B MAq L
Dr. Yeong-Choy Kam
WiFe

Dr. Wei-Ting Chao

PR A S e i
SR PR AR 2 M TR IR %
Integumentary structures and functions of female

Kurixalus eiffingeri in relation to maternal care



Liv~ B2 P il

ST ST R SER R
SR PR AR 2 M TRIR S
Integumentary structures and functions of female

Kurixalus eiffingeri in relation to maternal care

Li-Wen Wang

BERE AL g1
Dr. Yeong-Choy Kam
Wips 2

Dr. Wei-Ting Chao



R RBEEGHEL
b X EnERELE

AG#RLATHARTE IHX BEABREIRI

()
S B L 6 g 60 A0 3 o o i SLRL X MR ] SRR H

(#x)
Integumentary structures and functions of female Kurixalus eiffingeri in relation to
maternal care

BAZ A FF L BG  FFILEHR o

AL T BEA %% % (#48)
* AV

B &

ik B

Woyn B

TERBI°¢ % 9 B 24 B



,{ﬂ

w53
T ATend S USRS el AT 18 o B
ko RO RM A R LT AR AR h R R
BER Y o AEE A RS (508G 3 S AThG R
HHEFFAFAT R RRELY A A F AN AT TS
Aol ens Koo B TR BE R ET T ViR~ “"_‘?%:;l_—»'i’_gmsé AR 1
F oG ORGP LR FE AR A TR 2 e P O S A
HoRHEEREL AR SHERUT FARLE BRI F L d 3
e B BRF R X BT S SR RGEE R - e Bk B G S hr SRR 3
FPEF R BAHAGET AR R w B (R AHY
A
R TS R B R s S
g FH PR (LT

55;, 3 ﬁ'{—' 2F
2 8L

’ 2

PR AR
FFE~F R
e

BB IR W T 4k b

EEy
AFP 4 JTAEF S AL
2 AT LS I L E 2 2 2 RN
TRk frrg s R - B AENE N T
SRHEAT B NEHE L B EE L B ESY o BT
AR B CDEER- AR FEPE By
afo o o HRsHE 2
£hg {1

\ﬁﬁﬁ.g,\ P
AR G R
et n{IE g A RNEA DT KR L



S b0 o
TP ) A — 4
¥ T o A AT T
e ,.,,_rg ‘:}\ ~ a—
LR FIRTF

=

B
jt 2g4““
joiE TR
F ;‘\\‘ o W2
s iR E B A e
3 B4k e RN
B (0 i e (5 0 SR PR Ry BT
s [N IFB_.
\——\ m%]’l?fv )

%}.,:\J%Pm

AL

A

A v
e & TR
,‘,{57‘/ o
71“/':,:,‘1 ’
BHRA Mg i 45 ¥ d
H OO x £
¥ gk ¥
R



S P PP 20
T eeeereerneenneendine s LR U e e B ke 33



%

%

%

*

%

»
N

%

%

%

F P &

:‘?E—?‘fﬁiéﬁvgﬁﬁﬂiﬁ/%’%% —p‘\é])%_)ip"—:*—)-lg?ph ......... 56

o RAEARALT SN NEREE AN A AR EREPT

T B E R DY R B VERN A R 2 R R

;\;3%5E§§§@ 4W£ﬁ,gg§€g':g p\é}}:;f_)i,,t:*fﬁﬁnu ......... 61

NSRS AR E Hhn X R RN A LA B R P

1 Bt Ra S e R L LR A AP LY <



WP &

g]"‘ ‘é’p&l‘,_% ngL/lu;j /ﬁi—%,‘fazll,ﬁ ........................... 64

4

SR E 2 RAK-R AT BRE L AP e 65

= .\ zE BL o+ o , 4
o ARAT SR P ANk A g Y B(RA -2

—r\.gq‘:_,p_":»—/ KA ipan .
FI ~Fag bR A s &y S p g4 L ¢

(@kj‘\ -E ‘@13“5 ..........................

A ) ......................... 69
Bl= ~ B 2 W £ gy S e

TR IR Sl s AvEiL P RT#@*?”E%]

(GOFV R AT &) covevermemremenenne s 70

BARAFEF foidd v 2 VAR BRI LHEE 7§ R
(GOFV R R AT &) woverrerremrene ettt 71

Fli - B A9 % 6 en % HPER BRI e A A fEi S )

(RFUPEE AL F ) covvreeemnnee e 79



S

&

SRR L G- AR B o A A ER B AR VR
FOEL T PHATR Y R RRERAREZ P A o ¥R HE(Kurixalus
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Abstract

Amphibian integument is a complex organ and plays a special role
in reproduction. Kurixalus eiffingeri tadpoles nip the females integument
(mainly around cloaca), and female then lays unfertilized eggs to feed her
tadpoles. The purpose of this study was to assess the structures and
functions of K. eiffingeri female integument. I used Kurixalus idiootocus,
a closed-related with no tadpole feeding behavior, as a control species.
Specifically, I assessed 1) epidermic thickness among body regions (head,
dorsal, ventral, and cloacal); 2) cloacal epidermis between breeding and
non-breeding females; 3) cloacal epidermis between nesting and
non-nesting females; 4) prolactin receptor (PRLR) intensity in cloacal
epidermis between breeding and non-breeding females. I used a light
microscopy to observe and measured the thickness, cell size, and
nuclear-cytoplasmic ratio (N:C ratio) of epidermis layer. Then I
calculated the staining intensity of prolactin receptor (PRLR) in
epidermis. Results showed that the epidermic thickness varied among
body regions, and the ventral epidermis was the thickest and probably
responsible for osmoregulation. Cloacal epidermal thickness and NC
ratio of K. eiffingeri in breeding season are significantly higher than that
of non-breeding season, indicating high levels of cell proliferation. On the
contrary, K. idiootocus epidermis increased in thickness during breeding
season but not in NC ratio. The difference in epidermic structures may
relate to the egg-feeding behavior of female frogs. The PRLR intensities
between breeding and non-breeding K. eiffingeri females were

significantly different but not in K. idiootocus. I contend that PRLR
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intensity increased in breeding K. eiffingeri may associate with maternal
behavior of female frogs. Prolactin has been demonstrated to have
importance effect on the physiological processes of skin, such as
mammary glands development and hair growth, however, whether
prolactin involves in physiological process of epidermis in K. eiffingeri

needs further studies.



# j (integument) 5 2 4~ 882 b IR B 0L F o 050 FREL ST

kP FREOEG PG RE CERDE S g

it (Linzey 2012) o #1547 2 4 4 5 i 2 B2 RB W 4 W iy 2 3

®
Btk 3 8 B 2 3R TR 605 J 4§ 4 (amphibian) @ 3 0 & A 38

Lo AR EE 0 B4 M~ 4 L4 b h i (Fox 1994, Clark

BERFOAAFEIE S R H BRSO SERFLLE LTS o Y
A R A L G B g il © G 5 % cip B 77 7 (Elias and
Shapiro 1957, Parakkal and Matoltsy 1964, D'Istria et al. 1982, Kobelt
and Linsenmair 1986, Fox 1994, de Brito-Gitirana and Azevedo 2005,
Felsemburgh et al. 2007) ; 5 5 » & > B o & o i nd L 27 F
PRV s I S R & 3R] g 37 F 4 7 (reproduction) b eF4
it (Fox 1994, Houck and Sever 1994, Clark 1997)- 12 % & @iz L% PRAR
7 5 AP F HFIRDF R o Ao f F ¥ (Pipa carvalhoi)Pgk ¥ 384K €
i R e cfiz F (egg chambers)(Fernandes et al. 2011) 5 Tk ¢ d3lék
(Siphonops annulatus) % %8 € wkv2 S spitend L s a4 Kk

(Wilkinson et al. 2008) °



<A RHE(Kurixalus eiffingeri) &5 B 3£8g 7 > vi— J1% £ f-k
# (phytotelmata)i& {7 4 78 ¥ £ 5 7R ezt df 3 °F (egg attendance) &7 ¥
4 4% “F (tadpole feeding) AL N BREE (T 5 22 B A P fofio § o F B o
WAL O B Rk 2 15 PRIE ] € R AR AL B AR
Bl ¢ BB 5P eRor sk 7% Bl end F (Ueda 1986) 0 4 14 bpik
g R AL T g 5 ¥l 5 3 45 “r | (obligatory
oophagy) » il ©vg ¥pdd A T ek LM g (Frie- 08+ (Ueda
1986, Kam et al. 1996, Kam et al. 1997, Kam et al. 2000, Kam and Yang
2002) - Kam and Yang (2002)72 # ¥ = ffdepisfoipdd 2 3 2 5 0%
oS SR T T LA I B f g R - e i oD
-k # (conditioned water)Z_ 75 &> & B &+ H iz e dBrpid gk P s

£ % o # rdaplepiifeipel s /s & it & & i (communication)

TR NGE - BRTHFIR o

AT REHFPRE T N S KR S g 5 LR g
f”‘?ﬁf AT e fA AR | e (arboreal tadpoles)Z b 0 B
3 3+ B en¥ E 5 3 sk (Dendrobates pumilio) (Weygoldt 1980) % ffuf #
sopk & & IE (Anotheca spinosa)bid (Jungfer 1996) IF i+ 3 11 A < #f “F
B PRl e g o KR o Jungfer (1996)F 7 ¥R & ¥ 4+ (4. spinosa)bidfe

Ppid 2 B AL N RRBR T 5 0 % % A or i T g(tactile stimulation) ¥ e



bR E S R DY GiptRe L T g RUpE A T AP o

TR Y oA A A FET L A REL
A AR L i AT BT ATRIF e § L R AT A
EF L PR AL Ty FE AP foipld 2 Fenim A7 0 B
TSGR R el B AR et BRSBTS
AR IR Tl R E A T AKX H e & EL IRAE
HIEVERFIT e L B R IR L R R gk T s A A andp
Wl g7 it e o pt b d 3k (hormone)» # it & B2 5828 1R
Rl B2 TR 0 5 F ST R 5 ok (prolacrin » PRL)
LA PR A R T E R 2 e A AT
(Bole-Feysot et al. 1998, Kikuyama and Toyoda 1999, Whittington and
Wilson 2013) » F]pt A 47§ g i@ e sr 2 pl 4 L K i 7 ek
% %8 (prolactin receptor » PRLR) > %‘ﬁf MR AN O S B R Py AL
FLRPRER L AT RN i 5 P e

o X i (Kurixalus idiootocus) 82 X £ 82 2R B30T % 48
(Brown et al. 2010) > e &% % AH£P = 27 & 5 TP A RAE (T &

- L

BRATHF rpieBRIFEERTE AP RIEY > 2T FE

-\

=\
iy

PHRT AL AR LY GBS T AL LY T
FHHR L TR AR L B AR R ATt d
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¥ B
-~ AR L e i B
B e AR BT S 0 R RA T2 BECH AL e F

N E 3 & 7 R B 4§ (Duellman and Trueb 1994, Fox 1994,

[
4

Houck and Sever 1994, Clark 1997, Felsemburgh et al. 2007) - p =
B g A A PIFFF S h# a0 @ 2 0 #f e (Duellman and Trueb 1994) ~
B 4L R (Fox 1994) ~ it 8 4 ity #(Clark 1997) ~ 4+ 8 6
(Linsenmair et al. 1999)#£2 -k & ez jc(Clark 1997) » § $5| end 357 &
B8 A i N BN egg ¥ (4 ¢ (Houck and Sever 1994) o d b ¥ v
BaEA L G- AT F RER BT (Fox 1994) -

B i LR F g d AR 4, 773 8 (Houck and Sever 1994,

ERNERS 2o ek

Greven et al. 1995) » Fuah & Ll S enfEd 5 243045 1247
TfRe B dedE A L g A4 & L K (epidermal layer)# & A 4 (dermal
layer)#te = » & K 2. fF crid K & " (basement membrane) w4 I (Fox
1994); % & K d 23 3§ en b & w2 (epithelial cells)#f = (Farquhar and
Palade 1964, Fox 1994) » & & & o 33T G Br B g *h B 2 B K i
Fe A 0 B3 0 RAe 44 # i ehd B R (stratum corenum) ~ #E
& (stratum granulosum) ~ & sn?z K (stratum spinosum)£? ¥ 7 %7:i& {7 ‘m
e & B engh R R (stratum basale) o = A A B T2 T A K o T A
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BT AR LR A i 2R 4 5 (loose connective tissue) i = e
/a5 2 A K (spongious dermis) > 1 & d B R F-v 4 d(collagen fibers)
{38 {4 5 4 (elastin fibers)# = » * ¥ 32 7§ 2 ¢ % 'w¥e (melanophore) -
% ¥ (blood vessel) ~ 4 (S(nerve)~ # » B 5 1€ B A i RIE T pL RS e
138w ¥ 30k Hﬁwg(mucus gland)2# & 5 A F R UEF ﬁ,ﬁ’ﬁﬂ%ﬁj‘:ﬁﬁ"]‘ﬁg
(granular gland) > 5L 5 Fp R o vad 2HE 5 a TR S RBEA
% (compact dermis) » 1 & £ & & %% F-9 (collagen fibers)H =

(Duellman and Trueb 1994, Fox 1994, de Brito-Gitirana and Azevedo

2005, Azevedo et al. 2006) °

G- ,%%'d Zo R KGR etk 22 4 E e (Fox
1994) > F]pt & J e % fpag cnds i 2 20 ¥ (integumentary modifications)
e ke 3 240§ £ & a7 2L L F M (Hyperolius viridiflavus) te.
HIcH B g 227 > & TR G $4ic 3 P (dry season) s & &
1 (Geise and Linsenmair 1988) » 7= € & &~ R & & chgz % 4ki% (dried
mucus)f F A8 & @ o U E P gE-K & g7 4 (Geise and Linsenmair
1986) o -* #cAHbE #4 (Hylidae) it f& > &]4e % R AHYE (Hyla cinerea) ~ +>
8% (Hyla squirella)® * v% $x(Hyla gratiosa) € 7 ¥4 L 8% 304 K 0
750 BT 5 REE R s(lipid)» i TR A G HES T Ak L K2

(extra-epidermal layer)=f7# -k & (waterproof) > i & p 38 5 7 7 aF ¥
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8-k & 57 4 (Blaylock et al. 1976, Lillywhite et al. 1997, Barbeau and
Lillywhite 2005) - # £ & 5 & 2t faz B2 fap 3 AR L B
(Greven et al. 1995) » ¥4 4 /K38 Tk 5 eh2b 4 Kbk (Xenopus laevies)
B 3R B A IR g 3R 0 f B IR 2 AT R s R A
(Bufo bufo)m % #rd B & ez > 2 iR R B L 4 & w
% & fcch 5 % 5 M (Brown et al. 1981) - Azevedo % 4 (2006)17 2 5 &
17 B E W 2 4k (Rana catesbeiana) e ¥ ¥ (B. ictericus)iR % E
AR AR R BT B R T 7R e R

(lamellae)frs-2 =¥} F-v fr(column)#rie = » i 4 45 1% F-vd 2
(column)¥ & &% B A B 50 1" B FH » X8 F R BHPRERLOE

F o

S A RERABAE G Al A L

*. 1 PR RE (parental care) & dp i i it 533 4v F 4 3 ORRAE (T 4
(Clutton-Brock 1991) o P #v & Fr g #f ~ B4 ~ R A - L5802 3 42
REF L3 A RAE T 5 (Clutton-Brock 1991) o = {23740 i B AR
F it e B R A MY ¢ B SR AN - RN R
ES

& T Al ¢ g K P (egg attendance) ~ #4E P (egg transport)

*m\\

if-id (tadpole attendance) ~ #.iZ ipHid (tadpole transport) ~ 4k 9 i
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(tadpole feeding)(Crump 1995) -
bR R R AE R A 2 A AR A L DR R A R e
o Bl e T g A B g A g AR Tt g B2 RL I RAE SR A

BT

(1) #:F “r(egg transport) :
A R4k A e 3 b (Pipidae) up i B A 0 GlhegRT] B 4E(P
pipa)fr+ A f F (P, carvalhoi) & 5 B4F 03 % B AR 7 & (Greven and

Richter 2009, Fernandes etal. 2011) » 4> fend 384 £ 7 i D1 7 o0

TAR R ARE L RS r RS BB JRET i P g
7 5~ epiE end 304 4 (Greven and Richter 2009) » 5 133 % pe AR
38 {7 o e £ (Hylidae) & 4+ i (Gastrotheca)snd= f8 > & £3£(G
cornuta)fr 2 * & 3£(G. riobambae)(del Pino et al. 1975)¥ ¢+ i §8 ¥
TR Fiv Iy 2 K(pouch): & fie < 4F 18 28k 1) * {8 Yt fF fr2 r Y
RY T R E N AR T o p i W R B PRI TR
W SR OO RATE RIS YRRl R Y 0 ke

3| k42 > = = bEdd 89 (del Pino 1980) ©
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(2)#:& it (tadpole transport) :

# & 31+ 44 (Dendrobatidae)shi» /8 > 404539 & 3+ i (Colostethus
spp.)eze RS B 5 LS PRBE T G 0 it ekl € B ds (wriggle) T
2 0B R g 3%, X ;’ﬁ d Ab7% ’Jﬁ'\%ﬁ' i gt g 2 4 A 384E £ (adhesives)
S I R R BT T H @ g 4 A & D kA
G4 5 (Wells 1981) o z244 8+ & 3+ (Assa darlingtoni) iR 28 7L 3% 4 w0

Fend 1 32 (laternal inguinal invaginations) » £ 7 7 (& X fF “Fmeit &
g g i

PP R R bRl R P R 5P B B Y R R

i

REREG B Ru g b A 2 AR RT3 5 9% (Ingram

etal. 1975) -

(3)# 8 &+ X (tadpole feeding) :
NEAKRGRLF NG KR SRR AR
A 33 R E bl (Caeciliiddae)d f& » b4cdk ¢ LlR(S.
annulatus) (Wilkinson et al. 2008)1[”%\ 15 Ldslf(Boulengerula
taitanus) (Kupfer et al. 2006) o BL%Z 7 o 7 TwEfE B A > = P end 4
PR VIR G R T OB ERNES Bk S (paler) # T
) B ML KDL o ) e PRI g

R PRSI ) TIPS S A WA
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Z s RPFEFERACRAETIZMG

#s 54 % (prolactin » PRL) 5 % *%j= f¢ % (polypeptide hormone) >
d Fo L% (pituitary gland) & = frs b o RFL R S - B Y
(transmembrane protein) > it ¥ IR T o B F EF € foi ik
% %8 (prolactin receptor » PRLR) 4% » — if B a0 BLE T % 3| 1% >
Fp g4z B 1‘;‘.1\—3.9_,?%2 Bimre £ L 4 18 F ek g (physiological
responses)(Bole-Feysot et al. 1998) o ju 5 2 chrt it s B &F 5 /A
h feehd JLEM S G3F A fiddechie Bir B 0 7 #% (Clarke
and Bern 1980) - Bole-Feysot & A (1998)#-i& 54 g% rb iy FIL 4o T !
(1)k & - & fi# 5 2 fim(water and electrolyte balance) ~ (2) i #8 = &
Fv3# % (growth and development) ~ (3) P ~ 74 ¥ 27 % Fendocrinology
and metabolism) ~ (4) % #fc {7 5 £724 & (brain and behavior) ~ (5) & %
# & 27 (%-3£ (immunoregulation and protection) ~ (6) 2 7 (reproduction) °
BY PR RAE T 5 s AP M I B A s e T 5 i Y
e N PR BE e11{7 & (paretnal behavior) » A4 AR L B L A 3 R en
T % {7 % (nurturing of young) °

FELAE AR FHEETIEESAY s A

L PR gp ek ¢ (Schradin and Anzenberger 1999, Bender et al. 2008) -
WHha a7 0 Bg B9 1 4 (Symphysdon aequifasciata)#. g ;3 %+ 5

17



FrE S CRCE AP M N BAE T 50 F LHRF A E SRR
gRMNA L ndbRpimie S RDEH T WG F e KR -
€ B_F & ¥ AL S MR B s ik B I ¢ 11 IR 4R “P (fanning) i
. % (Blim and Fiedler 1965) o i 5  jr% 7™ € 587 g agonB k{7 5 > 2
i = #& 1 4 (Gasterosteus aculeatus) ¥ 3% -k 18 # 7|4 -k & {7 4 78 (Lam
and Hoar 1967) - & & > % > € B F¥e% 34 (ring doves) <773 i (nest
attendance)fr“&-°F (incubation) {7 & > /L &4 IXB & s e & T ¢ @ ¥
PR B AR 0P e X o 4o (Janik and Buntin 1985) > 7r ¢ # 2. K S 4k @
(regurgitation feeding) %> # (Buntin et al. 1991) o ferf 5t d 47 ¢ > 5 g
% 5l dzppd & El(rats)3 4v ¥ F R eI® £ {7 5 (grooming)(Drago et al.
1981) =

HoRgs 3 > R FEZAINIPFFFEDS 2L - Rigy
4 78 ch 4 4 (Brown et al. 1991, Kikuyama and Toyoda 1999) ° Inceli %
A(2010)1 5> [ P RIATIE(Rana ridibunda) s 384§ {r L 30
R E i gE M T o0l ek St RS KRB F -k A e
TR AT gk & o Li § 4 (2006) 1 AL T A& G S B BhE h N gE
TR EF L MARE RSP RCERR TLiF 227
45+ V2 4A(B. bankorensis) &2 2. PR A (B. melanostictus) sl J§ s 5
ok < 18 4 3 E (prolactin receptor expression) § #f 4c » ¥ thigd o
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OSBRI ek AR A T B F AR R
SRR IR USRS R E R T FIEINEY S
AE R a;ng YRS B AR R A 4T o &R Tk (testosterone) il 5k
F it h 2.7 > & F L XA v R 2 8 (Ambystoma tigrinum) O VY
fr® A & éﬁ’ifjl’a‘gi‘%ﬁ 4 0 3 B4 AR eh2 & (Norris etal. 1989) < # 7 4y

ki gk € R RBRG A DE Lo R R OER S B
¢ it ¥ % L & (Hynobius retardatus) 1 %8 2 j€ 38 1845 3]k 4

(water-drive) s b 128 (7 R 228 58 (5 5 (Moriya 1982) »
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P
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T
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¥
T
—h
s
=

BisFpana @ €50 F R © fa)= - fpFito] 3
fiok oo 5 A EREE B2 BAST(H 1996) 0 R F RS 0
F EFh- 8 14 7 (Kametal, 1996) > 52 X < sz R E & o
BOAARER LA TN AL E o B E L Tg A e
A7 EMAe Y 7 5 (Brown etal, 2010)o4= P 42 L3 e & & & 24 38

PR RE R E > e (S 0 BRI KR A T b 2 R

MR SRLE S Rk S
(=) APt
32011 #32012& 7397 VA2 A DT I 5 LA
BERL A D ERIETF Y M E O R A £ auE 30 & epik 15 8
Brikz2 a2 R 5 B2 1 Sopird 2 S2eid > B
Rl b VpaE2 2 AR G MR BRI 2 18 Pk ek

B N e T 7L o A% 2 £ 42cm > B 27cm ~ % 30cm 0 >t & 2R
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23208 2By IR EARTAEHY AR 92 L 2cm -
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S EHER PR
(- )& emz mhio s

AT R AR % 7l @ 3 (paraffin-embedded) > % - ik A 2
R HROK S FE S R B ¢ BE B A o

BOAKBH e EaE Y R 05 28 x05 s3]

%
\4
N

2 AN EING IR ek L A Y 4% T pER R Y
(paraformaldehyde ; PA)iE {7 B @ 1 - BF o 2_ 5 L iFpd i 17 5K

(dehydration) » P e 8 #-4 4 8 P ok K,/Tt EWE R R K3
B R R A S 10%IFRE ~ 20%IFRE ~ 30%IFE > S0%IFRE ~ 70%iF)
o~ OS%IEPE & 15 A B is 100%IF i 30 & 48 o Mg {8 8 (75
(clearing) ¢ je 5% P i » e B 7 Fo bt b ehs ¥ % (xylene) &2 iF R
E o AL FAT 12 T D 100%EH=1 3~ 2 7 ¥ 1 100%i7
H=1:11-~= : 100% =3 - Bl s 30 440 BfSRIAECS T

PP GE N T2 62T P o B 62°C U8 ¢ 11 F i (paraffin)

FrRBegz ¢ WHH LTI LH P2 2P FE A b5
P FELHZRER W SR =301~ 7 F R =1

PR CLRH SLI3 RIEREE LRGP B R

Iy

8121 LA & JhiE K- e 33 (embedding) & & 2 % M H T ML

{w,

B Ar2 15 R BT~ A CrkFrk s o
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2 E 2 S (LEICA » RM2025)# B L f7der » pt B R 5
% 10 & 20 fg s (micrometer > um) > & I R-EiTH B P ok A {e 0 B
BSOS Mok B RE T o S X RS A s P T 40
Cokigth ko » penzid>> ¥ TEB K - #75 Poly-Lysine §# 3 #

eSS ST 5§ Ea R N A i SRR R S

(= g A % -& = % ¢ (Hematoxylin and Eosin stain ; H&E stain)

% (Mayer’s Hematoxylin)- # *= (Sigma-Aldrich » Eosin Y
solution » Alcoholic) % #~ fi = H&E % ¢ » % = ‘ﬁ‘«ﬁ ¥R 2GR
L- o FRAE A N T Bt P A S FR S R
T AR SR U N

Hd 3 ERB LM ~RE ST SRR R o AR T
I 2T 1044 H P il > 5gfs e dn- 7 F79 %02
L 10 & 48~ 3 3 100%FpH & 2 & 48 ~ 95%F 1 4 48 ~ 80%IFpH 1
Ao BERS PENRE N ROk? MRl A L RETRAY S
P 6B EEFR BN KPR A s e Y 0.6%
FokSHeFEEERY Hp LR P EEd > BT AN HA
ke okivkl A4 Lixe et 304 ~ 80%FE 1 4 4

OS% FpE 1 A 48~ & 40 100%iFpF & 2 A 48 > 2 (538 7 b 572 30 4 48 >
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AwlI B R pwliEe S AR 30 A4S 0 Bl BB PR

-~

SE

FarE o Fal B A o g5 sk B R g L% (Leica Galen 11T
Microscope) » 2 & & 12§ & F Jr4p i+ X Bg pcdi (Axioskop 2 plus
Microscope » ZEISS)3p 4 o fe S 5" %30 400 & 57 #“rdp 4k > 7" ¢ 3p

Ft 400 B 57T BRI 0 RS BT A Tan Bl o

()& #& 25 i &% ¢ (Immunohistochemistry stain ; IHC stain)

=
\\\

AR SRR BRI B A S B Inceli £ 4 (2010)¢07
2 oo Y1 F S Bk 2 oA A 2 5 Small Volume Universal HRP
Immunostaining Kit (P p # K Diagnostic BioSystems = ) > 5 L » #-
FALI 2t huEe P Fe Aax oA ShE HP LB ER
Mo 2 (8 8 8 ik B3R 100%EpE < 9S%IEE ~ 80%IF ¢ 0 & %
e 3 A E RIS Z S EAKY B SR R A R R
T i 7% (citrate buffer)® 10 4 48 > & #u/r £ I(antigen retrieval) > 14
FlEFf G & > B B B3RP A 4r 30 A4kt 0 MERE R Y IR
(phosphate buffered saline ; PBS)ifi# ™ =t » # = 5 & 48 » 2 {5 ™ L A&
%4 ¢ * FR Lt 4 (Liquid Blocker-Super PAP Pen)> % — fégn-k tend

SR e ME A R - B ko B

y B g7

i

Wh 2z A » R IR P T SRR ok 1 10% P
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3 AL
=R

2 1w jf(fetal bovine serum ; FBS)i% % f2 %1% (blocking solution) » ¥
BREL?WZETIE* 3044 £ WPBSHES A4 T * 3%
i % 1* & (hydrogen peroxide ; HoOp) T #* 10 ~ 45 > * 11 3 “f R
MiE % 1 3 f% % (endogenous peroxidas)i& 2 frir ok 2 {5 Al ez iy B
B L o B PBS Fika 0 K5 A4 e e f-f 300 6 - s
w48 (Prolactin receptor Ab-1 > Mouse Monoclonal Antibody » Catalog
#MS-1338-R7 » R8P p % B Thermo Scientific = #)Z /&gt & + #7 ]
e g B e w0 @ ¥R B RS ~ PBS 0 iT% Negative control » #-z¢ 5
BAREB A Y B 4T S e B BPUFY 22 15 0 12 PBS
‘}f;“}%’i 20 #4885 Rigdhe r Z Bl E R Y (T¥ 10 ~ 480 £ 1 PBS
Fie 20 4 4 5 e b gF ~ Enzyme conjugated (T * 15 42 4B 18 o 1Y
PBS jji% 5 & & 5 5L 16 4 » = F AR F %(diaminobenzidine ; DAB)
5 1024 % F AL LEF Bt R IRewed 5 02 PBS Fi%
S A 4B it RN AL e 0 1 PBS ik 20 A 4 o Bl et
BRER 5% 3 A4~ 100%FE D =t > A W2 A4 F A

BT BN FETER R

N
bl

R K IAY - SR SEPE 2
(BT LB BMARTRBEL S B F o g5 LS B R (Leica
Galen III Microscope) » 2. {8 £ ™ % & F 3 4p = £ & #cst (Axioskop 2

plus Microscope > ZEISS)4p & o P_%‘« PR w3400 B T ik o v
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AP HE D 400 B 5T PBEACRIMCT 0 AL BEFTARA A B 8 o

B E % A & & R (thickness)2 ‘" 4% F 1t (nucleo-cytoplasmic ratio ;

e

N/C ratio)&_ A % - =4 4 mi%«ﬁ@ (- SERIRIE X R a A
’i?ﬂgﬁiéﬁi PR T EEF Y= PR PSRBT S
R - R d o P enE R B Y PR B E - TR

2P o R d w2 th o & OB LB A R E R 400 B0 X T 4 ik 5

~E

B o Rz Rk 2 {8 i gt Tmage J (Abramoff et al. 2004)
PIE PR i L Rk 05 & (thickness) » & A & 5 & £dg £ L BB A 2
Fenmie 5 R > BFRBY L= F RO PIE= BERDE
FlpF LA RN AR B ARG OBE KB ENOB
BT IogcE > - TogET L BHINTaEcE - & 4 et
Pio ff & e B g A et BI(N/C ratio)» £ $ic 48 Image J(Abramoff
et al. 2004)ed F§ = & 3 B > % v (N/Cratio) 7 %% % 22 'w % F e

ft o T IS fE iy £F 5 E 4k i o Watanabe & 4 (1983)4; 1)

e bR AR A R oS BE AR AP 4 RE G RB R AR

\\-:

Bd A T e g A A e TR o

/

R pERMAI LR F LRSI RNl FER



BFrEEF AR P PR P ANBEF IR EEINLS
Pendfasi= B P A d AR L L - LRl p o Ad 21
E SRR RF MRS 400 BRI T - RS LR
A ABMOERLI BT - TP R TIBAL TR R
L EFREENLAAEDEE L FRAEEFLAHLERD 7 TR
Fo4 g e FHEEL 15umx15um T 450m x45um 2 LR L
¢ B EER- ) aF BLFRAOIOBIRIP LS LI RR D
S F DR E N E B g T 0 [= 040 + [*L 4+ 2%2 + 343
HPY 501232022 p%d s B(B-)e 5B 0REANY
BT 5 e X R (negative) » 58 & 1 % o1 1B T 33 en 48 (weak)
B 2 F o WPIF Y R X R (moderate) 0 B 3 5 B PII B R X
f(intense) ; O~ fl~24rfBenfEeda ki 1> R & 9 BRI A 59
# & i>(fraction ; f) > B4v i - B4 FRY > KR 0T 19~ %R
1enibd 39~ B 207 49~ & 3eniE7 2/9> 2 [iE i 1.88¢
TehgF s 05 3 2 B » ¢t T & 2 2 4B Elzagheid & + (2006):57
oo F LB A L AR E LI MR RTE T IRE
Bttt O BlciE T iogciE st - TIogE Y L gt B EE o
“T3 SL3t 4 4702 Statistica 10 (StatSoft Incorporated, Tulsa, USA)
PREE (T 0 SR BE F UK & 0=0.05 o 14 Shapiro-Wilk test # 4R F L
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ZF B BRAPEFEAG o #ru A @ * Kruskal-Wallis test &
A B FTHRALY N RHEZ G R HRE R RNk Ak B R B mre
b o LI S E v ROREFE Sk T # * Mann-Whitney U
test A* HeA FTHRALY HPEZ & PR R R AR EOL A K B R

2 e P iR e
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*5
- S YA ARE e I PR R A
AR T RS G X R BHOOBE o E TR
A (R =)o XA BRER A nT o E L 36.7543.33mm 0 Lo F
4 3.90+1.02g > 2% 7 P T Fagl £ % 35.7243.30mm > TR E %
3.61£0.95g ° & % AHE L A T 28 £ 5 34.96+£1.79mm > T 988 £

2 2.54+0.59g > 2% Hp 0T 3o £ L 33.69+1.94mm > TSR E 2

1.98+0.31¢g -

S ML R

-rx\:\.

RSN SR SIS LS T R R

A :‘Hﬁt\gé‘wﬁ?&%m”:?(}%] ) B X Ahi E’ﬁ#fi}‘ﬁfﬁr‘é(l%]:)°

R BE 2R B PR £ IR 2 SEN S BN MENR g
ik L& 5 R 78 F L B (Kruskal-Wallis test ° H=9.657, P=0.022)
(£ 7)) 5 & BATF LN end A& BB A 351 8(P=0.016) ; i &2
TRz ey B vt Bl & ¥ 04 B (Kruskal-Wallis test » H=1.708,

P=0.635) (% = )(Bl=) -
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DAAAD IR TR AN AR KR Y
en4 £ (Mann-Whitney U test » U=4, Z=-2.510, P=0.012) (% =) » %7
TR AR ERMEFR AT AT AAKER Y AP T K
¥ 14 B (Mann-Whitney U test » U=7, Z=-2.143, P=0.032) (% =) » %
EEP R E AR AT T (RIT) -

WA ERE G ol T 2R A It ek A KBRS
k7 % (14 B (Mann-Whitney U test » U=8, Z=0.835, P=0.403 ) (% = ) > +*
Bt e L3 B ¥ 7 I (Mann-Whitney U test » U=9, Z=-0.626, P=0.531)

(%2 )(W+) °

X APET B INichi ﬁ»ﬁ.‘é’..%‘i

B oR RRE LR L REIN 2 BERN S A IR IR E g Ve
B K BRI oE B F oL R (Kruskal-Wallis test » H=6.146, P=0.1047)
(- ) RERINDL AR ER Zw BINP KL RS LT

% ¥ ¢h7 I (Kruskal-Wallis test » H=0.180, P=0.980) (# = )(Blz ) -
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X L 7 VRN

BAHER R AT AR A e kA AR B
¥ «n 4 # (Mann-Whitney U test > U=3, Z=-2.769, P=0.005)(%* ~)-
A R 3 B F eh L B (Mann-Whitney U test » U=14, Z=-1.407,

P=0.140)(% ~) °

I RPYEEXWERZ AR
CABHEL G % ARG IR R LR A ORI R S -
BAd BAMEEALHRO0- %A1 BR2E2 %A 22 B4

B o

TARERER T EE SRR

SE e e O S S E RN R W ALY TS R 1
5% K& 7 8 % 04 £ (Mann-Whitney U test » U=8, Z=2.020, P=0.043) (%
I)W- ) BFAZOHEFFAERTAEST - FAFT IR E LG T
ZNAARERE AN Rt R R M R T ek F L R
(Mann-Whitney U=3, Z=1.880, P=0.061) (% = ) (Bl ~) > 7 4~ % L7

T LRF A o
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B X M TR £ AR R
PR RSk SRS L LI S EN L E
5 & & 8 ¥ 4 £ (Mann-Whitney U test » U=16, Z=1.608, P=0.107 )

(24 )(®4)-
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BES

SN2 TN LRI Y S TN S

DRk F 0 TSR Z ) 6 3 AE(R ) SeE s s F 3 s
IR E Rtk L B U A iR L e £
Lmshd UKok A K TS 0 LK F ARRORIE AR S 2
¢ % 'wr# (Elias and Shapiro 1957, Blaylock et al. 1976, Brown et al.
1981, Fujikura et al. 1988, Els and Henneberg 1990,
Goniakowska-Witalinska and Kubiczek 1998, Schwinger et al. 2001, de
Brito-Gitirana and Azevedo 2005, Azevedo et al. 2006, Felsemburgh et al.
2007, Rigolo 2008, Felsemburgh et al. 2009, Jared et al. 2012) -

G R ANA S R ST s 26 LN E s vend Ak B
B2- 2 A REREFREFNLIB (D) Br VAAET BT

PR A BHTRPFEL RO G AAET BN A KR

~

Pli 4 B ¥ £ B (% =) - Lillywhite % £ (1997)6%= § % % & 242§ 5%
BRARINE2Z LA RER DL EESAR AL bR S AHE
FLener B AL (Polypedates maculates) » % B R B R B & c-8_8f 3%

(22.5 £2.6pm) » B F_FEIR(39.3+ 6.4um) o T A A IF I o fEA P2
B end L 545 0 Jia % 4 (2013) A7 3 & # kit (Rana dybouwskii) ¥¢it
grapakend L BHEL R 0 B R FMOPEA A L B - 2a eIt A 4
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B 32 @ M e B A2 £ A 40T B (R Dz X #
(RONEEEE R el sk L NS 08 S A A
(Xenopus laevis) vEi 22 2244 B 48 f i -K (> (waterless)fr— 45 -k >
(normal)iPFR B i E 2T > P IRBEINEL 4 KB R T Y
SEFRAERFAREE? o ep 2B WO NEGINDL LR ER
FAF - BMIRB 2T R RDE A AR DG fi e BF
e > (Fujikura et al. 1988) « @ &35 7 PR =i A @ FF 7 F
r gy 0 B3 A enZ B2 B4t eh7 e (de Brito-Gitirana and
Azevedo 2005) » & & 1 #1435 5 M (Fox 1994) -
VABEEN A AR ER S BIN? B he(£ ) a6 X
BRE A P2 AR ERAG EFAR RAAINALE S BN
PERE(ER ) AT ERICBAAT SR Vafeizda ek
A ez 23 M (Toledo and Jared 1993) - Brown & £ (1981) ‘= a2
A BRI L o S B e § T R 2R b R (X
laevis) ~ i 377K 38 & PR 3 e RIATIE(R. ridibunda))? % 3 & 5 R e
~ ¥EIA(B. bufo) » % A K 5 & & W[ E_ 129.546.3 pm ~ 56.9+3.4 pm 14
2 40.752.420m 0 PR AN ALK B B hR B L] 4 e dicen
WAoo M T 2 U ARHNETEINE A& 5 R P E_24.4144.12um > #iT
Bl R < IR (B. bufo)sh& A A & & - Loveridge(1970)4p 12 &
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2 )

2R 3R ehx A ¥ 1k (Chiromntis xerampelina) > "L3R % g 3 TR A
gif B A P84 4L & kg > Nakashima and Kamishima(1990)# 3
A £ (Hyla arborea japonica) i & {%ﬁ: d FEIRA A STk s o B
IR A A R0 R A T A o BLRIE A (Rhinella ornate) mf'_]%‘« Lp i
o AIF 2 vE(pelvic cavity) % & cia B E & K (spongious dermis)
S AR E # LA Pl R B P ok B S  § ek
i» erx g (Felsemburgh et al. 2009) o F]pt > & 245 3 3R izehdk g B
BEBMEGE > 1E ’1’““?";Lmig,wﬁbiﬂfrﬁxgﬁ*ﬁwﬂ‘ L
7 B (Felsemburgh et al. 2007) » # % ¥4 03§ i (Felsemburgh et al.

2009) > fe pESF i e gl e0A 75 R (Fox 1994) e

S~ RAAARAFG R AL AR g ®
VARDEE B2 A B ER AT AT HEFF AT E (R
ZYRI) mE P AR A E TR NATAEE(L ) A B
P AR ERE BF AR (R N) Rl T playLd
(™) ARG TAREL AR B R B e P g & F ant g AL
Fli bR B EPE ML L S HACTH L BR G ER DR TR
s B PR dmfe 4R R ) end B o Greven and Richter (2009)F 7 + ¥

(Pipa carvalhoi)% 78 F {e2L 378 & 2 vpid e r B o 22058 B gk h

R
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Z R B ER G 30um : 40um > E A & 5 & 5 250pum & 350um ; § %
AP TP FING X CFRE AL KREF AN 0 E A
K BI3 B 3 400pm I 600um > FF & 4 B AR R v o R

Raph e Rap R L LR A KL AR §T )
fe b AR od 3 f FIE(P carvalho))FE R € w TRIIARE I F TRE
(semi-arid environment) > § & F &k e IR EATH AR PF o SR
R E NS P T AR RA T R0 RN AR LA
Wo 9 3 PR (3§ 4t KR8 ¢ (Fernandes et al. 2011) o “,/TT G-
PR AL B gL - B R a A LY B
MR 4 T ehF i 0 Buckley & A (2010) #2 3 = 242 i & (Symphysodon
Spp ) LI RAE > S5 AR AP FEL AR A L B g &
EREFOH o MA DAL §ARE T & R ALR 0 AR T RS
Ak s KRR PHEDNATADF A RE AR EZE
Apirsef Jude e fo b SRR BRAE (T 5 o

AET SR R R A K B (A e

BOAMPET R E A AR B RS OB 4o e Eim s PR At e B
AfpHed A AA AL DL R i foipidens 35 55 Moo $:(1996)
HYAAHEDFT S ¢ RIINHREIRIE B A4 TR D RI) T
VUK F LR P Ao B A AT 0L XA PR o A R gk
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£ a7 5 27T PPl R ek gt s et iT e & 4 (Ueda
1986, Kam and Yang 2002) » iz fidfid vfosz cnvh o qligc € F xR B 4 4
Bt g o Bamni ¥ 4 (1987) Mler B mie F o 2 &
= JI4kd+(Rana esculenta L.) & % P (hibernating) = #p e g 2 it &2 4
R mie preee o R FRAAEY L AR NI TRk
¥ #2 > (less condensed chromatin) > m ® DNA » = & &> » jaipliztk
B hoend gk e i (tissue differentiation) £ tm#e £0 g % (cell renewal
kinetics)fr* fithdk ¥ R (75 F Blod AFTF ¢ > TS fPEad 4K
HET a A d ST TR BRI R AR A L L 8T L

*Lﬁ_ P g e AR TV B ey B o

Brh s A AHET A B E T55 3904102 R0 22T
BBt € T390 3.61£0.95 5o (F —) N H4aip] % 78 Hp pp s B A

E"f”’ﬂ?énl'?ii“é}'ﬁ? EE? -

‘\‘l\j,

R & d »S 9 ¥~ ﬁ;lﬁuv? L NEREP S SN
g"-ﬂjﬂét s “'mk“g,}%mi;ﬁﬁ? Bz 27z APiadEy » 7 B &ggjs.
ik B 4 ”*}ﬁl@l _—_Z;ﬁp Fﬁmlkyp‘.lii i K8 > IR T IRLVR &~ Py ﬂjsggﬁa’ 5 0
PR PF FIR SR 2 0 g d o Tsiora and Kyriakopoulou-Sklavounou
(2002)3p g d PR DL BB W RF oy P Bk T F AR R

& 27-Kk 3+ (Rana epeirotica)® 78 3¥ H & & Feng it > ¥ P end £

Pl R E R R AP o S SR Y BT ¢
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W D BRI 3 B R Aed ABR o B ART T % 4 o
i‘a w F F A 7

Iy TR YRR A B
AL AR EA AR BRSO A A RTERF A

AT By L2 EFL R0 TR BB DA auT T B
% 7 (% = )(Bl= ) - Wilkinson & 4 (2008) 97 7 # R — faig 43

b & Tk g BR(B. taitanus) 0 & F RO SR T 7 5 0 vl g ¥
R KAEP chF N F (R 4 eng & kSR Y e T plilifiangd B
Borb R o gl ey B Ny ot B H A AR e chlm
¥ B 3 fg %% &t (lipid inclusions) > & 17 & J gtk £ A fRig e ¥
o AR E S Ry & @ o Kupfer & A (2008) 77 7 Tk dilik(B.
taitanus)F 4 7 Fwplilih B g8 Ok o e g SR RB L U7 5 e Y updiliR &
KELom 2 ey dwpbEliR PRI T F R TR S T BT
TR L R AR S TR R T F R4S R oA § < Rfa o del Pino
F A (1975) 7 3 2 X £ 3£(G. riobambae)® 3%3x ¥ X Hreny 2R
(pouch) » ¥ TR E e w>e F 0L F chfg Rigte > & - &0 gl §
AR o dgd s B IR 0 G AF K Bk AL (stratified squamous
epithelium) » & 5 3% % b st > ¥ IR E G & B oAl S @

SRR AR m o T R Rad A Kt L v A S 3
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SnAB RS A B AR B RH S D N IECE S 4 i

B A 2 i TR ¢ THE D el AT o R R R 0 R

X

TOORY B T R 2 R A AL MR i

-

21 ¢ %+ del Pino (1980)47 91 * R & Ak i 4 A %0 is > @ £ 2 ©

f

sfe B o Gomes F A (2013)11 Bl & > VY - AL K AR S T R el
¥i1(Siphonops annulatus) - jp] & 2 2 78 3 8 (% B2 o ng i o R
PR PERE S P 2 L R e sl o REFRE AL FH 0
2T A ARATEPNPLE QDR PE A F o B

FAALE ik € X 3PP 4 = (vitellogenic) s it o fi g iR HE A5 1F

VAR B AR B R e ALY TR AHET A R R
Mg T e AR A B R R T T2 BE R R o Al A

ML R E DR BT B KT ARG LD T R

A
Y
il
|t
&
o3
A
el
N
R
pes

WMEZ e A EHPRI XSG E

B EHE S Tl me P EHF -

s VBB TG rd ARk LR e

S E e ek £ W RN

B
kit
o+
'a\
i
)‘m
s
&
«f
oy
:
F_m
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FANARAT(LINE ) ARG ANBE TS R X LR
TREFLAZGA)NBL) RIAFFLWMER AVAER AT
Hboo RLET R SRR S TS G M B3 2 gt A F A
PRI EELETRADSIHN ¢ 3T BEDE  AAERE 2
EHFTEAAGFLE bR AT Ry R B3 RFIER

R E R MARE LR A T A5 E0 S E T (Suzukietal.

5 %43 B A (S. aequifasciata) >

ETINS

2003) = g #h o AT B G AL RRAR (7
PEM BRI R A R E e RAE S M ot g L R ol

LN PRAR (T 50 A B s 5 k2 mRNA £ £ (relative mRNA

level) » 5% Bpom 55 MARAEF - FHF F RB R pd LWL R
£ (Khong et al 2009) -
BT O RIVEFSOH NG 0 RAE TR T g

\\\

PP Lo v 2 4 5 7 5 (Clarke and Bern 1980, Mosconi et
al. 1994, Bole-Feysot et al 1998, Foitzik et al 2009) > Mosconi % * (2002)
7 RBE R et &~ J18R(Triturus carnifex Laur)is 5 %
FAREAAFLOPE NV TR AYFT T FRBY ES
B-BRHAGECEREAD DR BEERAGC)E2E2F A R B (187)
- BT REFRE A B L8 8 L e Z2 mRNA(pituitary
PRL mRNA) ~ x ’]\ #s F4¥c# (plasma PRL) ~ #F § -9 Ja (vitellogenin »
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VTG)% ¢ = fit(estradiol-17f) ¥R A F v 2R A £ B L khF - 2t
RETORBER €I IBIR R R R ER B E AT LA
o Inceli % 4 (2010) 77 5 &5 ek £ M A # 8 RAFSER. ridibunda)
)-8 s VA = el R B B FBRGE R ERCFLI DR R
MRS A A cnd LK F G e T g d 2 A A IR ek vt

24
S EPINTVEPST S RS SRRV I SV S S

I~ FiriR iR vepE L ARAA R R ER IR
B el jAR T OV AARERS FEE SRR AL RFLE
(=)W A) o B%e FR FAZTE G ol 7 i R X

By AR 2tBa T Bo Pl » B A Z & B DL L Fiaf
%

R AR TR R E P F T T LRI AL T RE R R SR
F XA o R FEE e ARG A M R % (hormone of
paternity)(Schradin and Anzenberger, 1999) » 3¥ 5 (15 #f ~ of F 85 {r 4.
KRBT LN RAE T A frie R R R I M APM o AW b ¢
WS R enE Gy B2 b L e g 4 5 B denBf % (Sakamoto et al.,

2005) > stk § RAE Y A 2 o B A B RERE L%
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Rpom 0 A AR S F N an= L5R W b (Smphysodon discus)end g R B2

d =

Ik

TR S ARk de e A7 e o (Hilenmann 1959) 5 82 2% 25 & 4340
AL PR G A S X B iR At g SR ARIEE B
PR M 3 e e § b AR b il A edRiR enAe T A 17 2k
Fo %8 ~ & 7 i Khong et al. 2009) » pt #h > G pend A AER S < £
FoB AR B d-0 B GlAc A IR B0~ v KRR R - foiF P H B iR
7 #-9 % "22x(Khong et al. 2009, Suzuki et al. 2003, Subramanian et al.
2007) «

LR ﬁ?mz%ﬁ RF g R R BRI T P ARk E
(Singhas and Ward 1993)- 7% 5 #2 % :}F] SRR e € T BRRR L
B4 3 %58 (Moriya 1982) = A R e R A e &
¥ B % ° Hoffman and Dent(1978)#* § X {& ¥ (Notophthalamus
viridescens viridescens) 4k % ﬁ‘u‘?ﬁ’ (mucus gland) 72} & £ 04 54 &
B SR BT R § O ORI A o T o ek S f
B LG ER(N. viridescens) 4 fL 3 T8 (texture) 22 £ g & i e
(Singhas and Ward 1993, Pelli et al. 2010)> 2 # & % 7 % & pEig4: & Al
(epidermal glycoconjugates) s # &2 545 b ihd IR - & A pEAFR £
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% — ~ ¥ <+ (Kurixalus eiffingeri)£? & = #h&(Kurixalus idiootocus)*t % 7 (Breeding season) % 2% 78 % &

(Non-breeding season)p= stk & F 4 o

Species Kurixalus eiffingeri Kurixalus eiffingeri Kurixalus idiootocus  Kurixalus idiootocus
Status Breeding season Non-breeding season  Breeding season Non-breeding season
Sampling number 10 S 12 6

SVL(mm) 36.75+3.33 35.72+3.30 34.96+1.79 33.69+1.94

Weight (g) 3.90+1.02 3.61+0.95 2.54+0.59 1.98+0.31

4

& . F A2 meantSD # T o
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FZ AR AE ST EHE P 2 30 (Body region) 2. £ ¥%(Head) ~ # ¥%(Dorsal) ~ *£$%(Ventral) % ;i 7# % (Cloacal)

% & k& 5 & (Thickness)£ +% 5+ (N:C ratio) ©

Body region n Thickness(um) N:C ratio

Head 5 14.40+2.60° 0.25x0.02*
Dorsal 5 21.29+6.68° 0.3240.10?
Ventral 5 24.414+4.12° 0.28%0.06*
Cloacal 5 19.49+2.45 @ 0.2610.05*

a~b L EFhE%k » A3 MO EREPR T BEFF IR AR DT AR LT 2T R HEFLE -

4

= 2 T meantSD % 7 o
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# = ~ %78 (Breeding) & 2% 75 & & (Non-breeding) s = gd i 78 9538 2. & & & B & (Thickness)& % 5+t (N:C

R

ratio) o

Condition n Thickness(pm) N:C ratio
Breeding 10 30.81+8.19 0.38%0.12
Non-breeding 5 19.49+2.45 0.2630.05

& = F AL meantSD % T o
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%o ~ B F &5 47 (Nesting)frid 7 4 7 (Non-nesting) 2. X~ X fd i 78 vp 38 = ek 4 & B & (Thickness) & % 5t

(N:C ratio) °

Condition n Thickness(pm) N:C ratio
Nesting 5 32.71£10.08 0.3910.13
Non-nesting 5 28.93% 6.36 0.36%0.13

& = F AL meantSD % T o
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# I ~ %78 (Breeding) 2% 75 & & (Non-breeding) e % fd i 7o vy & A K 2 i 5 jjr % % #8 % & (Prolactin receptor

- /

intensity > | index) °

Condition n | index
Breeding 10 1.48+0.42
Non-breeding 5 0.89%0.33

& o T4 meantSD % 71 o
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%= ~ %A% &5 45 (Nesting)foid 7 4 7 (Non-nesting) 2. ¥ = fdd i 78 530 = ere 54 e & < 48 % & (Prolactin

receptor intensity > | index) o

Condition n | index
Nesting 5 1.82+0.39
Non-nesting 5 1.13+0.44

’—

= ' F 44 meantSD # 71 o
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= ~ 2R AL g5 X s P48 2 3% (Body region) 2 g #%(Head) ~ # ¥%(Dorsal) ~ "£%(Ventral) % & 78 ¥%(Cloacal)

% & k& 5 & (Thickness)£ +% 5+ (N:C ratio) ©

Body region n Thickness(pum) N:C ratio

Head 6 7.71£2.07° 0.2540.04*
Dorsal 6 5.93+1.64% 0.2610.12%
Ventral 6 9.19+4.66* 0.27£0.02?
Cloacal 6 8.80+2.83% 0.25+0.07?

3Nk R S i E R A hE A Rl AR B ELR

# 2 F#2 meantSD # 7T o
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# ~ ~ %78 (Breeding) & 2% 75 ¥ & (Non-breeding) i % fd i 78 vp38 = 2. & & & & A& (thickness)£? 1% B +* (N:C

ratio) o

Condition n Thickness(um) N:C ratio
Breeding 12 16.25+4.85 0.3210.06
Non-breeding 6 8.80+2.83 0.25%0.07

# 2 F#2 meantSD # 7T o
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# 4 ~ % 78 (Breeding)& 2£% 78 F & (Non-breeding)erie = gfddie 7o 35 % A & 25854 % < %85 & (Prolactin receptor

intensity > | index) °

Condition N | index
Breeding 12 0.43+0.09
Non-breeding 6 0.29+0.11

4

= 2 T meantSD % 7 o
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(A) (B)

©

Bl- ~ LA § 2 q ik < #(prolactin receptor, PRLR)% 4 P
5 & (1 intensity) 5 - (A)i & 0~ B)3 & 1~ (C)i & 2 1 2 (D)% &

3°400X & B & o bR %3100 um o
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3E %}fi’ifjl ¥ (granuarl gland)

2 ¢ % 'w" (melanocyte)

A% H!j‘\#ﬁ (mucus gland)

4 M B A & (stratum spongiosum)

&% E A K (stratum compactum)

Bl= ~ st 82 gk % -2 =% 4 (hematoxylin and eosin stain, H&E
stain )2. 4 ¢ B % & 4 R’f#fé?‘;ﬁ,lﬂg o 400X & B & 5 Hl R E 100

um
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(B)

VRS SRS L SRk LR PR RS

I

7

F 30 (C) RN~ (D) < A VE 400X R A B F ot ] E 2 100 um
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(A) (B)

400X 400X

© (D)

DRSS S E L T RS HEZ TR VR SRy RN IS

-# %= 4 ¢ (hematoxylin and eosin stain, H&E stain ) » (A) @ 3% ~ (B) -

203 (C) 1 FL20~ (D)5 i 2 0 400X & 4 12 % > 1t B & %3 100 pm
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(B)

I~ (A)F AR BT s i m o d L i ¥ W
R A % - 2 4 ¢ (hematoxylin and eosin stain, H&E stain ) - 400X i~

Fo B F o p) 7 £ 100 pm e
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(B)

B ~%AaFaA) 7Ry IrB)Li ey 2 TN Exari L i
7 BBl g A% - 24 ¢ (hematoxylin and eosin stain, H&E stain ) °

400X 2 2% > 1t B € %3 100 um e
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(A)

400X
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