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Abstract
Intraspecific communication in frogs plays an important role in the recognition of conspecif-

ics in general and of potential rivals or mates in particular and therefore with relevant conse-

quences for pre-zygotic reproductive isolation. We investigate intraspecific communication

in Hylodes japi, an endemic Brazilian torrent frog with territorial males and an elaborate

courtship behavior. We describe its repertoire of acoustic signals as well as one of the most

complex repertoires of visual displays known in anurans, including five new visual displays.

Previously unknown in frogs, we also describe a bimodal inter-sexual communication sys-

tem where the female stimulates the male to emit a courtship call. As another novelty for

frogs, we show that in addition to choosing which limb to signal with, males choose which of

their two vocal sacs will be used for visual signaling. We explain how and why this is accom-

plished. Control of inflation also provides additional evidence that vocal sac movement and

color must be important for visual communication, even while producing sound. Through

the current knowledge on visual signaling in Neotropical torrent frogs (i.e. hylodids), we dis-

cuss and highlight the behavioral diversity in the family Hylodidae. Our findings indicate that

communication in species of Hylodes is undoubtedly more sophisticated than we expected

and that visual communication in anurans is more widespread than previously thought. This

is especially true in tropical regions, most likely due to the higher number of species and

phylogenetic groups and/or to ecological factors, such as higher microhabitat diversity.

Introduction
Communication assumes a sender transferring a message to a receiver via codified signals that
both are able to understand [1, 2]. Acoustic communication has been considered the main
intraspecific communication mode among most frog species and historically has been studied
more than any other mode [3, 4]. Research focusing on visual communication has become
more common lately, revealing that visual signaling is indeed relevant for several diurnal and
nocturnal frog families (e.g., [5–8]). Multimodal communication employs two or more sensory
modalities in combination to compose complex signals. Multimodal signaling is known in sev-
eral animal groups, such as wolf spiders [9, 10], fishes [11, 12], squirrels [13, 14], and birds [15,
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16]. Studies on multimodal signaling have made considerable progresses towards a more com-
plete understanding of intraspecific frog communication (e.g., [17–20]).

The latest review of visual communication in anurans showed great communication com-
plexity in frogs [2]. The diversity of visual display repertoires of frogs is variable among fami-
lies, suggesting several cases of independent evolution (see [2, 21]). Plausibly, evolution of
visual communication in frogs is favored by particular ecological factors. Visual display reper-
toires tend to be complex in diurnal species that breed in noisy environments, such as Hylodes
asper from Brazil (family Hylodidae; e.g., [6]),Micrixalus saxicola from India (family Micrixali-
dae; e.g., [22]), and Staurois parvus from Borneo (family Ranidae; e.g., [23]).

The most recent review of visual communication in anurans [2] found some groups of species
to be crucial to understanding the evolution of visual communication in anurans. Among these
groups the authors included the genusHylodes, a Brazilian endemic whose species dwell in fast-
flowing streams. Since that compilation fourteen years ago, many new records on visual displays
have been published for several species of frogs, including hylodids such asHylodes cardosoi [24]
andHylodes phyllodes [21]. Species ofHylodes are excellent models for investigating communica-
tion because they usually call and exhibit extraordinary visual display repertoires associated with
various behavioral contexts (e.g., [6, 21, 24, 25]). For these reasons, species ofHylodes deserve to
be studied in more detail, particularly concerning potential multimodal signals.

Since it is clear that studies involving species of Hylodes are critical to better understanding
frog communication, we investigate how the Brazilian torrent frogHylodes japi communicates
intraspecifically. Hylodes japi was recently described as endemic to the montane Atlantic forest
of Serra do Japi, in southeastern Brazil [26]. This small frog is mainly diurnal, however it may
also exhibit crepuscular and nocturnal reproductive activity [26, 27]. The species is rheophilic,
has territorial males and an elaborate courtship behavior, as do other members of the family
Hylodidae. The reproductive biology of H. japi is associated with fast-flowing montane streams
where males construct underwater chambers for egg deposition; the tadpoles are exotrophic
[26]. Our goals were to: (1) characterize visual displays and acoustic signals performed by
males and females ofH. japi, and to identify their respective roles and associated behavioral
contexts; (2) investigate communication during their elaborate courtship ritual, including ana-
lyzing potential multimodal compositions and their roles; and (3) characterize the ways by
which a sender male controls signal emission according to the position of the receiver male.
We discuss the behavioral diversity in the family Hylodidae in light of current knowledge on
visual signaling in Neotropical torrent frogs.

Materials and Methods
We conducted our study in the biological reserve of Serra do Japi, Jundiaí county, state of São
Paulo, southeastern Brazil, an ecotonal region mainly covered by seasonal semideciduous
mesophytic forests [28]. It is an important remnant of the threatened Atlantic Forest, still sup-
porting an exuberant diversity of flora and fauna [29, 30]. We concentrated our field studies in
the Ribeirão Ermida, a fast-flowing stream in the northern part of the reserve (23°13’S, 46°
58’W; 880 m elev.). Our research was carried out in strict accordance with the recommenda-
tions in the Guide for the Care and Use of Laboratory Animals of the National Institutes of
Health. Our field procedures were previously approved and permitted by Secretaria Municipal
de Planejamento e Meio Ambiente (SMPMA) de Jundiaí (São Paulo, Brazil), Ethics Committee
on Animal Use of Universidade Estadual Paulista (UNESP), Rio Claro, São Paulo, Brazil
(license number 3501/20), and Instituto Chico Mendes de Conservação da Biodiversidade/
Instituto Brasileiro do Meio Ambiente e dos Recursos Naturais Renováveis (ICMBio/IBAMA;
license numbers 14846–3 and 25966–2).
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We made 17 visits to the field (the first being a pilot study), over a period of 15 consecutive
months during 2011 and 2012, for a total of 93 days in the field and 206 h directly collecting
data. We obtained behavioral data with the use of focal animal and all-occurrence sampling
methods [31, 32]. In the field, we made direct observations and filmed male and female behav-
iors with the use of a Sony camcorder (HDR-XR550V). We followed a previously proposed
approach [2] to include behavioral events as intraspecific visual displays into our analyses. A
behavioral event was considered to be a visual display when it met the following criteria: (1)
may provide a visual cue during an intraspecific interaction; (2) must be redundant, conspicu-
ous, and stereotyped; and (3) may likely provoke an immediate response by the receiver
benefiting the sender. From our behavioral data, we counted the number of behaviors executed.
We identified visual displays ofHylodes japi based on reviews of anuran visual displays [2, 21].
The behaviors of three of the five new visual displays herein described (toes posture, head bob-
bing, and head snaking) were previously mentioned in literature [25, 33–35], but not included
in the reviews of visual communication in anurans.

We recorded male advertisement and territorial calls with a Marantz digital recorder
(PMD-660) coupled to a Sennheiser external unidirectional microphone (ME-66) positioned
approximately 1.0 m from calling individuals. Courtship calls were obtained exclusively from
video recordings. All calls were recorded with a sampling frequency rate of 44.1 kHz on 16-bit
resolution. At the time of each recording, air and water temperatures were measured. We ana-
lyzed the data with the use of the software Raven Pro v1.4 (Cornell Lab of Ornithology, Bio-
acoustics Research Program). We described calls (except for the advertisement call which had
previously been described [26]) by analyzing six parameters [36]: call duration (s), intercall
interval (s), number of notes per call, note duration (s), internote interval (s), and dominant
frequency range (kHz). We inferred the functions of each call according to the context in
which they were emitted. We deposited recordings of advertisement, peep, and squeal calls in
the Célio F. B. Haddad sound collection (CFBH; S1 Calls), located in Departamento de Zoolo-
gia, Instituto de Biociências of Universidade Estadual Paulista (UNESP), Rio Claro, São Paulo,
Brazil.

We performed an analysis of limb and vocal sac use in signaling towards intruder males,
particularly during short-range signaling. We recorded which side of the body (which limb and
which vocal sac) was used in signaling by resident males within three different situations: with
intruder male at the left side of the resident male, in front of the resident male, or at the right
side of the resident male. For this analysis we excluded those signals that could not be produced
with using only one side of the body, i.e., advertisement calls (always emitted with the use of
both vocal sacs), body stationary visual displays (except throat display, which is included in
our analysis), and non-stationary visual displays. Visual display categories are provided below.

Results

Natural history and communication
The communication ofHylodes japi is based on visual, acoustic, and tactile signals. These sig-
nals are more easily observed when densities of males are high, making intraspecific interac-
tions more frequent. We observed males calling in all months except October. However, the
breeding season occurs at the end of the rainy season (February–April), when we observed
males calling in chorus and performing visual displays. During this period we observed intense
male-male interactions and competition. We recorded pair formation, courtship, mating, and
oviposition only between February and April as well. We recorded three courtship events: two
during the day (1500 and 1700 h) and one at night, before sunrise (0400 h); the first ended with
rejection by the female, whereas the other two resulted in oviposition (see [26]). Hylodes japi
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was found to exhibit three diurnal peaks of calling activity: in the beginning of the day, starting
one hour before sunrise (between 0500 and 0800 h); in the middle of the day (between 1000
and 1300 h); and in the afternoon, until one hour before sunset (between 1500 and 1700 h).
Males strongly decrease calling activities after sunset, however, during the breeding period at
least a few individuals call sporadically all night long. Males adopt and defend as territories
land areas on the margins of fast-flowing streams as well as emergent rocks, trunks, branches,
and leaves located on the margins or in the middle of these streams, for use as calling and
courtship sites, and for feeding activity (see [26]).

Visual display repertoire
Males and females perform rich repertoires of visual displays during intraspecific communica-
tion. We observed 68H. japi individuals and recorded 18 distinct visual displays associated
with four behavioral contexts: advertisement, long-range agonistic, short-range agonistic, and
courtship. The advertisement context involves nonaggressive behaviors when only one male is
calling or when two neighboring males are interacting acoustically (calling in antiphony) with-
out territory invasion. When a resident male identifies a conspecific intruder inside his terri-
tory he immediately changes his behavior, most likely in defense of his territory boundaries,
which we refer to as the long-range agonistic context. The short-range agonistic context is
observed when two males are closely interacting, even without physical contact, with a resident
male defending his territory against an intruder male. Finally, we considered the courtship con-
text to be from the moment that a male perceives a female inside his territory to the moment
that the couple enters an underwater constructed chamber to deposit eggs.

The observed males (N = 65) performed 18 visual displays involving movements with limbs
(toes, feet, hands, legs, and arms), body, vocal sacs, and head, besides stereotyped walking and
jumping displays. Males perform visual displays during advertisement, agonistic, and courtship
contexts. The observed females (N = 3) performed three distinct visual displays, recorded only
during courtship events and using hands, arms, and body. Five behaviors (toes posture, two-
armed impulse, head bobbing, head snaking, and truncated walking) did not fit into any previ-
ously described display category, so they are described herein as new visual displays for frogs.
All visual displays performed byH. japi are detailed in Table 1 as well as their respective func-
tions, inferred via comparisons among contexts in which each display was executed.

Acoustic signal repertoire
Hylodes japi also exhibits a diverse acoustic repertoire that, besides the advertisement call (see
[26]), is composed of three other male call types: peep (Fig 2A), squeal (Fig 2B), and courtship
calls (Fig 2C). The peep and squeal are territorial calls and both have a courtship function. The
courtship call is triggered by tactile or visual-tactile stimulation by the female (N = 15) during
courtship (see below). Parameters of each call type at an air temperature of 24°C and a water
temperature of 19.5°C, are described below.

Peep calls are composed of frequency modulated peep notes. Peep call duration is 0.03–0.38
s (0.21 ± 0.072, N = 34 calls from five males). Calls are emitted at intervals of 1.04–1.86 s
(1.37 ± 0.23, N = 31 intervals from four males). Each call is composed of 1–4 notes (2.63 ± 0.71,
N = 32 calls from five males). Note duration is 0.019–0.042 s (0.028 ± 0.005, N = 90 notes from
36 calls from five males). Notes given at intervals of 0.05–0.11 s (0.075 ± 0.014, N = 90 intervals
of 45 calls from five males). The dominant frequency occurs in the third harmonic and ranges
from 3.1–5.5 kHz (4.9 ± 0.54, N = 90 call notes from five males).

Peep and squeal calls can be emitted in combination, with a peep preceding a squeal call.
The duration of squeal calls is 0.037–0.33 s (0.17 ± 0.086, N = 30 calls from five males). Squeals

Sophisticated Communication in a Brazilian Frog

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0145444 January 13, 2016 4 / 24



Table 1. Visual displays of Hylodes japi during intraspecific communication (modified from [2, 21]).

Limbs

1. Toe trembling (N = 87): wiggling, twitching, or vibrating the toes rapidly and with the foot and leg motionless. Toes
may be moved independently, without an order, or in sequence in a wave-like pattern. Sometimes, only the
fourth or fifth toes are moved. Whitish-silver dorsal surface of toe tips is exposed during the display. Toe
trembling is performed by males with toes of right or left feet. It is usually performed during courtship behavior
(N = 52) or when the resident male perceives a conspecific invading his territory (N = 20). However, it is also
performed during male-male close interactions (N = 8) and during advertisement (N = 7). Toe trembling is a short
and long-range visual display, with courtship and agonistic functions.

2. Toe flagging (N = 47): lightly raising toes from the substrate, keeping them raised, slowly flagging them gently in up
and down movements, keeping foot and leg motionless. Toes may be moved independently, without an order.
Sometimes, only the fourth or fifth toes are moved. Whitish-silver dorsal surface of toe tips is exposed during the
display. Toe flagging is performed by males with right, left, or both feet/toes simultaneously. It is usually
performed during courtship (N = 27), advertisement (N = 9; only with toes of right or left foot) or when resident
male perceives a conspecific invading his territory (N = 9; more frequently with toes of both feet together). It is
rarely observed during male-male close interactions (N = 2). Toe flagging is a short and long-range visual
display, with courtship, agonistic, and advertisement functions.

3. Toes posture (N = 23; Fig 1A): holding the foot up for some seconds with a frontal exposure of the dorsal surfaces
of feet and toes; or holding the foot up for some seconds with toes curved down, exposing dorsal surfaces of
toes. Whitish-silver dorsal surface of toe tips is exposed during the display. Toes posture is performed by males
with right or left foot independently, or with both feet simultaneously. It is usually performed when a resident male
perceives a conspecific invading his territory (N = 12). However, it is also executed during advertisement (N = 8)
and rarely during courtship (N = 3). Toes posture is a long and short-range visual display, with agonistic,
advertisement, and courtship functions.

4. Foot shaking or hand shaking (N = 36): rapidly moving one foot (N = 26) or one hand (N = 10) in an up and down
motion, with the leg or arm motionless. It is a high-speed display. Foot shaking and hand shaking are performed
by males with right or left foot or hand. Foot shaking is usually performed when a resident male perceives a
conspecific entering his territory (N = 8) or during advertisement (N = 7), but is also observed during male-male
(N = 4) or male-female (N = 7) close interactions. Foot shaking is a long and short-range visual display, with
agonistic, advertisement, and courtship functions. Hand shaking is performed during courtship (N = 6) or male-
male close interactions (N = 3), but is also observed when a resident male perceives a conspecific invading his
territory (N = 1). Hand shaking is a short-range visual display, exclusively with courtship and agonistic functions.

5. Leg stretching (N = 15): stretching a back leg and keeping it stretched on the ground for some seconds. Leg
stretching is performed by males with right, left, or both legs. It is performed when a resident male perceives a
conspecific invading his territory (N = 12). Rarely executed during male-male close interactions (N = 3). Leg
stretching is a long and short-range agonistic visual display.

6. Foot flagging (N = 43): slowly raising one leg, extending it out and back, lightly performing an arc in the air, and
returning it back to the resting position. Whitish-silver dorsal surface of toe tips accentuates the display. Foot
flagging is performed by males with right or left leg, sometimes with regular alternation. It is observed in all
behavioral contexts (advertisement, N = 21; short-range agonistic, N = 10; long-range agonistic, N = 9; and
courtship, N = 3). Foot flagging is a long and short-range visual display, with advertisement, agonistic, and
courtship functions.

7. Arm lifting (N = 88): rapidly moving one arm up and down at chest level. Arm lifting is a high-speed display. Arm
lifting is performed by males in all behavioral contexts (courtship, N = 26; short-range agonistic, N = 13; long-
range agonistic, N = 9; and advertisement, N = 6) and by females exclusively during courtship (N = 34). Males
and females perform arm lifting with right or left arms. Arm lifting is the most common female visual display. Arm
lifting is a long and short-range visual display, with courtship and agonistic functions.

8. Arm waving (N = 37): rapidly lifting one arm and waving it up and down in an arc forward, passing it in front of the
head. When crossing in front of the face, the brown arm and hand contrast with the bright whitish-silver area on
ventral half of the lateral side of head, producing a flashing signal for the conspecific receiver, which also
contrasts with the background. It is performed by males during agonistic contexts (short-range agonistic, N = 10;
and long-range agonistic, N = 7), but was recorded once during advertisement. It is performed by females during
courtship (N = 19). Males and females use both right and left arms to perform arm waving. Arm waving is the
second most common female visual display. Arm waving is a short-range visual display, with agonistic and
courtship functions.

Body stationary

9. Body lowering (N = 3): lowering the whole body to the ground, totally hiding the cream-colored ventral body. Body
lowering is rarely performed by males during male-male close agonistic interactions. Body lowering is a short-
range visual display.

10. Upright posture (N = 16): raising only the anterior part of the body by extension of the arms, exposing the cream-
colored throat and chest. Upright posture is performed by males, usually during agonistic contexts (long-range
agonistic, N = 7; and short-range agonistic, N = 6); however, it is also executed during advertisement (N = 3).
Upright posture is a long and short-range visual display, with agonistic function.

(Continued)
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are emitted at intervals of 0.6–7.46 s (1.23 ± 1.23, N = 30 intervals, between the end of a squeal
call and the beginning of a peep call, from five males). They are composed of a single note
(N = 30 calls from five males). Notes have the dominant frequency ranging from 3.1–5.5 kHz
(4.8 ± 0.58, N = 30 call notes from five males).

Duration of courtship calls is 0.24–0.88 s (0.46 ± 0.17, N = 11 calls from one male). Each call
has 4–6 notes (5.28 ± 0.65, N = 11 calls from one male). Note duration is 0.016–0.098 s
(0.055 ± 0.02, N = 55 notes from 11 calls from one male). Notes given at intervals of 0.012–0.19
s (0.037 ± 0.041, N = 43 intervals of 11 calls from one male). Each call is composed of frequency

Table 1. (Continued)

Limbs

11. Two-armed impulse (N = 6; Fig 1B): boosting the whole body forward by impulse via an up and down movement
with both arms simultaneously, moving the frog forward and raising the anterior part of the body. Necessarily the
two-armed impulse ends in an upright posture, however, upright posture is not necessarily preceded by two-
armed impulse. Two-armed impulse is performed by males in agonistic contexts (long-range agonistic, N = 3;
and short-range agonistic, N = 3), being a long and short-range agonistic visual display.

12. Head bobbing (N = 9; Fig 1C): performing a single down or up jerky movement with the head without lifting hands
or feet off the ground or moving the body. Essentially it is performed by males preceding calling. Head bobbing is
rarely performed, but was recorded in all social-behavioral contexts studied (long-range agonistic, N = 4; short-
range agonistic, N = 2; advertisement, N = 2; and courtship, N = 1). It is a long and short-range visual display,
mostly with agonistic function.

13. Throat display (N = 146): rapidly inflating and pulsating of vocal sac, without apparent sound production. It is
performed once or repeated several times in quick succession. Bright, whitish double vocal sacs are clearly
exposed during throat display, contrasting with the background and function as flash signals. Throat display is
performed by males, which inflate both, or just the right, or just the left vocal sacs. Throat display is by far the
most performed visual display in Hylodes japi (often being performed repeatedly, pulsating). It is usually
performed during male-male agonistic close interactions (N = 89) or during the courtship (N = 40). However, it is
also observed during advertisement (N = 9) and when a resident male perceives a conspecific invading his
territory (N = 8). Throat display is essentially a short-range agonistic and courtship visual display.

14. Head snaking (N = 1; Fig 1D): rapidly approaching a conspecific female, raising the head up and moving it to
alternate sides eight times (four times on each side), in a snakelike motion. It is performed with the throat at the
level and in front of the female snout, with the two being very close to each other, but without touching. During
head snaking sequential and conspicuous movements, the cream-colored throat and chest is closely exhibited to
the female. Head snaking was recorded once, when performed by a male during courtship behavior. It is
displayed preceding underwater courtship behaviors, when male is leading the female. Despite being very rare
and difficult to observe, head snaking must occur commonly during courtship; moreover, another report of the
same behavior for Hylodes phyllodes (see discussions) provides additional evidence. Head snaking is a very
characteristic behavior and fits conditions of being a visual display. Head snaking is a short-range courtship
visual display.

15. Body raising (N = 3): raising the body by extension of legs and arms. Body raising is a posture performed by males.
Rarely performed, it was recorded during male-male close interactions (N = 2) and advertisement (N = 1). Body
raising is a short and long-range visual display, with agonistic functions.

16. Body jerking (N = 51): performing a jerky movement with the body, without lifting either hands or feet. It is performed
in a forward and backward or up and down motion. Body jerking is usually performed by males in agonistic
contexts (long-range agonistic, N = 16; and short-range agonistic, N = 14); however, it is observed during
courtship (N = 11) and was registered once during advertisement. It is also performed by females in courtship
(N = 9). Body jerking is a short and long-range agonistic and courtship visual display.

Body non-stationary

17. Truncated walking (N = 13; Fig 1E): lowering the body and walking ahead slowly, with alternation of legs and
arms. Truncated walking is performed with a moving and stopping pattern. The right arm is moved concomitantly
with the left leg and vice-versa. Truncated walking is performed by a resident male when he perceives a
conspecific invading his territory. Most likely it is performed when a resident male is approaching the intruder.
Truncated walking is a long-range agonistic visual display.

18. Jump display (N = 3): jumping quickly and sideways in front of a conspecific male, as a discontinuous movement. It
is performed with one or more conspicuous quick jumps, none of them to the same side. Jump display is rarely
performed, being recorded only three times by males during short-range agonistic interactions. Jump display is a
short-range agonistic visual display.

All displays were recorded in advertisement, agonistic, and courtship contexts (see text for definitions), and

the number of observations for each display is indicated by N. New visual displays for frogs are highlighted

in bold.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0145444.t001

Sophisticated Communication in a Brazilian Frog

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0145444 January 13, 2016 6 / 24



Fig 1. New visual displays performed bymaleHylodes japi. (A) Toes posture; from resting position
(above; frontal view) raising feet and holding feet up for some seconds, exposing dorsal surfaces of toes
(below; frontal view). (B) Two-armed impulse; from resting position (above; lateral view) boosting the whole
body forward by impulsion via an up and down movement with both arms simultaneously, moving the body
forward and raising the anterior part of the body. (C) Head bobbing; from resting position (above; lateral view)
performing a single down or up jerky movement with the head without lifting either hands or feet off the
ground nor moving the body; it is performed preceding calls by males. (D) Head snaking; rapidly approaching
a conspecific female, raising the head up (above; lateral view of the couple) moving it to alternate sides eight
times (four times each side), in a snakelike motion (below; dorsal view of the male); it is performed with the
throat at the level and in front of the female snout, with the frogs being very close to each other, but without
touching. (E) Truncated walking (dorsal view); lowering the body and walking ahead slowly, with alternation of
legs and arms; it is performed with a moving and stopping pattern; left arm is moved concomitantly with right
leg and vice-versa.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0145444.g001
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modulated notes, usually rising until the middle of the call and then lowering at the end. Domi-
nant frequency is in the third harmonic and ranges from 3.6–5.7 kHz (4.9 ± 0.51, N = 57 call
notes from one male).

Male communication: Territoriality and signal choice
Males defend territories as breeding sites (calling and courtship). When a male perceives the
presence of a conspecific male or female inside his territory, he readily increases emission of

Fig 2. Calls of maleHylodes japi. (A) Spectrogram (top) and waveform (bottom) of a peep call composed of
three notes. (B) Spectrogram (top) and waveform (bottom) of a squeal call. (C) Spectrogram (top) and
waveform (bottom) of a courtship call composed of five notes. Peep and squeal calls recorded on 15 April
2011 and courtship call on 6 March 2012. For all calls, air temperature was 24°C and water temperature
19.5°C.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0145444.g002
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peep and squeal calls, while also intensifying the production of visual displays (e.g., S2 and S3
Movies).

Of the 65 males observed, 28 were engaged in advertisement context, 10 in long-range ago-
nistic, 24 in short-range agonistic, and three in courtship. Males exhibited a higher proportion
of acoustic signals than visual displays in all behavioral contexts, except for short-range agonis-
tic, in which visual and acoustic signals were almost equally common (Fig 3). We also found
differences in call types emitted according to each social context (Fig 4). During advertisement,
males basically emit advertisement calls by inflating both vocal sacs. The advertisement call is
the least emitted acoustic signal in long-range agonistic contexts, but has almost the same pro-
portion as squeal call in short-range agonistic contexts. In long-range and short-range agonistic
contexts, the peep call is the vocalization most frequently emitted. Although only emitted

Fig 3. Frequency of visual and acoustic signals performed byHylodes japimales in distinct contexts.
We observed males in advertisement (N = 28 males observed), long-range agonistic (N = 10 males), short-
range agonistic (N = 24 males), and courtship contexts (N = 3 males). Values on top of each bar are the
number of observations.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0145444.g003

Fig 4. Frequency of advertisement, peep, squeal, and courtship calls of Hylodes japi in distinct
contexts.We observed males in advertisement (N = 28 males observed), long-range agonistic (N = 10
males), short-range agonistic (N = 24 males), and courtship contexts (N = 3 males). Values on top of each bar
are the number of observations.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0145444.g004
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during courtship, the courtship call is the least frequent call type within that context. During
male-female close interactions, peep and squeal calls are most frequent.

There are also differences among the four distinct contexts in the visual displays used by
males (Table 2), as shown by the following examples. Foot flagging is a visual advertisement
display, but it was also recorded in the other three contexts. Arm waving is performed by males
with exclusive agonistic function and by females with exclusive courtship function. Throat dis-
play is a significant visual display for short-range agonistic and courtship behaviors, despite
being executed in advertisement and long-range agonistic contexts (see S4 Movie). Head snak-
ing is used by males only for a specific moment during courtship; when the male is leading the
female to dive into the water.

Hylodes japimales use acoustic and visual signals to maintain territories, thereby avoiding
fights. Most likely, fights happen when visual and acoustic signals do not work in deterring ter-
ritorial invasions. We observed a physical confrontation between two males, apparently disput-
ing the same territory. In March 24 2011, twoH. japimales were on separate small emergent
rocks in the middle of a fast-flowing stream. The frogs were close to each other (50 cm apart)
and using aggressive visual and acoustic signals, when one of them jumped over to the rock of
the other. The individual that jumped was clearly larger (males were not measured) and pushed
the smaller individual with his snout and chest using forward and backward movements, dur-
ing which both males were emitting squeal calls. The smaller male apparently tried to stay on
the rock, however, it was pushed off and into the water. That pushing fight lasted about 50
min. The smaller male tried to climb up onto the rock again, simultaneously pushing his oppo-
nent using his snout and body. They kept in that dispute for 10 more min until the larger male
again pushed the smaller male back into the water, thereby winning the contest.

Table 2. Percentage of visual displays performed byHylodes japimales in each behavioral context.

Visual display Behavioral context

Advertisement (%) Long-range agonistic (%) Short-range agonistic (%) Courtship (%)

Toe trembling 9.3 14.5 4.6 29.4

Toe flagging 12 6.5 1.1 15.3

Toes posture 10.7 8.7 0 1.7

Limb shaking 9.3 6.5 4 7.3

Leg stretching 0 8.7 1.7 0

Foot flagging 28 6.5 5.7 1.7

Arm lifting 8 6.5 7.4 14.7

Arm waving 1.3 5.1 5.7 0

Body lowering 0 0 1.7 0

Upright posture 4 5.1 3.4 0

Two-armed impulse 0 2.2 1.7 0

Head bobbing 2.7 2.9 1.1 0.6

Throat display 12 5.8 50.9 22.6

Head snaking 0 0 0 0.6

Body raising 1.3 0 1.1 0

Body jerking 1.3 11.6 8 6.2

Truncated walking 0 9.4 0 0

Jump display 0 0 1.7 0

We observed males in advertisement (N = 28 males observed), long-range agonistic (N = 10 males), short-range agonistic (N = 24 males), and courtship

behavioral contexts (N = 3 males).

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0145444.t002
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Female-male communication: An elaborate courtship with bimodal
signaling
During our study we observed three couples in courtship for a total of 53 min. Although these
courtship events were only partially observed, put together they provide the entire sequence of
behaviors. Hylodes japi courtship is complex and comprises visual, acoustic, and tactile signals
(see S5 Movie). Males call throughout the courtship, alternating among advertisement, peep,
squeal, and courtship calls. During courtship, we observed males performing visual displays
using toes, feet, hands, legs, arms, vocal sacs, head, and body. Females also performed visual
displays, however, only with the movements of hands, arms, and body.

Courtship takes place on land and always on the margin of a fast-flowing stream or close to
it inside the male’s territory, except for the part that precedes oviposition, which occurs in a
chamber constructed under water on the bottom of the fast-flowing stream. The complete
courtship of H. japimay be summarized into three steps as follows: (1) evaluation, (2) accep-
tance, and (3) leading. These steps are described in detail below.

(1). Evaluation: the female was attracted by the advertisement calls of a male and entered his
territory and observed him from afar. Immediately after perceiving the presence of the
female, the male stopped emitting advertisement calls, started to perform visual displays,
and drastically increased emission of peep and squeal calls (see Fig 4). At this point, the
male emitted advertisement calls only if a conspecific male approached the mating couple.
The female slowly started to approach the male by sporadic jumps. Sometimes the male
also jumped towards the female. During the approaching process, which lasted about two
min, the male faced the female and alternated between acoustic and visual communica-
tion modes. The male started courtship by performing visual displays (foot shaking and
throat display). Then he alternated between peep call, squeal call, and visual displays,
including toe trembling, toe flagging, toes posture, foot shaking, hand shaking, and foot
flagging. As a result of female evaluation, there were two mutually exclusive possibilities:
the female refused that male and left his territory (N = 1); or female accepted that male
and approached him even more (N = 2). When a male was refused, the female dived into
the fast-flowing stream and stayed motionless on the bottom. The male started to pursue
the female and dived into the stream and approached her. The female, however, left by
emerging and diving, yet still followed by the male, until she completely fled, leaving the
area by swimming into the benthic zone of the fast-flowing stream. Subsequently, the
male emerged and returned to advertisement context (pre-courtship), emitting advertise-
ment calls and most likely waiting for another potential mate.

(2). Acceptance: when a female was interested in a male, she stayed at his side. At that
moment, the female started signaling by arm lifting. This visual display ended with a tac-
tile signal, when the female putted one of her arms down over one of the male’s feet,
thereby touching him. Immediately after that the female touched the male’s dorsum (next
to his head) with her gular region. The female intermittently putted her hands on the
male’s dorsum, but kept her gular region continuously over the male until the next step of
courtship (leading) (see Fig 5 and S5 Movie). The male continued to perform intensively
both peep and squeal calls (usually with regular alternation), intercalating them with
visual displays (toe trembling, toe flagging, foot shaking, hand shaking, arm lifting, head
bobbing, throat display, and body jerking), while the female remained motionless. With-
out an apparent order, the female performed visual-tactile signals: arm lifting, or arm
waving (both usually ending with female touching the face of the male or his anterior or
posterior dorsal body region, depending on which arm the female uses to perform the
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signal; Fig 5 and S5 Movie show the position of the couple), or body jerking. Even while
performing visual-tactile signals, the female kept her gular region on the male’s dorsum.
When stimulated by female visual-tactile signals, oftentimes the male readily responded
with courtship calls (N = 15; see S5 Movie). Male and female continued with the visual-
acoustic-tactile stimulation process for around 40 min. Once during the courtship behav-
ior step, the male performed body jerking and the female responded by slightly moving
her body forward and backward few times, consequently scrubbing her gular region on
the male’s back. As the acceptance step nears an end, the female continued to keep, simul-
taneously, her gular region and both hands on the male’s back.

Courtship calls are emitted only during the acceptance step of courtship. From a video
recording of one of the three courtship events observed, we quantified signals displayed by
females and which arms where used to perform arm lifting or arm waving (analyzed together).
With this couple, we observed that the female’s left arm is closer to the male’s head and the
female’s right arm is closer to the posterior body region of the male (see positions of male and
female during the acceptance step in Fig 5 and S5 Movie). The male is able to see only those
movements performed by the female’s left arm. So, movements performed by the female’s right
arm could only be perceived by the male through tactile stimuli. Fig 6 exhibits frequencies of
courtship calls emitted by the male (N = 15), triggered by movements of the left and right arms
of the female. We observed that both of the female’s arms stimulated the male to emit courtship
calls, however, the left arm stimulated 11 whereas the right arm only four.

(3). Leading: there were two possible scenarios in this courtship step; male and female already
were located on margin of the fast-flowing stream (N = 2) or they were near the margin
(N = 1). In the first case, maintaining physical contact with the female (the female keeping
her gular region on the male’s back), the male slightly moved his body forward,

Fig 5. Mating couple ofHylodes japi during courtship.Hylodes japi female touching the dorsum of the
conspecific male with her gular region during courtship (drawn based on images captured by video
recording). Male is calling only with one vocal sac inflated, the one closest to the female (left vocal sac), also
showing the visual component of his bright whitish vocal sacs. Note the female’s left arm is closer to the
male’s head and the female’s right arm is closer to his posterior body region.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0145444.g005
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consequently moving the female’s body as well. Immediately, the male dived into the
stream followed by the female (see S5 Movie). In the second case, the male leaded the
female to the place where they dived. In this case, the male jumped in the direction of the
stream, attracting the female by using emissions of advertisement, peep, and squeal calls
(in similar proportions). When the male and female were about 2 cm apart, they kept fac-
ing each other for some seconds. Then, the male jumped right in front of the female,
raised his head, performed head snaking display, and jumped on the stream margin, now
moving to about 30 cm away from the female. The male turned to the stream and, emit-
ting only advertisement calls, attracted the female, who slowly approached the male by
sporadic jumps until about 1 cm from him. When female arrived on the margin, the male
slowly entered in the water and dived next to the margin, and the female followed. They
examined the underwater area close to the male’s territory and made a decision on where
to construct the chamber, which the male began to excavate (see [26]). From this moment
on we did not detect any more visual signaling. The underwater part of the leading step
was composed of tactile stimulation of mutual touches between the couple (described
more detailed in [26]). The leading step lasted around 11 min; six min on land and five
min in the water until the couple entered in the chamber. Inside the chamber, oviposition
lasted 27 min. After oviposition, concealing of the chamber by the couple lasted five min.
From the moment when the male first perceived the female inside his territory to the
moment that the chamber is filled with eggs and sealed, courtship took 85 min, with 48
min on land and 37 min underwater.

Male communication: Signal emission control and directionality
Males of Hylodes japimove several times while calling during advertisement contexts, usually
at an angle of 45°, most likely making themselves more detectable to both male and female.
Furthermore, we observed two situations where males were calling partially submerged in the

Fig 6. Male courtship calls triggered by distinct female stimulus. Percentages of courtship calls emitted
by the male when the female performs bimodal signals (visual plus tactile communication) and pure tactile
signals, in Hylodes japi. See text for details. Values on top of each bar are the number of observations.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0145444.g006
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stream so that their inflated vocal sacs were in contact with water surface during emission of
advertisement calls. The inflated vocal sacs touching the water surface produce distorted calls
(N = 2). In one of those situations, the male apparently perceived the distorted sound that was
being produced and, during the intervals between his advertisement calls, experimented with
new calling positions, and tried to get out of the water, apparently looking for a better position
to call until producing the regular call without the contact of his vocal sacs with the water sur-
face (S1 Movie). We also audibly observed that the males are able to control the intensity of
their calls, sometimes clearly lowering vocalization volume during short-range agonistic inter-
actions or courtship interactions.

Finally, visual displays performed by limbs are infrequently executed with both arms or legs
at the same time (N = 20 displays for both limbs simultaneously, from 376 displays observed
for 65 males); it seems that individuals choose one of the sides (right or left) to perform the dis-
play. In addition, males apparently have control over which vocal sac they will use during
acoustic and visual signaling. When calling or performing the throat display, the male chooses
to use both vocal sacs simultaneously or only one of them individually. However, the advertise-
ment calls ofH. japi are always executed by using both the vocal sacs (N = 329 advertisement
calls video recorded, from 65 males). From video recording analysis of 65 males, we also
observed that throat display and the other calls in the repertoire (peep, squeal, and courtship)
can be executed with both vocal sacs simultaneously (N = 18 throat displays, 314 peep calls,
124 squeal calls, and 6 courtship calls), only with the right vocal sac (N = 14 throat displays, 30
peep calls, 7 squeal calls, and none courtship calls), or left vocal sac (N = 72 throat displays, 190
peep calls, 174 squeal calls, and 10 courtship calls).

We conduct an analysis of limb and vocal sac usage in short-range signaling to intruder
males (see Materials and Methods) and provide our results in Fig 7. When resident males
decide how to emit calls or perform displays that can be signaled by both, left, or right vocal
sacs or limbs, they do it based on conspecific receptor position, during close-agonistic interac-
tions (see S4 Movie).

Discussion
Hylodes japi exhibits sophisticated intraspecific communication involving a rich repertoire of
visual displays and acoustic signals, which is even more complex during courtship when indi-
viduals also include tactile signaling.

Hylodes japi is cryptic, with brown and reddish brown dorsal colorations, which resemble
the background and substrates where it lives. However, when observed from frontal view (as
they are observed by conspecific individuals), their cream-colored venter contrasts with the
dark background. Similar dorsal and ventral body color patterns are found in other members
of the family Hylodidae (e.g., see [6, 21, 37, 38]). While dorsal coloration works as camouflage
for predators, a contrasting ventral pattern can serve to convey intraspecific visual cues, in par-
ticular for visual displays such as body lowering, upright posture, and head snaking. These
three displays are associated with, respectively, subordination, territoriality, and female stimu-
lation, suggesting that ventral body color may convey visual messages during intraspecific
interactions. During body lowering, a male hides his cream-colored venter, which can be inter-
preted as a submissive display, consequently avoiding agonistic behaviors and fights by
expressing non-aggressive intentions during short-range territorial interactions with conspe-
cific males [2]. Upright posture and head snaking are visual displays that convey, respectively,
aggressive and courtship messages via the exposure of a venter with contrasting coloration.

Movements and postures, alone or in combination, are additional conspicuous traits that
can shape visual displays [2, 7]. Head snaking is a stereotypic movement intensified by the
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cream ventral coloration. Foot and hand shaking, arm lifting, head bobbing, body jerking, and
jump display are examples of visual displays that are conspicuous due to movements. Leg
stretching, two-armed impulse, and truncated walking are conspicuous due to the association
of movements and postures. Body raising is a conspicuous display due to posture. Toe trem-
bling, toe flagging, and foot flagging are composed of movements that are made more evident
by the contrasting bright whitish-silver color of toe tips. In toes posture, the posture adopted
by the male also exposes the contrasting color of toe tips.

Arm waving, performed byH. japi females and males, is a visual display involving move-
ment and color association. In Hylodes, arm waving is performed with a quick movement, pro-
ducing a flashing signal by passing the brown arm in front of the bright whitish-silver area on
ventral half of lateral side of head (S2 Movie). Likewise, movement and color associations for
visual signaling have been observed in other frog genera. Brachycephalus ephippium (family
Brachycephalidae) and Atelopus zeteki (family Bufonidae) are diurnal frogs that also perform
arm waving, however, in these cases the display is somewhat different, being performed slowly
by passing yellow arms in front of their black eyes [39, 40]. Variations of the same visual dis-
play (including variations in the combinations of colors, movements, and postures) can be
identified, and are more apparent among different phylogenetic groups of frog.

Throat display is another case of visual signaling involving movement and color association
inH. japi. Throat display is described as movements of the bright, whitish vocal sacs, which
also produces flashing signals. It has been demonstrated that frogs are voluntarily able to con-
trol their vocal sac (e.g., [41]). Here we add thatH. japimales are able to direct their double
vocal sacs individually toward the conspecific receiver, which is a novelty among frogs. Like-
wise, it is known that frogs are voluntarily able to choose which limb will be used for signaling
(e.g., [6, 23, 37]). Recently, maleMicrixalus kottigeharensis (previouslyMicrixalus saxicola)
were found to perform foot-flagging, directing the displays toward the interacting male [42]. In
addition to vocal sac control and orientation, our findings suggest thatH. japimales, while
visually displaying, also make decisions on which limb will be used according to the position of
the conspecific receiver. Furthermore, the control and direction of signal emission by males are
evidenced by the 45° turns that they make during advertisement contexts, call volume control
during short-range intraspecific interactions, better positioning when advertisement call is dis-
torted (S1 Movie), and selection of the communication mode or signal type that better fits in a

Fig 7. Resident male of Hylodes japi chooses left or right limb/vocal sac to visually signal. In the short-
range agonistic context, we recorded behaviors from resident males (N = 24) in three distinct situations. We
observed behaviors when an intruder male is at the left side of the resident male (N = 9 males and 164
communication signals recorded), in front of the resident male (N = 10 males and 95 communication signals
recorded), and at the right side of the resident male (N = 5 males and 23 communication signals recorded).
Values on top of each bar are the number of observations.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0145444.g007
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particular behavioral context. When a male is controlling and directing his signals, there is
most likely a trade-off between energy demands and success in transferring information. It is
likely that signal control improves and optimizes individual performance of males. Potentially,
similar results can be expected for other visually signaling frogs from different continents.

We observed that vocal sac control is executed either when performing a visual display
(throat display) or when emitting acoustic signals (peep, squeal, and courtship calls), with the
exception of the advertisement calls (which are always emitted with use of both vocal sacs; S2
Movie). Most likely there were not any evolutionary pressures for the development of vocal sac
control (to direct visual signals) associated with advertisement call. This particular call type is
usually emitted in advertisement contexts, when a male is alone within his territory (i.e. there
are not receivers around the signaling male; e.g., see [43]). Another possibility is that, most
likely, advertisement calls need to be produced at higher intensities and both vocal sacs are
used to maximize the radiating surface of the frog. During advertisement call emission (usually
a long-range signal with the dual functions of territorial maintenance and female attraction),
the acoustic component may be more important than the visual component. The signal is
purely acoustic if the receptor cannot see the emitter; from the moment that the receptor sees
the emitter the signal becomes bimodal, with the addition of visual information to the acousti-
cal information (by the pulsating of vocal sacs; e.g., see [19, 44–46]). In particular during close
intraspecific interactions, a male may use his vision and/or hearing to locate a conspecific
receptor and direct his vocal sacs during signal emission. The bright vocal sacs may act as visual
cues either when males are performing the pure visual display (throat display, a unimodal
visual communication) or when males are calling. During calling, color and movement of the
vocal sacs (visual components) and the call sound (acoustic component) may act concomi-
tantly as a fixed composite signal (sensu [47]) in bimodal communication. It is reasonable to
suppose that color and movement of the vocal sacs are not only an epiphenomenon of the
acoustic signaling, but they do help with detection and discrimination of the emitter within the
complex background noise of the habitat [45, 48].

We report two visual displays performed by the female during the courtship behavior that
are usually integrated with tactile signaling: arm lifting and arm waving. Tactile and visual
components of the movements performed by the female act together in synergy, working as a
bimodal signal. This is the second evidence of bimodal communication in H. japi (the first is
discussed in the preceding paragraph). As with visual-acoustic communication, if the male
(receptor) cannot see the visual component, the female signal is purely tactile; if the male sees
her movement during the tactile-visual signaling, the signal becomes bimodal. The tactile com-
ponent of the female signal is by itself enough to trigger the male courtship call. However,
when tactile and visual components are combined as a unique signal, they are more likely to
succeed in male stimulation, with three-times more positive male replies. We conclude that
movement is not only an epiphenomenon of tactile signaling, but rather a visual component
that amplifies the tactile component during female-male communication, with an increase in
the accuracy of the transferred message [47, 49, 50]. Our study is the first to describe the com-
bination of visual and tactile signals in the courtship behavior of frogs.

By comparing our data with that in the literature, we recognize similarities in communica-
tion among species in the genus Hylodes. Repertoire and functions of acoustic signals are alike
among H. japi (present study), H. asper [6],H. heyeri [51],H.meridionalis [52], and H. phyl-
lodes [53]. Tactile stimuli executed by males and females are usually observed during courtship
in other Hylodes species as well (e.g., H. asper andH. phyllodes; [6] and [34], respectively). Cur-
rent data concerning intraspecific communication suggests that there is a general behavioral
pattern in the genus Hylodes. Moreover, these three communication modes (visual, acoustic,
and tactile) are also recorded as courtship behaviors of other frog families in which the male
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leads the female to an oviposition site. Some examples are: Allobates femoralis (Aromobatidae;
[54]), Ameerega braccata (Dendrobatidae; [55]), Aplastodiscus arildae (Hylidae; [8]), Aplasto-
discus leucopygius (Hylidae; [56]), Aplastodiscus perviridis (Hylidae; [57]), Leptodactylus fuscus
(Leptodactylidae; [58]), and Leptodactylus mystacinus (Leptodactylidae; [59]). During the lead-
ing steps of the courtship, Ameerega braccata and species of Aplastodiscus, for example, show
the same mate positioning that we observed for H. japi. Studies exploring potential complexi-
ties in intraspecific communication of Neotropical frog species are appropriate, especially con-
cerning multimodal compositions.

From 46 species currently recognized for the family Hylodidae [60], ten species are known
to perform visual signals (including the species studied in the present work; Table 3). There are
data on visual communication for two Crossodactylus and eightHylodes species, and no infor-
mation onMegaelosia communication. It is reasonable to believe that the gap in data concern-
ing communication of hylodids is a consequence (at least partial) of their wary and secretive
behaviors, making studies difficult, be it in the field or in captivity ([2, 61]; present study).

Among hylodids, the currently known repertoire of visual displays is most complex inH.
japi (Table 3). In fact, Hylodes japi has one of the most diverse repertoires of visual displays
known within the order Anura. The five new visual displays that we described and categorized
here correspond to 20.8% of the visual displays recognized for members of the family Hylodi-
dae and around 13.5% for anurans. We trust that our results on visual communication are not
an exception among hylodids (and anurans in general), but a consequence of the time invested
to understand the behaviors. Among hylodids, the most studied species have more diverse rep-
ertoires, such as C. schmidti,H. phyllodes, and H. japi ([21, 34, 37]; present study; see Table 3).
ForHylodes species, some behaviors, such as arm lifting and arm waving, are only distinguish-
able via video analysis. Moreover, other visual displays are performed only during specific situ-
ations, making them difficult to observe (because they are rarely executed). Head snaking, for
example, was recorded only twice among all studies on hylodids; during courtship, once inH.
phyllodes [34] and in the present study. The accepted male is the only individual that performs
head snaking and only during courtship. From the set of information presented here, it is plau-
sible to expect that the complexity observed in the visual communication of H. japi is similarly
widespread within the family Hylodidae, or at least among Hylodes species. Complexity of the
visual communication system may be a pattern for the Brazilian torrent frogs (Hylodes species),
and most likely as a phylogenetic trait of the genus. Neotropical torrent frogs (i.e. hylodids) still
deserve attention, since new studies on their communication have potential to help clarify
behavioral patterns and multimodal compositions, and even uncover other new behaviors.
Behavioral patterns tend to be similar within families and within genera [2].

The shift to diurnal activity facilitated the evolution of visual communication in frogs [2].
Authors have suggested that visual repertoires seem to be more complex in species that breed
at noisy streams and even more complex in species that breed and feed at the same terrestrial
sites. They also suggest that future investigations of less-studied species could reveal a distinct
scenario. Indeed, even with several new records of visual displays being performed by different
species, the superfamily Dendrobatoidea (aromobatids and dendrobatids) still exhibits one of
the most complex visual communication systems among frogs. However, comparatively, hylo-
dids are starting to exhibit an even more elevated level of complexity, as observed in the reper-
toires of H. heyeri, H. phyllodes, andH. japi.

It is conceivable to expect the occurrence of complex visual communication modulated by
the environment in fast-flowing stream dwelling diurnal frogs, such as hylodids (e.g., [6, 25, 37,
53]). In comparison with Brazilian torrent frogs (Hylodes species), other diurnal torrent frogs
in the world, such as Indian frogsMicrixalus species (Micrixalidae; [19, 22, 69–71]) and Bor-
nean frogs Staurois species (Ranidae; [18, 23, 72, 73]), present similar visual displays. These
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Table 3. Diversity of intraspecific visual communication in Neotropical torrent frogs (Anura, Hylodidae).

Visual
displays

Crossodactylus
gaudichaudii A

Crossodactylus
schmidti B

Hylodes
asper C

Hylodes
cardosoi D

Hylodes
dactylocinus E

Hylodes
nasus F

Hylodes
heyeri G

Hylodes
japi H

Hylodes
perere I

Hylodes
phyllodes J

Toe
trembling

- Males Males Males Males Males Males Males Males -

Toe
flagging

- Females/Males Males - - - Males Males - Males

Toes
posture

- - - - Males - Males Males - -

Hind foot
lifting

Males - - - - - - - - -

Limb
shaking

- - Males - Males - - Males - -

Leg
kicking

- Males - Males - - - - - -

Both legs
kicking

- Males - - - - - - - -

Leg
stretching

Males - Females/
Males

Males Males Males Males Males Males Males

Foot
flagging

- - Males Females/
Males

Males Males - Males - Males

Limb
lifting

- Females/Males Females/
Males

Males Males - Males Females/
Males

- Males

Arm
waving

Males - - - - Males - Females/
Males

- -

Body
lowering

- Males - - - - Males Males - Males

Upright
posture

- Females/Males - - - Males Males Males - Males

Two-
armed
impulse

- - - - - - - Males - -

Head
bobbing

- - - - - - - Males - -

Throat
display

- - - - - - Males Males - Males

Head
snaking

- - - - - - - Males - Males

Mouth
gaping

- - - - - - Males - - Males

Body
raising

- - Males Males - - - Males - Males

Back
raising

- - - - Males - - - - -

Body
jerking

Males Females/Males - - - - - Females/
Males

- -

Truncated
walking

- - - - - - - Males - -

Jump
display

- - - - - - Males Males - Males

Running-
jumping
display

- Females/Males - - - - - - - -

Female
displays
(N)

0 5 2 1 0 0 0 3 0 0

(Continued)
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three tropical genera (Hylodes,Micrixalus, and Staurois) share similarities in breeding habitats,
daytime breeding habits, reproductive modes, conspicuous visual displays (e.g., foot flagging),
vast repertoires of visual displays, and multimodal communication (e.g., see [22, 69–73]). Since
Hylodes,Micrixalus, and Staurois are from distinct phylogenetic groups [74–76] and distinct
parts of the world, their behavioral similarities most likely are convergences due to similar eco-
logical pressures. However, it is hard to do any kind of statement about homologies given the
lack of behavioral knowledge for several intermediate linages. Overall, frog communication
seems to be more complex in tropical regions, probably due to the greater number of species,
phylogenetic groups, and/or ecological factors (such as higher microhabitat diversity).

Lastly, in recent years, new windows have been opened concerning the evolution of commu-
nication in frogs by the study of other fascinating communication modes, which have been
uncovered. For example, water wave communication in the basal frogs of the genus Bombina
[77, 78], chemical communication in the basal species Leiopelma hamiltoni [79, 80], pure ultra-
sonic communication in the frogHuia cavitympanum, the first record for a non-mammalian
vertebrate [81], and vibrational communication in the arboreal frog Agalychnis callidryas [82].
Among frogs, all of these new communication channels mentioned above, as well as the control
and directionality of the vocal sacs (such as observed in the present study), and even new inte-
gration between distinct communication modes (such as visual-tactile bimodal signaling inH.
japi females, also observed in the present study), are improving our comprehension on the
diversity, complexity, sophistication, and evolution of communication in anurans considerably;
a vast field remaining to be investigated.

Supporting Information
S1 Calls. Audio showing Hylodes japimales executing advertisement, peep, and squeal calls
(advertisement and agonistic contexts). Audio is deposited at the Célio F. B. Haddad sound
collection (CFBH), located in Departamento de Zoologia, Instituto de Biociências of Universi-
dade Estadual Paulista (UNESP), Rio Claro, São Paulo, Brazil. Calls recorded on 15–17 April
2011. For all calls, air temperature 24°C and water temperature 19.5°C.
(WAV)

S1 Movie.Hylodes japimale experimenting with new positions in order to perform undis-
torted advertisement calls.Male seems to perceive his distorted calls being produced when his
inflated vocal sacs touch the water surface. He experiments with new positions to call out of the
water. Apparently, the male looks for better positions, until producing the regular call.

Table 3. (Continued)

Visual
displays

Crossodactylus
gaudichaudii A

Crossodactylus
schmidti B

Hylodes
asper C

Hylodes
cardosoi D

Hylodes
dactylocinus E

Hylodes
nasus F

Hylodes
heyeri G

Hylodes
japi H

Hylodes
perere I

Hylodes
phyllodes J

Male
displays
(N)

4 9 7 6 7 5 10 18 2 11

Total (N) 4 9 7 6 7 5 10 18 2 11

All displays considered here were recorded during intraspecific communication in advertisement, agonistic, and courtship contexts (see text for

definitions). Reference: A. [2, 38, 62]; B. [37]; C. [2, 6, 21, 63–65]; D. [24, 66]; E. [2, 25, 61, 65, 67]; F. [38, 67]; G. [33, 65]; H. present study; I. [68]; J. [21,

34].

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0145444.t003
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Recorded on 12 April 2011.
(MP4)

S2 Movie.Hylodes japimale calling and performing visual displays in long-range agonistic
context.Male emits advertisement, peep, and squeal calls. Advertisement calls are always emit-
ted by using both vocal sacs. Peep and squeal calls can be emitted with the use of both vocal
sacs simultaneously or only with a single vocal sac. While calling, male performs visual displays
(arm lifting, arm waving, head bobbing, body jerking, and truncated walking). Slowing the
movie down (rate 0.25), we can better observe the execution of arm waving, with the male’s
hand passing in front of the whitish-silver area of his head. Recorded on 8 March 2012.
(MP4)

S3 Movie.Hylodes japimale calling and performing visual displays with hind limbs in
long-range agonistic context.Male performs toe trembling, toe flagging, toes posture, and
foot flagging, while emitting advertisement calls. Recorded on 8 March 2012.
(MP4)

S4 Movie. Evidence of the visual functions of vocal sacs inHylodes japimales. (I) In long
and short-range agonistics contexts, the movie shows males executing throat displays (pulsat-
ing the vocal sacs) alternating with peep and squeal calls preceding advertisement calls, or com-
bined with another visual display (e.g., foot flagging). Recorded on 7–8 March 2012. (II) In a
short-range agonistic context, resident male emits peep and squeal calls, with vocal sac infla-
tion directed toward a conspecific intruder male (which is in body lowering posture). Recorded
on 26 March 2011.
(MP4)

S5 Movie.Hylodes japi couple during the elaborate courtship ritual.Movie starts showing
female approaching the male and the exact moment when the female adopts the acceptance
position, touching the male’s dorsum with her gular region. That couple position is kept during
the acceptance courtship step. Then, we can observe the male emitting peep and squeal calls
with only one vocal sac inflated, the one nearer the female (his left vocal sac), demonstrating
the visual component of his bright whitish vocal sacs. Next, we can observe two events whereby
the female triggered the male’s courtship calls via bimodal stimulation (visual plus tactile); first
by arm lifting display plus tactile stimulation and second by arm waving display plus tactile
stimulation. The movie is slowed down for better observation (rate 0.25). Finally, once male
and female reach the fast-flowing stream margin, we can see the exact moment when, while
maintaining physical contact with the female, the male slightly moves his body forward, conse-
quently moving the female body as well; then the male dives followed by the female, marking
the beginning of the underwater part of the courtship (leading to the oviposition site).
Recorded on 6 March 2012, using the camera’s ‘NightShot’ function (infrared sensitivity).
(MP4)

Acknowledgments
We thank Kelly R. Zamudio, Harry W. Greene, Cynthia P. A. Prado, Paulo C. A. Garcia, and
José P. Pombal Jr. for discussions and suggestions during the study. We thank members of the
Zamudio laboratory for discussion and suggestions on earlier drafts of our manuscript. We
also thank anonymous referees for comments and suggestions in the first version of the manu-
script. We appreciate the contributions of Adriana T. Salomão and Bruno B. Grisolia during
field activities, and the assistance and hospitality of Ronaldo Pereira and Mr. Lauro at Base
Ecológica da Serra do Japi. We also thank Erik Wild for improving our use of written English.

Sophisticated Communication in a Brazilian Frog

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0145444 January 13, 2016 20 / 24

http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0145444.s003
http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0145444.s004
http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0145444.s005
http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0145444.s006


Author Contributions
Conceived and designed the experiments: FPS JZ CFBH. Performed the experiments: FPS.
Analyzed the data: FPS. Contributed reagents/materials/analysis tools: FPS CFBH. Wrote the
paper: FPS JZ CFBH. Interpreted the data: FPS JZ CFBH.

References
1. Bradbury J W, Vehrencamp S L. Principles of animal communication. 2nd ed. Sunderland: Sinauer

Associates, Inc.; 1998.

2. Hödl W, Amézquita A. Visual signaling in anuran amphibians. In: Ryan M J, editor. Anuran communica-
tion. Washington: Smithsonian Institution Scholarly Press; 2001. pp. 121–141.

3. Dorcas M E, Price S J, Walls S C, BarichivichW J. Auditory monitoring of anuran populations. In: Dodd
C K Jr, editor. Amphibian ecology and conservation: A handbook of techniques. Oxford: Oxford Uni-
versity Press; 2009. pp. 281–298.

4. Narins P M, Feng A S, Fay R R, Popper A N. Hearing and sound communication in amphibians. 1st ed.
New York: Springer Publishing; 2006.

5. Giasson L OM, Haddad C F B. Social interactions inHypsiboas albomarginatus (Anura: Hylidae) and
the significance of acoustic and visual signals. J Herpetol. 2006; 40: 171–180.

6. Haddad C F B, Giaretta A A. Visual and acoustic communication in the Brazilian torrent frog, Hylodes
asper (Anura: Leptodactylidae). Herpetologica. 1999; 55: 324–333.

7. Starnberger I, Kamminga P, Fosah V C, Nuttman C. The 'Push-Up' as a Calling Posture in Nectophry-
noides tornieri (Anura: Bufonidae) in the Amani Nature Reserve, Tanzania. Herpetologica. 2011; 67:
124–134.

8. Zina J, Haddad C F B. Courtship behavior of two treefrog species, Aplastodiscus arildae and A. leuco-
pygius (Anura: Hylidae), from the Atlantic rainforest, Southeastern Brazil. Herpetol Rev. 2007; 38:
282–285.

9. Hebets E A, Vink C J, Sullivan-Beckers L, Rosenthal M F. The dominance of seismic signaling and
selection for signal complexity in Schizocosamultimodal courtship displays. Behav Ecol Sociobiol.
2013; 67: 1483–1498.

10. Taylor PW, Roberts J A, Uetz GW. Flexibility in the multi-modal courtship of a wolf spider, Schizocosa
ocreata. J Ethol. 2005; 23: 71–75.

11. Maruska K P, Ung U S, Fernald R D. The African cichlid fish Astatotilapia burtoni uses acoustic commu-
nication for reproduction: Sound production, hearing, and behavioral significance. PLoS One. 2012
May 18. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0037612

12. Mclennan D A. The importance of olfactory signals in the gasterosteid mating system: Sticklebacks go
multimodal. Biol J Linn Soc Lond. 2003; 80: 555–572.

13. Partan S R, Larco C P, Owens M J. Wild tree squirrels respond with multisensory enhancement to con-
specific robot alarm behaviour. Anim Behav. 2009; 77: 1127–1135.

14. Partan S R, Fulmer A G, Gounard M AM, Redmond J E. Multimodal alarm behavior in urban and rural
gray squirrels studied by means of observation and a mechanical robot. Curr Zool. 2010; 56: 313–326.

15. Dalziell A H, Peters R A, Cockburn A, Dorland A D, Maisey A C, Magrath R D. Dance choreography is
coordinated with song repertoire in a complex avian display. Curr Biol. 2013; 23: 1132–1135. doi: 10.
1016/j.cub.2013.05.018 PMID: 23746637

16. Seibt U, Wickler W. Duettieren als Revier-Anzeige bei Vögeln. Z Tierpsychol. 1977; 43: 180–187.

17. Gomez D, Richardson C, Théry M, Lengagne T, Léna J P, Plenet S, et al. Multimodal signals in male
European treefrog (Hyla arborea) and the influence of population isolation on signal expression. Biol J
Linn Soc Lond. 2011; 103: 633–647.

18. Grafe T U, Wanger T C. Multimodal signaling in male and female foot‐flagging frogs Staurois guttatus
(Ranidae): An alerting function of calling. Ethology. 2007; 113: 772–781.

19. Preininger D, Boeckle M, Freudmann A, Starnberger I, Sztatecsny M, Hödl W. Multimodal signaling in
the small torrent frog (Micrixalus saxicola) in a complex acoustic environment. Behav Ecol Sociobiol.
2013; 67: 1449–1456. PMID: 23956486

20. Halfwerk W, Page R A, Taylor R C, Wilson P S, Ryan M J. Crossmodal comparisons of signal compo-
nents allow for relative-distance assessment. Curr Biol. 2014; 24: 1751–1755. doi: 10.1016/j.cub.2014.
05.068 PMID: 25042586

21. Hartmann M T, Giasson L OM, Hartmann P A, Haddad C F B. Visual communication in Brazilian spe-
cies of anurans from the Atlantic forest. J Nat Hist. 2005; 39: 1675–1685.

Sophisticated Communication in a Brazilian Frog

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0145444 January 13, 2016 21 / 24

http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0037612
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2013.05.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2013.05.018
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23746637
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23956486
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2014.05.068
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2014.05.068
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25042586


22. Krishna S N, Krishna S B. Visual and acoustic communication in an endemic stream frog,Micrixalus
saxicolus in the Western Ghats, India. Amphib-Reptil. 2006; 27: 143–147.

23. Grafe T U, Preininger D, Sztatecsny M, Kasah R, Dehling J M, Proksch S, et al. Multimodal communica-
tion in a noisy environment: A case study of the Bornean rock frog Staurois parvus. PLoS One. 2012
May 24. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0037965

24. Forti L R, Castanho L M. Behavioral repertoire and a new geographical record of the torrent frog
Hylodes cardosoi (Anura: Hylodidae). Herpetol Bull. 2012; 121: 17–22.

25. Narvaes P, Rodrigues M T. Visual communication, reproductive behavior, and home range of Hylodes
dactylocinus (Anura, Leptodactylidae). Phyllomedusa. 2005; 4: 147–158.

26. de Sá F P, Canedo C, Lyra M L, Haddad C F B. A new species of Hylodes (Anura, Hylodidae) and its
secretive underwater breeding behavior. Herpetologica. 2015; 71: 58–71.

27. Haddad C F B, Sazima I. Anfíbios anuros da Serra do Japi. In: Morellato L P C, editor. História natural
da Serra do Japi: Ecologia e preservação de uma área florestal no Sudeste do Brasil. Campinas: Uni-
camp-Fapesp; 1992. pp. 188–211.

28. Leitão-Filho H F. A flora arbórea da Serra do Japi. In: Morellato L P C, editor. História natural da Serra
do Japi: Ecologia e preservação de uma área florestal no Sudeste do Brasil. Campinas: Unicamp-
Fapesp; 1992. pp. 40–62.

29. Morellato L P C. História natural da Serra do Japi: Ecologia e preservação de uma área florestal no
Sudeste do Brasil. 1st ed. Campinas: Unicamp-Fapesp; 1992.

30. Vasconcellos-Neto J, Polli P R, Penteado-Dias A M. Novos olhares, novos saberes sobre a Serra do
Japi: Ecos de sua biodiversidade. 1st ed. Curitiba: CRV; 2012.

31. Altmann J. Observational study of behavior: Sampling methods. Behaviour. 1974; 49: 227–266. PMID:
4597405

32. Lehner P N. Handbook of ethological methods. 2nd ed. New York: Cambridge University Press; 1996.

33. Beltramin A S. Formação de territórios e estrutura espacial deHylodes heyeri Haddad, Pombal & Bas-
tos 1996 (Anura, Hylodidae). M.Sc. Thesis, Universidade Federal do Paraná. 2014. Available: http://
dspace.c3sl.ufpr.br/dspace/handle/1884/35808.

34. Faria D M, Silva L L C E, Rodrigues M T. Nota sôbre a reprodução de Hylodes phyllodes (Anura, Lepto-
dactylidae). In: Livro de Resumos, 3 Congresso Latino-Americano de Herpetologia. Campinas; 1993.
p. 150.

35. Summers K. Sexual conflict and deception in poison frogs. Curr Zool. 2014; 60: 37–42.

36. DuellmanW E, Trueb L. Biology of amphibians. 2nd ed. Baltimore: The Johns Hopkins University
Press; 1994.

37. Caldart V M, Iop S, Cechin S Z. Social interactions in a Neotropical stream frog reveal a complex reper-
toire of visual signals and the use of multimodal communication. Behaviour. 2014; 151: 719–739.

38. Wogel H, Abrunhosa P A, Weber L N. The tadpole, vocalizations and visual displays ofHylodes nasus
(Anura: Leptodactylidae). Amphib-Reptil. 2004; 25: 219–227.

39. Lindquist E D, Hetherington T E. Semaphoring in an earless frog: The origin of a novel visual signal.
Anim Cogn. 1998; 1: 83–87. doi: 10.1007/s100710050012 PMID: 24399272

40. Pombal J P Jr, Sazima I, Haddad C F B. Breeding behavior of the pumpkin toadlet, Brachycephalus
ephippium (Brachycephalidae). J Herpetol. 1994; 28: 516–519.

41. Tyler M J. Voluntary control of the shape of the inflated vocal sac by the Australian leptodactylid frog
Limnodynastes tasmaniensis. Trans R Soc S Aust. 1971; 95: 49–52.

42. Preininger D, Stiegler M J, Gururaja K V, Vijayakumar S P, Torsekar V R, Sztatecsny M, et al. Getting a
kick out of it: Multimodal signalling during male-male encounters in the foot-flagging frogMicrixalus aff.
saxicola from the Western Ghats of India. Curr Sci. 2013; 105: 1735–1740.

43. Wells K D. The social behaviour of anuran amphibians. Anim Behav. 1977; 25: 666–693.

44. Narins P M, Hödl W, Grabul D S. Bimodal signal requisite for agonistic behavior in a dart-poison frog,
Epipedobates femoralis. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2003; 100: 577–580. PMID: 12515862

45. Rosenthal G G, Rand A S, Ryan M J. The vocal sac as a visual cue in anuran communication: An
experimental analysis using video playback. Anim Behav. 2004; 68: 55–58.

46. Starnberger I, Preininger D, Hödl W. The anuran vocal sac: A tool for multimodal signalling. Anim
Behav. 2014; 97: 281–288. PMID: 25389375

47. Partan S R, Marler P. Issues in the classification of multimodal communication signals. Am Nat. 2005;
166: 231–245. PMID: 16032576

48. Taylor R C, Klein B A, Stein J, Ryan M J. Faux frogs: Multimodal signalling and the value of robotics in
animal behaviour. Anim Behav. 2008; 76: 1089–1097.

Sophisticated Communication in a Brazilian Frog

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0145444 January 13, 2016 22 / 24

http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0037965
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/4597405
http://dspace.c3sl.ufpr.br/dspace/handle/1884/35808
http://dspace.c3sl.ufpr.br/dspace/handle/1884/35808
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s100710050012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24399272
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12515862
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25389375
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16032576


49. Hebets E A, Papaj D R. Complex signal function: Developing a framework of testable hypotheses.
Behav Ecol Sociobiol. 2005; 57: 197–214.

50. Johnstone R A. Multiple displays in animal communication: ‘Backup signals’ and ‘multiple messages’.
Phil Trans R Soc Lond B Biol Sci. 1996; 351: 329–338.

51. Lingnau R, Bastos R P. Vocalizations of the Brazilian torrent frog Hylodes heyeri (Anura: Hylodidae):
Repertoire and influence of air temperature on advertisement call variation. J Nat Hist. 2007; 41: 1227–
1235.

52. Lingnau R, Zank C, Colombo P, Kwet A. Vocalization of Hylodes meridionalis (Mertens 1927) (Anura,
Hylodidae) in Rio Grande do Sul, Brazil, with comments on nocturnal calling in the family Hylodidae.
Stud Neotrop Fauna Environ. 2013; 48: 76–80.

53. Hartmann M T, Hartmann P A, Haddad C F B. Repertório vocal de Hylodes phyllodes (Amphibia,
Anura, Hylodidae). Pap Avulsos Zool. 2006; 46: 203–209.

54. Montanarin A, Kaefer I L, Lima A P. Courtship and mating behaviour of the brilliant-thighed frog Allo-
bates femoralis from Central Amazonia: Implications for the study of a species complex. Ethol Ecol
Evol. 2011; 23: 141–150.

55. Forti L R, Mott T, Strüssmann C. Breeding biology of Ameerega braccata (Steindachner, 1864) (Anura:
Dendrobatidae) in the Cerrado of Brazil. J Nat Hist. 2013; 47: 2363–2371.

56. Haddad C F B, Sawaya R J. Reproductive modes of Atlantic forest hylid frogs: A general overview and
the description of a new mode. Biotropica. 2000; 32: 862–871.

57. Haddad C F B, Faivovich J, Garcia P C A. The specialized reproductive mode of the treefrog Aplasto-
discus perviridis (Anura: Hylidae). Amphib-Reptil. 2005; 26: 87–92.

58. Martins M. Biologia reprodutiva de Leptodactylus fuscus em Boa Vista, Roraima (Amphibia: Anura).
Rev Bras Bio. 1988; 48: 969–977.

59. Oliveira Filho J C, Giaretta A A. Biologia reprodutiva de Leptodactylus mystacinus (Anura, Leptodactyli-
dae) com notas sobre o canto de corte de outras espécies de Leptodactylus. Iheringia Ser Zool. 2008;
98: 508–515.

60. Frost D R. Amphibian species of the world: An online reference. American Museum of Natural History.
2015. Available: http://research.amnh.org/vz/herpetology/amphibia.

61. Narvaes P. Comportamento territorial e reprodutivo de uma nova espécie deHylodes (Amphibia,
Anura, Leptodactylidae) da Mata Atlântica do Sudeste do Brasil. M.Sc. Thesis, Universidade de São
Paulo. 1997. Available:http://www.teses.usp.br/teses/disponiveis/41/41133/tde-22032004-102927/en.
php

62. Weygoldt P, Carvalho-e-Silva S P. Mating and oviposition in the hylodine frog Crossodactylus gaudi-
chaudii (Anura: Leptodactylidae). Amphib-Reptil. 1991; 13: 35–45.

63. Heyer W R, Rand A S, Cruz C A G, Peixoto O L, Nelson C E. Frogs of Boracéia. Arq Zool. 1990; 31:
231–410.

64. Hödl W, Rodrigues M T, Accacio G DM, Lara P H, Pavan D, Schiesari L, et al. Foot-flagging display in
the Brazilian stream-breeding frog Hylodes asper (Leptodactylidae) [Film]; 1997. Vienna: Austrian
Federal Institute of Scientific Film.

65. Lingnau R. Comunicação acústica e visual, territorialidade e comportamento reprodutivo deHylodes
heyeri (Anura: Leptodactylidae) no município de Morretes, Estado do Paraná, Brasil. M.Sc. Thesis, Uni-
versidade Federal de Goiás. 2003.

66. Lingnau R, Canedo C, Pombal J P Jr. A new species of Hylodes (Anura: Hylodidae) from the Brazilian
Atlantic forest. Copeia. 2008; 2008: 595–602.

67. Pavan D, Narvaes P, Rodrigues M T. A new species of leptodactylid frog from the Atlantic Forests of
southeastern Brazil with notes on the status and on the speciation of the Hylodes species groups. Pap
Avulsos Zool. 2001; 41: 407–425.

68. Silva H R, Benmaman P. A new species ofHylodes Fitzinger from Serra da Mantiqueira, State of Minas
Gerais, Brazil (Anura: Hylodidae). Rev Bras Zool. 2008; 25: 89–99.

69. Biju S D, Garg S, Gururaja K V, Shouche Y, Walujkar S A. DNA barcoding reveals unprecedented
diversity in Dancing Frogs of India (Micrixalidae,Micrixalus): A taxonomic revision with description of
14 new species. Ceylon J Sci Biol Sci. 2014; 43: 37–123.

70. Gururaja K V. Novel reproductive mode in a torrent frogMicrixalus saxicola (Jerdon) from the Western
Ghats, India. Zootaxa. 2010; 2642: 45–52.

71. Vasudevan K. A foot flagging frog from theWestern Ghats. Cobra. 2001; 44: 25–29.

72. Boeckle M, Preininger D, Hödl W. Communication in noisy environments I: acoustic signals of Staurois
latopalmatus Boulenger 1887. Herpetologica. 2009; 65: 154–165.

Sophisticated Communication in a Brazilian Frog

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0145444 January 13, 2016 23 / 24

http://research.amnh.org/vz/herpetology/amphibia
http://www.teses.usp.br/teses/disponiveis/41/41133/tde-22032004-102927/en.php
http://www.teses.usp.br/teses/disponiveis/41/41133/tde-22032004-102927/en.php


73. Preininger D, Boeckle M, Hödl W. Communication in noisy environments II: visual signaling behavior of
male foot-flagging frogs Staurois latopalmatus. Herpetologica, 2009; 65: 166–173.

74. Frost D R, Grant T, Faivovich J, Bain R H, Haas A, Haddad C F B, et al. The amphibian tree of life. Bull
AmMus Nat Hist. 2006; 297: 1–291.

75. Grant T, Frost D R, Caldwell J P, Gagliardo R, Haddad C F B, Kok P J R, et al. Phylogenetic systemat-
ics of dart-poison frogs and their relatives (Amphibia: Athesphatanura: Dendrobatidae). Bull AmMus
Nat Hist. 2006; 299: 1–262.

76. Pyron R A, Wiens J J. A large-scale phylogeny of Amphibia including over 2800 species, and a revised
classification of extant frogs, salamanders, and caecilians. Mol Phylogenet Evol. 2011; 61: 543–583.
doi: 10.1016/j.ympev.2011.06.012 PMID: 21723399

77. Seidel B. Water-wave communication between territorial male Bombina variegata. J Herpetol. 1999;
33: 457–462.

78. Seidel B, Yamashita M, Choi I H, Dittami J. Water wave communication in the genus Bombina
(Amphibia). Adv Space Res. 2001; 28: 589–594. PMID: 11803958

79. Lee J S, Waldman B. Communication by fecal chemosignals in an archaic frog, Leiopelma hamiltoni.
Copeia. 2002; 2002: 679–686.

80. Waldman B, Bishop P J. Chemical communication in an archaic anuran amphibian. Behav Ecol. 2004;
15: 88–93.

81. Arch V S, Grafe T U, Gridi-Papp M, Narins P M. Pure ultrasonic communication in an endemic Bornean
frog. PloS One. 2009 April 29. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0005413

82. Caldwell M S, Johnston G R, McDaniel J G, Warkentin K M. Vibrational signaling in the agonistic inter-
actions of red-eyed treefrogs. Curr Biol. 2010; 20: 1012–1017. doi: 10.1016/j.cub.2010.03.069 PMID:
20493702

Sophisticated Communication in a Brazilian Frog

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0145444 January 13, 2016 24 / 24

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2011.06.012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21723399
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11803958
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0005413
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2010.03.069
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20493702

