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Abstract: The nesting activity, life cycle, and brood ball morphometry of the dung beetle Oniticellus cinctus (Fabricius, 1775) (Coleoptera:
Scarabaeidae) were studied under laboratory conditions for the first time in India. The females made a brood chamber within the dung
mass provided, wherein they made brood balls to lay eggs. The life cycle includes egg, larva (three instars), pupa, and adult stages. The
total duration for the development was about one month. The study found that there was a significant difference present in the brood ball
diameter (except in the first and second instars) and brood ball weight (except in the second instar and pupa) of the six life cycle stages. It
was also found that brood ball weight and diameter have a significant positive correlation as well as a linear relationship.
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INTRODUCTION
The coleopteran insects (beetles) belonging to the
subfamilies Aphodiinae and Scarabaeinae under the
family Scarabaeidae are commonly called dung beetles
as they feed primarily on mammalian dung and also
use it for providing nesting and food for their larvae.
The beetles of the subfamily Scarabaeinae are wellrepresented insects in the tropical regions (Filgueiras et
al. 2009). Both sexes of the adults were identified with
the help of published taxonomic keys (Chandra & Gupta
2013).
Globally, some studies have been done to understand
nidification of dung beetles. Klemperer (1982a,b,c,
1983a,b,c, 1984) studied the nesting behaviour of
several species of dung beetles. Biscoe (1983) studied
the effects of ovarian condition on the nesting behaviour
of Copris diversus Waterhouse, 1891. Sato & Imamori
(1987) studied the nesting behaviour of the African
Ball‐roller Kheper platynotus (Bates, 1888). Edwards &
Aschenborn (1987) studied patterns of nesting and dung
burial in Onitis dung beetles. Davis (1989) studied nesting
of the Afrotropical Oniticellus and its evolutionary trend
from soil to dung.
So far, there are no studies to understand the
morphometry of brood balls (the round-shaped ball
made up of dung constructed by the female to lay eggs
within it) as well as the weight-diameter relationship
of different life cycle stages of Oniticellus cinctus from
India.

MATERIAL AND METHODS
The study was carried out from the first week of
May to the end of the second week of June 2017 for
a period of about six weeks. The adults (both males
and females) of Oniticellus cinctus were collected from
dung that was 2–3 days old using hand-sorting method
and were transported to the laboratory of the zoology
department, Alpine Institute of Management and
Technology, Dehradun.
Five pairs of beetles (one male and one female in
each pair) were chosen for the study. Five rearing trays,
each of 40cm (L) × 30cm (W) × 15cm (H) size were set
up and filled up to two-thirds with a mixture of soil and
sand. The mixture was moistened with the requisite
amount of water. For the maintenance of adequate
temperature, humidity, and darkness, each rearing tray
was covered with inverted earthen pots. One pair of
adults (one male and one female) was released in each
14138

tray. Fresh cow dung was provided and the old dung
replaced daily.
After about six days from the release of the adults
in the rearing trays, the nest construction occurred. A
total of 50 brood balls (10 from each pair in each tray)
were selected for our study; the rest of the brood balls
were removed from the tray. Regular observations were
conducted once a day (at 08.00h) by opening the brood
balls to observe the development of the individual from
egg to adult stage. The opening in the brood balls was
immediately sealed after observation with the help of
fresh dung. The weight and diameter of the brood balls
were taken on the final day of each developmental stage
by Kerro laboratory analytical balance (accuracy 0.01gm)
and Mitutoyo digital vernier calliper.
One-way ANOVA followed by post hoc Dunn’s test
was performed to find out the presence of a significant
difference (if any) in the diameter and weight of brood
balls between lifecycle stages. Pearson’s productmoment correlation coefficient (r) was calculated
to explore the strength of association between the
diameter and weight of brood balls between lifecycle
stages. Linear regression model between diameter and
weight of brood balls in different life cycle stages was
calculated. All the statistical analysis was performed
using R version 3.3.1 (R Core Team 2016).

RESULTS
The life cycle of Oniticellus cinctus includes egg,
three larval (first, second, and third instar) stages, pupal
stage, and adult.
The body of the adult (Image 1A) is dorsoventrally
compressed and oblong and the colour is shiny black.
The head is shining, smooth, and without any carina
(elevation or ridge of the cuticle). The antennae are
8-segmented. The scutellum is visible. The pronotum is
smooth and a deeply impressed median longitudinal line
is present upon its posterior half. The elytra (external
and sclerotized forewings) are deeply striated and each
elytron has a pale yellow external border. Fore tibia of
the male have small inner teeth with inner spur while
that of the female have broad inner teeth and no spur.
The female mangled the dung gradually to prepare
a lopsided (one side lower or smaller than the other)
chamber initially. Finally, a hollow chamber (called
brood chamber) of around 6–10 cm in width, 4–8
cm in height, and 5–7 cm in depth was constructed
to store brood balls within the provided dung mass
(Image 2). The females used prothoracic legs (Image
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Image 1. Oniticellus cinctus: A—Adult male and female | B—
Prothoracic leg of adult male and female.
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A

B

Image 2. Brood chamber of Oniticellus cinctus: A—Initial brood balls
| B—Final brood balls.
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Image 3. Egg of Oniticellus cinctus within the brood ball.

1B) for the construction of the brood chamber or nest.
Approximately 12–20 brood balls were constructed by
each female and one egg was laid within each brood
ball. The female beetle was present in the chamber
during the entire period of the brood development. It
also applied fresh dung on the brood ball during the
entire period of the brood development and made the
next nest after the development was completed.
Eggs were cylindrical and white or creamy and only
one egg was present in each brood ball (Image 3). Egg
development was completed and the larva hatched
within 3–5 days (mean = 4.2 days, SD = 0.75; Fig. 1).
Three larval stages, namely first instar larva (Image
4), second instar larva (Image 5), and third instar larva
(Image 6), were observed. The developmental time for
the first, second, and third instars was 1–3 days (mean
= 2.32 days, SD = 0.68), 1–3 days (mean = 2.24 days,
SD = 0.74), and 10–16 days (mean = 13.52 days, SD =
1.52), respectively (Fig. 1). Larvae were C-shaped with
a projecting hump, light grey; the head was somewhat
light orange. Four segmented antennae and two
segmented legs were present. Maxilla with galea and
lacinia were distinctly separated in the larva.
The pupa (Image 7) was whitish and appeared
pointed from the posterior portion. A large and blunt
pronotal projection extended over a posterior portion
of the head. Pupa development was completed within
4–8 days (mean = 5.58 days, SD = 1.2; Fig. 1).
The adult remained in the brood ball for 1–3 days
(mean = 2.24 days, SD = 0.72; Fig. 1), after which it
emerged. The total duration of the development was
about one month (mean = 30.08 days, SD = 5.35).
Mean weight and diameter of the brood balls on the
final day of egg development (freshly-hatched larva)
were 0.27g (SD = 0.11; Fig. 2) and 6.25mm (SD = 1.24;
Fig. 3), respectively. Mean weight and diameter of
the brood balls on the final day of the first instar larval
development was 0.50g (SD = 0.15; Fig. 2) and 9.55mm
(SD = 1.48; Fig. 3), respectively. Mean weight and
diameter of the brood balls on the final day of second
instar larva development was 1.14g (SD = 0.30; Fig. 2)
and 10.046mm (SD = 1.02; Fig. 3), respectively. Mean
weight and diameter of the brood balls on the final day
of third instar larval development was 1.83g (SD = 0.31;
Fig. 2) and 12.012mm (SD = 1.47; Fig. 3), respectively.
Mean weight and diameter of the brood ball on the final
day of pupa development was 1.11g (SD = 0.23; Fig. 2)
and 15.018mm (SD = 0.66; Fig. 3), respectively. Mean
weight and diameter of the brood balls where freshly
developed adults rested was 0.66g (SD = 0.26; Fig. 2) and
15.294mm (SD = 0.71; Fig. 3), respectively.
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Figure 1. Comparative account of the mean developmental time of different life cycle stages of Oniticellus cinctus.

Figure 2. Comparative account of brood ball weight of different life cycle stages of Oniticellus cinctus. Life cycle stages marked by similar colour
had no significant difference in the mean weight of the brood balls (post hoc Dunn’s test, p > 0.05).

The result of one-way ANOVA showed that there was
a significant difference present in the brood ball weight
of the six life cycle stages (F = 279.24, df = 5,294; p <
0.05). The result of post-hoc Dunn’s test suggested that
there was no significant difference (at α = 0.05) present
in the brood ball weight of the second instar and pupa (z
score = -0.066, p = 0.474; Fig. 2).
The result of one-way ANOVA showed that there
was a significant difference present in the brood ball
diameter of the six life cycle stages (F = 458.84, df
= 5,294; p < 0.05). Result of post-hoc Dunn’s test
14140

suggested that there was no significant difference (at α
= 0.05) present in the brood ball diameter of first instar
and second instar (z score = -0.843, p = 0.1995) and of
pupa and adult (z score = -0.594, p = 0.276; Fig. 3).
Pearson product-moment correlation between
diameter and weight of brood balls in different life cycle
stages was found to be significant (p < 0.05) and positive
(Fig. 4). It was found that the weight of the brood balls of
different life cycle stages had a simple linear relationship
with the diameter of the brood balls (Fig. 4).
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Figure 3. Comparative account of brood ball diameter of different life cycle stages of Oniticellus cinctus. Life cycle stages marked by similar
colour had no significant difference in the mean diameter of the brood balls (post hoc Dunn’s test, p > 0.05).
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Image 4. First instar larva of Oniticellus cinctus within the brood ball.

Image 5. Second instar larva of Oniticellus cinctus within the brood ball.

DISCUSSION

the soil under the dung pat, carry small piece of dung
down that tunnel, and pack in to the end as a compacted
brood mass. Endocoprid dung beetles construct brood
balls in cavities within the dung pat (Ridsdill-Smith 2003).
Oniticellus cinctus, which was chosen for the study, is
an endocoprid dung beetle. This genus belongs to the
variation 1 of Group 1 nidification category (Halffter &
Matthews 1966) because the female prepares a small

Three groups of dung beetles are distinguished based
on their behaviour in creating a brood mass, namely
teleocoprids, paracoprids, and endocoprids (RidsdillSmith 2003). Teleocoprid dung beetles make balls of
dung and roll the dung ball away from the dung pat and
bury it in soil. Paracoprid dung beetles dig a tunnel in
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Figure 4. Pearson’s product moment correlation and linear regression model between weight and diameter of brood balls in different life
cycle stages of Oniticellus cinctus.
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Image 6. Third instar larva of Oniticellus cinctus within the brood ball.
14142

Image 7. Pupa of Oniticellus cinctus within the brood ball.
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dung mass and lays one egg in each under the food
source, i.e., the dung.
The present study found that the life cycle of
Oniticellus cinctus is completed within six weeks with
egg, three larval stages (first, second, and third instar),
pupa and adult stages, of which duration of third instar
larva is maximum.
By performing one-way ANOVA, it was found that
the mean weight and mean diameter of the brood balls
of different life cycle stages had significant differences;
however, as it is an omnibus test, it did not specify which
stage of the life cycle had different mean weight and
mean diameter of the brood balls. Post hoc Dunn’s test
was performed to overcome this issue. It was found that
there was no significant difference in brood ball diameter
of first instar and second instar and of pupa and adult and
there was no significant difference in brood ball weight of
second instar and pupa and of first instar and adult. As
correlation and simple linear regression models are two
ways of exploring a potential linear relationship between
the values of the two traits (Puth et al. 2014), these
methods were applied to find the relationship between
diameter of the brood balls of different life cycle stages
of Oniticellus cinctus; it was found that weight and
diameter of brood balls had significant (p < 0.05) positive
correlation and they fit the simple linear model.
Previously only Klemperer (1983b) had studied the
effect of the brood on parental care and oviposition
of this dung beetle species. The present study had
similarities with the study by Klemperer (1983b) in terms
of morphometry of brood balls and developmental times
for different life cycle stages. The present study reported
the use of prothoracic legs by female to built brood
chamber or nest. Klemperer (1983b) found that often a
male adult was present in the nest when several beetles
were present in the experimental setup. But the present
study did not observe such thing, most probably because
of only one pair of adult beetles (one male and one
female) was released in each rearing tray for the study.
It is necessary to study the nidification of dung
beetles of all three behavioural categories (teleocoprids,
paracoprids, and endocoprids) in both laboratory and
field conditions, especially the field-level nidification and
brood ball morphometry studies in different seasons and
habitats.
REFERENCES
Biscoe, M.T. (1983). Effects of ovarian condition on nesting behaviour in
a brood-caring dung beetle, Copris diversus Waterhouse (Coleoptera:
Scarabaeidae). Bulletin of Entomological Research 73(1): 45–52.
https://doi.org/10.1017/S000748530001378X

Singh et al.

Chandra, K & D. Gupta (2013). Taxonomic studies on dung beetles
(Coleoptera: Scarabaeidae, Geotrupidae, Hybosoridae) of
Chhattisgarh, India. Munis Entomology & Zoology 8(1): 331–360.
Davis, A.L.V. (1989). Nesting of Afrotropical Oniticellus
(Coleoptera, Scarabaeidae) and its evolutionary trend from
soil to dung. Ecological Entomology 14(1): 11–21. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365-2311.1989.tb00748.x
Edwards, P.B. & H.H. Aschenborn (1987). Patterns of nesting and dung
burial in Onitis dung beetles: implications for pasture productivity
and fly control. Journal of Applied Ecology 24(3): 837–851. https://
doi.org/10.2307/2403984
Filgueiras, B.K., C.N. Liberal, C.D. Aguiar., M.I.M. Hernández & L.
Iannuzzi (2009). Attractivity of omnivore, carnivore and herbivore
mammalian dung to Scarabaeinae (Coleoptera, Scarabaeidae)
in a tropical Atlantic rainforest remnant. Revista Brasileira de
Entomologia 53(3): 422–427. https://doi.org/10.1590/S008556262009000300017
Halffter, G. & E.G. Matthews (1966). The natural history of dung beetles
of the subfamily Scarabaeinae (Coleoptera: Scarabaeidae). Folia
Entomologica Mexicana 12(14): 1–312. https://doi.org/10.1002/
mmnz.19690450211
Klemperer, H.G. (1982a). Nest construction and larval behaviour
of Onitis belial and Onitis ion (Coleoptera, Scarabaeidae).
Ecological
Entomology
7(3):
291–297.
https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365-2311.1982.tb00669.x
Klemperer, H.G. (1982b). Normal and atypical nesting behaviour of
Copris lunaris (L.): comparison with related species (Coleoptera,
Scarabaeidae). Ecological Entomology 7(1): 69–83. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365-2311.1982.tb00645.x
Klemperer, H.G. (1982c). Parental behaviour in Copris lunaris
(Coleoptera, Scarabaeidae): care and defence of brood balls
and nest. Ecological Entomology 7(2): 155–167. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365-2311.1982.tb00654.x
Klemperer, H.G. (1983a). Brood ball construction by the non‐brooding
Coprini Sulcophana euscarnifex and Dichotomius torulosus
(Coleoptera, Scarabaeidae). Ecological Entomology 8(1): 61–68.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2311.1983.tb00483.x
Klemperer, H.G. (1983b). Subsocial behaviour in Oniticellus cinctus
(Coleoptera, Scarabaeidae): effect of the brood on parental care and
oviposition. Physiological Entomology 8(4): 393–402. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365-3032.1983.tb00373.x
Klemperer, H.G. (1983c). The evolution of parental behaviour
in Scarabaeinae (Coleoptera, Scarabaeidae): an experimental
approach. Ecological Entomology 8(1): 49–59. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365-2311.1983.tb00482.x
Klemperer, H.G. (1984). Nest construction, fighting, and larval
behaviour in a geotrupine dung beetle, Ceratophyus hoffmannseggi
(Coleoptera: Scarabaeidae). Journal of Zoology 204(1): 119–127.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-7998.1984.tb02365.x
Puth, M.T., M. Neuhäuser & G.D. Ruxton (2014). Effective use of
Pearson’s product–moment correlation coefficient. Animal Behaviour
93: 183–189. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2014.05.003
R Core Team (2016). R: A Language and Environment for Statistical
Computing. R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria.
Available online at https://www.R-project.org/.
Ridsdill-Smith, J. (2003). Dung Beetles, pp348–351. In: Resh, V.H. & R.T.
Cardéeds (eds.). Encyclopedia of insects. Academic Press, San Diego,
California, USA, 1265pp.
Ridsdill-Smith, J. (2003). Dung Beetles, pp348–351. In: Resh, V.H. & R.T.
Cardéeds (eds.). Encyclopedia of Insects. Academic Press, San Diego,
California, USA, 1265pp.
Sato, H. & M. Imamori (1987). Nesting behaviour of a subsocial
African Ball‐roller Kheper platynotus (Coleoptera, Scarabaeidae).
Ecological
Entomology
12(4):
415–425.
https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365-2311.1987.tb01023.x

Journal of Threatened Taxa | www.threatenedtaxa.org | 26 July 2019 | 11(9): 14137–14143

Threatened Taxa

14143

PLATINUM
OPEN ACCESS

The Journal of Threatened Taxa (JoTT) is dedicated to building evidence for conservation globally by
publishing peer-reviewed articles online every month at a reasonably rapid rate at www.threatenedtaxa.org.
All articles published in JoTT are registered under Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License
unless otherwise mentioned. JoTT allows allows unrestricted use, reproduction, and distribution of articles
in any medium by providing adequate credit to the author(s) and the source of publication.

ISSN 0974-7907 (Online) | ISSN 0974-7893 (Print)

www.threatenedtaxa.org

July 2019 | Vol. 11 | No. 9 | Pages: 14087–14246
Date of Publication: 26 July 2019 (Online & Print)
DOI: 10.11609/jott.2019.11.9.14087-14246

Article

Short Communications

Species richness and abundance of monogonont rotifers in relation to
environmental factors in the UNESCO Sakaerat Biosphere Reserve, Thailand
– Nattaporn Plangklang, Chaichat Boonyanusith & Sujeephon Athibai,
Pp. 14087–14100

An updated checklist of Indian western Himalayan gymnosperms and
lectotypification of three names
– Jibankumar Singh Khuraijam & Jaideep Mazumdar, Pp. 14204–14211

Communications
Distribution and habitats of Paphiopedilum Pfitzer (Orchidaceae) known to
occur in Bhutan
– Dhan Bahadur Gurung, Nima Gyeltshen, Kezang Tobgay, Stig Dalström,
Jangchu Wangdi, Bhakta Bahadur Ghalley, Lekey Chaida, Phuntsho, Ngawang
Gyeltshen, Kelzang Dawa, Tandin Wangchuk, Rebecca Pradhan, Thomas Hoijer &
Choki Gyeltshen, Pp. 14101–14111
Diurnal Serianthes nelsonii Merr. leaflet paraheliotropism reduces leaflet
temperature, relieves photoinhibition, and alters nyctinastic behavior
– Thomas Edward Marler, Pp. 14112–14118
Pollination ecology of Brownlowia tersa (Malvaceae), a Near Threatened
non-viviparous true mangrove shrub
– Aluri Jacob Solomon Raju, Pp. 14119–14127
A note on the taxonomy and natural history of the Summer Clicker
Lahugada dohertyi (Distant, 1891) (Insecta: Hemiptera: Cicadidae) along with
its distribution in northern West Bengal, India
– Vivek Sarkar, Pp. 14128–14136
Observations on nesting activity, life cycle, and brood ball morphometry of
the Bordered Dung Beetle Oniticellus cinctus (Fabricius, 1775) (Coleoptera:
Scarabaeidae) under laboratory conditions
– Amar Paul Singh, Kritish De, Shagun Mahajan, Ritwik Mondal &
Virendra Prasad Uniyal, Pp. 14137–14143
Spiders of Odisha: a preliminary checklist
– Sudhir Ranjan Choudhury, Manju Siliwal & Sanjay Keshari Das, Pp. 14144–
14157
Status of water birds in Haripura-Baur Reservoir, western Terai-Arc landscape,
Uttarakhand, India
– Tanveer Ahmed, Harendra Singh Bargali, Deepa Bisht, Gajendra Singh Mehra &
Afifullah Khan, Pp. 14158–14165
Bird diversity in the coastal talukas of Sindhudurg District, Maharashtra, India
– Golusu Babu Rao, Santhanakrishnan Babu, Goldin Quadros &
Vijaykumar Anoop, Pp. 14166–14186
Greater One-horned Rhinoceros Rhinoceros unicornis (Mammalia:
Perissodactyla: Rhinocerotidae) population census in the Rajiv Gandhi Orang
National Park, Assam, India
– Deba Kumar Dutta & Parikshit Kakati, Pp. 14187–14193
Crowding, group size and population structure of the Blackbuck
Antilope cervicapra (Linnaeus, 1758) (Mammalia: Cetartiodactyla: Bovidae)
in the semi-arid habitat of Haryana, India
– Deepak Rai & Jyoti, Pp. 14194–14203

New record of Blue Perch Badis badis (Anabantiformes: Badidae) from
Godavari River basin of Telangana State, India
– Kante Krishna Prasad & Chelmala Srinivasulu, Pp. 14212–14215
First record of the Small Bamboo Bat Tylonycteris fulvida (Peters, 1872)
(Mammalia: Chiroptera: Vespertilionidae) from Nepal
– Basant Sharma, Anoj Subedi, Bandana Subedi, Shristee Panthee &
Pushpa Raj Acharya, Pp. 14216–14219
Is canine distemper virus (CDV) a lurking threat to large carnivores? A case
study from Ranthambhore landscape in Rajasthan, India
– Nadisha Sidhu, Jimmy Borah, Sunny Shah, Nidhi Rajput & Kajal Kumar Jadav,
Pp. 14220–14223
Notes
Extended distribution of the vulnerable Cooper’s Stone Flower
Corallodiscus cooperi (Gesneriaceae) in India
– Vikas Kumar, Samiran Panday, Sudhansu Sekhar Dash, Bipin Kumar Sinha &
Paramjit Singh, Pp. 14224–14227
Extended distribution record of two bellflower species of Codonopsis
(Campanulaceae) from the Indian state of Arunachal Pradesh
– Khilendra Singh Kanwal, Umeshkumar Lalchand Tiwari, Lod Yama &
Mahendra Singh Lodhi, Pp. 14228–14231
First record of the Blue-and-white Flycatcher Cyanoptila cyanomelana
(Temminck, 1829) (Aves: Passeriformes: Muscicapidae) from Bhutan
– Kado Rinchen, Kinley Kinley, Chhimi Dorji & Dorji Wangmo, Pp. 14232–
14234
Butterflies collected using malaise traps as useful bycatches for ecology and
conservation
– Augusto Henrique Batista Rosa, Lucas Neves Perillo, Frederico Siqueira
Neves, Danilo Bandini Ribeiro & André Victor Lucci Freitas, Pp. 14235–14237
Notes on the hairstreak butterflies Euaspa Moore, 1884 (Lepidoptera:
Lycaenidae) with new distribution records to the Indian eastern Himalaya
– Gaurab Nandi Das, Subrata Gayen, Motoki Saito & Kailash Chandra,
Pp. 14238–14241
First report of the Australian gall midge Actilasioptera tumidifolium
Gagné, 1999 (Diptera: Cecidomyiidae) from Andaman Islands, India
– Duraikannu Vasanthakumar & Radheshyam Murlidhar Sharma, Pp. 14242–
14243
New record of Blanford’s Fox Vulpes cana (Mammalia: Carnivora: Canidae) in
central Oman: a connection between the northern and southern populations
– Taimur Alsaid, Abdulrahman Aluwaisi, Sultan Albalushi, Zahran
Alabdulsalam, Said Alharsusi & Steven Ross, Pp. 14244–14246
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