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Abstract: In this contribution, the aspects of reptile and amphibian speciation that emerged from
research performed over the past decade are reviewed. First, this study assesses how patterns and
processes of speciation depend on knowing the taxonomy of the group in question, and discuss
how integrative taxonomy has contributed to speciation research in these groups. This study
then reviews the research on different aspects of speciation in reptiles and amphibians, including
biogeography and climatic niches, ecological speciation, the relationship between speciation rates
and phenotypic traits, and genetics and genomics. Further, several case studies of speciation in
reptiles and amphibians that exemplify many of these themes are discussed. These include studies of
integrative taxonomy and biogeography in South American lizards, ecological speciation in European
salamanders, speciation and phenotypic evolution in frogs and lizards. The final case study combines
genomics and biogeography in tortoises. The field of amphibian and reptile speciation research has
steadily moved forward from the assessment of geographic and ecological aspects, to incorporating
other dimensions of speciation, such as genetic mechanisms and evolutionary forces. A higher degree
of integration among all these dimensions emerges as a goal for future research.

Keywords: ecological speciation; niche; traits; taxonomy; genomics; phylogeography; phylogenetics;
integrative taxonomy

Genes 2019, 10, 646; doi:10.3390/genes10090646 www.mdpi.com/journal/genes

http://www.mdpi.com/journal/genes
http://www.mdpi.com
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8858-1804
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7734-8679
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5557-2338
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8779-2607
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/genes10090646
http://www.mdpi.com/journal/genes
https://www.mdpi.com/2073-4425/10/9/646?type=check_update&version=2


Genes 2019, 10, 646 2 of 47

1. Synopsis

Reptiles and amphibians collectively span much of the tetrapod diversity. Living amphibians
(~8000 species) form a monophyletic group, consisting of caecilians (~200 species), caudates
(salamanders and newts; ~800 species), and anurans (frogs and toads; ~7000 species) [1]. Reptiles
do not form a monophyletic group unless birds are included. They include the tuatara (1 species),
squamates (lizards and snakes; ~10,000 species), turtles (~350 species), and crocodilians (24 species) [2].
Here, this study provides the first synthesis of research on speciation in amphibians and non-avian
reptiles. While the body of amphibian and reptile speciation literature is too large to summarize in
one contribution, this study gives snapshots of some of the most important speciation patterns and
processes, and links these to case studies based on our own work and other recent developments in the
field over the past decade.

Understanding speciation is a major goal of evolutionary biology. While numerous concepts of
species exist, Mayr’s biological species concept of reproductively isolated populations [3] are adopted
for simplicity. Speciation is defined as the origin of barriers to reproductive isolation [4]. Speciation
can arise as a consequence of divergent selection (extrinsic factors) or through genome properties
such as genomic conflict (as intrinsic factors) [4]. Considerable progress towards understanding the
processes of speciation can be made by focusing on particular groups of organisms (e.g., birds [5]). The
accurate assessment of patterns and processes of speciation primarily depends on a good knowledge
of taxonomy and systematics of the group in question [6]. This study first discusses how integrative
taxonomy has helped to clarify operational taxonomic units that have then been used to infer
evolutionary processes in reptiles and amphibians (Sections 2.1 and 3.1). Speciation in amphibians
and reptiles is thought to be influenced by numerous factors, which can be categorized as extrinsic
and intrinsic. Extrinsic factors represent the overall opportunity for speciation provided by the
environment, while intrinsic factors represent the specific organismal potential to diversify, in relation
to its existing evolutionary constraints [7]. The importance of extrinsic factors is evident from patterns
of species richness. Amphibian species richness is concentrated in regions with high net primary
productivity [8], while reptile species diversity on a global scale is correlated with temperature and
topography in the Afrotropics [9,10]. The importance of such bioclimatic niches, and bioclimatic clines
on amphibian and reptile speciation both generally and in form of specific examples are discussed
(Sections 2.2, 3.2 and 3.5). Intrinsic factors, in contrast, include ecological specialization [11–13]
(Sections 2.3 and 3.3), ecologically relevant traits such as body size or coloration (Sections 2.4 and 3.4),
metabolic rate [14], population density [15–17], structural chromosome rearrangements [18–23], or
parameters related to reproduction [24–26] (Section 3.3). To obtain a quantitative understanding of
the process of diversification in clades of reptiles and amphibians, the interplay of both extrinsic
and intrinsic factors needs to be assessed. For example, Tilley, Verrell and Arnold [27] compared
biogeographic patterns to levels of ethological isolation in a plethodontid salamander species [28],
whereas other studies correlated phylogeographic patterns with the evolution of other traits [29–31]
or tested for the degree of speciation as related to reproductive isolation in certain groups [32]. The
interplay between extrinsic and intrinsic factors in shaping species distributions, and the patterns of
endemism and species richness [33], is also evident in the parameter of geographic range size [34].
The range size of a species is both linked to environmentally suitable niches, and to intrinsic factors
limiting dispersal, such as body size (Section 3.4). With regards to the possible mode of speciation,
timing also seems to be important. Intriguingly, the present species diversity of some island radiations
is an outcome of speciation events that post-date the initial burst of divergence events in the early
stages of the radiation [35,36]. Intrinsic factors (Section 2.5) may help to explain more recent speciation
events in adaptive radiations that often do not coincide with phylogeographic splits associated with
hard dispersal barriers. Lineages can furthermore diverge across environmental clines in the presence
of gene flow (Section 3.5). Alternatively, the signatures of extrinsic factors could be more likely to
prevail over long time spans, while some intrinsic processes might not necessarily result in speciation,
and translate into data that are more difficult to interpret. Many systems for studying the process of
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speciation look at lineages that are divergent, but do not show signatures of complete reproductive
isolation, such as the classic example of the ring species complex of Ensatina eschscholtzii salamanders in
California [37]. Since speciation cannot be studied anymore once the process is complete, criticisms of
this practice have centered on the fact that such lineage divergence or incipient speciation [38,39] may
not eventually result in speciation as the complete speciation process would be more readily observed in
laboratory [40] or semi-natural settings [41]. This approach, however, has its own downsides, and has
not been performed on amphibians or reptiles yet. Section 3.3 outlines how present lineage divergence
can still be used to better understand population genetic mechanisms important for speciation [42],
while in Section 3.6, genomic properties in diverging lineages and related fusion/fission dynamics
including de-speciation (the secondary collapse of an emerging reproductive barrier) are discussed.

2. Aspects of Amphibian and Reptile Speciation

2.1. Integrative Taxonomy Builds the Foundation of Modern Speciation Research

Speciation research in reptiles and amphibians has been facilitated by progress in integrative
taxonomy (IT) over the past decade [43–45], which has provided increased statistical rigor for species
delimitation [46], and has aided in a better understanding of historical biogeography [47]. IT combines
different kinds of data and methods for species discovery [48–51] and includes step-by-step methods
based on sequential analyses of independent data types, followed by a qualitative assessment of
species boundaries [52,53]. IT approaches can also use model-based methods that simultaneously
evaluate multiple data types, with subsequent delimitation of species based on statistical or information
criteria [54–56]. The four focal areas of IT are: (a) The validation of candidate species as evolutionary
distinct lineages; (b) inferring species relationships; (c) detecting cryptic diversity; (d) the assignment
of individual specimens to a species group [54,57]. The dense geographic sampling and mtDNA
sequencing can be utilized as a first pass approach for poorly known groups. The species hypothesized
from this first approach (candidate species [6]) can be used to direct further sampling. IT can then be
used to test species limits (i.e., including other molecular markers, combined with data on morphology
and ecology).

This approach is useful for example, when divergence initially occurs along non-molecular
axes of differentiation, and/or when divergence occurs with gene flow, as is the case in the South
American lizards Liolaemus bibroni and Lacerta gracilis [58]. Section 3.1 outlines in detail how integrative
taxonomy methods have been applied to South American liolaemid lizards and has helped to improve
biogeographic hypotheses (Section 3.2). The recent availability of genomic data has led to a deeper
understanding of the genomic basis of traits, and genome-level processes during speciation [59,60].
The processes, such as reticulate evolution, are becoming better known as an important aspect of
speciation with the availability of these data sets [61,62]. It is becoming evident that their analysis
requires methods (such as network-based approaches) that go beyond those based on bifurcating
trees. For assessing instances of incomplete speciation events, a number of recent methods based
on the multispecies coalescent network are now available (e.g., PhyloNetworks [63]; PhyloNet [64];
SpeciesNetwork in BEAST2 [65]). However, so far, these methods are only able to handle a limited
number of taxa when using genome-wide data.

Recently, model-based species delimitation has begun to incorporate the use of artificial
intelligence-based methods [66,67] to identify or predict species. The species-identifying artificial
intelligence (SIAI) has been used to identify species of plankton via microscopic images and bat species
via their calls [68,69]. In frogs, the concept has similarly found application through the use of AI-based
classification using bio-acoustic monitoring data [70,71]. The authors suspect that in the near future,
the methods are expected to become available that can extend AI-based classification to identifying
novel species by focusing on the description of unclassified samples. However, despite the appeal
of such methods to non-specialists and their apparent ease of use, image-based species description
has received substantial criticism from experts because of problems aligned with the fluid definition
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of diagnostic criteria over time, and the associated need for the preservation of type specimens [72].
Additionally, the lack of understanding of the black box nature of some neural network algorithms
used in machine learning for such work implies that caution is needed when using these methods for
management or conservation predictions [73].

Independently from species delimitation methods, the field of herpetology recently has undergone
a period of enthusiastic lineage splitting [74,75]. Hillis [74] recently provided a perspective on species
delimitation in herpetology, arguing that taxonomic classifications should be viewed primarily as a
service from experts to non-experts. Consequently, they should facilitate, not complicate, the use of
binomials as operational units of further analysis.

2.2. The Importance of Biogeography and the Climatic Niche

The niche may play many pivotal roles in speciation. The niche describes the set of abiotic and
biotic conditions in which a species can persist [76,77], including both the environmental conditions
that determine their broad-scale distribution (Grinnellian niche) and their interactions with other
species at the local scale (Eltonian niche). The niche is critical to speciation in at least two ways. First,
the Grinnellian niche plays an important role in geographic isolation. This is clear from the first
principles, given that the niche determines where species occur. Both divergence and conservatism in
the niche may play a critical role in speciation.

For parapatric speciation, niche divergence of adjacent populations along an ecological gradient
may lead to some populations becoming locally adapted to different parts of the gradient [78,79].
This may then lead to reduced gene flow between these populations, possibly leading to parapatric
speciation (e.g., if individuals of one population cannot tolerate the local environmental conditions
where the other population occurs, and vice versa). This scenario typifies the process of speciation via
niche divergence. One classic scenario for parapatric speciation through niche divergence involves
different climates along a mountain slope (Section 3.5).

For allopatric speciation, niche conservatism may lead to the initial geographic isolation of
populations [79,80]. Niche conservatism is the tendency of species to retain niche-related ecological
traits over time [81]. From the first principles, niche conservatism should be critical for allopatry [80].
Populations become allopatric when they are separated by a barrier of unsuitable ecological conditions.
This barrier may be relatively obvious (e.g., oceans for terrestrial species) or more subtle (lowland mesic
temperate forest versus upland mesic temperate forest), but the basic principle is the same. Ultimately,
the reason why this barrier functions as a barrier is that the populations separated by the barrier are
unable to adapt to the ecological conditions within that area and maintain gene flow across it. Thus,
the barrier of unsuitable ecological conditions is maintained by the retention of similar niche-related
ecological traits in these populations over time (i.e., niche conservatism). It is very important to note
however, that just because niche conservatism was involved in the initial geographic isolation of the
populations, this does not mean that they do not diverge subsequently in one or more ecological traits.

There are now many examples in the literature of speciation through both niche divergence and
niche conservatism in reptiles and amphibians, especially for the climatic niche. For example, there is
evidence that in tropical salamanders, sister species tend to occur in divergent climatic conditions [82].
At a larger scale, tropical plethodontid clades with higher rates of climatic niche evolution have faster
rates of diversification (speciation minus extinction), consistent with the idea that climatic divergence
drives speciation [83]. Climatic niche widths for temperature-related variables appear to be narrower
in the tropics [84,85], including in reptiles and amphibians [86], but whether this increases climatic
niche divergence and speciation remains unclear [82,87]. At an even broader phylogenetic scale,
the levels of climatic niche divergence seem to explain much of the variation in the diversification
rates among salamander and frog families, with greater climatic niche divergence within families
associated with higher rates of diversification [88]. Indeed, climatic niche divergence is far better at
predicting family-level diversification rates than climatic niche variables alone (i.e., tropical versus
temperate). Similar patterns have been found using rates of climatic-niche divergence in frogs [89].
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Several other studies have found divergent climatic niches between closely related species, including
studies of frogs [90], lizards [91], and snakes [92]. Several studies have also found interesting patterns
of current within-species phenotypic divergence and environmental variation that eventually may lead
to parapatric speciation [93–95]. Several other studies potentially support speciation through climatic
niche conservatism, including analyses of plethodontid salamanders in eastern North America [96,97],
Australian frogs [98], and the studies of various groups of tropical terrestrial vertebrates [87]. A survey
of 49 allopatric species pairs in squamates suggests that climatic niche divergence drove speciation in
~70% and climatic niche conservatism drove speciation in ~20% [99]. It is also important to note that
just because climatic niche conservatism was not supported as driving allopatric speciation, allopatry
may have been associated with niche conservatism in other ecological traits (e.g., microhabitat types,
such as rocks or sand).

The Eltonian niche may also be important in speciation. For example, many models of adaptive
radiation suggest that an important part of the process involves divergence along many different
axes of the ecological niche, including axes that involve division of resources at the local scale. For
example, many vertebrate radiations involve divergence in microhabitat and body size, suggesting that
these are linked to diversification [100] (Section 3.4). However, directly linking variation in some of
these traits to speciation (or diversification) has proven difficult [101]. Nevertheless, the microhabitat
(aquatic versus terrestrial) seems to explain the majority of the variation in the diversification rates
(~67%) among the 12 major clades of vertebrates [102]. A microhabitat is also an important predictor
of the diversification rates across frog families [89] and squamate families [103], with predominantly
arboreal clades showing higher rates (in both clades) and aquatic and fossorial lineages showing
lower rates (in squamates; for similar results in snakes see also [104]. Another important question
is whether speciation along Eltonian niche axes might reflect sympatric speciation (within the same
geographic area).

Clearly, the role of the niche in speciation depends (in some part) on the geographic mode of the
speciation involved. The question arises about what is known about geographic modes of speciation in
reptiles and amphibians. In general, allopatric speciation has widely been considered the most common
geographic mode [105]. Several herpetological studies now show some support for this hypothesis.
For example, the studies of the range overlap of species pairs in some groups support the prevalence
of the allopatric mode (salamanders [96]; frogs [90]; turtles [106]). Among 242 sister species pairs of
squamates surveyed [98], allopatric pairs are most common (41.3%), but other geographic patterns are
also common, including many parapatric (19.4%), partially sympatric (17.7%), and fully sympatric
pairs (21.5%). However, other groups remain largely unsurveyed in terms of their geographic modes
and the possibility of the post-speciation range shifts needs to be considered.

2.3. Ecological Speciation

The adaptation of individuals to new or differing environmental conditions can cause the adaptive
divergence of populations leading to speciation, if natural selection strongly favors different ecotypes
and reproductive isolation evolves as a consequence of such a differential habitat use [107–110]. This
ecological or adaptive speciation has been identified as a major biological process that has shaped
species diversity in quite distinct taxa, including Darwin’s finches, three-spined sticklebacks, pea
aphids, and Rhagoletis flies [109]. Another example are Anolis lizards occurring on the islands of
the Lesser Antilles, where transect sampling efforts along environmental gradients have enabled the
identification of both historical population effects, and ecological effects. The populations that have
diversified in allopatry showed less reproductive isolation amongst each other, than populations
that diversified across habitat gradients [94,111,112]. Ecological speciation is also considered a major
process underlying adaptive radiations, which describes the process of rapid and frequent speciation
from a common ancestor [113]. During the well-studied adaptive radiation of Darwin’s finches across
the Galapagos archipelago, for example, 14 distinct species and subspecies have formed starting from
a single colonization event from the South American mainland, roughly 1.6 million years ago [114].
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However, the process of ecological speciation can also occur within shorter periods. In three-spined
stickleback, repeated and parallel lineage divergence of limnetic and benthic forms inhabiting small
lakes in southern British Columbia followed the last glaciation only a few thousand years ago [115,116].

Many species showing population subdivision and genetic divergence linked to habitat adaptation
are not characterized by complete reproductive isolation. However, they may reflect different stages
of adaptive divergence along a continuum reaching from pure adaptive-ecological variation without
reproductive isolation, to ecological-adaptive differences associated with irreversible reproductive
isolation (e.g., in fish [109]). As proposed by Tautz [117], adaptive or ecological speciation follows
distinct phases through time associated with the change in adaptive traits and neutral genetic divergence
arising from speciation (see Figure 15.1 in Tautz [117]). Initially, in phase 1, individuals use or exploit
different environmental niches and traits that allow them to use different resources, and diversify
quickly into different ecotypes associated with different resources. Assuming a two-ecotype scenario,
individuals should mate assortatively with their own ecotype to avoid producing sub-optimally adapted
offspring when interbreeding with the other ecotypes. At this early stage of adaptive speciation, neutral
genetic divergence between the gene pools of corresponding ecotypes is not necessarily observable (i.e.,
at this stage, ecotypes should not show signs of genetic divergence as measured by neutrally evolving
loci across the genome). However, the genes underlying adaptive traits (e.g., beak shape and size in
Darwin’s finches for example [118]) should show signs of selection and may differ in allele frequencies,
the degree of polymorphism, etc. In phase 2, the differentiation of adaptive traits becomes more
pronounced and gene pools of ecotypes should show signs of neutral genetic divergence. At this phase,
genetically differentiated subpopulations can be observed. During phase 3, no further differentiation of
adaptive traits can be observed. However, genetic differentiation is expected to increase further, given
the reproductive isolation of ecotypes. Following this phase, it is difficult to predict how adaptive
traits will evolve, but ecotypes have evolved into phylogenetically distinct species showing strong
neutral divergence. Importantly, many natural systems that have been studied for ecological speciation
have not reached the final stage of complete speciation (e.g., some cichlid fishes [119]). Nevertheless,
these represent exciting study systems that may show how ecological adaptation can cause genomic
divergence via selection [42] and potentially affect the population structure over time.

The processes and mechanisms of ecological speciation can be best studied in situations where
the direct impact of ecological adaptation is measurable with genetic markers. One example is when
habitat difference metrics are correlated with genetic differences. Furthermore, it is also useful to
find situations in which spatial impacts, such as geographic isolation, can be ruled out as primary
factors causing genetic differentiation. Therefore, the individuals or populations under investigation
should ideally be in spatial contact. Section 3.3 describes another exciting study system for ecological
speciation, the European Fire Salamander (Salamandra salamandra). Here, the adaptation of salamander
larvae to different habitat types has caused adaptive divergence within a salamander population, with
consequences for population structure and behavior. This system may represent an early stage of
ecological speciation.

2.4. Speciation Rates and Variable Traits

Even the most superficial look at the Tree of Life immediately reveals enormous differences in
species diversity among clades [102,120,121]. Some taxa such as extant coelacanths, the tuatara, the
platypus or the two pig nose frogs (Nasikabatrachus spp.) are the lone representatives of ancient lineages
and are sometimes referred to as living fossils. On the other hand, other clades of comparable age may
contain thousands of species. The diversification rates are composed of speciation and extinction rates,
and it is usually not easy to disentangle these two factors. In amphibians, rapidly speciating clades
are also more threatened by extinction [122]. The species-poor extant clades might have been much
more diverse in the past, and suffered from high extinction rates. In contrast, most species-rich extant
clades are explained by high diversification rates [123], but the reasons underlying these differences
in speciation rates remain unknown. Butlin and colleagues [124] flagged this as one important
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unsolved question in speciation research. The most frequent approach to the study of speciation or
diversification rates and their possible determinants is to use phylogenies and comparative methods,
but these methods require refinement to be able to distinguish between the effects of speciation and
extinction [124–126].

Speciation rates, as well as species diversification rates and population divergence, can also be
influenced by phenotypic traits [127]. The diversification rates across all animals were not impacted
by body size [127]. The connection between body size and speciation rate is difficult to disentangle
in smaller groups (e.g., teleost fish, [128]). Some large adaptive radiations and species-rich clades of
mammals and lizards are comprised of small-bodied species [129], but this does not necessarily mean
that body size drives rapid diversification in these groups. The rates of change in the body and the
shape size are unrelated to the diversification rates in plethodontid salamanders [101]. Section 3.4
outlines how body size shaped the adaptive radiation of Madagascan and other frogs. The intrinsic
factors, such as organismal traits, that enable the colonization of new environments, or the more abstract
concept of ecospace [130], are referred to as key innovations. These key innovations are thought to
influence the diversification rates. Ecospaces recurrently occupied by amphibian clades are arboreal
versus terrestrial versus aquatic, and terrestrial (endotrophic) reproduction including viviparity. The
morphological and physiological traits which allow these switches are largely unstudied. Arboreality
(but not other microhabitats [89]) has been identified to increase the diversification rates in frogs, which
constitutes an interesting avenue for future study. The life history mode was found to be unrelated to the
diversification rates across frogs [131]. Terrestriality did not increase the diversification rate in the frog
genus Phrynobatrachus, in which the more terrestrial clades showed decreased rates [132]. The presence
of aerolate ventral skin was found to be correlated with increased species richness in South American
Terrarana frogs [133]. One interpretation of this latter finding is that more vascularized bellies may have
been an adaptation to lower atmospheric oxygen levels, facilitating the colonization of high-altitude
ranges. In bufonids, a suite of morphological and life history traits have been demonstrated to increase
the colonization ability and trigger diversification [134]. This range expansion phenotype includes
a terrestrial niche, large body size, the presence of parotid glands and inguinal fat bodies, aquatic
oviposition sites, large clutch size and exotrophic larvae.

Apart from the body size, many amphibians and reptiles have bright colors. When these colors vary
within and among populations, they are called color polymorphisms. If such polymorphic lineages are
less vulnerable to extinction, they may also be more diverse than monomorphic lineages and tend to be
older, as is the case of snakes [135]. Alternatively, the older clades may simply accumulate polymorphic
loci over longer periods so that it is not trivial to disentangle cause and effect. The presence of multiple
morphs may allow populations to occupy more than one ecological niche and/or maintain higher
levels of genetic diversity than are present in monomorphic populations [136–138]. However, Bolton,
Rollins and Griffith [139] suggest that some features of color polymorphic populations may make them
more vulnerable to extinction than monomorphic populations. Both theoretical [136,137,140,141] and
empirical [138,142,143] studies support the idea that taxa in which color polymorphisms or alternative
reproductive strategies are common may exhibit higher rates of speciation than taxa in which most
populations are monomorphic for these traits. Besides color in the human visual spectrum that generate
color morphs of Phrynosomatidae and Lacertidae, UV-coloration appears to be important in speciation
of green lizard in two lineages that come into contact, Lacerta viridis and L. bilineatus [144] and generate
hybrid unfitness [145,146].

Sexual selection acting upon color polymorphisms is an important driver for population divergence
to evolve, and thus important for understanding the early stages of speciation [140,147].

In squamate reptiles, especially lizards, the populations of many species include two or more
discrete color morphs within one or both sexes. In most cases where the proximate basis of such color
variation has been studied, morphs are highly heritable [148–150]. A key insight into the mechanisms
governing color morphs of all species of lizards includes genome studies of the potential genetic
factors controlling morphs, exemplified by a recent paper by Andrade and colleagues [151] that shows
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both pteridines and carotenoid genes control the color of Podarcis muralis. Pteridine expression and
carotenoids have also been linked to the control of yellow and orange color morphs in the side-blotched
lizard using biochemical studies, but that the blue color morph arises from iridophore reflecting
platelets [152]. This finding is supported by studies on the trimorphic lacertid Zootoca vivipara that
show iridophores control color [153]. Combined, these genomic, and biochemical studies suggest a
multi-component signal to the mating systems of males with three color morphs and thus, a more
complex etiology than a simple one locus gene.

In addition to their differences in color, morphs differ in one or more aspects of
reproductive behavior in numerous species, including members of the families
Phrynosomatidae [154–157], Lacertidae [158–160], and Agamidae [161,162]. The males of different
color morphs may vary in aggression, dispersal, physiological performance, territoriality, and/or mate
choice [150,154,156,159,161,163–166]. The female morphs may differ in life history, maternal effects,
and/or mate choice [158,167–174]. Within the populations, heritable color and behavioral morphs may
be maintained by negative frequency-dependent selection, temporally or spatially variable selection,
overdominance, or gene flow between the populations differing in coloration [142,175]. However, while
mate-choice based selection on polymorphisms might drive population divergence, environmental
or ecological factors are very strong drivers for speciation compared to sexual selection [141] or
phylogeographic structure [176–178], an idea that is supported by recent findings in snakes and
lizards. In numerous color-polymorphic taxa, closely related species [179,180] or populations of the
same species [181–183] vary in the number or frequency of morphs present [184]. In the well-studied
side-blotched lizard, Uta stansburiana, the collapse of trimorphic rock-paper-scissors mating systems
to di- and monomorphic states is driven by the interaction of morph fitness in warm versus cool
climates, implying a strong interaction between the social system and ecophysiology [185]. After
morph loss [183], other reproductive and sexually selected traits rapidly evolve to new equilibria [186].
These patterns imply that an interaction between ecological and social factors drives the evolution
of new ecotypes, which can promote reproductive isolation between the populations that differ in
morph numbers [143]. It is important to note that morph-frequency variation might alternatively
occur due to stochastic processes, such as genetic drift or founder effects [179,187,188]. As Butlin and
colleagues [124] pointed out, reproductive isolation is still one of the best criteria upon which to assess
any factors putatively contributing to speciation. The presence of different morphs in closely related
populations may contribute to prezygotic [189] or postzygotic reproductive isolation [143] between
those populations. Further species-wide studies comparing rates of gene flow between the populations
differing in morph frequencies would be helpful in empirically evaluating the effect of polymorphism
on reproductive isolation between the populations. One recent example of such work found that
in the lizard Ctenophorus decresii, only limited gene flow occurred after secondary contact between
polymorphic and monomorphic lineages [188].

In frogs, the variation in male advertisement calls (calls hereafter) has long been considered a
key trait that potentially drives their speciation. However, studies that have definitively shown this
remain rare to date. It is clear that different species of frogs have different calls. Furthermore, there
are examples where female frogs seem to prefer conspecific calls over heterospecific calls (e.g., in
Physalaemus frogs; [190]. One of the best-case studies of potential call-driven speciation involves
different populations of Physalaemus petersi in the western Amazon Basin in South America [191]. In
this system, some populations differ in their call types (complex versus simple), and these differences
have evolved repeatedly and become fixed more quickly than expected by drift. The females generally
prefer the males with calls of their native population. Furthermore, there is strongly restricted gene
flow between adjacent populations with different call types. There is also evidence for speciation
driven by reinforcement on the call variation in Australian treefrogs (Litoria; [26]). Other important
systems in which calls are important to reproductive isolation include North American spadefoot
toads (Spea; [192,193]) and chorus frogs (Pseudacris; [194,195]). An unresolved challenge for studies of
frog speciation is to determine whether call variation is the initial cause of lineage splitting or merely
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helps distinct lineages remain distinct (especially given that many frog species appear to arise in
allopatry, where call differences are expected to be irrelevant to speciation). Interestingly, an important
cause of reproductive isolation among populations in several systems may be call divergence between
conspecific populations where some populations are sympatric with heterospecifics ([26,193,195]).

2.5. Genome Properties and Processes

Pure allopatric speciation has long been thought to be the prevalent mechanism of speciation [196],
and the evidence outlined above shows that it is also very common in amphibians and reptiles.
However, the alternative hypothesis (not purely allopatric speciation) is harder to test, as species
with an allopatric distribution lend themselves to inferring past allopatric speciation from it, whereas
speciation mechanisms in species with overlapping distribution areas and that might involve some
amount of the gene flow are harder to infer. Allopatric speciation has often been inferred across
hard barriers to the gene flow, which are thought to limit the gene flow completely. Soft barriers
to the gene flow limit dispersal but still allow for low levels of migration [197]. This may lead to
the existence of metapopulations with more or less continuous distribution, which can be deeply
divergent across the area. These scenarios are harder to interpret in terms of speciation processes. The
question arises whether the standing local adaptive variation, where local variants have evolved and
are maintained despite a low number of migrants departing and arriving, eventually result in complete
reproductive isolation. Some very young sympatric or even syntopic and microendemic Madagascan
sister pairs of frogs have been studied within the context of this question. At the phenotype level,
recently diverged species living in syntopy can show evidence for ecological speciation coinciding with
soft barriers to the gene flow. These include divergence in bioacoustics characters (Gephyromantis eiselti
and Gephyromantis thelenae, [198]), divergence in body size (Gephyromantis enki and G. boulengeri [199]),
or functional convergence in color patterns (for a case of mimicry, cf. Mantella madagascariensis and
Mantella baroni [200]).

On small spatial and temporal scales, incomplete speciation on an evolutionary trajectory to be
completed could be distinguished from a stable metapopulation scenario by a combination of the
following lines of evidence: (1) Assuming that similar processes of selection result in similar outcomes,
the divergence patterns can be compared across different taxonomic levels of one clade inhabiting
similar environments. For example, if speciation processes were deterministic, then similarities in the
patterns of character divergence among diverging populations and among young species of the same
clade are expected to be found, which would indicate that the populations are on a similar trajectory to
diversify. Comparing different clades occupying the same habitat (e.g., different endemic radiations
of Madagascar showing similar phylogeographic patterns) allows inferring common evolutionary
processes among them [201]. (2) If signatures of convergent genomic adaptation among several
populations can be found, this may indicate adaptive speciation to a common set of environmental
variables that promote speciation [202]. The beneficial convergent alleles can either evolve thorough
independent mutational events, or through selection on a polymorphism in the common ancestor.
Further, it is likely that more than one genomic route can produce a phenotypic adaptation responsible
for divergence with the gene flow, as genomic adaptations in different loci may be functionally
equivalent (polygenic) and cause similar phenotypes (homoplasy). For example, several mutations
can cause interruption of the same metabolic pathway at different levels [203].

The existence of divergence and speciation in the presence of the gene flow has been proven
in recent years by studying divergence at the genomic level [204–209]. It is widely accepted that
speciation requires the interruption of the gene flow between populations [105], as gene exchange and
recombination is a significant impediment to population divergence and the formation of new species.
Speciation among allopatric populations is generally straightforward, as typically an ecological barrier
to the gene flow can be identified (Section 3.3). In the absence of such a barrier, another mechanism
was required to counterbalance the homogenizing effect of the gene flow. Theoretical models have
demonstrated a variety of scenarios in which speciation can occur without complete geographic
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isolation [210–213], and empirical examples demonstrate that speciation in the face of the gene flow
may be more common than previously thought [110,209,214,215]. In the early stage of speciation, the
extent of the gene flow can be estimated via the shape of the distribution of the genome-wide Fst
statistic. A more binomial shape of this distribution indicates a lower number of driver loci involved
in divergence with the gene flow, while a wider curve indicates that divergence with less gene flow
proceeds gradually across many loci [4,216]. Several processes can facilitate genetic divergence during
speciation in the face of the gene flow. Among these are direct divergent selection on a few loci of
large effects that underlie reproductive isolation [209], mate choice that is correlated with a trait under
divergent selection [204,210], and divergence hitchhiking in which gene exchange is reduced over
larger genomic regions as an indirect effect of strong divergent selection on loci involved in local
adaptation [217,218]. More recently, advances in genomic approaches have extended the study of
speciation with gene flow by examining patterns and extent of admixture, divergence, and linkage
disequilibrium between taxa on a genome-wide scale [209,215,219,220]. Amphibians and reptiles have
been important model systems in recent years in determining the prevalence, patterns, processes,
and mechanisms of divergence and speciation with the gene flow. Examples of studies that have
examined aspects of divergence and speciation with gene flow include tropical frogs [90], Andean
frogs [221], ranid frogs [222–225], barking frogs [226], chorus frogs [227], newts [228,229], plethodontid
salamanders [82,230], Anolis lizards [94,231,232], Iberian and North African wall lizards [233], Sceloporus
spiny lizards [234–238], whiptail lizards [239], rattlesnakes [240], Pantherophis ratsnakes [241], and
Thamnophis garter snakes [242,243]. A review of divergence with gene flow in amphibians emphasized
the importance of genome-scale sequencing to understand gene-level versus genome-level processes
in speciation [244]. However, only a few studies have begun examining speciation with gene flow
using genomic data in amphibians and reptiles [226,236,240]. This might reflect the relatively higher
cost of performing such studies, which is more accessible to well-funded labs. Section 3.5 discusses
convergent phenotypic and genomic adaptations under incomplete lineage divergence in a species of
Anolis lizard on the Caribbean island of Hispaniola.

A less explored aspect of speciation is, when it occurs without generating two bifurcating
lineages. Reticulate evolution describes the emergence of new species-level lineages after a process of
splitting and merging of population-level lineages, which can occur in both sympatry and allopatry.
In the absence of complete isolation of the populations, (e.g., when populations diverge through
ecological factors), this reticulated nature of divergence is not only represented by merging and splitting
populations. It may also be represented by splitting and merging of different parts of the genome. The
different portions of the genome that are more or less related to the selection pressure may diverge at
different speeds among populations [39,216,245]. In such a scenario, phylogenies produced by different
genes might yield different topologies (see also Section 3.5).

One related nonlinear speciation process based on intrinsic reproductive isolation is introgressive
hybridization where genes from different lineages are merging into the genome of another lineage.
At its extreme, introgressive hybridization can result in the takeover of another lineage’s genome,
which results in extinction by de-speciation [246]. For example, a study detected 5–10% of hybrids
between the rare Florida bog frog Lithobates okaloosae and its more common congener (the green frog,
L. calamitans) [247].

In comparison, true hybrid speciation involves the merging of entire genomes. As an outcome of
this process, various types of clonal reproduction occur in a few species of frogs (hybridogenesis in
European water frogs, both males and females of Pelophylax) and reptiles. In reptiles, this involves
various types of facultative or true parthenogenesis, whereby offspring are only produced through
participation of the female genome, which is therefore not recombined. Genetic variation, which may
post-date the time of the initial hybridogenesis event, was however found in most investigated species.
The lacertid Darevskia (Lacerta) rostombekowi had until recently been thought to represent a monoclonal
lineage with no variation in allozyme markers [248]. However, a study using microsatellite loci has
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recently shown that post-formation genomic variation also exists in this species [249]. Parthenogenetic
species can also originate without hybridization, as in the xantusiid lizard genus Lepidophyma [250].

It has recently become apparent that noncoding genomic elements such as transposons may also
constitute an important intrinsic factor for speciation. Transposable elements (TEs) make up a large
portion of the genome of the strawberry poison frog, Oophaga pumilio [251]. TE activity can rapidly
cause genomic incompatibility and thus may serve as an intrinsic factor for reproductive isolation [252].
The random relocation of these elements during meiosis may promote speciation, given that bursts of
transposable element (TE) activity (hot genomes) align with bursts of speciation in mammals [253] and
Anolis lizards [254].

The early speciation stages sometimes are perhaps better represented through complex networks
of fusions and fissions over time [255]. Even in some textbook examples for allopatric speciation, such
as speciation in Galapagos giant tortoises across the islands of the archipelago [256], such introgressive
hybridization fusion/fission dynamics have recently been identified as an important factor for their
speciation history [257]. Through their relatively unique life history traits, Galapagos giant tortoises
may represent an ideal model system to understanding such evolutionary dynamics at the early stages
of speciation [258], which is discussed in Section 3.6.

3. Case Studies

3.1. Liolaemid Lizards—From Poorly Known Taxonomic Groups to Evolutionary Radiations

Bad taxonomy due to limited data, or inappropriate methods to assess species boundaries can
lead to taxonomic inflation (the unnecessary assignment of nomina to lineages with only shallow
divergence), which may lead to errors in estimating long-term diversification trends (i.e., accelerated
speciation, low extinction rates, frequent ecological speciation). The lizard genus Liolaemus seems
extremely species-rich, and has a long history of scientific investigation [259,260]. The genus ranges
across a large part of southern South America, including Patagonian steppes and heterogeneous
mountain landscapes that have been subjected to a variety of climatic and geological changes since the
origin of the group (~55 million years ago [261]). The key questions about actual species diversity of the
genus, and the processes that have generated and maintained this diversity, have been addressed in a
number of recent studies with a combination of new molecular data, integrative taxonomic approaches,
and modern methods of species delimitation and diversification.

Liolaemus is a large genus (~260 species) distributed from Tierra del Fuego to north-central Peru,
from sea level to ~5000 m in elevation [259,262,263]. In 2003, there were ~160 described species, but
after the first detailed molecular study of one species complex (L. elongatus complex), Morando, Avila
and Sites [264] inferred that Liolaemus could contain at least twice the number of known species, based
on the discovery of multiple well-supported mtDNA haploclades within this single taxonomic complex.
Since 2003, 100 Liolaemus species have been described (based on morphology and on molecular data for
many). Another ~55 have been identified as candidate species (based mainly on mtDNA and allopatry)
that require further study. These numbers, added to the 160 known species from 13 years ago, brings
the total number to 315 potential species. However, key geographic regions still remain poorly studied,
and may contain many additional species. For example, portions of central and southern Patagonia
and the sub-Antarctic provinces have barely been sampled for lizards in general [265,266].

During the last decade, many cryptic, candidate species within Liolaemus have been revealed
by the application of dense geographic sampling, multiple DNA loci, coalescent-based and heuristic
species delimitation methods. These species were supported by integrative taxonomic (IT) approaches
comparing the divergence patterns of genetic, morphological (meristic and traditional/geometric
morphometrics), and bioclimatic data. For instance, several candidate species were confirmed within
the L. elongatus and L. kriegi complexes using multi-locus genetic data [267,268]. Based on the integration
of molecular, morphological, and ecological niche envelope data, several new Liolaemus species were
described from Perú [269]. Minoli and colleagues [270] tested species limits in the Liolaemus fitzingerii



Genes 2019, 10, 646 12 of 47

group with morphometric and niche envelope analyses, and a similar integrative taxonomic approach
discovered new candidate species in the L. lineomaculatus section [271,272]. Aguilar and colleagues [56]
recently applied an IT approach [53,54] to resolve some taxonomic uncertainties in the northernmost
species of Liolaemus, the montanus group in north-central Peru. The results of this study revealed that
as a rule, older candidate species, as identified by longer branches on the gene and species trees, were
generally more clearly corroborated by other classes of data and across methods [56].

The hidden diversity within several clades of Liolaemus has led to further studies to investigate the
evolutionary processes underlying these diversification patterns. Olave et al. [273] combined multiple
loci and morphological data to resolve species boundaries in the L. rothi complex. They discovered
strong genetic differentiation but limited morphological divergence, suggesting that selective pressures
have produced phenotypic stasis in this complex (assuming that phenotypic convergence is not at
play here). In order to test for the role of natural selection driving phenotypic stasis, observational
and/or experimental data is required to measure the fitness differentials and trait heritabilities [274].
Moreover, a range of evolutionary processes might equally explain the pattern of phenotypic stasis,
including stabilizing/fluctuating selection or low evolutionary rates [275], and genetic constraints [276].
Grummer and colleagues [238] revisited the phylogeny of the L. fitzingerii species group using genomic
sequence-capture data and found a pattern of recent and rapid speciation, unresolved relationships
and reticulations within this clade. This lack of resolution has been problematic in several phylogenetic
studies of Liolaemus, which have frequently found polytomies within the genus using multi-locus data
sets [277–279]. However, these datasets were small relative to the number of loci needed to distinguish
between hard versus soft polytomies under some speciation scenarios. Thus, these clades are excellent
candidates for follow-up studies implementing new analytical approaches developed to test for rapid
radiations ([280,281], but see [282]). At a macroevolutionary level, Olave et al. [283] used an explicit
model in a statistical coalescent framework to test for rapid radiations in Liolaemus, in a sample of
142 species of the subgenus Eulaemus. They used datasets simulated under explicit evolutionary
models (including rapid radiations), and tested them against empirical data [283]. They found support
for two rapid radiations as the most plausible hypothesis for the diversification of Eulaemus. Studies
that are more recent have revealed that these extremely species-rich radiations have been associated
with shifts in the diversification rates [284], and the adaptive processes linked to an episodic ecological
opportunity generated by the gradual uplift of the Andes [285,286].

Clarifying the real species diversity of Liolaemus may be complicated by several factors. First,
fuzzy resolution of species limits may be due to the small sample sizes (only 1–3 individuals for
some localities), especially when using methods for which a minimum of five is recommended [287].
Further, some species are known only from their type localities, which may compromise the collection
of sufficient bioclimatic, morphological, and/or molecular data.

Species delimitation in most species’ complexes of Liolaemus has also been complicated by the
occurrence of extensive paraphyly in multiple clades. This paraphyly results in an incongruence
between mtDNA and traditional morphological species limits. Some of these cases are due to incomplete
taxonomic knowledge [288,289]. For others, incomplete lineage sorting [288] and hybridization were
suggested as the most likely causes [271,272,277,290]. In some cases, further study based on nuclear
markers has confirmed mtDNA introgression [58,291], More in-depth assessments with multiple loci
and novel coalescent-based methods in the L. boulengeri and L. rothi complexes [292] and the L. fitzingerii
group [293], further suggest that hybridization has played a major role in Liolaemus diversification. The
incorporation of genome-wide markers should help tease apart the relative contributions of lineage
sorting versus introgression in Liolaemus. However, recent simulations suggest that massive genomic
data could bias species delimitation methods to detect interspecific divergence even when pervasive
gene flow between lineages is more consistent with intraspecific structuring [294]. Given the reality
of gray zones in speciation processes and the increased resolution of divergence patterns based on
genomic data, delineating species boundaries in some cases may never be straightforward [295].
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An appropriate understanding of macroevolutionary patterns depends on the clarification of the
actual diversity of the genus and of the species boundaries within several complexes. Incomplete
taxon sampling might bias inferences of macroevolutionary patterns, so correction methods may need
to be employed [296]. For instance, the lack of complete sampling in most phylogenetic studies of
Liolaemus might have also biased branch-length estimates due to the node density artifact [297]. If this
artifact is actually present (e.g., based on the ‘delta’ statistic of Webster et al. [298]), the implementation
of phylogenetic mixed models might help to solve, or at least alleviate the problem that could bias
divergence time estimates [299]. The increased lineage sampling appears even more important given
that distinct patterns of diversification and trait evolution have been found in different clades of
Liolaemus [284]. Moreover, Olave et al. [284], found that the high diversification rates in Liolaemus seems
to be actually a result of lower extinction rates, relative to its sister genus, Phymaturus. In addition to a
better knowledge of α-taxonomy of the genus, it is also necessary to obtain a well-resolved and robust
phylogeny for the genus. This endeavor is proving difficult, despite the incorporation of genomic-level
data [283,293]. This may be a consequence of the rapid diversification during the early and recent
evolutionary history of several Liolaemus species complexes [283,293].

In cases where parapatry and introgression are limited or absent, some hypotheses of the drivers
of speciation can be formulated based on comparing patterns of the variation in multiple data sets
collected from recently diverged sister clades [43]. Given the current progress in our knowledge
of the taxonomy and distribution of this genus, and the increasing availability of multiple data
types, advanced studies of speciation processes in Liolaemus are able to be undertaken. For example,
molecular, morphological, and niche envelope data for L. petrophilus have suggested that environmental
niche divergence may have promoted diversification in allopatry, for sister clades north and south
of the Somuncurá Plateau in Argentina [300]. It is suggested that the additional study of color, color
patterns, and behavior in combination with previous datasets might shed light on the potential role
of social signaling traits [301] in speciation in Liolaemus. In relatively closely related iguanian lizard
families, these processes have been demonstrated to drive population divergence and a process of
socially-mediated speciation (e.g., Uta stansburiana [183]; Ctenophorus [301]).

The discovery of parapatric hybrid zones in Liolaemus [277,288,290,302] is expected to prompt
studies that are geared towards elucidating other evolutionary forces that could be involved in the origin
and maintenance of this clade’s diversity. Considering that introgression and hybridization are common
among species of Liolaemus, an accurate estimate of the phylogeny of the genus should take into account
evolutionary reticulation processes using species network approaches (see Section 2.5). The best option
may be the application of these methods to well-supported clades within Liolaemus. In addition, a
new isolation-with-migration demographic model that relaxes the assumption of a fixed species tree
(IMa3, [303]) looks promising for the study of speciation processes among closely related species
that have diverged with the gene flow/introgression. Furthermore, admixture models that consider
discrete migration restricted to specific periods can also be evaluated with new composite-likelihood,
genome-wide approaches [144].

Another interesting research venue is the high degree of hybridization within Liolaemus [304].
For instance, a question arises whether this apparent morphological stasis is an adaptive feature in
Liolaemus, at least partially maintained by recurrent hybridization, that may be associated with lower
extinction rates in comparison with the more specialized sister genus Phymaturus [284]. For example,
Olave et al. [273] have found evidence of morphological stasis driven by selective pressures in the
L. rothi species complex, which probably reflects a common pattern in other Liolaemus complexes as
suggested by previous studies (e.g., L. kriegi [305] or L. bibronii [306]). Based on these studies, a more
dynamic evolutionary view of the lizard genus Liolaemus is emerging. This promises to offer many
future opportunities to address how this very-species rich lizard genus has rapidly-diversified across
the Andean/Patagonian landscapes of southern South America.
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3.2. Lizard Speciation across the South American Dry Biomes

Speciation research has a great potential to reveal the contrasting roles of the geological landscape
and changing climate on the diversification of amphibians and reptiles (and other groups), both
indirectly (on small geographic scales [307]) and explicitly (over wider geographical scales [308–310]).
Phylogeographic studies of speciation at multiple spatial and temporal scales can help elucidate
the origins of biogeographic patterns. However, their ability to elucidate these processes depends
on the geographic sampling, the biology of the taxa studied, and the nature of the markers used.
Some empirical studies have integrated dense sampling with model-based parameter estimation and
hypothesis testing for species delimitation [291]. However, the integration of model-based approaches
with explicit historical biogeographic hypothesis for the Neotropical herpetofauna is still less explored.
This integrative approach was used recently to study lizard speciation across the South American
diagonal of dry biomes. The highly threatened open vegetation biomes of central-eastern South
America extend diagonally across a large latitudinal range (Figure 1). They include the seasonally
dry tropical forests (with the largest area, Caatinga, in northeastern Brazil), the Cerrado Savanna
(central Brazil), and the Chaco (southwestern South America). Early studies have suggested an
impoverished fauna (compared to the tropical rainforests), but these biomes are now recognized as
having high diversity and endemism levels for amphibians and reptiles [311–313], as well as other
taxonomic groups.
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Figure 1. The distribution of the eastern South America dry diagonal biomes (top left) and the
distribution of inferred Bayesian population clusters and ancestral distribution of P. pollicaris with
respect to the inferred historical stability surface in yellow (stable areas obtained by overlapping
predicted logistic outputs under four climatic scenarios: Current, 6, 21, and 120 kyr BP) and a digital
elevation model for South America (brown represents higher altitudes). The pie charts represent
the posterior probability that a given individual is assigned to a particular cluster. Alternative
divergence models tested using an approximate Bayesian computation (ABC) framework (bottom
left). STDF—Seasonal Tropical Dry Forest, T1—early divergence event, T2—recent divergence event,
m—empirical relative mutation rates. Adapted from Werneck et al. (2012 [310]).
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Recent studies in this region have advanced society’s understanding of the biogeographical
processes responsible for speciation patterns in the amphibians and reptiles there. These studies
have revealed some congruent patterns. The first commonality is the occurrence of genetic breaks
geographically congruent with the limits of the three biomes. These breaks indicate complex
speciation scenarios that may have been influenced by altitudinal variation [310,314]. Second, some
geomorphological components have important roles in speciation, such as the Serra Geral de Goiás,
the Serra do Espinhaço and the São Francisco River [310,314,315]. Third, deep divergences exist within
closely related groups dating to the Miocene-Pliocene transition. These splits may be related to events
such as the uplift of the Brazilian Shield and to marine introgressions [310,316–319]. Fourth, Cerrado
lineages appear to have a deeper genetic structure when compared to Caatinga lineages. These Caatinga
lineages have more shallow genetic structures, possibly indicating instances of ecological speciation,
speciation with the gene flow [239,310], or recent demographic expansion [315,320]. Fifth, the prevalence
of deep phylogeographic structures with high levels of cryptic diversity [310,314,316,318,319]. Sixth,
the existence of a west-east diversification pattern, especially in the Cerrado [310,314,316,318,319]. For
Vanzosaura lizards, the pattern of east-west divergence is congruent with morphological variation,
and a new taxonomic arrangement was proposed for the genus with the description of a new species
endemic to the Cerrado [314].

Alternatively, other patterns do not show overall agreement between studies. These include the
role of Pleistocene climatic and vegetational cycles on the population structure, and the correlation
between areas of climate stability and high genetic diversity. For example, Pleistocene climatic cycles
were shown to be important for the diversification of Cerrado treefrogs [316]. On the contrary, other
studies explicitly tested the prediction that areas of long-term stability during Quaternary climatic
fluctuations would have greater genetic diversity and corresponding phylogeographic structure,
but did not find such an effect in the lizard species investigated [310,318]. Thus, the responses
to Pleistocene climate fluctuations seem highly variable among taxa. Furthermore, the different
evolutionary responses to changing climates other than population extinctions and range shifts may
be more common than previously thought. The persistence in situ can occur, if the changing climate
remains within the species’ physiological tolerance limits [321] and if the preferred habit persists. This
seems to have occurred in the case of the rock-outcrop specialist gecko Phyllopezus pollicaris [310]. In
these cases, phylogeographic signatures are expected to reflect events that have not been overwritten
by Pleistocene climate dynamics.

Thus, stability is not an exclusive force in generating diversity (species and genetic) patterns.
Moreover, climate change should not be unconditionally associated with the loss of diversity
(i.e., extinction) without a critical evaluation of each biological system’s idiosyncrasies. The
stability-instability dynamic is crucial to promote speciation along the dry diagonal. The patterns of
persistence and/or susceptibility to climatic change may provide important insights about the responses
to future environmental changes and long-term population viability. The long-term population viability
is critical for establishing efficient conservation strategies. However, some taxa associated with the dry
diagonal may be more susceptible than others to range oscillations and extinction from anthropogenic
climate change. The allocation of conservation resources may be more effective if comparative studies
can provide evolutionary histories of a diverse array of co-distributed dry diagonal endemics.

On the population level, Werneck and colleagues [310] used model-based approximate Bayesian
computation (ABC) to test alternative population-divergence hypotheses for the P. pollicaris gecko
complex. These hypotheses correspond to hypotheses of historical biogeography at the landscape level,
for the South American dry biomes. Three hypotheses were outlined for this species, each incorporating
the different population structures, divergence times, and the patterns of the gene flow between the
populations in the three biomes (Cerrado, Chaco and the Seasonally Dry Tropical Forests/Caatinga).
The first hypothesis was a null model of no speciation, reflecting the early views in the literature that
species in the dry diagonal biomes would share a single evolutionary history. As a first alternative
hypothesis, a speciation model was proposed that predicted one ancient divergence event in three
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major phylogeographic clades (southwest/Chaco, central/Cerrado and northeast/Caatinga). This
hypothesis represents a speciation scenario triggered by older geological events. The second alternative
hypothesis was a speciation model with two divergence events. First, an initial separation between the
populations from southwest/Chaco and all the others, followed by a more recent ecological divergence
event between central/Cerrado and northeast/Caatinga populations (Figure 1). Stronger support was
found for the model with two divergence events (one considered allopatric speciation and the other
ecological speciation) among lineages associated with the Chaco, Cerrado, and Caatinga. These results
revealed a complex scenario of diversification among the dry diagonal biomes.

Oliveira et al. [239] used ABC to test four alternative diversification scenarios for a whiptail lizard
(Cnemidophorus ocellifer) in the Caatinga. These scenarios included varying the divergence times, the
migration estimates, and the demographic histories. The authors found support for speciation with
the gene flow along an environmental gradient.

In summary, new studies are revealing insights into the diversity, biogeography, and diversification
of the lizard fauna of the dry diagonal biomes. These studies show that while the transition zones
between the three biomes may interrupt the gene flow and promote reproductive isolation, additional
factors are operating within each biome. For example, ecological speciation may be particularly
important in the Caatinga biome (Figure 1).

3.3. An Early Stage of Adaptive Ecological Speciation in European Fire Salamanders.

In this section, recent research on a population of fire salamanders (Salamandra salamandra) in
western Germany is described, where individuals appear to be undergoing the early stages of ecological
speciation, associated with different larval habitats. This section begins by describing the general
phylogeography of the species in Europe, followed by the details of the diverging population near Bonn.

Phylogeographic patterns observed between distinct fire salamander species were found to
be quite different. The differentiation in the mitochondrial D-loop marker between populations of
S. salamandra across Europe were found to be relatively shallow, especially when compared to Near
Eastern fire salamanders (S. infraimmaculata [322]). The haplotypes of the mitochondrial D-loop of
S. salamandra could be arranged into distinct clades occupying separate geographic ranges. The C-clade
is distributed continuously across major parts of Europe except in southern Spain (Figure 2). Its
existence is now verified based on both nuclear and mitochondrial genes [323]. Based on the observed
population structure, members of the C-clade have colonized major parts of Central Europe (including
all of Germany) following the last glaciation. This colonization followed the recolonization by native
beech trees (Fagus sp.), which make up the natural forest habitats of S. salamandra [324] roughly
8000–9000 years ago. Therefore, these salamander populations must have become re-established quite
recently in Middle Europe. Given this pattern, these salamanders provide an excellent system to study
the consequences of habitat adaptation and lineage diversification in the recent past. In the ecological
speciation framework described in Section 2, the incomplete instances of diverging populations can
be subdivided into different stages. Here, the evidence that salamander populations in Germany
correspond to an early stage (phase 1 or phase 2) of speciation is described. This system may be
comparable to the well-studied three-spined sticklebacks in western Canada (see Section 2.3).
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metamorphosis to escape unfavorable and non-predictable conditions [326–328]. Based on a detailed 
phylogeographic analysis of mt D-loop haplotypes across Germany [326], the Ville region was found 
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in association with the two different larval habitats [329]. This study was conducted in the 
Kottenforst, an uplifted forest plateau in the Ville. The genetic differentiation might have been 
established under possible contact situations (i.e., in sympatry or parapatry) between stream and 
pond-adapted salamander types, as the dispersal rates have shown to be unexpectedly high in 
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Figure 2. The geographic distribution of different clades within Salamandra salamandra across Europe
derived from a population-based phylogeny of the mitochondrial D-loop [322]. The different shades
of grey—the distribution of different phylogenetic clades. The distribution range of the subspecies
S. s. gigliolii is uncertain (question mark). The dashed line—the approximate line of permafrost during
the height of the last glaciation. Note that clade B shows an interrupted pattern by populations of clade
C. (Modified after [322]).

Fire salamanders in Central Europe typically deposit larvae in small permanent streams, in
which they undergo development until metamorphosis is completed [325]. In the so-called Ville,
an area composed of old broadleaf deciduous forests spanning from Cologne to Bonn, several large
fire salamander populations can be found. Besides streams, some populations also use ephemeral
habitats (e.g., small ponds, tire ruts, ditches) as larval deposition sites. As the risk of desiccation is
high and the food supply is relatively low compared to streams, larvae developing in ephemeral
aquatic habitats display several habitat-specific adaptations that are absent in stream larvae. These
include a greater larval weight at birth, the ability to thrive on lower quality food sources, and early
metamorphosis to escape unfavorable and non-predictable conditions [326–328]. Based on a detailed
phylogeographic analysis of mt D-loop haplotypes across Germany [326], the Ville region was found
to have been colonized by the western lineage of S. salamandra following the last glaciation. Since
stream-reproduction is the ancestral condition, it can be hypothesized that pond-reproduction evolved
locally in the range of the Ville after recolonization, no more than 8000–9000 years ago [326,329].

An extensive study of microsatellite loci showed that individuals were genetically differentiated
in association with the two different larval habitats [329]. This study was conducted in the Kottenforst,
an uplifted forest plateau in the Ville. The genetic differentiation might have been established
under possible contact situations (i.e., in sympatry or parapatry) between stream and pond-adapted
salamander types, as the dispersal rates have shown to be unexpectedly high in populations within
the same range [330,331]. Accordingly, under a scenario of early adaptive/ecological speciation,
assortative mating between differentially adapted ecotypes (pond versus stream) should underlie
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the observed genetic differentiation. Although clear evidence for assortative mating is missing,
indirect evidence suggests that females show mating preferences under fully natural conditions. By
reconstructing paternal genotypes from collected female offspring arrays, it could be shown that
females preferred males that were more genetically similar to each other than expected by chance [332].
It therefore appears that females are able to discriminate between different males and do so under
natural conditions.

It is difficult to predict whether the speciation process will continue or whether introgression will
halt the divergence process at the present stage. Nevertheless, the adaptation to different larval habitats
resulted in changes in many important traits. As expected, larval deposition behavior and maternal
investment differs between pond- and stream adapted salamanders. The pond-type females extend
larval deposition over an increased period and tend to deposit eggs more frequently compared with
stream-type females [333]. Moreover, over successive deposition events, the body condition of larvae
deposited by stream-type females decreased faster than larvae deposited by pond-type females. These
differences in larval deposition behavior may represent a bet-hedging strategy, given that ponds are
more likely to dry up than streams, and have more limited food availability. The prolonged deposition
period might allow pond-type females to deposit larger larvae towards the end of the deposition
period. Another important trait that differed between ecotypes is movement behavior and the dispersal
of adult salamanders [334]. An integrative study was performed that combined passive integrated
transponder tags (PIT tags) and radio transmitters with individual genotype-based habitat assignment
of adults. This study showed that movement characteristics differed between the two ecotypes. The
pond-adapted salamanders moved up to almost 2 km within two years of observation and displayed
a typical distribution of long-distance dispersal among individuals. In contrast, stream adapted
salamanders behaved in a manner consistent with short distance dispersal. Moreover, occupied home
ranges of pond-adapted salamanders were considerably larger than stream-adapted ones. Overall,
the higher movement flexibility of the pond-ecotype fits well with their unstable and less predictable
larval habitat (Figure 3). It could therefore be shown that adaptation with the gene flow into different
larval habitat types drives genetic divergence.
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Figure 3. The adaptive divergence of the Kottenforst fire salamander population according to pond-
and stream larval habitat. The fine-scale spatial distribution of 2653 genotypes representing individual
salamander larvae sampled from pond and stream habitats across the Kottenforst. Each dot represents
a single individual displaying as a pie chart the percentage assignment assuming two genetic clusters
(K = 2). The bar plot composed of individual genotypes (each line represents a single larva) shows the
corresponding assignment as represented by the pie charts from west to east across the Kottenforst.
(From Hendrix et al. [334]).
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In addition, fire salamanders represent a promising system to address the genes and mechanisms
enabling habitat adaptation. The development of species-specific microarrays allowed for the
analysis of gene expression in different contexts [335]. Based on these results, parallel habitat
adaptation and acclimatization of larvae in distinct fire salamander species (Salamandra salamandra
versus Salamandra infraimmaculata) relies on the expression of different genes with a converging
functionality [336]. A combined field and common environment study in the Kottenforst helped
unravel the mechanisms underlying larval habitat adaptation to different microhabitats, such as
water temperature regimes in each habitat. From 11,797 probes represented on the microarray-chip,
2800 genes were differentially expressed between the pond and stream larvae. Disentangling the
effects of transcriptional plasticity from the genetic (evolutionary) divergence on the adaptation to the
temperature revealed that 28% of the variance in the gene expression in nature could be attributed to
plasticity and only a small fraction was affected by the genotype [337]. These results support a possible
role of phenotypic plasticity in the diversification process.

In summary, fire salamanders offer a remarkable system to study adaptation to different habitats
in the context of ecological speciation. Future research should address whether habitat-dependent
assortative mating exists and how it is realized. Caudate genomes can be very large and therefore hard
to sequence. The availability of a reference genome (e.g., [338]) would open new avenues to unravel
the genetic basis of the changing traits in the context of the adaptation to habitat conditions further.

3.4. Body Size and Speciation Rates in Mantellid and Other Frogs

Speciation rates may be influenced by characteristics of the external environment and by intrinsic
constraints from the organisms themselves. One well-studied intrinsic factor is body size, as discussed
in Section 2. This case study of Malagasy frogs elucidates the role that body size has played in the
speciation of the frogs of Madagascar.

The endemic Malagasy frog radiations are well-known examples of adaptive radiation. They have
been extensively studied for their phylogenetic relationships and biogeographic histories [6,33,34,339].
However, little is known about their ecologies, beyond general aspects such as habitat and breeding
biology [340]. These frogs share Madagascar with other endemic clades (e.g., lemurs, tenrecs, Vanga
birds), and the island is subdivided into several regions of biological turnover (another term for β
diversity [201,341,342]). Thus, Madagascar offers a good model system to infer the processes causing
species diversity, species richness, and endemism [201,343]. Most research in Madagascan frogs has
been conducted on extrinsic factors, owing to the collection of large datasets on genetics and species
distributions. The general finding for the entire radiation of Madagascan mantellid frogs was that many
sister species occurred in close spatial proximity to each other [34] (Figure 4), and most species had very
small ranges. Based on these findings, allopatric speciation across large distances was considered an
unlikely mechanism for speciation. Furthermore, no evidence was found for a prevalence of dissimilar
range sizes between sister species [34]. Thus, the results did not support the idea of peripatric speciation,
which is speciation through isolation of peripheral populations [105]. Wollenberg et al. [34] found
that clades of smaller species tended to have higher species diversity, smaller mean range sizes, and
higher mitochondrial substitution rates. However, a small number of Madagascan frog species with
large ranges were available, so the hypothesis of the body size correlated with the range size and the
substitution rates needs further testing in other radiations that contain a diversity of body sizes and
range sizes. Nevertheless, it can be concluded that these results are consistent with other recent studies
showing a connection between the body size and lineage diversification [132,134]. In contrast, a small
body size can alternatively be proposed to limit the number of dispersal events leading ultimately to
speciation, so that a putative optimally speciating phenotype may in fact be of intermediate size (see
below). A complication to infer such links between phenotype and speciation events in many mantellid
species is their relatively old ages. In order to better link the pattern to the process, studies using
phylogenetic comparative methods should optimally be supported by studies among populations.
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Speciation is ultimately a consequence of processes occurring at the population level [344,345].
In this paragraph, the term speciation is used to refer to both the species formation and the origin of
lineages within the species that may (or may not) complete the speciation process. As similar processes
may drive the patterns of biodiversity both within and among species [346,347], a straightforward
approach is to test whether factors affecting clade diversification might also affect genetic variability
at the intraspecific level. Pabijan, Wollenberg and Vences [348] evaluated the contributions of five
variables that might potentially influence speciation in frogs (body size, range size, reproductive mode,
adult microhabitat and skin texture) on mitochondrial sequence variation in 40 species of rainforest
frogs (Mantellidae) from Madagascar. Contrary to expectations, four out of five variables (range
size, adult microhabitat preference, skin texture and reproductive mode) showed no relationship to
(i) regional differentiation or (ii) levels of genetic variation within the populations (Figure 4).

Nevertheless, body size was inversely correlated with nucleotide divergence between populations.
The small-bodied and medium-sized frogs exhibited high FST values and an absence of haplotype
sharing. This implies that substantial population subdivision is an outcome of low levels of gene
flow in small-bodied mantellids and is corroborated by a lack of haplotype sharing in nuclear genes
at least in some species [349]. On the other hand, most of the large species exhibited low genetic
differentiation among the populations and evidence of haplotype sharing. Pabijan, Wollenberg and
Vences [348] suggested that low dispersal ability most likely caused higher population differentiation
in small-bodied mantellids. However, other mechanisms might have also contributed to this pattern
(e.g., shorter generation times in small frogs or size-dependent metabolism determining mitochondrial
mutation rate). Whatever the mechanism is, the lack of genetic cohesion among the populations
establishes regional genetic isolation within mantellid species. This lack of cohesion may accelerate
rates of speciation in smaller species. Some animals also show signatures of higher diversification in
smaller-bodied lineages, but with clearly defined constraint values for very small body sizes [350], and
the pattern is not evident across squamates [351] or animal phyla [127].

A consequence of higher regional genetic differentiation in small-bodied frogs might include
increased speciation rates in clades containing small species. This hypothesis received no support
from mantellids—small body size correlates with small range sizes and higher rates of nucleotide
substitution, but not with increased rates of cladogenesis [34]. This apparent inconsistency between the
microevolutionary process and the macroevolutionary pattern may stem from the cumulative influence
that dispersal has on diversification at short and long temporal scales. In the long-term, small-bodied
low dispersal species may have fewer opportunities to colonize suitable new habitats [134,352] which
in amphibians could further be exacerbated by niche conservatism [83,96]. The range expansion in
small-bodied species, facilitating allopatric speciation, would therefore be less likely to occur. Moreover,
amphibians with geographically limited distributions might have higher extinction rates [353]. Thus,
although small body size may potentially accelerate speciation via higher rates of nucleotide substitution
and regional differentiation, the net diversification may be simultaneously offset by fewer chances for
range expansion and higher extinction rates in poor dispersers.

Recent developments in dispersal theory have highlighted that speciation can occur at smaller
spatial scales in taxa with low dispersal capacity [354], whereas high gene flow among populations
usually inhibits speciation [355]. The highest species diversity (and presumably highest speciation
rates) may occur in lineages with intermediate dispersal abilities that are sufficient to extend their
geographic ranges, yet occur in low enough densities to maintain low levels of the gene flow, allowing
for population differentiation [355–358]. As the range size and the range filling correlates with body
size in amphibians (tested in Madagascar; [342]), it can be hypothesized that the intermediate dispersal
ability corresponds to intermediate body size in frogs.



Genes 2019, 10, 646 21 of 47

Genes 2019, 10, x FOR PEER REVIEW 21 of 46 

 

 
Figure 4. The importance of body size on amphibian diversification, from radiation to population. In 
Madagascar, the influence of body size on patterns and processes of evolution has been studied on 
several levels of the radiation, including (1) the complete radiation of mantellid frogs. Genera are 
abbreviated as follows: a, Aglyptodactylus; b, Laliostoma; c, Blommersia; d, Guibemantis; e, Mantella; f, 
Wakea; g, Spinomantis; h, Boehmantis; i, Gephyromantis; j, Mantidactylus; k, Tsingymantis; l, Boophis. SVL_ 
- Snout-vent length (2) The community level, comparing communities between sites of high diversity, 
Andasibe and Ranomafana, (3) A pair of mantellid sister species and (4) populations of one of these 
species. (1) Mantellid frogs of Madagascar constitute a species-rich amphibian radiation with high 
diversity of ecology and phenotype (tree). Young pairs of sister species are found in closer spatial 
proximity than older sister species pairs (top scatterplot), and sister species with different range sizes 
also differ in their body sizes (bottom scatterplot). (2) Mantellid divergence between sister species of 
two spatially separated communities is higher for smaller species indicating their more limited ability 
to disperse. (3) In a pair of ecologically similar mantellid sister species, Gephyromantis enki (smaller) 
and G. boulengeri (larger), the smaller species shows higher residual genetic variance across the same 
landscape than the larger species (box plot). Landscape resistance is lower for the larger species (inset 
maps; strength of landscape resistance is ranging from low - orange to high - red). (4) The population 
diversification for the small G. enki is influenced by barriers to dispersal such as the Namorona River 
(blue line) where localities on opposite sides of the river (yellow/green dots) are separated by a 
mutation in cytochrome b (indicated by the haplotype network with localities in corresponding 
colors). Figure references: Wollenberg et al., 2011 [34]; Pabijan et al., 2012 [348]; Wollenberg Valero, 
2015 [199]. 

Figure 4. The importance of body size on amphibian diversification, from radiation to population.
In Madagascar, the influence of body size on patterns and processes of evolution has been studied
on several levels of the radiation, including (1) the complete radiation of mantellid frogs. Genera are
abbreviated as follows: a, Aglyptodactylus; b, Laliostoma; c, Blommersia; d, Guibemantis; e, Mantella; f,
Wakea; g, Spinomantis; h, Boehmantis; i, Gephyromantis; j, Mantidactylus; k, Tsingymantis; l, Boophis. SVL_ -
Snout-vent length (2) The community level, comparing communities between sites of high diversity,
Andasibe and Ranomafana, (3) A pair of mantellid sister species and (4) populations of one of these
species. (1) Mantellid frogs of Madagascar constitute a species-rich amphibian radiation with high
diversity of ecology and phenotype (tree). Young pairs of sister species are found in closer spatial
proximity than older sister species pairs (top scatterplot), and sister species with different range sizes
also differ in their body sizes (bottom scatterplot). (2) Mantellid divergence between sister species of
two spatially separated communities is higher for smaller species indicating their more limited ability
to disperse. (3) In a pair of ecologically similar mantellid sister species, Gephyromantis enki (smaller)
and G. boulengeri (larger), the smaller species shows higher residual genetic variance across the same
landscape than the larger species (box plot). Landscape resistance is lower for the larger species (inset
maps; strength of landscape resistance is ranging from low—orange to high—red). (4) The population
diversification for the small G. enki is influenced by barriers to dispersal such as the Namorona River
(blue line) where localities on opposite sides of the river (yellow/green dots) are separated by a mutation
in cytochrome b (indicated by the haplotype network with localities in corresponding colors). Figure
references: Wollenberg et al., 2011 [34]; Pabijan et al., 2012 [348]; Wollenberg Valero, 2015 [199].
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Evolutionary trends in body size have been repeatedly hypothesized to influence speciation and
diversification in anurans. An evolutionary reduction in body size has often been accompanied by the
truncation of the development of some morphological features (progenesis), such as skull elements and
reductions in numbers and elements of the digits. The miniaturization in Batrachoseps (Plethodontidae)
was thought to underlie fractal diversification (i.e., the non-adaptive radiation of morphologically
and ecologically similar species through extreme range fragmentation [359]). A reduction of body
size may have also initiated an ecomorphological radiation in the plethodontid genus Thorius [360].
However, a reduction of body size was not associated with the diversification rate in phrynobatrachid
frogs [132]. On the other hand, large body size is part of a dispersal-prone phenotype and is linked to
diversification in toads [134]. In general, body size is positively correlated with range size as recently
shown in a comprehensive study of Malagasy amphibians and reptiles [342], reflecting higher dispersal
capacity of large-sized animals. However, this association has not yet been analyzed in a large-scale
macroecological study in amphibians. Likewise, no large-scale test of habitat associations and body
size is available, even though many large-bodied temperate species (anurans and salamanders) seem
to be associated with aquatic habitats, many large-bodied tropical species seem to be arboreal, whereas
small species from both high and low latitudes seem to be more terrestrial [361].

Rodríguez et al. (2015 [362]) showed that both new world and old-world frog species living in
non-forested lowland habitat showed low levels of a population structure. In contrast, the populations
of rainforest species from mountainous areas were highly differentiated. The differences in dispersal
ability were proposed to explain this result, with forest-adapted anurans thought to be less mobile
than species dwelling in open areas. One pertinent corollary of these findings is that anurans from
topographically complex rainforest areas (e.g., tropical mountains) should exhibit higher speciation
rates assuming a predominance of allopatric speciation. This finding is in line with previous suggestions
that heterogeneous topographies and mountainous areas may facilitate intraspecific divergence [363]
and increase speciation or diversification rates [33] in frogs. For example, Hutter and colleagues [364]
found accelerated rates of diversification in Andean frogs relative to those in other regions, such as the
lowland Amazonian rainforest. In a study at a smaller spatial scale in Central American anurans, Paz
and colleagues [365] identified body size, the reproductive mode, landscape resistance, geographic
range, and biogeographic origin of lineages as the main predictors of phylogeographic patterns. This
study highlighted species-specific life histories that may interact with landscape features and either
promote or inhibit speciation, as also suggested in single taxon analyses [199,366].

Several other intrinsic species traits may be influencing speciation rates in amphibians, but are
not known in sufficient detail in order to make firm conclusions. For instance, physiological and
cellular processes affecting the DNA substitution rate may modulate the speciation rate in some
amphibian lineages. The differences in active metabolic rates scale with substitution rates in both
mitochondrial and nuclear genes in poison frogs [367], and clade level variation in metabolic rates may
also contribute to patterns of substitution in mtDNA in salamanders [368]. If nucleotide substitution
rates are positively correlated with speciation rates in amphibians, as they are in birds and reptiles [369],
then it is anticipated that differences in metabolism among clades may also translate to different levels
of species formation, although no influence of this trait was found on diversification rates across
vertebrates [102]. Other potential but yet little-explored traits that may affect speciation rates include a
variation in genome size [370] and karyotype instability [20,371,372].

3.5. Convergent Phenotypic and Genomic Adaptations to Elevational Clines in a Caribbean Anolis Species

The repeated evolution of similar adaptations to similar environments has been identified in
several groups of amphibians and reptiles. For example, two different snake-like body forms evolved
convergently within squamates [373]. Frogs from different clades converged on a limited number of
ecomorphs associated with different microhabitats [374]. Cryptoblepharus lizards in Australia show a
comparable pattern [375]. Pythons and boas have convergently evolved similar head shapes related to
their ecological niche [376]. Convergent evolution among species is a particularly interesting outcome
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of the speciation process. If it appears in populations, it can also give insights into how extrinsic factors
lead to similar phenotypes evolving in similar environments as genomes diverge.

One classic example of convergent evolution is the set of circa 140 species of Caribbean Anolis
lizards. Among these species, there has been repeated evolution of similar sets of ecomorphs on
different islands [377,378]. These ecomorphs are associated with different microhabitats, and they are
characterized by distinct morphologies and behavior. They include the crown-giant, trunk-crown,
trunk, trunk-ground, grass-bush, and twig types. Most of these ecomorphs have evolved convergently
on each of the four largest islands of the Greater Antilles (Cuba, Hispaniola, Puerto Rico, and
Jamaica [377]). Ecological speciation is a likely explanation for this in situ diversification of similar
ecomorphs on different islands [377,378].

Despite the attention on the role of ecomorphs in driving this radiation, Caribbean Anolis
lizards also include many younger speciation events that occurred within the same island and same
ecomorph type (as evident from the high number of terminal taxa per island-branch and ecomorph in
published phylogenies [378]). Some studies on Anolis have confirmed Ernest Williams’ [379] original
hypothesis that diversification among younger species might be related to environmental differences
(e.g., Anolis cybotes [380]). Additionally, some studies have found that sexual selection may be involved
in divergence among populations (e.g., in Anolis distichus [381]). The different climatic regions on
Caribbean islands harbor different species of anoles from the same clade and ecomorph category, and
additional morphological variation that is associated with different macrohabitats is found within
ecomorph categories (e.g., A. cybotes [380]; Anolis roquet [111,112]). Thus, Caribbean Anolis offer a
model system to investigate convergent evolution among the populations, and to address whether
the speciation process is deterministic or contingent. Contingency assumes evolution is strongly
influenced by chance [382,383]. Determinism assumes that evolution occurs along more predictable
trajectories [113,384–387]. Comparing the outcomes of speciation across different taxonomic and
temporal scales in Anolis might provide insights on the common mechanisms of divergence [388].

A. cybotes is a trunk-ground ecomorph that is continually distributed across Hispaniola, which is
both topographically and climatically heterogeneous [389]. A. cybotes show a strong genetic population
structure and associated divergence in phenotypes. This phenotypic variation includes different
perching habits on tree trunks and on rocks, keeled and unkeeled ventral scales, dewlap colors
ranging from white to yellow and salmon-colored, and divergent skeletal measurements [380]. The
morphological phenotypes are similar in high elevation populations in three different mountain chains
(Sierra de Neiba, Sierra Bahoruco, and Cordillera Central). This has been shown through osteological
measurements of over 500 specimens [36]. In these montane populations, A. cybotes have shorter limbs,
wider skulls, and higher body mass, and occupy lower perches than in the lowlands. Based on a
phylogeny among populations, this pattern indicates convergence [36]. Two of these populations, in
the Cordillera Central and the Sierra Bahoruco, are currently placed in separate species (A. shrevei and
A. armouri). Some authors even placed these high-altitude populations in a different genus (Audantia,
first erected by Cochran 1934 [390], then later used for the entire cybotoid anoles clade [75]). However,
A. cybotes populations were not clearly separated in a mitochondrial phylogeny [380]. Therefore,
despite the three separate origins of convergent, montane phenotypes (and genetic divergence), a
no-case for completed speciation at the genome level can be made yet.

The adaptation to environmental gradients is a well-researched phenomenon (see Section 2,
also [392,393]). However, finding multiple origins of convergent phenotypes within a single species is
more surprising. Subsequently, several single nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs) have been identified
that differ between highland and lowland populations [391]. The frequency of rare alleles co-varies
with elevation, together with osteology and relative body mass (Figure 5). Fourteen of these SNPs
were located in genes with functions that have previously been linked to adaptation and to the
temperature [391,394]. This pattern is consistent with an adaptive downshift in the lower critical
temperature (CTmin) at higher elevations [395], and that mirrors the global pattern of CTmin as a
variable physiological trait [396]. Three of the 14 SNPs are found on one gene, CALCR (calcitonin



Genes 2019, 10, 646 24 of 47

receptor). This gene is known to regulate bone mineral density in humans [397,398], and is involved in
preferred temperature selection and body temperature regulation across the animal kingdom [399].
These findings help to support the idea of an environmental factor, an elevation-related climate
that independently selects for similar phenotypes based on genes with similar functions in different
populations. Overall, these results support the idea of determinism.
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According to Streelman and Danley [100], the diversification of lineages during a vertebrate
adaptive radiation occurs in stages. The first stage encompasses divergence in habitats. The second stage
encompasses divergence in trophic morphology, and the third stage divergence in communication.
The aspects of divergence among A. cybotes populations could recapitulate the mechanisms of
diversification into novel clades earlier during the Anolis radiation. Furthermore, finding congruence
between completed diversification events and current or incomplete lineage diversification events
could help to link the mechanism of speciation to patterns of speciation. Both A. cybotes populations,
and the phylogenetic clade it belongs to (Hispaniolan trunk-ground anoles, containing A. cybotes
and other species), had differences in the morphology associated with bioclimatic divergence [36],
which corresponds to the first stage of diversification [100]. A. cybotes populations also had a small
percentage of their morphology aligned to the occupation of different structural microhabitats (perches),
which mirrored the mechanism of diversification among the Anolis ecomorphs that had occurred
even longer ago. This evidence points at a strong signature of deterministic evolution [36]. However,
another part of the overall morphological variance among A. cybotes populations was determined by a
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set of characters that were not observed previously to vary with divergence in anoles such as claw
morphology, which can be interpreted as an element of contingency.

3.6. Galápagos Giant Tortoises: Dispersal, Allopatry and the Fusion-Fission Dynamics of Speciation

Oceanic island systems have provided valuable insights into the patterns and processes underlying
speciation. Specifically, they can act as laboratories of evolution, with simplified and rapidly
maturing biotas that aid in clarifying evolutionary processes that may be opaque in more mature
ecosystems [400–403]. Moreover, many oceanic island systems provide replicated natural experiments
and an explicit temporal component associated with the formation or separation of landmasses. The
Galápagos Archipelago occupies a unique position in evolutionary biology. The islands have played
a large role in influencing evolutionary theory from the time of Darwin, and have continued to be
important for empirical evolutionary research to the present day [404,405]. The key question in this
case study is whether speciation on island archipelagos is solely determined through allopatry, or
which other mechanisms might be identified in such a classical setting for allopatric speciation.

The islands are known to either select for small body sizes in larger animals, or for gigantism
in species with smaller mainland relatives (called the Island Rule [406]). The Galápagos giant
tortoises (Chelonoidis spp.) are such a group, for which evidence for a dispersal-and-vicariance
mechanism in speciation is very strong. Their ancestors arrived in the islands from mainland South
America approximately 6–12 million years ago (mya) [407,408] upon which the lineage diversified into
16 species of Galápagos giant tortoises. One of these was only recently described [409], and 5 others
have previously gone extinct largely due to human activities (Figure 6). The key properties of this
study system are longevity and long generation times in an island setting, which promises to offer
insights into the speciation process and its resulting patterns in slow motion.

The diversification in Galápagos giant tortoises has long been considered to follow the progression
rule (e.g., colonization sequences show a progression from older to younger islands; [257,403,410]).
However, a recent study of all extant and extinct species paired phylogenetic analyses of mtDNA
data and Bayesian inference of species divergence times, and combined them with paleogeographic
reconstructions [411]. This study set forth both more complex hypotheses related to patterns of
colonization, as well as timing and the mechanisms of divergence. The results implicated both
allopatric isolation and dispersal as the mechanisms of diversification [411]. This study also provided
critical information to guide conservation efforts [412].

Nevertheless, speciation is not always a bifurcating process. In some cases, it might be
better represented through a complex network of fusions and fissions over time. Through their
relatively unique life history traits, Galapagos giant tortoises may represent a good model system for
understanding such evolutionary dynamics at the early stages of speciation [258], such as the impact
of introgressive hybridization on speciation [413,414]. These processes may also lead to despeciation,
as in the case of some Darwin’s finches [114].

In Galápagos giant tortoises, several introgressive events have been found, which seemingly led
to very different evolutionary outcomes. A recent study on the population history of Chelonoidis becki
endemic to northern Isabela Island has shown that two genetically distinct tortoise lineages
independently colonized the slopes of Volcano Wolf on the island of Santiago [415]. Remarkably, these
lineages appear likely to fuse back together after ~50,000 years of evolution in micro-allopatry [415].
This finding represents an unprecedented opportunity to look at the fusion/fission dynamics of
early speciation, which are rarely captured in study systems with shorter generation times. Human
translocations of giant tortoises are also likely responsible for rare introgression events between
allopatric Chelonoidis species. Thus, humans have facilitated the dispersal across the archipelago.
Early phylogenetic studies of extant Galápagos giant tortoise species noted rare the detection of
aliens on Isabela and Santiago Islands, individuals with highly divergent haplotypes that were more
closely related to those in geographically distinct populations from other islands rather than the local
population [416]. These aliens were most abundant along the slopes of Volcano Wolf on northern
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Isabela Island. This is where non-native tortoises appear to have been deposited by whalers, a
hypothesis consistent with old logbooks from the industry [258,410,416]. Subsequent studies that
included population-level samplings of now extinct species (C. elephantopus from Floreana; C. abingdonii
from Pinta) by way of historical DNA analysis of museum specimens confirmed the non-native origin of
the Volcano Wolf aliens [417–421]. Given their rarity, the hybridization events may likely not affect the
evolutionary trajectories of the tortoise species involved (e.g., C. becki lineages on Volcano Wolf [415]).
Nevertheless, these events are of considerable conservation importance, as some hybrids contain
genomic material from the now extinct species, such as those from Floreana (C. elephantopus) and
Pinta Islands (C. abingdonii). The existence of highly divergent haplotypes is consistent with a reverse
island syndrome, where island populations experiencing unpredictable environments with resulting
fluctuating population sizes (e.g., by translocation to a new island) increases sexual selection [422]. A
similar pattern has been found in invasive bullfrogs on small islands in China [423].
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Figure 6. (A) The distribution of giant tortoises in the Galápagos Archipelago. The shaded and
non-shaded islands indicate the presence of extant and extinct tortoise populations, respectively.
The italicized names indicate current taxonomic designations. (B) A schematic of the proposed
phylogeographic history of Galápagos giant tortoises modified from Poulakakis et al. (2012) [411]. The
arrows represent dispersal and colonization events within Galápagos, with the numbers indicating
approximate temporal order in millions of years. The short solid line segments indicate vicariance
events. The solid black arrows are hypothesized natural colonization events, while the dashed arrows
represent recent and likely human-induced translocations.

Recent and ongoing studies are devising strategies for using these hybrid individuals for the
purposes of genetic rescue. This is part of a broader plan for reintroducing giant tortoises to islands
where they have been presumed extinct [424,425]. Moreover, the publication of the Galapagos giant
tortoise genome [426] and recent/on-going population genomic studies have enabled new and exciting
opportunities to enhance society’s understanding of speciation within and among the islands. This
includes a new understanding of the relative importance of introgression and fusion events in species
formation and persistence, and the study of the genomic architecture of traits associated with their
ecological and morphological diversification [427–430].

4. Conclusions and Outlook

Vences and Wake (2007) [431], the last published comprehensive review of amphibian speciation,
pointed out that most general patterns of speciation are gained from studies of only a few well-known
species, and discussed how intrinsic factors such as the reproductive mode and ecological specialization
could direct the predominant mode of speciation and patterns of genetic diversity. At the time of that
review, 5605 amphibians had been described. Since then, new conceptual advances, as well as novel
technological developments in genetics and genomics [432], have since led to a subtle but important
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shift in perspective: Butlin et al. [124] argued five years later, that any categorization of general modes
of speciation that predominantly apply to specific groups is ultimately unhelpful. Any categorization
in the research of speciation only emphasizes aspects of the processes that ultimately work together in
order to generate new species. As Vences and Wake had previously noted, different examples with
partially contrasting evidence highlight the speculative nature of single-case correlations [431]. It is
now known that speciation modes and mechanisms can be influenced both by intrinsic and extrinsic
factors that operate together in the process of species formation.

Butlin and colleagues [124] argued that modern speciation research should instead be aligned
to three areas of investigation: (i) The origin and build-up of reproductive barriers; (ii) the genetics
of speciation; (iii) the patterns of species diversity. A deep understanding of speciation processes
therefore requires that evidence be collected for all three aspects (Figure 7), and for many different
species in order to identify generalities. As the authors reviewed in this contribution, a prerequisite to
commencing this process is a good understanding of current taxonomy and systematics such that the
units of evolution can be defined. Amphibians and reptiles are relatively well studied for taxonomy
and systematics, as well as for their ecological circumstances. The genetic mechanisms contributing to
macro and microevolution are increasingly inferred, and some evolutionary forces (e.g., selection, drift
and gene flow) are often studied. In contrast, the origin and buildup of reproductive isolation (with the
exception of some traits like color patterns) are still relatively unstudied, perhaps because laboratory
selection studies are not common in reptiles and amphibians. In the future, clades of amphibians and
reptiles that would be amenable to careful studies of the above three components [124] of modern
speciation research should be targeted.
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The authors are writing this review at a time where the 8000th species of amphibians have
recently been described [433]. At the same time, the number of amphibian extinctions related to
chytridiomycosis has reached 90 species, with over 500 species in decline [434]. Reptiles are also in
widespread decline [435]. An interesting novel development in the study of amphibians and reptiles
relates to urban speciation. For example, Anolis lizards can adapt to increasingly anthropomorphic
environments [436,437]. There may be conditions under which adaptation to human-modified
habitats can promote speciation [438]. At the same time, a better understanding of early speciation
processes may clarify how anthropogenic climate change can shape the fate of populations [439].
In contrast, later stages of a clade’s evolution may explain the fate of their ancestors in relation to
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paleoclimatic changes [440]. Understanding the processes of past speciation is therefore a prerequisite
to understanding and predicting processes operating at present. Hopefully, this review will result in a
more profound understanding of speciation across a broader range of taxa and scenarios.
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divergence among sympatric colour morphs of the Dalmatian wall lizard (Podarcis melisellensis). Genetica
2010, 138, 387–393. [CrossRef]

151. Andrade, P.; Pinho, C.; Pérez I de Lanuza, G.; Afonso, S.; Brejcha, J.; Rubin, C.-J.; Wallerman, O.; Pereira, P.;
Sabatino, S.J.; Bellati, A.; et al. Regulatory changes in pterin and carotenoid genes underlie balanced color
polymorphisms in the wall lizard. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2019, 116, 5633–5642. [CrossRef]

152. Haisten, D.C.; Paranjpe, D.; Loveridge, S.; Sinervo, B. The cellular basis of polymorphic coloration in common
side-blotched lizards, Uta stansburiana. Herpetologica 2015, 71, 125–135. [CrossRef]

153. San-Jose, L.M.; Granado-Lorencio, F.; Sinervo, B.; Fitze, P.S. Iridophores and not carotenoids account for
chromatic variation of carotenoid-based coloration in common lizards (Lacerta vivipara). Am. Nat. 2013, 181,
396–409. [CrossRef]

154. Rand, M.S. Courtship and aggressive behaviour in male lizards exhibiting 2 different sexual colorations.
Proc. Am. Zool. 1988, 28, A153.

155. Thompson, C.W.; Moore, M.C. Throat colour reliably signals status in male tree lizards, Urosaurus ornatus.
Anim. Behav. 1991, 42, 745–753. [CrossRef]

156. Sinervo, B.; Lively, C.M. The rock–paper–scissors game and the evolution of alternative male strategies.
Nature 1996, 380, 240–243. [CrossRef]

157. Bastiaans, E.; Morinaga, G.; Castañeda Gaytán, J.G.; Marshall, J.C.; Sinervo, B. Male aggression varies with
throat color in 2 distinct populations of the mesquite lizard. Behav. Ecol. 2013, 24, 968–981. [CrossRef]

158. Vercken, E.; Massot, M.; Sinervo, B.; Clobert, J. Colour variation and alternative reproductive strategies in
females of the common lizard Lacerta vivipara. J. Evol. Biol. 2007, 20, 221–232. [CrossRef]

159. Huyghe, K.; Vanhooydonck, B.; Herrel, A.; Tadic, Z.; Van Damme, R. Morphology, performance, behavior
and ecology of three color morphs in males of the lizard Podarcis melisellensis. Integr. Comp. Biol. 2007, 47,
211–220. [CrossRef]

160. Vignoli, L.; Vuerich, V.; Bologna, M.A. Experimental study of dispersal behaviour in a wall lizard species
(Podarcis sicula) (Sauria Lacertidae). Ethol. Ecol. Evol. 2012, 24, 244–256. [CrossRef]

161. Healey, M.; Uller, T.; Olsson, M. Seeing red: Morph-specific contest success and survival rates in a
colour-polymorphic agamid lizard. Anim. Behav. 2007, 74, 337–341. [CrossRef]

162. Yewers, M.S.C.; Pryke, S.; Stuart-Fox, D. Behavioural differences across contexts may indicate morph-specific
strategies in the lizard Ctenophorus decresii. Anim. Behav. 2016, 111, 329–339. [CrossRef]

163. Sinervo, B.; Chaine, A.; Clobert, J.; Calsbeek, R.; Hazard, L.; Lancaster, L.; McAdam, A.G.; Alonzo, S.;
Corrigan, G.; Hochberg, M.E. Self-recognition, color signals, and cycles of greenbeard mutualism and
altruism. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2006, 103, 7372–7377. [CrossRef]

164. Vercken, E.; Clobert, J. Ventral colour polymorphism correlates with alternative behavioural patterns in
female common lizards (Lacerta vivipara). Écoscience 2008, 15, 320–326. [CrossRef]

165. Vercken, E.; Clobert, J. The role of colour polymorphism in social encounters among female common lizards.
Herpetol. J. 2008, 18, 223–230.

166. Zajitschek, S.R.K.; Zajitschek, F.; Miles, D.B.; Clobert, J. The effect of coloration and temperature on sprint
performance in male and female wall lizards. Biol. J. Linn. Soc. Lond. 2012, 107, 573–582. [CrossRef]

167. Zamudio, K.R.; Sinervo, B. Polygyny, mate-guarding, and posthumous fertilization as alternative male
mating strategies. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2000, 97, 14427–14432. [CrossRef]

168. Sinervo, B. Runaway social games, genetic cycles driven by alternative male and female strategies, and
the origin of morphs. In Microevolution Rate, Pattern, Process; Hendry, A.P., Kinnison, M.T., Eds.; Springer
Netherlands: Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 2001; pp. 417–434, ISBN 9789401005852.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/mmnz.19910670108
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jhered/92.2.198
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2007.03578.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10709-010-9435-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1820320116
http://dx.doi.org/10.1655/HERPETOLOGICA-D-13-00091
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/669159
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0003-3472(05)80120-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/380240a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/beheco/art010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1420-9101.2006.01208.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/icb/icm043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/03949370.2011.643922
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2006.09.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2015.10.029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0510260103
http://dx.doi.org/10.2980/15-3-3135
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8312.2012.01963.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.011544998


Genes 2019, 10, 646 35 of 47

169. Bleay, C.; Sinervo, B. Discrete genetic variation in mate choice and a condition-dependent preference function
in the side-blotched lizard: Implications for the formation and maintenance of coadapted gene complexes.
Behav. Ecol. 2007, 18, 304–310. [CrossRef]

170. Lancaster, L.T.; McAdam, A.G.; Wingfield, J.C.; Sinervo, B.R. Adaptive social and maternal induction of
antipredator dorsal patterns in a lizard with alternative social strategies. Ecol. Lett. 2007, 10, 798–808.
[CrossRef]

171. Lancaster, L.T.; Hipsley, C.A.; Sinervo, B. Female choice for optimal combinations of multiple male display
traits increases offspring survival. Behav. Ecol. 2009, 20, 993–999. [CrossRef]

172. Lancaster, L.T.; McAdam, A.G.; Sinervo, B. Maternal adjustment of egg size organizes alternative escape
behaviors, promoting adaptive phenotypic integration. Evolution 2010, 64, 1607–1621. [CrossRef]

173. Pérez i de Lanuza, G.; Font, E.; Carazo, P. Color-assortative mating in a color-polymorphic lacertid lizard.
Behav. Ecol. 2013, 24, 273–279. [CrossRef]

174. Lattanzio, M.S.; Metro, K.J.; Miles, D.B. Preference for male traits differ in two female morphs of the tree
lizard, Urosaurus ornatus. PLoS ONE 2014, 9, e101515. [CrossRef]

175. Wellenreuther, M.; Svensson, E.I.; Hansson, B. Sexual selection and genetic colour polymorphisms in animals.
Mol. Ecol. 2014, 23, 5398–5414. [CrossRef]

176. Cox, C.L.; Chippindale, P.T. Patterns of genetic diversity in the polymorphic ground snake
(Sonora semiannulata). Genetica 2014, 142, 361–370. [CrossRef]

177. Lattanzio, M.S.; Miles, D.B. Ecological divergence among colour morphs mediated by changes in spatial
network structure associated with disturbance. J. Anim. Ecol. 2014, 83, 1490–1500. [CrossRef]

178. McLean, C.A.; Stuart-Fox, D.; Moussalli, A. Environment, but not genetic divergence, influences geographic
variation in colour morph frequencies in a lizard. BMC Evol. Biol. 2015, 15, 156. [CrossRef]

179. Runemark, A.; Hansson, B.; Pafilis, P.; Valakos, E.D.; Svensson, E.I. Island biology and morphological
divergence of the Skyros wall lizard Podarcis gaigeae: A combined role for local selection and genetic drift on
color morph frequency divergence? BMC Evol. Biol. 2010, 10, 269. [CrossRef]

180. Feldman, C.R.; Flores-Villela, O.; Papenfuss, T.J. Phylogeny, biogeography, and display evolution in the tree
and brush lizard genus Urosaurus (Squamata: Phrynosomatidae). Mol. Phylogenet. Evol. 2011, 61, 714–725.
[CrossRef]

181. Hews, D.K.; Thompson, C.W.; Moore, I.T.; Moore, M.C. Population frequencies of alternative male phenotypes
in tree lizards: Geographic variation and common-garden rearing studies. Behav. Ecol. Sociobiol. 1997, 41,
371–380. [CrossRef]

182. Sacchi, R.; Scali, S.; Pupin, F.; Gentilli, A.; Galeotti, P.; Fasola, M. Microgeographic variation of colour morph
frequency and biometry of common wall lizards. J. Zool. 2007, 273, 389–396. [CrossRef]

183. Corl, A.; Davis, A.R.; Kuchta, S.R.; Sinervo, B. Selective loss of polymorphic mating types is associated with
rapid phenotypic evolution during morphic speciation. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2010, 107, 4254–4259.
[CrossRef]

184. McLean, C.A.; Stuart-Fox, D. Geographic variation in animal colour polymorphisms and its role in speciation.
Biol. Rev. Camb. Philos. Soc. 2014, 89, 860–873. [CrossRef]

185. Friedman, D.; Magnani, J.; Paranjpe, D.; Sinervo, B. Evolutionary games, climate and the generation of
diversity. PLoS ONE 2017, 12, e0184052. [CrossRef]

186. Corl, A.; Davis, A.R.; Kuchta, S.R.; Comendant, T.; Sinervo, B. Alternative mating strategies and the evolution
of sexual size dimorphism in the side-blotched lizard, Uta stansburiana: A population-level comparative
analysis. Evolution 2010, 64, 79–96. [CrossRef]

187. Alonzo, S.H.; Sinervo, B. Mate choice games, context-dependent good genes, and genetic cycles in the
side-blotched lizard, Uta stansburiana. Behav. Ecol. Sociobiol. 2001, 49, 176–186. [CrossRef]

188. McLean, C.A.; Stuart-Fox, D.; Moussalli, A. Phylogeographic structure, demographic history and morph
composition in a colour polymorphic lizard. J. Evol. Biol. 2014, 27, 2123–2137. [CrossRef]

189. Bastiaans, E.; Bastiaans, M.J.; Morinaga, G.; Castañeda Gaytán, J.G.; Marshall, J.C.; Bane, B.; de la Cruz, F.M.;
Sinervo, B. Female preference for sympatric vs. allopatric male throat color morphs in the mesquite lizard
(Sceloporus grammicus) species complex. PLoS ONE 2014, 9, e93197. [CrossRef]

190. Ryan, M.J.; Rand, A.S. Species recognition and sexual selection as a unitary problem in animal communication.
Evolution 1993, 47, 647–657. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/beheco/arl101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2007.01069.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/beheco/arp088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1558-5646.2009.00941.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/beheco/ars164
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0101515
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/mec.12935
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10709-014-9780-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1365-2656.12252
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12862-015-0442-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2148-10-269
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2011.08.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s002650050398
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-7998.2007.00342.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0909480107
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/brv.12083
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0184052
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1558-5646.2009.00791.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s002650000265
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jeb.12464
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0093197
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1558-5646.1993.tb02118.x


Genes 2019, 10, 646 36 of 47

191. Boul, K.E.; Funk, W.C.; Darst, C.R.; Cannatella, D.C.; Ryan, M.J. Sexual selection drives speciation in an
Amazonian frog. Proc. Biol. Sci. 2007, 274, 399–406. [CrossRef]

192. Rice, A.M.; Pfennig, D.W. Does character displacement initiate speciation? Evidence of reduced gene flow
between populations experiencing divergent selection. J. Evol. Biol. 2010, 23, 854–865. [CrossRef]

193. Pfennig, K.S.; Rice, A.M. Reinforcement generates reproductive isolation between neighbouring conspecific
populations of spadefoot toads. Proc. R. Soc. B Biol. Sci. 2014, 281, 20140949. [CrossRef]

194. Lemmon, E.M. Diversification of conspecific signals in sympatry: Geographic overlap drives
multidimensional reproductive character displacement in frogs. Evolution 2009, 63, 1155–1170. [CrossRef]

195. Lemmon, E.M.; Juenger, T.E. Geographic variation in hybridization across a reinforcement contact zone of
chorus frogs (Pseudacris). Ecol. Evol. 2017, 7, 9485–9502. [CrossRef]

196. Mayr, E. Populations, Species, and Evolution: An Abridgment of Animal Species and Evolution, 1st ed.; Harvard
University Press: Cambridge, MA, USA, 1970; ISBN 9780674690134.

197. Pyron, R.A.; Burbrink, F.T. Hard and soft allopatry: Physically and ecologically mediated modes of geographic
speciation. J. Biogeogr. 2010, 37, 2005–2015.

198. Wollenberg, K.C.; Harvey, J. First assessment of the male territorial vocal behaviour of a Malagasy leaf litter
frog (Gephyromantis thelenae). Herpetol. Notes 2010, 3, 141–150.

199. Wollenberg Valero, K.C. Evidence for an intrinsic factor promoting landscape genetic divergence in
Madagascan leaf-litter frogs. Front. Genet. 2015, 6, 155. [CrossRef]

200. Schaefer, H.-C.; Vences, M.; Veith, M. Molecular phylogeny of Malagasy poison frogs, genus Mantella (Anura:
Mantellidae): Homoplastic evolution of colour pattern in aposematic amphibians. Org. Divers. Evol. 2002, 2,
97–105. [CrossRef]

201. Brown, J.L.; Cameron, A.; Yoder, A.D.; Vences, M. A necessarily complex model to explain the biogeography
of the amphibians and reptiles of Madagascar. Nat. Commun. 2014, 5, 5046. [CrossRef]

202. Hohenlohe, P.A.; Bassham, S.; Etter, P.D.; Stiffler, N.; Johnson, E.A.; Cresko, W.A. Population genomics of
parallel adaptation in threespine stickleback using sequenced RAD tags. PLoS Genet. 2010, 6, e1000862.
[CrossRef]

203. Daub, J.T.; Hofer, T.; Cutivet, E.; Dupanloup, I.; Quintana-Murci, L.; Robinson-Rechavi, M.; Excoffier, L.
Evidence for polygenic adaptation to pathogens in the human genome. Mol. Biol. Evol. 2013, 30, 1544–1558.
[CrossRef]

204. Via, S. Sympatric speciation in animals: The ugly duckling grows up. Trends Ecol. Evol. 2001, 16, 381–390.
[CrossRef]

205. Butlin, R.K.; Galindo, J.; Grahame, J.W. Review. Sympatric, parapatric or allopatric: The most important way
to classify speciation? Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. B Biol. Sci. 2008, 363, 2997–3007. [CrossRef]

206. Fitzpatrick, B.M.; Fordyce, J.A.; Gavrilets, S. What, if anything, is sympatric speciation? J. Evol. Biol. 2008, 21,
1452–1459. [CrossRef]

207. Fitzpatrick, B.M.; Fordyce, J.A.; Gavrilets, S. Pattern, process and geographic modes of speciation. J. Evol.
Biol. 2009, 22, 2342–2347. [CrossRef]

208. Mallet, J.; Meyer, A.; Nosil, P.; Feder, J.L. Space, sympatry and speciation. J. Evol. Biol. 2009, 22, 2332–2341.
[CrossRef]

209. Feder, J.L.; Flaxman, S.M.; Egan, S.P.; Comeault, A.A.; Nosil, P. Geographic mode of speciation and genomic
divergence. Annu. Rev. Ecol. Evol. Syst. 2013, 44, 73–97. [CrossRef]

210. Gavrilets, S. Fitness Landscapes and the Origin of Species (MPB-41); Princeton University Press: Princeton, NJ,
USA, 2004; ISBN 9780691119830.

211. Bolnick, D.I.; Fitzpatrick, B.M. Sympatric speciation: Models and empirical evidence. Annu. Rev. Ecol.
Evol. Syst. 2007, 38, 459–487. [CrossRef]

212. Van Doorn, G.S.; Edelaar, P.; Weissing, F.J. On the origin of species by natural and sexual selection. Science
2009, 326, 1704–1707. [CrossRef]

213. Flaxman, S.M.; Wacholder, A.C.; Feder, J.L.; Nosil, P. Theoretical models of the influence of genomic
architecture on the dynamics of speciation. Mol. Ecol. 2014, 23, 4074–4088. [CrossRef]

214. Nosil, P. Speciation with gene flow could be common. Mol. Ecol. 2008, 17, 2103–2106. [CrossRef]
215. Feder, J.L.; Egan, S.P.; Nosil, P. The genomics of speciation-with-gene-flow. Trends Genet. 2012, 28, 342–350.

[CrossRef]
216. Wu, C.-I.; Ting, C.-T. Genes and speciation. Nat. Rev. Genet. 2004, 5, 114–122. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2006.3736
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1420-9101.2010.01955.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2014.0949
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1558-5646.2009.00650.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ece3.3443
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fgene.2015.00155
http://dx.doi.org/10.1078/1439-6092-00038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms6046
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.1000862
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/molbev/mst080
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0169-5347(01)02188-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2008.0076
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1420-9101.2008.01611.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1420-9101.2009.01833.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1420-9101.2009.01816.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-ecolsys-110512-135825
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ecolsys.38.091206.095804
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1181661
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/mec.12750
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2008.03715.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tig.2012.03.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrg1269


Genes 2019, 10, 646 37 of 47

217. Via, S.; West, J. The genetic mosaic suggests a new role for hitchhiking in ecological speciation. Mol. Ecol.
2008, 17, 4334–4345. [CrossRef]

218. Via, S. Divergence hitchhiking and the spread of genomic isolation during ecological
speciation-with-gene-flow. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. B Biol. Sci. 2012, 367, 451–460. [CrossRef]

219. Ellegren, H.; Smeds, L.; Burri, R.; Olason, P.I.; Backström, N.; Kawakami, T.; Künstner, A.; Mäkinen, H.;
Nadachowska-Brzyska, K.; Qvarnström, A.; et al. The genomic landscape of species divergence in Ficedula
flycatchers. Nature 2012, 491, 756–760. [CrossRef]

220. Nosil, P.; Gompert, Z.; Farkas, T.E.; Comeault, A.A.; Feder, J.L.; Buerkle, C.A.; Parchman, T.L. Genomic
consequences of multiple speciation processes in a stick insect. Proc. Biol. Sci. 2012, 279, 5058–5065.
[CrossRef]

221. Guarnizo, C.E.; Cannatella, D.C. Geographic determinants of gene flow in two sister species of tropical
Andean frogs. J. Hered. 2014, 105, 216–225. [CrossRef]

222. Richter-Boix, A.; Teplitsky, C.; Rogell, B.; Laurila, A. Local selection modifies phenotypic divergence among
Rana temporaria populations in the presence of gene flow. Mol. Ecol. 2010, 19, 716–731. [CrossRef]

223. Richter-Boix, A.; Quintela, M.; Kierczak, M.; Franch, M.; Laurila, A. Fine-grained adaptive divergence in
an amphibian: Genetic basis of phenotypic divergence and the role of nonrandom gene flow in restricting
effective migration among wetlands. Mol. Ecol. 2013, 22, 1322–1340. [CrossRef]

224. Lind, M.I.; Ingvarsson, P.K.; Johansson, H.; Hall, D.; Johansson, F. Gene flow and selection on phenotypic
plasticity in an island system of Rana temporaria. Evolution 2011, 65, 684–697. [CrossRef]

225. Van Buskirk, J. Incipient habitat race formation in an amphibian. J. Evol. Biol. 2014, 27, 585–592. [CrossRef]
226. Streicher, J.W.; Devitt, T.J.; Goldberg, C.S.; Malone, J.H.; Blackmon, H.; Fujita, M.K. Diversification and

asymmetrical gene flow across time and space: Lineage sorting and hybridization in polytypic barking frogs.
Mol. Ecol. 2014, 23, 3273–3291. [CrossRef]

227. Funk, W.C.; Murphy, M.A.; Hoke, K.L.; Muths, E.; Amburgey, S.M.; Lemmon, E.M.; Lemmon, A.R. Elevational
speciation in action? Restricted gene flow associated with adaptive divergence across an altitudinal gradient.
J. Evol. Biol. 2016, 29, 241–252. [CrossRef]

228. Nadachowska, K.; Babik, W. Divergence in the face of gene flow: The case of two newts (Amphibia:
Salamandridae). Mol. Biol. Evol. 2009, 26, 829–841. [CrossRef]

229. Pereira, R.J.; Martínez-Solano, I.; Buckley, D. Hybridization during altitudinal range shifts: Nuclear
introgression leads to extensive cyto-nuclear discordance in the fire salamander. Mol. Ecol. 2016, 25,
1551–1565. [CrossRef]

230. Niemiller, M.L.; Fitzpatrick, B.M.; Miller, B.T. Recent divergence with gene flow in Tennessee cave salamanders
(Plethodontidae: Gyrinophilus) inferred from gene genealogies. Mol. Ecol. 2008, 17, 2258–2275. [CrossRef]

231. Stenson, A.G.; Malhotra, A.; Thorpe, R.S. Population differentiation and nuclear gene flow in the Dominican
anole (Anolis oculatus). Mol. Ecol. 2002, 11, 1679–1688. [CrossRef]

232. Calsbeek, R.; Smith, T.B.; Bardeleben, C. Intraspecific variation in Anolis sagrei mirrors the adaptive radiation
of Greater Antillean anoles. Biol. J. Linn. Soc. 2007, 90, 189–199. [CrossRef]

233. Pinho, C.; Harris, D.J.; Ferrand, N. Non-equilibrium estimates of gene flow inferred from nuclear genealogies
suggest that Iberian and North African wall lizards (Podarcis spp.) are an assemblage of incipient species.
BMC Evol. Biol. 2008, 8, 63. [CrossRef]

234. Rosenblum, E.B.; Hickerson, M.J.; Moritz, C. A multilocus perspective on colonization accompanied by
selection and gene flow. Evolution 2007, 61, 2971–2985. [CrossRef]

235. Leaché, A.D. Multi-locus estimates of population structure and migration in a fence lizard hybrid zone.
PLoS ONE 2011, 6, e25827. [CrossRef]

236. Leache, A.D.; Harris, R.B.; Maliska, M.E.; Linkem, C.W. Comparative species divergence across eight triplets
of spiny lizards (Sceloporus) using genomic sequence data. Genome Biol. Evol. 2013, 5, 2410–2419. [CrossRef]

237. Leaché, A.D.; Palacios, J.A.; Minin, V.N.; Bryson, R.W. Phylogeography of the Trans-Volcanic bunchgrass
lizard (Sceloporus bicanthalis) across the highlands of south-eastern Mexico. Biol. J. Linn. Soc. 2013, 110,
852–865. [CrossRef]

238. Grummer, J.A.; Calderón-Espinosa, M.L.; Nieto-Montes de Oca, A.; Smith, E.N.; Méndez-de la Cruz, F.R.;
Leaché, A.D. Estimating the temporal and spatial extent of gene flow among sympatric lizard populations
(genus Sceloporus) in the southern Mexican highlands. Mol. Ecol. 2015, 24, 1523–1542. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2008.03921.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2011.0260
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature11584
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2012.0813
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jhered/est092
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2009.04502.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/mec.12181
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1558-5646.2010.01122.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jeb.12327
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/mec.12814
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jeb.12760
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msp004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/mec.13575
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2008.03750.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-294X.2002.01564.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8312.2007.00700.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2148-8-63
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1558-5646.2007.00251.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0025827
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/gbe/evt186
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/bij.12172
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/mec.13122


Genes 2019, 10, 646 38 of 47

239. Oliveira, E.F.; Gehara, M.; São-Pedro, V.A.; Chen, X.; Myers, E.A.; Burbrink, F.T.; Mesquita, D.O.; Garda, A.A.;
Colli, G.R.; Rodrigues, M.T.; et al. Speciation with gene flow in whiptail lizards from a Neotropical xeric
biome. Mol. Ecol. 2015, 24, 5957–5975. [CrossRef]

240. Schield, D.R.; Card, D.C.; Adams, R.H.; Jezkova, T.; Reyes-Velasco, J.; Proctor, F.N.; Spencer, C.L.;
Herrmann, H.-W.; Mackessy, S.P.; Castoe, T.A. Incipient speciation with biased gene flow between two
lineages of the Western Diamondback Rattlesnake (Crotalus atrox). Mol. Phylogenet. Evol. 2015, 83, 213–223.
[CrossRef]

241. Gibbs, H.L.; Corey, S.J.; Blouin-Demers, G.; Prior, K.A.; Weatherhead, P.J. Hybridization between
mtDNA-defined phylogeographic lineages of black ratsnakes (Pantherophis sp.). Mol. Ecol. 2006, 15,
3755–3767. [CrossRef]

242. Fitzpatrick, B.M.; Placyk, J.S., Jr.; Niemiller, M.L.; Casper, G.S.; Burghardt, G.M. Distinctiveness in the face of
gene flow: Hybridization between specialist and generalist gartersnakes. Mol. Ecol. 2008, 17, 4107–4117.
[CrossRef]

243. Placyk, J.S.; Fitzpatrick, B.M.; Casper, G.S.; Small, R.L.; Graham Reynolds, R.; Noble, D.W.A.; Brooks, R.J.;
Burghardt, G.M. Hybridization between two gartersnake species (Thamnophis) of conservation concern: A
threat or an important natural interaction? Conserv. Genet. 2012, 13, 649–663. [CrossRef]

244. Nadachowska, K. Divergence with gene flow—The amphibian perspective. Herpetol. J. 2010, 20, 7–15.
245. Riesch, R.; Muschick, M.; Lindtke, D.; Villoutreix, R.; Comeault, A.A.; Farkas, T.E.; Lucek, K.; Hellen, E.;

Soria-Carrasco, V.; Dennis, S.R.; et al. Transitions between phases of genomic differentiation during
stick-insect speciation. Nat. Ecol. Evol. 2017, 1, 82. [CrossRef]

246. Rhymer, J.M.; Simberloff, D. Extinction by hybridization and introgression. Annu. Rev. Ecol. Syst. 1996, 27,
83–109. [CrossRef]

247. Austin, J.D.; Gorman, T.A.; Bishop, D.; Moler, P. Genetic evidence of contemporary hybridization in one of
North America’s rarest anurans, the Florida bog frog. Anim. Conserv. 2011, 14, 553–561. [CrossRef]

248. Macculloch, R.D.; Murphy, R.W.; Kupriyanova, L.A.; Darevsky, I.S. The Caucasian rock lizard
Lacerta rostombekovi: A monoclonal parthenogenetic vertebrate. Biochem. Syst. Ecol. 1997, 25, 33–37.
[CrossRef]

249. Ryskov, A.P.; Osipov, F.A.; Omelchenko, A.V.; Semyenova, S.K.; Girnyk, A.E.; Korchagin, V.I.; Vergun, A.A.;
Murphy, R.W. The origin of multiple clones in the parthenogenetic lizard species Darevskia rostombekowi.
PLoS ONE 2017, 12, e0185161. [CrossRef]

250. Sinclair, E.A.; Pramuk, J.B.; Bezy, R.L.; Crandall, K.A.; Sites, J.W., Jr. DNA evidence for nonhybrid origins of
parthenogenesis in natural populations of vertebrates. Evolution 2010, 64, 1346–1357. [CrossRef]

251. Rogers, R.L.; Zhou, L.; Chu, C.; Márquez, R.; Corl, A.; Linderoth, T.; Freeborn, L.; MacManes, M.D.; Xiong, Z.;
Zheng, J.; et al. Genomic takeover by Transposable Elements in the Strawberry Poison Frog. Mol. Biol. Evol.
2018, 35, 2913–2927. [CrossRef]

252. Bourgeois, Y.; Boissinot, S. On the population dynamics of junk: A review on the Population Genomics of
Transposable Elements. Genes 2019, 10, 419. [CrossRef]

253. Ricci, M.; Peona, V.; Guichard, E.; Taccioli, C.; Boattini, A. Transposable Elements activity is positively related
to rate of speciation in mammals. J. Mol. Evol. 2018, 86, 303–310. [CrossRef]

254. Feiner, N. Accumulation of transposable elements in Hox gene clusters during adaptive radiation of Anolis
lizards. Proc. Biol. Sci. 2016, 283, 20161555. [CrossRef]

255. Grant, B.R.; Grant, P.R. Fission and fusion of Darwin’s finches populations. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. B
Biol. Sci. 2008, 363, 2821–2829. [CrossRef]

256. Geist, D.J.; Snell, H.; Snell, H.; Goddard, C.; Kurz, M.D. A paleogeographic model of the Galápagos Islands
and biogeographical and evolutionary implications. In The Galápagos: A Natural Laboratory for the Earth
Sciences; American Geophysical Union: Washington, DC, USA, 2014; pp. 145–166.

257. Wagner, W.L.; Funk, V.A. Hawaiian Biogeography: Evolution on a Hot Spot Archipelago; Smithsonian Institution
Press: Washington, DC, USA, 1995; ISBN 9781560984627.

258. Pritchard, P.C.H. The Galápagos Tortoises: Nomenclatural and Survival Status; Chelonian Research Foundation:
Lunenburg, MA, USA, 1996; ISBN 9780965354004.

259. Abdala, C.S. Phylogeny of the boulengeri group (Iguania: Liolaemidae, Liolaemus) based on morphological
and molecular characters. Zootaxa 2007, 1538, 1–84. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/mec.13433
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2014.12.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2006.03056.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2008.03885.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10592-012-0315-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41559-017-0082
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ecolsys.27.1.83
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-1795.2011.00461.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0305-1978(96)00085-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0185161
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1558-5646.2009.00893.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msy185
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/genes10060419
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00239-018-9847-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2016.1555
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2008.0051
http://dx.doi.org/10.11646/zootaxa.1538.1.1


Genes 2019, 10, 646 39 of 47

260. Lobo, F.; Espinoza, R.E.; Quinteros, S. A critical review and systematic discussion of recent classification
proposals for liolaemid lizards. Zootaxa 2010, 2549, 1–30. [CrossRef]

261. Olave, M.A.; González-Marín, L.J.; Avila, J.W.; Sites, M., Jr. Morando Disparate patterns of diversification
within Liolaemini lizards. In Neotropical Diversification; Rull, V., Carnaval, A.C., Eds.; Springer Nature: Berlin,
Germany, in press.

262. Gómez, J.M.D.; Lobo, F. Historical Biogeography of a clade of Liolaemus (Iguania: Liolaemidae) based on
ancestral areas and dispersal-vicariance analysis (DIVA). Pap. Avulsos Zool. 2006, 46. [CrossRef]

263. Schulte, J.A.; Macey, J.R.; Espinoza, R.E.; Larson, A. Phylogenetic relationships in the iguanid lizard genus
Liolaemus: Multiple origins of viviparous reproduction and evidence for recurring Andean vicariance and
dispersal. Biol. J. Linn. Soc. 2000, 69, 75–102. [CrossRef]

264. Morando, M.; Avila, L.J.; Sites, J.W. Sampling strategies for delimiting species: Genes, individuals, and
populations in the Liolaemus elongatus-kriegi complex (Squamata: Liolaemidae) in Andean–Patagonian South
America. Syst. Biol. 2003, 52, 159–185. [CrossRef]

265. Minoli, I.; Morando, M.; Avila, L.J. Reptiles of Chubut province, Argentina: Richness, diversity, conservation
status and geographic distribution maps. Zookeys 2015, 498, 103–126. [CrossRef]

266. Breitman, M.F.; Minoli, I.; Avila, L.J.; Medina, C.D.; Sites, J.W., Jr.; Morando, M. Lagartijas de la provincia de
Santa Cruz, Argentina: Distribución geográfica, diversidad genética y estado de conservación. Cuad. Herpetol.
2014, 28, 83–110.

267. Medina, C.D.; Avila, L.J.; Sites, J.W.; Morando, M. Multilocus phylogeography of the Patagonian lizard
complex Liolaemus kriegi (Iguania: Liolaemini). Biol. J. Linn. Soc. 2014, 113, 256–269. [CrossRef]

268. Medina, C.D.; Avila, L.J.; Sites, J.W., Jr.; Morando, M. Phylogeographic history of Patagonian lizards of the
Liolaemus elongatus complex (Iguania: Liolaemini) based on mitochondrial and nuclear DNA sequences.
J. Zool. Syst. Evol. Res. 2017, 55, 238–249. [CrossRef]

269. Aguilar, C.; Wood, P.; Cusi, J.C.; Guzman, A.; Huari, F.; Lundberg, M.; Mortensen, E.; Ramirez, C.; Robles, D.;
Suarez, J.; et al. Integrative taxonomy and preliminary assessment of species limits in the Liolaemus walkeri
complex (Squamata, Liolaemidae) with descriptions of three new species from Peru. ZooKeys 2013, 364,
47–91. [CrossRef]

270. Minoli, I.; Morando, M.; Avila, L.J. Integrative taxonomy in the Liolaemus fitzingerii complex (Squamata:
Liolaemini) based on morphological analyses and niche modeling. Zootaxa 2014, 3856, 501–528. [CrossRef]

271. Breitman, M.F.; Martinez, R.J.N.; Avila, L.J.; Sites, J.W.; Morando, M. Phylogeography and morphological
variation of the northernmost distributed species of the Liolaemus lineomaculatus section (Liolaemini) from
Patagonia. Amphib-Reptilia 2015, 36, 373–387. [CrossRef]

272. Breitman, M.F.; Bonino, M.F.; Sites, J.W.; Avila, L.J.; Morando, M. Morphological variation, niche divergence,
and phylogeography of lizards of the Liolaemus lineomaculatus section (Liolaemini) from Southern Patagonia.
Herp. Monogr. 2015, 29, 65–88. [CrossRef]

273. Olave, M.; Avila, L.J.; Sites, J.W.; Morando, M. Hidden diversity within the lizard genus Liolaemus: Genetic
vs. morphological divergence in the L. rothi complex (Squamata: Liolaeminae). Mol. Phylogenet. Evol. 2017,
107, 56–63. [CrossRef]

274. Merilä, J.; Sheldon, B.C.; Kruuk, L.E. Explaining stasis: Microevolutionary studies in natural populations.
Genetica 2001, 112–113, 199–222. [CrossRef]

275. Estes, S.; Arnold, S.J. Resolving the paradox of stasis: Models with stabilizing selection explain evolutionary
divergence on all timescales. Am. Nat. 2007, 169, 227–244. [CrossRef]

276. Futuyma, D.J. Evolutionary constraint and ecological consequences. Evolution 2010, 64, 1865–1884. [CrossRef]
277. Morando, M.; Avila, L.J.; Baker, J.; Sites, J.W., Jr. Phylogeny and phylogeography of the Liolaemus darwinii

complex (Squamata: Liolaemidae): Evidence for introgression and incomplete lineage sorting. Evolution
2004, 58, 842–861. [CrossRef]

278. Breitman, M.F.; Avila, L.J.; Sites, J.W., Jr.; Morando, M. Lizards from the end of the world: Phylogenetic
relationships of the Liolaemus lineomaculatus section (Squamata: Iguania: Liolaemini). Mol. Phylogenet. Evol.
2011, 59, 364–376. [CrossRef]

279. Morando, M.; Avila, L.J.; Perez, C.H.F.; Hawkins, M.A.; Sites, J.W. A molecular phylogeny of the lizard
genus Phymaturus (Squamata, Liolaemini): Implications for species diversity and historical biogeography of
southern South America. Mol. Phylogenet. Evol. 2013, 66, 694–714. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.11646/zootaxa.2549.1.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S0031-10492006002400001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/bijl.1999.0346
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10635150390192717
http://dx.doi.org/10.3897/zookeys.498.7476
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/bij.12285
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jzs.12163
http://dx.doi.org/10.3897/zookeys.364.6109
http://dx.doi.org/10.11646/zootaxa.3856.4.3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1163/15685381-00003017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1655/HERPMONOGRAPHS-D-14-00003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2016.09.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1013391806317
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/510633
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1558-5646.2010.00960.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.0014-3820.2004.tb00416.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2011.02.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2012.10.019


Genes 2019, 10, 646 40 of 47

280. Rabosky, D.L.; Donnellan, S.C.; Talaba, A.L.; Lovette, I.J. Exceptional among-lineage variation in diversification
rates during the radiation of Australia’s most diverse vertebrate clade. Proc. Biol. Sci. 2007, 274, 2915–2923.
[CrossRef]

281. Rabosky, D.L.; Slater, G.J.; Alfaro, M.E. Clade age and species richness are decoupled across the eukaryotic
tree of life. PLoS Biol. 2012, 10, e1001381. [CrossRef]

282. Kozak, K.H.; Wiens, J.J. Testing the relationships between diversification, species richness, and trait evolution.
Syst. Biol. 2016, 65, 975–988. [CrossRef]

283. Olave, M.; Avila, L.J.; Sites, J.W.; Morando, M. Model-based approach to test hard polytomies in the Eulaemus
clade of the most diverse South American lizard genus Liolaemus (Liolaemini, Squamata). Zool. J. Linn. Soc.
2015, 174, 169–184. [CrossRef]

284. Olave, M.; Avila, L.J.; Sites, J.W.; Morando, M. How important is it to consider lineage diversification
heterogeneity in macroevolutionary studies: Lessons from the lizard family Liolaemidae. bioRxiv 2019.
[CrossRef]

285. Pincheira-Donoso, D.; Harvey, L.P.; Ruta, M. What defines an adaptive radiation? Macroevolutionary
diversification dynamics of an exceptionally species-rich continental lizard radiation. BMC Evol. Biol. 2015,
15, 153. [CrossRef]

286. Esquerré, D.; Brennan, I.G.; Catullo, R.A.; Torres-Pérez, F.; Scott Keogh, J. How mountains shape biodiversity:
The role of the Andes in biogeography, diversification, and reproductive biology in South America’s most
species-rich lizard radiation (Squamata: Liolaemidae). Evolution 2019, 73, 214–230. [CrossRef]

287. Hennig, C.; Hausdorf, B. Prabclus: Functions for clustering of presence-absence, abundance and multilocus
genetic data. R Package Vers. 2010, 2, 2.

288. Avila, L.J.; Morando, M.; Sites, J.W. Congeneric phylogeography: Hypothesizing species limits and
evolutionary processes in Patagonian lizards of the Liolaemus boulengeri group (Squamata: Liolaemini). Biol. J.
Linn. Soc. 2006, 89, 241–275. [CrossRef]

289. Breitman, M.F.; Florencia Breitman, M.; Avila, L.J.; Sites, J.W.; Morando, M. How lizards survived blizzards:
Phylogeography of the Liolaemus lineomaculatus group (Liolaemidae) reveals multiple breaks and refugia in
southern Patagonia and their concordance with other codistributed taxa. Mol. Ecol. 2012, 21, 6068–6085.
[CrossRef]

290. Morando, M.; Avila, L.J.; Turner, C.R.; Sites, J.W. Molecular evidence for a species complex in the patagonian
lizard Liolaemus bibronii and phylogeography of the closely related Liolaemus gracilis (Squamata: Liolaemini).
Mol. Phylogenet. Evol. 2007, 43, 952–973. [CrossRef]

291. Camargo, A.; Morando, M.; Avila, L.J.; Sites, J.W., Jr. Species delimitation using ABC: Accounting for
speciation with gene flow in lizards of the Liolaemus darwinii complex (Squamata: Liolaemidae). Evolution
2012, 66, 2834–2849. [CrossRef]

292. Olave, M.; Avila, L.J.; Sites, J.W., Jr.; Morando, M. Hybridization could be a common phenomenon within the
highly diverse lizard genus Liolaemus. J. Evol. Biol. 2018, 31, 893–903. [CrossRef]

293. Grummer, J.A.; Morando, M.M.; Avila, L.J.; Sites, J.W., Jr.; Leaché, A.D. Phylogenomic evidence for a recent
and rapid radiation of lizards in the Patagonian Liolaemus fitzingerii species group. Mol. Phylogenet. Evol.
2018, 125, 243–254. [CrossRef]

294. Sukumaran, J.; Knowles, L.L. Multispecies coalescent delimits structure, not species. Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. USA 2017, 114, 1607–1612. [CrossRef]

295. Leaché, A.D.; Zhu, T.; Rannala, B.; Yang, Z. The spectre of too many species. Syst. Biol. 2019, 68, 168–181.
[CrossRef]

296. Heath, T.A.; Zwickl, D.J.; Kim, J.; Hillis, D.M. Taxon sampling affects inferences of macroevolutionary
processes from phylogenetic trees. Syst. Biol. 2008, 57, 160–166. [CrossRef]

297. Venditti, C.; Meade, A.; Pagel, M. Detecting the node-density artifact in phylogeny reconstruction. Syst. Biol.
2006, 55, 637–643. [CrossRef]

298. Webster, A.J.; Payne, R.J.H.; Pagel, M. Molecular phylogenies link rates of evolution and speciation. Science
2003, 301, 478. [CrossRef]

299. Venditti, C.; Meade, A.; Pagel, M. Phylogenetic mixture models can reduce node-density artifacts. Syst. Biol.
2008, 57, 286–293. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2007.0924
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.1001381
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/sysbio/syw029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/zoj.12231
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/563635
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12862-015-0435-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/evo.13657
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8312.2006.00666.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/mec.12075
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2006.09.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1558-5646.2012.01640.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jeb.13273
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2018.03.023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1607921114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/sysbio/syy051
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10635150701884640
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10635150600865567
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1083202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10635150802044045


Genes 2019, 10, 646 41 of 47

300. Fontanella, F.M.; Feltrin, N.; Avila, L.J.; Sites, J.W.; Morando, M. Early stages of divergence: Phylogeography,
climate modeling, and morphological differentiation in the South American lizard Liolaemus petrophilus
(Squamata: Liolaemidae). Ecol. Evol. 2012, 2, 792–808. [CrossRef]

301. Edwards, D.L.; Melville, J.; Joseph, L.; Keogh, J.S. Ecological divergence, adaptive diversification, and the
evolution of social signaling traits: An empirical study in arid Australian lizards. Am. Nat. 2015, 186,
E144–E161. [CrossRef]

302. Grummer, J.A. Evolutionary History of the Patagonian Liolaemus fitzingerii Species Group of Lizards.
Ph.D. Thesis, University of Washington, Seattle, WA, USA, 2017.

303. Hey, J.; Chung, Y.; Sethuraman, A.; Lachance, J.; Tishkoff, S.; Sousa, V.C.; Wang, Y. Phylogeny estimation by
integration over isolation with migration models. Mol. Biol. Evol. 2018, 35, 2805–2818. [CrossRef]

304. Abdala, V.; Tulli, M.J.; Russell, A.P.; Powell, G.L.; Cruz, F.B. Anatomy of the crus and pes of neotropical
iguanian lizards in relation to habitat use and digitally based grasping capabilities. Anat. Rec. 2014, 297,
397–409. [CrossRef]

305. Medina, C.D.; Avila, L.J.; Sites, J.W.; Morando, M. Molecular phylogeny of the Liolaemus kriegi complex
(Iguania, Liolaemini). Herpetologica 2015, 71, 143–151. [CrossRef]

306. Martínez, L.E. Métodos Empíricos Para Delimitar Especies: El Complejo Liolaemus bibronii (Squamata:
Liolaemini) Como Ejemplo. Unpublished Ph.D. Thesis, Universidad Nacional de Córdoba, Córdoba,
Argentina, 2012.

307. Bell, R.C.; MacKenzie, J.B.; Hickerson, M.J.; Chavarría, K.L.; Cunningham, M.; Williams, S.; Moritz, C.
Comparative multi-locus phylogeography confirms multiple vicariance events in co-distributed rainforest
frogs. Proc. Biol. Sci. 2012, 279, 991–999. [CrossRef]

308. Fujita, M.K.; McGuire, J.A.; Donnellan, S.C.; Moritz, C. Diversification and persistence at the arid-monsoonal
interface: Australia-wide biogeography of the Bynoe’s gecko (Heteronotia binoei; Gekkonidae). Evolution
2010, 64, 2293–2314. [CrossRef]

309. Pepper, M.; Fujita, M.K.; Moritz, C.; Keogh, J.S. Palaeoclimate change drove diversification among isolated
mountain refugia in the Australian arid zone. Mol. Ecol. 2011, 20, 1529–1545. [CrossRef]

310. Werneck, F.P.; Gamble, T.; Colli, G.R.; Rodrigues, M.T.; Sites, J.W., Jr. Deep diversification and long-term
persistence in the South American “Dry diagonal”: Integrating continent-wide phylogeography and
distribution modeling of geckos. Evolution 2012, 66, 3014–3034. [CrossRef]

311. Nogueira, C.; Ribeiro, S.; Costa, G.C.; Colli, G.R. Vicariance and endemism in a Neotropical savanna hotspot:
Distribution patterns of Cerrado squamate reptiles. J. Biogeogr. 2011, 38, 1907–1922. [CrossRef]

312. Werneck, F.P. The diversification of eastern South American open vegetation biomes: Historical biogeography
and perspectives. Quat. Sci. Rev. 2011, 30, 1630–1648. [CrossRef]

313. Valdujo, P.H.; Silvano, D.L.; Colli, G.; Martins, M. Anuran species composition and distribution patterns in
Brazilian Cerrado, a neotropical hotspot. S. Am. J. Herpetol. 2012, 7, 63–78. [CrossRef]

314. Recoder, R.S.; De Pinho Werneck, F.; Teixeira, M.; Colli, G.R.; Sites, J.W.; Rodrigues, M.T. Geographic variation
and systematic review of the lizard genus Vanzosaura (Squamata, Gymnophthalmidae), with the description
of a new species. Zool. J. Linn. Soc. 2014, 171, 206–225. [CrossRef]

315. Werneck, F.P.; Leite, R.N.; Geurgas, S.R.; Rodrigues, M.T. Biogeographic history and cryptic diversity of
saxicolous Tropiduridae lizards endemic to the semiarid Caatinga. BMC Evol. Biol. 2015, 15, 94. [CrossRef]

316. Prado, C.P.A.; Haddad, C.F.B.; Zamudio, K.R. Cryptic lineages and Pleistocene population expansion in a
Brazilian Cerrado frog. Mol. Ecol. 2012, 21, 921–941. [CrossRef]

317. Machado, T.; Silva, V.X.; Silva, M.J. Phylogenetic relationships within Bothrops neuwiedi group (Serpentes,
Squamata): Geographically highly-structured lineages, evidence of introgressive hybridization and
Neogene/Quaternary diversification. Mol. Phylogenet. Evol. 2014, 71, 1–14. [CrossRef]

318. Santos, M.G.; Nogueira, C.; Giugliano, L.G.; Colli, G.R. Landscape evolution and phylogeography of
Micrablepharus atticolus (Squamata, Gymnophthalmidae), an endemic lizard of the Brazilian Cerrado.
J. Biogeogr. 2014, 41, 1506–1519. [CrossRef]

319. Guarnizo, C.E.; Werneck, F.P.; Giugliano, L.G.; Santos, M.G.; Fenker, J.; Sousa, L.; D’Angiolella, A.B.; dos
Santos, A.R.; Strüssmann, C.; Rodrigues, M.T.; et al. Cryptic lineages and diversification of an endemic anole
lizard (Squamata, Dactyloidae) of the Cerrado hotspot. Mol. Phylogenet. Evol. 2016, 94, 279–289. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ece3.78
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/683658
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msy162
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ar.22851
http://dx.doi.org/10.1655/HERPETOLOGICA-D-13-00083
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2011.1229
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1558-5646.2010.00993.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2011.05036.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1558-5646.2012.01682.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2699.2011.02538.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.quascirev.2011.03.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.2994/057.007.0209
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/zoj.12128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12862-015-0368-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2011.05409.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2013.10.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jbi.12291
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2015.09.005


Genes 2019, 10, 646 42 of 47

320. Thomé, M.T.C.; Sequeira, F.; Brusquetti, F.; Carstens, B.; Haddad, C.F.B.; Rodrigues, M.T.; Alexandrino, J.
Recurrent connections between Amazon and Atlantic forests shaped diversity in Caatinga four-eyed frogs.
J. Biogeogr. 2016, 43, 1045–1056. [CrossRef]

321. Davis, M.B.; Shaw, R.G.; Etterson, J.R. Evolutionary responses to changing climate. Ecology 2005, 86,
1704–1714. [CrossRef]

322. Steinfartz, S.; Veith, M.; Tautz, D. Mitochondrial sequence analysis of Salamandra taxa suggests old splits
of major lineages and postglacial recolonizations of central Europe from distinct source populations of
Salamandra salamandra. Mol. Ecol. 2000, 9, 397–410. [CrossRef]

323. Vences, M.; Sanchez, E.; Susanne Hauswaldt, J.; Eikelmann, D.; Rodríguez, A.; Carranza, S.; Donaire, D.;
Gehara, M.; Helfer, V.; Lötters, S.; et al. Nuclear and mitochondrial multilocus phylogeny and survey of
alkaloid content in true salamanders of the genus Salamandra (Salamandridae). Mol. Phylogenet. Evol. 2014,
73, 208–216. [CrossRef]

324. Eiselt, J. Der Feuersalamander Salamandra salamandra (L.): Beiträge zu Einer Taxonomischen Synthese;
Abhandlungen und Berichte für Naturkunde und Vorgeschichte; Museum für Kulturgeschichte: Magdeburg,
Germany, 1958; pp. 1–78.

325. Thiesmeier, B. Salamandra salamandra (Linnaeus, 1758)—Feuersalamander. In Handbuch der Reptilien und
Amphibien Europas Schwanzlurche IIB; Thiesmeier, B., Grossenbacher, K., Eds.; Aula: Wiebelsheim, Germany,
2004; pp. 1059–1132. ISBN 389104674X.

326. Weitere, M.; Tautz, D.; Neumann, D.; Steinfartz, S. Adaptive divergence vs. environmental plasticity: Tracing
local genetic adaptation of metamorphosis traits in salamanders. Mol. Ecol. 2004, 13, 1665–1677. [CrossRef]

327. Reinhardt, T.; Steinfartz, S.; Paetzold, A.; Weitere, M. Linking the evolution of habitat choice to ecosystem
functioning: Direct and indirect effects of pond-reproducing fire salamanders on aquatic-terrestrial subsidies.
Oecologia 2013, 173, 281–291. [CrossRef]

328. Reinhardt, T. New Home, New Life: The Influence of Shifts in Fire-Salamander Larval Habitat Choice on
Population Perfomance and Their Effect on Structure and Functioning of Pond Invertebrate Communities.
Ph.D. Thesis, Technische Universität Dresden, Dresden, Germany, 2014.

329. Steinfartz, S.; Weitere, M.; Tautz, D. Tracing the first step to speciation: Ecological and genetic differentiation
of a salamander population in a small forest. Mol. Ecol. 2007, 16, 4550–4561. [CrossRef]

330. Schmidt, B.R.; Schaub, M.; Steinfartz, S. Apparent survival of the salamander Salamandra salamandra is low
because of high migratory activity. Front. Zool. 2007, 4, 19. [CrossRef]

331. Schulte, U.; Küsters, D.; Steinfartz, S. A PIT tag based analysis of annual movement patterns of adult fire
salamanders (Salamandra salamandra) in a Middle European habitat. Amphibia Reptilia 2007, 28, 531–536.
[CrossRef]

332. Steinfartz, S.; Caspers, B.A. Preference for the other sex: Olfactory sex recognition in terrestrial fire
salamanders (Salamandra salamandra). Amphib. Reptil. 2011, 32, 503–508. [CrossRef]

333. Caspers, B.A.; Steinfartz, S.; Tobias Krause, E. Larval deposition behaviour and maternal investment of
females reflect differential habitat adaptation in a genetically diverging salamander population. Behav. Ecol.
Sociobiol. 2015, 69, 407–413. [CrossRef]

334. Hendrix, R.; Schmidt, B.R.; Schaub, M.; Krause, E.T.; Steinfartz, S. Differentiation of movement behaviour in
an adaptively diverging salamander population. Mol. Ecol. 2017, 26, 6400–6413. [CrossRef]

335. Czypionka, T.; Krugman, T.; Altmüller, J.; Blaustein, L.; Steinfartz, S.; Templeton, A.R.; Nolte, A.W. Ecological
transcriptomics—A non-lethal sampling approach for endangered fire salamanders. Methods Ecol. Evol.
2015, 6, 1417–1425. [CrossRef]

336. Goedbloed, D.J.; Czypionka, T.; Altmüller, J.; Rodriguez, A.; Küpfer, E.; Segev, O.; Blaustein, L.;
Templeton, A.R.; Nolte, A.W.; Steinfartz, S. Parallel habitat acclimatization is realized by the expression of
different genes in two closely related salamander species (genus Salamandra). Heredity 2017, 119, 429–437.
[CrossRef]

337. Czypionka, T.; Goedbloed, D.J.; Steinfartz, S.; Nolte, A.W. Plasticity and evolutionary divergence in gene
expression associated with alternative habitat use in larvae of the European Fire Salamander. Mol. Ecol. 2018,
27, 2698–2713. [CrossRef]

338. Nowoshilow, S.; Schloissnig, S.; Fei, J.-F.; Dahl, A.; Pang, A.W.C.; Pippel, M.; Winkler, S.; Hastie, A.R.;
Young, G.; Roscito, J.G.; et al. The axolotl genome and the evolution of key tissue formation regulators.
Nature 2018, 554, 50–55. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jbi.12685
http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/03-0788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-294x.2000.00870.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2013.12.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2004.02155.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00442-013-2592-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2007.03490.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1742-9994-4-19
http://dx.doi.org/10.1163/156853807782152543
http://dx.doi.org/10.1163/156853811X603265
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00265-014-1853-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/mec.14345
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/2041-210X.12431
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/hdy.2017.55
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/mec.14713
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature25458


Genes 2019, 10, 646 43 of 47

339. Wollenberg, K.C.; Glaw, F.; Meyer, A.; Vences, M. Molecular phylogeny of Malagasy reed frogs, Heterixalus,
and the relative performance of bioacoustics and color-patterns for resolving their systematics. Mol. Phylogenet.
Evol. 2007, 45, 14–22. [CrossRef]

340. Glaw, F.; Vences, M. A Field Guide to the Amphibians and Reptiles of Madagascar; Vences & Glaw: Cologne,
Germany, 2007; ISBN 392944903X.

341. Allnutt, T.F.; Ferrier, S.; Manion, G.; Powell, G.V.N.; Ricketts, T.H.; Fisher, B.L.; Harper, G.J.; Irwin, M.E.;
Kremen, C.; Labat, J.-N.; et al. A method for quantifying biodiversity loss and its application to a 50-year
record of deforestation across Madagascar. Cons. Lett. 2008, 1, 173–181. [CrossRef]

342. Brown, J.L.; Sillero, N.; Glaw, F.; Bora, P.; Vieites, D.R.; Vences, M. Spatial Biodiversity patterns of Madagascar’s
Amphibians and Reptiles. PLoS ONE 2016, 11, e0144076. [CrossRef]

343. Vences, M.; Wollenberg, K.C.; Vieites, D.R.; Lees, D.C. Madagascar as a model region of species diversification.
Trends Ecol. Evol. 2009, 24, 456–465. [CrossRef]

344. Turelli, M.; Barton, N.H.; Coyne, J.A. Theory and speciation. Trends Ecol. Evol. 2001, 16, 330–343. [CrossRef]
345. De Queiroz, K. Species concepts and species delimitation. Syst. Biol. 2007, 56, 879–886. [CrossRef]
346. Vellend, M. Species diversity and genetic diversity: Parallel processes and correlated patterns. Am. Nat.

2005, 166, 199–215. [CrossRef]
347. Vellend, M.; Geber, M.A. Connections between species diversity and genetic diversity. Ecol. Lett. 2005, 8,

767–781. [CrossRef]
348. Pabijan, M.; Wollenberg, K.C.; Vences, M. Small body size increases the regional differentiation of populations

of tropical mantellid frogs (Anura: Mantellidae). J. Evol. Biol. 2012, 25, 2310–2324. [CrossRef]
349. Vences, M.; Köhler, J.; Crottini, A.; Glaw, F. High mitochondrial sequence divergence meets morphological

and bioacoustic conservatism: Boophis quasiboehmei sp. n., a new cryptic treefrog species from south-eastern
Madagascar. Bonn Zool. Bull. 2010, 57, 241–255.

350. Martin, R.A. Body size in (mostly) mammals: Mass, speciation rates and the translation of gamma to alpha
diversity on evolutionary timescales. Hist. Biol. 2017, 29, 576–593. [CrossRef]

351. Feldman, A.; Sabath, N.; Pyron, R.A.; Mayrose, I.; Meiri, S. Body sizes and diversification rates of lizards,
snakes, amphisbaenians and the tuatara. Glob. Ecol. Biogeogr. 2016, 25, 187–197. [CrossRef]

352. Owens, I.P.F.; Bennett, P.M.; Harvey, P.H. Species richness among birds: Body size, life history, sexual
selection or ecology? Proc. R. Soc. Lond. B Biol. Sci. 1999, 266, 933–939. [CrossRef]

353. Sodhi, N.S.; Bickford, D.; Diesmos, A.C.; Lee, T.M.; Koh, L.P.; Brook, B.W.; Sekercioglu, C.H.; Bradshaw, C.J.A.
Measuring the meltdown: Drivers of global amphibian extinction and decline. PLoS ONE 2008, 3, e1636.
[CrossRef]

354. Kisel, Y.; Barraclough, T.G. Speciation has a spatial scale that depends on levels of gene flow. Am. Nat. 2010,
175, 316–334. [CrossRef]

355. Claramunt, S.; Derryberry, E.P.; Remsen, J.V.; Brumfield, R.T. High dispersal ability inhibits speciation in a
continental radiation of passerine birds. Proc. R. Soc. B Biol. Sci. 2012, 279, 1567–1574. [CrossRef]

356. Etienne, R.S.; Olff, H. How dispersal limitation shapes species–body size distributions in local communities.
Am. Nat. 2004, 163, 69–83. [CrossRef]

357. Price, J.P.; Wagner, W.L. Speciation in Hawaiian angiosperm lineages: Cause, consequence, and mode.
Evolution 2004, 58, 2185–2200. [CrossRef]

358. Agnarsson, I.; Kuntner, M. The generation of a biodiversity hotspot: Biogeography and phylogeography
of the western Indian Ocean islands. In Current Topics in Phylogenetics and Phylogeography of Terrestrial and
Aquatic Systems; IntechOpen: London, UK, 2012; pp. 32–82, ISBN 9789535102175.

359. Wake, D.B. What salamanders have taught us about evolution. Annu. Rev. Ecol. Evol. Syst. 2009, 40, 333–352.
[CrossRef]

360. Rovito, S.M.; Parra-Olea, G.; Hanken, J.; Bonett, R.M.; Wake, D.B. Adaptive radiation in miniature: The
minute salamanders of the Mexican highlands (Amphibia: Plethodontidae: Thorius). Biol. J. Linn. Soc. 2013,
109, 622–643. [CrossRef]

361. Wells, K.D. The Ecology and Behavior of Amphibians; The University of Chicago Press: Chicago, IL, USA, 2007;
p. 1400, ISBN 978-0226893341.

362. Rodríguez, A.; Börner, M.; Pabijan, M.; Gehara, M.; Haddad, C.F.B.; Vences, M. Genetic divergence in tropical
anurans: Deeper phylogeographic structure in forest specialists and in topographically complex regions.
Evol. Ecol. 2015, 29, 765–785. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2007.06.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1755-263X.2008.00027.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0144076
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2009.03.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0169-5347(01)02177-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10635150701701083
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/431318
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2005.00775.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1420-9101.2012.02613.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08912963.2016.1211646
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/geb.12398
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.1999.0726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0001636
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/650369
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2011.1922
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/380582
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.0014-3820.2004.tb01597.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ecolsys.39.110707.173552
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/bij.12083
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10682-015-9774-7


Genes 2019, 10, 646 44 of 47

363. Guarnizo, C.E.; Cannatella, D.C. Genetic divergence within frog species is greater in topographically more
complex regions. J. Zool. Syst. Evol. Res. 2013, 51, 333–340. [CrossRef]

364. Hutter, C.R.; Lambert, S.M.; Wiens, J.J. Rapid diversification and time explain amphibian richness at different
scales in the tropical Andes, earth’s most biodiverse hotspot. Am. Nat. 2017, 190, 828–843. [CrossRef]

365. Paz, A.; Ibáñez, R.; Lips, K.R.; Crawford, A.J. Testing the role of ecology and life history in structuring genetic
variation across a landscape: A trait-based phylogeographic approach. Mol. Ecol. 2015, 24, 3723–3737.
[CrossRef]

366. Fouquet, A.; Ledoux, J.-B.; Dubut, V.; Noonan, B.P.; Scotti, I. The interplay of dispersal limitation, rivers, and
historical events shapes the genetic structure of an Amazonian frog. Biol. J. Linn. Soc. 2012, 106, 356–373.
[CrossRef]

367. Santos, J.C. Fast molecular evolution associated with high active metabolic rates in poison frogs. Mol. Biol.
Evol. 2012, 29, 2001–2018. [CrossRef]

368. Chong, R.A.; Mueller, R.L. Low metabolic rates in salamanders are correlated with weak selective constraints
on mitochondrial genes. Evolution 2013, 67, 894–899. [CrossRef]

369. Eo, S.H.; DeWoody, J.A. Evolutionary rates of mitochondrial genomes correspond to diversification rates and
to contemporary species richness in birds and reptiles. Proc. Biol. Sci. 2010, 277, 3587–3592. [CrossRef]

370. Chong, R.A.; Mueller, R.L. Evolution along the mutation gradient in the dynamic mitochondrial genome of
salamanders. Genome Biol. Evol. 2013, 5, 1652–1660. [CrossRef]

371. Bogart, J.P. The influence of life history on karyotypic evolution in frogs. In Amphibian Cytogenetics and
Evolution; Academic Press: Cambridge, MA, USA, 1991; pp. 233–258, ISBN 978-0-12-297880-7.

372. Schmid, M.; Steinlein, C.; Bogart, J.P.; Feichtinger, W.; León, P.; La Marca, E.; Diaz, L.M.; Sanz, A.;
-H- Chen, S.; Hedges, S.B. The chromosomes of Terraranan frogs. Insights into vertebrate cytogenetics.
Cytogenet. Genome Res. 2010, 130–131, 1–14. [CrossRef]

373. Wiens, J.J.; Brandley, M.C.; Reeder, T.W. Why does a trait evolve multiple times within a clade? Repeated
evolution of snakelike body form in squamate reptiles. Evolution 2006, 60, 123. [CrossRef]

374. Moen, D.S.; Morlon, H.; Wiens, J.J. Testing convergence versus history: Convergence dominates phenotypic
evolution for over 150 million years in frogs. Syst. Biol. 2016, 65, 146–160. [CrossRef]

375. Blom, M.P.K.; Horner, P.; Moritz, C. Convergence across a continent: Adaptive diversification in a recent
radiation of Australian lizards. Proc. Biol. Sci. 2016, 283, 20160181. [CrossRef]

376. Esquerré, D.; Scott Keogh, J. Parallel selective pressures drive convergent diversification of phenotypes in
pythons and boas. Ecol. Lett. 2016, 19, 800–809. [CrossRef]

377. Losos, J.B.; Jackman, T.R.; Larson, A.; Queiroz, K.; Rodriguez-Schettino, L. Contingency and determinism in
replicated adaptive radiations of island lizards. Science 1998, 279, 2115–2118. [CrossRef]

378. Mahler, D.L.; Revell, L.J.; Glor, R.E.; Losos, J.B. Ecological opportunity and the rate of morphological evolution
in the diversification of Greater Antillean anoles. Evolution 2010, 64, 2731–2745. [CrossRef]

379. Williams, E.E. The origin of faunas. Evolution of lizard congeners in a complex island fauna: A trial analysis.
In Evolutionary Biology; Dobzhansky, T., Hecht, M.K., Steere, W.C., Eds.; Springer: New York, NY, USA, 1972;
Volume 6, pp. 47–89, ISBN 9781468490633.

380. Glor, R.E.; Kolbe, J.J.; Powell, R.; Larson, A.; Losos, J.B. Phylogenetic analysis of ecological and morphological
diversification in Hispaniolan trunk-ground anoles (Anolis cybotes group). Evolution 2003, 57, 2383–2397.
[CrossRef]

381. Ng, J.; Landeen, E.L.; Logsdon, R.M.; Glor, R.E. Correlation between Anolis lizard dewlap phenotype and
environmental variation indicates adaptive divergence of a signal important to sexual selection and species
recognition. Evolution 2013, 67, 573–582. [CrossRef]

382. Darwin, C. The Variation of Animals and Plants under Domestication; D. Appleton: New York, NY, USA, 1894;
Volume 2, ISBN 9781406842500.

383. Gould, S.J. Wonderful Life: The Burgess Shale and the Nature Of History; WW Norton & Company: New York,
NY, USA, 1989; ISBN 039330700X.

384. Osborn, H.F. The Titanotheres of Ancient Wyoming, Dakota, and Nebraska; U.S. Geological Survey Monograph:
Sioux Falls, SD, USA, 1929; p. 55.

385. Schluter, D.; McPhail, J.D. Character displacement and replicate adaptive radiation. Trends Ecol. Evol. 1993, 8,
197–200. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jzs.12027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/694319
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/mec.13275
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8312.2012.01871.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/molbev/mss069
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1558-5646.2012.01830.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2010.0965
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/gbe/evt119
http://dx.doi.org/10.1159/000301339
http://dx.doi.org/10.1554/05-328.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/sysbio/syv073
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2016.0181
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ele.12620
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.279.5359.2115
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1558-5646.2010.01026.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.0014-3820.2003.tb00250.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1558-5646.2012.01795.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0169-5347(93)90098-A


Genes 2019, 10, 646 45 of 47

386. Danley, P.D.; Kocher, T.D. Speciation in rapidly diverging systems: Lessons from Lake Malawi. Mol. Ecol.
2001, 10, 1075–1086. [CrossRef]

387. Conway Morris, S. Life’s Solution: Inevitable Humans in a Lonely Universe; Cambridge University Press:
Cambridge, UK, 2003; ISBN 0521603250.

388. Losos, J.B. Adaptive radiation, ecological opportunity, and evolutionary determinism. American Society of
Naturalists E. O. Wilson award address. Am. Nat. 2010, 175, 623–639. [CrossRef]

389. Schwartz, A.; Henderson, R.W. Amphibians and Reptiles of the West Indies: Descriptions, Distributions, and
Natural History; University Press of Florida: Gainesville, FL, USA, 1991; ISBN 9780813010496.

390. Cochran, D.M. Herpetological collections made in Hispaniola by the Utowana Expedition, 1934. Occ. Pap.
Boston Soc. Nat. Hist. 1934, 8, 163–188.

391. Rodríguez, A.; Rusciano, T.; Hamilton, R.; Holmes, L.; Jordan, D.; Wollenberg Valero, K.C. Genomic and
phenotypic signatures of climate adaptation in an Anolis lizard. Ecol. Evol. 2017, 7, 6390–6403. [CrossRef]

392. Endler, J.A. Geographic Variation, Speciation, and Clines; Princeton University Press: Princeton, NJ, USA, 1977;
ISBN 0691081875.

393. Wake, D.B.; Papenfuss, T.J.; Lynch, J.F. Distribution of salamanders along elevational transects in Mexico and
Guatemala. Tulane Stud. Zool. Bot. 1992, 303–319.

394. Valero, K.C.W.; Pathak, R.; Prajapati, I.; Bankston, S. A candidate multimodal functional genetic network for
thermal adaptation. PeerJ 2014, 2, e578. [CrossRef]

395. Munoz, M.M.; Stimola, M.A.; Algar, A.C.; Conover, A.; Rodriguez, A.J.; Landestoy, M.A.; Bakken, G.S.;
Losos, J.B. Evolutionary stasis and lability in thermal physiology in a group of tropical lizards. Proc. R. Soc.
Lond. B Biol. Sci. 2014, 281, 20132433. [CrossRef]

396. Araújo, M.B.; Ferri-Yáñez, F.; Bozinovic, F.; Marquet, P.A.; Valladares, F.; Chown, S.L. Heat freezes niche
evolution. Ecol. Lett. 2013, 16, 1206–1219. [CrossRef]

397. Dacquin, R.; Davey, R.A.; Laplace, C.; Levasseur, R.; Morris, H.A.; Goldring, S.R.; Gebre-Medhin, S.;
Galson, D.L.; Zajac, J.D.; Karsenty, G. Amylin inhibits bone resorption while the calcitonin receptor controls
bone formation in vivo. J. Cell Biol. 2004, 164, 509–514. [CrossRef]

398. Lee, H.-J.; Kim, S.-Y.; Kim, G.S.; Hwang, J.-Y.; Kim, Y.-J.; Jeong, B.; Kim, T.-H.; Park, E.K.; Lee, S.H.; Kim, H.-L.;
et al. Fracture, bone mineral density, and the effects of calcitonin receptor gene in postmenopausal Koreans.
Osteoporos. Int. 2010, 21, 1351–1360. [CrossRef]

399. Goda, T.; Doi, M.; Umezaki, Y.; Murai, I.; Shimatani, H.; Chu, M.L.; Nguyen, V.H.; Okamura, H.; Hamada, F.N.
Calcitonin receptors are ancient modulators for rhythms of preferential temperature in insects and body
temperature in mammals. Genes Dev. 2018, 32, 140–155. [CrossRef]

400. Cowie, R.H.; Holland, B.S. Molecular biogeography and diversification of the endemic terrestrial fauna of
the Hawaiian Islands. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. B Biol. Sci. 2008, 363, 3363–3376. [CrossRef]

401. Emerson, B.C. Speciation on islands: What are we learning? Biol. J. Linn. Soc. 2008, 95, 47–52. [CrossRef]
402. Gillespie, R.G.; Claridge, E.M.; Goodacre, S.L. Biogeography of the fauna of French Polynesia: Diversification

within and between a series of hot spot archipelagos. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. B Biol. Sci. 2008, 363,
3335–3346. [CrossRef]

403. Parent, C.E.; Caccone, A.; Petren, K. Colonization and diversification of Galápagos terrestrial fauna: A
phylogenetic and biogeographical synthesis. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. B Biol. Sci. 2008, 363, 3347–3361.
[CrossRef]

404. Grant, P.R.; Rosemary Grant, B. How and Why Species Multiply: The Radiation of Darwin’s Finches; Princeton
University Press: Princeton, NJ, USA, 2011; ISBN 9780691149998.

405. Larson, E.J. Evolution’s Workshop: God and Science on the Galápagos Islands; Basic Books: New York, NY, USA,
2002; p. 93, ISBN 0465038115.

406. Van Valen, L. A new evolutionary law. Evol. Theory 1973, 1, 1–30.
407. Caccone, A.; Gibbs, J.P.; Ketmaier, V.; Suatoni, E.; Powell, J.R. Origin and evolutionary relationships of giant

Galápagos tortoises. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 1999, 96, 13223–13228. [CrossRef]
408. Román-Palacios, C.; Wiens, J.J. The Tortoise and the Finch: Testing for island effects on diversification using

two iconic Galápagos radiations. J. Biogeogr. 2018, 45, 1701–1712. [CrossRef]
409. Poulakakis, N.; Edwards, D.L.; Chiari, Y.; Garrick, R.C.; Russello, M.A.; Benavides, E.; Watkins-Colwell, G.J.;

Glaberman, S.; Tapia, W.; Gibbs, J.P.; et al. Description of a new Galapagos Giant Tortoise species (Chelonoidis;
Testudines: Testudinidae) from Cerro Fatal on Santa Cruz island. PLoS ONE 2015, 10, e0138779. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-294X.2001.01283.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/652433
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ece3.2985
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.578
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2013.2433
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ele.12155
http://dx.doi.org/10.1083/jcb.200312135
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00198-009-1106-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/gad.307884.117
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2008.0061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8312.2008.01120.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2008.0124
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2008.0118
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.96.23.13223
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jbi.13366
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0138779


Genes 2019, 10, 646 46 of 47

410. Beheregaray, L.B.; Gibbs, J.P.; Havill, N.; Fritts, T.H.; Powell, J.R.; Caccone, A. Giant tortoises are not so slow:
Rapid diversification and biogeographic consensus in the Galápagos. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2004, 101,
6514–6519. [CrossRef]

411. Poulakakis, N.; Russello, M.; Geist, D.; Caccone, A. Unravelling the peculiarities of island life: Vicariance,
dispersal and the diversification of the extinct and extant giant Galápagos tortoises. Mol. Ecol. 2012, 21,
160–173. [CrossRef]

412. Jensen, E.L.; Mooers, A.Ø.; Caccone, A.; Russello, M.A. I-HEDGE: Determining the optimum complementary
sets of taxa for conservation using evolutionary isolation. PeerJ 2016, 4, e2350. [CrossRef]

413. Abbott, R.; Albach, D.; Ansell, S.; Arntzen, J.W.; Baird, S.J.E.; Bierne, N.; Boughman, J.; Brelsford, A.;
Buerkle, C.A.; Buggs, R.; et al. Hybridization and speciation. J. Evol. Biol. 2013, 26, 229–246. [CrossRef]

414. Schwenk, K.; Brede, N.; Streit, B. Introduction. Extent, processes and evolutionary impact of interspecific
hybridization in animals. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. B Biol. Sci. 2008, 363, 2805–2811. [CrossRef]

415. Garrick, R.C.; Benavides, E.; Russello, M.A.; Hyseni, C.; Edwards, D.L.; Gibbs, J.P.; Tapia, W.; Ciofi, C.;
Caccone, A. Lineage fusion in Galápagos giant tortoises. Mol. Ecol. 2014, 23, 5276–5290. [CrossRef]

416. Caccone, A.; Gentile, G.; Gibbs, J.P.; Frirts, T.H.; Snell, H.L.; Betts, J.; Powell, J.R. Phylogeography and history
of giant Galápagos tortoises. Evolution 2002, 56, 2052–2066.

417. Russello, M.A.; Beheregaray, L.B.; Gibbs, J.P.; Fritts, T.; Havill, N.; Powell, J.R.; Caccone, A. Lonesome George
is not alone among Galápagos tortoises. Curr. Biol. 2007, 17, R317–R318. [CrossRef]

418. Poulakakis, N.; Glaberman, S.; Russello, M.; Beheregaray, L.B.; Ciofi, C.; Powell, J.R.; Caccone, A. Historical
DNA analysis reveals living descendants of an extinct species of Galápagos tortoise. Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. USA 2008, 105, 15464–15469. [CrossRef]

419. Russello, M.A.; Poulakakis, N.; Gibbs, J.P.; Tapia, W.; Benavides, E.; Powell, J.R.; Caccone, A. DNA from the
past informs ex situ conservation for the future: An “extinct” species of Galápagos Tortoise identified in
captivity. PLoS ONE 2010, 5, e8683. [CrossRef]

420. Garrick, R.C.; Benavides, E.; Russello, M.A.; Gibbs, J.P.; Poulakakis, N.; Dion, K.B.; Hyseni, C.; Kajdacsi, B.;
Márquez, L.; Bahan, S.; et al. Genetic rediscovery of an “extinct” Galápagos giant tortoise species. Curr. Biol.
2012, 22, R10–R11. [CrossRef]

421. Edwards, D.L.; Benavides, E.; Garrick, R.C.; Gibbs, J.P.; Russello, M.A.; Dion, K.B.; Hyseni, C.; Flanagan, J.P.;
Tapia, W.; Caccone, A. The genetic legacy of Lonesome George survives: Giant tortoises with Pinta Island
ancestry identified in Galápagos. Biol. Conserv. 2013, 157, 225–228. [CrossRef]

422. Raia, P.; Guarino, F.M.; Turano, M.; Polese, G.; Rippa, D.; Carotenuto, F.; Monti, D.M.; Cardi, M.; Fulgione, D.
The blue lizard spandrel and the island syndrome. BMC Evol. Biol. 2010, 10, 289. [CrossRef]

423. Wang, S.; Liu, C.; Wu, J.; Xu, C.; Zhang, J.; Bai, C.; Gao, X.; Liu, X.; Li, X.; Zhu, W.; et al. Propagule pressure
and hunting pressure jointly determine genetic evolution in insular populations of a global frog invader.
Sci. Rep. 2019, 9, 448. [CrossRef]

424. Miller, J.M.; Quinzin, M.C.; Poulakakis, N.; Gibbs, J.P.; Beheregaray, L.B.; Garrick, R.C.; Russello, M.A.;
Ciofi, C.; Edwards, D.L.; Hunter, E.A.; et al. Identification of genetically important individuals of the
rediscovered Floreana Galápagos Giant Tortoise (Chelonoidis elephantopus) provides founders for species
restoration program. Sci. Rep. 2017, 7, 11471. [CrossRef]

425. Quinzin, M.C.; Sandoval-Castillo, J.; Miller, J.M.; Beheregaray, L.B.; Russello, M.A.; Hunter, E.A.; Gibbs, J.P.;
Tapia, W.; Villalva, F.; Caccone, A. Genetically informed captive breeding of hybrids of an extinct species of
Galapagos tortoise. Conserv. Biol. 2019. [CrossRef]

426. Quesada, V.; Freitas-Rodríguez, S.; Miller, J.; Pérez-Silva, J.G.; Jiang, Z.-F.; Tapia, W.; Santiago-Fernández, O.;
Campos-Iglesias, D.; Kuderna, L.F.K.; Quinzin, M.; et al. Giant tortoise genomes provide insights into
longevity and age-related disease. Nat. Ecol. Evol. 2019, 3, 87–95. [CrossRef]

427. Gaughran, S.J.; Quinzin, M.C.; Miller, J.M.; Garrick, R.C.; Edwards, D.L.; Russello, M.A.; Poulakakis, N.;
Ciofi, C.; Beheregaray, L.B.; Caccone, A. Theory, practice, and the conservation of Galápagos giant tortoises
in the age of genomics. Evol. Appl. 2017, 11, 1084–1093. [CrossRef]

428. Jensen, E.L.; Miller, J.M.; Edwards, D.L.; Garrick, R.C.; Tapia, W.; Caccone, A.; Russello, M.A. Temporal
mitogenomics of the Galapagos Giant Tortoise from Pinzón reveals potential biases in population genetic
inference. J. Hered. 2018, 109, 631–640. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0400393101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2011.05370.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.2350
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1420-9101.2012.02599.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2008.0055
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/mec.12919
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2007.03.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0805340105
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0008683
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2011.12.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2012.10.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2148-10-289
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-37007-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-11516-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/cobi.13319
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41559-018-0733-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/eva.12551
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jhered/esy016


Genes 2019, 10, 646 47 of 47

429. Jensen, E.L.; Edwards, D.L.; Garrick, R.C.; Miller, J.M.; Gibbs, J.P.; Cayot, L.J.; Tapia, W.; Caccone, A.;
Russello, M.A. Population genomics through time provides insights into the consequences of decline and
rapid demographic recovery through head-starting in a Galapagos giant tortoise. Evol. Appl. 2018, 11,
1811–1821. [CrossRef]

430. Miller, J.M.; Quinzin, M.C.; Edwards, D.L.; Eaton, D.A.R.; Jensen, E.L.; Russello, M.A.; Gibbs, J.P.; Tapia, W.;
Rueda, D.; Caccone, A. Genome-wide assessment of diversity and divergence among extant Galapagos Giant
Tortoise species. J. Hered. 2018, 109, 611–619. [CrossRef]

431. Vences, M.; Wake, D.B. Speciation, species boundaries and phylogeography of amphibians. In Amphibian
Biology; Heatwole, H., Ed.; Surrey Beatty & Sons: Clayton South, Australia, 2007; pp. 2613–2675,
ISBN 9780980311389.
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