

11
 O

ct
ob

er
 2

02
3 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0199584
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12862-021-01912-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12862-021-01912-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08912960600679570
https://doi.org/10.1111/zoj.12012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2021.05.040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2021.05.040
https://doi.org/10.1002/jmor.10703
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s42003-022-03144-y
https://doi.org/10.1206/0003-0090(2000)249%3C0001:TCASOL%3E2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1206/0003-0090(2000)249%3C0001:TCASOL%3E2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-68912-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-68912-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2020.07.025
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.1998.0225
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.1998.0225
https://doi.org/10.1111/joa.12300
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.1778
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.1778
https://www.proquest.com/docview/303335615/abstract/6DAFD948E45E4065PQ/1
https://www.proquest.com/docview/303335615/abstract/6DAFD948E45E4065PQ/1
https://doi.org/10.1111/joa.12435
https://doi.org/10.1093/sysbio/sys078
https://doi.org/10.1093/sysbio/sys078
https://doi.org/10.1080/10635150490522340
https://doi.org/10.1080/10635150490522340
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2148-13-93
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2148-13-93
https://doi.org/10.1093/sysbio/syaa054
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2005.3426
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2016.07.066
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-08658-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-08658-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsos.170499
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsos.170499
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-37540-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-37540-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/joa.13414
https://doi.org/10.1080/02724634.1989.10011771
https://doi.org/10.1080/02724634.1989.10011771
https://doi.org/10.1080/02724634.2011.610853
https://doi.org/10.1080/02724634.2011.610853
https://doi.org/10.1080/02724634.2017.1354006
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphys.2018.01630
https://doi.org/10.1093/zoolinnean/zlx087
https://doi.org/10.1080/02724634.2020.1781143
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature14900
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature14900
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02724634.2017.1301946
https://doi.org/10.2307/3889336
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-3011-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-3011-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.5061/dryad.8kprr4xtn
http://dx.doi.org/10.5061/dryad.8kprr4xtn
http://dx.doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.c.6858411
http://dx.doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.c.6858411

	The affinities of the Late Triassic Cryptovaranoides and the age of crown squamates
	Introduction
	Material and methods
	Phylogenetic datasets
	Tree search procedures
	Maximum parsimony
	Bayesian inference analyses

	Divergence time estimates
	Divergence times for dataset 1
	Divergence times for dataset 2


	Results
	Systematic palaeontology
	Holotype
	Revised diagnosis
	Comments

	Anatomical and taxonomic re-interpretations of ‡Cryptovaranoides microlanius
	External skull
	Braincase
	Palate
	Mandible
	Postcranium

	The phylogenetic affinities of ‡Cryptovaranoides microlanius within reptiles
	Divergence times for reptiles and crown squamates

	Discussion
	Ethics
	Data accessibility
	Declaration of AI use
	Authors' contributions
	Conflict of interest declaration
	Funding
	Acknowledgements
	References


