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Abstract: Animals have developed a variety of reproductive strategies. To better understand
these strategies will not only provide insights into the evolution of animal reproductive mode, but
also provide guidelines for more successful conservation managements and captive breeding pro-
grams for threatened or endangered species. Multiple paternity is an important reproductive strat-
egy commonly occurred in reptiles, and at higher levels in major groups of reptiles. Especially for
the majority of squamates, multiple paternity can be found in more than 50% of the clutches de-
tected, which strongly suggests that there exists high level female promiscuity in the evolution of
productive mode in these species. In this paper, the organizational structure, possible underlying
mechanisms, and detection methods of multiple paternity were reviewed, and the prospects of re-
lated research were discussed.
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PRI A3 A A A B8 R R AT RE A M AR B X
RARZ I E T — A~ vl 58 R 55 4 3R, A Sy o
TR A B A KPR B 4 [ L R S R A% 3 45 I
R, HEEFE (sexual selection) HS A, ML PEHE 2
CINYS:5Ia ch7= 052 TN {0 Bvivk = D i o 2 =
B ) B e KBRS Ok B F AR B 3R A PR e e 1 1Y
MG ZE AL AT RE 22 A MEPE S BC . AH B, HEME 1Y
ZHH R 23z [ B B0 - Eici i BRI 0 T A
M B %A Z K, Wk, X T 2 5 32 B (multiple
mating ) f¥ 75 K HEPE LU HE P 38 2009 22 (Uller & Ols-
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son,2008) , T 2 H AZHE Xy Z AV (multiple pater-
nity) LG P2 A2 B85 TRl 2 AR AR R — R
AP B A — 5 AV IAAEZ D ARG, 2
PER I ZAFE T IR A HEs . &
B4 4G B 2 (Song et al. ,2007; Hughes et al. ,
2008) . H 5% 2% ( Streiff et al. ,2004; Yue & Chang,
2010) . f1 28 ( Dietkes et al. ,2008; Sefc et al. ,
2008) . PGS ( Myers & Zamudio, 2004 ; Adams et
al. ,2005) J€172E(McVay et al. ,2008 ; Ursenbacher
et al. ,2009; Joseph & Shaw,2010) . 525 ( Westneat
& Stewart, 2003 ) F1 0 FL & ( Kitchen et al. , 2006;
Gottelli et al. ,2007) , {HZHE AR 2 ANk [E] 5
JETRT B —— R E R (Griffith,2007) , i, £ &
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A2 FCAE B P R B FIORS 52 G A5 1 00 T B L g
FPEZAMIG , RIRE IR 2R T 2 E
RN ZACPE XL XTI DG R, AT UL 1 A2 e A
F IR 3 AR A1 B SR A 22 245 A A B T g
R RN R 458 (Uller & Olsson,2008) , 24211
PLEE AR A%, 45 PR A I S it Fb B R, AR 3025
RNCATE W 22 A PR | o R0 A R FT R Y B 5T
J7 1), LUBIA €A T Bl ) 22 A0 1 A Bl R s S AH DG BiF 5%
PEAEHLIS AR

1 BT EEENMF

1.1 JCETSh Wt frAs + M 2 454

AT Sy 4 . xSk i B2 f B S R A
ZE (RG2S 2R ) (Townsend et al. ,2004)
XFFICTT RSN , 2R B, A
2 HACIC, B o S T LA A T I RE
HRo3HfE P HL A 4G 22 (sperm storage tubules ) , X /&
SEFPHRG T HOZEAE) | Ay 5 25 MEPE HE OS2 RS Ot % . 4R
Davenport (1995) 238 , £ — S5 MEPE B BILT ] 865 5 e 14
i 488 d J, BN 16 M, A1 MO L B R R
JARJIE by SHCA R P ) BIL T 655 A B 2R 8 I iR
Rk, MIRIEA R A AT sh Wy 8 B A ek 4,
A BRI, A R 2 0 IeAT sh W Ay 2 A P
% ULWIKE FAAAE7E METE A2 5 R e i SE AL, InAE 2%
VPGP LU 1 A 5 2R 0 v R R BLARRG 4 , (HHATS AR
FEAEZ SR GE ; B5 VU VY LU 65 (RS -6 A7 7E T 1 b
Ji T EMPLER T4, i — = H A
DN A5 I 38 R 22 AL (Davis et al. ,2001; Gist et
al. ,2008) . TEHEMESIYH , CAT S Y it A7 A 1 RE
JE AR Y R TR ) B K AT 38 7 4F Z K (Holt
& Lloyd,2010) . TE&H TA T X 20 2554 (1) f7
T, A G T AT RE o 2 A 1 K A
FEAL T W JTOREA
L2 Jefsshnscic R4

JEAT A2 T2 75 1), 1hii Ho g Be s s
ZMZRE, IWCIE R — BRI,
BERZMARIGGEH M EEELE R, s ik
P T AETE RO A0 5% BE LA S ME A 1 22 ) [) 25
G H B PR B AL S XT A B R 77 A2 %21 ( Olsson
et al. ,2011) , TENCAT B AR D 3 — M — Hfie 52
BeAE A, 7 3 AR B A 48 32 2D U (Bull,
2000) . EAHESN Y, BREC A AR OB U 0N
RN T RGEEE KB PR (Stamps, 1983) . 7E

JEFT sy b, SRR AR AN B A I 28 v A 23 1
WG X TN T A E R AU R A T B
et KBS ) BE 71 ( Chapple & Keogh,2006) . I
Hb EAFAEZE TR ik 2R st i e
£ T340 b PN O PR BY 25 SR an g Sk i ( Moore et al.
2009) , HLLJCAT W) Fh Ml ME AN 18 B L2 4>, R
RAME LT, BRI BRI ISR, AT RESEPrRf il
AR N ik, inkx Kz 6, ( Dermochelys coriacea, 3% 1)
XUEAE AT BE 2 T 2 AR P RIR IS . ik
ZRCAT S YRR A R E R A M, E1E TR
R Bl —AMEME S AT LA S 2 MR 22 I ] i
— AN T LS 2 MEEEAST
1.3 e ek A AR
TENCAT Sl ) 4% T2 ZE2RRE RS 1 il A i ik A7
£ R ( Olsson & Madsen, 1998; Uller & Olsson,
2008) . SR, HHEAL I A AE i, A 2L 2350k
N e Yfheh )l TR AR MR AH B AL 2
AN, B RS FAEAE R T LA S A RS T 45 00 7324
A fE s ( Gist & Congdon 1998) 3 {H X Fi i 1 AR ME 1L
NAG MR, Ry, 17 22 e A 38 L3 AR = 9 0 b, AT
WA TARAFRIRE T, ANTE SAH 21T | i A 28
P BE AR o R o X T o BE R AN T i
FERBLE A Bt v e vT RS2 kb &
S FAEA A B JE A (Olsson & Madsen,
1998) . B2 NS A AF A S L 5 5K 70 15, AN
FEA T P Y BB SR T ELA 38 4 R0 22 i AS T
WA F) T MEPE R AT NS 7 WS T i
1T RS AR AR i R Y B ) 2 1R AR A R B T
BLUC T T AR B0z Bl 22 48 Al ok 1 B I X
( Sarkar et al. ,2003; Adams et al. ,2005; Storrie et
al. ,2008) ,

2 BRXHEIMKRERIATRENLH

2.1 ZACME A B B 57

— R, 22 H ST T MEME I LA 25 A4
MEVETT ISR 0§47, 2 T — DR RS B A X
TICTTHENY) % 26 B H A £ JF A R B R,
A, —Jr i, REBICTT s i A LT 5 A~
P DRITTT SHE P AN T 2 P 5 B 5 o — T, A
RS R 2k AL MM . SEBr | 280 T
s W T A A A7 25 T 7% 09 % U5 (Olsson &
Madsen, 1998 ) . {HX} THEVETT =, HHEA 22
HASHCRE IR UEA RS NS TR HI T 02N . Al
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LG H30E 12

— SR T BOAC B O R P IR VR R N R, T
RE h BT L 520K ARG 7 2 H R 2 I LA (Torok et
al. ,2003) ., T2/ IRASHCA REH Tk MEPE 1T 3
WIRE LI 2 hG 10 AT AT ZRGERSE o RT3 i)
( Lacerta vivipara ) WIRFFE Y, W5 22 YK 32 Bd e 3 2 A9
Ji A AT BE A - A BRI 5 1 e S AN R ALY
{3 (Uller & Olsson,2005) . MLAM, K F 0.2 A HIE
P, Y MR LI S A AR 1Sk
FEBN RE 5 L T 32 RS AR B T ( Pearse & Avise,
2001) , AT WL, 6 F— S0 @17 sl 4 B A ROk 156, R
T BRI AT RESE S ILIEAUMERI, T sk X
Fofvfis 00 14D 1 B, EEPE 3 ) mT RE S0 23 A I8 3 ) T
PEACHC , 3RS T P 7 S E i X A A S
2.2 [EHEA AR

XF T ICAT s Wy & , 2 A2 e Y ] B ) 4 22 /0
A 4 Fha] GEHL I K fi#t B (Jennions & Petrie,2000) ,
F5 R o PR AR — ) 2 0 5 PO A ) A2 A 10
P, RIMErE Z RO 2o T Pih R IL” (rrading up) |
4N, 5 e AT W — > b DL A S A 75 A MR
(Jennions & Petrie,2000; Pitcher et al. ,2003), H
b 3 AT 1 A A 25 5 M [R) B A 22 RS T
AR FONTEZ R I BRI R Z A s TR, X2
AT Y S A i 0 T LR R A AN [ 1 )
HRE T2 4+ (sperm competition ) ( Parker,1998) , iX
PR PR IR 5 B85 58 Fr AR IEOR 7255, (R A
e 515 I8 2 e AR R 7ERS 138
G b TOLH AL, B K T 5w S U B Al BE
EHBEREA KR, Hln, ZHSEAEHE TR T
TEA X TCREIE N T 4y R s AL g5 IS AR Pl 2
(Jennions & Petrie ,2000) . 55 =/F) 25 2 Bt i 4
HEFE (cryptic female choice) , ¥ 5 T 5 5 1% i
FRL IS $H ( Tregenza & Wedell,2000) , 45 P94 )
T IS 15 5 TR W RE IS ( bet-hedging ) , 22 T A2 it 4 5
TR AGRAE 24 XA T HAR PR 58 A8 1k T ok 1Y
JEFEE 7 ( Yasui,2001)
2.2.1 ‘i RV, A0SR — A e
ShPE RS AN CY AR AT BB S = A, B
2) J I bE LA Y BC A8 SE O 55, db AR T AR 5 3k A b
PEAZHE . BRI AMBAR AT I B, 25 5 B, 1H
TENCATEh ) I A B DS SCRFX — I ( Eiza-
guirre et al. ,2007; Zbinden et al. ,2007), T H., 1
BA BT R BIAIRLESE Y 7™ 1Y FTCAE A7 RE T I S
RO —HFE AT Ny, AR AR U2 2 1Y

Wl B AKX AN ACA R AT AHERN Y o 6T 1 3
Y5 2 80 AR DL A [R] B A S A 2
5 ] — 8 5 A AR AN TR Yy e AU 4 AR A AR I
FIHIUEYE KDL ( Stapley & Keogh,2005) , &M, 5l
IS 26 P 8 A 1) A 5 S T b A7 R P o
HHICHYSSBCAT A RT , A R M 5 SO0 75 T 1
FHACBCAR AR ARG . 5 22 (100155 100 A I P e P A
JEAIBESE ) (Olsson ,2001) , TEAT S, A2 i /i
H B LR DA IR X WA I R AR XE XS 22
Beymhid XA G0 RY H B L RT RE S X T T AH
KMBFFETF RN | B8 A AR I 15T BE U B
PEBERECH 1Y S2 56 ( Olsson et al. ,2004; Jansson et
al. ,2005) . SZECAT A WG LE 5 70 T R B R B
PRI RELS TR

2.2.2 fRIBKS TS MRV, ZHE AR
%?ﬁq} ,Mﬁﬁﬁﬂjﬂ:?@‘c%ﬁﬁﬂgﬁ’fjﬁ ( Jennions
& Petrie,2000) , TENEFT Bl ) iz A Bk B4 31 56
IE, MERASZR R R A T3 P S R A — 1
A A R PEIR bR IC B T AL B AR S BObRIC . 2K
] 5 A% A PR AR I FEICA T Bl ) vh 8 AT BT
FEEHXT TR0 RS TR 09728 5 L R B A TR] A st 4% 45
AH 2% JIE $i 78 2> ( Schulte-Hostedde & Montgomerie ,
2006) . SR, B4R B £ B 5 5 AR A A7 RE ) 2 18]
IEAR R 51X PE — 289 (Olsson et al. , 1994)
[ by, A P 2 T P A 531 v 2 T B 5 B8O (] 1 3 45 32
ST (B AR T B Y, X R S A5t 32 SR AR )5 AR
M L) b A T O B B ACAKS 7 5 A RE AR A
) ( Arnqvist & Rowe,2005) ,iX th 2 K& X Flig 4 F)
it Y ARAGAL 8 A0 15 1 oM S 20 8 P 1) 23 B e 3
HLl ( Pischedda & Chippindale 2006 ; Fawcett et al. ,
2007) . EFREELAE Kk A A [ A A By A 5 DL I 7]
R, B3 Ao DC P 5 8 [ — 3 1A ) b 451 AR i
W (Olsson et al. ,2005a) , 5 ZAH i (1) i 1% Jox 1 38
WA, PO ASE Y , wT BE O 1) 3 — 1, 1)
an, 4 MEVEVR I ( Lacerta agilis) 5 & 5t A HEVE VD B
ZHCSG e A AR e R 191 20 JL (Olsson et al.
2005a,2005b) , 1M 7E 548 ( Drosophila melanogaster)
AR5 Hh e B SR 5 1 o P I SR R AS T )
Je 7 A 1 AR EE D ] JL ¥ ( Pischedda & Chippin-
dale,2006) , I, BESRACAC Y ot & ¢ R B A LAE
LIS P S, IS 2 fifk R i) e 1 O B 7 127 S T ot
OS2 30 R TUE , TT A 2 18] BRI 5 A BB B AU fI
1% (Olsson et al. ,2005a,2005b; Pischedda & Chipp-
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indale ,2006)

2.2.3  [EPREMEVEZERE  Bolh MEPE R HE PR R
2 UL EE NI Z AT MENE 1 520K ) FR A i
FE, ZESCHCHE N T Bk MEPE B Y AT BB | X
A 2 b 2 sh A e A R v ) MM TR S A
0] eI JEA ( Olsson & Madsen, 1998) o 1 7 355 -
256 25 T AR Vb il 1 25 45 5 ( Olsson & Mads-
en,1996) , ZHLIE 5 AR LEAR A« 4f FE R B AR R
B8 A OG 2 s 0 20 b i 1] 5 > A AR ( Eberhard,
1996) . UN2R 22 A HE 5 | e 1 M 1 e 49 b o i ok
K738 4 LRG58 4% ] £ 31X LU A5 BUAFTE , IS 2 M
S BRACC 1 B PR H V2O 5 T 22 AR i A
WAEEEECH o FE g A 2 2 A G R
W (R 1) JECIEN & T HA A HESI R, &0
HEmEREREZ T 2 MRS,

Y A R R I B K M 2 A AR, 4 v
PRI SZAG B E TP, Ptk MEPE R B
Nho RV 2 dAS I IS B2 A5 A2 BEAIL Y, MEPE 02 52 i
0, BB b o — i Je AUk A R R B ACAS
AR AR FE REVERA ) AR A 1 55 4 R B o 1 i
PETEMEVETR 2 i Ak ik A v i ke B9/ 22 i, 75 2 52
0 30 S TR MUY A1 PR 18 R R 5 SR AN G ZR e
FZ A B E 2R (Olsson e al. ,2004) , FRAE Y1
BUT |, TR 560 17 12 55 I XoF A T A 48 1 3 1 P R
Z A0V PR B I AR 255 Tl s I AR AR i
FIAE TR TG A I ( Le Galliard et al. ,2005 ; Eiza-
guirre et al. ,2007) , FEH- ISR imG 28 oh T 2 1Y
SEBC SIS, © 22 R WY L SE R 1Y) 52 06 I AN J2 B
HLEY (Olsson et al. ,1996,2004) , FEXF V0 B+ 3% +
AR ERERIFIT Y, e BLAN R — 1> i M oy 52 I 1Y
TEPERC A - B 22 5 UK, I8 4% eV BT 7 48 53
JE AR Z A AT W2 A T REAR , 32 A e 1Y s
PEMEPEEREAFTE , AS ™ LERE 5 A (Olsson et al.
2011),

2.2.4  GHERSTRME 5L RERS: RN w2 22 H A LA
[]— %3 5 AR RE 7 A T 22 1Y 3t A% 7% S 25 A ( Yasui,
2001) . HHTIRE S5 1 8k A8 Ak, M 7 22 T i AR
T I0 OR A 2 AR Sfe o RS Ny PRI 3 Ay S 55 SR
MFEAEALTIER AL T AT RE , X Sk B AE R AR 4 265
IIROASHA & 2 ( Sarhan & Kokko,2007) , S IRFHIS
AYIERE (HA N R BN 2 AR
IR A 19—~ W HE i B ( Calsbeek et al. ,2007) ,
I HL Sy 58 4% sl 5 SR W 1 17 D0t 2 JE WA R Y

(Sarhan & Kokko,2007) . Ak, SCAR 5k K 7 ) A% S
G R I TR A S 5 PR g ik 4% 2 )
PR AR TEATAT SRR h #R S AR DA RS SCHF X — WL A
() o T Ay ke S s G TE A0 | A 201 22 e il — > S
MERL, e XA S 0 7 2 LBk H 2 ACA I JE AR
55k B EANACA Y 5 AGE A B Y 25 57, 3k 7 i
TE PR T A SR Sk S e F AR S S A ol . 3
H A L, SRR SR Xof €A T2 sh 4y d B Y PPA ik
WA AT By Uk 4, W1 v ge A — A0
(Sarhan & Kokko,2007)
2.3 MEMEMER Z [A] Y o

DA X R 1 SFe 1 VAT L R ) 22 ) i P A
e A ZACTEI 4 (Lee & Hays, 2004 ; Arnqvist &
Kirkpatrick ,2005) , 25 3¢ it f1 22 A B 4 Ta i
INFTEASHC AR G b 0 B, 0 AT R B A A TR, e
WM 5 22 e A8 TC A AT AT 114 4 BT 4 ) £
HMEME S B TATAT WA IS A1 — P REA N Z &
ST 14 7K -4 E TRC 2 AT 368 A0 3 R P 2 T e i J A
e . H B FE L e S S TC 5 AN H A
W ATRETRAT S IE . 9] 4N, 76 47 % ( Thamnophis sir-
tadis) Y, TR TR A A o) e T A5 R T S B s i
B S 5k | DA e e 32 B %% 48 A ( Shine & Mason,,
2005) . Biife 250 MR BURE FE AT RE 32 BIKS 56 o
FEAYSENA , TEBA MEPEEREAAAE R AL T XA R
AT — R A 2L 36 8)) 1 (Parker,1998)

TEPE ) o 58X MR AR PE T B AR Rl R 2 A1
IGARKAREE b S 1 7E 451> S0 1 b e 5 A
(i) e P R 3 P ABE 23, O i S ), A A ARSI R A AN
T S LR v O A 3 1) M SRR AR AT R T
IR TAR 26 e T 3 1) 2 18] A7 RS Y LA OC &R
AR T REZAR TP 2K, 7EI€AT sy h 2401
AR 2 5 X A0 2 e B — B, B, i i 2k
FE PRI OC 2 0 At 2 R /N ) 5 AR AL A 25 30
Ba v HAB ST AR L, R BRI 24K, 88
X T gy v B U R A R 22 A MK
BAR, WA FEREAIE 5 2SR L2
S IR IO N IEARSC, BN, BRSNS
[ A7 TN 6, ( Lepidochelys olivacea ) FiRE Lb B 57
HLETH PR, B M2 DA MR E S 2
(Jensen et al. ,2006) ,

3 ZMERIENFERE
SERE B YN B ATAE IR e HOWL 5
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Table 1 Summary of molecular genetic studies of multiple paternity in reptiles
LUEEA ZAHE LI (24 sy FhRid SRR
ENIOE S VEsY Rl kA8
53k i
ML i ( Sphenodon punctatus) 18.8% (3/16) 8.3% (1/12) WA Moore et al. ,2008,2009
SN BE (Alligator mississippiensis ) 31.8% (7/22) 51% (47/92) A Davis et al. ,2001 ; Lance et al. ,2009
B2 ( Crocodylus moreletii) 50% (5/10) MR McVay et al. ,2008
kR
W10, ( Caretta caretta) 33.3% (1/3).33% (1/3). WIE %{ifi Briscoe, 1988; Bollmer et al.,1999;
31.4% (22/70) 95% (19/20) Harry & Moore & Ball,2002; Zbinden
et al. ,2007
£} £6,( Chelonia mydas) 9.1% (2/22).100% (3/3). 7MHIE Peare & Parker, 1996; Fitzsimmons,
100% (2/2).61% (11/18) . 1998; Treland er al., 2003; Lee &
50% (9/18) Hays, 2004 ; Lara-De la Cruz et al. ,
2010
HiE0,( Chrysemys picta) 4% (1/24) .13.2% (15/113) ., WHEE McTaggert, 2000 “ ; Pearse et al. ,
33% (71/215) 2001,2002
#2601, ( Chelydra serpentina) 66% (2/3) DNA H54r &% Galbraith et al. , 1993
ARG ( Clemmys insculpta) 50% (5/10) DNA 8 8(&% Galbraith, 1993

1 B f,( Dermochelys coriacea)
KVETN L ( Lepidochelys olivacea)

3 LGN . ( Lepidochelys kempi)

3568, ( Podocnemis expansa)

RN €8, ( Emys orbicularis)

HRIE ( Eretmochelys imbricata)

VDLl £, ( Gopherus agassizii)

P b BUEEL ( Gupterus polyptemus)

RN Bifi 81 ( Testudo graeca)

P9It €61, ( Testudo horsfieldii )
LIEYES

R BT ( Egernia whitii)

KA T (Egernia stokesii)

WA JE T ( Egernia cunninghami)

Southern water skink ( Eulamprus heatwolei)
Southern snow skink ( Niveoscincus microlepidotus )
Grand skink ( Oligosoma grande)

Mt log skink ( Pseudomoia eurecateuixii)

WASL W ( Tiliqua rugosa)
Ji A= 7953 ( Lacerta vivipara)

Vi (Lacerta agilis)
1% BEWHi 5 ( Podarcis muralis)
Ameiva exsul
AETNJE ( Crenophorus ornatus)
1o LA B0 ( Sceloporus virgatus)
MBELT ( Uta stansburiana)
S
N K ( Liasis fuscus)
AL IEAKIE ( Nerodia sipedon )
HAHT M ( Thamnophis sirtalis )

FUE ( Elaphe obsolete)
gElE (Vipera berus)

10% (2/20) .0 (0/17) .0 (0/4)

20% (2/10) ,92%
30% (4/13)
57.7% (15/26)
100% (2/2)

10% (2/20)

20% (2/10)

50% (6/12)
28.6% (2/7)

20% (3/15)
27.3% (3/11)

(12/13) .

11.6% (6/50) 34% (31/91)

25% (4/16)

2.6% (1/38)

64.7% (11/17)

75% (6/8)

46.7% (7/15)

53% (9/17) 27% (3/11)

19% (4/21)

47.0% (24/51) .55.3% (21/
38).65.4% (17/26) . 68.2%
(30/44 ), 50.0% ( 7/14 ),
69.2% (72/104)

80% (4/5)

87.1% (27/31)

9.1% (1/11)

25% (5/20)

61.5% (8/13)

72.4% (89/123)

85.7% (12/14)
85.7% (12/14) 58% (46/81)
37.5% (6/16).50% (3/6) .
100% (4/4).75% (6/8).
59.1% (13/22)

88% (30/34)

69% (9/13)

[Ca
[CE

[E=:
(=
WA
[
AL i
LA
WA
WA

WA

[CE
R
[CE
AFLP

[Ca
MR

WA
TR

DNA 8 8CR%
M2
DNA 58
MR
DNA F5 2 &%
TR

WA
S A
T TLAE AL Al

[Ca
[CE

Rieder et al. ,1998 * ; Dutton et al. ,
2000 * ; Crim et al. ,2002

Hoekert et al. ,2002; Jensen et al. ,
2006

Kichler et al. ,1999

Valenzuela 2000

Roques et al. ,2006

Joseph & Shaw,2010

Palmer et al. ,1998

Moon et al. ,2006

Roques et al. ,2004

Johnston et al. ,2006

Chapple & Keogh,2005; While et al. ,
2011

Gardner et al. ,2002

Stow & Sunnucks,2004

Morrison et al. ,2002

Olsson et al. ,2005¢

Berry,2006

Stapley et al. ,2003 ; Stapley & Keogh,
2006

Bull et al. ,1998

Laloi et al. ,2004 ; Fitze et al. ,2005;
Hofmann & Henle,2006; Eizaguirre et
al. ,2007

Gullberg et al. ,1997
Oppliger et al. ,2007
Lewis et al. ,2000
Lebas,2001

Abell , 1997

Zamudio & Sinervo,2000

Madsen et al. ,2005

Barry et al. ,1992; Prosser et al. ,2002
Schwartz et al. , 1989; McCracken et
al. ,1999; King et al. ,2001 ; Garner et
al. ,2002; Garner & Larsen,2005
Blouin-Demers et al. ,2005
Ursenbacher et al. ,2009

# 5| H Pearse & Avise,2001



N GTTAE L -AT Bl W) 22 AW A il SR W AT 5

2893

LR M BEA Y S BCAT A, BV A5 A7 15 2SS I
0L, (BAEEFANULEE B W) 1 3 O 0, HoxE T A
Mk, 18— U, L5 B LA 3 — 1 5 224
PESZIC 1, 2 R S REAR 5 5 b Ud i ME P BT 7 14 [+) —
BT AL Gy B TAETER T 3e 5
FEGIE EPE R O, I, 25 SRR E R, Al
WL, BIR S ASE AT Ay 2 b B 7 vk (H AL Fe v
LM AER I, B Tl BRI &
JEE  IEMIR ML BT T 2SI R G o 50k Bl 1
FRICHEARBIN ] o R 2GRS E /R T 2K
HE AR, W RLFTA ) — SR sl i X, (H
IR FARIC S BT i 5 ME R 2 TR S8 2 ( Wusterbarth
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