W) %74 & Chinese Journal of Zoology 2014, 49(2) . 274 ~279

BERDET DA ESHIER

P58 T I R 2 A A Bl SR 2 Be IFFIE S 010022

FE . T 2011 4F 9 J1E 52 PEAT S U0 A 4K 118 Zx L 5L V0 Wi ( Phrynocephalus frontalis ) 4l 4, Mt H:
o3 B AR TR B B S I AT I . BSR4 A R T & AR G P B AR K 43 51 R 36. 3 mm
F134.0 mm, MV A A B35 KT MEE . IR S IB 3R B Dy ol 1k 4l IR B R B Sk TR A R, MEE4h R R
AR MV BE o B VD 07 4l A 1) R IR R S AT B 5 AR B IE A G

KGR N T 8 P SR

FESEE 0495 XEIRIRFG:A X EHE:0250-3263(2014)02-274-06

Sexual Dimorphism in Juvenile Toad-headed Lizard
( Phrynocephalus frontalis)
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Abstract: A total of 118 juvenile Toad-headed Lizards ( Phrynocephalus frontalis) were collected in September
2011 from Kubuqi desert (40°12'N,111°06'E) , Inner Mongolia. We measured snout-vent length, head width,
tail length and abdomen length to analyze their sexual dimorphism. by t-test and regression analysis. The male
was significant larger than the female in snout-vent length (SVL) (¢ =3.702, df =116, P <0.001). The
mean SVL of males was 36. 3 mm while the mean SVL of females was 34. 0 mm. The male had a bigger head (¢
=4.616, df =116, P =0.002) and longer tail (¢ =3.958, df =116, P <0.001), while the female had
bigger abdomen (¢t =2.292, df =116, P =0.024). All the morphological traits measured were positively
related to SVL.
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Table 1 Descriptive statistics of morphological traits of the juvenile Phrynocephalus frontalis

HEES 4 Male Juveniles HEPE 414 Female Juveniles
FERIFE (n=79) (n=39)
Morphological traits P Sl SERERAE R I
Mean+SE Range Mean+SE Range

A+ Snout-vent length (mm) 36.3+£0.3 30.4~42.6 34.0+0.3 29.4~40.7

355 Head width (mm) 8.5+0.1 7.3~10.2 7.940.1 6.7-9.8

J2K: Tail length (mm) 50.6+0.5 40.6-60.9 46.9+0.4 38.0~56.8
[ Abdomen length (mm) 18.0+0.2 14.6~22.2 19.0+0.2 14.6~25.0
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® fEPES4& Male juveniles & WEHES)HE Female juveniles
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Fig. 1 The regressions of three morphological characters on snout-vent length

in the juvenile Phrynocephalus frontalis
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A Female Macropisthodon rudis of Huangshan,
Anhui Gives Birth to 58 Neonates
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