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Geographic variation in wing size 
and shape of the grasshopper 
Trilophidia annulata (Orthoptera: 
Oedipodidae): morphological 
trait variations follow an 
ecogeographical rule
Yi Bai1,2, Jia-Jia Dong1, De-Long Guan1, Juan-Ying Xie3 & Sheng-Quan Xu1

A quantitative analysis of wing variation in grasshoppers can help us to understand how environmental 
heterogeneity affects the phenotypic patterns of insects. In this study, geometric morphometric 
methods were used to measure the differences in wing shape and size of Trilophidia annulata among 
39 geographical populations in China, and a regression analysis was applied to identify the major 
environmental factors contributing to the observed morphological variations. The results showed that 
the size of the forewing and hindwing were significantly different among populations; the shape of the 
forewing among populations can be divided into geographical groups, however hindwing shape are 
geographical overlapped, and populations cannot be divided into geographical groups. Environmental 
PCA and thin-plate spline analysis suggested that smaller individuals with shorter and blunter-tip 
forewings were mainly distributed in the lower latitudes and mountainous areas, where they have 
higher temperatures and more precipitation. Correspondingly, the larger-bodied grasshoppers, those 
that have longer forewings with a longer radial sector, are distributed in contrary circumstances. We 
conclude that the size variations in body, forewing and hindwing of T. annulata apparently follow the 
Bergmann clines. The importance of climatic variables in influencing morphological variation among 
populations, forewing shape of T. annulata varies along an environmental gradient.

Environmental heterogeneity and ecological gradients can generate phenotypic variation in many organisms1–3. 
Understanding how environmental heterogeneity affects phenotypic patterns in organisms is a major focus in 
evolutionary ecology4–7. Under certain environment, phenotype changes can increase fitness in organisms8–11. 
Phenotypic clinal patterns associated with environmental gradients are often described as ecogeographical rules 
known as Bergmann’s rule or converse-Bergmann’ s rule12–15. Bergmann’s rule was initially used to explain the 
relationship between changes in the body size of endotherms and changes in latitude and altitude; it described 
a positive relationship between body size and latitude, in which smaller individuals are typically found at lower 
latitudes where climates are generally warmer. A number of studies have shown that the body size of insects along 
environmental gradients fit Bergmann clines or converse-Bergmann clines, but other studies have suggested that 
Bergmann’s rule might not work in insects16,17.

These ecogeographical rules have been extensively examined and convincingly demonstrated in insects18. 
However, morphological variations within insect species might reflect different patterns of dispersal and habitat 
availability coupled with different life-history types (e.g., hemimetabolism or holometamorphosis). The adaptive 
significance of these clines in insects has been fiercely debated19,20. Shelomi claimed that researches on these 
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ecogeographical rules in insects should focus on widespread but contiguous populations to account for all sources 
of variation while minimizing errors13. Ideally, intraspecific morphometric analyses should sample from suffi-
ciently large range to include obvious changes with both biotic and abiotic factors21,22. Numerous studies have 
focused on the factors influencing the size of adult insects, but little is known from the large geographical scale, 
specifically intraspecific variations in body size and shape of individuals that lives in diverse environments. It is 
necessary to examine the mechanisms that generate these patterns to understand how broad-scale geographic 
variations contribute to changes in body size23,24. Furthermore, studies are needed to examine whether patterns 
of insect size and clinal variations conform to Bergmann or converse-Bergmann clines and which environmental 
factors, if any, may be the key factors that determine shape variations25–27. Studies over large geographical ranges 
are expected to more precisely reflect the “true” clinal trends caused by ecological factors.

Grasshoppers are widely spread and environmental sensitive species whose body sizes and shapes change 
dramatically over a large geographical range28–31. Some studies have shown that grasshoppers are larger in cooler 
areas with longer growing seasons, whereas smaller body sizes are observed in warmer areas with shorter grow-
ing seasons32–34. These patterns of ecological variation are typical examples of Bergmann or converse-Bergmann 
clines. The debate on whether the size of grasshoppers along altitudinal or latitudinal gradients follows Bergman’s 
rule is ongoing35–39. However, researchers are more interested in the relationship between morphological varia-
tion and environmental factors over a large geographic area. The morphological characters frequently utilized in 
such studies include body mass, femur length, pronotum length, wing length and etc.40. Among these characters, 
wing size and shape are commonly used as indicators of the environmental changing and stress41,42.

The geophilous grasshopper Trilophidia annulata is wide geographically distributed across a steep-climatic 
gradient that ranges from the cold, temperate, northern region to the tropical climate south in China. These 
distributions provide an opportunity to study the influence of the environmental clines on intraspecific mor-
phological variation. The genus Trilophidia includes five species, whose habitats include saturated grasslands, 
grassland savannas, irrigated areas and areas of sparse vegetation, and which is largely restricted to the Ethiopian 
and Oriental Regions43–45. Among these five species, T. annulata is the only widespread species distributed over 
the Oriental Region from West Pakistan to North Borneo, and the Palearctic Region of Mongolia, China, Korea 
and Japan. In this study, we explored the variations in wing size and shape in T. annulata over a large geographical 
range. We considered three questions: (1) how do the size and shape of wings change in T. annulata; (2) does the 
morphological variation of T. annulata along an environmental gradient meet certain ecogeographical rules; and 
(3) which environmental factors may contribute to the variations in wings.

Results
The geographical variation of body size (body length) of T. annulata. The body size of male  
T. annulata varies from 13.08 mm to 18.85 mm in length within 39 populations. The one-way ANOVA showed 
that there were significantly different (F(38,367) =  64.571, P <  0.001), a Tukey’s post-hoc HSD test results suggested 
that the 39 populations can be divided into 3 groups with significant difference (P <  0.001) (Fig. 1). Those body 
size range from 13.08 mm to 14.35 mm were mainly distributed in the south of 30° N, where the body size range 
from 14.35 mm to 17.07 mm were mainly distributed within region between 30° N and the south of Qinling 

Figure 1. Sample sites and patterns of clinal variations in body size among the populations of T. annulata. 
The map in the figure was created by Yi Bai using ArcGIS software. URL: http://www.esri.com/software/arcgis/
arcgisonline. Scientific Reports remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps.

http://www.esri.com/software/arcgis/arcgisonline
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mountains, while the body size range from 17.07 mm to 18.35 mm were mainly distributed in the north of Qinling 
mountains and northern China.

A regression analysis between body size of T. annulata and latitude showed that body size of male T. annulata 
are significant positive correlated with latitude (Lat) (r2 =  0.579, t =  22.42, P <  0.001) (Fig. 2), in precise, the body 
size of T. annulata increase along latitude. However, when latitude is higher than 40° N, the body size of T. annulata  
fell below expectations.

Relationship between wing size and body size. The wing size was calculated on the basis of the cen-
troid size. The regression analysis identified the relations between body size and wings size of male T. annulata, 
the results showed that body size were significant positively correlated with wings size (Forewing: r2 =  0.800, 
t =  38.303, P <  0.001; Hindwing: r2 =  0.625, t =  24.717, P <  0.001) (Fig. 3), that is, larger individuals with bigger 
wings. Wing size could be a proxy for body size in subsequent analysis.

Wing shape variation. The wing shape data were analyzed via PCA and thin-plate spline analysis to find 
out the shape variation (Figs 4 and 5). The first three PCs account for 72.54%, 9.053%, and 4.16% of the variation, 
the cumulative variation explains 85.76% of the total shape variance of forewing. The PCA of shape variability 
from PC1 score showed that the forewing shape differences were highly significant among the 39 populations  
(F2, 39 =  146.562, P <  0.001); however, the shape variability from PC2 score (F2, 39 =  0.151, P >  0.05) and PC3 
score (F2, 39 =  0.010, P >  0.05) were not significant. The 39 populations were clustered into three groups based 
on forewing shape (Fig. 4). The southern populations, which scattered along the positive PC1 axis (PC1+ ), were 
distributed in the south of 30° N, whereas populations north of the Qinling Mountains were mainly scattered on 
the negative PC1 axis (PC1− ), and populations between 30 °N and the Qinling Mountains were scattered near 
the center of the PC1 axis. The thin-plate spline analysis shows that forewing shape deformation is mainly due to 
changes at the wing-end, and is based on the interaction between the Radius (Rs) and the edge of the wing (land-
marks 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9) and on the branch of the Radius (landmarks 17, 18, and 19). Populations scattered on 
the side of the positive axis (PC1+ ) have shorter forewings with blunt-tip (shorter radial sector and smaller radial 
area), whereas populations scattered on the side of the negative axis (PC1− ) have longer forewings with slightly 
projecting-tip (longer radial sector and bigger radial area). Populations scattered on the positive PC2 axis (PC2+ )  

Figure 2. Relationships between body size and Latitude (Lat). 

Figure 3. Relationships between body size and the centroid size (CS) of the forewing and hindwing. 
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have broader-end and larger-medial-area forewings, whereas populations on the negative PC2 axis (PC2− ) have 
narrower ends and smaller medial area. The forewing characteristics did not show significant change on the PC3 
axis.

The first three PCs account for 38.23%, 26.25%, and 14.21% of the variation, the cumulative variation explains 
78.69% of the total shape variance of hindwing. The PCA of shape variability from PC1 score showed that the 
hindwing shape variations are significant among the populations (F3, 39 =  67.202, P <  0.001); however, the shape 
variability from PC2 score (F3, 39 =  1.555, P >  0.05) and PC3 score (F3, 39 =  0.475, P >  0.05) were not significant. 
A cluster analysis showed that these 39 populations can be divided into four groups along the PC1 axis (Fig. 5). 
A thin-plate spline analysis showed that hindwing shape deformation was minimal along the PC1, PC2 and PC3 
axes. The clustered groups based on hindwing shape are geographical overlapped, and populations cannot be 
divided into geographical groups.

Characterization of the environmental niche. The PCA method was used to analyze 23 geographi-
cal and environmental factors associated with the 39 grasshopper populations. The first four PCs, cumulatively 
explaining 90.12% of the total variation, were used to illustrate the overall impact of environmental factors 
(Table 1). For PC1, the factors with relevant coefficients greater than 0.7 that showed a negative relationship were 
latitude (Lat), temperature seasonality (bio4) and annual temperature range (bio7). The factors with relevant 
coefficients greater than 0.7 and a positive correlation were annual mean temperature (bio1), minimum tempera-
ture of the coldest month (bio6), mean temperature of the driest quarter (bio9), mean temperature of the coldest 
quarter (bio11), annual precipitation (bio12), precipitation of the wettest month (bio13), precipitation of the 
wettest quarter (bio16) and precipitation of the warmest quarter (bio19), which were positively correlated with 
the PC1 scores. For PC2, the factors with relevant coefficients greater than 0.7 and a negative correlation were 
solar radiation (SR) and isothermality (bio3). The mean temperature of the wettest quarter (bio8) was positively 
correlated with PC3 scores.

Relationship between clinal variations in wing size and environmental factors. A stepwise 
regression analysis was used to describe the relationships between the clinal variations in wing size and environ-
mental factors (Table 2). The results showed that variations in the forewing size of T. annulata were significantly 
correlated with environmental factors (F(2, 38) =  15.940, P <  0.001). Specifically, the forewing size was significantly 

Figure 4. Pattern of clinal variations in forewing shape. The numbers in the picture identify the populations. 
The different colors indicate that the 39 populations identified 3 groups based on a cluster analysis of PC1 from 
the forewing shape data. Thin-plate spline analysis results are shown by the wing profile, which represents the 
deformations in wing shape in extreme conditions for each PC. The upper right corner of the figure shows 3 
groups distributed on a map of China based on a cluster analysis. The lower right corner of the figure shows the 
variance explained by each PC. The map in the figure was created by Yi Bai using ArcGIS software. URL: http://
www.esri.com/software/arcgis/arcgisonline. Scientific Reports remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional 
claims in published maps.

http://www.esri.com/software/arcgis/arcgisonline
http://www.esri.com/software/arcgis/arcgisonline
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correlated with PC1 and PC2 for environmental factors (forewing size vs. environmental PC1, (r2 =  0.470,  
t =  − 4.450, P <  0.001); forewing size vs. environmental PC2, (r2 =  0.470, t =  3.476, P =  0.001)). Meanwhile, hind-
wing size variations in T. annulata were also significantly correlated with environmental factors (F(2, 38) =  16.333, 
P <  0.001). PC1 and PC2 showed that environmental factors and hindwing sizes were significantly correlated 
(hindwing size vs. environmental PC1, (r2 =  0.476, t =  − 4.443, P <  0.001); hindwing size vs. environmental PC2, 
(r2 =  0.476, t =  3.595, P =  0.001)) (Table 2).

The correlation between wing size and the environmental factor PCs was plotted with wing size on the verti-
cal axis and the environmental factor PC scores on the horizontal axis (Fig. 6a–d). Figure 6(a,b) shows that the 
increased wings size of T. annulata corresponds to decreased PC1 scores for environmental factors (Forewing: 
r2 =  0.292, P <  0.001; Hindwing: r2 =  0.287, P <  0.001). As shown in Table 3, PC1 scores were negatively correlated 
with latitude, bio4 and bio7 but were positively correlated with bio1, bio6, bio9, bio11, bio12, bio13, bio16 and 
bio18, suggesting that the size of the forewings and hindwings increases with increasing latitude, bio4 and bio7; 
and that the size of the forewings and hindwings decreases with increases in bio1, bio6, bio9, bio11, bio12, bio13, 
bio16 and bio18.

Figure 6(c,d) shows that the wings size of T. annulata increased with increasing PC2 scores (Forewing: 
r2 =  0.178, P =  0.001; Hindwing: r2 =  0.188, P =  0.001), illustrating a positive correlation. As shown in Table 3, 
PC2 scores were negatively correlated with SR and bio3, suggesting that the size of the forewings and hindwings 
decreases with increases in SR and bio3.

Relationships between wing shape and environmental factors. A stepwise regression was per-
formed to analyze the relationships between wing shape and environmental factors (Table 3). PC1 scores for 
forewing shape were significantly correlated with environmental factors (F(1, 38) =  75.356, P <  0.001). Specifically, 
there exist significant correlations between the PC1 score for forewing shape and PC1 score for environments 
factors (forewing shape PC1 vs. environmental PC1) (r2 =  0.671, t =  8.681, P <  0.001). The PC3 score for forewing 
shape was significantly correlated with environmental factors (F(2, 38) =  10.186, P <  0.001). Specifically, there exist 
significant correlations between the PC3 score for forewing shape and PC2 and PC3 scores for environments 

Figure 5. Pattern of clinal variations in hindwing shape. The numbers in the picture identify the populations, 
the different colors indicate that the 39 populations identified 4 groups based on a cluster analysis of PC1 from 
the hindwing shape data. Thin-plate spline analysis results are shown by the wing profile, which represents the 
deformations in wing shape in extreme conditions for each PC. The upper right corner of the figure shows 4 
groups distributed on a map of China based on a cluster analysis. The lower right corner of the figure shows the 
variance explained by each PC. The map in the figure was created by Yi Bai using ArcGIS software. URL: http://
www.esri.com/software/arcgis/arcgisonline. Scientific Reports remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional 
claims in published maps.

http://www.esri.com/software/arcgis/arcgisonline
http://www.esri.com/software/arcgis/arcgisonline
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factors (forewing shape PC3 vs. environmental PC2 (r2 =  0.361, t =  − 3.259, P =  0.002); forewing shape PC3 vs. 
environmental PC3 (r2 =  0.361, t =  3.123, P =  0.004)) (Table 3).

The correlations between the PCs of forewing shape and the environmental factors are shown in Fig. 7(a–c), 
with the forewing-shape data plotted on the vertical axes and the PC scores for environmental factors on the 
horizontal axes. Figure 7(a) shows that the PC1 scores for forewing shape and environmental factors are positively 
correlated (r2 =  0.671, P <  0.001). Figure 4 reveals that positive axes (PC1+ ) for forewing shape are characterized 

Variable code Variable type

PCA axes

1 2 3 4

Eigenvalue 12.114 4.444 2.567 1.602

% total variance explained 52.668 19.320 11.161 6.966

Lat Latitude −0.931 0.292 − 0.009 0.064

Long Longitude − 0.118 0.606 0.178 0.577

SR Solar radiation − 0.180 −0.764 0.221 0.150

Alt Elevation of site − 0.186 −0.684 − 0.587 − 0.215

Bio 1 Annual mean temperature 0.940 − 0.201 0.259 − 0.071

Bio 2 Mean monthly temperature range − 0.594 − 0.499 0.075 0.028

Bio 3 Isothermality: (Bio2/Bio7) *100 0.459 −0.821 0.048 0.032

Bio 4 Temperature seasonality (STD *100) −0.842 0.520 0.028 0.081

Bio 5 Maximum temperature of warmest month 0.455 0.425 0.678 − 0.174

Bio 6 Minimum temperature of coldest month 0.948 − 0.220 0.134 − 0.103

Bio 7 Temperature annual range (Bio5–Bio6) −0.900 0.357 0.045 0.062

Bio 8 Mean temperature of wettest quarter 0.610 0.026 0.700 0.121

Bio 9 Mean temperature of driest quarter 0.948 − 0.260 0.120 − 0.077

Bio 10 Mean temperature of warmest quarter 0.692 0.383 0.591 − 0.058

Bio 11 Mean temperature of coldest quarter 0.926 − 0.328 0.147 − 0.084

Bio 12 Annual precipitation 0.923 0.180 − 0.277 0.143

Bio 13 Precipitation of wettest month 0.798 0.025 − 0.253 0.489

Bio 14 Precipitation of driest month 0.679 0.540 − 0.356 − 0.105

Bio 15 Precipitation seasonality (coefficient of 
variation) − 0.496 − 0.372 0.183 0.723

Bio 16 Precipitation of wettest quarter 0.873 0.008 − 0.264 0.360

Bio 17 Precipitation of driest quarter 0.687 0.525 − 0.343 − 0.112

Bio 18 Precipitation of warmest quarter 0.788 − 0.082 − 0.308 0.408

Bio 19 Precipitation of coldest quarter 0.659 0.532 − 0.357 − 0.075

Table 1.  Eigenvalues, percentage of total variance explained, and principal component loadings from 
analysis of environmental data extracted from the localities of the 39 populations.

Coefficient T P

(a) Dependent with Forewing size, Model: R2 = 0.470; F = 15.940; 
df = 2, 38, P < 0.001

Intercept 115.206 140.172 0.000

PC1 environment − 3.705 − 4.450 0.000

PC2 environment 2.894 3.476 0.001

PC3 environment — — —

PC4 environment — — —

(b) Dependent with Hindwing size, Model: R2 = 0.476; F = 16.333; 
df = 2, 38, P < 0.001

Intercept 88.963 159.029 0.000

PC1 environment − 2.518 − 4.443 0.000

PC2 environment 2.038 3.595 0.001

PC3 environment — — —

PC4 environment — — —

Table 2.  Results of the stepwise linear regressions predicting wing size changes in T. annulata based on a 
variety of environmental measures. (a) Dependent variable: forewing size, independent variables: PC1, PC2, 
PC3, PC4 for environmental measures; (b) dependent variable: hindwing size, independent variables: PC1, PC2, 
PC3, PC4 for environmental measures.
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Figure 6. Relationship between the wing sizes of the 39 populations and the environmental PC scores. (a) 
Relationship between forewing centroid size (CS) and PC1 environmental scores. (b) Relationship between 
hindwing CS and PC1 environmental scores. (c) Relationship between forewing CS and PC2 environmental 
scores. (d) Relationship between hindwing CS and PC2 environmental scores.

(a) Dependent with PCs Forewing shape

Coefficient T P

PC1 Forewing shape, Model: R2 = 0.671; F = 75.356; df = 1, 38; P < 0.001

Intercept − 5.128−11 0.000 1.000

PC1 environment 0.018 8.681 0.000

PC2 environment — — —

PC3 environment — — —

PC4 environment — — —

PC2 Forewing shape, Model: no factors entry into model.

PC3 Forewing shape, Model: R2 = 0.361; F = 10.186; df = 2, 38; P < 0.001

Intercept − 1.613−8 0.000 1.000

PC1 environment — — —

PC2 environment − 0.002 − 3.259 0.002

PC3 environment 0.002 3.123 0.004

PC4 environment — — —

(b) Dependent with PCs Hindwing shape

PC1 Hindwing shape, Model: no factors entry into model.

PC2 Hindwing shape, Model: no factors entry into model.

PC3 Hindwing shape, Model: no factors entry into model.

Table 3.  Results of the stepwise linear regressions predicting wing shape changes in T. annulata based on a 
variety of environmental measures. (a) Dependent variables: PC1, PC2, PC3 for forewing shape, independent 
variables: PC1, PC2, PC3, PC4 for environmental measures; (b) dependent variables: PC1, PC2, PC3 for 
hindwing shape, independent variables: PC1, PC2, PC3, PC4 for environmental measures.
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by shorter forewings with blunt-tip (shorter radial sector and smaller radial area), whereas shapes along the neg-
ative axis (PC1− ) exhibited longer forewings with slightly projecting-tip (longer radial sector and bigger radial 
area). However, the PC1 scores for environmental factors were negatively correlated with latitude, bio4 and bio7 
but were positively correlated with bio1, bio6, bio9, bio11, bio12, bio13, bio16, and bio18 (Table 1). The results 
suggest that T. annulata populations with shorter and blunt-tip forewings are mainly distributed in lower lati-
tudes with higher temperatures and more precipitation, whereas lower seasonal temperature ranges and colder 
annual temperatures result in populations with longer forewings with slightly projecting-tip that are distributed 
at higher latitudes. Figure 7(b,c) shows that the PC3 scores for forewing shape were negatively correlated with the 
PC2 scores for environmental factors (r2 =  0.188, P =  0.002), but there was a positive correlation with the PC3 
scores for environmental factors (r2 =  0.173, P =  0.004). The forewing shape changed on the PC2 and PC3 axes 
irregularly, and its relationship with environmental factors is therefore difficult to explain.

Table 3 shows that the first three PCs of hindwing shape in T. annulata were not significantly correlated with 
the PCs of environmental factors (P >  0.05). Thus, hindwing shape may not significantly change along the geo-
graphical and environmental gradients described in this study.

Discussion
Body size (wing size) changes significantly along environmental gradients. The larger body size 
of T. annulata with bigger wing size, so wing size could be used as a proxy for body size in this study, in line with 
other similar studies of insects46,47, and the variation in the body size of T. annulata is reflected in changes in 
wing size. Variability in body size is one of the most striking traits of most insects and strong relationships exist 
between body size and a variety of environmental factors associated with insects. Clinal variation in body size 
along latitudinal environmental gradients provides important insights into the adaptive challenges facing organ-
isms and into their solutions for dealing with these challenges. This study shows that populations of T. annulata 
distributed from a cooler temperature zone to a tropical zone across several temperature gradients exhibit signifi-
cant change in their body size and wing size in relation to different latitude and climate features. At lower latitudes 
with higher temperatures and more humidity conditions, T. annulata populations have smaller bodies and wings, 
whereas at higher latitudes with lower temperatures and drier conditions, they have larger bodies and wings.

These results can be described as Bergmann clines. However, such clines are not common in grasshoppers. 
Whitman21 reviewed the body sizes and geographic patterns of Orthoptera and stated that grasshopper body size 
varies spatially, both within and among species, with a tendency for warmer, drier areas, with longer growing 
seasons to contain relatively larger species32–34. Some grasshoppers follow Bergmann’s rule, with larger individuals 
or species existing at higher latitudes and altitudes, but most follow the converse-Bergmann’s rule, with larger 

Figure 7. Relationship between the wing shapes of the 39 populations and environmental PC scores.  
(a) Relationship between PC1 forewing shape scores and PC1 environmental scores. (b) Relationship between 
PC3 forewing shape scores and PC2 environmental scores. (c) Relationship between PC3 forewing shape scores 
and PC3 environmental scores.
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individuals and species found at lower latitudes and altitudes. T. annulata is a species with a wide geographic 
distribution, and in a number of ways, it does not resemble many other grasshopper species that have limited or 
endemic distributions. T. annulata has the ability to move rapidly and it can effectively avoid predators. Members 
of this species are expected to be better adapted to climate changes43. Their distribution across different climate 
zones shows that the change of their morphological traits (body and wing size) and life history traits (growth, 
development and reproduction) can increase their fitness. Hassall48 suggests that some widely distributed and 
rapidly expanding insect species can quickly adapt to local climactic conditions. Their life history traits could alter 
accordingly, involving changes in morphology, physiology and/or behavior to improve their survival and repro-
ductive success in a particular environment. Clinal variations of morphological traits, such as body and wing size 
along climate gradients, are more likely to follow Bergmann’s rule. T. annulata is a widely distributed species; the 
characteristics of its life cycle and behavior are similar to those of invasive species, its distribution model follows 
patterns of climate change, and its body size and wing size show clinal variations along climate gradients, this 
results support Bergmann’s rule.

Temperature is a major environmental factor explaining the distribution and individual development of 
insect. In the majority of cases, developmental temperature has the most significant influence on body size, and 
body size tends to be larger at lower temperatures. On the one hand, a larger body has a lower surface-to-volume 
ratio, so heat loss is minimized (or heat conservation is increased) when the temperature is lower. On the other 
hand, the metabolic rate of an organism is closely related to temperature: higher temperatures may speed up the 
metabolic rate, and to maintain a balanced energy budget, cell size must decline with increasing temperature. 
Assuming a constant number of cells, declining cell size should lead to declining body size34. Thus, T. annulata 
are smaller in high-temperature regions but are larger in low-temperature regions. Humidity (bio12, bio13, bio16 
and bio18) is correlated with grasshopper development. Some studies have shown that more humid may be dis-
advantageous for the growth of grasshoppers. A moist environment during ovipositive season will shorten the 
post-diapause period of egg development of grasshoppers. In addition, humid conditions may exacerbate fungal 
pathogen (e.g., Beauveria bassiana Bals.) reproduction and dissemination, which could influence the growth of 
grasshoppers or even kill them49. However, direct evidence that humidity inhibits the growth of grasshoppers is 
lacking, so we did not extensively explore this aspect.

Solar radiation affects the wing size of grasshoppers by affecting their development. Solar 
radiation is also an important factor that affects insect reproduction, growth and development. Some studies sug-
gest that high-intensity solar radiation can cause mutations in reproductive cells, sperm abnormalities, increased 
DNA damage and oxidative stress50–52 and that it may have adverse effects on insect eggs and individual develop-
ment and may even cause population numbers to drop53. Beasley47 demonstrated that solar radiation significantly 
affected the wings of grasshoppers such that wing size in late-maturing individuals decreased with increasing 
radiation levels. In this study, changes in T. annulata wing size and the PC2 scores for environmental factors 
were significantly and negatively correlated. PC2 environmental factors mainly consisted of solar radiation and 
isothermality. At lower latitudes, higher solar radiation and isothermality corresponded to smaller body and wing 
sizes; however, at higher latitudes, lower solar radiation and isothermality corresponded to larger body and wing 
sizes.

Wing shape changes along environmental gradients. Large-scale spatial variation in the wing shapes 
of grasshoppers at the intraspecific level was considered in this study, which will help us discover the evolutionary 
patterns of wing shape under different environmental factors. Grasshopper wings change dramatically across vari-
ous climates, and some of them have evolved long or short wings or even small wings that have resulted in a loss of 
flight54. In this study, the forewing shape of T. annulata significantly changed among the 39 populations, and wing 
shape deformation occurred mainly at the end of the forewing. Further integrating environmental characteristics 
of the population distribution areas, we found that individuals with longer forewings and slightly projecting-tip 
(longer radial sector and bigger radial area) were mainly distributed at higher latitudes and in flat areas where the 
climate was characterized by lower temperatures and drier conditions. On the contrary, individuals with shorter 
forewings and blunt-tip (shorter radial sector and smaller radial area) were mainly distributed in lower latitudes 
and mountainous areas characterized by higher temperatures and humid conditions. Microclimate and habitat 
characteristics are considered to be the main factors influencing grasshopper wing shape40,55. Mountainous envi-
ronments may restrict the flying of grasshopper and lead to grasshoppers with smaller wings and weaker flight 
capabilities. Open areas may promote population intermixing and could favor grasshoppers with longer wings 
and better flight capabilities. Wing length is closely correlated with flight capability in insects56,57. Species that are 
good at flying tend to have narrower wings with longer ends. However, populations with shorter wings are often 
limited by geographic conditions and may depend more on jumping or walking as their main mode of locomo-
tion. In this study, T. annulata populations distributed throughout various climate zones and terrains were exam-
ined. In the north, wide-open spaces and continuous habitats favor T. annulata with better flying capabilities, thus 
it has evolved larger and longer forewings with slightly projecting-tip in these regions. In the south, mountainous 
topography limit T. annulata’s ability to fly; thus, it has evolved smaller and shorter forewings with blunt-tip. The 
shape of the hindwing across these diverse environments changed no law to follows, perhaps its specific flight 
function has resulted in convergent evolution.

Material and Methods
Background. China is a vast land spanning many degrees of latitude, with complicated terrain and radical 
variations in climate. China also has a variety of temperature and rainfall zones. From north to south, climate 
types can be divided into five temperature zones: cold-temperate, mid-temperate, warm-temperate, subtropical 
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and tropical zones. T. annulata belongs to the family Oedipodidae and occurs in all five temperature zones in 
China. Its habitats are found below an elevation of 2000 meters throughout grassland, open beach and farmland 
environments. T. annulata collected from different environments in China exhibit obvious differences in body 
length and wing size.

Data collection. The specimens of T. annulata used in this study came from two sources. Fresh specimens 
were collected during autumn in 2010 to 2013 from all types of environments in China. These fresh specimens 
were preserved in 80% alcohol. The pinned specimens were from the museum of the Institute of Zoology, Shaanxi 
Normal University. Male adults of T. annulata were selected, all samples were arranged, classified and numbered 
according to collection times and location. We examined at least 5 individuals for each population, total in 368 
males from 39 collection sites, which were furnished to the morphological analysis. The locality and specimen 
numbers of each collection site were listed in Table 4.

Specimens were softened for 8 hours in 10% potassium hydroxide, then the right forewing and hindwing 
were dissected, cleaned and flatten between 2 clean glass slides. Each specimen was given a unique code number. 
Images of the right forewing and hindwing of all 368 specimens were captured using a Sony DSC-H5 camera 
attached to a copy stand, with fixed focus, camera angle and magnification. Images were used in the subsequent 
morphological analysis.

Body size (body length, the length from tip of the head to the end of hind femur) was measured using hand-
held vernier callipers (accurate to 0.02 mm). This body length, including the length of head, dorsal pronotal and 
hind femur, were closely correlated with body size and other size metrics in grasshoppers, and it is more reliable 
than body length (from tip of the head to the end of genitalia), which may change while specimens dried58,59.

The landmark-based geometric morphometrics method was applied to study the clinal change in wing size 
and shape. We set landmarks at the intersections of wing veins with the wing margin, intersections of cross veins 
with major veins and vein branch points, which is the same kind of landmarks used by Rohlf and Slice60. All the 
veins are homologous and regarded as classification characters of grasshopper61. A total of 19 landmarks on the 
forewing and 11 landmarks on the hindwing positioned at vein intersections or terminations (Fig. 8) were identi-
fied and digitized using TpsDig 2.1062. These landmarks were used to match the x and y coordinates in a Cartesian 
space63. Descriptions of the 19 landmarks on forewings and 11 landmarks on hindwings are provided in Table 5. 
Based on the landmarks, the wing size was calculated on the basis of the centroid size (CS; the square root of the 
sum of the squared distances between each landmark and the wing centroid). The CS of the wings was obtained 
for morphological analysis.

Morphometric and Statistical Analyses. Body size and wing size anlysis. The regressive analysis 
method was used to study the relationships between the body size and the latitude. The differences in body 
length among these 39 populations were tested using one-way ANOVA (Tukey’s post-hoc HSD test). We also used 
ArcGIS software to draw a map of the T. annulata collection sites. The body size of each population was plotted on 
the map, and indicated using size and color of circles (Fig. 1). The relationship between the body size and latitude 
(LAT), centroid size (CS) of the wings was examined by a regressive analysis (Figs 2 and 3).

Wing shape analysis. To examine wing-shape variation, digitized landmark data were subjected to generalized 
Procrustes superimpositions to standardize the size of the landmark configurations and eliminate differences 
caused by translation and rotation60. Morphometric analyses were conducted using the IMP software package62. 
A single reference shape configuration for each population (i.e., a consensus wing) was obtained. The consensus 
wing was used for aligning all individual shape configurations and for computing the shape components (i.e., par-
tial warps and the uniform component). We used a consensus shape configuration for each population to build a 
matrix for the 39 populations. The resulting weight matrix64 was then used to explore the shape changes according 
to the means of a multivariate principal component analysis (PCA). The PCA was conducted using MorphoJ1.06d 
software65. PCA is a method to reduce a large set of variables to a few dimensions that represent most of the var-
iation in the data. Principal component scores are the projections of the shapes onto the low-dimensional space 
spanned by the eigenvectors. The major axis of variation can be plotted as two- or three-dimensional graphics and 
allow for the assessment of group differences55,66. To test for wing shape differences among populations, we then 
performed multivariate analysis of variance (MANOVA) on scores from all PC axes, with group identity as a fixed 
factor. This MANOVA was implemented using SPSS 13.0. Major shape changes in the projected lateral views were 
illustrated using a thin-plate spline analysis67. The visual representation of the shape differences described by the 
principal component axis was produced by regressing the shapes (the weighted matrix of the partial warp scores) 
onto the specimen scores on the first three principal component axes. This representation permitted the splines of 
the shape change to be associated with the positive and negative values of a vector component.

Cluster analysis on the shape data to establish the relationship among populations. Principal component scores 
(the forewing and hindwing extracts from the first three PCs explained 85.75% and 78.68%, respectively, of the 
total variance) from the PCA were exported using the “export dataset” options of MorphoJ. The PC scores were 
then imported into Mesquite software for a cluster analysis. The cluster analysis was based on the average of sev-
eral distances between each population, with PC scores used to establish a matrix. Then, the relationships among 
the populations were further summarized based on the unweighted pair-group method with arithmetic averages 
(UPGMA). Finally, the cluster results were imported into MorphoJ, and using the “Map onto Phylogeny” option. 
The PCA and cluster results for the forewing and hindwing are displayed in Figs 4 and 5.
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Relationship between environmental niches and morphological traits. The geographical coordinates of the 39 
populations were imported into DIVA-GIS7.5 software to extract the environmental factors for each site68. 
Environmental data sources were retrieved from the WorldClim Global Climate database at a 30-second res-
olution69. This data source, with 20 environmental factors, contains annual trends, annual seasonal trends, sea-
sonality and extreme or limiting environmental factors, and includes elevation (m), annual mean temperature 
(all temperatures in °C), mean diurnal range, isothermality, temperature seasonality, maximum temperature of 
the warmest month, minimum temperature of the coldest month, annual temperature range, mean tempera-
ture of the wettest quarter, mean temperature of the driest quarter, mean temperature of the warmest quarter, 
mean temperature of the coldest quarter, annual precipitation (all precipitation levels in mm), precipitation of 
the wettest month, precipitation of the driest month, seasonal precipitation, precipitation of the wettest quarter, 
precipitation of the driest quarter, precipitation of the warmest quarter and precipitation of the coldest quarter. 
Several studies have suggested that latitude, longitude and solar radiation may significantly influence the mor-
phology of insects70,71. In this study, we chose the 20 environmental factors described above and added data for 
latitude, longitude and annual solar radiation. These 23 geographical environmental factors were considered 
when assessing the differences observed in the morphological traits of the grasshoppers. The descriptive functions 
of SPSS 13.0 were employed to log10-transform all environmental data to eliminate the dimensional differences 
among the data72. Then, we performed a principal components analysis (PCA; SPSS 13.0) on the environmental 

Populations ID Locality Province Coordinates N

1 Jalaid Banner Nei Monggol 46°43′ 9″ N, 122°55′ 9″ E 5

2 Harbin Heilongjiang 45°53′ 18″ N, 126°27′ 26″ E 6

3 Penglai Shandong 36°53′ 34″ N, 120°31′ 24″ E 20

4 Nanyang Henan 32°59′ 7″ N, 112°28′ 22″ E 6

5 Linfen Shanxi 36°6′ 31″ N, 111°28′ 13″ E 6

6 Shouyang Shanxi 37°54′ 30″ N, 113°8′ 25 ″ E 6

7 Fugu Shaanxi 39°11′ 29″ N, 110°58′ 17″ E 15

8 Yinchuan Ningxia 38°33′ 11″ N, 106°14′ 30″ E 12

9 Bortala Xingjiang 45°7′ 17″ N, 81°26′ 29″ E 5

10 Gangu Gansu 34°45′ 18″ N, 105°21′ 52″ E 6

11 Zhouzhi Shaanxi 34°9′ 16″ N, 108°13′ 36″ E 5

12 Louguantai Shaanxi 34°5′ 38″ N, 108°18′ 25″ E 18

13 Meixian Shaanxi 34°16′ 24″ N, 107°50′ 28″ E 5

14 Chang'an Shaanxi 34°9′ 33″ N, 108°47′ 57″ E 8

15 Zhashui Shaanxi 33°39′ 10″ N, 109°8′ 20″ E 7

16 Foping Shaanxi 33°28′ 41″ N, 108°7′ 6 ″ E 20

17 Lueyang Shaanxi 33°20′ 26″ N, 106°9′ 19″ E 8

18 Pingli Shaanxi 32°21′ 33″ N, 109°26′ 23″ E 12

19 Zhenping Shaanxi 31°48′ 58″ N, 109°31′ 48″ E 7

20 Guang'an Sichuan 30°26′ 38″ N, 106°41′ 31″ E 15

21 Ya'an Sichuan 29°57′ 35″ N, 103°6′ 53″ E 8

22 Zhangjiajie Hunan 29°22′ 32″ N, 110°28′ 8″ E 6

23 Hengyang Hunan 27°3′ 21″ N, 112°24′ 21″ E 6

24 Jishui Jiangxi 27°10′ 51″ N, 115°8′ 7″ E 6

25 Linhai Zhejiang 28°53′ 32″ N, 121°4′ 11″ E 18

26 Wuyishan Fujian 27°46′ 20″ N, 118°1′ 46″ E 6

27 Ruyuan Guangdong 24°54′ 50″ N, 113°4′ 58″ E 9

28 Sanya Hainan 18°18′ 5″ N 109°27′ 9″ E 16

29 Nanning Guangxi 22°52′ 31″ N 108°14′ 34″ E 6

30 Yinjiang Guizhou 28°0′ 8″ N, 108°24′ 7 ″ E 7

31 Wangmo Guizhou 25°14′ 38″ N, 106°5′ 59″ E 7

32 Ziyun Guizhou 25°44′ 43″ N, 106°4′ 57″ E 16

33 Shilin Yunnan 24°52′ 6″ N, 103°19′ 44″ E 12

34 Kunming Yunnan 24°46′ 2″ N, 102°47′ 59″ E 9

35 Binchuan Yunnan 25°49′ 51″ N, 100°34′ 12″ E 14

36 Liuku Yunnan 25°50′ 45″ N, 98°51′ 15″ E 6

37 Jinghong Yunnan 21°57′ 17″ N, 100°45′ 43″ E 10

38 Jinghong Yunnan 21°56′ 4″ N, 100°43′ 13″ E 8

39 Mengla Yunnan 21°29′ 37″ N, 101°34′ 14″ E 6

Table 4.  Populations identifiers (ID), locality and specimen numbers (N) of each collection site for T. annulata 
complex specimens analyzed in this study.
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Figure 8. Wing venation of male T. annulata with major vein labelled and landmark distributions on the 
wings. C, costa vein; M, medial vein; R, radius vein; Rs, radial sector vein; CuA, cubitus anterior vein; CuP, cubitus 
posterior vein; A, anal vein; Ju, jugal vein.

L. of forewing Definition

1 Base of the radius, interaction between the 
radius and subcostal

2 Cross point of Anal vein and the vertex vertical 
line (width of wing)

3–8 Interaction between the radius branch (Rs) and 
the edge of the wing

9 The radius extension on front edge 

10 The base of Precostal Vertex

11 The tip of Precostal Vertex

12 Cross point of Costa vein and the vertex vertical 
line (width of wing)

13 The base of Precostal Vertex

14 Vertex of the anal area 

15 Cross point of hind edge and vertex vertical line 
(width of wing) 

16 Interaction of the cubitus

17–19 Interaction of the radius

L. of hindwing

1 Base of the subcosta

2 Base of the jugal fold

3 The radius extension on front edge 

4 Vertex of the radial area

5 Interaction between the media and the edge of 
the wing

6 Interaction between the cubitus and the edge 
of the wing

7 Anal area at the edge of the central sag of the 
wing 

8–11 Interaction between the jugal fold and the edge 
of the wing

Table 5.  Definition and numbering of the landmarks (L.). Forewing with 19 landmarks and hind wing with 
11 landmarks.
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data to characterize the environmental niche (i.e., the environmental space) occupied by each population73. We 
calculated the mean scores of all principal components (PCs) in each population and used these mean scores to 
conduct subsequent analyses (Table 1).

The forewing and hindwing scores for the first three PCs in the 39 populations of T. annulata sampled were 
used along with the first four PCs of the environmental factors to develop a stepwise regression model. The 
details are as follows: the first three forewing and hindwing PC scores represent the major morphological dif-
ferences among the 39 populations. The first four PC scores of the environmental factors represented the major 
environmental differences among the 39 sites (populations). Then, a stepwise regression was used to detect the 
morphological clinal rules describing the relationships between the forewings and hindwings of T. annulata and 
the environmental factors (Tables 2 and 3).

References
1. West-Eberhard, M. J. Developmental Plasticity and Evolution. Oxford University Press, Oxford (2003).
2. Chaput-Bardy, A., Pays, O., Lodé, T. & Secondi, J. Morphological clines in dendritic landscapes. Freshwater Biol. 52, 1677–1688 

(2007).
3. Misof, B. et al. Phylogenomics resolves the timing and pattern of insect evolution. Science 346, 763–767 (2014).
4. Monaghan, P. Early growth conditions, phenotypic development and environmental change. Phil. Trans. R. Soc. 363, 1635–1645 

(2008).
5. Fischer, K. et al. Environmental effects on temperature stress resistance in the tropical butterfly Bicyclus Anynana. Plos One 5, e15284 

(2010).
6. Moczek, A. P. Phenotypic plasticity and diversity in insects. Phil. Trans. R. Soc. B. 365, 593–603 (2010).
7. Morales Vargas, R. E., Ya-umphan, P., Phumala-Morales, N., Komalamisra, N. & Dujardin, J. P. Climate associated size and shape 

changes in Aedes aegypti (Diptera: Culicidae) populations from Thailand. Infect. Genet. Evol. 10, 580–585 (2010).
8. Otaki, J. M., Hiyama, A., Iwata, M. & Kudo, T. Phenotypic plasticity in the range-margin population of the lycaenid butterfly Zizeeria 

maha. BMC Evol. Biol. 10, 252 (2010).
9. Choisy, M. & de Roode, J. C. The ecology and evolution of animal medication: genetically fixed response versus phenotypic plasticity. 

Am. Nat. 184, S31–S46 (2014).
10. Valladares, F. et al. The effects of phenotypic plasticity and local adaptation on forecasts of species range shifts under climate change. 

Ecol. Lett. 17, 1351–1364 (2014).
11. Bai, Y., Ma, L. B., Xu, S. Q. & Wang, G. H. A geometric morphometric study of the wing shapes of Pieris rapae (Lepidoptera: 

Pieridae) from the Qinling Mountains and adjacent regions: An environmental and distance-based consideration. Fla. Entomol. 98, 
162–169 (2015).

12. Prieto, C. & Dahners, H. W. Resource utilization and environmental and spatiotemporal overlap of a hill topping Lycaenid butterfly 
community in the Colombian Andes. J. Insect Sci. 9, 16 (2009).

13. Shelomi, M. Where are we now? Bergman’s rule sensu lato in insects. Am. Nat. 180, 511–519 (2012).
14. Levy, R. A. & Nufio, C. R. Dispersal potential impacts size clines of grasshoppers across an elevation gradient. Oikos 124, 610–619 (2014).
15. Zheng, X. L., Yang, Q. S., Hu, Y. W., Lei, C. L. & Wang, X. P. Latitudinal variation of morphological characteristics in the swallowtail 

Sericinus montelus Gray, 1798 (Lepidoptera: Papilionidae). Acta Zool-Stockholm 96, 242–252 (2015).
16. Mousseau, T. A. Ectotherms follow the converse to Bergmann’s rule. Evolution 51, 630–632 (1997).
17. Blanckenhorn, W. U. & Demont, M. Bergmann and converse Bergmann latitudinal clines in arthropods: two ends of a continuum? 

Integr. Comp. Biol. 44, 413–424 (2004).
18. Clapham, M. E. & Karr, J. A. Environmental and biotic controls on the evolutionary history of insect body size. P. Natl. Acad. Sci. 

USA 109, 10927–10930 (2012).
19. Meiri, S. Bergmann’s Rule-What’s in a name? Global Ecol. Biogeogr. 20, 203–207 (2011).
20. Eweleit, L. & Reinhold, K. Body size and elevation: do Bergmann’s and Rensch’s rule apply in the polytypic bushcricket Poecilimon 

veluchianus? Ecol. Entomol. 39, 133–136 (2014).
21. Whitman, D. W. The significance of body size in the Orthoptera: a review. J. Orthoptera Res. 17, 117–134 (2008).
22. Chown, S. L. & Gaston, K. J. Body size variation in insects: A macroecological perspective. Biol. Rev. Camb. Philos. Soc. 85, 139–169 (2010).
23. Stillwell, R. C. & Fox, C. W. Complex patterns of phenotypic plasticity: interactive effects of temperature during rearing and 

oviposition. Ecology 86, 924–934 (2005).
24. Treasure, A. M. & Chown, S. L. Antagonistic effects of biological invasion and temperature change on body size of island ectotherms. 

Divers. Distrib. 20, 202–213 (2014).
25. Brehm, G. & Fiedler, K. Bergmann’s rule does not apply to geometrid moths along an elevational gradient in an Andean montane 

rain forest. Global Ecol. Biogeogr. 13, 7–14 (2004).
26. Gouws, E. J., Gaston, K. J. & Chown, S. L. Intraspecific body size frequency distributions of insects. Plos One 6, e16606 (2011).
27. Fattorini, S., Monaco, R. L., Giulio, A. D. & Ulrich, W. Latitudinal trends in body length distributions of Europe an darkling beetles 

(Tenebrionidae). Acta Oecol. 53, 88–94 (2013).
28. Wason, E. L. & Pennings, S. C. Grasshopper (Orthoptera: Tettigoniidae) species composition and size across latitude in atlantic coast 

salt marshes. Estuar Coast 31, 335–343 (2008).
29. San Martin y Gomez, G. & Van Dyck, H. Ecotypic differentiation between urban and rural populations of the grasshopper 

Chorthippus brunneus relative to climate and habitat fragmentation. Oecologia 169, 125–133 (2012).
30. Caley, M. J., Cripps, E. & Game, E. T. Phenotypic covariance at species’ borders. BMC Evol. Biol. 13, 105 (2013).
31. Parsons, S. M. A. & Joern, A. Life history traits associated with body size covary along a latitudinal gradient in a generalist 

grasshopper. Oecologia 174, 379–391 (2014).
32. Schoener, T. W. & Janzen, D. H. Notes on environmental determinants of tropical versus temperate insect size patterns. Am. Nat. 

102, 207–224 (1968).
33. Makarieva, A. M., Gorshkov, V. G. & Li, B. L. Gigantism, temperature and metabolic rate in terrestrial poikilotherms. Proc. Roy. Soc. 

Lond. B Biol. Sci. 272, 2325–2328 (2005a).
34. Makarieva, A. M., Gorshkov, V. G. & Li, B. L. Temperature-associated upper limits to body size in terrestrial poikilotherms. Oikos 

111, 425–436 (2005b).
35. Berner, D. & Blanckenhorn, W. U. Grasshopper ontogeny in relation to time constraints: adaptive divergence and stasis. J. Anim. 

Ecol. 75, 130–139 (2006).
36. Bidau, C. J. & Martí, D. A. Geographic and climatic factors related to a body-size cline in Dichroplus pratensis Bruner, 1900 

(Acrididae, Melanoplinae). J. Orthoptera Res. 17, 149–156 (2008b).
37. Remis, M. I. Population differentiation in the grasshopper Sinipta dalmani: body size varies in relation to karyotype and climatic 

conditions. J. Orthoptera Res. 17, 213–218 (2008).
38. Harris, R., McQuillan, P. & Hughes, L. Patterns in body size and melanism along a latitudinal cline in the wingless grasshopper, 

Phaulacridium vittatum. J. Biogeogr. 39, 1450–1461 (2012).



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

1 4Scientific RepoRts | 6:32680 | DOI: 10.1038/srep32680

39. Romero, M. L., Colombo, P. C. & Remis, M. I. Morphometric differentiation in Cornops aquaticum (Orthoptera: Acrididae): 
associations with sex, Chromosome, and geographic conditions. J. Insect Sci. 14, 164 (2014).

40. Picaud, F. & Petit, D. P. Body size, sexual dimorphism, and ecological succession in grasshoppers. J. Orthoptera Res. 17, 177–181 (2008).
41. Telfer, M. G. & Hassall, M. Ecotypic differentiation in the grasshopper Chorthippus brunneus: life history varies in relation to climate. 

Oecologia 121, 245–254 (1999).
42. Hoffmann, A. A. & Sgrò, C. M. Climate change and evolutionary adaptation. Nature 470, 479–485 (2011).
43. Hollis, D. A revision of the genus Trilophida Stål (Orthoptera: Acridoidea). Trans. R. ent. Soc. Lond. 117, 245–262 (1965).
44. Chesler, J. Observations on the biology of some South African Acrididae (Orthoptera). Trans. R. ent. Soc. Lond. 87, 313–351 (1938).
45. Chapman, R. F. The ecology and distribution of grasshoppers in Ghana. Proc. Zool. Soc. Lond. 139, 1–66 (1962).
46. Loh, R., David, J. R., Debat, V. & Bitner-Mathé, B. C. Adaptation to different climates results in divergent phenotypic plasticity of 

wing size and shape in an invasive Drosophilid. J. Genet. 87, 209–217 (2008).
47. Beasley, D. E., Bonisoli-Alquati, A., Welch, S. M., Møller, A. P. & Mousseau, T. A. Effects of parental radiation exposure on 

developmental instability in grasshoppers. J. Evol. Biol. 25, 1149–1162 (2012).
48. Hassall, C., Keat, S., Thompson, D. J. & Watts, P. C. Bergmann’s rule is maintained during a rapid range expansion in a damselfly. 

Global Change Biol. 20, 475–482 (2014).
49. Marcandier, S. & Khachatourians, G. G. Susceptibility of migratory grasshopper, Melanoplus sanguinipes (Fab.) (Orthoptera: Acrididae), 

to Beauveria bassiana (Bals.) Vuillemin (Hyphomycetes): influence of relative humidity. Can. Entomol. 119, 901–907 (1987).
50. Møller, A. P., Karadas, F. & Mousseau, T. A. Antioxidants in eggs of great tits Parus major from Chernobyl and hatching success. J. 

Comp. Physiol. B-Biochem. Syst. Environ. Physiol. 178, 735–743 (2008a).
51. Møller, A. P., Mousseau, T. A., Lynn, C., Ostermiller, S. & Rudolfsen, G. Impaired swimming behaviour and morphology of sperm 

from barn swallows Hirundo rustica in Chernobyl. Mutat. Res., Genet. Toxicol. Environ. Mutagen. 650, 210–216 ( 2008b).
52. Møller, A. P., Erritzøe, J., Karadas, F. & Mousseau, T. A. Historical mutation rates predict susceptibility to radiation in Chernobyl 

birds. J. Evol. Biol. 23, 2132–2142 (2010).
53. Møller, A. P. & Mousseau, T. A. Reduced abundance of insects and spiders linked to radiation at Chernobyl 20 years after the 

accident. Biol. Lett. 5, 356–359 (2009).
54. Berggren, H., Tinnert, J. & Forsman, A. Spatial sorting may explain evolutionary dynamics of wing polymorphism in pygmy 

grasshoppers. J. Evol. Biol. 25, 2126–2138 (2012).
55. Mitteroecker, P. & Gunz, P. Advances in geometric morphometrics. Evol. Biol. 36, 235–247 (2009).
56. Betts, C. R. & Wootton, R. J. Wing shape and flight behaviour in butterflies (Lepidoptera: Papilionoidea and Hesperioidea): a 

preliminary analysis. J. Exp. Biol. 138, 271–288 (1988).
57. DeVries, P. J., Penz, C. M. & Hill, R. I. Vertical distribution, flight behaviour and evolution of wing morphology in Morpho 

butterflies. J. Anim. Ecol. 79, 1077–1085 (2010).
58. Masaki, S. Geographic variation and climatic adaptation in a field cricket (Orthoptera: Gryllidae). Evolution 21, 725–741 (1967).
59. Laiolo, P., Illera, J. C. & Obeso, J. R. Local climate determines intra- and interspecific variation in sexual size dimorphism in 

mountain grasshopper communities. J. Evol. Biol. 26, 2171–2183 (2013).
60. Rohlf, F. J. & Slice, D. E. Extensions of the procrustes method for the optimal superimposition of landmarks. Syst.Zool. 39, 40–59 (1990).
61. Hamilton, K. G. A. The insect wing, part II. vein homology and the archetypal insect wing. J. Kansas Entomol. Soc. 45, 54–58 (1972).
62. Rohlf, F. J. TpsDig2, version 2.10. Department of ecology and evolution, State University of New York, Stony Brook, NY. Available at 

http://life.bio.sunysb.edu/morph (2006).
63. Adams, D. C., Rohlf, F. J. & Slice, D. E. Geometric morphometrics: Ten years of progress following the revolution. Ital. J. Zool. 71, 

5–16 (2004).
64. Rohlf, F. J. Relative warp analysis and an example of its application to mosquito wings. pp. 131–159. In Marcus, L. F. et al. [Eds.] 1993. 

Contributions to Morphometrics. Monografías del Museo Nacional de Ciencias Naturales.8, Madrid (1993).
65. Klingenberg, C. P. & Maruqán-Lobón, J. Evolutionary covariation in geometric morphometric data: analyzing integration, 

modularity, and allometry in a phylogenetic context. Syst. Biol. 62, 591–610 (2013).
66. Mitteroecker, P. & Bookstein, F. L. The conceptual and statistical relationship between modularity and morphological integration. 

Syst. Biol. 56, 818–836 (2007).
67. Bookstein, F. L. Principal warps, thin-plate splines and the decomposition of deformations. IEEE Trans. Patt. Anal. Mach. Intell. 11, 

567–585 (1989).
68. Hijmans, R. J., Guarino, L., Cruz, M. & Rojas, E. Computer tools for spatial analysis of plant genetic resources data: 1. DIVA-GIS. 

Plant Genet. Resour. Newsl. 127, 15–19 (2001).
69. Hijmans, R. J., Cameron, S. E., Parra, J. L., Jones, P. G. & Jarvis, A. Very high resolution interpolated climate surfaces for global land 

areas. Int. J. Climatol. 25, 1965–1978 (2005).
70. Pimentel, C., Santos, M., Ferreira, C. & Nilsson, J. Temperature, size, reproductive allocation, and life-history evolution in a 

gregarious caterpillar. Biol. J. Linnean Soc. 105, 340–349 (2012).
71. Pepper, J. H. & Hastings, E. The effects of solar radiation on grasshopper temperatures and activities. Ecology 33, 96–103 (1952).
72. Luxbacher, A. M. & Knouft, J. H. Assessing concurrent patterns of environmental niche and morphological evolution among species 

of horned lizards (Phrynosoma). J. Evol. Biol. 22, 1669–1678 (2009).
73. Knouft, J. H., Losos, J. B., Glor, R. E. & Kolbe, J. J. Phylogenetic analysis of the evolution of the niche in lizards of the Anolis sagrei 

group. Ecology 87, S29–S38 (2006).

Acknowledgements
We sincerely thank Doug Strongman of Saint Mary’s University, Canada, for help in improving the English of 
this manuscript. This work was supported in part by the National Natural Science Foundation of China under 
Grant No. 31372250 and No. 31402006, was also supported by the Fundamental Research Funds for the Central 
Universities under Grant No. GK201302053.

Author Contributions
S.-Q.X. designed the experiments. J.-J.D. and D.-L.G. performed the experiments. Y.B. analyzed the data. J.-Y.X. 
provided technical support. Y.B. and S.-Q.X. wrote the manuscript. All authors reviewed and considered the 
manuscript.

Additional Information
Competing financial interests: The authors declare no competing financial interests.
How to cite this article: Bai, Y. et al. Geographic variation in wing size and shape of the grasshopper Trilophidia 
annulata (Orthoptera: Oedipodidae): morphological trait variations follow an ecogeographical rule. Sci. Rep. 6, 
32680; doi: 10.1038/srep32680 (2016).

http://life.bio.sunysb.edu/morph


www.nature.com/scientificreports/

1 5Scientific RepoRts | 6:32680 | DOI: 10.1038/srep32680

This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License. The images 
or other third party material in this article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, 

unless indicated otherwise in the credit line; if the material is not included under the Creative Commons license, 
users will need to obtain permission from the license holder to reproduce the material. To view a copy of this 
license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
 
© The Author(s) 2016

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Geographic variation in wing size and shape of the grasshopper Trilophidia annulata (Orthoptera: Oedipodidae): morphological trait variations follow an ecogeographical rule
	Introduction
	Results
	The geographical variation of body size (body length) of T. annulata
	Relationship between wing size and body size
	Wing shape variation
	Characterization of the environmental niche
	Relationship between clinal variations in wing size and environmental factors
	Relationships between wing shape and environmental factors

	Discussion
	Body size (wing size) changes significantly along environmental gradients
	Solar radiation affects the wing size of grasshoppers by affecting their development
	Wing shape changes along environmental gradients

	Material and Methods
	Background
	Data collection
	Morphometric and Statistical Analyses
	Body size and wing size anlysis
	Wing shape analysis
	Cluster analysis on the shape data to establish the relationship among populations
	Relationship between environmental niches and morphological traits


	Additional Information
	Acknowledgements
	References



 
    
       
          application/pdf
          
             
                Geographic variation in wing size and shape of the grasshopper Trilophidia annulata (Orthoptera: Oedipodidae): morphological trait variations follow an ecogeographical rule
            
         
          
             
                srep ,  (2016). doi:10.1038/srep32680
            
         
          
             
                Yi Bai
                Jia-Jia Dong
                De-Long Guan
                Juan-Ying Xie
                Sheng-Quan Xu
            
         
          doi:10.1038/srep32680
          
             
                Nature Publishing Group
            
         
          
             
                © 2016 Nature Publishing Group
            
         
      
       
          
      
       
          © 2016 The Author(s)
          10.1038/srep32680
          2045-2322
          
          Nature Publishing Group
          
             
                permissions@nature.com
            
         
          
             
                http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep32680
            
         
      
       
          
          
          
             
                doi:10.1038/srep32680
            
         
          
             
                srep ,  (2016). doi:10.1038/srep32680
            
         
          
          
      
       
       
          True
      
   




