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Abstract: Geckos demonstrate a remarkable variability in sex determination systems, but our
limited knowledge prohibits accurate conclusions on the evolution of sex determination in this
group. Eyelid geckos (Eublepharidae) are of particular interest, as they encompass species with both
environmental and genotypic sex determination. We identified for the first time the X-specific gene
content in the Yucatan banded gecko, Coleonyx elegans, possessing XiXiX2X2/X1X2Y multiple sex
chromosomes by comparative genome coverage analysis between sexes. The X-specific gene content
of Coleonyx elegans was revealed to be partially homologous to genomic regions linked to the chicken
autosomes 1, 6 and 11. A qPCR-based test was applied to validate a subset of X-specific genes by
comparing the difference in gene copy numbers between sexes, and to explore the homology of sex
chromosomes across 11 eublepharid, two phyllodactylid and one sphaerodactylid species.
Homologous sex chromosomes are shared between Coleonyx elegans and Coleonyx mitratus, two
species diverged approximately 34 million years ago, but not with other tested species. As far as we
know, the X-specific gene content of Coleonyx elegans / Coleonyx mitratus was never involved in the
sex chromosomes of other gecko lineages, indicating that the sex chromosomes in this clade of
eublepharid geckos evolved independently.
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1. Introduction

Sex determination is the vital process that determines whether an individual will develop to a
male or a female. Despite its importance in numerous ecological and evolutionary processes,
organisms have not converged to a single mechanism of sex determination. Amniotes, the clade of
vertebrates comprising sauropsids (reptiles and birds) and mammals, demonstrate two major
systems of sex determination: the genotypic sex determination (GSD), where the sex is determined
by sex-specific genetic factors linked to sex chromosomes, and the environmental sex determination
(ESD), where the sex is influenced by environmental factors, most commonly temperature
(temperature-dependent sex determination - TSD), during a sensitive period of embryonic
development and there are no sex-specific differences in genotypes [1,2].

The ancestral ESD hypothesis suggests that the common ancestor of amniotes had ESD and that
sex chromosomes evolved independently in distant lineages, often from the ancestral ESD [3,4]. The
major support for this hypothesis comes from phylogenetic reconstruction of the sex determination
systems in reptiles indicating that transitions from ESD to GSD are common, but transitions in the
opposite directions are rare. The hypothesis expects that once evolved, GSD seems to be evolutionary
stable in a long term, acting as an “evolutionary trap” and predicts that amniote evolutionary lineages
phylogenetically separated by an ESD lineage should have non-homologous sex chromosomes [3-5].
An alternative hypothesis suggests that GSD was the ancestral sex determination system in amniotes.
Currently the most popular formulation of the ancestral GSD hypothesis suggests that the common
ancestor of amniotes had a “super-sex chromosome” with genomic content homologous to both the
Z chromosome of birds and the X chromosome of viviparous mammals. During the time,
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chromosome rearrangements fragmented the ancestral “super-sex chromosome”, but some of the
emerged chromosomes still maintain the role as sex chromosomes in extant, phylogenetically distant
lineages of amniotes. The major support for this hypothesis originates from the partial similarity of
the sex chromosome gene content between birds, monotremes and the gecko Gekko hokouensis [6-12],
as well as between viviparous mammals and lacertid lizards [10]. The hypothesis of the ancestral
GSD expects that ESD evolved multiple times within amniotes and that ESD can be phylogenetically
nested within a paraphyletic group whose members share homologous GSD. The major criticism of
the “super-sex chromosome” hypothesis concerns the possibility of independent co-option of
genomic regions, with genes involved in gonad differentiation (such as amh, ar, dmrtl and sox3), for
the role of sex chromosomes [10,13,14].

Geckos (Gekkota) are the sister group to all other squamate reptiles, except for dibamids [15,16].
In contrast to mammals, birds and many squamate lineages such as lacertids, caenophidian snakes,
iguanas, varanids and skinks (reviewed in [17]), geckos demonstrate an extensive variability in sex
determination including ESD as well as male and female heterogamety [3,18,19]. It is possible that
from unknown reasons geckos during their evolutionary history exhibit for an amniote lineage
unusually high frequency of turnovers in sex determination systems. Nevertheless, the ancestral ESD
hypothesis in amniotes proposes another explanation: it predicts that the gecko ancestor possess ESD
and sex chromosomes evolved independently among geckos from ESD several times, which creates
the variability in sex determination. The same situation was reconstructed in turtles, another amniote
group with a large variability in sex determination [4]. In any case, geckos are an excellent group for
testing general hypotheses on sex determination. Molecular cytogenetics and next generation
sequencing methodologies (e.g. DNAseq, RNAseq, RADseq) allow us to gradually start resolving the
puzzle of the gecko variability in sex determination [5,14,20-22], but data are still scarce in this old,
highly diversified lineage encompassing over 2000 currently recognized species [23]. Up to now, the
eyelid geckos (family Eublepharidae), the gecko group with phylogenetically important position
among squamates, was largely neglected in the application of modern sequencing approaches for the
study of sex determination.

The family Eublepharidae is a group of approximately 40 species classified into six genera with
a wide, but scattered distribution in Africa, Asia and Central and North America [23]. Among geckos,
eublepharids possess several putative primitive morphological characters such as movable eyelids,
soft, parchment-like eggshells and the lack of adhesive toepads. Traditionally, in phylogenies based
on morphology, eublepharids were a primitive group sister to all other extant gekkotan lineages
[24,25]. On the contrary, the molecular phylogenies put them sister to the monophylum of the families
Sphaerodactylidae, Phyllodactylidae and Gekkonidae, with the monophylum of the families
Pygopodidae, Carphodactylidae and Diplodactylidae being considered as their first outgroup [15,26-
28]. Nevertheless, the recent genome-wide examination of the squamate phylogeny demonstrated
that the true placement of eublepharids remains unresolved [29,30]. Eublepharids have a notable
variability in sex determination systems. Eublepharis macularius and Hemitheconyx caudicinctus have
ESD, which was documented by a strong dependence of hatchlings” sex ratios on incubation
temperatures. Females are produced at both low and very high incubation temperatures, while males
occur mainly at intermediate temperatures [31-38]. GSD has been documented in four species of the
genus Coleonyx (Coleonyx brevis, Coleonyx variegatus, Coleonyx mitratus, Coleonyx elegans) by balanced
sex ratios at a variety of incubation temperatures [37-39]. Furthermore, X1XiX2X2/X1X2Y system of
multiple neo-sex chromosomes evolved likely by a fusion of the ancestral Y chromosome with an
autosome was identified in Coleonyx elegans by conventional and molecular cytogenetic methods [40].
The Y chromosome of this species is easily recognizable, as it is the only bi-armed chromosome in the
karyotype. Such neo-Y chromosome was not found in Coleonyx brevis and Coleonyx variegatus [40].
The sex determination system of other eublepharid species remains uncertain, as the incubation
experiments conducted e.g. in Aeluroscalabotes felinus and species of the genus Goniurosaurus were
inconclusive, as these studies either had small sample size or did not cover a wide range of
temperatures (reviewed in [18,41,42]).
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In the current project, we sequenced by Illumina HiSeq2500 platform, the genomes of both sexes
of the Yucatan banded gecko Coleonyx elegans, the only eublepharid species with documented sex
chromosomes. We applied a comparative genome coverage analysis to reveal X-specific genes. The
candidate X-specific genes were validated by quantitative real-time PCR (qPCR). Later, the same
qPCR method was used to explore the homology of X-specific genes of Coleonyx elegans, across 11
additional species of eublepharid geckos (Table S1), covering all six extant genera, as well as in three
species from the families Phyllodactylidae and Sphaerodactylidae.

2. Results

2.1. DNA-seq and coverage analysis

The trimming and the quality filtering of the raw Illumina reads resulted in 422 million reads from
the genome of the male and 432 million reads from the genome of the female of Coleonyx elegans. The
trimmed reads were mapped independently with Geneious Prime [43] to a reference dataset of exons
extracted from the Gekko japonicus genome project [44]. After removal of the assemblies of exons with
3-fold difference from the mode coverage, the final dataset consisted of 18.691 genes with an average
genome coverage of 33x in the male and 32x in the female (Table S2). Subsequently, we calculated the
ratio of male to female (m/f) read coverage for each gene normalized for the total number of
assembled reads per individual. The comparative read coverage analysis revealed 201 genes with the
m/f ratio expected for the X-specific genes, i.e. within the interval 0.35 - 0.65 (Table 52). Among the
201 putative X-specific genes, 83 genes had known homology to chicken (Gallus gallus - GGA) genes.
Specifically, 24 genes have homologs linked to 3.5 Mbp region of chicken chromosome 1 (GGA1), 14
genes to 2.5 Mbp region of chicken chromosome 6 (GGA®6), 19 genes to 3.2 Mbp region of chicken
chromosome 11 (GGA11). The orthologs of 26 genes assigned as putatively X-specific in Coleonyx
elegans are scattered across 15 other chicken chromosomes (Figure 1; Table S2).

Chicken chromosomes
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Figure 1: Log:-transformed male to female ratios of DNA-seq read coverage per gene in Coleonyx
elegans. The X-specific genes have half male to female read coverage ratio than autosomal and
pseudoautosomal genes, i.e. log:-transformed ratios about -1.0. Position of gene orthologs in chicken
chromosomes is presented. X-specific genes with homologs linked to GGA1, GGA6 and GGA11l
chromosomes are indicated by arrows.

2.2. Validation of X-specific genes by qPCR in C. elegans and test of sex chromosome homology in other geckos
We applied the qPCR methodology to compare the difference in gene copies between males and
females and thus validate their X-specificity in Coleonyx elegans. We designed primers from four genes
with homologs to GGA1 (dusp16, mansc4, ttc38, vwy), four genes with homologs to GGA6 (bms1, Irit1,
Irit2, sncg) and two genes with homologs linked to GGA11 (ddx28, 0sgin1). In addition, the autosomal
genes mecom and noct were used for normalization of the qPCR values and as autosomal control,
respectively. The qPCR test revealed that all 10 tested genes with orthologs linked to GGA1, GGA6
and GGA11 are X-specific in Coleonyx elegans (Table S3).

Six X-specific genes of Coleonyx elegans (bms1, ddx28, duspl6, Iritl, Irit2, mansc4) were tested by
qPCR across 14 other species of eublepharid, phyllodactylid and sphaerodactylid geckos to explore
if they share homologous XX/XY sex determination system. The qPCR test revealed that the six tested
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genes are also X-specific in Coleonyx mitratus, but not in the other tested species of geckos, including

the congeneric Coleonyx brevis and Coleonyx variegatus (Figure 2; Table S3).
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Figure 2: Average relative gene dose ratios between sexes of autosomal (blue bars) and X-specific
genes (red bars), identified from the comparative genome coverage analysis in Coleonyx elegans and
tested by qPCR across 12 eublepharid, 2 phyllodactylid and one sphaerodactylid species. Among all
tested species of geckos, only Coleonyx elegans and Coleonyx mitratus share homologous sex
chromosomes. Phylogeny follows [15]. All data are presented in Table S3.

3. Discussion

Our study identified for the first time the X-specific gene content of Coleonyx elegans by
comparative read depth analysis between a male and a female genome, sequenced by Illumina
HiSeq2500 platform. The X-specific region in this species seems to be relatively small, consisting of
201 genes, with orthologous syntenic blocks linked predominantly to parts of three chicken
chromosomes (GGA1, GGA6 and GGA11). The same syntenic blocks seem to be X-specific also in
Coleonyx mitratus as revealed by qPCR, indicating that XX/XY sex determination system emerged in
their common ancestor approximately 34 million years ago, which is the estimated age of the basal
split of the two species [26-28].

The karyotype of Coleonyx elegans consists of 2n = 32 chromosomes in females, but 2n = 31
chromosomes in males [40]. The same study described the derived system of XiXiX2X2/XiX2Y multiple
sex chromosomes in Coleonyx elegans by chromosome painting with probe specific to the Y
chromosome and male meiotic chromosome spreads, documenting a trivalent formed by the Xi, Xz
and Y chromosomes. It seems that the Y chromosome of Coleonyx elegans evolved via a Robertsonian
fusion of the ancestral Y chromosome with an autosome. Notably, this neo-Y chromosome is not
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present in C. variegatus and C. brevis (2n = 32 in both sexes) [40], but cytogenetic evidence is missing
in Coleonyx mitratus. Chromosome painting with probe specific for the neo-Y chromosome revealed
a uniform hybridization on both the X1 and X2 chromosomes in Coleonyx elegans [40], indicating that
the large Y chromosome is not particularly degenerated, which corresponds to the results based on
the coverage analysis.

In amniotes, sex chromosomes often seem to evolve from genomic regions with genes involved
in the gonad development and differentiation [8,13,14]. The syntenic block homologous with GGA1
has been previously reported as being a part of sex chromosomes in skinks [17], also under male
heterogamety. The syntenic block homologous with GGA11 was previously reported as a part of the
sex chromosomes in monotremes, where it is probably not connected to sex determination but
represents a later added region [45], but not in any reptile lineage. As far as known, the GGA6
syntenic block is not a part of sex chromosomes in any reptile species either.

Closer comparison of the Coleonyx elegans and the Scincus scincus [17] X-specific gene content
revealed a small overlap. GGA1, GGA6 and GGA11 syntenic blocks are enriched in genes involved
in gonad development and differentiation or with ectopic expression leading to sex reversals (Table
54). Such genes, e.g. ep300 [46], fgf9 [47], fgfr2 [48] and sox10 [49,50], can be considered as candidate
sex-determining genes in the genus Coleonyx. Nevertheless, the comparative gene coverage analysis
identifies only genes from the X-specific region degenerated on the Y, while X- and Y-linked
gametologs with high sequence similarity and genes exclusively linked to the Y and X are not
revealed. Further studies are required to identify the sex-determining gene, pseudoautosomal
regions and the ancestral and newly added sex chromosome regions in Coleonyx elegans.

All other tested eublepharid, phyllodactylid and sphaerodactylid species do not seem to share
sex chromosomes homologous to those of Coleonyx elegans and Coleonyx mitratus. Such outcome was
expected for Eublepharis macularius and Hemitheconyx caudicinctus, which have well-documented ESD,
and therefore, sex chromosomes should be absent. In the genus Goniurosaurus, GSD was previously
suggested for Goniurosaurus araneus, Goniurosaurus luii and Goniurosaurus lichtenfelderi [42,51], and
ESD for Goniurosaurus orientalis, Goniurosaurus splendens and Goniurosaurus kuroiwae [51] based on
hatchling sex ratio, but these findings are inconclusive due to either small sample size or limited
range of incubation temperatures [18]. Surprisingly, Coleonyx elegans and Coleonyx mitratus do not
share the X-specific regions with the congeneric Coleonyx brevis and Coleonyx variegatus, despite all
four species have GSD [37-39]. The current analysis cannot decide whether the X-specific genomic
regions revealed by coverage analysis (i.e. regions orthologous to GGA1, GGA6, GGA11) in Coleonyx
mitratus and Coleonyx elegans are from the degenerated neo-parts of the Y, or from the ancestral Y
region. Future studies should determine the gene content of sex chromosome in additional
eublepharid species with GSD to reconstruct evolutionary history of sex determination in this lineage.
The genera Coleonyx and Goniurosaurus are phylogenetically separated by the ESD lineage containing
Eublepharis macularius and Hemitheconyx caudicinctus. According to the ancestral ESD hypothesis, sex
chromosomes should have evolved independently in the ancestor of the genera Goniurosaurus and
Coleonyx. Eublepharids are an ideal group to test this crucial prediction of this hypothesis.

Emerging molecular and molecular cytogenetic evidence supports that geckos evolved sex
chromosomes independently multiple times. The male-heterogametic sex chromosomes in the genus
Coleonyx are partially homologous to GGA1l, GGA6 and GGAIl (this study), the XX/XY sex
chromosomes of the pygopodid geckos to GGA4q [20], the ZZ/ZW sex chromosomes of the
sphaerodactylid genus Aristelliger to GGA2 [22] and the ZZ/ZW sex chromosomes of several species
of the genus Paroedura to GGA4p and GGA15 [14]. The sex chromosomes are homologous to the
GGAZ syntenic block, both in the phyllodactylid Phyllodactylus wirshingi [21] and the gekkonid Gekko
hokouensis [52], two widely diverged species phylogenetically separated by lineages with other sex
determination systems [14-21]. Therefore, it seems that the ancestors of these two species
independently co-opted the same region for the role of sex chromosomes rather than that sex
chromosomes were in these two lineages inherited from their common ancestor.

Despite the overall variability in sex determination in geckos, it seems that sex chromosomes in
several gekkotan lineages are old and stable. The legless geckos from the family Pygopodidae
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demonstrate a long-term stability of sex chromosomes for 32-72 MY [20]. Several species of the genus
Paroedura (family Gekkonidae) demonstrate homologous sex chromosomes for 60-92 MY, with a
more recent turnover of an inner clade to a novel GSD system [14]. In addition, conserved sex
chromosomes were also recently described in the sphaerodactylid genus Aristelliger [22]. The genus
Coleonyx with sex chromosomes conserved for around 34 million years as revealed here further
demonstrate that several gekkotan subclades have evolutionary stable sex chromosomes. In
summary, the current evidence suggests that several gecko sublineages have independently evolved
sex chromosomes stable for a long time, which contrasts with the assumed frequent turnovers of sex
determination systems in this group. Nevertheless, we must stress that the data enabling testing
homology of the sex determination systems across the gecko megaphylogeny are still very scarce.
Our limited knowledge on the sex determination systems in geckos prohibits a safe conclusion on the
ancestral sex determination in this lineage, but also in squamate reptiles. Future studies should focus
on revealing the sex determination systems in additional lineages of geckos by carefully controlled
incubation experiments in a wide range of temperatures to uncover ESD and by next generation
sequencing methodologies (e.g. DNAseq, RNAseq, RADseq) to identify the sex chromosome gene
content, to test the homology of sex chromosomes in a wider phylogenetic spectrum.

4. Materials and Methods

4.1. Samples and species verification

Blood samples were collected from both sexes in 12 species of eublepharid geckos and in two
species of phyllodactylid and one species of sphaerodactylid geckos (Table S1). All specimen
originated from legal imports kept in our animal facility and/or were captive breed animals available
in pet trade.

Total DNA was isolated using the DNeasy Blood and Tissue Kit (Qiagen, Valencia, CA, USA).
The taxon identification was based on taxonomical characters of external morphology. For all
specimens, we provide the partial sequence of the mitochondrial gene cytochrome c oxidase I (COI)
gene as a genetic identity for future comparative studies. In details, we amplified the standard DNA
barcoding region (664bp) of COI gene following a standard PCR protocol [53] with primers optimized
for reptiles [54]. The PCR products were purified and sequenced bi-directionally by Macrogen (Seoul,
Korea). The COI sequences were subsequently trimmed in FinchTV and compared to sequences
deposited in public databases by BLASTn [55] to verify the taxon assessment. All sequences were
deposited in GenBank database.

4.2. DNA-seq and coverage analysis

Genomic DNA from one male and one female of Coleonyx elegans were sequenced at high
coverage by Novogene (Cambridge, UK) on Illumina HiSeq2500 platform with 350bp pair-end option
(DNA-seq). The Illumina adapters and low-quality bases were trimmed by Trimmomatic v0.39 [56]
with default parameters. Reads shorter than 50 bp were discarded from further analysis. The quality
of the trimmed reads was checked in FASTQC [57]. The raw Illumina reads are deposited in GenBank
database.

The trimmed Illumina reads from the male and the female specimen were independently
mapped with Geneious Prime [43] to a reference dataset consisting of 170,981 exons, extracted from
the Gekko japonicus genome project [44]. The average read coverage per gene was calculated in each
specimen after filtering all exons with unexpectedly high or low coverage (3-fold difference from the
mode coverage). Subsequently, we calculated the ratio of male to female (m/f) read coverage for each
gene normalized to the total number of assembled reads per specimen (see [58,59]) (Table S2).

The depth coverage of the reads from DNA-seq in Illumina HiSeq platforms is expected to be
proportional to the amount of DNA molecules used for library preparation and sequencing.
Therefore, after normalization for differences in concentration of the DNA sample, the X-specific loci
are expected to have half read coverage in males in comparison to females in XX/XY sex
determination systems with degenerated Y chromosomes, while autosomal, pseudoautosomal and
poorly differentiated loci should have equal read coverage in both sexes (see [58,59]).


https://doi.org/10.20944/preprints202011.0213.v1

Preprints (www.preprints.org) | NOT PEER-REVIEWED | Posted: 5 November 2020 d0i:10.20944/preprints202011.0213.v1

7 of 10

The chromosome level assemblies of the green anole Anolis carolinensis [60], the common wall
lizard Podarcis muralis [61] and the chicken Gallus gallus [62] were used for genome-wide cross species
comparisons of the homology of sex chromosomes (Table 52).

4.3. Validation of X-specific genes by qPCR in C. elegans and test of homology to other geckos

We used a qPCR method to compare the relative gene copy variation between the male and
female genome described in detail in Rovatsos and co-authors [14,20,63-65], in order to validate the
X-specificity of the genes revealed from the comparative coverageanalysis (Table S3). In similar
approach as for the comparative genome coverage, the XY males have double copies of X-specific
genes compared to the XX females. Such difference between male and female genomes in the copies
of the X-specific genes can be estimated by qPCR. Therefore, the male to female ratio (r) in gene copy
number is expected to be 0.5 for the X-specific genes, 1.0 for autosomal or pseudoautosomal
autosomal genes, and 2.0 for the Z-specific genes.

Primers specific for 10 X-specific genes of C. elegans (Table S3), selected from the comparative
coverage analysis, were designed by Primer-Blast software [66] using Primer3 [67]. The gene noct was
used as autosomal controls and the gene mecom was used for the normalization of the qPCR values.
The primers for the amplification of the genes noct and mecom were previously published by Rovatsos
and co-authors [14].

In addition, six X-specific genes of C. elegans were subsequently tested by qPCR to explore the
homology of sex chromosomes across 11 additional species from the family Eublepharidae, two
species from the family Phyllodactylidae and one species from the family Sphaerodactylidae (Table
S3).

Supplementary Materials: Supplementary materials can be found at www.mdpi.com/xxx/s1.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, L.K. and M.R; Formal analysis, M.R.; Funding acquisition, M.R,;
Investigation, E.P. and M.R; Validation, M.R.; Visualization, E.P. and M.R.; Writing — original draft, L.K. and
M.R.; Writing — review & editing, E.P., L.K. and M.R.. All authors have read and agreed to the published version
of the manuscript.

Funding: This project was supported by Czech Science Foundation (GACR) project No. 19-19672S, Charles
University PRIMUS/SCI/46 and Research Centre program (204069).

Acknowledgments: The authors would like to express their gratitude to Jana Thomayerova and Nuria Vifiuela
Rodriguez for technical support, and Jan Cervenka for animal care.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Capel, B.; Sex determination in vertebrates, 1st ed.; Academic Press, 2019, pp. 1-395.

2. Strakova, B.; Rovatsos, M.; Kubicka, L.; Kratochvil, L. Evolution of sex determination in amniotes: did stress
and sequential hermaphroditism produce environmental determination? BioEssays 2020, 42, €2000050.
doi.org/10.1002/bies.202000050

3. Pokorna, M. Kratochvil, L. Phylogeny of sex-determining mechanisms in squamate reptiles: are sex
chromosomes an evolutionary trap? Zool. J. Linn. Soc. 2009, 156, 168-183. doi:10.1111/J.1096-3642.2008.00481.

4. Johnson Pokorna, M.; Kratochvil, L. What was the ancestral sex-determining mechanism in amniote
vertebrates? Biol. Rev. 2016, 91, 1-12. doi: 10.1111/brv.12156.

5. Gamble, T; Coryell, J.; Ezaz, T.; Lynch, J.; Scantlebury, D.P.; Zarkower, D. Restriction site-associated DNA
sequencing (RAD-seq) reveals an extraordinary number of transitions among gecko sex-determining
systems. Mol. Biol. Evol. 2015, 32, 1296-1309. d0i:10.1093/molbev/msv023

6. Waters, P.D.; Marshall Graves, ].A. Monotreme sex chromosomes-implications for the evolution of amniote
sex chromosomes. Reprod. Fertil. Dev. 2009, 21, 943-951. doi:10.1071/RD09250

7. Zechner, U.; Hameister, H. Sex chromosomes in vertebrates: XX/XY against ZZ/ZW. Sex. Dev. 2011, 5, 266-
271. doi:10.1159/000331233

8. O'Meally, D.; Ezaz, T.; Georges, A.; Sarre, S.D.; Graves, ].A. Are some chromosomes particularly good at
sex? Insights from amniotes. Chromosome Res. 2012, 20, 7-19. doi:10.1007/s10577-011-9266-8


https://doi.org/10.20944/preprints202011.0213.v1

Preprints (www.preprints.org) | NOT PEER-REVIEWED | Posted: 5 November 2020 d0i:10.20944/preprints202011.0213.v1

8 of 10

9. Livernois, A.M.; Graves, J.A.; Waters, P.D. The origin and evolution of vertebrate sex chromosomes and
dosage compensation. Heredity 2012, 108, 50-58. d0i:10.1038/hdy.2011.106

10. Ezaz, T, Srikulnath, K.; Graves, J.A. Origin of amniote sex chromosomes: an ancestral super-sex
chromosome, or common requirements? J. Hered. 2017, 108, 94-105. doi:10.1093/jhered/esw053

11. Laopichienpong, N.; Kraichak, E.; Singchat, W.; Sillapaprayoon, S.; Muangmai, N.; Suntrarachun, S,;
Baicharoen, S.; Peyachoknagul, S.; Chanhome, L.; Ezaz, T.; Srikulnath, K. Genome-wide SNP analysis of
Siamese cobra (Naja kaouthia) reveals the molecular basis of transitions between Z and W sex chromosomes
and supports the presence of an ancestral super-sex chromosome in amniotes. Genomics 2020, in press.
doi:10.1016/j.ygeno.2020.09.058

12. Singchat, W.; Ahmad, S.F.; Sillapaprayoon, S.; Muangmai, N.; Duengkae, P.; Peyachoknagul, S.; O'Connor,
R. E,; Griffin, D.K,; Srikulnath, K. Partial amniote sex chromosomal linkage homologies shared on snake W
sex chromosomes support the ancestral super-sex chromosome evolution in amniotes. Front. Genet. 2020, 11,
948. doi:10.3389/fgene.2020.00948

13. Marshall Graves, J.A.; Peichel, C.L. Are homologies in vertebrate sex determination due to shared ancestry
or to limited options? Genome Biol. 2010, 11, 205. doi:10.1186/gb-2010-11-4-205

14. Rovatsos, M.; Farkacova, K.; Altmanova, M.; Johnson Pokorna, M.; Kratochvil, L. The rise and fall of
differentiated sex chromosomes in geckos. Mol. Ecol. 2019, 28, 3042-3052. doi:10.1111/mec.15126

15. Pyron, R.A; Burbrink, F.T.; Wiens, ].]. A phylogeny and revised classification of Squamata, including 4161
species of lizards and snakes. BMC Evol. Biol. 2013, 13, 93. doi:10.1186/1471-2148-13-93

16. Zheng, Y.; Wiens, ].J. Combining phylogenomic and supermatrix approaches, and a time-calibrated
phylogeny for squamate reptiles (lizards and snakes) based on 52 genes and 4162 species. Mol. Phylogenet.
Evol. 2016, 94, 537-547. d0i:10.1016/j.ympev.2015.10.009

17. Kostmann, A.; Kratochvil, L.; Rovatsos, M. Poorly differentiated XX/XY sex chromosomes are widely shared
across skink radiation. BioRxiv 2020. doi:10.1101/2020.08.29.273524

18. Gamble, T. A review of sex determining mechanisms in geckos (Gekkota: Squamata). Sex. Dev. 2010, 4, 88-
103. doi:10.1159/000289578

19. Pokorna, M.; Rens, W.; Rovatsos, M.; Kratochvil, L. A ZZ/ZW sex chromosome system in the thick-tailed
gecko (Underwoodisaurus milii; Squamata: Gekkota: Carphodactylidae), a member of the ancient gecko
lineage. Cytogenet. Genome Res. 2014, 142, 190-196. doi:10.1159/000358847

20. Rovatsos, M.; Gamble, T.; Nielsen, S.V.; Georges, A.; Ezaz, T.; Kratochvil, L. Do male and female
heterogamety really differ in expression regulation? Lack of global dosage balance in pygopodid geckos.
Phil. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. B, in press (preprint available at BioRxiv, doi:10.1101/2020.06.03.132241)

21. Nielsen, S.V.; Daza, ].D.; Pinto, B.J.; & Gamble, T. Sex chromosomes in the endemic Puerto Rican leaf-toed
gecko (Phyllodactylus wirshingi). Cytogenet. Genome Res. 2019, 157, 89-97. d0i:10.1159/000496379

22. Keating, S.E.; Griffing, A.H.; Nielsen, S.V.; Scantlebury, D.P.; Gamble, T. Conserved ZZ/ZW sex
chromosomes in Caribbean croaking geckos (Aristelliger: Sphaerodactylidae). . Evol. Biol. 2020, 33, 1316-
1326. doi:10.1111/jeb.13682

23. Uetz, P.; Freed, P.; HosSek, J. (Eds.) The Reptile Database. Available online: http://www.reptile-database.org
(accessed on 3/11/2020).

24. Kluge, A.G.; Cladistic relationships in the Gekkonoidea (Squamata, Sauria); Museum of Zoology, University of
Michigan, 1987, Volume 173, pp. 1-53.

25. Grismer, L.L; Phylogeny, taxonomy, classification, and biogeography of eublepharid geckos. In:
Phylogenetic relationships of the lizard families, Estes R., Pregill G., Eds., Stanford University Press, Stanford,
CA, 1988; pp. 369— 469.

26. Gamble, T.; Bauer, AM.; Colli, GR,; Greenbaum, E.; Jackman, T.R.; Vitt, L.J.; Simons, AM. Coming to
America: multiple origins of New World geckos. J. Evol. Biol. 2011, 24, 231-244. doi:10.1111/j.1420-
9101.2010.02184.x

27. Zheng, Y.; Wiens, ].J. Combining phylogenomic and supermatrix approaches, and a time-calibrated
phylogeny for squamate reptiles (lizards and snakes) based on 52 genes and 4162 species. Mol. Phylogenet.
Evol. 2016, 94, 537-547. d0i:10.1016/j.ympev.2015.10.009

28. Toninj, J.E.R.; Beard K.H.; Ferreira R.B.; Jetz W.; and Pyron R A. Fully-sampled phylogenies of squamates
reveal evolutionary patterns in threat status. Biol. Conserv. 2016, 204, 23-31. doi:10.1016/j.biocon.2016.03.039

29. Burbrink, F.T,; Grazziotin, F.G.; Pyron, RA,; Cundall, D.; Donnellan, S.; Irish, F.; Keogh, ].S.; Kraus, F.;
Murphy, RW.; Noonan, B.; Raxworthy, CJ.; Ruane, S, Lemmon, A.R.; Lemmon, EM.; Zaher, H.
Interrogating genomic-scale data for squamata (lizards, snakes, and amphisbaenians) shows no support for
key traditional morphological relationships. Syst. Biol. 2020, 69, 502-520. d0i:10.1093/sysbio/syz062


https://doi.org/10.20944/preprints202011.0213.v1

Preprints (www.preprints.org) | NOT PEER-REVIEWED | Posted: 5 November 2020 d0i:10.20944/preprints202011.0213.v1

9 of 10

30. Singhal, S.; Colston, T.J.; Grundler, M.R.; Smith, S.A.; Costa, G.C; Colli, G.R;; Moritz, C.; Pyron, RA,;
Rabosky, D.L. Congruence and conflict in the higher-level phylogenetics of squamate reptiles: an expanded
phylogenomic perspective. Syst. Biol. 2020, in press. doi:10.1093/sysbio/syaa054

31. Thorogood, J.; Whimster, L W. The maintenance and breeding of the leopard gecko Eublepharis macularius as
a laboratory animal. Int. Zoo Yearb. 1979, 19, 74-78. doi:10.1111/j.1748-1090.1979.tb00531.x

32. Wagner, E. Gecko husbandry and reproduction. In Reproductive biology and diseases of captive reptiles; Murphy,
J.B., Collins, ].T., eds.; Lawrence: Society for the study of amphibians and reptiles, 1980, pp. 115-117.

33. Wagner, E. Temperature-dependent sex determination in a gekko lizard. Q. Rev. Biol. 1980, 55, 21.

34. Bull, J.]. Temperature-dependent sex determination in reptiles: validity of sex diagnosis in hatchling lizards.
Can. |. Zool. 1987 65, 1421-1424. doi:10.1139/z87-224

35. Anderson, A. Captive husbandry and reproduction of the African fat-tailed gecko, Hemitheconyx caudicinctus.
Dactylus 1993, 2, 12-16.

36. Viets, B.E.; Tousignant, A.; Ewert, M.A.; Nelson, C.E.; Crews, D. Temperature-dependent sex determination
in the leopard gecko, Eublepharis macularius. |. Exp. Zool. 1993, 265, 679-683. doi:10.1002/jez.1402650610

37. Viets, B.E.; Ewert, M.A,; Talent, L.G.; Nelson, C.E. Sex-determining mechanisms in squamate reptiles. J. Exp.
Zool. 1994, 270, 45-56. doi:10.1002/jez.1402700106

38. Bragg, W.K.; Fawcett, ].D.; Bragg, T.B.; Viets, B.E. Nest-site selection in two eublepharid gecko species with
temperature-dependent sex determination and one with genotypic sex determination: Biol. J. Linn. Soc. 2000,
69, 319-332.

39. Kratochvil, L.; Kubicka, L.; Landova, E. Does the mechanism of sex determination constrain the potential
for sex manipulation? A test in geckos with contrasting sex-determining systems. Naturwissenschaften. 2008,
95, 209-215. doi:10.1007/s00114-007-0317-0

40. Pokorna, M.; Rabova, M.; Rab, P.; Ferguson-Smith, M.A.; Rens, W.; Kratochvil, L. Differentiation of sex
chromosomes and karyotypic evolution in the eye-lid geckos (Squamata: Gekkota: Eublepharidae), a group
with different modes of sex determination. Chromosome Res. 2010, 18, 809-820. doi:10.1007/s10577-010-9154-
7

41. Kubicka, L.; Golinski, A.; John-Alder, H.; Kratochvil, L. Ontogeny of pronounced female-biased sexual size
dimorphism in the Malaysian cat gecko (Aeluroscalabotes felinus: Squamata: Eublepharidae): a test of the role
of testosterone in growth regulation. Gen. Comp. Endocrinol. 2013, 188,  183-188.
doi:10.1016/j.ygcen.2013.03.016

42. Golinski, A.; Kubicka, L.; John-Alder, H.; Kratochvil, L. Androgenic control of male-typical behavior,
morphology and sex recognition is independent of the mode of sex determination: a case study on
Lichtenfelder's gecko (Eublepharidae: Goniurosaurus lichtenfelderi). Horm. Behav. 2015, 72, 49-59.
doi:10.1016/j.yhbeh.2015.04.021

43. Kearse, M.; Moir, R.; Wilson, A.; Stones-Havas, S.; Cheung, M.; Sturrock, S.; Buxton, S.; Cooper, A,;
Markowitz, S.; Duran, C.; Thierer, T.; Ashton, B.; Meintjes, P.; Drummond, A. Geneious Basic: an integrated
and extendable desktop software platform for the organization and analysis of sequence data. Bioinformatics
2012, 28, 1647-1649. doi:10.1093/bioinformatics/bts199

44. Liu, Y,; Zhou, Q.; Wang, Y.; Luo, L; Yang, J.; Yang, L,; Liu, M,; Li, Y.; Qian, T.; Zheng, Y.; Li, M,; Li, J.; Gu,
Y.; Han, Z; Xu, M.;; Wang, Y.; Zhu, C,; Yu, B,; Yang, Y.; Ding, F.; Jiang, J.; Yang, H.; Gu, X. Gekko japonicus
genome reveals evolution of adhesive toe pads and tail regeneration. Nat. Commun. 2015, 6, 10033. doi:
10.1038/ncomms10033.

45. Cortez, D.; Marin, R.; Toledo-Flores, D.; Froidevaux, L.; Liechti, A.; Waters, P. D.; Griitzner, F.; Kaessmann,
H. Origins and functional evolution of Y chromosomes across mammals. Nature 2014, 508, 488-493.
doi:10.1038/nature13151

46. Carré, G.A,; Siggers, P.; Xipolita, M.; Brindle, P.; Lutz, B.; Wells, S.; Greenfield, A. Loss of p300 and CBP
disrupts histone acetylation at the mouse Sry promoter and causes XY gonadal sex reversal. Hum. Mol. Genet.
2018, 27, 190-198. doi:10.1093/hmg/ddx398

47. Colvin, ].S.; Green, R.P.; Schmabhl, J.; Capel, B.; Ornitz, D.M. Male-to-female sex reversal in mice lacking
fibroblast growth factor 9. Cell 2001, 104, 875-889. doi:10.1016/s0092-8674(01)00284-7

48. Bagheri-Fam, S.; Sim, H.; Bernard, P.; Jayakody, I.; Taketo, M.M.; Scherer, G.; Harley, V.R. Loss of Fgfr2 leads
to partial XY sex reversal. Dev. Biol. 2008, 314, 71-83. doi:10.1016/j.ydbio.2007.11.010

49. Polanco, J.C.; Wilhelm, D.; Davidson, T.L.; Knight, D.; Koopman, P. Sox10 gain-of-function causes XX sex
reversal in mice: implications for human 22q-linked disorders of sex development. Hum. Mol. Genet. 2009,
19, 506-516. doi:10.1093/hmg/ddp520

50. Falah, N.; Posey, J. E.; Thorson, W.; Benke, P.; Tekin, M.; Tarshish, B.; Lupski, ].R.; Harel, T. 22q11.2q13
duplication including SOX10 causes sex-reversal and peripheral demyelinating neuropathy, central


https://doi.org/10.20944/preprints202011.0213.v1

Preprints (www.preprints.org) | NOT PEER-REVIEWED | Posted: 5 November 2020 d0i:10.20944/preprints202011.0213.v1

10 of 10

dysmyelinating leukodystrophy, Waardenburg syndrome, and Hirschsprung disease. Am. J. Med. Genet.
2017, 173, 1066-1070. doi:10.1002/ajmg.a.38109

51. Seufer, H.; Kaverkin, Y.; Kirschner, A. The eyelash geckos: care, breeding and natural history. Kirschner & Seufer
Verlag, Karlsruhe, Germany, 2005.

52. Kawai, A.; Ishijima, J.; Nishida, C.; Kosaka, A.; Ota, H.; Kohno, S.; Matsuda, Y. The ZW sex chromosomes
of Gekko hokouensis (Gekkonidae, Squamata) represent highly conserved homology with those of avian
species. Chromosoma 2009, 118, 43-51. doi:10.1007/s00412-008-0176-2

53. Koubova, M.; Johnson Pokorna, M.; Rovatsos, M.; Farkacova, K., Altmanova, M.; Kratochvil, L. Sex
determination in Madagascar geckos of the genus Paroedura (Squamata: Gekkonidae): are differentiated sex
chromosomes indeed so evolutionary stable?. Chromosome Res. 2014, 22, 441-452. doi:10.1007/s10577-014-
9430-z

54. Nagy, Z.T.; Sonet, G.; Glaw, F.; Vences, M. First large-scale DNA barcoding assessment of reptiles in the
biodiversity hotspot of Madagascar, based on newly designed COI primers. PLoS One. 2012, 7, e34506.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0034506

55. Altschul, S.F.; Gish, W.; Miller, W.; Myers, E.W.; Lipman, D.]. Basic local alignment search tool. ]. Mol. Biol.
1990, 215, 403-410. doi:10.1016/50022-2836(05)80360-2

56. Bolger, A.M.; Lohse, M.;, Usadel, B. Trimmomatic: a flexible trimmer for Illumina sequence data.
Bioinformatics 2014, 30, 2114-2120. doi:10.1093/bioinformatics/btul70

57. Andrews, S. FastQC: a quality control tool for high throughput sequence data. Available online:
http://www.bioinformatics.babraham.ac.uk/projects/fastqc 2010 (accessed on 3/11/2020).

58. Vicoso, B.; Emerson, ].J.; Zektser, Y.; Mahajan, S.; Bachtrog, D. Comparative sex chromosome genomics in
snakes: differentiation, evolutionary strata, and lack of global dosage compensation. PLoS Biol. 2013, 11,
€1001643. doi:10.1371/journal.pbio.1001643

59. Picard, M.; Cosseau, C.; Ferré, S.; Quack, T.; Grevelding, C.G.; Couté, Y.; Vicoso, B. Evolution of gene dosage
on the Z-chromosome of schistosome parasites. eLife 2018, 7, e35684. doi:10.7554/eLife.35684

60. Alfoldi, J.; Di Palma, F.; Grabherr, M.; Williams, C.; Kong, L.; Mauceli, E.; Russell, P.; Lowe, CB.; Glor, RE,;
Jaffe, JD.; Ray, DA.; Boissinot, S.; Shedlock, AM.; Botka, C.; Castoe, TA.; Colbourne, JK.; Fujita, MK.; Moreno,
RG,; ten, Hallers, BF.; Haussler, D.; Heger, A.; Heiman, D.; Janes, DE.; Johnson, J.; de, Jong, PJ.; Koriabine,
MY; Lara, M.; Novick, PA.; Organ, CL.; Peach, SE.; Poe, S.; Pollock, DD.; de, Queiroz, K.; Sanger, T.; Searle,
S.; Smith, JD.; Smith, Z.; Swofford, R.; Turner-Maier, J.; Wade, ].; Young, S.; Zadissa, A.; Edwards, SV.; Glenn,
TC.; Schneider, CJ.; Losos, JB.; Lander, ES.; Breen, M.; Ponting, CP.; Lindblad-Toh, K. The genome of the
green anole lizard and a comparative analysis with birds and mammals. Nature 2011, 477, 587-591.
doi:10.1038/nature10390

61. 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.; Pellitteri-Rosa, D.; Bosakova, Z.; Bunikis, I.; Carretero, M.A.; Feiner, N.; Marsik, P.;
Paupério, F.; Salvi, D.; Soler, L.; While, GM.; Uller, T,; Font, E.; Andersson, L.; Carneiro, M. Regulatory
changes in pterin and carotenoid genes underlie balanced color polymorphisms in the wall lizard. Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci. USA 2019, 116, 5633-5642. doi:10.1073/pnas.1820320116

62. International Chicken Genome Sequencing Consortium. Sequence and comparative analysis of the chicken
genome provide unique perspectives on vertebrate evolution. Nature 2004, 432, 695-716.
doi:10.1038/nature03154

63. Rovatsos, M.; Altmanova, M.; Pokorna, M.: Kratochvil, L. Conserved sex chromosomes across adaptively
radiated Anolis lizards. Evolution 2014, 68, 2079-2085. d0i:10.1111/evo0.12357

64. Rovatsos, M.; Altmanova, M.; Pokorna, M.J.; Kratochvil, L. Novel X-linked genes revealed by quantitative
polymerase chain reaction in the green anole, Anolis carolinensis. G3 2014, 4, 2107-2113.
doi:10.1534/g3.114.014084

65. Rovatsos, M.; Rehdk, I; Velensky, P.; Kratochvil, L. Shared ancient sex chromosomes in varanids, beaded
lizards, and alligator lizards. Mol. Biol. Evol. 2019, 36, 1113-1120. doi:10.1093/molbev/msz024

66. Ye, ].; Coulouris, G.; Zaretskaya, I.; Cutcutache, I.; Rozen, S.; Madden, T.L. Primer-BLAST: a tool to design
target-specific primers for polymerase chain reaction. BMC Bioinformatics 2012, 13,134. doi:10.1186/1471-
2105-13-134

67. Untergasser, A.; Cutcutache, I.; Koressaar, T.; Ye, J.; Faircloth, B.C.; Remm, M.; Rozen, S.G. Primer3 - new
capabilities and interfaces. Nucleic Acids Res. 2012, 40, e115. doi:10.1093/nar/gks596


https://doi.org/10.20944/preprints202011.0213.v1

