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SUMMARY

The colour and banding of the shell of Partula suturalis are controlled by a
single locus (M) with a series of at least six alleles. MX,giving apex as a homo-
zygote, is dominant to MFY, giving frenata, which is dominant to the other
alleles. MF? is similar to MF1 except in its relation with M4, MF2M4 pro-
duces bisecta and provides a striking example of a heterozygote that is
qualitatively different from both homozygotes for the alleles producing it. M 4
gives atra as a homozygote and is dominant to M and MS. MC, giving cestata
as a homozygote, is recessive to all except MS. M3, giving strigata, is the
universal recessive. It is suggested that the locus may be complex.

The direction of coiling of the shell is determined by the H locus with H¥
(sinistrality) dominant to HP (dextrality). The expression of coiling is delayed
by one generation, the maternal genotype determining the phenotype of the
offspring. M and H are not linked.

Self-fertilisation occurs infrequently and non-randomly.

1. INTRODUCTION

Tue island of Moorea in French Polynesia is inhabited by a number of
species of polymorphic land snails of the genus Partula. P. taeniata Morch
and P. suturalis Pfeiffer have the widest distributions, living in most of the
forested parts of the island. The other species are found in more limited
areas, usually sympatric with both taeniata and suturalis. In our work on the
population genetics and speciation of Partula (Clarke, 1968; Murray and
Clarke, 1968a; Clarke and Murray, 1969, 1971) we have bred both taeniata
and suturalis in the laboratory in order to establish the mode of transmission
of the principal colour and banding morphs. Some of our results have
already been reported (Murray and Clarke, 1966, 19686). The first paper
in the current series (Murray and Clarke, 1976) describes the matings of
P. taeniata, in which the colour and banding morphs are determined by at
least six loci, in some cases with multiple alleles. All the loci for which
linkage data are available are strongly linked to form a single functional
supergene.

In this paper we describe the Partula suturalis matings and offer an inter-
pretation of the polymorphism also suggesting the presence of supergenes.
In addition to the data on colour and banding, the matings provide informa-
tion on the inheritance of shell-coiling (dextrality and sinistrality).
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2. METHODS

The breeding biology of P. suturalis and methods of rearing it have been
described in Murray and Clarke (1966). The snails were kept in plastic
boxes lined at the bottom with moistened toilet-paper and were fed on a diet
of oatmeal, lettuce and powdered natural chalk.

The shells were scored according to Crampton’s (1932) classification.
The different morphs are patterned as follows: Apex is uniformly whitish or
straw-coloured with a dot of dark pigment on the tip of the spire. Atra is
uniformly dark brown or black. Strigata is also unbanded but shows
alternating cross-striations of brownish-yellow and white. Bisecta is dark
with a broad central longitudinal light band. Cestata is just the reverse,
light with a dark central band. Finally, frenata is light with two narrow
longitudinal dark lines. Any form may be either dextral or sinistral, although
in nature the occurrence of both types in the same population is restricted to
a few transitional areas (Clarke and Murray, 1969). Illustrations of the
morphs may be seen in Crampton (1932) or Murray and Clarke (1966).

3. REsuLTs

The progeny of the experimental matings are shown in table 1. Some
of the matings reported in Murray and Clarke (1966) are included here, but
only if they are essential to the genetic interpretation, or if significant
numbers of additional offspring have been produced. Our interpretation of
the genetics of the various colour and banding morphs is shown in table 2.
The inheritance of the direction of shell-coiling is illustrated in fig. 1.
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Fic. 1.—The inheritance of shell-coiling in the lineage of mating 28 of Partula suturalis.
S and D show the phenotypes of sinistral and dextral individuals. Lines indicate the
parentage of individuals used for breeding. In three cases, individuals used as parents
were born prior to the separation of their parents and therefore can only be assigned
to the pair. A fork at the origin of the line of parentage indicates this uncertainty.
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All six colour patterns show clear segregation with one another. Frenata
segregates with bisecta and atra in matings 154, 157, 174, 175 and 202; with
cestata in 216 and 253; with strigata in 216; and with apex in the lineage of
mating 27. Bisecta segregates with apex in 89. Cestata segregates with
strigata in 215, 216 and 253 and with atra in the lineage of 28. Strigata
segregates with atra in 29 and 247. Atra segregates with apex in 27 and 161.
There are special problems with the segregation of apex and strigata (see
below).

In the inheritance of the direction of coiling, the offspring of any indivi-
dual are usually of only one type, although in exceptional cases one or two
may differ from their sibs (see matings 25, 28, 83, 84, 86, 160 and 228). The
coil of the offspring may be different from that of the parental shell.

4. DrscussionN
(1) The genetics of shell colour and pattern

(a) The model. In our preliminary account of the genetics of P. suturalis
(Murray and Clarke, 1966) we interpreted our results in terms of at least
four loci with two alleles at each locus. This model was suggested by the
behaviour of the frenata phenotype. Several apparent backcrosses of
frenata and bisecta (matings 20, 22 and 86) yielded different segregation
ratios, and in the lineage of mating 27 frenata and apex showed rather
complex interactions with each other. Further matings were set up to
clarify these relationships. Since there was a suggestion that some of the
curious results might be due to the hybridisation of animals from different
localities, many of the new matings were set up with animals from a single
population in Maaraarii Valley where most of the phenotypes are found
together.

The new matings give no support to the hypothesis that there are
differences from place to place in the genetic control of phenotypes in
P. suturalis. On the contrary, the data show a satisfying consistency, and
they lead us to propose the model set out in table 2. We find that there are
never more than four of the six morphs expressed in any one mating. If
several interacting loci are proposed, then it is necessary to postulate virtually
absolute linkage between them. This is particularly well illustrated in the
lineage from mating 27. Whatever the underlying genetic architecture, it
therefore appears that the principal patterns of the shell are determined by a
single functional locus (A) with multiple alleles.

According to our model, the allele M5 (strigata) is the universal recessive.
Matings of strigata x strigata have invariably produced nothing but strigata
(matings 127, 204, 205, 223, 224 and 226).

The next allele, MC (cestata), is dominant only to MS. Matings that
are almost certainly crosses between cestata homozygotes do not segregate
(149, 151 and 172); those between cestata/strigata heterozygotes (MCMS)
yield 3 : 1 segregations (206 and 215). Matings between cestata and strigata
either do not segregate (222) or do so as backcrosses (253).

The M4 (atra) allele is dominant to both A€ and MS. The lineage from
mating 28 establishes the relationship with M€, matings 114, 115, 117 and
118 segregating 3 :1 atra and cestata. Matings 29 and 247 show the same for
MS. The most interesting attribute of the A4 allele is that as a heterozygote



JAMES MURRAY AND BRYAN CLARKE

274

ST ®

SLI®
S6 ®

SLI®
SIT®
ST ®
Sy ®
Sy ®
SI »
SLT®

SEER
syIewoy

z S eleuaLy

S BO3SIg
S ejeusig

~—

S BgeIsa)
S BNy
S e1RIs)
Senvy
S BIRIS)D
Seny

S BNy
S BjvIse)
S envy
Senv

S BEIsa)
S eI)Y
S BrIsa)
S eny

S BV
S eieis)
S eny
S gleise)
S env

—— N N
-

N

AT fgmom N

—

S . xody ,,
S ®lRUAI]
S . xady,,
S BlRUBIS

—enaN
—

€ S ey
€ S BlRUSL]
6 S ey
(11 S Bjeualy
adfyouayg

*Sutjjes Aq paausap judied (1)

*
als zd/1a q ereuary
ar’s ‘Td/1d d eieussy
. *
ars *v/ia  ereua1g
ars ‘zalia  wreusig
*
ajs oIv aenv
a’s oIv aeny
*
a’s ‘olv aeny
ass oIv q env
ars ‘olv S eny
ars olv Seny
*
ars ‘olv S eny
ars ‘olv S eny
*
a’s ‘sitd S EjRUaL]
ass ‘sfza S BiRuaLy
*
s tviid S BIRUSI]
oIS viid S vjeUsIg
ad£jouss adfyouayg
paiIgjur
- . ,
sjusred

g7 ‘801
$T "801g
§T 301y
sz "8o1d

87 ‘Boig
8z ‘8oig

87 '3oid
87 ‘8oid
87 ‘Boid
87 ‘Boid

87 ‘8014
8z ‘So1g

LT *Boig
LT "Boid

Tz "3o1g

Tz "So1g
20uBULAOIJ

(4}

LI

198

il

801

al

6

“ONl
Sunepn

asr »

aoe ®

S¢S ®

ST ®
ase »

SI ®
aLe»

SSE®
SI »
asy®
SL ®
ar »
SS ®
azr»
A
SeP ®
S6T®
SI ®
ST ®
SE1®
‘ST ®
as ¥

S6 ®

syIeay

Seny
S eny
q env

S xady

q ey
 eieusrj
a xady

S eny

S vleualy
S xady

S ey
S eyoasig

aenv
d eywesig

 ereuvalg
d ereuarg
d ereuarg
S ejeuary

00w \O
o

—

\0—8- NN NN\ O N

 ereualy
d eleual
S ®vleualy

-
o

 eyeualy
S vjeualy
d eieusij

oo
<+ -

S eny
S 'leuasy
S eny
S eleuarg

NN~
—

9 S BjRUaI]
S Bleusly

9  ewesig
T  eleussg
S S eyoasig
zl S Bjeuany
*ON adfousyg
f||[|<|.|\
Kuafoig

SIS 01D S B1eIsa)
a/a viv aeny
*
a/a vita a voesig
iIsisIx S xody
LIS VIV S eny
a/a ‘vitd A ewesig
¢ *
a/a ‘viza  essig
S/S ‘14/1d S BeUal]
c *
a/a ‘sz d ®wieualg
oIS fzdfza S elRUSI]
c *
SIS 210 S BRIs)
a/a ‘zdied d ejeual]
*
ajs ‘vizd q eoesig
ars ‘s/ia  wreual]
. *
SIS 'v/zd S ejssig
S/S f1d/1d S vIRUaIg
*
a/a ‘vied Q ewesig
ass ‘zd/1d S BjeuaL]
odAiouad adfiouayd
parroyur
N - )
sjuaied

reojeeg

ojeare,g

ulRRWEe ]

neRwee

HIRewee,y

HuRRWeER]

nuwerepy
1e0jEE g

[STF TR ¢
uureWee

reojee,y
sro10yq

©2I00IN
©AJ0OIN

BOJOOIA
OO0

nyoundQ

nyoundQ
DUBUIACIJ

8T

k4

9T

ST

X4

w

0z

‘ON
Sunep

spuzang oayy 2y fo saypa woif guos savy o Surigsffo oy oyy saparpur () YUY Y[ ° . SYOWIL |, dapun (I4xap) (T 40
(pougsrurs) § sv pagaogas 24v usappg 40f pasoss 2q j0uups oYy Sunoy  "puosas snao) Ty ayi pup isayf snaop TN Y1 ‘djuo 213310 a1 fo 1grassiadns ayy dq parpapur 24v sagljousny 07
Suyvw fo dusfod ayy 240 Suyyvws joyy fo spusind ayy joyy suvaw 07 *Fosg ,, *(ZE6T) uorgunir) woLf aup sagtiousyd puv sagyvop fo sawwpr  stjernns epyxed fo sSuyvw ay 1,

| 414v],



275

SUPERGENES IN SNAILS

ST ®

S9 ®
ac »

SII®
ST %
S6 ®

St ®
ST »

SLI®

SI ®
SE ®

SE1%®

St ®
S61 %

ST ¥

ges ®
ar »

—

—n O —

VAY v = N O

N N \Ow00
—

elal

TN = N TN
——

S By
S eyoasIg
S BlRUdly

 eieualy
S BV

S easig
S Bleusly

S xady
S xadvy
S xody

S xody
mﬂnae.

S wossig

S envy
S €098
S BlRUaIg

S ey
S Byoesig
s eny

S BlRULI]
S ejeualy

S ©eysa)
S ©1BIs)

q eresa)
S Ble1sa)

 eesa)
S ©ieIs)
S e}V

g eieding
 eeding

d wiesing

a eny
q eoasig
a ereuarg

oIstviza

iIsiviza
a/d ‘vitd

iIsivied

als ‘vfed
als‘viza

aris ‘viv
ais iviv
LIS VIV
oIS f1ahg
LIS 00
LIS *0/0

(330 lje]
aaviv

alda o/
¢/S /0

a/aoio
iIsolv

al/a‘s/s
a’a ‘s/s

al/d -s/v
a/a‘sicd

S eyoasIg

s woosig

S woosig
S e10asIg

S Mon<
S xady

S von<
 x3dy

*
a essig
S vioasig

*
S eny
Seny
S eny
S BeUaI
*
S M)
S Ble1sd

S B®s)
S eny

S e3eIse)
s BeIsd

S BeIse)
Seny

g vesug
d ewesing

S eny
[RITUERR ¢

68 "S01d

68 "30id
68 8014

68 '80ad

68 ‘Boig
68 "801d

68 ‘8014
68 3014

9T 3014

9z ‘Soid

97 *801g
9z Joiq
76 "8014
76 "8o1g
S11 *8o1g
SI1 *801g

pI1 "Boxg
P11 "3013

811 ‘8014
811 ‘3014

811 "301d4
8J1 ‘Soig

67 ‘Soaq
6T 8014

7T ‘Soud
7T 303g

851

LS1

1331

149

€SI

t41}

1§28

(U9

6v1

8PI

(44}

) acr»
ST ®
9T ®

S8 ®
SI %
S9T®

SI »
Suyjes Ag

asi»

SLI®
SI ®
SOT®
STI ®
ST ®

9 %
SIE®
ar ‘st »

aL »
SSE®

asr®

O D vt v D v -

T e \D OO vt v (D i \D vt
v — —

NN
—

d eny
 envy

S ®yoasig
S xadvy
d xady
S vjoesig
s xadv

S ey
S gossig
S eny
S 108ty

S veding
S BjRUAL]
S eleUaly

S vlRUoly
 eossig
d ereusig
a eossig

S v1098Ig
[ LLENE]

S ®loosig
S BjRUsly
S ®oesig
S BlRudlg

 woesig
S woasig
S ejeUalg
S ejoesig
S ®ieualy

§ ey0asig
S vi0asig
S ®jeualy
d e1oesig
( ereualy
S ey09sIg
S vleualg

d eyesng

d vedms
g eny

as:viv
a/a‘viv

ars olv
ars ‘olv
a’s ‘vix
arss ‘zd/x
ajs ‘vjv
ass ‘vied
ass ‘sfied
arss ‘zdfea
a/a ‘vitd
ars ‘tdfed

a’s tvita
a’s ‘zd/14

al/stviida
ass ‘zd/1d

a/a‘v/ia
ars ‘zdid

al/a‘s/s
a/asiv

*
a env
qenv

S env
S eny

S xody

S xady

*
S BNy
 e1oasig

S vleuasg
S ®jRUaL]

*
S eyoasig

 eieuolg
*

S eleuary
S vjeuarg
*

d eyeusig
q eyeuasy

*
S ejRUALy
S ejRualy

a Smm_.:w
geny

87 ‘3oid
67 8oidq

8T "3014
8T "8o1d
LT 'B01g
LT 3014
9z 3014
9z '301d
pz "301g
$z "8014
0C "3ou1g
0T '3014

st 8oid
sz ‘Soid

0z 8014
0z ‘8014

07 ‘Soig
07 ‘3014

nyoundO
nyoundQ

16

06

68

88

L8

98

<8

8

€8

6T



JAMES MURRAY AND BRYAN CLARKE

276

S
ST

7]
o
CL L]

SS ®
SI »

Se ¥
syrewsy

S ey

S e1eding
S eV

I S xady

nen -

4 S BIEIS™)D

S ey
Seny

——

s ej00sIg
a wasig
S Eposig
S wyoasig

N OO
—

S Bjedg

0

I S vresing
S e)RIS)D

§ eresg
S BIRISe)

- v

S ©v1esmg
S v1esing

~

-

S ®1BISa)

S ®jewaly
S Bl
S vjeusly
S eny
S eleussy

OO

v [SLIERE |

S e1efing

S BIBIs?)

S ereussy
N adfjousyg
Ill..'/\l|||k

AusBoig

[ 1=

r

* SI ®
S/s is/v S ey nreereeN SI ®
SIS ‘SIV S ey weeIeeN  L§T
. StE®
oIS ‘Tdfed S ®jeualy 0L[ uareg
ars f¢/x S xody 68usred T
. * . S8 ®
/8 :0/0 S v1eIs) 90t 3014
S/S 'S/V S ey 00z 801y 9€C
SLI ®
*
SIS ‘s/s S eeding §0z "3oid
S/S VIV S eny 00z 8014 €T SI %
* sS ®
IS ‘Tdlzd s ejeuaIy ST “Soig ss ®
LIS VIV S eny 9z uaed 87T
SIS 's/s S BleSing §07 "8o1g SI ®
S/S 'S/s S ©esing ST 'Boxd 97T
SL ®
. * SL ®
SIS 's/s S BEsing S0z “801g
S/S S/s S eresIms S0z '8oxd  STT SI ®
* Ss »
s/s ‘s/o S wgIse) HIeRIeR A
. S8 ®
S/s is/o S B1eISD IueeIeeN 7T
SIS ts/s § wiEsmg ILRBIBRIA 6 ®
SIS fS/S S eleding IeRIBEIN  €7T S ®
S/S ‘S/S S eEsmg eeIeey So1 ®
s/s 0D S B1RIS?)D 907 "8oxd  TTT
* R
: BIRUS], nieeree
S/S fv/1d S wieUaly n W ST ®
S/S ‘V/1d S BleUaLy ILeeIee 81T R
SIS ¢ ftd S vleualy IeRIeR A
SIS ‘ifed S vleuary eereeN  LIT
SIE®
. 9 ®
SIS s S e1e1s3) faeeIee 91T Sy ®
adfjouss adfyouayd 20UBUIAOIJ "ONL sy Iy
paugyuy Sunep
- ”

sjuared

1 S vleuarg

S eny
S eloosig.
S vjRUdIL]

nom
=

S eny
S eyesig
S vleuary
S eny
S ©joasig
S vleualg

TN TN —

€ S v1eI8e)
(4} S ®jeIse)

9 S BleuaIy
€1 S ByeuaIy

S epoasIg
S ejeusl]
S ©joestg
S eyeUaly

S eyo9sIg
S BrRudly
S eoasig
S eyeuarg

TATO Ve

S S vjeusIy

€l S ey
i S xady
S S eny
€ S xady

S eny
d « xedy,,
S « X2dy ,,
I S xedv ,,

O =

Ll S ejeualjy

*ON adfjouayg
rIIJ"L
KusBoig

*
JISiviea S epsig
IS tvltd S Bjoasig
IS ivita S BI03sIg
LIS vied S 3098

il ey S env
IS iV S eny
L18:0/0 S BeIs)
IS0 S BIRIS3)
oe il S ¥odv
oIS :s/s S . ¥edV,,
oIS filtd S ®lewaly
&lS fTdftd S eleusly
*
ajss oiv S eny
ass ‘zafia S Bleualy
iI8 tvied S ejoesIg
oIS fzalia S Tleuary
ol ol S eleuary
/S f1d/1d S ejeualg
ars ‘siv S eny
ass ‘vix S xody
*
.18 is/s S . Xodv,,
iIS tSIS S ¥odV ,,
ol fifed S vjRULIy
ofS ‘Talta S ejeualy
adfousd sdfyousyg
pausjuy
”
suared

88 "Soid

88 "8o1d

88 3o1g

88 "3o1d

pI1 “8o1d
$11 "801d

$11 "803d
p11 Soid

68 ‘8014
80 ‘Soid

801 “8o1d
801 So1d

87 ‘8014
€8 ‘8014

§8 ‘8oig
8 "Soid
§8 '801d
8 "3o1d
Lz "801d
LT "So1g

801 ‘801
801 "8o1d

801 So1d
801 "Soig
S0UBUAOIJ

SLI

LT

€LY

TLl

1L

oLl

691

€91

91

191

091

6ST

‘ON
Sunep



277

SUPERGENES IN SNAILS

(4]

S§ ®
aL »

S9 ®
S ®

St ®

St€ ¥
SE %

asr»
ST ®
St ®

S6 ®
SSI®

SOL ®
St ®
ST »
S¢S ®
S8T®

SIt®
SLI®

SO1 ®
S61 %

O vt O

W) 00 € vt vt - —t O N v v

el ol Aol

N -

VO NN

O =~ 00

= O

d eieusig
S BNV
S BIRUALY
deny
d ereuarj

S eny
S vleualy
S ey
S BrRUSL]
S eny
S BIRULI]

S ®lRUSLY

S vleuary
S eV
S vlRUaL
S BNV
S BlRUAL]

d e1oesig
d ereualg
 eesig
 eieusrg

S ejesing
S eJR3Ing

S B}V
S BjRULIg

S eny
S eleuarg

S BNy
S ®RUaIg

S vjesing
S vieise)
S e1eding
S e1eIse)

S EeENY
S )W
Seny

S BpasIg
S v1oasig
S ejoasig

“eje3is jou Sunof swos (7)

*

s/s isis S e1esing szz Soig
a/a ‘vita  eoesig 19z *8o1g
*

S/S ‘s/s S eresmg €6T "8o1g
S/s fviza S Byoasig 20T WusIed

s/s ‘sl S BIRISeD g1z "So1g
ole “Viza S Boosig 877 "S01d

*

S/s s/s S Bjesing 67z “8oid
S/s ‘vled S ®joesIg 6¥¢ "801d
a/a‘siv aeny 21 8oid

a/a ‘zafzd d ereuasg z61 ‘801d
*

SIS sl S BIRISD Tee “8oag
S/S ‘sfzd S BjRUSI] 9T "801d

s/s sl S BIRIse) 7TT “8oid
S/s ‘v/zd S Bpoasig Z0z "So1d

Sis s S B1eIse) 7eT ‘803d
SIS ‘vied S B00sIg Z0z “So1d

*
S/s ‘s/s S Besing €7 "So1d
SIS s S BRI pzz “Sold
*
S/S *s/S S gledg €2z "Soid
S/S VIV S eny Lt *801d
*
SIS ‘VIV S eny 20T ‘301g
SIS ‘zdfed S BlRuaLy 20z “S01d

69T

89T

L9T

£9¢

19T

85T

LST

95T

3%/

(434

(174

S ®
ST ¥
SL1 ®

SI ®
S¢ ®

) 7

S9 ®
S9 ®
SO ®

SIL®
SET®

S8 ®

S8 ®
SI %
S ®

Syl ®
S8 ®

S9 ®
S8 ®
S8 ¥

SE1 ®

aor »
art®

ST ®
SOl ®

S v1eding
S BlEISaD
S veUalg

N —en

S eleding
S BIBIS3D
S ejedng
S v1RIse)

N O

€ S BlRULI]

S ®ieding
S e1eSig
S e1e)se)
S eleSing
S vIBIS?)
S e1eSing
S eyeding

-—

S wesmg
S ejesing

S eeuaLg

S eny
S Tlo8sIg
[NRALAIEIE |

S en3v
S epasig
S BlRULI]

OO == Q= NN ADINO O

9 S ey

1 S eny
9 S eV

S .N.:.<
S Besig
S BjeUaly

O —

S ey
S ey
S BNy

 vieuarg
z q eleusrg

O
—

S S eny

SIS ‘sfza

sisisio
S/sisio
o6 tTdfzd
oIS ‘Tdfza

éfi ‘Tdlza
oIS ‘zdfza

S/S ‘sl
S/S ‘sl
SIS ¢s/s
SIS 'S/S

S/S <s/s
S/S ‘s/s

S/s ‘viza
SIS ‘V/zd
SIS ViV

SIS fviv

S/S ‘S/V
SIS VIV

i/stvitd
i8S vied

oIS VIV
oIS VIV

a/a ‘zd/zd
a/a ‘zdied

ol VIV
iIStvIv

S eiRUAL]
*

S BIRIS?D

S BIRISD
*

S Bleualy

S BjRULL]

S vleUary
S BiRUDK]

*
S BIBIS?D
S e1ess)
S eeding
S 'jeding

S v1eding
S vesSing

*
S eyooesig
S epoasig
*
S eny

S eny

S ey
S ey

S erossig
S esIg

*
Seny
S BV

S Tjeualy
S Bleudrg

*
seny
S ey

eRIER N

IIeRIRCRIN
nIeeleey
SLy 8oig
SLY 'Boid

¥ST "301d
yS1 301d

IeeIee
IeeIze N
IIeeIeR
ILIRRIBEIA

IIeeIee
eeIRR

IIeRIeR A
IIeRIRe
meeIee

IIeeIRR

1aeeIRE
IeeIEe

SLY "301d

SL1 "801d

76 ‘8014
76 801

pS1 "801d
$S1 B0Id

g8 "801d
88 "801d

91T

S1T

144

1414

90T
(V14

0T

0T

10T

00T

P61

€61

LL



278 JAMES MURRAY AND BRYAN CLARKE

TABLE 2

The alleles of the M locus of Partula suturalis, indicating the pheno-
types of the various combinations. The two types enclosed in
brackets have not been produced in the matings

Mx Apex

MF1 (Apex) Frenata

MF? Apex Frenata Frenata

M4 Apex Frenata Bisecta Atra

Mc (Apex) Frenata Frenata Atra Cestata

MS Apex Frenata Frenata Atra Cestata Strigata

Alleles MX MFL MF? MA MC MS

with MF? (frenata) it produces bisecta. This behaviour is shown in a number
of matings (e.g. 154, 157, 174, 175 and 202) that segregate

1:2:1 frenata : bisecta : atra.

In our matings the MF2MA4 heterozygote appears to be the only way in
which the bisecta pattern can be produced, and provides an example of a
heterozygote that is strikingly different from either of the homozygotes for
the alleles producing it. In its other relationships M¥? is dominant to M¢
and MS (see below under Testing the model).

That there is another allele (AF1) also producing frenata is shown by
crosses in which frenata behaves as a dominant to bisecta, but with unusual
segregation ratios. Thus in mating 20 an expected backcross of frenata x
bisecta yields 3 :1 frenata:bisecta instead of 1:1. Matings among the off-
spring also show unusual results. Mating 83, between two frenatas, is
closer to a 1:1 than a 3:1 frenata:bisecta segregation; while mating 86,
apparently similar to mating 20, nevertheless produces a reasonable 1:1
ratio. These results are to be expected if the original frenata parent of
mating 20 is an MF!MF? heterozygote. Other genotypes are as given in
table 1. Support for this interpretation is found in mating 25 in which
frenata and bisecta produce all frenata. If the bisecta is MF2AL4, then the
frenata must be MFLMFL, Bisecta is recovered in matings of the offspring
(85, 119 and 163).

These matings show that A/FL, unlike AMF2, is dominant to Af4. In other
respects MF1 appears to be equivalent to MF?2, being dominant to MC (169)
and MS (122), although here the evidence is not so strong.

Finally the MX allele, producing apex, appears to be dominant to all the
others, although two of the heterozygotes (MXMF1 and MXAMC) have not
been produced in any of these matings. The behaviour of AX is shown in
the lineage derived from mating 27. In the initial mating it behaves as a
dominant to MF2, M4 and MS. Bisectas (MF2M4) are recovered from the
apex x apex cross of 89.

There is a difficulty in the interpretation of some of the MZX crosses,
illustrated in matings 108 and 160. Here frenata xfrenata yields 3:1
frenata and a phenotype that is not distinguishably different from the apex
parent of mating 27. Since it is not easy to see how MX could behave as a
dominant to MF? in one generation and a recessive to it in the next, we
suggest that the recessive here is MSMS, the strigata phenotype in this case
resembling apex very closely. Alternatively, but less economically, we
could postulate another allele recessive to frenata and indistinguishable from
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apex. In the event, we have scored the phenotype as apex but noted the
inferred genotype as MSMS, thereby calling attention to the problem.

(b) Testing the model. After the genetic model had been worked out, we
next looked for matings that would provide a critical test of its assumptions.
There were two such types of matings unrepresented up to that time among
our crosses. They give precise and peculiar predictions which, in view of the
degree of dominance of frenata, seem almost anti-intuitive.

The predictions rest on the unique constitution of bisecta (AM¥2Af4) and
on the dominance of both its alleles to M€ and MS. Hence bisecta x cestata
and bisecta X strigata should each give 1:1 frenata and atra. A number of
matings were set up to make this test, and five of them have produced off-
spring. Matings 256, 257, 263, 268 and 269 all segregate for frenata and
atra. Although the numbers of young in each case are rather small, the
results are entirely in accord with the hypothesis.

(c) Is the M locus a supergene? 1In the light of the evidence that poly-
morphism in P. faeniata is controlled by a supergene (Murray and Clarke,
1976), it is interesting to consider whether a similar mechanism may be
present in P. suturalis. Although separate elements of the shell polymorphism
are not as easily recognisable in sufuralis as they are in taeniata, there is a
regularity in the pattern of inheritance suggesting that there may be subunits
within the M locus. The top dominant and the bottom recessive are the
two most similar phenotypes, and there is even some indication that they may
occasionally be confused with one another (see above). As one progresses
up through the intermediate alleles, the patterns become first darker
(cestata, atra) and then lighter again (bisecta, frenata). In the case of
cestata and bisecta the addition and subtraction of pigment are reciprocal.
We suggest that the patterns are controlled by a series of genetic elements,
each of which may exist in three states: (1) no effect, recessive to (2) positive
effect or dark pigmentation, recessive to (3) repressive effect or suppression
of dark pigmentation. Three linked elements (loci) could then provide the
« alleles > observed in the matings. In the absence of observed crossing
over it is impossible to test this hypothesis with our data. However, it is
possible to predict the properties of some new cross-over * alleles . Perhaps
the most interesting is the one that is predicted to produce bisecta as a
homozygote and atra as a heterozygote with M, to be dominant to MF2
and M5 and to be recessive to MX and AMFI,

(i1) The genetics of coiling

Our preliminary data on the inheritance of shell-coiling in P. suturalis
(Murray and Clarke, 1966) supported the suggestion by Crampton (1916,
1932) that the maternal genotype controls the direction of coil among the
offspring. With the segregation by whole broods in the F; generation, the
demonstration is now complete. Coil is determined by a single locus ().
Sinistrality (F/5) is dominant to dextrality (F{P) and segregation is delayed
by one generation.

Fig. 1 shows our best example of this pattern of inheritance in four
generations. The parents of the initial cross (mating 28) come from popula-
tions that are wholly sinistral in one case and wholly dextral in the other.
Each parent produces offspring of its own phenotype, although the F, off-
spring, which are all sinistral, indicate that the F; are heterozygotes with
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sinistral dominant. The phenotypically uniform F,, however, show them-
selves to have been genetically diverse. Their offspring show segregation by
broods, ten individuals producing sinistral offspring and three producing
dextrals.

Occasionally, individuals are produced with a coil opposite to that of the
majority of the brood. Nine parents in eight matings (25, 28, 83, 84, 86 (2),
89, 160 and 228) have given rise to 11 reversed young out of a total of 286.
There does not seem to be any pattern in the occurrence of these exceptional
young. We have suggested an ontogenetic origin for them, since they are
probably too common to be mutants (Murray and Clarke, 1966).

Thus, coiling in P. suturalis follows the general pattern of inheritance
established for Lymnaca peregra by Diver and his colleagues (Boycott and
Diver, 1923, Diver ¢f al., 1925; Boycott et al., 1930; Diver and Andersson-
Kotts, 1938) except that sinistrality is dominant to dextrality, and aberrant
phenotypes are much less common.

Another question of interest is whether linkage can be detected between
the locus for coiling (H) and that for shell pattern (). Unfortunately even
in those cases where recombination might be observed, each whole brood
provides only a single datum. Tests for linkage are therefore necessarily
inexact. We can however look for evidence in three lineages. In lineage 28
cestata (MCMC) and atra (MAMC) parents in the F; generation should
produce broods in a ratio of 3 :1 sinistral and dextral if the two loci are un-
linked. There should be no dextral broods if linkage is absolute. There are,
in fact, six sinistral broods (148, 149, 151 (2) and 172 (2)) and two dextral
broods (148 and 149). In lineage 27 frenata parents in the F; generation
provide no information since both sinistral and dextral broods are expected
in any case. However, apex (MXM?) parents should produce all sinistral
broods and bisecta (MF2M4), all dextral broods with complete linkage.
Independent assortment should give 3 :1 sinistral and dextral in each class.
All the broods from apex parents (155 (2), 156 (2), 160 (2) and 171) do
indeed produce sinistrals, but of the bisectas three (157 and 158 (2)) produce
sinistrals and one (157), dextrals. Finally in a single observation from the
F, parents of lineage 25, a bisecta (163), which should produce dextrals with
complete linkage, produces sinistrals instead. Thus there is no evidence of
linkage between the M and H loci in P. suturalis.

(i) Self-fertilisation

Like Partula taeniata, P. suturalis is capable of self-fertilisation (Murray and
Clarke, 1966, 1976). Estimating the frequency with which young are pro-
duced by this method is difficult, however, because there is evidence of great
individual variation.

The most direct way to observe self-fertilisation is to record the offspring
of individuals that have been kept in isolation since shortly after birth. Of
15 such animals, maintained over periods ranging from 1 to 8% years, only
one has produced any young at all; but that one had 11 in five years. More-
over, five of the 15 isolated virgins are offspring of the one self-fertile indivi-
dual, indicating that there is no direct transmission of this tendency from
parent to offspring. In these circumstances an *“ average frequency of self-
fertilisation ”’ is of doubtful validity, but it is the best one can do. Three
methods of estimation may be used.



SUPERGENES IN SNAILS 281

First, the production of young by the isolated virgins (0-015 offspring per
month) may be compared with that by parents in the regular crosses (0-604
per month) to yield an estimate of 2-5 per cent of the normal reproductive
rate. Second, we can calculate the frequency of selfing by observing devia-
tions from the Mendelian ratios in backcross matings (Murray and Clarke,
1976). If the total deviations are weighted according to the frequencies
of phenotypes expected from self-fertilisation, we obtain an estimate of
4-2 per cent selfing in the regular experimental crosses. Finally, a direct
estimate may be derived by observing the number of offspring with pheno-
types that could only have been produced by selfing, and comparing them
with the number of offspring produced in all the matings where such types
might be observed. Only one such individual has been found, giving a very
rough estimate of 1/195-5 or 0-51 per cent self-fertilisation. Since all these
methods are subject to objections of several kinds, the only firm conclusions
are that self-fertilisation occurs, that it is rather rare (probably 1 or 2 per
cent), and that it is not randomly distributed among the matings. There is
no evidence that self-fertilisation is more frequent during early reproductive
life, as it is in P. taeniata (Murray and Clarke, 1976).

(iv) Problems of interpretation

In closing, mention should be made of questions which have been left
unresolved by our analysis. The difficulty of interpretation resulting from
the association of apex and strigata in the lineage of mating 27 has been
discussed above. If all of the individuals classed as apex are indeed of that
type, then some additional explanation will be necessary, such as the inclu-
sion of another allele recessive to one of those producing frenata.

Another scoring problem has been posed by the appearance of some
individuals intermediate in phenotype between frenata and cestata which
might be described either as frenata with a tendency toward fusion of bands
or a cestata with an incipient split of the band. In two lineages our pre-
liminary results (Murray and Clarke, 1966) have had to be revised in the
light of subsequent experience. The types scored as cestata in matings 23,
24 and 87 in 1966, we now believe to be genetically frenata. In one other
group of five matings in the lineage of mating 207, the scoring has proved to
be so intractable that the results have been omitted here.

There are a few anomalous results which require comment. According
to its antecedents mating 91 should segregate 3 :1 atra and cestata. Instead
it has produced all atra. This outcome is reasonable if one of the parents of
the cross is a product of self-fertilisation in the former generation. Less easily
accounted for are the single bisecta young in 153 and the atra in 160. Given
these particular parents neither self-fertilisation nor recombination according
to our hypothesis will explain them. These are possibly technical errors,
although mutation cannot be ruled out.

Lastly, it should be pointed out that the inferred genotypes of table I are
not always the only combinations that might be allowed by the data. They
are the most likely interpretations under the circumstances, but others are
often possible (¢.g. in matings 23, 201 and 218). These inferred genotypes
make it easier to follow the explanations, without introducing any distortion

into the model.
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