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Digit ratio in the common toad Bufo bufo:
the effects of reduced fingers and of age
dependency
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Abstract

Introduction: Despite the growing number of studies describing digit ratio patterns in tetrapods, knowledge
concerning certain basic issues is still scarce. In lower vertebrates such as tailless amphibians (Anura), the
numbering of individual fingers on the forelimbs and their homology with the fingers of other vertebrates pose an
unsolved problem. Based on reviewed data on anuran limb development, we argue that the correct finger
numbering scheme should be based on the assumption that the first finger, not the fifth finger, was reduced on
the forelimbs. We analyzed the digit ratio in the common toad (Bufo bufo, Bufonidae), a species characterized by
well-developed sexual dimorphism whereby females are larger than males, using both numbering schemes present
in the literature.

Results: We found that the digit ratio on hindlimbs differed significantly between the sexes only in the cases of left
2D:3D, with lower digit ratios in females, and of left 3D:4D, with lower digit ratios in males. We found that sex was
the only significant variable for forelimbs, differentiating 2D:3D on the left forelimb, with lower digit ratios in
females; 2D:4D on the right forelimb, with lower digit ratios in males; and 3D:4D on both forelimbs, with lower digit
ratios in males. These results relate to variant II reflecting the hypothesis that the first digit was reduced during
phylogenesis. There was no relationship between the body size (SVL) of individuals and any digit ratio, excluding
2D:4D on the right forelimbs in models with age variables. Additionally, for a subset of data where individual age
was known, the models indicated that age was linked to significant differences in 2D:4D and 3D:4D on the left
hindlimbs, while age, SVL, and sex influenced 2D:4D on the right forelimbs.

Conclusion: We emphasize the importance of the problem of the correct numbering of forelimb digits in Anura
and, under the assumption that it was the fifth digit that was reduced, argue that earlier results on digit ratio in this
group should be interpreted with caution. The detected relationship between digit ratio and age in amphibians
expands our knowledge, indicating that the age of individuals should be included in future digit ratio studies. This
relationship may also apply to studies using digit ratio as a noninvasive indicator of endocrine disruption in
amphibians.
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Background
Digit ratio (2D:4D) denotes the relative lengths of the
second and fourth digits. This ratio appears to be corre-
lated with levels of sex hormones during development
[1, 2]. The number of studies examining the relation-
ships between digit ratio and behavioral or physical
features is growing dynamically, especially in the case of
Homo sapiens [3, 4]. Most of these are correlation
studies, but in the case of vertebrates other than
humans, experimental work has also been carried out,
shedding new light on the evolution of the digit ratio
pattern in tetrapods [5–12]. It is generally accepted that
2D:4D is higher in females; this is true not only for most
mammals [13–16] but also for most tailed amphibians
(newts [17];). The opposite pattern is present in most
sauropsids (i.e., birds and reptiles) [18–21]. However,
at the same time, a growing number of studies have
been unable to confirm these patterns in various
tetrapod lineages or have detected patterns different
than expected [22–24].

Digit ratio in amphibians: current state of knowledge
Amphibians have been studied the least among modern
tetrapods in terms of digit ratio patterns. Most existing
studies are descriptive, with the exception of one
experimental study in which testosterone levels were
manipulated during development [5]. We are currently
aware of seven species within Anura [5, 24–27] and five
within Caudata [17, 28] in which digit ratio studies have
been conducted (for more details, see Table 1). A male-
biased pattern, i.e., males characterized by a significantly
higher 2D:4D than females, was described for the
hindlimbs in the pointed-belly frog Leptodactylus podici-
pinus and in the strawberry poison-dart frog Oophaga
pumilio [5, 25]. However, a subsequent study of O.
pumilio did not confirm the earlier results: among the
examined individuals, males were characterized by a
significantly higher 2D:4D on the forelimbs than females,
while no differences between the sexes were detected for
the hindlimbs [26]. Similarly, in Bransford’s robber frog
Craugastor bransfordii, males were characterized by a
higher 2D:4D than females, but this was true only for
the left forelimbs [26]. On the other hand, in the túngara
frog Engystomops pustulosus, females were characterized
by a higher 2D:4D than males for both forelimbs, a
pattern considered characteristic of mammals [27]. A
similar phenomenon was observed in the marsh frog
Pelophylax ridibundus for the left forelimb; however,
only the left side of the body was examined in this study
[29]. Female-biased patterns have also been detected for
the hindlimbs in Salamandridae, specifically in the
smooth newt Lissotriton vulgaris, the Carpathian newt
Lissotriton montandoni, and the alpine newt Ichthyo-
saura alpestris [17]. In the last species, this pattern was

additionally recorded for the forelimbs [17]. However, in
two other Caudata species, the great crested newt
Triturus cristatus and the fire salamander Salamandra
salamandra, no sex differences were found in the digit
ratios of any limbs [17, 28]. This is also true for the
Maud Island frog Leiopelma pakeka, the cane toad
Rhinella marina, and the rufous frog Leptodactylus
fuscus [5, 24, 27] (Table 1).
A recent experimental study on L. fuscus made a

significant contribution to the current understanding of
the digit ratio (2D:4D) pattern in amphibians and, more
broadly, tetrapods [5]. In the study, Gosner stages 28 to
46 (the end of metamorphosis) were considered a devel-
opmental window in which gonadal and digit develop-
ment occurs in anurans. Consequently, it was assumed
that developing tadpoles are susceptible to hormonal
manipulation, which, hypothetically, should change the
digit ratio pattern. The experiment involved the addition
of testosterone to water in tanks with developing
tadpoles. In line with the assumptions, digit ratios were
sensitive to levels of sex steroids during ontogeny: indi-
viduals undergoing treatments with added testosterone
exhibited a masculinized 2D:4D on the hindlimbs (more
precisely, digit II (2D) became longer in frogs treated
with testosterone, whereas no effect was detected for
digit IV (4D)). The male-biased 2D:4D observed in L.
fuscus was apparently a consequence of the varying level
of sensitivity of 2D to circulating testosterone, which dif-
fered between the sexes—the “hypothesis of changes in
the identity of dimorphic digits” [5]. The authors also
pointed out that phenotypic integration occurs between
traits such as digit ratio and body size, both of which are
hormonally modulated by testosterone levels during
larval development [5]. The conclusions drawn by these
authors appear to be in line with those from previous
results (see Table 1) and thus shed new light on the
inconclusive results obtained heretofore in amphibians.
Thus, the digit ratio pattern in a given case may depend
to a large extent on the evolutionary history of the
species and may be modified as a result of natural
selection or the adaptation that species to its lifestyle
and environmental conditions (see also the results
obtained in connection with phylogenetic background by
[30] for iguanian lizards).
Another study provided a more detailed understanding

of the effect of the scaling relationships between the
second and fourth digits on Anura limbs, using sex, body
size, and body side as interactive fixed effects for data
obtained from E. pustulosus and R. marina [27]. There
were no significant differences between sexes in digit
ratio, but it was found that in E. pustulosus, the length
of 2D was best predicted by the interaction between
body size and the length of 4D. In contrast, in R. marinus,
there was no relationship between 2D:4D and sex or body
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size. However, larger toads are characterized by a longer
2D, the length of which was best predicted by the length
of 4D, which was interpreted as isometric growth [27]. In
conclusion, a body size component should be included in
all digit ratio studies.
However, in the case of anuran amphibians, comparison

of results concerning digit ratio patterns with those for
other tetrapods leads to additional difficulties that have
not been properly discussed. [27] were the first to indicate
that, on forelimbs, “[the] digit numbering scheme used in
this and other studies of anuran digit ratios may not be
homologous to digit numbers used in other pentadactyl
taxa.” This is because we are still not sure “which digit on
the anuran forelimb was lost over evolutionary time from
their pentadactyl ancestors” [27]. In earlier papers, digit
numbering was adopted according to the first paper on
digit ratio in amphibians, in which the author proposed
that “[the] digit order was considered medial to lateral, in
which the most medial was the ‘first’ digit” [25]. Later,
other authors analyzed digit ratio on anuran forelimbs
using the same schema [24, 26, 27, 29]. However, the
numbering adopted by [25] conflicts with current know-
ledge concerning the biology of limb/toe development in
anuran amphibians [31, 32]. According to experimental

studies, the lost finger is the most preaxial finger, i.e.,
finger I [33]. As a consequence, anuran forelimbs most
likely contain fingers II–V [31, 32].
The aim of our study was to investigate digit ratio (2D:

4D and other described combinations, such as 2D:3D
and 3D:4D) in the common toad Bufo bufo (Linnaeus,
1758) (Bufonidae), a species with pronounced sexual
dimorphism, whereby females are much larger than
males. We hypothesized that sex differences in digit ratio
are present in this species but made no specific predic-
tions about the direction of the pattern (female- or
male-biased). Our results were analyzed using two
alternative variants of digit numbering on the forelimbs
(see Fig. 1 for more details). In variant I, following earlier
researchers of the subject, we assumed that the fifth digit
was lost during development ([25] and further studies).
In variant II, we assumed that the first digit, i.e., the
most preaxial one, was lost during development [33].
However, as we pointed out above, the digit numbering
in variant I is not supported by current knowledge
concerning forelimb growth patterns in amphibians [31, 32].
Additionally, we took individual age into account when
analyzing the digit ratios of animals originating from one of
the studied populations to determine whether potentially

Fig. 1 Two alternative finger numbering protocols for anuran forelimbs, reflecting the hypotheses that the fifth (variant I) or the first (variant II)
digit was reduced during phylogenesis. The upper and lower parts of the figure show which fingers are used to measure digit ratios in each of
the adopted protocols, with the results presented in the form of box plots. It should be noted that 2D:3D in variant I corresponds to 3D:4D in
variant II; similarly, 2D:4D corresponds to 3D:5D, and 3D:4D corresponds to 4D:5D. Although variant I is predominantly used in research, it is
variant II that probably reflects the actual finger numbering in anurans (see in text: Limb and finger development in anurans). Asterisks indicate
the statistical significance level of the difference in digit ratios between sexes (gray box plots - male; white box plots – female; levels of
significance: ***p < 0.001, **p < 0.01). The illustration of an anuran forelimb was adapted from [27]
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different environmental conditions during development lead
to differences in digit ratios between age cohorts. Toads in
the studied populations reach an age of approximately 4
years, with the few oldest individuals reaching ages over 5
years [34, 35], and we supposed that the age cohorts might
differ in sexual dimorphism in digit ratios. Our assumption
was based on the fact that environmental conditions (includ-
ing environmental stressors) during larval development (i.e.,
the tadpole stage) may vary between years, leading to slightly
different phenotypes of adult individuals between age
cohorts. As a consequence, this variation may be reflected in
detectable differences in digit ratios. To the best of our
knowledge, in the existing digit ratio studies on adult
amphibians, the age of the studied individuals was never
included.

Methods
Ethics statement
This research complies with the current laws of Poland
and was performed with appropriate collection and research
permits (from the Regional Director of Environmental Pro-
tection: WPN.6401.57.2014.IW and WPN.6401.42.2014.
MD.I.). We followed all applicable institutional and national
guidelines for the care and use of animals. Moreover, the
main investigator (MK) has been trained by the Polish
Laboratory Animal Science Association. The study species,
the common toad Bufo bufo, has been assigned ‘least
concern’ status at the European Union level [36]; however,
at the national level, the current status of this species has
not been evaluated [37]. Once measurements had been
taken, all animals were immediately released at the site of
capture in accordance with the permission granted.

Study sites and sampling
The study was carried out at three separate sites in western
Poland: at two sites located within the city of Poznań
(Krzesiny – site 1: 52.3370° N, 16.9795° E, Kajka – site 2:
52.2518° N, 16.5910° E) and one in a low-disturbance, for-
ested landscape (Gorzyń – site 3: 52.5493° N, 15.8736° E).
The first two sites were described in our earlier paper; both
are subject to human impact, with anthropogenically
altered habitats (urbanization, pollution, and road mortality
were noted) [34]. In contrast, the population from site 3,
which is relatively uninfluenced by human activity, inhabits
a mixed forest. All individuals from each site were collected
during a single night with pitfall traps or captured manually
during a massive spring migration (March–April 2015). We
analyzed a total of 299 B. bufo individuals (141 females, 158
males): 54 males and 50 females from site 1; 49 and 53
from site 2; and 55 and 40 from site 3. To avoid resampling
of individuals, each location was sampled only once. The
sex of individuals (all of the measured specimens were
sexually mature) was determined using the occurrence of

nuptial pads in males as well as differences in body size and
shape.
Two characteristics were measured using a manual

caliper (accuracy: 0.01 mm): SVL (snout-vent length,
which in anurans is identical to total body length) and
head width (HW). To minimize additional human-
induced systematic error (observer effect), all specimens
were measured by only one researcher. To calculate
intraobserver error, digit measurements were carried out
twice for 30 randomly selected individuals. The level of
technical measurement error was calculated using the
intraclass correlation coefficient (ICC).

Digit ratio measurements
A special measurement platform was assembled so that
all photographs could be taken from the same distance
and would depict the same position of the digits. The
platform consisted of a wooden frame with two glass
surfaces placed 6 cm from each other. In each case, the
limb and camera were installed in the frame; the limb
was placed on the upper surface (lined with millimeter
paper, which served as a scale), and the camera, on the
lower surface (the opposite side). Separate pictures were
taken for each fore- and hindlimb. Then, we used com-
puterized measurements of each limb photograph, in ac-
cordance with [17]. Limbs with distorted and missing
digits were excluded from our study.

Age evaluation
In amphibians, growth parameters such as body length
and weight are closely related to environmental factors
and thus should not be used to estimate age [38]. There-
fore, precise determination of the age of studied individ-
uals requires the use of other methods. We evaluated
the age of individuals from site 2 using skeletochronolo-
gical analysis in accordance with the schema described
by [39], with some modifications of the protocol (see
[34] for details). Following digitalization of each limb, we
cut off the fourth toe of the hindlimb of each individual
using microsurgical scissors that were sterilized before
each use. We disinfected the resulting wound on live
toads with 0.01% potassium permanganate. Subse-
quently, toes were decalcified, sliced with a freezing
microtome, and stained with cresyl violet. For age evalu-
ation, we counted the number of LAGs deposited in
periosteal bone during each hibernation (1 LAG = 1 hi-
bernation = 1 year of life) using a Carl Zeiss Axioscope
20 light microscope (for more details, see our previous
papers: [34, 35]).

Data processing and statistical analysis
In our analyses, we used general linear models (GLMs).
We tested the size (SVL) and sex of toads as the factors
affecting digit ratio. In the first models, we used data
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from each site and built mixed models with the site of
capture as a random variable (random intercept); how-
ever, in all models, the value of this parameter was zero,
indicating no subject-level variation. We performed
modeling on different response variables: left and right
forelimb 2D:4D: variant I (nleft = 290, nright = 290) and
variant II (nleft = 287, nright = 286) (for more details
about variants, see Fig. 1.). An SVL value difference was
observed between males and females (mean for males:
65.66 ± 5.08 sd; mean for females: 85.22 ± 7.16; t-value: −
27.26, df = 293, p < 0.001). To eliminate this difference,
prior to these analyses, the SVL value for each individual
was centered around the mean size for the specimen’s sex.
In the second set (dataset 2) of models, we additionally
tested the age variable for individuals from site 2 (for all
99 records). We compared each digit ratio linked to the
most frequently investigated 2D:3D, 2D:4D, and 3D:4D
(see Fig. 1) in both variants for the forelimbs and hin-
dlimbs between the right and left sides, using a t-test for
dependent variables. We used Hedges’ g statistic [40] to
estimate the effect size. The magnitude of the effects was
categorized using four thresholds: |g| < 0.2, “negligible”;
0.2 ≤ |g| < 0.5, “small”; 0.5 ≤ |g| < 0.8, “medium”; and
0.8 ≤ |g| < 1 “large” [41]. All of the statistics were calcu-
lated in R software [42] with the ‘lme4’ package [43]. The
explanatory variables were tested using the drop1() func-
tion. We diagnosed models graphically but found no viola-
tion of either homoscedasticity or normality of residuals.
In accordance with the approach adopted by [30], we

calculated the sexual dimorphism index for body size
(SDISVL) and selected digit ratios (SDIdigit ratio), i.e., those
significantly influenced by age and sex. The indexes were
evaluated in the context of phenotypic integration as
described by [5].

Results
No variation in digit ratio between three study sites was
detected; accordingly, in the final mixed models, we did
not take site of capture into account as a random
variable (random intercept). No relationship was found
between the size (SVL) of individuals and any digit ratio,
except for right forelimb 2D:4D in the second dataset,
i.e., the one in which the ages of toads were evaluated
(Fig. 2, panel: a; Table S2). All obtained ICC values were
significant and acceptable (ICC = 0.938, Table S1).

Hindlimbs
Based on the GLM, we found that in the investigated
toads, sex differences in digit ratio were significant only
for left 2D:3D, with lower digit ratios in females (F =
8.638, p = 0.004), and for left 3D:4D, with lower digit
ratios in males (F = 18.705, p < 0.001; Tables 2, S2). The
effect sizes g ranged from 0.006 to 0.440 (Table 2). In
the second dataset, the GLM showed that age was a

significant variable for left hindlimb 2D:4D (F = 9.208,
p = 0.003, Fig. 2, panel: c; Table S2) and 3D:4D (F =
6.664, p = 0.011; Fig. 2, panel: d; Table S2; for more
demographic data, see Fig. S1), with lower values in
older individuals (Fig. 2, panel: c, d). The t-test showed
directional asymmetry (between left and right digit
ratios) only in the case of 2D:3D, but the value of the
effect size was 0.174, signifying that this effect was
negligible, similar to those for other digit ratios on the
hindlimbs (Table 3).

Forelimbs: variant I – reduced fifth digit
Based on the GLM, we found that the sex of the investi-
gated toads was the only significant variable differentiat-
ing 2D:3D on both forelimbs, with lower digit ratios in
males (left F = 22.393, p < 0.001; right F = 26.055, p <
0.001), and 3D:4D on both forelimbs, with lower digit
ratios in females (left F = 10.082, p = 0.002; right F =
15.340, p < 0.001) (Tables 2, S2). In variant I, the effect
sizes g ranged from 0.019 to 0.625 (Table 2). The GLM
showed that, according to the second dataset, there was
no relationship between the ages of individuals and any
digit ratio (Table S2). The t-test showed directional
asymmetry (between left and right digit ratios) in 2D:4D
and 3D:4D, with effect sizes g ranging from 0.081 to
0.335 (Table 3).

Forelimbs: variant II – reduced first digit
Based on the GLM, we found that the sex of the investi-
gated toads was the only significant variable differentiating
2D:3D on the left forelimb, with lower digit ratios in fe-
males (F = 29.370, p < 0.001); 2D:4D on the right forelimb,
with lower digit ratios in males (F = 19.088, p < 0.001); and
3D:4D on both forelimbs, with lower digit ratios in males
(left F = 22.393, p < 0.001; right F = 26.055, p < 0.001)
(Table 2, S2). It should be noted that 2D:3D in variant I
corresponds to 3D:4D in variant II (see Fig. 1). In variant II,
the effect sizes ranged from 0.049 to 0.627 (Table 2). In the
second dataset, the GLM showed that age was a significant
variable for right 2D:4D (F = 4.911, p = 0.029), as were sex
(F = 17.494, p < 0.001) and, notably, body size (F = 4.817,
p = 0.031; Fig. 2, panels: a, b; Table S2). In terms of age dif-
ferences, the right forelimb 2D:4D of older individuals was
lower (Fig. 2, panel: b). The t-test showed directional asym-
metry (between left and right digit ratios) in 2D:3D and 2D:
4D, with effect sizes ranging from 0.081 to 0.281 (Table 3).
The relationship between SDISVL and SDIdigit ratio for

each site and age cohort is shown in Fig. 3 for right fore-
limb 2D:4D in variant II and left hindlimb 3D:4D (i.e.,
the digit ratios in which relationships with age and sex
were detected in our models). Due to the small number
of surveyed populations and the existence of only 4 age
classes (cohorts) in which the number of individuals
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exceeded 10 (Fig. S1), these data are presented only in
chart form, without detailed statistical analysis.

Discussion
In this study, we have described the current state of
knowledge of digit ratios in amphibians and conducted a
detailed analysis of the digit ratio patterns in the com-
mon toad B. bufo. The main question addressed here
was whether any differences exist between males and fe-
males in the three most often investigated digit ratios,
namely, 2D:3D, 2D:4D, and 3D:4D. The detected sex dif-
ferences in digit ratio are quite ambiguous and do not
form a consistent pattern. Significant differences be-
tween sexes were found in the following digit ratios:
forelimbs, left 2D:3D (variants I and II), right 2D:3D
(variant I), right 2D:4D (variant II), and left and right
3D:4D (variants I and II); hindlimbs, left 2D:3D and left
3D:4D (Tables 2, S2). However, the effect size values for
these digit ratios corresponded to small or medium
effects, similar to those detected in newts [17], whereas

for comparison, [26] found medium or large effects in
the studied anuran species. We detected no differences
in hindlimb 2D:4D (Tables 2, S2). We have decided to
present the full results for both variants of finger num-
bering, as we predict that, in future studies, other digit
ratios will be used more frequently (e.g., 2D:5D, 3D:5D,
and 4D:5D) [14]. We argue that variant II (i.e., the as-
sumption of a reduced first digit, with digits II–V
present on the forelimbs) should be commonly adopted
in digit ratio studies in anurans (see: Limb and finger
development in anurans). It is impossible to provide a
detailed discussion based on the results previously ob-
tained by [25] in O. pumilio and by [5] in Leptodactylus
frogs, as these authors analyzed only 2D:4D (excluding
2D:3D and 3D:4D); we detected no sex differences in
this digit ratio when using their finger numbering
scheme (referred to as variant I in this study). Neverthe-
less, we would like to draw attention to some general
problems, which in our opinion are significant irrespect-
ive of the finger numbering system adopted. Clarification

Fig. 2 Panel a: relationship between size (SVL, snout-vent length) of the common toad Bufo bufo and right forelimb 2D:4D (variant II) for each sex
(for each individual, SVL was centered around the mean size for its sex); Panel b: relationship between age (determined using skeletochronology)
and right forelimb 2D:4D (variant II) for each sex; Panel c: relationship between age and left hindlimb 2D:4D for each sex; Panel d: relationship
between age and left hindlimb 3D:4D for each sex. Age results were obtained from the second dataset containing only individuals from site 2
(N = 99; individuals after 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, or 8 hibernations. For more details, see Fig. S1)
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of the large discrepancies in the previously obtained re-
sults on amphibians is challenging (Table 1). First, the
absence of sex differences in digit ratio may be due to
the small sample sizes used in the research. Among the
12 species examined, only in the case of E. pustulosus, L.
podicipinus, and B. bufo did the sample size exceed 100
individuals [5, 27] (the present study). Second, in the
case of monomorphic species without clear sexual
dimorphism, the lack of dimorphism in the digit ratio
appears to be the expected state. This may be true of
some frogs (L. fuscus and L. pakeka) and salamanders (S.

salamandra) [5, 24, 28], as well as of members of other
evolutionary lineages such as birds, e.g., the white stork
Ciconia ciconia [44], or mammals, e.g., the American
red squirrel Tamiasciurus hudsonicus [45]. However, it
should be remembered that the lack of differences
between sexes in the digit ratio may be a byproduct, or,
in a case where individuals occupy different habitats, the
result of natural selection (see Introduction, as well as
[30]). Finally, digit ratio measurements may be suscep-
tible to artificial variation resulting from the accuracy of
the methods used or the condition of the preserved

Table 3 Summary of t-tests for dependent variables comparing each digit ratio (2D:3D, 2D:4D, and 3D:4D) on the forelimbs and
hindlimbs between the right and left body sides, according to both digit numbering protocols for the forelimbs (variants I and II), in
the common toad Bufo bufo. The last two columns present estimated absolute values of the effect size according to Hedges’ g
statistics with magnitude categories

Variant Digit
ratio

Limb left SD right SD T–test Hedges’ g

t df P value category

I 2D:3Da Fore 0.689 0.068 0.695 0.071 1.078 290 0.282 0.081 negligible

II 2D:3D Fore 1.230 0.144 1.189 0.150 3.515 295 0.001 0.281 small

I 2D:4D Fore 1.030 0.141 1.084 0.180 4.320 294 < 0.001 0.335 small

II 2D:4D Fore 0.844 0.098 0.821 0.102 2.922 290 0.004 0.225 small

I 3D:4D Fore 1.497 0.181 1.563 0.228 −4.157 290 < 0.001 0.321 small

n/a 2D:3D Hind 0.700 0.062 0.689 0.070 2.216 295 0.027 0.174 negligible

n/a 2D:4D Hind 0.415 0.039 0.414 0.053 0.291 293 0.771 0.023 negligible

n/a 3D:4D Hind 0.594 0.050 0.601 0.058 −1.830 296 0.068 0.141 negligible
a 2D:3D in variant I corresponds to 3D:4D in variant II – for additional information, see Fig. 1; n/a Not applicable

Table 2 Comparison of digit ratios (2D:3D, 2D:4D, and 3D:4D) on the forelimbs and hindlimbs between adult males and females of
the common toad Bufo bufo, according to both forelimb digit numbering protocols (variants I and II). The last two columns present
estimated absolute values of the effect size according to Hedges’ g statistics with magnitude categories

Variant Digit
ratio

Limb Side Males Females T–test Hedges’ g

N Mean ± SD N Mean ± SD t df p value category

I 2D:3Da Fore L 157 0.673 ± 0.067 136 0.708 ± 0.065 *** −4.611 285.9 < 0.001 0.538 medium

R 155 0.674 ± 0.062 138 0.717 ± 0.078 *** −5.289 262.55 < 0.001 0.625 medium

II 2D:3D Fore L 157 1.271 ± 0.162 139 1.184 ± 0.104 *** 5.537 269.83 < 0.001 0.627 medium

R 157 1.187 ± 0.147 140 1.195 ± 0.161 −0.421 283.38 0.674 0.049 negligible

I 2D:4D Fore L 157 1.024 ± 0.154 139 1.035 ± 0.126 −0.728 292.12 0.467 0.084 negligible

R 156 1.084 ± 0.196 140 1.081 ± 0.164 0.167 292.44 0.867 0.019 negligible

II 2D:4D Fore L 157 0.850 ± 0.089 136 0.836 ± 0.089 1.266 290.91 0.207 0.146 negligible

R 155 0.797 ± 0.106 137 0.849 ± 0.089 *** −4.585 289.45 < 0.001 0.531 medium

I 3D:4D Fore L 157 1.526 ± 0.203 136 1.461 ± 0.144 ** 3.154 280.23 0.002 0.360 small

R 155 1.612 ± 0.258 137 1.507 ± 0.171 *** 4.159 269.63 < 0.001 0.475 small

n/a 2D:3D Hind L 157 0.709 ± 0.065 139 0.690 ± 0.057 * 2.590 293.86 0.010 0.298 small

R 157 0.695 ± 0.063 139 0.681 ± 0.077 1.635 268.44 0.103 0.192 negligible

n/a 2D:4D Hind L 157 0.413 ± 0.042 137 0.416 ± 0.035 −0.677 291.68 0.4989 0.078 negligible

R 157 0.413 ± 0.048 138 0.414 ± 0.058 − 0.053 266.98 0.958 0.006 negligible

n/a 3D:4D Hind L 158 0.584 ± 0.044 139 0.605 ± 0.053 *** −3.751 268.8 < 0.001 0.440 small

R 158 0.591 ± 0.055 140 0.608 ± 0.060 −1.743 283.41 0.082 −0.203 small
a 2D:3D in variant I corresponds to 3D:4D in variant II – for additional information, see Fig. 1; */**/*** indicates a significant difference between sexes, with levels
of significance as follows: * – p < 0.05; ** – p < 0.01, *** – p < 0.001; n/a – not applicable
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individuals [26, 46, 47]. [26] suggested that the differ-
ences in the results of the two studies on O. pumilio
were related to differences in the measurement method-
ology adopted, i.e., hand calipers versus software analysis
of digital photographs. Moreover, sample preservation
may induce changes in digit ratio: in the case of New Zea-
land geckos Woodworthia, a change in the relative length
of the phalanges was found in individuals following pres-
ervation for 1 year in 10% neutral buffered formalin [47].
This suggests that the optimal method entails the meas-
urement of live individuals, whereas direct comparisons of
digit ratios between preserved and live specimens should
be avoided. Additionally, the current state of knowledge
suggests that substantial interpopulational differences in
digit ratio exist. This phenomenon was detected, e.g.,
in humans, and has been interpreted in the context
of the impact of harsh environments [48]. As a conse-
quence, interpopulational variability should be taken
into account when designing research on digit ratio,
whereas heretofore, in amphibians, only two studies
have been conducted on more than one population:
six populations in the case of L. podicipinus [5] and
three in the case of B. bufo (this study). However, al-
though our sampled populations came from two habi-
tats that had been altered and one that was relatively
uninfluenced by human activity, we found no inter-
populational differences.

Limb and finger development in anurans
We conducted our study using two alternative forelimb
digit numbering schemes in Anura (Fig. 1), including
one differing from those used in all of the earlier studies
on the subject [24–27]. Our approach was based on a
thorough review of the literature on the development of
limbs in amphibians, which led us to call the previously
implemented numbering of the digits of the forelimbs
into question (referred to as variant I in this study). A
general scheme of limb development in tetrapods,
containing a description of the homologies of skeletal
elements and based on a morphogenetic approach, was
proposed by [49]. In general, postaxial limb development
in anurans is analogous to that in amniotes [31]. How-
ever, the homology of amphibian digits and true digits of
other tetrapods remains unclear [32, 50], since, in am-
phibians, digits develop through the differential prolifer-
ation of cells, whereas in amniotes such as mammals
and birds, massive cell death of interdigital tissue is
involved in the process [32, 50, 51]. [51] speculated that
“ancestors of the modern amphibians and reptiles had
cell death but the modern amphibian forms have lost it”
or that the mechanism of cell necrosis during limb
development was established after the amniotes had
separated from the early amphibians. Additionally, limb
development in Anura, which is associated with amphibian
metamorphosis, occurs at a much later phylotypic stage

Fig. 3 Phenotypic integration: relationship between the sexual dimorphism index (SDI) of body size (SDISVL, snout-vent length) and digit ratio
(SDIdigit ratio) between three study sites marked as squares (panels: a, b) and four age cohorts marked as dots (panels: c, d). The digit ratio used
was as follows: Panels a, c – right forelimb 2D:4D (variant II); Panels b, d – left hindlimb 3D:4D. Age results were obtained from the second
dataset containing only individuals from site 2
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than in amniotes [52]. Importantly, anurans, as mentioned
in the Introduction, possess only four digits on their fore-
limbs; according to experimental studies, the lost finger is
the most preaxial finger, i.e., finger I; as a consequence,
anuran forelimbs contain fingers II–V [31–33]. The growth
of fingers is a constant developmental sequence and takes
place in the sequence IV, V, III, II [31]. In general, in all
Anura, the fourth digit of the forelimb is the longest [50].
On the hindlimbs, the digits are formed in the sequence IV,
III, V, II, I [31]. In addition to phalanges, some additional
skeletal elements, such as prepollex (prepollices) and pre-
hallux (prehallices, preaxial digit-like structures), may occur
in anuran limbs, albeit with considerable interspecific vari-
ation [53]. We conclude that our approach, assuming that
the first digit was reduced on anuran forelimbs (variant II),
is strongly supported by earlier studies on limb develop-
ment. Thus, the results concerning forelimbs in previous
studies that adopted digit numeration according to [25]
should be viewed with extreme caution [24–27].

Directional asymmetry of the digit ratio and other issues
In our dataset, asymmetry was detected for most digit
ratios on the forelimbs, except for 2D:3D in variant I
(corresponding to 3D:4D in variant II) (Table 3). We
found significant differences in digit ratios between body
sides, but the calculated effect sizes were small regard-
less of the finger-numbering variant used, with g values
clearly less than 0.5 (Table 3). In previous studies, asym-
metry in digit ratio was also found on the forelimbs of
C. bransfordii and O. pumilio and on the hindlimbs of
O. pumilio [26]. Asymmetry in digit ratio is also present
in other systematic groups: tailed amphibians [17], birds
[9], and humans [54]. The direction of asymmetry
differed between the variants of digit numbering
employed. In variant I, the digit ratio showed right-
biased asymmetry; in variant II, the opposite was true
(Table 3). Another paper [1] suggested that right digit
ratios are more closely correlated than left digit ratios
with sex-dependent traits because the former are more
susceptible to sex steroids. It is worth noting that in
Anura, the process of forelimb emergence during
metamorphosis varies between sides of the body. In our
opinion, this may be linked with some differences in
limb development, including digit ratio patterns. In
anurans, one of the forelimbs growing during metamor-
phosis (Gosner stages 41 to 42) emerges through the
spiraculum, and the second forelimb perforates the skin.
In the case of B. bufo, it is the right forelimb that
emerges first, regardless of the left-side position of the
spiraculum [55]. Unfortunately, such detailed informa-
tion on amphibian larval development is available for
only a few species. Finally, the varying trajectories of
forelimb development in anuran amphibians open up in-
teresting possibilities for further research on digit ratios.

Similarly, an interesting possibility is the inclusion of
variation in locomotion modes in asymmetry research:
toads and dendrobatids (e.g., O. pumilio) mainly move
asymmetrically (walking, or, less frequently, jumping),
whereas the other tested species are characterized by
symmetrical locomotion (jumping and swimming).
Some studies indicate the phenotypic plasticity of

amphibian limbs in various habitats. For example, B.
bufo males from areas of intensive farmland were heavier
and, importantly, were less symmetrical (in both hind-
and forelimbs) than individuals from less disturbed sites,
perhaps due to increased environmental stress during
larval and/or postmetamorphic development [56]. To
the best of our knowledge, variability in digit lengths
and digit ratios has not been analyzed in relation to
habitat quality. Our results, despite the large sample, do
not fill this gap, as we found no differences between the
study sites. The main limitation of our data in this con-
text was our use of only three sampling sites (two sites
under strong human pressure and one in a forested area,
thus resembling the species’ original habitat much more
closely). As a consequence, being aware of the limita-
tions described above, we make no attempt to provide a
more profound explanation of the detected directional
asymmetry. In future research, it would be advisable to
use other methods (e.g., fluctuating asymmetry) and to
sample more sites covering a wider area.
The final issue is that lateralization exhibits a relation-

ship with digit ratio [57]. Generally, hand preference in
humans is a correlate of sensitivity to testosterone in the
developing fetus [57], but [58] suggests that gene-based
mechanisms mediate the effects of hand preference on
digit ratios. In B. bufo, right-handedness was detected in
59% of individuals based on the snout-wiping test [59].
However, in the green toad Bufotes viridis, the opposite
trend was detected, whereas in R. marina, as well as in
true frogs, no dominance in forelimb use was observed
(reviewed in [60]). Therefore, even for relatively closely
related species such as bufonids, no compatibility is
present in this trait. Moreover, [55] found no correlation
between forelimb use preferences and the previously
mentioned sequence of forelimb emergence in some
anuran species (e.g., the common spadefoot toad Pelo-
bates fuscus and the common frog Rana temporaria),
whereas such a relationship has been detected in B. bufo.
In our opinion, the observed asymmetry in anurans is
due to asymmetrical development and/or, possibly, to
variation in locomotion modes rather than being a
derivative of lateralization. However, further research on
the topic is required.

Relationship between digit ratio and age
Using the second dataset (with individuals from site 2, the
anthropogenically altered habitat), in which we determined
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individual age using skeletochronology, we found signifi-
cant differences in right-forelimb 2D:4D; the relationship
that we found was related to the age and size of the individ-
ual. In terms of age differences, older individuals appear to
be characterized by a lower 2D:4D on the right forelimb
(Fig. 2, panel: b). Interestingly, individuals at the age of 6
years exhibited both lower SDISVL values and higher SDIdigit
ratio values than younger individuals (excluding those 5
years old; Fig. 3, panels: c, d). This can be interpreted as
differences driven by environmental conditions during the
tadpole stage or by selection during adulthood. Two
scenarios may be considered in the interpretation of such
results from wild populations. In the first scenario, individ-
uals with advantageous hormonal milieus have a greater
chance of survival in adulthood, which explains their
overrepresentation in the older age cohorts. Notably, [61]
showed that digit ratios are indicators of expected fitness
and that early environmental effects coded in 2D:4D are of
long-term relevance to reproductive success in the collared
flycatcher Ficedula albicollis. In the second scenario, each
age cohort exhibits specific traits resulting from the condi-
tions in which they developed as tadpoles.
Generally, the digit ratio is sensitive to changes in the

hormonal milieu (see experimental studies on the
subject: [6, 8, 62]; thus, it may be used as a feature
indicating environmental contamination with endocrine-
disrupting substances. Amphibians are considered useful
indicator organisms, especially for endocrine disruption
[63, 64]. Therefore, their susceptibility to endocrine-
disrupting substances during development appears
certain; this applies to B. bufo as well [65–67]. As a
consequence, digit ratio in anurans may be used as a
bioindicator of some hormonal disorders, as suggested
by [25]. This assumption was later confirmed experi-
mentally with the use of testosterone added to water
with developing tadpoles [5]. However, given the high
level of sensitivity of amphibians to stress factors, it can
be surmised that endocrine-disrupting substances are
not the only factor capable of shaping the digit ratio
pattern. An array of environmental factors, including
variation in diet [68], competition [69, 70], the presence
of predators [71, 72], diseases, and parasites, may also
affect the growth trajectories and survival of metamorphs,
potentially influencing adult fitness [73, 74]. Selection in
juvenile amphibians is very strong, resulting in low overall
survival rates at this stage; however, in temperate climates,
conditions may vary from year to year, leading to different
selective pressures between age cohorts. Depending on
the stability of local habitat conditions, environmental
factors may act with varying degrees of severity between
seasons, e.g., in the form of water level fluctuations,
drought, abnormally high temperatures, or varying pollu-
tion levels. As a consequence, each age cohort may show
varied responses to stressors, depending on their severity

and relevant interactions during development at the
tadpole stage. These shifts in conditions may in turn be
reflected in detectable differences in the digit ratio.
Thus, in our opinion, individuals of the same age

should be used in future studies on digit ratios in am-
phibians in order to exclude differences between cohorts
resulting from differences in developmental conditions
at the time when limbs were formed. Accordingly, we
recommend conducting further research under laboratory
conditions, as obtaining a sufficient number of specimens
of a particular age in natural conditions is expensive and
time-consuming and necessitates injuring animals in the
case of skeletochronology.

Conclusion
Despite finding no clear pattern in digit ratio in our
study, we highlight two issues that should be taken
under consideration during further research: correct
digit numbering on the forelimbs and ages of studied
individuals.
After performing a careful study of the literature on

the development of the finger on anuran forelimbs, we
concluded that the correct sequence of finger numbering
in Anura should be based on the assumption that it was
the first digit that was reduced during phylogenesis;
therefore, digits II–V are present on the forelimbs (as
suggested by [31–33]). Thus, most of the published
studies comparing digit ratios in Anura with those in
Caudata and amniotes are invalid since the digits on the
forelimbs are not homologous. Accordingly, the results
of these studies should be interpreted with great caution.
A deeper understanding of the mechanisms shaping the
digit ratio in amphibians appears to be particularly
important.
Despite using a relatively large sample, we were unable

to find a clear male- or female-biased digit ratio pattern
in the studied species using the approach described
above (variant II - reduced first digit on the forelimbs).
When considering significant differences for hindlimbs,
we found the left 2D:3D digit ratio to be lower in
females, whereas the left 3D:4D digit ratio was lower in
males. In the case of forelimbs in variant II, the left 2D:
3D digit ratio was significantly lower in females, while
the right 2D:4D and the 3D:4D on both sides were
significantly lower in males. This lack of a clear pattern
indicates that the relationship between digit ratio and
sex hormones is not straightforward in anurans, even in
species with strong sexual dimorphism, such as the one
used in our study. We detected no relationship between
body size (SVL) and any of the studied digit ratios. How-
ever, in a subset of individuals where individual age had
been determined (second dataset), the models indicated
a relationship between age and the values of 2D:4D on
the right forelimb.
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The existence of variation in digit ratio correlated with
individual age may represent a challenge for future
research on the subject within anurans. Different condi-
tions—and, as a consequence, different stress levels―-
during larval development (i.e., the tadpole stage) are
capable of shaping a slightly different adult phenotype
each year. Such shifts in environmental conditions may
be reflected in detectable differences in digit ratios.
Alternatively, variation in digit ratio between age cohorts
may be a consequence of the improved survival of
individuals with specific traits (possibly correlated with
the digit ratio). In any case, further studies on the digit
ratio in an applicational context, aimed at adapting and
developing digit measurements as a simple, noninvasive
feature for environmental monitoring, should take this
variation into account, preferably using individuals of
the same age from a given population.

Supplementary Information
The online version contains supplementary material available at https://doi.
org/10.1186/s40851-021-00174-y.

Additional file 1: Figure S1. Age structure of the common toad Bufo
bufo based on the second dataset containing only individuals from site 2,
with individuals after 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, or 8 hibernations (black columns – male;
white columns – female). Table S1. Values of the intraclass correlation
coefficient (ICC) calculated for 30 randomly selected individuals for which
the digit measurements were carried out twice (D2 - D5, digit numbering
according to variant II). Table S2. General linear model examining the
effects of sex and size (SVL) (uneven models: M1, M3, …, M31) and the
effects of age, prepared exclusively from the second dataset containing only
individuals from site 2 (even models: M2, M4, …, M32), on digit ratios of the
common toad Bufo bufo, according to both digit-numbering protocols for
the forelimb (variants I and II, marked as “v2”).

Acknowledgments
The authors would like to thank all volunteers for help during fieldwork;
Veronika Baranová, University of Prešov (Slovakia), for preliminary analysis of
photographs; Anna Maria Kubicka, PhD, Poznań University of Life Sciences,
for helpful remarks concerning an early version of the manuscript; and
Martin Hromada, PhD, University of Prešov, for fruitful discussions during
research design.

Authors’ contributions
MK: contributions to concept/design, acquisition of data, data analysis/
interpretation, drafting and critical revision of the manuscript, and approval
of the article. JMK: fieldwork, critical revision of the manuscript, and approval
of the article. ŁJ: data analysis/interpretation, critical revision of the
manuscript, and approval of the article. KK: acquisition/interpretation of
skeletochronology data, critical revision of the manuscript, and approval of
the article. PT: contributions to concept/design, critical revision of the
manuscript, and approval of the article.

Funding
This research was conducted thanks to statutory funding, no. FVS PULS 506–
511-05, from the Faculty of Veterinary Medicine and Animal Science, Poznań
University of Life Sciences, Poland, Institute of Zoology.
MK was supported by grant no. 507.511.34/2015 of the Young Researcher
Program of the Faculty of Veterinary Medicine and Animal Science, Poznań
University of Life Sciences, Poland, financed by the Polish Ministry of Science
and Higher Education.

Availability of data and materials
The datasets during and/or analyzed during the current study are available
at https://data.mendeley.com/datasets/tytsxgmft4/1.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Compliance with ethical standards: we were issued permits for working with
toads from the Regional Director of Environmental Protection (permit nos.
WPN.6401.57.2014.IW and WPN.6401.42.2014.MD.I). All skeletochronology
procedures were performed with permits from the General Directorate of
Environmental Protection (permit no. WZP-WG.6401.02.4.2016. JRO) and the II
Local Ethical Commission for Animal Experiments in Wrocław (permit no. 2/
2015).

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Author details
1Institute of Zoology, Poznań University of Life Sciences, Wojska Polskiego
71c, PL 60-625 Poznań, Poland. 2Institute of Biology, University of Szczecin,
Wąska 13, PL 71-415 Szczecin, Poland. 3Amphibian Biology Group,
Department of Evolutionary Biology and Conservation of Vertebrates,
Institute of Environmental Biology, University of Wrocław, Sienkiewicza 21, PL
50-335 Wrocław, Poland. 4Faculty of Environmental Sciences, Czech
University of Life Sciences Prague, Kamýcká 129, 165 00 Prague 6, Czech
Republic.

Received: 28 August 2020 Accepted: 11 March 2021

References
1. Manning JT. Digit ratio. A pointer to fertility, behavior, and health. New

Brunswick, New Jersey, London: Rutgers University Press; 2002. p. 175.
2. Manning JT, Scutt D, Wilson J, Lewis-Jones DI. The ratio of 2nd to 4th digit

length: a predictor of sperm numbers and concentrations of testosterone,
luteinizing hormone and oestrogen. Hum Reprod. 1998;13(11):3000–4.
https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/13.11.3000.

3. Ribeiro E, Neave N, Morais RN, Manning JT. Direct versus indirect
measurement of digit ratio (2D:4D): a critical review of the literature and
new data. Evol Psychol. 2016;14(1):1–8.

4. Lofeu L, Brandt R, Kohlsdorf T. Digit identity matters: origin and evolution of
sexual dimorphism in the digit lengths of tropidurid lizards. Biol J Linn Soc.
2020;131(1):109–21. https://doi.org/10.1093/biolinnean/blaa088.

5. Lofeu L, Brandt R, Kohlsdorf T. Phenotypic integration mediated by
hormones: associations among digit ratios, body size and testosterone
during tadpole development. BMC Evol Biol. 2017;17(1):175. https://doi.
org/10.1186/s12862-017-1021-0.

6. Tobler M, Healey M, Olsson M. Digit ratio, color polymorphism and egg
testosterone in the Australian painted dragon. PLoS One. 2011;6(1):e16225.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0016225.

7. Cain KE, Bergeon Burns CM, Ketterson ED. Testosterone production, sexually
dimorphic morphology, and digit ratio in the dark-eyed junco. Behav Ecol.
2013;24(2):462–9. https://doi.org/10.1093/beheco/ars186.

8. Nagy G, Blázi G, Hegyi G, Török J. Side-specific effect of yolk testosterone
elevation on second-to-fourth digit ratio in a wild passerine. Sci Nat. 2016;
103(1–2):4. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00114-015-1328-x.

9. Saino N, Rubolini D, Romano M, Boncoraglio G. Increased egg estradiol
concentration feminizes digit ratios of male pheasants (Phasianus colchicus).
Sci Nat. 2007;94(3):207–12. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00114-006-0188-9.

10. Romano M, Rubolini D, Martinelli R, Alquati AB, Saino N. Experimental
manipulation of yolk testosterone affects digit length ratios in the ring-
necked pheasant (Phasianus colchicus). Horm Behav. 2005;48(3):342–6.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yhbeh.2005.03.007.

11. Auger J, Le Denmat D, Berges R, Doridot L, Salmon B, Canivenc-Lavier MC,
et al. Environmental levels of oestrogenic and antiandrogenic compounds
feminize digit ratios in male rats and their unexposed male progeny. Proc
Biol Sci. 2013;280(1768):20131532.

Kaczmarski et al. Zoological Letters             (2021) 7:5 Page 13 of 15

https://doi.org/10.1186/s40851-021-00174-y
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40851-021-00174-y
https://data.mendeley.com/datasets/tytsxgmft4/1
http://wpn.6401.42.2014.md
https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/13.11.3000
https://doi.org/10.1093/biolinnean/blaa088
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12862-017-1021-0
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12862-017-1021-0
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0016225
https://doi.org/10.1093/beheco/ars186
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00114-015-1328-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00114-006-0188-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yhbeh.2005.03.007


12. Talarovičová A, Kršková L, Blažeková J. Testosterone enhancement during
pregnancy influences the 2D:4D ratio and open field motor activity of rat
siblings in adulthood. Horm Behav. 2009;55(1):235–9. https://doi.org/10.101
6/j.yhbeh.2008.10.010.

13. Brown WM, Finn CJ, Breedlove SM. Sexual dimorphism in digit-length
ratios of laboratory mice. Anat Rec. 2002;267(3):231–4. https://doi.org/1
0.1002/ar.10108.

14. Leoni B, Canova L, Saino N. Sexual dimorphism in metapodial and
phalanges length ratios in the wood mouse. Anat Rec. 2005;286(2):955–61.

15. McIntyre MH, Herrmann E, Wobber V, Halbwax M, Mohamba C, de Sousa N,
et al. Bonobos have a more human-like second-to-fourth finger length ratio
(2D:4D) than chimpanzees: a hypothesized indication of lower prenatal
androgens. J Hum Evol. 2009;56(4):361–5. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhevol.2
008.12.004.

16. Fuse M, Sawada K. Morphological development of baculum and forelimb
second-to-fourth digit ratio in mice. Congenit Anom (Kyoto). 2019;59(1):24–
5. https://doi.org/10.1111/cga.12283.

17. Kaczmarski M, Kubicka AM, Tryjanowski P, Hromada M. Females have larger
ratio of second-to-fourth digits than males in four species of Salamandridae,
Caudata. Anat Rec. 2015;298(8):1424–30. https://doi.org/10.1002/ar.23123.

18. Burley NT, Foster VS. Digit ratio varies with sex, egg order and strength of
mate preference in zebra finches. Proc Biol Sci. 2004;271(1536):239–44.
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2003.2562.

19. Leoni B, Rubolini D, Romano M, Di Giancamillo M, Saino N. Avian hind-
limb digit length ratios measured from radiographs are sexually
dimorphic. J Anat. 2008;213(4):425–30. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-
7580.2008.00964.x.

20. Van Damme R, Wijnrocx K, Boeye J, Huyghe K, Van Dongen S. Digit ratios in
two lacertid lizards: sexual dimorphism and morphological and
physiological correlates. Zoomorphology. 2015;134(4):565–75. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s00435-015-0275-6.

21. Kaczmarski M, Ziemblińska K, Tryjanowski P. Sand lizards Lacerta agilis with
higher digit ratios are more likely to autotomy. J Anat. 2020;237(6):1103–13.
https://doi.org/10.1111/joa.13277.

22. Yan RHY, Bunning M, Wahlsten D, Hurd PL. Digit ratio (2D:4D) differences
between 20 strains of inbrea mice. PLoS One. 2009;4(6):e5801. https://doi.
org/10.1371/journal.pone.0005801.

23. Lilley T, Laaksonen T, Huitu O, Helle S. Digit length ratio (2D/4D): comparing
measurements from X-rays and photographs in field voles (Microtus
agrestis). Behav Ecol Sociobiol. 2009;63(10):1539–47. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s00265-009-0784-8.

24. Germano J, Cree A, Bishop P. Ruling out the boys from the girls: can subtle
morphological differences identify sex of the apparently monomorphic frog,
Leiopelma pakeka? New Zeal J Zool. 2011;38(2):161–71. https://doi.org/10.1
080/03014223.2010.548076.

25. Chang JL. Sexual dimorphism of the second-to-fourth digit length ratio (2D:
4D) in the strawberry poison dart frog (Oophaga pumilio) in Costa Rica. J
Herpetol. 2008;42(2):414–6. https://doi.org/10.1670/07-153.1.

26. Direnzo GV, Stynoski JL. Patterns of second-to-fourth digit length ratios (2D:
4D) in two species of frogs and two species of lizards at La Selva, Costa
Rica. Anat Rec. 2012;295(4):597–603. https://doi.org/10.1002/ar.22411.

27. Beaty LE, Emmering QC, Bernal XE. Mixed sex effects on the second-to-
fourth digit ratio of tungara frogs (Engystomops pustulosus) and cane toads
(Rhinella marina). Anat Rec. 2016;299(4):421–7. https://doi.org/10.1002/a
r.23322.

28. Balogová M, Nelson E, Uhrin M, Figurová M, Ledecký V, Zyśk B. No
sexual dimorphism detected in digit ratios of the fire salamander
(Salamandra salamandra). Anat Rec. 2015;298(10):1786–95. https://doi.
org/10.1002/ar.23197.

29. Rajabi F, Javanbakht H. Sexual dimorphism in digit length ratios in
marsh frog, Pelophylax ridibundus (Ranidae) from Iran. J Appl Biol Sci.
2019;13(1):33–6.

30. Gomes CM, Kohlsdorf T. Evolution of sexual dimorphism in the digit ratio
2D:4D - relationships with body size and microhabitat use in iguanian
lizards. PLoS One. 2011;6(12):e28465. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.
0028465.

31. Fabrezi M, Barg M. Patterns of carpal development among anuran
amphibians. J Morphol. 2001;249(3):210–20. https://doi.org/10.1002/
jmor.1050.

32. Fabrezi M, Alberch P. The carpal elements of anurans. Herpetologica. 1996;
52:188–204.

33. Alberch BP, Gale EA. Size dependence during the development of the
amphibian foot. Colchicine-induced digital loss and reduction.
Development. 1983;197:177–97.

34. Kaczmarski M, Kolenda K, Rozenblut-Kościsty B, Sośnicka W. Phalangeal
bone anomalies in the European common toad Bufo bufo from polluted
environments. Environ Sci Pollut Res. 2016;23(21):21940–6. https://doi.org/1
0.1007/s11356-016-7297-6.

35. Kolenda K, Kaczmarski M, Najbar A, Rozenblut-Kościsty B, Chmielewska M,
Najbar B. Road-killed toads as a non-invasive source to study age structure
of spring migrating population. Eur J Wildl Res. 2019;65(1):5. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s10344-018-1240-8.

36. Temple HJ, Cox NA. European red list of amphibians [internet].
Luxembourg: Office for Official Publications of the European Communities;
2009. p. 44. Available from: www.iucn.org/publications

37. Pabijan M, Ogielska M. Conservation and declines of amphibians in Poland.
In: Heatwole H, Wilkinson JW, editors. Amphibian Biology, Volume 11: Status
of Conservation and Decline of Amphibians: Eastern Hemisphere, Part 5:
Northern Europe. Amphibian. Exeter: Pelagic Publishing; 2019. p. 26–45.

38. Reading CJ. The relationship between body length, age and sexual maturity
in the common toad, Bufo bufo. Ecography (Cop). 1991;14(4):245–9. https://
doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0587.1991.tb00658.x.

39. Rozenblut B, Ogielska M. Development and growth of long bones in
European water frogs (Amphibia: Anura: Ranidae), with remarks on age
determination. J Morphol. 2005;265(3):304–17. https://doi.org/10.1002/
jmor.10344.

40. Hedges LV, Olkin I. Statistical methods for meta-analysis. Orlando, FL:
Acadmic press; 1985.

41. Cohen J. A power primer. Psychol Bull. 1992;112(1):155–9. https://doi.org/1
0.1037/0033-2909.112.1.155.

42. R Development Core Team. R: A language and environment for statistical
computing. Vienna, Austria: R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna,
Austria; 2016.

43. Bates D. lme4: mixed-effects modeling with R. New York: Springer; 2010.
44. Kazimirski PP, Kaczmarski M, Zagalska-Neubauer MM, Żołnierowicz KM,

Tobółka M, Kazimirski PP, et al. Absence of sex differences in digit ratio in
nestlings of the white stork Ciconia ciconia, a monomorphic bird species.
Bird Study. 2019;66(4):503–9. https://doi.org/10.1080/00063657.2020.1726876.

45. Gooderham KL, Schulte-Hostedde AI. Does 2D:4D predict fitness in a wild
mammal? Can J Zool. 2012;90(1):93–100. https://doi.org/10.1139/z11-121.

46. Rubolini D, Pupin F, Sacchi R, Gentili A, Zuffi MA, Galeotti P, et al. Sexual
dimorphism in digit length ratios in two lizard species. Anat Rec. 2006;
288A(5):491–7. https://doi.org/10.1002/ar.a.20323.

47. Woodhead N, Hare KM, Cree A. Sexual dimorphism of digit-length ratio in a
viviparous lizard: influence of age, but not preservation state or sex of interuterine
twin. Anat Rec. 2018;301(7):1169–78. https://doi.org/10.1002/ar.23803.

48. Marczak M, Misiak M, Sorokowska A, Sorokowski P. No sex difference in digit
ratios (2D:4D) in the traditional Yali of Papua and its meaning for the
previous hypotheses on the inter-populational variability in 2D:4D. Am J
Hum Biol. 2018;30(2):4–7.

49. Shubin NH, Alberch P. A morphogenetic approach to the origin and basic
organization of the tetrapod limb. In: Hecht MK, editor. Evolutionary Biology.
Boston: Springer, MA; 1986. p. 319–87.

50. Fabrezi M, Goldberg J, Chuliver PM. Morphological variation in anuran limbs:
constraints and novelties. J Exp Zool. 2017;328(6):546–74.

51. Cameron J, Fallon JF. The absence of cell death during development of free
digits in amphibians. Dev Biol. 1977;55(2):331–8. https://doi.org/10.1016/
0012-1606(77)90176-2.

52. Galis F, Van Alphen JJM, Metz JAJ. Why five fingers? Evolutionary constraints
on digit numbers. Trends Ecol Evol. 2001;16(1):637–46. https://doi.org/10.101
6/S0169-5347(01)02289-3.

53. Fabrezi M. A survey of prepollex and prehallux variation in anuran limbs.
Zool J Linnean Soc. 2001;131(2):227–48. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1096-3
642.2001.tb01316.x.

54. Manning JT, Fink B, Neave N, Szwed A. The second to fourth digit ratio and
asymmetry. Ann Hum Biol. 2006;33(4):480–92. https://doi.org/10.1080/03
014460600802551.

55. Malashichev YB. Asymmetries in amphibians : a review of morphology and
behaviour. Laterality. 2002;7(3):197–217. https://doi.org/10.1080/13576500244
000030.

56. Guillot H, Boissinot A, Angelier F, Lourdais O, Bonnet X, Brischoux F.
Landscape influences the morphology of male common toads (Bufo bufo).

Kaczmarski et al. Zoological Letters             (2021) 7:5 Page 14 of 15

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yhbeh.2008.10.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yhbeh.2008.10.010
https://doi.org/10.1002/ar.10108
https://doi.org/10.1002/ar.10108
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhevol.2008.12.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhevol.2008.12.004
https://doi.org/10.1111/cga.12283
https://doi.org/10.1002/ar.23123
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2003.2562
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-7580.2008.00964.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-7580.2008.00964.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00435-015-0275-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00435-015-0275-6
https://doi.org/10.1111/joa.13277
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0005801
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0005801
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00265-009-0784-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00265-009-0784-8
https://doi.org/10.1080/03014223.2010.548076
https://doi.org/10.1080/03014223.2010.548076
https://doi.org/10.1670/07-153.1
https://doi.org/10.1002/ar.22411
https://doi.org/10.1002/ar.23322
https://doi.org/10.1002/ar.23322
https://doi.org/10.1002/ar.23197
https://doi.org/10.1002/ar.23197
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0028465
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0028465
https://doi.org/10.1002/jmor.1050
https://doi.org/10.1002/jmor.1050
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-016-7297-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-016-7297-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10344-018-1240-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10344-018-1240-8
http://www.iucn.org/publications
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0587.1991.tb00658.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0587.1991.tb00658.x
https://doi.org/10.1002/jmor.10344
https://doi.org/10.1002/jmor.10344
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.112.1.155
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.112.1.155
https://doi.org/10.1080/00063657.2020.1726876
https://doi.org/10.1139/z11-121
https://doi.org/10.1002/ar.a.20323
https://doi.org/10.1002/ar.23803
https://doi.org/10.1016/0012-1606(77)90176-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0012-1606(77)90176-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0169-5347(01)02289-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0169-5347(01)02289-3
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1096-3642.2001.tb01316.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1096-3642.2001.tb01316.x
https://doi.org/10.1080/03014460600802551
https://doi.org/10.1080/03014460600802551
https://doi.org/10.1080/13576500244000030
https://doi.org/10.1080/13576500244000030


Agric Ecosyst Environ. 2016;233:106–10. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2016.
08.032.

57. Beaton AA, Rudling N, Kissling C, Taurines R, Thome J. Digit ratio (2D:4D),
salivary testosterone, and handedness. Laterality. 2011;16(2):136–55. https://
doi.org/10.1080/13576500903410369.

58. Kumar S, Singh M, Voracek M. Effects of hand preference on digit lengths
and digit ratios among children and adults. Early Hum Dev. 2020;151:
105204. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.earlhumdev.2020.105204.

59. Bisazza A, Cantalupo C, Robins A, Rogers LJ, Vallortigara G. Right-pawedness
in toads. Nature. 1996;379(6564):408. https://doi.org/10.1038/379408a0.

60. Malashichev Y, Robins A. Lateralized motor responses in anuran amphibians
— an overview of methods and perspectives of studies. Bio Comm. 2018;
63(4):210–42. https://doi.org/10.21638/spbu03.2018.402.

61. Nagy G, Garamszegi LZ, Hegyi G, Herényi M, Laczi M, Rosivall B, et al. Digit
ratio predicts the number of lifetime recruits in female collared flycatchers.
Biol Lett. 2019;15(3):6–8.

62. Zheng Z, Cohn MJ. Developmental basis of sexually dimorphic digit ratios.
Proc Natl Acad Sci. 2011;108(39):16289–94. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.11
08312108.

63. Rozenblut-Kościsty B, Ogielska M, Hahn J, Kleemann D, Kossakowski R,
Tamschick S, et al. Impacts of the synthetic androgen Trenbolone on gonad
differentiation and development – comparisons between three deeply
diverged anuran families. Sci Rep. 2019;9(1):9623.

64. Tamschick S, Rozenblut-Kościsty B, Ogielska M, Kekenj D, Gajewski F, Krüger
A, Kloas W, Stöck M. The plasticizer bisphenol a affects somatic and sexual
development, but differently in pipid, hylid and bufonid anurans. Environ
Pollut. 2016;216:282–91. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2016.05.091.

65. Orton F, Routledge E. Agricultural intensity in ovo affects growth,
metamorphic development and sexual differentiation in the common toad
(Bufo bufo). Ecotoxicology. 2011;20(4):901–11. https://doi.org/10.1007/s1064
6-011-0658-5.

66. Orton F, Baynes A, Clare F, Duffus ALJ, Larroze S, Scholze M, Garner TWJ.
Body size, nuptial pad size and hormone levels: potential non-destructive
biomarkers of reproductive health in wild toads (Bufo bufo). Ecotoxicology.
2014;23(7):1359–65. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10646-014-1261-3.

67. Bókony V, Üveges B, Ujhegyi N, Verebélyi V, Nemesházi E, Csíkvári O,
Hettyey A. Endocrine disruptors in breeding ponds and reproductive health
of toads in agricultural, urban and natural landscapes. Sci Total Environ.
2018;634:1335–45. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.03.363.

68. Martins FMS, Oom MD, Rebelo R, Rosa GM. Differential effects of dietary
protein on early life-history and morphological traits in natterjack toad
(Epidalea calamita) tadpoles reared in captivity. Zoo Biol. 2013;32(4):457–62.
https://doi.org/10.1002/zoo.21067.

69. Goater CP. Growth and survival of postmetamorphic toads: interactions
among larval history, density, and parasitism. Ecology. 1994;75(8):2264–74.
https://doi.org/10.2307/1940882.

70. Charbonnier JF, Pearlmutter J, Vonesh JR, Gabor CR, Forsburg ZR, Grayson
KL. Cross-life stage effects of aquatic larval density and terrestrial moisture
on growth and corticosterone in the spotted salamander. Diversity. 2018;
10(3):68. https://doi.org/10.3390/d10030068.

71. Kaczmarek JM, Kaczmarski M, Mazurkiewicz J, Kloskowski J. A matter of
proportion? Associational effects in larval anuran communities under fish
predation. Oecologia. 2018;187(3).

72. Van Buskirk J, Saxer G. Delayed costs of an induced defense in tadpoles?
Morphology, hopping, and development rate at metamorphosis. Evolution
(N Y). 2001;55:821–9.

73. Berven KA. Factors affecting population fluctuations in larval and adult
stages of the wood frog (Rana sylvatica). Ecology. 1990;71(4):1599–608.
https://doi.org/10.2307/1938295.

74. Yagi KT, Green DM. Post-metamorphic carry-over effects in a complex life
history: behavior and growth at two life stages in an amphibian, Anaxyrus
fowleri. Copeia. 2018;106(1):77–85. https://doi.org/10.1643/CE-17-593.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in
published maps and institutional affiliations.

Kaczmarski et al. Zoological Letters             (2021) 7:5 Page 15 of 15

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2016.08.032
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2016.08.032
https://doi.org/10.1080/13576500903410369
https://doi.org/10.1080/13576500903410369
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.earlhumdev.2020.105204
https://doi.org/10.1038/379408a0
https://doi.org/10.21638/spbu03.2018.402
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1108312108
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1108312108
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2016.05.091
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10646-011-0658-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10646-011-0658-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10646-014-1261-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.03.363
https://doi.org/10.1002/zoo.21067
https://doi.org/10.2307/1940882
https://doi.org/10.3390/d10030068
https://doi.org/10.2307/1938295
https://doi.org/10.1643/CE-17-593

	Abstract
	Introduction
	Results
	Conclusion

	Background
	Digit ratio in amphibians: current state of knowledge

	Methods
	Ethics statement
	Study sites and sampling
	Digit ratio measurements
	Age evaluation
	Data processing and statistical analysis

	Results
	Hindlimbs
	Forelimbs: variant I – reduced fifth digit
	Forelimbs: variant II – reduced first digit

	Discussion
	Limb and finger development in anurans
	Directional asymmetry of the digit ratio and other issues
	Relationship between digit ratio and age

	Conclusion
	Supplementary Information
	Acknowledgments
	Authors’ contributions
	Funding
	Availability of data and materials
	Declarations
	Ethics approval and consent to participate
	Consent for publication
	Competing interests
	Author details
	References
	Publisher’s Note

