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Abstract
Although animal dispersal is known to play key roles in ecological and evolutionary 
processes such as colonization, population extinction and local adaptation, little is 
known about its genetic basis, particularly in vertebrates. Untapping the genetic basis 
of dispersal should deepen our understanding of how dispersal behaviour evolves, 
the molecular mechanisms that regulate it and link it to other phenotypic aspects 
in order to form the so- called dispersal syndromes. Here, we comprehensively com-
bined quantitative genetics, genome- wide sequencing and transcriptome sequencing 
to investigate the genetic basis of natal dispersal in a known ecological and evolu-
tionary model of vertebrate dispersal: the common lizard, Zootoca vivipara. Our study 
supports the heritability of dispersal in semi- natural populations, with less varia-
tion attributable to maternal and natal environment effects. In addition, we found 
an association between natal dispersal and both variation in the carbonic anhydrase 
(CA10) gene, and in the expression of several genes (TGFB2, SLC6A4, NOS1) involved 
in central nervous system functioning. These findings suggest that neurotransmitters 
(serotonin and nitric oxide) are involved in the regulation of dispersal and shaping 
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1  |  INTRODUC TION

Dispersal is a cornerstone of ecological and evolutionary processes 
(Clobert, Baguette, et al., 2012; Clobert, Massot, & Le Galliard, 2012) 
but the genetic factors that underlie dispersal remain largely un-
known (Saastamoinen et al., 2018). Dispersal fuels meta- population 
dynamics and channels gene flow among populations (Ronce, 2007). 
Processes such as extinction, colonization, and local adaptation can-
not be fully understood without questioning how dispersal itself 
evolves (e.g., Block & Levine, 2021). Despite dispersal having been 
traditionally considered a stochastic process (Lowe & McPeek, 2014), 
mounting evidence supports that traits such as dispersal propensity 
or distance vary substantially among individuals of a population 
(Bowler & Benton, 2009; Haag et al., 2005; Steyn et al., 2016). The 
attention has shifted towards the need to understand how an indi-
vidual's internal factors such as its genetics or physiology influence 
dispersal behavioural phases (departure, transience and settlement), 
and towards the relative importance of genetic versus environmen-
tal factors in driving dispersal and its evolution (Clobert et al., 2009; 
Saastamoinen et al., 2018). Yet, our current understanding of the 
genetic and molecular pathways underpinning dispersal remains lim-
ited, particularly in vertebrates.

Unravelling the genetic basis of dispersal –  identifying both the 
contribution of genetic variation as well as the genes and genetic 
variants associated with dispersal –  is challenging for at least three 
reasons. First, although some species present clearly distinct and 
identifiable dispersal morphs (e.g., Caillaud et al., 2002), dispersal is a 
cryptic phenotype in most species (Wheat, 2012). This makes it dif-
ficult to discern which individuals in a population will disperse and to 
compare their genetic make- up with that of nondispersing individu-
als (i.e., residents). Second, dispersal propensity, distance and timing 
are largely dependent on multiple environmental factors (population 
density, predation, inbreeding, among others; Fronhofer et al., 2018; 
Matthysen, 2005; Perrin & Mazalov, 1999). We can thus expect a 
relatively small contribution of genetic factors to variation in disper-
sal, limiting the detection of its heritability and causal genetic vari-
ants. Moreover, different environmental factors may not necessarily 
trigger dispersal through the same genetic pathways, which entails 
that individuals phenotyped as dispersers may be a heterogeneous 

pool in terms of causal genetics drivers. Third, dispersal is a com-
plex trait given that it often associates with a suite of physiological, 
behavioural, morphological, and life- history traits (the so- called dis-
persal syndromes: Clobert et al., 2009), and these associations are 
likely to change with the environmental context (Cote et al., 2017). 
Such phenotypic complexity underlying dispersal is likely to multiply 
the number of underlying molecular pathways, complexifying the 
genetic basis of dispersal and consequently, its study.

Most of our understanding of the genetic basis of dispersal 
comes from invertebrate species, even though only a few species 
have been studied and a few candidate genes have been discovered 
so far. In well- studied model systems such as Drosophila melanogas-
ter and Caenorhabditis elegans, genes found to underpin dispersal re-
late to different foraging strategies that ultimately entail differences 
in dispersal propensity (the foraging gene, for, in D. melanogaster, and 
the G protein- coupled receptor gene, NPR- 1, in C. elegans: Edelsparre 
et al., 2014; Gloria- Soria & Azevedo, 2008). Work on the Glanville 
fritillary butterfly (Melitaea cinxia, a model system for studying 
dispersal) strongly suggests that dispersal capacity in this species 
associates to variation at a gene related to metabolism and flight 
performance, the phosphoglucose isomerase gene, Pgi (Niitepõld 
& Saastamoinen, 2017). In the pea aphid Acyrthosiphon pisum, male 
wingless (resident) and winged (disperser) morphs were mapped 
to a narrow region in the X chromosome, the api locus (Caillaud 
et al., 2002). In winged males, the api locus contains a duplication of 
the gene follistatin, which functions in cell development and ecdysis 
(Li et al., 2020).

The genetic basis of dispersal in vertebrates has been studied in 
less detail, and even estimates of heritability of traits directly linked 
to dispersal such as dispersal propensity or distance remain rare 
(Saastamoinen et al., 2018). A tandem repeat in the serotonin trans-
porter, SLCA4, was found in association with dispersal age in rhesus 
macaques (Macaca mulatta) (Trefilov et al., 2000). Using a candidate 
gene approach, Chakarov et al. (2013) provided evidence for an as-
sociation of variation at the genes of the circadian clock and natal 
dispersal in the common buzzard (Buteo buteo). The involvement of 
the circadian clock in dispersal was not echoed in a recent transcrip-
tomic study in yellow- bellied marmots (Armenta et al., 2019), where 
mainly genes involved in metabolism and immune system were high-
lighted. The type of tissue used in this later transcriptomic study 

dispersal syndromes. Several genes from the circadian clock (CRY2, KCTD21) were 
also differentially expressed between disperser and resident lizards, supporting that 
the circadian rhythm, known to be involved in long- distance migration in other taxa, 
might affect dispersal as well. Since neuronal and circadian pathways are relatively 
well conserved across vertebrates, our results are likely to be generalisable, and we 
therefore encourage future studies to further investigate the role of these pathways 
in shaping dispersal in vertebrates.

K E Y W O R D S
behaviour, circadian clock, dispersal, gene expression, genomics, neurotransmitters
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–  blood –  may be of limited representativeness of the transcriptomic 
changes that causes dispersal. Arguably more appropriate tissues 
were used in studies on cane toads (Rhinella marina) investigating 
gene expression differences linked to dispersal in the brain and 
skeletal muscle (Rollins et al., 2015; Yagound et al., 2021). Several 
genes linked to metabolism and locomotor activity were highlighted 
by such studies. Unfortunately, individual dispersal was not directly 
assessed in these studies. Instead, individuals from populations at 
different points in a colonization gradient were used as a proxy of 
populations differences in dispersal capacity, making it difficult to 
assess to what extent the highlighted genetic pathways are actu-
ally linked to dispersal or to general population and environmental 
differences.

Here, we describe a holistic study in which we investigated 
the genetic basis of natal dispersal in the European common lizard 
(Zootoca vivipara). This species is a well- established model system 
to study vertebrate dispersal in the wild as well as in semi- natural 
experimental settings (reviewed in Clobert, Baguette, et al., 2012; 
Clobert, Massot, & Le Galliard, 2012; Cote & Clobert, 2012). Here, 
we combine the use of (i) animal models (Wilson et al., 2010) to de-
compose variation in natal dispersal into genetic and nongenetic 
factors, (ii) restriction- site associated markers (RAD sequencing, 
RADseq; (Baird et al., 2008) to search for genomic regions associ-
ated with natal dispersal, and (iii) transcriptome sequencing (RNA 
sequencing, RNAseq; Mortazavi et al., 2008) to investigate gene 
expression differences associated with natal dispersal. We assessed 
natal dispersal of lizards originating from natural populations within 
the Metatron; an experimental system of enclosed semi- natural 
populations connected by corridors and conceived for the study of 
dispersal and population dynamics in an ecologically realistic con-
text (Legrand et al., 2012).

2  |  MATERIAL S AND METHODS

2.1  |  Species and population of study

The common lizard is a small ground dwelling lizard that inhabits 
cold and humid habitats across Eurasia. In live bearing populations, 
females lay on average five uncalcified eggs from which juveniles 
emerge within one to 2 h. Juveniles are independent at birth and 
dispersal occurs mainly during the first months of life (Massot 
et al., 2002). The multiple factors triggering dispersal in this spe-
cies include abiotic factors (humidity and temperature; (e.g., Bestion 
et al., 2015, 20015b; Massot et al., 2002), social factors (e.g., density 
and kin competition; Galliard et al., 2003), community factors (e.g., 
predation; Bestion et al., 2014), and internal factors (e.g., social be-
haviour; Cote & Clobert, 2007, stress level; Meylan, 2002).

Here, we used a database built from successive semi- natural ex-
periments to study dispersal and that took place between 2011 and 
2017. Semi- natural populations were established in the Metatron: 
a system of semi- natural enclosures connected together through 
19 m long corridors divided lengthwise allowing lizards to disperse 

and the bidirectional monitoring of their movements (Legrand 
et al., 2012). The system successfully mimic natural dispersal (Cote 
& Clobert, 2012). In wild populations, juveniles (body length of 1.5– 
2.5 cm), moving 30 m or more away from their natal sites (i.e., the 
distance between the centre of two enclosures connected by a 19 m 
corridor) can be defined as dispersers as only small fraction of them 
(2%) return back to the natal site (Clobert et al., 1994). Similar set- 
ups have been repeatedly used to study dispersal in the common 
lizard and successfully mimic natural dispersal decision in reaction to 
main external and internal drivers (Boudjemadi et al., 1999; Cote & 
Clobert, 2007; Le Galliard et al., 2005).

The populations were originally founded in 2010 with liz-
ards from natural populations in the Cevennes (France, 44°27’ N, 
3°44′ E). Between 2011 and 2017, different experiments were 
conducted to study dispersal and how it is influenced by climatic 
conditions or maternal effects (see Bestion et al., 2014; Bestion, 
Clobert, & Cote, 2015; Pellerin et al., 2022). For each experiment, 
we formed 10 to 16 populations by releasing adults, yearlings and 
neonates into enclosed patches within a humid- prairie habitat in 
early July (Legrand et al., 2012). Population density as well as age-  
and sex- structure matched those of natural populations (Bestion, 
Cucherousset, et al., 2015; Massot et al., 1992). Neonates were 
born in the laboratory, marked individually by toe clipping, and re-
lease in the enclosures right after (no association between disper-
sal status and the number of clipped toes was found, t886 = 0.90, 
p = .37). Each year, we monitored natal dispersal between early July 
and the end of September by keeping the corridors open. Between 
2011 and 2013, we placed pitfall traps at the end of each 19 m (one- 
way) corridor to capture and identify dispersers on a daily basis. 
From mid- September to mid- October, we conducted three capture- 
recapture sessions to assess summer survival (allowing us to cap-
ture ~93% of the survivors) and to identify juveniles that could be 
classed as resident among those released in early July (i.e., to avoid 
wrongly classifying nonsurviving juveniles as residents). Between 
2014 and 2017, pitfall traps were removed allowing lizards to freely 
disperse between pairs of enclosures through the two- way corri-
dors. During similar capture- recapture sessions conducted between 
mid- September to mid- October, we identified juveniles as residents 
when captured in the enclosure that they were released into in early 
July and as dispersers when captured in a different one. For each 
new experiment (each year between 2011– 2015), lizard populations 
were re- established by mixing individuals from different populations 
avoiding inbreeding.

2.2  |  Quantitative genetics

Pooling the data from all experiments conducted in the Metatron 
between 2011 and 2017, we built a pedigree containing 3656 lizards. 
The pedigree included 404 founders (309 females and 101 males 
of unknown maternal and paternal origin captured directly in natu-
ral populations of the Cevennes). Maternal identity was known in 
most cases because juveniles were born directly in the laboratory. 
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Paternities were assigned by genotyping each juvenile, its mother 
and all reproductive males in the populations for a panel of eight 
microsatellite markers (Richard et al., 2012). Paternity was resolved 
by subtracting the mother's alleles from a juvenile's genotype and 
by matching the remaining alleles with those of the potential father 
candidates. Mother identity was not known in seven cases only 
(0.2%) for neonates directly born in the experimental populations. 
Father identity was missing in 803 cases (24.9%) because juveniles 
born from gravid females captured in natural populations were regu-
larly introduced in the Metatron. Individuals with unknown mothers 
or fathers were assigned a dummy mother or father (Charmantier & 
Réale, 2005). When individuals were known to come from the same 
clutch, the same dummy parents were given to each of them.

We used a threshold animal model (i.e., binomial model with a 
probit link function) to estimate the heritability of natal dispersal 
from the pedigree. The threshold model assumes the existence of 
a latent continuous quantitative trait (liability) underlying a binary 
trait (here, natal dispersal). Change from one discrete state to the 
next (e.g., from being resident to disperse) is expected to result from 
the accumulation of genetic and/or environmental variation until the 
quantitative trait overpasses a threshold (Reid & Acker, 2022). For 
the threshold animal model, we used data on 888 juvenile lizards 
whose dispersal status (N = 123 dispersers, N = 765 residents) was 
monitored during their first month of life as explained above (i.e., 
they were alive in mid- September). For the individuals of known dis-
persal status, mother identity was known in 99.3% of the cases and 
father identity in 92.3%. Mean maternal and paternal sibship size 
was 3.7 and 4.3 juveniles, respectively, and the maximum pedigree 
depth was five generations.

We used the R package nadiv (Wolak, 2012) in R (version 4.0.3, 
R Core Team, 2019) to derive the additive genetic relationship ma-
trix from the pedigree and used it to estimate the additive genetic 
variance (Va) of natal dispersal by fitting an animal model with the 
R package MCMCglmm (Hadfield, 2010). We further decomposed 
variance of natal dispersal by estimating maternal (Vm) and natal en-
vironment (Ve) effects by fitting as random factors mother ID and 
the enclosure in which a juvenile was released. As fixed factors, we 
included sex and year. We used a χ2 distribution with one degree 
of freedom as priors for the random factors as suggested by De 
Villemereuil et al. (2013) and fixed the residual variance (Vr) to 1. We 
let the MCMC run for 10.1 M iterations with a burnin of 0.1 M and a 
thinning interval of 1000 iterations. The final effective sampling was 
≥9675 for all terms (Table S1). We tested whether the inclusion of an 
additive genetic term in the animal model resulted in a substantially 
better fit by comparing the DIC values of a model with and without 
including a Va term. We used the same approach to test for improve-
ments in model fit in relation to Vm and Ve. We ran models twice to 
verify that the level of variation between runs with the same model 
specification was negligible (ΔDIC <0.1).

We calculated narrow sense heritability (h2) in the liability 
scale as the ratio between Va and the sum of Va, Vm, Ve, Vr, and the 
variance explained by the fixed factors (Vf). We calculated herita-
bility in the observed data scale using the function QGparams as 

implemented in the R package QGglmm by accounting also for the 
variance explained by the fixed effects (De Villemereuil et al., 2016). 
We calculated the proportion of variance explained by Vm, and Ve 
using the same approach.

2.3  |  Genome- wide association study

2.3.1  |  Tissue collection, DNA extraction, library 
preparation, and sequencing

We extracted DNA from tail samples of 235 juveniles born in 2011 
and 2013 (N = 55 dispersers, N = 180 residents) using the DNeasy 
Blood & Tissue kit (Qiagen). The preparation of genotype- by- 
sequencing, GBS, libraries was outsourced to Novogene (Tai Sun 
Wai, Hong Kong). Between 0.3 and 0.6 μg of DNA were digested with 
the enzymes MseI and NlaIII, fragments were ligated to barcoded 
adapters, amplified by PCR, and size selected using the AMPure XP 
kit (Beckman Coulter) according to the manufacturer's instructions. 
Libraries were pooled and sequenced (150 bp paired- end) on 15 
lanes in Illumina HiSeq machines. On average, we obtained 3.9 M 
paired- end reads per individual (± 0.9 M reads SD).

2.3.2  |  Single nucleotide polymorphism (SNP) and 
genotype calling

We used Trimmomatic (version 0.36, Bolger et al., 2014) to remove 
Illumina- adapter sequences from the raw reads and to perform an 
adaptive quality trimming of low quality bases (MAXINFO option 
with strictness of 0.2 and target read length of 100 bp). We aligned 
the trimmed reads to the reference genome of Zootoca vivipara 
(GCA_011800845.1, Yurchenko et al., 2020) using bwa- mem2 (ver-
sion 2.0, Vasimuddin et al., 2019) with default parameters and we 
marked optical duplicates using picard (MarkDuplicates option, ver-
sion 2.20.7, Broad Institute, 2019). Mapping rate after removing 
optical duplicates was high (mean [± SD]: 97.5% ± 0.5, considering 
only properly mapped pairs: 91.1% ± 1.0). Mean fragment size was 
247.8 bp ± 4.2, mean depth 10.8 ± 2.2, and the mean percentage of 
bases of the reference genome covered was 6.2% ± 0.8.

We used the workflow of Genome Analysis Toolkit (gatk, 
version 4.1.9, McKenna et al., 2010) to call for variants and gen-
otypes. We used gatk HaplotypeCaller function to call for vari-
ants from the individual raw alignments and then the function 
GenotypeGVCFs to perform the joint genotyping of all samples. 
We hard filtered the resulting variant file to retain only biallelic 
SNPs with a quality by depth greater than 2.0, root mean square 
mapping quality above 50, Fisher strand smaller than 60, and read 
position rank sum test above −8. We further filtered the SNPs set 
to retain those SNPs that could be genotyped in more than 80% 
of the samples and for which mean depth was above 10 and below 
four times the mean coverage of 16.43. The remaining 610,780 
SNPs were used to recalibrate the base quality scores of the reads 

 1365294x, 2023, 12, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/m

ec.16916 by U
niversité D

e T
oulouse 3, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [05/06/2023]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense



3064  |    SAN-JOSE et al.

to correct for any bias in quality assessment during sequencing. 
After this, we repeated all the described process to call for vari-
ants. We applied the same hard filter to the new set of variants 
and retained those SNPs that were genotyped in more than 80% 
of the samples, with a mean depth above 10 and four times below 
the mean coverage (22.03x), and for which the less common allele 
was present in at least two samples. The final number of biallelic 
SNPs retained was 411,921 with an average coverage of 23.06 
(range: 10– 88.01).

2.3.3  |  Association test

We used gemma (version 0.98.4, Zhou & Stephens, 2012) to test for 
associations between individual SNPs and dispersal status. To ac-
count for the potential effect of different covariables, we extracted 
the residuals from a generalized linear mixed model where we mod-
elled dispersal status (binomial) as a function of sex (fixed effect) and 
mother ID, and natal environment (enclosure ID) (random effects). 
Models were run in R with the function glmer (lme4 package, Bates 
et al., 2015). We used gemma to estimate genome- wide relatedness 
from the SNP data that was previously filtered to remove SNPs with 
a minor allele frequency below 0.01 (249,452 SNPs were retained). 
Information on relatedness and the residuals of dispersal status 
were then used in gemma to run the association Wald's tests. To 
account for multiple testing, we used the R package qvalues (Storey 
et al., 2021) to estimate the q- values for the p- values yielded by 
gemma. We fixed the false discovery rate at q ≤ 0.1.

2.4  |  Differential gene expression (RNA- seq)

2.4.1  |  Tissue collection, RNA extraction, library 
preparation, and sequencing

In 2013, we selected six dispersers and six residents among the 
juveniles recaptured in September. For the selected individuals to 
be representative of all dispersers and residents in the populations, 
we first chose six dispersers belonging to six different populations 
of initial release and to six different populations of post- dispersal 
release. Populations were subjected to two climatic conditions as 
part of another experiment. Climatic treatments before dispersal 
and after dispersal were both equally distributed (three individu-
als from the present- day and three from the warm treatment, see 
Bestion, Clobert, & Cote, 2015; Bestion, Cucherousset, et al., 2015 
for details about climatic treatments). It resulted into two dispersers 
which moved from a present- day to a warm enclosure, two dispers-
ers which moved from a warm to a present- day enclosure, one dis-
perser moving from a warm to a warm enclosure and one disperser 
moving from a present- day to a present- day enclosure. The sex- ratio 
was similar to the population sex- ratio, meaning four female and two 
male dispersers. These six dispersers were issued from six differ-
ent families and were not significantly different from nonselected 

dispersers at several traits (date of birth, body size, body mass, natal 
thermal preference and activity, sociability and exploration levels; all 
p ≥ .4, all R2 ≤ 0.02). This procedure allows us to have the dispersers' 
phenotypic characteristics representative to the entire pool of dis-
persers. Second, we choose residents among the pool of residents to 
match the sex- ratio, the climatic treatments and the pre-  and post- 
dispersal populations of dispersers. Only one resident could not 
match the populations of dispersers, but residents were still from six 
different populations. Residents were also from six different fami-
lies, also different from those of the dispersers, and were chosen to 
match nonselected residents on their date of birth, body size, body 
mass, natal thermal preference and activity, sociability and explora-
tion levels (all p ≥ .23, R2 ≤ 0.01).

After their capture, the selected residents and dispersers were 
kept for 1 week in a laboratory common garden before euthaniz-
ing them to prevent immediate effects of enclosure conditions on 
gene expression. The tissues of dispersers were therefore sampled 
30.2 ± 6.9 SE days after dispersal (range: 16– 60 days). We chose 
this procedure rather than collecting samples right after dispersal 
to focus on lasting, more constitutive differences among dispersers 
and residents in gene expression and to be able to choose among the 
entire pool of individuals without interrupting the main experiment. 
This is probably a conservative choice because the delay between 
dispersal and tissue collection to result in the homogenisation of 
gene expression profiles of disperser and resident lizards. For eu-
thanasia, we chose the most humane method that would limit to the 
minimum animal suffering without compromising gene expression. 
We maintained lizards at 4°C for 4 h to put them in a lethargic state 
before decapitated them. The head was immediately put into a ster-
ilized tube and flash frozen in liquid nitrogen. We then collected the 
right hind leg and flash frozen it in liquid nitrogen. Samples were 
stored at −80°C until RNA extraction. Euthanasia and tissue collec-
tion lasted less than 20 s. In order to minimize sampling time and 
secure RNA quality, the entire head and hind leg samples were col-
lected. Each part contains tissues of direct interest in dispersal (brain 
and skeletal muscle, respectively) and includes others that expected 
to participate in dispersal as well (head: sensory visual, auditive and 
chemoreception organs, hind leg: peripheral nervous system, bone 
and bone narrow tissues).

RNA was extracted using a RNeasy Plus Universal Mini Kit 
(Qiagen) and immediately stored at −80°C. Samples were sent to the 
GeT Platform of Genotoul (Castanet- Tolosan) for library preparation 
and sequencing. RNA quantity and quality were assessed with an 
Agilent 2010 Bioanalyser (Agilent Technologies). All samples were of 
good quality (RIN ≥7.6, Table S2). For each sample, cDNA stranded 
libraries were prepared from isolated messenger RNA using TruSeq 
RNA Sample Prep Kits version 2 (Illumina). Libraries were quantified 
via real- time quantitative PCR using an ABI7900HT (ThermoFisher 
Scientific) (Table S1). Thirty fmol of each of the 24 libraries were 
pooled and sequenced (100 bp paired- end) together in 4 Hiseq2000 
Illumina lanes, resulting in a total of 813 M paired- end reads (mean 
[± SD]: 29.5 M paired reads ±8.8 for head samples, and 38.2 M 
paired reads ±6.4 for hind leg samples, Table S3).
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2.4.2  |  Gene expression quantification

We used Trimmomatic (version 0.36, Bolger et al., 2014) to remove 
Illumina- adapter sequences from the raw reads and to perform an 
adaptive quality trimming of low quality bases (MAXINFO option 
with strictness of 0.8 and target read length of 75 bp). We discarded 
all the unpaired reads and reads that resulted shorter than 75 bp 
after trimming, keeping a total of 730 M paired- end reads (mean [± 
SD]: 26.4 M reads ±8.1 for head samples, and 34.4 M reads ±5.6 
for hind leg samples, Table S3). We aligned the reads to the refer-
ence genome of Zootoca vivipara (GCA_011800845.1, Yurchenko 
et al., 2020) using HISAT2 (version 2.2.1, Kim et al., 2015 see also 
Pertea et al., 2016). The proportion of reads that aligned to the ge-
nome (excluding reads with multiple alignments) was high for both 
head and hind leg samples (mean [± SD]: 90.7% ± 0.9 for head sam-
ples, and 93.% ± 0.7 for hind leg samples, Table S3).

We quantified gene expression using two alternative methods. 
On the one hand, we quantified transcript expression from the bam 
alignments yielded by HISAT2 using stringtie (Pertea et al., 2016). 
On the other hand, we used an alignment- free tool: kallisto (version 
0.44.0, Bray et al., 2016) to quantify transcript expression via pseudo-
alignment of the trimmed reads. The correspondence between both 
counting methods was high for highly expressed genes but decreased 
substantially for lowly expressed genes (Figure S1). We accounted 
for such methodological disparity in gene expression quantification 
by running the subsequent differential expression (DE) analyses with 
the count data yielded by both stringtie and kallisto.

For both counting methods, we restricted quantification to the 
gene and pseudo- gene features already annotated in the Zootoca 
vivipara's reference genome (Table S4). This comprised 22,184 
genes and 647 pseudogenes. On average, 86.88% of the reads 
aligned to the reference transcriptome (89.11% ± 0.31 for the head 
samples and 84.63% ± 0.59 for the hind leg samples) and were 
used to quantify gene expression. We ran BUSCO (version 4.0.6, 
Simão et al., 2015) to assess the quality of the transcriptome by 
looking for the presence and completeness of known orthologues 
of Metazoa (N = 954 orthologues) and Vertebrata (N = 3354). 
Up to 99.3 and 98.7% of metazoan and vertebrate orthologues 
were recovered from the reference transcriptome, with only few 
of them fragmented (0.0 and 0.45% for metazoan and vertebrate 
orthologues, respectively).

2.4.3  |  Differential gene expression analyses

We used the R package DESeq2 (version 1.28.1, Love et al., 2014) to 
normalize gene expression counts and to estimate and test for DE be-
tween disperser and resident lizards. Before the analyses, we filtered 
out genes with zero expression in the head or the hind leg tissues of 
more 10 individuals and genes with mean raw count across all indi-
viduals and tissues below 7. A total of 16,972 genes and 17,382 genes 
passed this filter for the stringtie and kallisto data sets, respectively. 
We estimated size factors and dispersion using the default DESeq2 

parameters and we used negative binomial GLM as implemented in 
DESeq2 to test for DE. The models included dispersal status (disperser 
vs. resident), body part (head vs. hind leg), their interaction, and the 
effect of lizard ID nested within dispersal status. This last term was 
added to account for the hierarchical structure of our design: two re-
peated measurements (body parts) per individual. Post hoc contrasts 
were used to test for DE between dispersers and residents within each 
body part. We also tested for DE using the R package edgeR, which 
uses an alternative method of gene count normalization and estima-
tion of dispersion than DESeq2 (Robinson et al., 2010). We obtained 
rather similar results with edgeR: 85%– 94% of the DE genes detected 
by edgeR were also detected by DESeq2 (Figure S2).

After the DE analysis, we applied a jackknife approach to control 
for the bias that the expression profile of a single individual might 
have had on detecting a DE gene. We reran the DE analyses ex-
cluding each individual at a time. For each body part and counting 
method, we considered a gene as differentially expressed between 
dispersers and residents if (i) the p- value (adjusted for multiple test-
ing using the method of Benjamini & Hochberg, 1995) was ≤ .05 
(two- tailed) and if (ii) the p- value after having excluded any of the 
individuals was always ≤ .05 (two- tailed). Approximately, one fourth 
of the genes that were initially found to be differentially expressed 
were discarded using the jackknife approach described (Table S5). 
Finally, we controlled for the differences between stringtie and 
kallisto in counting gene expression by reporting as differentially ex-
pressed genes only those genes that were found to be differentially 
expressed using both counting methods (Figure S3).

2.4.4  |  Gene ontology analyses

For each body part, we conducted a gene ontology (GO) analysis 
of the set of differentially expressed genes to test for GO enrich-
ment in relation to the set of all genes tested for DE. GO terms 
for each gene were retrieved by blasting the longest isoform of 
each gene against the protein data base swissprot (downloaded 6 
November, 2020; Boutet et al., 2007). We used blastx with an e- 
value ≤0.01 and a maximum of 10 target sequences, keeping the 
matching sequence with the highest bit score for each query (blast 
version 2.10.1, Altschul et al., 1990). For each gene with a swissprot 
annotation (91.4% of the genes), we search for its corresponding 
GO annotations of biological processes using the QuickGo site of 
the European Bioinformatics Institute, EMBL- EBI (www.ebi.ac.uk/
QuickGO, last access 17 November, 2020). A total of 20,200 genes 
were successfully associated with at least one GO term (90.5% of 
the transcriptome). GO analyses were conducted with the R pack-
age topGO (version 2.40.0, Alexa & Rahnenführer, 2019). We tested 
for enrichment of GO terms by scoring the GO terms with a mix-
ture of the algorithms elim and weight and using Fisher's exact tests 
(Alexa et al., 2006). This approach reduces the false- positive rate 
by accounting for the intercorrelated structure of GO terms (Alexa 
et al., 2006). GO terms with scores ≤0.01 were considered as signifi-
cantly enriched.

 1365294x, 2023, 12, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/m

ec.16916 by U
niversité D

e T
oulouse 3, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [05/06/2023]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

http://www.ebi.ac.uk/QuickGO
http://www.ebi.ac.uk/QuickGO


3066  |    SAN-JOSE et al.

3  |  RESULTS

3.1  |  Quantitative genetics of natal dispersal

The animal model including an additive genetic (Va) term resulted 
in a substantially better fit (ΔDIC = 18.9) than a model consider-
ing no Va for dispersal (N = 888). The estimates of narrow sense 
heritability were low- to- moderate and lower credible intervals (CI) 
were close to zero (h2 on the liability scale = 0.35 [1.9 ·10−07– 0.58 
95% CI], h2 on the observed scale = 0.17 [1.0 ·10−07– 0.29 95% CI]). 
Modelling maternal effects on dispersal did not improve the model's 
fit (ΔDIC = 0.60) and had a trivial contribution to variation in dis-
persal (<0.01 [1.8 ·10−09– 0.09 95% CI] contrary to the effects of the 
natal population (ΔDIC = 37.53, variance contribution: 0.14 [0.06– 
0.27 95% CI] on the liability scale, 0.08 [0.03– 0.14 95% CI] on the 
observed scale).

3.2  |  Genome- wide association study of 
dispersal behaviour

One SNP at the linkage group 2 of the common lizard reference 
genome was significantly associated to natal dispersal (Figure 1a). 
The SNP was found in an intronic region of the carbonic anhydrase 
gene (CA10) (position 289,041 within the 309,442 bp of the gene) 
(Figure 1b). The protein coded by CA10 is catalytically inactive and 
recent findings point to an evolutionary conserved function as a li-
gand of neurexin in the presynapses of the central nervous system 
(Sterky et al., 2017; Tao et al., 2019).

3.3  |  Gene expression differences associated 
to dispersal

We found 66 genes significantly upregulated and 85 genes signifi-
cantly downregulated in the head tissues of the disperser lizards 
(Figure 2a,c, Table S6). In the hind leg tissues, we found 198 genes 

significantly upregulated in dispersers and 222 downregulated 
(Figure 2b,d, Table S6). Around one third of the total variance in the 
differentially expressed (DE) genes was associated with dispersal 
status (Figure 2e,f). DE genes were evenly distributed along the ge-
nome (Figure 1c) and the number of DE genes per linkage group of 
the genome was strongly correlated with the number of genes an-
notated in each group (r = .84, p < .001).

Among the genes with the largest expression differences 
(Figure 2a,b, Table S5), we found genes with suspected functions 
in development. This included transforming growth factor β- 2 
(TGFB2); Figure 3a): a pleiotropic cytokine that recent findings link 
to the development of serotonergic neurons and the synthesis 
and metabolism of serotonin (Chleilat et al., 2019), and potassium 
channel tetramerization domain (KCTD21); Figure. 3b), which is ex-
pected to promote the degradation of HDAC1: an important pro-
tein regulating development via the Hedgehog pathway (De Smaele 
et al., 2011) and also involved in the regulation of the circadian clock 
(Takahashi, 2017). We also found genes linked to metabolism of sug-
ars including SLC2A1 (facilitatative glucose transporter member 1, 
Figure 3c), which codes for the most important transporter of glu-
cose and thereby of energy to the brain (Koch & Weber, 2019), and 
genes linked to the metabolism of lipids and steroids (e.g., CYP2G1, 
which may be related to the metabolism of steroid hormones: Hua 
et al., 1997, Figure 3d). We found genes related to the muscular 
system: for example, parvalbumin like EF- hand containing (PVALEF) 
(Figure 3e), a gene part of the parvalbumin family that functions in 
muscle contraction, and genes related to the immune system: such 
as TRIM27, involved in the regulation of CD4- T cells (Figure 3f, Cai 
et al., 2011), and MXRA5, involved in the anti- inflammatory response 
(Figure 2g, Poveda et al., 2017).

The gene ontology (GO) analysis showed that DE genes in relation 
to dispersal were enriched for a diverse suite of biological processes 
(Table 1). In the head, enriched categories included some related to the 
musculature (GO's: response to muscle activity, actin filament severing, 
and sarcomere organization), immune response (phagosome acidifica-
tion, I- kappaB phosphorylation), and metabolism (negative regulation 
of gluconeogenesis). In this latter category, we found a core circadian 

F I G U R E  1  Genetic basis of natal dispersal behaviour in common lizards. Manhattan plot (a) showing the negative logarithms of the Wald 
test p- values on the association between the residuals of dispersal status (see Materials and methods for more details) and polymorphic 
variation at 249,452 single nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs) of the 19 linkage groups of the reference genome of the common lizard. The 
SNP within the gene CA10 with a q- value below 0.1 is shown in green. Detail of the region around the significant SNP within the gene CA10 
is shown in (b). Positions along the genome of the genes differentially expressed in dispersers and residents including their - log2 fold change 
(FC) (c).
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clock gene, CRY2 (Hazlerigg & Wagner, 2006; Vallone et al., 2007), an 
inhibitor of gluconeogenesis (Zhang et al., 2010) and promoter of li-
pogenesis (Machicao et al., 2016) that was upregulated in dispersers 
(Figure 3h) as well as FAM3A, an inhibitor of gluconeogenesis and of 
lipogenesis being downregulated in dispersers (Wang et al., 2014). 
Other enriched categories were related to pigmentation (GO: endo-
some to melanosome transport) and the synthesis of polyamines (sper-
midine metabolic process, polyamine biosynthetic process), the latter 
category including the gene SRM that produces spermidine (an aging 
related polyamine in animals (Madeo et al., 2018)).

In the leg muscles, the enriched categories found relate to se-
rotonin uptake, including main genes of the central nervous system 
(NOS1, SLC6A4, SLC22A3) (Figure 3i,j), all upregulated in the dispers-
ers, and to glucose (cellular response to hexose stimulus) and lipid 
regulation (protein import into peroxisome matrix), calcium signal-
ling (regulation of ryanodine- sensitive calcium- release channel ac-
tivity), and immunology (positive regulation of peptide secretion).

4  |  DISCUSSION

In this study, we aimed to shed light on the genetic basis of ver-
tebrate dispersal, focusing on a well- studied model of natal dis-
persal, the European common lizard. We found support for a 
low- to- moderate heritability of dispersal, with maternal and natal 
environment effects having a smaller contribution than additive ge-
netic variation. Our genomic scan revealed that variation at the gene 
carbonic anhydrase, CA10, associates with dispersal in this species 
while our transcriptomic data indicated that gene expression differ-
ences in the head and hind leg tissues of dispersers versus residents 
involve multiple biological functions related to metabolism as well 
as the muscular and immune systems. We argue that some of the 
highlighted pathways (those related to the circadian clock and differ-
ent neurotransmitters) constitute a promising avenue of research for 
understanding how dispersal is proximally controlled (and ultimately 
evolve) in vertebrates.

F I G U R E  2  Differential gene expression 
in the head and hind leg tissues of 
disperser and resident common lizards. 
Change in gene expression in the head 
(a) and hind leg (b) tissues of disperser 
versus resident lizards in relation to mean 
expression levels. Red dots indicate 
significant differentially expressed (DE) 
genes, labelled for the 20 most DE genes 
(Table S6, see also the explanation of 
significance thresholds to detect DE in 
the methods section). Heatmaps showing 
the expression levels across resident and 
disperser lizards (columns) for each DE 
gene (rows) in the head (c) and hind leg (d) 
tissues. Expression levels are standardized 
across individuals for each gene and 
top (side) dendrograms represent the 
clustering of lizard samples (DE genes) 
based on Euclidean distances. Results 
from principal component (PC) analyses 
on the lizards' expression levels for the DE 
genes found in the head (e) and hind leg (f) 
tissues. Shown are the scores of resident 
lizards (light green dots) and disperser 
lizards (dark brown dots) for the first two 
PCs.
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Heritability estimates of dispersal in vertebrates are rare and 
mainly focused on indirect proxies (such as performance traits: 
sprint speed, swimming capacity) and on certain taxa such as birds 
(Saastamoinen et al., 2018). To the best of our knowledge, we pro-
vide here with the first estimate of the heritability of dispersal pro-
pensity in a nonavian reptile. Our heritability estimates (h2 = 0.35 
in the liability scale) are within the range of those observed in birds 
(0.2– 0.49; Saastamoinen et al., 2018) with the exception of those 
encountered in Sialia mexicana (h2 = 0.95 in the liability scale and 

h2 = 0.60 in the observed scale; Duckworth & Kruuk, 2009). They 
are also in line with heritability estimates generally observed for be-
havioural traits (Dochtermann et al., 2019). A low heritability was 
expected given that environmental factors substantially influence 
dispersal decisions (Clobert, Baguette, et al., 2012; Clobert, Massot, 
& Le Galliard, 2012). Yet, we found that, in our experimental pop-
ulations, variation due to maternal effects was negligible with the 
natal environment contributing to dispersal variation but to a lesser 
extent than additive genetic variation. Part of the residual variation 

F I G U R E  3  Genes differentially expressed in the head and hind leg tissues of disperser and resident common lizards. Gene expression in 
the head and hind leg tissues of resident (light green dots and box- and- whisker plots) and disperser lizards (dark brown dots and box- and- 
whisker plots) for a subset of the genes (see Results). Asterisks indicate the significance (adjusted for multiple testing) of the differential 
expression tests within each body part (n.s.: p > 0.05, *: p ≤ .05, **: p ≤ .01, ***: p ≤ .001).
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may still be due to environmental factors for which the natal popula-
tions have none or little differences among them. Indeed, important 
environmental factors differ among our semi- natural populations 
(e.g., lizard density, climatic conditions), which nevertheless shared 
similar (yet variable) conditions to a large extent (e.g., similar levels of 
relatedness, social and habitat structure or food abundance). While 
residual variation may include further variation of environmental or-
igin, we can also expect it to include further (nonadditive) genetic 
variation originating from genotype- per- environment effects as well 
as epistatic effects (Falconer & MacKay, 1996), both of which are 
likely to be important in determining dispersal (Cote et al., 2017). 
Thus, while our study suggests a low heritability of dispersal and 
perhaps low evolvability (Queller, 2017), further studies are still 
needed to better leverage the contribution that genetic factors may 
have on dispersal.

Our transcriptomic data suggests that different molecular path-
ways are related to dispersal. We found differences in the expres-
sion of genes related to metabolism as well as to the muscular and 
immune systems. These findings are in line with previous transcrip-
tion studies in vertebrate and insects (Armenta et al., 2019; Brisson 
et al., 2007; Kvist et al., 2015; Rollins et al., 2015; Vellichirammal 
et al., 2014). They also reinforce the idea that dispersal entails costs 
(e.g., energetic costs, elevated exposure to parasites and pathogens; 
Bonte et al., 2012) and that dispersers differ from residents in vari-
ous aspects of their phenotype (e.g., locomotor morphology, activity 
levels, social behaviour) forming the so- called dispersal syndromes 
(Clobert et al., 2009). Our data does not allow to resolve whether the 
observed gene expression changes have a causal or preparatory role 
in dispersal or are the consequences of dispersal itself. Moreover, 
we did not conduct the expression analysis on specific tissues, which 
would have offered perhaps a clearer picture of potential causative 
genetic pathways underlying dispersal. Nevertheless, we believe 
that some of the highlighted pathways by our RNAseq study are 
worthy of further studies aiming at investigating their central role as 
regulators of dispersal. We found some evidence for an involvement 
of genes influencing circadian rhythms in the regulation of dispersal, 
consistent with previous findings in common buzzards (Chakarov 
et al., 2013). Several genes involved in the circadian clock (CRY2, 
KCTD21, DUSP26) were found to be differentially expressed in the 
tissues of dispersers versus residents. The expression of genes of 
the circadian clock regulates long- distance migration in insects and 
birds (Kumar et al., 2010; Reppert & de Roode, 2018) and it is likely 
that dispersal and migration will rely, at least in part, on overlapping 
molecular pathways.

Interestingly, our results overall point towards a role of differ-
ent neurotransmitters of the central nervous system in dispersal. 
We found that genes related to the serotonergic system were over- 
expressed in dispersers relative to residents. This included TGFB2: 
involved in the development of serotonergic neurons and in the 
synthesis of serotonin (Chleilat et al., 2019), SLC6A4: the serotonin 
transporter gene (Ramamoorthy et al., 1993), and SLC22A3: also a 
transporter of serotonin as well as of other neurotransmitters (do-
pamine and norepinephrine: Zhu et al., 2010). This is in line with G

O
 c

at
eg

or
y 

ID
G

O
 c

at
eg

or
y

Sc
or

e
G

en
es

 in
 G

O
 

ca
te

go
ry

U
pr

eg
ul

at
ed

 g
en

es
 in

 
G

O
 c

at
eg

or
y

D
ow

nr
eg

ul
at

ed
 g

en
es

 in
 G

O
 

ca
te

go
ry

G
en

es

G
O

:0
06

03
14

Re
gu

la
tio

n 
of

 ry
an

od
in

e-
 se

ns
iti

ve
 

ca
lc

iu
m

- r
el

ea
se

 c
ha

nn
el

 
ac

tiv
ity

0.
00

39
5

13
3

0
FK

BP
1B

 (+
), 

N
O

S1
 (+

), 
JP

H
4 

(+
)

G
O

:0
00

66
20

Po
st

tr
an

sl
at

io
na

l p
ro

te
in

 ta
rg

et
in

g 
to

 e
nd

op
la

sm
ic

 re
tic

ul
um

 
m

em
br

an
e

0.
00

60
6

15
1

2
M

AC
F1

 (L
O

C1
18

08
97

05
) (

−)
, 

SE
C6

1A
2 

(+
), 

SE
C6

3 
(−

)

G
O

:0
00

27
93

Po
si

tiv
e 

re
gu

la
tio

n 
of

 p
ep

tid
e 

se
cr

et
io

n
0.

00
62

0
12

5
2

4
TF

R2
 (+

), 
S1

0A
9 

(L
O

C1
18

07
64

66
) 

(−
), 

S1
0A

9 
(L

O
C1

18
07

62
57

) (
−)

, 
VA

M
P8

 (−
), 

O
XC

T1
 (+

), 
TM

ED
A 

(−
)

N
ot

e:
 T

he
 G

O
 te

rm
s 

si
gn

ifi
ca

nt
ly

 e
nr

ic
he

d 
(s

co
re

 ≤
0.

01
) a

re
 s

ho
w

n 
fo

r e
ac

h 
ge

ne
 s

et
. D

E 
ex

pr
es

se
d 

ge
ne

s 
w

ith
in

 e
ac

h 
ge

ne
 c

at
eg

or
y 

ar
e 

lis
te

d,
 o

rd
er

ed
 b

y 
de

cr
ea

si
ng

 a
bs

ol
ut

e 
fo

ld
- c

ha
ng

e 
va

lu
es

, w
ith

 th
e 

di
re

ct
io

n 
of

 th
e 

fo
ld

- c
ha

ng
e 

in
di

ca
te

d 
be

tw
ee

n 
pa

re
nt

he
si

s 
(+

,u
pr

eg
ul

at
ed

 in
 d

is
pe

rs
er

s;
 −

, d
ow

nr
eg

ul
at

ed
 in

 d
is

pe
rs

er
s)

.

TA
B

LE
 1

 
(C

on
tin

ue
d)

 1365294x, 2023, 12, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/m

ec.16916 by U
niversité D

e T
oulouse 3, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [05/06/2023]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense



    |  3071SAN-JOSE et al.

previous findings in rhesus macaques (Trefilov et al., 2000, see also 
Kaplan et al., 1995) although our study suggests that other aspects 
of the central nervous system might also be involved in dispersal. 
We also found a higher expression in dispersers of NOS1, the nitric 
oxide synthase 1 gene which synthesizes the neurotransmitter NO 
(Alderton et al., 2001). Moreover, our genomic scan suggested that 
dispersal in common lizards associates to variation around CA10, 
which encodes a ligand of the neurexin proteins involved in neu-
rotransmitter release from the presynapses (Reissner et al., 2013; 
Sterky et al., 2017). Other genes differentially expressed between 
dispersers and residents such as KCTD21, TRIM27, MXRA5, as well as 
SLC6A4 have been previously link to autism spectrum disorder in hu-
mans, which reinforces the idea that neurological differences under-
lie dispersal behaviour (Al- Mubarak et al., 2017; Nava et al., 2012; St 
Pourcain et al., 2013; Warrier et al., 2015), see also (Crespi, 2017).

Neurotransmitters such as serotonin and NO regulate loco-
motor behaviour by acting on motoneurons (Foster et al., 2014; 
Perrier et al., 2013) but they also regulate other phenotypic aspects 
that often integrate dispersal syndromes (e.g., social behaviour; 
Donaldson et al., 2014, aggressiveness; Krackow & König, 2008, im-
mune and inflammatory responses; Wu et al., 2019, or reproduction; 
Prasad et al., 2015). Actually, recent theoretical work predicts that 
the genetic integration between dispersal and social behaviour are 
a consequence of their likely coevolution (owing to the evolution-
ary feedback between aspects such dispersal propensity and social 
interactions; Mullon et al., 2018). We thus believe that placing the 
focus on neurotransmitters is promising not only for understanding 
how dispersal decisions are controlled but also how dispersal syn-
dromes develop and evolve.

In conclusion, here, we followed a holistic approach to unravel 
the genetic basis of dispersal in a vertebrate model. We showed 
that dispersal propensity has a genetic basis and we identified 
some genetic pathways that might underlie the regulation of 
dispersal and potentially, dispersal syndromes. Despite the chal-
lenges of studying the genetics of behaviour in nonmodel species 
(Walton et al., 2020), further work is needed to identify the genet-
ics of dispersal to better understand how a trait of such relevance 
for a species' population and evolutionary dynamics evolves. In our 
GWAS, we could only find a single SNP in association to disper-
sal, despite an expected polygenic basis. Certainly, RAD markers 
are not sufficiently powerful to detect genetic variants underly-
ing traits of limited heritability, given their low genome coverage 
and its indirect capture of causal- variant effects through linkage 
(Kardos et al., 2016). Increasing power using whole- genome ap-
proaches will help in clarify the genetic structure of dispersal 
(although see Kardos et al., 2016). Yet, we discuss that potential 
epistatic and genotype- per- environment effects probably mask 
genetic variation of dispersal. Thus, the combination of whole ge-
nomic tools with experimental approaches (e.g., artificial selection 
for dispersal propensity or the assessment of dispersal propensity 
while manipulating main dispersal drivers: absence vs. presence of 
predators or relatives, for instance) seems a promising approach to 

achieve deeper insights. Alongside molecular analyses, substantial 
knowledge may also be gained by conducting physiological studies 
to test the role that different neurotransmitters and the circadian 
clock play in dispersal decisions. Manipulation of serotonin levels 
or the photoperiod are common and can be applied to different 
species (e.g., Ossenkopp et al., 2005), opening avenues to inte-
grate the genetic and the physiological causes underlying disper-
sal behaviour.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
Julien Cote, Delphine Legrand, Camille Bonneaud and Jean Clobert 
designed the study, Julien Cote, Elvire Bestion, Félix Pellerin, Olivier 
Guillaume, Lucie Di Gesu, and Laurane Winandy collected dispersal 
data and tissue samples, Olivier Guillaume and Olivier Calvez man-
aged the experimental system and provided ethical advice, Kathryn 
R. Elmer, Andrey A. Yurchenko, and Hans Recknagel provided the 
reference genome sequence, Murielle Richard and Jordi Salmona 
extracted the DNA for RAD- seq, Elvire Bestion conducted RNA 
extractions and Jordi Salmona preliminary analysis of RNAseq data, 
Luis M. San- Jose conducted the statistical analysis, Luis M. San- 
Jose and Julien Cote wrote the manuscript with contributions of all 
authors.

ACKNO WLE DG E MENTS
We thank Pierre de Villemereuil and Rik Verdonck for helping 
with the animal models and transcriptomic analysis, respectively. 
Olivier Rey for advice on laboratory methodology and Adam 
Richard for an early investigation of the transcriptomic data. JC 
was supported by the European Research Council (ERC) under 
the European Union's Horizon 2020 research and innovation pro-
gramme (grant agreement no. 817779). LMSJ, EB, JS, MR, DL, 
SB, JCl, and JCo are part of laboratories supported by the French 
Laboratory of Excellence project “TULIP” (ANR- 10- LABX- 41). 
The Metatron was supported by an Investissements d'Avenir pro-
gramme grant from the Agence Nationale de la Recherche (no. 
ANR- 11- INBS- 0001AnaEE- Services).

CONFLIC T OF INTERE S T S TATEMENT
The authors have declared that no competing interests exist.

DATA AVAIL ABILIT Y S TATEMENT
RNAseq and RADseq raw reads are available at the European 
Nucleotide Archive (https://www.ebi.ac.uk/ena/about/ data- repos 
itories -  on- going submission). Data used for quantitative genetics 
and gene counts are available at Zenodo: https://zenodo.org/re-
cord/7774046#.ZCFrVTe67T4.

ORCID
Luis M. San- Jose  https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1351-4679 
Kathryn R. Elmer  https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9219-7001 
Andrey A. Yurchenko  https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2239-6902 
Julien Cote  https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4453-5969 

 1365294x, 2023, 12, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/m

ec.16916 by U
niversité D

e T
oulouse 3, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [05/06/2023]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

https://www.ebi.ac.uk/ena/about/data%E2%80%90repositories
https://www.ebi.ac.uk/ena/about/data%E2%80%90repositories
https://zenodo.org/record/7774046#.ZCFrVTe67T4
https://zenodo.org/record/7774046#.ZCFrVTe67T4
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1351-4679
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1351-4679
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9219-7001
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9219-7001
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2239-6902
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2239-6902
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4453-5969
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4453-5969


3072  |    SAN-JOSE et al.

R E FE R E N C E S
Alderton, W. K., Cooper, C. E., & Knowles, R. G. (2001). Nitric oxide 

synthases: Structure, function and inhibition. Biochemical Journal, 
357(3), 593– 615.

Alexa, A., & Rahnenführer, J. (2019). TopGO: Enrichment analysis for 
gene ontology. R package version 2.40.0.

Alexa, A., Rahnenführer, J., & Lengauer, T. (2006). Improved scoring of 
functional groups from gene expression data by decorrelating GO 
graph structure. Bioinformatics, 22(13), 1600– 1607. https://doi.
org/10.1093/bioin forma tics/btl140

Al- Mubarak, B., Abouelhoda, M., Omar, A., AlDhalaan, H., Aldosari, M., 
Nester, M., Alshamrani, H. A., El- Kalioby, M., Goljan, E., Albar, R., 
Subjani, S., Tahir, A., Asfahani, S., Eskandrani, A., Almusaiab, A., 
Magrasi, A., Shinwari, J., Monies, D., & Al Tassan, N. (2017). Whole 
exome sequencing reveals inherited and de novo variants in au-
tism spectrum disorder: A trio study from Saudi families. Scientific 
Reports, 7(1), 5679. https://doi.org/10.1038/s4159 8- 017- 06033 - 1

Altschul, S. F., Gish, W., Miller, W., Myers, E. W., & Lipman, D. J. (1990). 
Basic local alignment search tool. Journal of Molecular Biology, 
215(3), 403– 410. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022 - 2836(05)80360 
- 2

Armenta, T. C., Cole, S. W., Geschwind, D. H., Blumstein, D. T., & Wayne, 
R. K. (2019). Gene expression shifts in yellow- bellied marmots prior 
to natal dispersal. Behavioral Ecology, 30(2), 267– 277. https://doi.
org/10.1093/behec o/ary175

Baird, N. A., Etter, P. D., Atwood, T. S., Currey, M. C., Shiver, A. L., 
Lewis, Z. A., Selker, E. U., Cresko, W. A., & Johnson, E. A. (2008). 
Rapid SNP discovery and genetic mapping using sequenced RAD 
markers. PLoS One, 3(10), e3376. https://doi.org/10.1371/journ 
al.pone.0003376

Bates, D., Mächler, M., Bolker, B., & Walker, S. (2015). Fitting linear 
mixed- effects models using lme4. Journal of Statistical Software, 
67(1), 1– 48. https://doi.org/10.18637/ jss.v067.i01

Benjamini, Y., & Hochberg, Y. (1995). Controlling the false discovery rate: 
A practical and powerful approach to multiple testing. Journal of the 
Royal Statistical Society. Series B (Methodological), 57(1), 289– 300.

Bestion, E., Clobert, J., & Cote, J. (2015). Dispersal response to climate 
change: Scaling down to intraspecific variation. Ecology Letters, 
18(11), 1226– 1233. https://doi.org/10.1111/ele.12502

Bestion, E., Cucherousset, J., Teyssier, A., & Cote, J. (2015). Non- 
consumptive effects of a top- predator decrease the strength of 
the trophic cascade in a four- level terrestrial food web. Oikos, 124, 
1597– 1602. https://doi.org/10.1111/oik.02196

Bestion, E., Teyssier, A., Aubret, F., Clobert, J., & Cote, J. (2014). Maternal 
exposure to predator scents: Offspring phenotypic adjustment 
and dispersal. Proceedings of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences, 
281(1792), 20140701. https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2014.0701

Block, S., & Levine, J. M. (2021). How dispersal evolution and local adap-
tation affect the range dynamics of species lagging behind climate 
change. The American Naturalist, 197(6), E173– E187. https://doi.
org/10.1086/714130

Bolger, A. M., Lohse, M., & Usadel, B. (2014). Trimmomatic: A flexible 
trimmer for Illumina sequence data. Bioinformatics, 30(15), 2114– 
2120. https://doi.org/10.1093/bioin forma tics/btu170

Bonte, D., Van Dyck, H., Bullock, J. M., Coulon, A., Delgado, M., Gibbs, 
M., Lehouck, V., Matthysen, E., Mustin, K., Saastamoinen, M., 
Schtickzelle, N., Stevens, V. M., Vandewoestijne, S., Baguette, M., 
Barton, K., Benton, T. G., Chaput- Bardy, A., Clobert, J., Dytham, C., 
… Travis, J. M. J. (2012). Costs of dispersal. Biological Reviews, 87(2), 
290– 312. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-185X.2011.00201.x

Boudjemadi, K., Lecomte, J., & Clobert, J. (1999). Influence of connectiv-
ity on demography and dispersal in two contrasting habitats: An ex-
perimental approach. Journal of Animal Ecology, 68(6), 1207– 1224. 
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365- 2656.1999.00363.x

Boutet, E., Lieberherr, D., Tognolli, M., Schneider, M., & Bairoch, A. 
(2007). UniProtKB/swiss- Prot. Methods in Molecular Biology 
(Clifton, N.J.), 406, 89– 112. https://doi.org/10.1007/978- 1- 59745 
- 535- 0_4

Bowler, D. E., & Benton, T. G. (2009). Variation in dispersal mortality and 
dispersal propensity among individuals: The effects of age, sex and 
resource availability. Journal of Animal Ecology, 78(6), 1234– 1241. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365- 2656.2009.01580.x

Bray, N. L., Pimentel, H., Melsted, P., & Pachter, L. (2016). Near- optimal 
probabilistic RNA- seq quantification. Nature Biotechnology, 34(8), 
888– 888. https://doi.org/10.1038/nbt08 16- 888d

Brisson, J. A., Davis, G. K., & Stern, D. L. (2007). Common genome- 
wide patterns of transcript accumulation underlying the wing 
polyphenism and polymorphism in the pea aphid (Acyrthosiphon 
pisum). Evolution & Development, 9(4), 338– 346. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1525- 142X.2007.00170.x

Broad Institute. (2019). Picard toolkit. GitHub Repository. Retrieved from. 
http://broad insti tute.github.io/picar d/

Cai, X., Srivastava, S., Sun, Y., Li, Z., Wu, H., Zuvela- Jelaska, L., Li, J., 
Salamon, R. S., Backer, J. M., & Skolnik, E. Y. (2011). Tripartite 
motif containing protein 27 negatively regulates CD4 T cells by 
ubiquitinating and inhibiting the class II PI3K- C2β. Proceedings of 
the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, 
108(50), 20072– 20077.

Caillaud, M. C., Boutin, M., Braendle, C., & Simon, J.- C. (2002). A sex- 
linked locus controls wing polymorphism in males of the pea aphid, 
Acyrthosiphon pisum (Harris). Heredity, 89(5), 346– 352. https://doi.
org/10.1038/sj.hdy.6800146

Chakarov, N., Jonker, R. M., Boerner, M., Hoffman, J. I., & Krüger, O. 
(2013). Variation at phenological candidate genes correlates with 
timing of dispersal and plumage morph in a sedentary bird of prey. 
Molecular Ecology, 22(21), 5430– 5440. https://doi.org/10.1111/
mec.12493

Charmantier, A., & Réale, D. (2005). How do misassigned paternities affect 
the estimation of heritability in the wild? Molecular Ecology, 14(9), 
2839– 2850. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365- 294X.2005.02619.x

Chleilat, E., Mallmann, R., Spanagel, R., Klugbauer, N., Krieglstein, K., & 
Roussa, E. (2019). Spatiotemporal role of transforming growth fac-
tor Beta 2 in developing and mature mouse hindbrain serotoner-
gic neurons. Frontiers in Cellular Neuroscience, 13, 427. https://doi.
org/10.3389/fncel.2019.00427

Clobert, J., Baguette, M., Benton, T. G., & Bullock, J. M. (Eds.). (2012). 
Dispersal ecology and evolution (1st ed.). Oxford University Press.

Clobert, J., Le Galliard, J. F., Cote, J., Meylan, S., & Massot, M. (2009). 
Informed dispersal, heterogeneity in animal dispersal syndromes 
and the dynamics of spatially structured populations. Ecology Letters, 
12(3), 197– 209. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461- 0248.2008.01267.x

Clobert, J., Massot, M., & Le Galliard, J. F. (2012). Multi- determinism in 
natal dispersal: The common lizard as a model system. In J. Clobert, 
M. Baguette, T. G. Benton, & J. M. Bullock, (Eds.), Dispersal ecology 
and evolution (p. 497). Oxford University Press.

Clobert, J., Massot, M., Lecompte, J., Sorci, G., de Fraipont, M., & 
Barbault, R. (1994). Determinants of dispersal behavior: The com-
mon lizard as a case study. In L. J. Vitt & E. R. Pianka (Eds.), Lizard 
ecology: Historical and experimental perspectives (pp. 183– 206). 
Princeton University Press.

Cote, J., Bestion, E., Jacob, S., Travis, J., Legrand, D., & Baguette, M. 
(2017). Evolution of dispersal strategies and dispersal syndromes 
in fragmented landscapes. Ecography, 40(1), 56– 73. https://doi.
org/10.1111/ecog.02538

Cote, J., & Clobert, J. (2007). Social personalities influence natal disper-
sal in a lizard. Proceedings of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences, 
274(1608), 383– 390. https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2006.3734

Cote, J., & Clobert, J. (2012). Dispersal syndromes in the common liz-
ard: Personality traits, information use, and context- dependent 

 1365294x, 2023, 12, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/m

ec.16916 by U
niversité D

e T
oulouse 3, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [05/06/2023]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btl140
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btl140
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-06033-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-2836(05)80360-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-2836(05)80360-2
https://doi.org/10.1093/beheco/ary175
https://doi.org/10.1093/beheco/ary175
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0003376
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0003376
https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v067.i01
https://doi.org/10.1111/ele.12502
https://doi.org/10.1111/oik.02196
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2014.0701
https://doi.org/10.1086/714130
https://doi.org/10.1086/714130
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btu170
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469%E2%80%90185X.2011.00201.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2656.1999.00363.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-59745-535-0_4
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-59745-535-0_4
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2656.2009.01580.x
https://doi.org/10.1038/nbt0816-888d
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1525-142X.2007.00170.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1525-142X.2007.00170.x
http://broadinstitute.github.io/picard/
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.hdy.6800146
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.hdy.6800146
https://doi.org/10.1111/mec.12493
https://doi.org/10.1111/mec.12493
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2005.02619.x
https://doi.org/10.3389/fncel.2019.00427
https://doi.org/10.3389/fncel.2019.00427
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2008.01267.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/ecog.02538
https://doi.org/10.1111/ecog.02538
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2006.3734


    |  3073SAN-JOSE et al.

dispersal decisions. In Dispersal ecology and evolution (1st ed., pp. 
152– 160). Oxford University Press.

Crespi, B. J. (2017). Shared sociogenetic basis of honey bee behavior and 
human risk for autism. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 
114(36), 9502– 9504. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.17122 92114

De Smaele, E., Di Marcotullio, L., Moretti, M., Pelloni, M., Occhione, M. 
A., Infante, P., Cucchi, D., Greco, A., Pietrosanti, L., Todorovic, J., 
Coni, S., Canettieri, G., Ferreti, E., Bei, R., Maroder, M., Screpanti, I., 
& Gulino, A. (2011). Identification and characterization of KCASH2 
and KCASH3, 2 novel Cullin3 adaptors suppressing histone 
deacetylase and hedgehog activity in medulloblastoma. Neoplasia, 
13(4), 374– 385. https://doi.org/10.1593/neo.101630

De Villemereuil, P., Gimenez, O., & Doligez, B. (2013). Comparing parent- 
offspring regression with frequentist and Bayesian animal models 
to estimate heritability in wild populations: A simulation study for 
gaussian and binary traits. Methods in Ecology and Evolution, 4(3), 
260– 275. https://doi.org/10.1111/2041- 210X.12011

De Villemereuil, P., Schielzeth, H., Nakagawa, S., & Morrissey, M. (2016). 
General methods for evolutionary quantitative genetic inference 
from generalized mixed models. Genetics, 204(3), 1281– 1294. 
https://doi.org/10.1534/genet ics.115.186536

Dochtermann, N. A., Schwab, T., Anderson Berdal, M., Dalos, J., & 
Royauté, R. (2019). The heritability of behavior: A meta- analysis. 
Journal of Heredity, 110(4), 403– 410. https://doi.org/10.1093/jhere 
d/esz023

Donaldson, Z. R., Piel, D. A., Santos, T. L., Richardson- Jones, J., 
Leonardo, E. D., Beck, S. G., Champagne, F. A., & Hen, R. (2014). 
Developmental effects of serotonin 1A autoreceptors on anxiety 
and social behavior. Neuropsychopharmacology, 39(2), 291– 302. 
https://doi.org/10.1038/npp.2013.185

Duckworth, R. A., & Kruuk, L. E. B. (2009). Evolution of ge-
netic integration between dispersal and colonization 
ability in a bird. Evolution, 63(4), 968– 977. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1558- 5646.2009.00625.x

Edelsparre, A. H., Vesterberg, A., Lim, J. H., Anwari, M., & Fitzpatrick, 
M. J. (2014). Alleles underlying larval foraging behaviour influence 
adult dispersal in nature. Ecology Letters, 17(3), 333– 339. https://
doi.org/10.1111/ele.12234

Falconer, D., & MacKay, T. (1996). Introduction to quantitative genetics (4a). 
Addison Wesley Longman Lmt.

Foster, J. D., Dunford, C., Sillar, K. T., & Miles, G. B. (2014). Nitric oxide- 
mediated modulation of the murine locomotor network. Journal 
of Neurophysiology, 111(3), 659– 674. https://doi.org/10.1152/
jn.00378.2013

Fronhofer, E. A., Legrand, D., Altermatt, F., Ansart, A., Blanchet, S., Bonte, 
D., Chaine, A., Dahirel, M., De Laender, F., De Raedt, J., di Gesu, L., 
Jacob, S., Kaltz, O., Laurent, E., Little, C. J., Madec, L., Manzi, F., 
Masier, S., Pellerin, F., … Cote, J. (2018). Bottom- up and top- down 
control of dispersal across major organismal groups. Nature Ecology 
& Evolution, 2(12), 1859– 1863. https://doi.org/10.1038/s4155 
9- 018- 0686- 0

Galliard, J. L., Ferrière, R., & Clobert, J. (2003). Mother– offspring inter-
actions affect natal dispersal in a lizard. Proceedings of the Royal 
Society of London. Series B: Biological Sciences, 270(1520), 1163– 
1169. https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2003.2360

Gloria- Soria, A., & Azevedo, R. B. R. (2008). Npr- 1 regulates for-
aging and dispersal strategies in Caenorhabditis elegans. 
Current Biology, 18(21), 1694– 1699. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
cub.2008.09.043

Haag, C. R., Saastamoinen, M., Marden, J. H., & Hanski, I. (2005). A 
candidate locus for variation in dispersal rate in a butterfly meta-
population. Proceedings of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences, 
272(1580), 2449– 2456. https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2005.3235

Hadfield, J. D. (2010). MCMC methods for multi- response generalized lin-
ear mixed models: The MCMCglmm R package. Journal of Statistical 
Software, 33(2), 1– 22. https://doi.org/10.1002/ana.22635

Hazlerigg, D. G., & Wagner, G. C. (2006). Seasonal photoperiodism in 
vertebrates: From coincidence to amplitude. Trends in Endocrinology 
& Metabolism, 17(3), 83– 91. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
tem.2006.02.004

Hua, Z., Zhang, Q., Su, T., Lipinskas, T. W., & Ding, X. (1997). CDNA 
cloning, heterologous expression, and characterization of mouse 
CYP2G1, an olfactory- specific steroid hydroxylase. Archives 
of Biochemistry and Biophysics, 340(2), 208– 214. https://doi.
org/10.1006/abbi.1997.9899

Kaplan, J. R., Fontenot, M. B., Berard, J., Manuck, S. B., & Mann, J. J. 
(1995). Delayed dispersal and elevated monoaminergic activity 
in free- ranging rhesus monkeys. American Journal of Primatology, 
35(3), 229– 234. https://doi.org/10.1002/ajp.13503 50305

Kardos, M., Husby, A., Mcfarlane, S. E., Qvarnström, A., & Ellegren, H. 
(2016). Whole- genome resequencing of extreme phenotypes in 
collared flycatchers highlights the difficulty of detecting quantita-
tive trait loci in natural populations. Molecular Ecology Resources, 
16(3), 727– 741. https://doi.org/10.1111/1755- 0998.12498

Kim, D., Langmead, B., & Salzberg, S. L. (2015). HISAT: A fast spliced 
aligner with low memory requirements. Nature Methods, 12(4), 
357– 360. https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.3317

Koch, H., & Weber, Y. G. (2019). The glucose transporter type 1 
(Glut1) syndromes. Epilepsy & Behavior, 91, 90– 93. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.yebeh.2018.06.010

Krackow, S., & König, B. (2008). Microsatellite length polymorphisms 
associated with dispersal- related agonistic onset in male wild 
house mice (Mus musculus domesticus). Behavioral Ecology and 
Sociobiology, 62(5), 813– 820. https://doi.org/10.1007/s0026 
5- 007- 0507- y

Kumar, V., Wingfield, J. C., Dawson, A., Ramenofsky, M., Rani, S., & 
Bartell, P. (2010). Biological clocks and regulation of seasonal re-
production and migration in birds. Physiological and Biochemical 
Zoology, 83(5), 827– 835. https://doi.org/10.1086/652243

Kvist, J., Mattila, A. L. K., Somervuo, P., Ahola, V., Koskinen, P., Paulin, 
L., Salmela, L., Fountain, T., Rastas, P., Ruokolainen, A., Taipale, M., 
Holm, L., Auvinen, P., Lehtonen, R., Frilander, M. J., & Hanski, I. 
(2015). Flight- induced changes in gene expression in the Glanville 
fritillary butterfly. Molecular Ecology, 24(19), 4886– 4900. https://
doi.org/10.1111/mec.13359

Le Galliard, J. F., Ferrière, R., & Clobert, J. (2005). Effect of 
patch occupancy on immigration in the common liz-
ard. Journal of Animal Ecology, 74, 241– 249. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365- 2656.2004.00912.x

Legrand, D., Guillaume, O., Baguette, M., Cote, J., Trochet, A., Calvez, O., 
Zajitschek, S., Zajitschek, F., Lecomte, J., Quentin, B., Le Galliard, 
J. F., & Clobert, J. (2012). The Metatron: An experimental sys-
tem to study dispersal and metaecosystems for terrestrial organ-
isms. Nature Methods, 9(8), 828– 833. https://doi.org/10.1038/
nmeth.2104

Li, B., Bickel, R. D., Parker, B. J., Saleh Ziabari, O., Liu, F., Vellichirammal, N. 
N., Simon, J. C., Stern, D. L., Brisson, J. A., Levine, M. T., Wittkopp, 
P. J., Moran, N., & Andersson, L. (2020). A large genomic insertion 
containing a duplicated follistatin gene is linked to the pea aphid 
male wing dimorphism. eLife, 9, e50608. https://doi.org/10.7554/
eLife.50608

Love, M. I., Huber, W., & Anders, S. (2014). Moderated estimation 
of fold change and dispersion for RNA- seq data with DESeq2. 
Genome Biology, 15(12), 550. https://doi.org/10.1186/s1305 
9- 014- 0550- 8

Lowe, W. H., & McPeek, M. A. (2014). Is dispersal neutral? Trends in 
Ecology & Evolution, 29(8), 444– 450. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
tree.2014.05.009

Machicao, F., Peter, A., Machann, J., Königsrainer, I., Böhm, A., Lutz, S. 
Z., Heni, M., Fritsche, A., Schick, F., Köningsrainer, A., Stefan, N., 
Häring, H. U., & Staiger, H. (2016). Glucose- raising polymorphisms 
in the human clock gene cryptochrome 2 (CRY2) affect hepatic lipid 

 1365294x, 2023, 12, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/m

ec.16916 by U
niversité D

e T
oulouse 3, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [05/06/2023]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1712292114
https://doi.org/10.1593/neo.101630
https://doi.org/10.1111/2041-210X.12011
https://doi.org/10.1534/genetics.115.186536
https://doi.org/10.1093/jhered/esz023
https://doi.org/10.1093/jhered/esz023
https://doi.org/10.1038/npp.2013.185
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1558-5646.2009.00625.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1558-5646.2009.00625.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/ele.12234
https://doi.org/10.1111/ele.12234
https://doi.org/10.1152/jn.00378.2013
https://doi.org/10.1152/jn.00378.2013
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41559-018-0686-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41559-018-0686-0
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2003.2360
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2008.09.043
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2008.09.043
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2005.3235
https://doi.org/10.1002/ana.22635
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tem.2006.02.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tem.2006.02.004
https://doi.org/10.1006/abbi.1997.9899
https://doi.org/10.1006/abbi.1997.9899
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajp.1350350305
https://doi.org/10.1111/1755-0998.12498
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.3317
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yebeh.2018.06.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yebeh.2018.06.010
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00265-007-0507-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00265-007-0507-y
https://doi.org/10.1086/652243
https://doi.org/10.1111/mec.13359
https://doi.org/10.1111/mec.13359
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2656.2004.00912.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2656.2004.00912.x
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.2104
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.2104
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.50608
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.50608
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13059-014-0550-8
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13059-014-0550-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2014.05.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2014.05.009


3074  |    SAN-JOSE et al.

content. PLoS One, 11(1), e0145563. https://doi.org/10.1371/journ 
al.pone.0145563

Madeo, F., Carmona- Gutierrez, D., Kepp, O., & Kroemer, G. (2018). 
Spermidine delays aging in humans. Aging, 10(8), 2209– 2211. 
https://doi.org/10.18632/ aging.101517

Massot, M., Clobert, J., Lorenzon, P., & Rossi, J. M. (2002). Condition- 
dependent dispersal and ontogeny of the dispersal behaviour: An 
experimental approach. Journal of Animal Ecology, 71(2), 253– 261. 
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365- 2656.2002.00592.x

Massot, M., Clobert, J., Pilorge, T., Lecomte, J., & Barbault, R. (1992). 
Density dependence in the common lizard: Demographic con-
sequences of a density manipulation. Ecology, 73(5), 1742– 1756. 
https://doi.org/10.2307/1940026

Matthysen, E. (2005). Density- dependent dispersal in birds 
and mammals. Ecography, 28(3), 403– 416. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.0906- 7590.2005.04073.x

McKenna, A., Hanna, M., Banks, E., Sivachenko, A., Cibulskis, K., 
Kernytsky, A., Garimella, K., Altshuler, D., Gabriel, S., Daly, M., & 
DePristo, M. A. (2010). The genome analysis toolkit: A MapReduce 
framework for analyzing next- generation DNA sequencing data. 
Genome Research, 20(9), 1297– 1303. https://doi.org/10.1101/
gr.107524.110

Meylan, S., Belliure, J., Clobert, J., & de Fraipont, M. (2002). Stress and 
body condition as prenatal and postnatal determinants of disper-
sal in the common lizard (Lacerta vivipara). Hormones and behavior, 
42(3), 319– 326. https://doi.org/10.1006/hbeh.2002.1827

Mortazavi, A., Williams, B. A., McCue, K., Schaeffer, L., & Wold, B. 
(2008). Mapping and quantifying mammalian transcriptomes by 
RNA- seq. Nature Methods, 5(7), 621– 628. https://doi.org/10.1038/
nmeth.1226

Mullon, C., Keller, L., & Lehmann, L. (2018). Social polymorphism is fa-
voured by the co- evolution of dispersal with social behaviour. 
Nature Ecology & Evolution, 2(1), 132– 140. https://doi.org/10.1038/
s4155 9- 017- 0397- y

Nava, C., Lamari, F., Héron, D., Mignot, C., Rastetter, A., Keren, B., Cohen, 
D., Faudet, A., Bouteiller, D., Gilleron, M., Jacquette, A., Whalen, S., 
Afenjar, A., Périsse, D., Laurent, C., Duputis, C., Gautier, C., Gérard, 
M., Huguet, G., … Depienne, C. (2012). Analysis of the chromosome 
X exome in patients with autism spectrum disorders identified 
novel candidate genes, including TMLHE. Translational Psychiatry, 
2(10), e179. https://doi.org/10.1038/tp.2012.102

Niitepõld, K., & Saastamoinen, M. (2017). A candidate gene in an ecolog-
ical model species: Phosphoglucose isomerase (Pgi) in the Glanville 
fritillary butterfly (Melitaea cinxia). Annales Zoologici Fennici, 54(1– 
4), 259– 273. https://doi.org/10.5735/086.054.0122

Ossenkopp, K. P., van Anders, S. M., Engeland, C. G., & Kavaliers, M. 
(2005). Influence of photoperiod and sex on locomotor behav-
ior of meadow voles (Microtus pennsylvanicus) in an automated 
light– dark ‘anxiety’ test. Psychoneuroendocrinology, 30(9), 869– 879. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psyne uen.2005.05.001

Pellerin, F., Bestion, E., Winandy, L., Di Gesu, L., Richard, M., Aguilée, 
R., & Cote, J. (2022). Connectivity among thermal habitats buffers 
the effects of warm climate on life- history traits and population 
dynamics. Journal of Animal Ecology, 91, 2301– 2313. https://doi.
org/10.1111/1365- 2656.13814

Perrier, J. F., Rasmussen, H. B., Christensen, R. K., & Petersen, A. V. 
(2013). Modulation of the intrinsic properties of motoneurons 
by serotonin. Current Pharmaceutical Design, 19(24), 4371– 4384. 
https://doi.org/10.2174/13816 12811 31999 90341

Perrin, N., & Mazalov, V. (1999). Dispersal and inbreeding avoid-
ance. The American Naturalist, 154(3), 282– 292. https://doi.
org/10.1086/303236

Pertea, M., Kim, D., Pertea, G. M., Leek, J. T., & Salzberg, S. L. (2016). 
Transcript- level expression analysis of RNA- seq experiments with 
HISAT, StringTie and ballgown. Nature Protocols, 11(9), 1650– 1667. 
https://doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2016.095

Poveda, J., Sanz, A. B., Fernandez- Fernandez, B., Carrasco, S., Ruiz- 
Ortega, M., Cannata- Ortiz, P., Ortiz, A., & Sanchez- Niño, M. D. 
(2017). MXRA5 is a TGF- β1- regulated human protein with anti- 
inflammatory and anti- fibrotic properties. Journal of Cellular and 
Molecular Medicine, 21(1), 154– 164. https://doi.org/10.1111/
jcmm.12953

Prasad, P., Ogawa, S., & Parhar, I. S. (2015). Role of serotonin in fish repro-
duction. Frontiers in Neuroscience, 9, 195. https://doi.org/10.3389/
fnins.2015.00195

Queller, D. C. (2017). Fundamental theorems of evolution. The American 
Naturalist, 189(4), 345– 353. https://doi.org/10.1086/690937

R Core Team. (2019). R: A language and environment for statistical com-
puting. R Foundation for Statistical Computing. . Retrieved from. 
http://www.r- proje ct.org

Ramamoorthy, S., Bauman, A. L., Moore, K. R., Han, H., Yang- 
Feng, T., Chang, A. S., Ganapathy, V., & Blakely, R. D. (1993). 
Antidepressant-  and cocaine- sensitive human serotonin trans-
porter: Molecular cloning, expression, and chromosomal localiza-
tion. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United 
States of America, 90(6), 2542– 2546. https://doi.org/10.1073/
pnas.90.6.2542

Reid, J. M., & Acker, P. (2022). Properties of phenotypic plasticity in 
discrete threshold traits. Evolution, 76(2), 190– 206. https://doi.
org/10.1111/evo.14408

Reissner, C., Runkel, F., & Missler, M. (2013). Neurexins. Genome Biology, 
14(9), 213. https://doi.org/10.1186/gb- 2013- 14- 9- 213

Reppert, S. M., & de Roode, J. C. (2018). Demystifying monarch butter-
fly migration. Current Biology, 28(17), R1009– R1022. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.cub.2018.02.067

Richard, M., Massot, M., Clobert, J., & Meylan, S. (2012). Litter quality 
and inflammatory response are dependent on mating strategy in 
a reptile. Oecologia, 170(1), 39– 46. https://doi.org/10.1007/s0044 
2- 012- 2282- 3

Robinson, M. D., McCarthy, D. J., & Smyth, G. K. (2010). edgeR: A 
Bioconductor package for differential expression analysis of digital 
gene expression data. Bioinformatics (Oxford, England), 26(1), 139– 
140. https://doi.org/10.1093/bioin forma tics/btp616

Rollins, L. A., Richardson, M. F., & Shine, R. (2015). A genetic perspec-
tive on rapid evolution in cane toads (Rhinella marina). Molecular 
Ecology, 24(9), 2264– 2276. https://doi.org/10.1111/mec.13184

Ronce, O. (2007). How does it feel to be like a rolling stone? Ten ques-
tions about dispersal evolution. Annual Review of Ecology and 
Systematics, 38, 231– 253.

Saastamoinen, M., Bocedi, G., Cote, J., Legrand, D., Guillaume, F., Wheat, 
C. W., Fronhofer, E. A., Garcia, C., Henry, R., Husby, A., Baguette, 
M., Bonte, D., Coulon, A., Kokko, H., Mattysen, E., Niitepõld, K., 
Nonaka, E., Stevens, V. M., Travis, J. M. J., … Delgado, M. D. M. 
(2018). Genetics of dispersal. Biological Reviews, 93(1), 574– 599. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/brv.12356

Simão, F. A., Waterhouse, R. M., Ioannidis, P., Kriventseva, E. V., 
& Zdobnov, E. M. (2015). BUSCO: Assessing genome assem-
bly and annotation completeness with single- copy orthologs. 
Bioinformatics, 31(19), 3210– 3212. https://doi.org/10.1093/bioin 
forma tics/btv351

St Pourcain, B., Whitehouse, A. O., Ang, W. Q., Warrington, N. M., 
Glessner, J. T., Wang, K., Timpson, N. J., Evans, D. M., Kemp, J. P., 
Ring, S. M., McArdle, W. L., Golding, J., Hakonarson, H., Pennell, C. 
E., & Smith, G. D. (2013). Common variation contributes to the ge-
netic architecture of social communication traits. Molecular Autism, 
4(1), 34. https://doi.org/10.1186/2040- 2392- 4- 34

Sterky, F. H., Trotter, J. H., Lee, S.- . J., Recktenwald, C. V., Du, X., Zhou, 
B., Zhou, P., Schwenk, J., Fakler, B., & Südhof, T. C. (2017). Carbonic 
anhydrase- related protein CA10 is an evolutionarily conserved 
pan- neurexin ligand. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 
of the United States of America, 114(7), E1253– E1262. https://doi.
org/10.1073/pnas.16213 21114

 1365294x, 2023, 12, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/m

ec.16916 by U
niversité D

e T
oulouse 3, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [05/06/2023]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0145563
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0145563
https://doi.org/10.18632/aging.101517
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2656.2002.00592.x
https://doi.org/10.2307/1940026
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0906-7590.2005.04073.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0906-7590.2005.04073.x
https://doi.org/10.1101/gr.107524.110
https://doi.org/10.1101/gr.107524.110
https://doi.org/10.1006/hbeh.2002.1827
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.1226
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.1226
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41559-017-0397-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41559-017-0397-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/tp.2012.102
https://doi.org/10.5735/086.054.0122
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psyneuen.2005.05.001
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2656.13814
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2656.13814
https://doi.org/10.2174/13816128113199990341
https://doi.org/10.1086/303236
https://doi.org/10.1086/303236
https://doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2016.095
https://doi.org/10.1111/jcmm.12953
https://doi.org/10.1111/jcmm.12953
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnins.2015.00195
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnins.2015.00195
https://doi.org/10.1086/690937
http://www.r-project.org
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.90.6.2542
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.90.6.2542
https://doi.org/10.1111/evo.14408
https://doi.org/10.1111/evo.14408
https://doi.org/10.1186/gb-2013-14-9-213
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2018.02.067
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2018.02.067
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-012-2282-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-012-2282-3
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btp616
https://doi.org/10.1111/mec.13184
https://doi.org/10.1111/brv.12356
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btv351
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btv351
https://doi.org/10.1186/2040-2392-4-34
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1621321114
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1621321114


    |  3075SAN-JOSE et al.

Steyn, V. M., Mitchell, K. A., & Terblanche, J. S. (2016). Dispersal propen-
sity, but not flight performance, explains variation in dispersal abil-
ity. Proceedings of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences, 283(1836), 
20160905. https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2016.0905

Storey, J., Bass, A., Dabney, A., & Robinson, D. (2021). Qvalue: Q- value 
estimation for false discovery rate control. R package. Retrieved from. 
http://github.com/jdsto rey/qvalue

Takahashi, J. S. (2017). Transcriptional architecture of the mammalian cir-
cadian clock. Nature Reviews Genetics, 18(3), 164– 179. https://doi.
org/10.1038/nrg.2016.150

Tao, B., Ling, Y., Zhang, Y., Li, S., Zhou, P., Wang, X., Li, B., Jun, Z., Zhang, 
W., Xu, C., Shi, J., Wang, L., Zhang, L., Zhang, W., & Li, S. (2019). 
CA10 and CA11 negatively regulate neuronal activity- dependent 
growth of gliomas. Molecular Oncology, 13(5), 1018– 1032. https://
doi.org/10.1002/1878- 0261.12445

Trefilov, A., Berard, J., Krawczak, M., & Schmidtke, J. (2000). Natal dis-
persal in rhesus macaques is related to serotonin transporter gene 
promoter variation. Behavior Genetics, 30(4), 295– 301. https://doi.
org/10.1023/A:10265 97300525

Vallone, D., Frigato, E., Vernesi, C., Foà, A., Foulkes, N. S., & Bertolucci, C. 
(2007). Hypothermia modulates circadian clock gene expression in 
lizard peripheral tissues. American Journal of Physiology- Regulatory, 
Integrative and Comparative Physiology, 292(1), R160– R166. https://
doi.org/10.1152/ajpre gu.00370.2006

Vasimuddin, M., Misra, S., Li, H., & Aluru, S. (2019). Efficient architecture- 
aware acceleration of BWA- MEM for multicore systems. Presented at 
the IEEE Parallel and Distributed Processing Symposium, Retrieved 
from. https://ieeex plore.ieee.org/docum ent/8820962

Vellichirammal, N. N., Zera, A. J., Schilder, R. J., Wehrkamp, C., Riethoven, 
J. J. M., & Brisson, J. A. (2014). De novo transcriptome assembly 
from fat body and flight muscles transcripts to identify morph- 
specific gene expression profiles in Gryllus firmus. PLoS One, 9(1), 
e82129. https://doi.org/10.1371/journ al.pone.0082129

Walton, A., Sheehan, M. J., & Toth, A. L. (2020). Going wild for func-
tional genomics: RNA interference as a tool to study gene- 
behavior associations in diverse species and ecological contexts. 
Hormones and Behavior, 124, 104774. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
yhbeh.2020.104774

Wang, C., Chi, Y., Li, J., Miao, Y., Li, S., Su, W., Jia, S., Chen, Z., Du, S., 
Zhang, X., Zhou, Y., Wu, W., Zhu, M., Wang, Z., Yang, H., Xu, G., 
Wang, S., Yang, J., & Guan, Y. (2014). FAM3A activates PI3K p110α/
Akt signaling to ameliorate hepatic gluconeogenesis and lipo-
genesis. Hepatology, 59(5), 1779– 1790. https://doi.org/10.1002/
hep.26945

Warrier, V., Chee, V., Smith, P., Chakrabarti, B., & Baron- Cohen, S. (2015). 
A comprehensive meta- analysis of common genetic variants in au-
tism spectrum conditions. Molecular Autism, 6(1), 1– 11. https://doi.
org/10.1186/s1322 9- 015- 0041- 0

Wheat, C. W. (2012). Dispersal genetics: Emerging insights from fruit-
flies, butterflies, and beyond. In J. Clobert, M. Baguette, T. G. 
Benton, & J. M. Bullock (Eds.), Dispersal ecology and evolution (p. 
497). Oxford University Press.

Wilson, A. J., Réale, D., Clements, M. N., Morrissey, M. M., Postma, E., 
Walling, C. A., Kruuj, L. E. B., & Nussey, D. H. (2010). An ecologist's 

guide to the animal model. The Journal of Animal Ecology, 79(1), 13– 
26. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365- 2656.2009.01639.x

Wolak, M. E. (2012). Nadiv: An R package to create relatedness matri-
ces for estimating non- additive genetic variances in animal mod-
els. Methods in Ecology and Evolution, 3(5), 792– 796. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.2041- 210X.2012.00213.x

Wu, H., Denna, T. H., Storkersen, J. N., & Gerriets, V. A. (2019). Beyond 
a neurotransmitter: The role of serotonin in inflammation and 
immunity. Pharmacological Research, 140, 100– 114. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.phrs.2018.06.015

Yagound, B., West, A. J., Richardson, M. F., Selechnik, D., Shine, R., & 
Rollins, L. A. (2021). Brain Transcriptome Analysis Reveals Gene 
Expression Differences Associated with Dispersal Behaviour 
between Range- Front and Range- Core Populations of Invasive 
Cane Toads in Australia. (p. 2021.09.27.462079) https://doi.
org/10.1101/2021.09.27.462079

Yurchenko, A. A., Recknagel, H., & Elmer, K. R. (2020). Chromosome- 
level assembly of the common lizard (Zootoca vivipara) genome. 
Genome Biology and Evolution, evaa161, 1953– 1960. https://doi.
org/10.1093/gbe/evaa161

Zhang, E. E., Liu, Y., Dentin, R., Pongsawakul, P. Y., Liu, A. C., Hirota, T., 
Nusimow, D. A., Sun, X., Landais, S., Kodama, Y., Brenner, D. A., 
Montminy, M., & Kay, S. A. (2010). Cryptochrome mediates cir-
cadian regulation of cAMP signaling and hepatic gluconeogene-
sis. Nature Medicine, 16(10), 1152– 1156. https://doi.org/10.1038/
nm.2214

Zhou, X., & Stephens, M. (2012). Genome- wide efficient mixed- model 
analysis for association studies. Nature Genetics, 44(7), 821– 824. 
https://doi.org/10.1038/ng.2310

Zhu, H. J., Appel, D. I., Gründemann, D., & Markowitz, J. S. (2010). 
Interaction of organic cation transporter 3 (SLC22A3) and am-
phetamine. Journal of Neurochemistry, 114(1), 142– 149. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1471- 4159.2010.06738.x

SUPPORTING INFORMATION
Additional supporting information can be found online in the 
Supporting Information section at the end of this article.

How to cite this article: San- Jose, L. M., Bestion, E., Pellerin, F., 
Richard, M., Di Gesu, L., Salmona, J., Winandy, L., Legrand, D., 
Bonneaud, C., Guillaume, O., Calvez, O., Elmer, K. R., 
Yurchenko, A. A., Recknagel, H., Clobert, J., & Cote, J. (2023). 
Investigating the genetic basis of vertebrate dispersal 
combining RNA- seq, RAD- seq and quantitative genetics. 
Molecular Ecology, 32, 3060–3075. https://doi.org/10.1111/
mec.16916

 1365294x, 2023, 12, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/m

ec.16916 by U
niversité D

e T
oulouse 3, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [05/06/2023]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2016.0905
http://github.com/jdstorey/qvalue
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrg.2016.150
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrg.2016.150
https://doi.org/10.1002/1878-0261.12445
https://doi.org/10.1002/1878-0261.12445
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1026597300525
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1026597300525
https://doi.org/10.1152/ajpregu.00370.2006
https://doi.org/10.1152/ajpregu.00370.2006
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/8820962
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0082129
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yhbeh.2020.104774
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yhbeh.2020.104774
https://doi.org/10.1002/hep.26945
https://doi.org/10.1002/hep.26945
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13229-015-0041-0
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13229-015-0041-0
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2656.2009.01639.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2041-210X.2012.00213.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2041-210X.2012.00213.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.phrs.2018.06.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.phrs.2018.06.015
https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.09.27.462079
https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.09.27.462079
https://doi.org/10.1093/gbe/evaa161
https://doi.org/10.1093/gbe/evaa161
https://doi.org/10.1038/nm.2214
https://doi.org/10.1038/nm.2214
https://doi.org/10.1038/ng.2310
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-4159.2010.06738.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-4159.2010.06738.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/mec.16916
https://doi.org/10.1111/mec.16916

	Investigating the genetic basis of vertebrate dispersal combining RNA-seq, RAD-seq and quantitative genetics
	Abstract
	1|INTRODUCTION
	2|MATERIALS AND METHODS
	2.1|Species and population of study
	2.2|Quantitative genetics
	2.3|Genome-wide association study
	2.3.1|Tissue collection, DNA extraction, library preparation, and sequencing
	2.3.2|Single nucleotide polymorphism (SNP) and genotype calling
	2.3.3|Association test

	2.4|Differential gene expression (RNA-seq)
	2.4.1|Tissue collection, RNA extraction, library preparation, and sequencing
	2.4.2|Gene expression quantification
	2.4.3|Differential gene expression analyses
	2.4.4|Gene ontology analyses


	3|RESULTS
	3.1|Quantitative genetics of natal dispersal
	3.2|Genome-wide association study of dispersal behaviour
	3.3|Gene expression differences associated to dispersal

	4|DISCUSSION
	AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
	ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
	CONFLICT OF INTEREST STATEMENT
	DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

	REFERENCES


