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Abstract
Female, but not male, whiptail lizards will respond to exogenous estrogen with an increase in estrogen receptor a (ERa) mRNA in the
ventromedial hypothalamus (VMH). The current study tested whether differences in long-term testosterone exposure may be responsible for
this sex difference. In the first experiment, female whiptails were gonadectomized and implanted for 6 weeks with either a Silastic capsule
containing testosterone or an empty capsule after which the implant was removed. In a second experiment, male whiptail lizards were
castrated for 1 week or for 6 weeks. In both experiments animals were then injected with either estradiol benzoate or steroid suspension
vehicle and the brains collected 24 h later. Brain mRNA expression was assayed using in situ hybridization. Chronic testosterone treatment
reduced estrogen-induced ERa mRNA levels (number of grains per cell) in the VMH in females. In contrast, there were no significant effects
of time after castration or estrogen treatment on induction of ERa mRNA in the VMH in males. The abundance of estrogen-induced ERa
mRNA in the VMH, therefore, appears to be responsive to testosterone environment in the female but not in the male, suggesting a difference
in this species between the sexes in the mechanism of steroid receptor regulation.
D 2004 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction
Male and female vertebrates in adulthood differ both in
their sexual behavior and their sensitivity to exogenous
hormones [1,16,18]. This difference is particularly evident
in how adult males and females differ in their sensitivity to
estrogen at the neuroendocrine level. The sexual dimorphism in estrogen sensitivity is postulated to be due to
differences in estrogen receptor a (ERa) expression and
regulation in specific brain areas, with the most pronounced
difference in the ventromedial nucleus of the hypothalamus
(VMH). The VMH is a brain area critical for the estrogenregulated expression of sexual receptivity in female vertebrates. In both mammals and lizards ablation of the VMH
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eliminates receptive behavior whereas implantation of estrogen into the VMH restores receptive behavior in ovariectomized females; similar manipulations in males do not
produce these effects.
Though brains of both males and females contain ERa in
the VMH, the amount of ERa mRNA and protein in the
VMH is higher in females than males in the rat
[3,21,30,33– 35], mouse [19] and guinea pig [4]. Estrogen
decreases the levels of ERa mRNA and protein in female
rats [20,28] and guinea pigs [4,26]. However, in the whiptail
lizard (Cnemidophorus inornatus), adult males and females
have nearly identical baseline levels of ERa mRNA in the
VMH and exogenous estrogen increases ERa mRNA abundance in the VMH in females while males show no change
in ERa mRNA abundance [13,14,44].
Hatchling male and female whiptail lizards show a
significant increase in ERa mRNA after estrogen treatment [41]. As adults, however, males fail to respond to
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exogenous estrogen with an increase in ERa mRNA [13].
It is possible that the long-term exposure to androgen that
males experience after sexual maturation may be responsible for this sex difference in adulthood. Indeed, adult
sexually active males have plasma levels of testosterone
and dihydrotestosterone of 6 and 17 ng/ml, respectively,
during the breeding season while females have circulating
concentrations at or below the level of detectability of the
assay (0.05 – 0.20 ng/ml depending on sample volume and
recovery); estrogen is undetectable in breeding males and
on average 0.8 ng/ml in breeding females [27]. In this
study, we examined the effect of exogenous estrogen on
ERa mRNA levels (number of grains per cell) in the
VMH to determine whether the observed sexually dimorphic pattern of ERa regulation by estrogen is a consequence of differences between adult female and male
whiptail lizards in testosterone exposure.

2. General materials and methods
2.1. Animals
Animals were treated according to a research protocol
approved by the university’s institutional animal care and
use committee. Adult breeding male and female whiptail
lizards (C. inornatus) were collected in and around Sanderson, TX and transported to the University of Texas at Austin
7 –8 months before the study. Animals were housed in 30
gal glass terraria in large walk-in environmental chambers
controlled for photoperiod (14L:10D), temperature (32 jC
during day: 27 jC during night), and humidity (35 – 40%).
Each terrarium had a sand bottom layer, wood and plastic
objects for cover and basking, a heat lamp and a Vita-light
(Durotest) broad spectrum light. Animals were provided
water ad libitum and fed mealworms and vitamin-dusted
crickets three times a week.
2.2. In situ hybridization and quantification
Following the appropriate experimental manipulation
(see below), animals were sacrificed by rapid decapitation
and their brains were removed and frozen in isopentane over
dry ice. Brain tissue was stored at
80 jC until cryostat
sectioning. Twenty micrometers thick sections in the coronal plane were collected in a series of six onto RNAse free
poly-L-lysine coated slides that were then stored in slide
boxes at 80 jC.
Slides containing brain sections were processed by in situ
hybridization as described previously [11,13,15,17,41 – 44].
After hybridization to an antisense and sense control riboprobes specific for whiptail ERa mRNA, slides were dipped
in Kodak NTB-2 autoradiographic emulsion and allowed to
expose at 4 jC for 17 days. They were then developed using
Kodak D-19 developer, stained lightly with cresyl violet,
and coverslipped.
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The brain sections were analyzed using darkfield microscopy and the University of Washington grain-counting software, Grains. Slides were coded so that the person measuring
grain labeling was unaware of the sex or treatment of an
animal. The quantification method was as described previously [11,13,15,17,41 –44]. Specific labeling was defined as
clusters of silver grains lying over individual cells at a density
of at least three times that of background [42]. Briefly, in
specifically labeled cells, silver grains cluster over the cell
nucleus. Within the VMH, the twenty most dense silver grain
clusters (ten on each on each side of the brain) were selected
and the grains within the selected clusters counted automatically by the Grains program. Background measurements of
silver grain number were taken over nonspecifically labeled
cells near the VMH. The average background silver grains
per cluster for each animal was subtracted from the average
silver grains per cluster in the VMH. This corrected value is
reported as the mean grains per cluster. The Grains program
automatically detects a user-defined number of the most
densely labeled silver grain clusters in a given field and
counts the silver grains that overlie them. We have used this
method of silver grain quantification extensively and find it
ideal for measuring group differences in response to hormone
treatment. This method of silver grain quantification more
accurately portrays differences in mRNA abundance between
individuals than might densitometric analysis of the entire
VMH, because background grains tend to obscure very
lightly labeled cells. This bias could introduce a ‘‘floor
effect’’ complementary to the ‘‘ceiling effect’’ described
earlier. For similar reasons, quantification of absolute numbers of cells positive for ERa mRNA is unreliable compared to
immunocytochemical methods.
2.3. Statistical analysis
Mean grains per cluster were compared between treatment
groups within each sex using a one-way analysis of variance.
Post-hoc Tukey’s tests were used to further examine significant effects. EB-injected males and blank-implanted, EBinjected females were compared using two-sample t-tests.
P-values of < 0.05 were considered statistically significant.

3. Specific methods and results
3.1. Experiment 1. Effect of long-term androgen treatment
on responsiveness to exogenous estrogen in the female
whiptail lizard
Female lizards were ovariectomized as described previously [37,43,44] and, at the time of surgery, received an
intraperitoneal Silastic implant (o.d. 1.96 mm, i.d. 1.47 mm)
that was empty (BL) or contained testosterone (T) (10 mm
packed hormone). This size of implant results in circulating
concentrations of testosterone in the physiological range of
sexually active male whiptail lizards [22 – 24,39]. The im-
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plant was removed 6 weeks later and the females allowed to
recover for 1 week before receiving an intraperitoneal injection of either 0.5Ag estradiol benzoate (EB) in steroid
suspension vehicle (VEH) or VEH only; 24 h later brains
were harvested. Due to limitations in the number of available
animals from field collection, it was not possible to have a
group that was ovariectomized and receiving a BL implant
and a VEH injection.
In order to assess the effectiveness of the testosterone
implants, the female’s ventral coloration and degree of
femoral pore activity were examined at the time of sacrifice.
Blue ventral coloration and waxy secretions from the femoral
pores on the ventral side of the upper hindlimb are androgendependent secondary sexual characteristics in male whiptails
[9,24,39]. We required that both traits be expressed to
confirm peripheral testosterone stimulation in the females.
One female that had only blue ventral coloration and one
female that had only femoral pore secretion were excluded
from the analysis.
Six weeks of exposure to testosterone suppressed the
increase in ERa mRNA in response to exogenous EB in
females ( F2,20 = 10.91, p < 0.001; BL-implanted>EB and
VEH-treated, T-implanted, p < 0.05 for each) (Fig. 1).
Testosterone treatment also affected peripheral structures
in the females, stimulating secondary sexual characteristics
typical of males. All of the BL-implanted females had
white ventral coloration and no femoral pore secretion.
3.2. Experiment 2. Effect of exogenous estrogen on ERa
mRNA abundance in the brain of castrated male whiptail
lizards
Male lizards were castrated as described previously [7,22]
and 1 week (short-term) or 6 weeks (long-term) following

Fig. 1. Estrogen receptor mRNA abundance in the ventromedial
hypothalamus in female whiptail lizards (Cnemidophorus inornatus).
Females were exposed for six weeks to a testosterone (T) or a blank
(BL) implant before the implant was removed and individuals given a
single injection of 0.5 Ag estradiol benzoate (EB) or steroid suspension
vehicle (VEH). Group means (+/ 1 standard error) depicted with different
letters indicating significantly different groups (a = 0.05). Sample sizes for
each group are shown at the base of each bar.

castration, received an intraperitoneal injection of 0.5 Ag
EB; a third group received an injection of VEH only 6
weeks following castration. This dose of EB has been
shown to elicit receptive behavior [43,40] and increase
ERa mRNA in the VMH [13] in female and not male
whiptails. In all three groups brains were harvested 24
h later. Due to the number of available animals from field
collection, it was not possible to have a group that was
castrated for 1 week and then received a VEH injection;
however, a previous study has shown that VEH has no effect
on short-term castrate males [13].
There were no significant effects of time since castration
or EB treatment on induction of ERa mRNA in the VMH in
males ( F2,20 = 0.92, p = 0.41). Following EB injection, the
short-term castrate males had less ERa mRNA in the VMH
than did BL-implanted females ( p < 0.04); long-term castrated males had levels comparable to BL-implanted females
( p = 0.36).

4. Discussion
Though the behavioral effects of estrogen and the
distribution of ERa in specific brain areas are highly
conserved, sexual dimorphism in neural ER expression
has been examined extensively in only a few species.
Female and male whiptail lizards differ in the regulation
of ERa in the VMH. A single injection of estrogen
increases ERa mRNA in the VMH of female, but not
male, whiptail lizards [13,14]. In this study, we demonstrated that there is also a sex difference in the effect of
testosterone exposure on the sensitivity of the VMH to
estrogen. Long-term exposure to testosterone results in a
loss of the ability for estrogen to induce ERa mRNA in the
VMH in females. However, long-term absence of testosterone after castration did not cause males to gain estrogeninducible ERa mRNA expression. These results suggest
that there is a permanent neural difference between female
and male whiptail lizards in ERa mRNA regulation in the
VMH.
As indicated, the control group of BL + VEH was missing in the present design. A persistent problem with investigation of rare and/or unconventional animal models is how
to weigh sample sizes against parametric experimental
designs. In the present instance too few animals were
collected to enable us to conduct a fully balanced design.
Thus, it is difficult to discern whether the significantly
higher grain count in BL + EB lizards (compared to
T + VEH and T + EB groups) is caused by the EB injection
rather than the long-term gonadectomy. However, an increase associated solely with gonadectomy would imply
estrogen suppression of ER transcription in the VMH. This
is unlikely as all effects described to date in this and other
species is that estrogen is stimulatory. In addition, using the
same design as the present study we have found that PR
responsiveness does not differ with a T vs. BL implant when
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both groups receive EB [40], suggesting a similar response
to exogenous estrogen; PR mRNA levels are very low
without EB stimulation.
These results are particularly intriguing when compared
to results from a previous study examining PR mRNA
regulation in the VMH of the same individuals. In situ
hybridization for PR mRNA on adjacent tissue sections to
those used here showed that estrogen-inducible PR expression in the VMH is sensitive to long-term testosterone
exposure in males, but not in females [40]. Long-term
castrated male whiptails show a significant increase in PR
mRNA in the VMH in response to exogenous estrogen. In
contrast, 6 weeks of testosterone exposure did not attenuate
the increase in PR mRNA in the VMH of females given
estrogen. The sexes thus differ in which receptor is sensitive
to adult testosterone exposure. That is, regulation of the
ERa is sensitive in females, but regulation of the PR is
sensitive in males. Related to this point, we have found that
newborn individuals differ from adults in that males exhibit
an increase in ERa mRNA levels in the VMH in response to
exogenous estrogen [41]. A wealth of studies with other
animals indicates that the change to the adult phenotype is
associated with the secretion of androgen at sexual maturity.
It was previously postulated that the increased PR
mRNA levels in long-term male castrates given estrogen
might have been the result of a concurrent increase in ERa
in the VMH [40]. The present results suggest that this is not
the case; ERa mRNA levels are not increased in long-term
castrate males. The presence of equal amounts of ERa
mRNA in a particular brain region does not, of course, rule
out the possibility of differences in the amount of ERa
protein. However, the fact that males require more than a
week of deprivation of gonadal secretions before changes
are observed in PR mRNA sensitivity to EB suggests that
the nature of testicular influence on estrogen-induced PR
mRNA involves more than simply a change in receptor
protein abundance. Changes in both steroid receptor transcription and sex behavior in response to sex steroids have
been observed within hours of hormone administration in
the whiptail lizard [44].
Because we used testosterone rather than a non-aromatizable androgen, it can be argued that the differences we
observe result from a difference between males and females
in the amount of neural aromatization of testosterone to
estrogen, as has been demonstated in the rat [12,31]. Longterm testosterone exposure would increase local neural
concentrations of estrogen in the sex having greater aromatase activity. Differences in neural estrogen levels could then
have varying effects on the estrogen feedback regulation of
ERa. As noted above, however, all of the animals in these
studies had no testosterone at least 1 week prior to the
estrogen injection and measurement of receptor levels,
hence no immediate differences in aromatized estrogen
availability between groups were expected. In addition,
differences in the ability to aromatize testosterone would
not explain why the two receptors respond oppositely within
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one sex to changes in testosterone levels unless long-term
estrogen exposure supports the regulation of only one
receptor and its effects require more than one week to
dissipate. Also, aromatization may not have the same role
in lizards as in mammalian species studied to date. Male
whiptail lizard sexual behavior is restored by non-aromatizable androgen [32] and, in some individuals, by progesterone (reviewed in Ref. [8]); in the brown anole blockade of
the androgen receptor is sufficient to disrupt male sexual
behavior [36].
The patterns of hormone sensitivity we observe relate in
interesting ways to those of other sexually dimorphic traits
in the whiptail. The VMH is larger in whiptail females than
in males [10,14,38]. In the absence of testosterone, the
VMH will become larger in males. The VMH will not
become smaller in females, however, under the influence of
testosterone [39]. Thus, this morphological difference has
the same direction of sensitivity to testosterone as PR
regulation in the VMH; VMH size and PR expression upregulation are suppressed in males, but not females, by
testosterone.
In contrast, the regulation of ERa sensitivity correlates
more closely with sex differences in behavioral sensitivity.
In response to exogenous estrogen treatment, female whiptails will display sexually receptive behavior along with the
increase in ERa and PR mRNA in the VMH, but male
whiptails show neither receptor up-regulation nor receptive
behavior [13,40] (D. Crews, unpublished data). Males do
not show female-typical receptivity even with long-term
castration even though they have female-like PR expression
[13] and VMH size [10,39]. Thus, the degree of responsiveness of ERa, but not PR, to estrogenic stimulation
correlates with the likelihood of female-typical sexual
behavior. Progesterone and PR expression are more closely
implicated in regulation of male-typical behavior in whiptails [8,11].
Estrogen receptor a and its action in the VMH/VMH are
critical for the expression of sexual behavior in all female
vertebrates studied to date, but there are notable species
differences in receptor regulation [16]. Estrogen receptor a
mRNA and protein levels are higher in the VMH of female
rats and guinea pigs than in the VMH of males but in these
species estrogen down-regulates ERa mRNA in the VMH
[4,20,25,34] and, to a lesser extent, protein [5]. This
difference mirrors the difference between female whiptails
and rats in the duration of sexual behavior. Female rats
engage in sexual behavior for less than 24 h around the
periovulatory period. When follicular secretions of estrogen
levels peak, sex behavior begins to decline soon after,
perhaps as a consequence of decreased ERa in the VMH.
Female whiptails, on the other hand, have reproductive
cycles of weeks and engage in sexual behavior over many
days. Immediate suppression of ERa and sexual behavior
by high circulating concentrations of estrogen would be a
disadvantage in this species. In female rats and guinea pigs,
the level of PR rather than ERa in the preoptic area (POA),
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VMH and ventrolateral hypothalamus correlates with receptive sexual behavior [2,6,29], though clearly estrogen and
progesterone act together in the VMH to modulate sexually
receptive behavior in females [1].
As with our results in whiptails, ERa but not PR,
regulation in the VMH of male rats may be insensitive to
testosterone. This could indicate similar mechanisms of
organization of ERa regulation in the VMH or a genetically determined sensitivity in males of both species. If
ERa and PR regulation is organized in the whiptail, our
results suggest that the mechanism for estrogen regulation
of ERa is organized prior to adulthood in the male, but not
female whiptail and the mechanism for estrogen regulation
of PR is organized prior to adulthood in the female, but not
male. The testosterone sensitivity we observe in adult
whiptails reflects the influence of long-term testosterone
(or aromatized estrogen) availability. There is ample evidence of long-term effects of both testosterone and estrogen on neuron survival, dendritic growth, synaptic
connectivity and neurotransmitter and protein availability
[1], each of which could be involved differently in females
and males. Our results add support to the idea that males
and females differ in the patterns of regulation of sex
hormone receptors.

[8]

[9]

[10]
[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]
[15]

[16]

Acknowledgements
We thank Jen Liu for assistance with tissue analysis and
Andrea Gore and John Godwin for reading the manuscript.
This work was supported by NIMH grants R01 41770 (DC)
and NRSA F32 MH12434 (CJG).

References
[1] J.D. Blaustein, M.S. Erskin, Feminine sexual behavior: cellular integration of hormonal and afferent information in the rodent brain, in:
D.W. Pfaff, A. Arnold, A. Etgen, S. Fahrbach, R. Moss, R. Rubin
(Eds.), Hormones, Brain, and Behavior, vol. 1, Academic Press, New
York, NY, 2002, pp. 139 – 214.
[2] J.D. Blaustein, H.H. Feder, Cytoplasmic progestin receptors in female
guinea pig brain and their relationship to refractoriness in expression
of female sexual behavior, Brain Res. 177 (1979) 489 – 499.
[3] T.J. Brown, R.B. Hochberg, J.E. Zielinski, N.J. MacLusky, Regional
sex differences in cell nuclear estrogen binding capacity in the rat hypothalamus and preoptic area, Endocrinology 123 (1988) 1761 – 1770.
[4] T.J. Brown, J. Yu, M. Gagnon, M. Sharma, N.J. MacLusky, Sex
differences in estrogen receptor and progestin receptor induction in
the guinea pig hypothalamus and and preoptic area, Brain Res. 725
(1996) 37 – 48.
[5] T.R. Chakraborty, P.R. Hof, L. Ng, A.C. Gore, Stereological analysis
of expression of estrogen receptor alpha in hypothalamus and its
regulation by aging and estrogen, J. Comp. Neurol. 466 (2003)
409 – 421.
[6] C.R. Clark, N.J. MacLusky, B. Parsons, F. Naftolin, Effects of estrogen deprivation on brain estrogen and progestin receptor levels and
the activation of female sexual behavior, Horm. Behav. 15 (1981)
289 – 298.
[7] D. Crews, Castration and androgen replacement on male facilitation

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

of ovarian activity in the lizard, Anolis carolinensis, J. Comp. Physiol.
Psychol. 87 (1974) 963 – 969.
D. Crews, J.R. Sakata, Evolution of brain mechanisms controlling
sexual behavior, in: A. Matsumoto (Ed.), Sexual Differentiation of
the Brain, CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, 2000, pp. 113 – 130.
D. Crews, J.E. Gustafson, R.R. Tokarz, Psychobiology of parthenogenesis, in: R.B. Huey, E.R. Pianka, T.W. Schoener (Eds.), Lizard
Ecology. Studies of a Model Organism, Harvard Univ. Press, Cambridge, 1983, pp. 205 – 231.
D. Crews, J. Wade, W. Wilczynski, Sexually dimorphic areas in the
brain of whiptail lizards, Brain Behav. Evol. 36 (1990) 262 – 270.
D. Crews, J. Godwin, V. Hartman, M. Grammer, E.A. Prediger, R.
Sheppherd, Intrahypothalamic implantation of progesterone in castrated male whiptail lizards (C. inornatus) elicits courtship and copulatory behavior and affects androgen receptor-and progesterone
receptor-mRNA expression in the brain, J. Neurosci. 16 (1996)
7347 – 7352.
G.J. DeVries, R.B. Simerly, Anatomy, development, and functionof
sexually dimorphic neural circuits in the mammalian brain, in: D.W.
Pfaff, A. Arnold, A. Etgen, S. Fahrbach, R. Moss, R. Rubin (Eds.),
Hormones, Brain, and Behavior, Academic Press, New York, 2002,
pp. 545 – 585.
J. Godwin, D. Crews, Sex differences in estrogen and progesterone
receptor messenger ribonucleic acid regulation in the brain of little
striped whiptail lizards, Neuroendocrinology 62 (1995) 293 – 300.
J. Godwin, D. Crews, Sex differences in the nervous system of reptiles, Cell. Mol. Neurobiol. 17 (1997) 649 – 669.
J. Godwin, D. Crews, Hormonal regulation of progesterone receptor
mRNA expression in the hypothalamus of whiptail lizards: regional
and species differences, J. Neurobiol. 39 (1999) 287 – 293.
J. Godwin, D. Crews, Hormones, brain and behavior in reptiles, in:
D.W. Pfaff, A. Arnold, A. Etgen, S. Fahrbach, R. Moss, R. Rubin
(Eds.), Hormones, Brain, and Behavior, Academic Press, New York,
2002, pp. 545 – 585.
J. Godwin, V. Hartman, P. Nag, D. Crews, Androgenic regulation
of steroid hormone receptor mRNAs in the brain of whiptail lizards,
J. Neuroendocrinol. 12 (2000) 559 – 606.
E.M. Hull, R.L. Meisel, B.D. Sachs, Male sexual behavior, in: D.W.
Pfaff, A. Arnold, A. Etgen, S. Fahrbach, R. Moss, R. Rubin (Eds.),
Hormones, Brain, and Behavior, vol. one, Academic Press, New York,
NY, 2002, pp. 1 – 138.
M. Koch, Effects of treatment with estradiol, and parental experience on the number and distribution of estrogen-binding neurons in
the ovariectomized mouse brain, Neuroendocrinology 51 (1990)
505 – 514.
A.H. Lauber, G.J. Romano, C.V. Mobbs, D.W. Pfaff, Estradiol regulation of estrogen receptor messenger ribonucleic acid in rat mediobasal
hypothalamus: an in situ hybridization study, J. Neuroendocrinol. 2
(1990) 605 – 612.
A.H. Lauber, C.V. Mobbs, M. Muramatsu, D.W. Pfaff, Estrogen
receptor messenger RNA expression in rat hypothalamus as a function of genetic sex and estrogen dose, Endocrinology 129 (1991)
3180 – 3186.
J. Lindzey, D. Crews, Hormonal control of courtship and copulatory
behavior in male C. inornatus, a direct sexual ancestor of a unisexual,
parthenogenic lizard, Gen. Comp. Endocrinol. 64 (1986) 411 – 418.
J. Lindzey, D. Crews, Interactions between progesterone and androgens in the stimulation of sex behaviors in male little striped whiptail
lizards, C. inornatus, Gen. Comp. Endocrinol. 86 (1992) 52 – 58.
J. Lindzey, D. Crews, Effects of progesterone and dihydrotestosterone
on stimulation of androgen-dependent sex behavior, accessory sex
structures, and in vitro binding characteristics of cytosolic androgen
receptors in male whiptail lizards (C. inornatus), Horm. Behav. 27
(1993) 269 – 281.
C.A. Liscotto, J.I. Morrell, Circulating gonadal steroid hormones regulate estrogen receptor mRNA in the male rat forebrain, Mol. Brain
Res. 20 (1993) 79 – 90.

D. Crews et al. / Brain Research 1004 (2004) 136–141
[26] J.M. Meredith, C.J. Auger, J.D. Blaustein, Down regulation of estrogen receptor immunoreactivity by 17 beta-estradiol in the guinea pig
forebrain, J. Neuroendocrinol. 6 (1994) 639 – 648.
[27] M. Moore, D. Crews, Sex steroid hormones in natural populations of a
sexual whiptail lizard, C. inornatus, a direct evolutionary ancestor of a
unisexual parthenogen, Gen. Comp. Endocrinol. 63 (1986) 424 – 430.
[28] M. Osterlund, G.G. Kuiper, J.A. Gustafsson, Y.L. Hurd, Differentail
distribution and regulation of estrogen receptor-alpha and -beta mRNA
within the female rat brain, Mol. Brain Res. 54 (1998) 175 – 180.
[29] B. Parsons, N.J. MacLusky, L.C. Krey, D. Pfaff, B.S. McEwen, The
temporal relationship between estrogen-inducible progestin receptors
in the female rat brain and the time course of estrogen activation of
mating behavior, Endocrinology 107 (1980) 774 – 779.
[30] T.C. Rainbow, B. Parsons, B.S. McEwen, Sex differences in rat brain
oestrogen and progestin receptors, Nature 300 (1982) 648 – 649.
[31] C.E. Roselli, J.A. Resko, Aromatase activity in the rat brain: Hormonal regulation and sex difference, J. Steroid Biochem. Mol. Biol.
44 (1993) 499 – 508.
[32] J.C. Rozendaal, D. Crews, Effects of intracranial implantation of
dihydrotestosterone on sexual behavior in male C. inornatus, a direct
sexual ancestor of a parthenogenetic lizard, Horm. Behav. 23 (1987)
194 – 202.
[33] P.J. Shughrue, C.D. Bushnell, D.M. Dorsa, Estrogen receptor messenger ribonucleic acid in female at brain during the estrous cycle: a
comparison with ovariectomized females and intact males, Endocrinology 131 (1992) 381 – 388.
[34] R.B. Simerly, B.J. Young, Regulation of estrogen receptor messenger
ribonucleic acid in rat hypothalamus by sex steroids, Mol. Endocrinol.
5 (1991) 424 – 432.
[35] R.B. Simerly, C. Chang, M. Muramatsu, L.W. Swanson, Distribution
of androgen and estrogen receptor mRNA-containing cells in the rat
brain. An in situ hybridization study, J. Comp. Neurol. 294 (1990)
76 – 95.

141

[36] R. Tokarz, Effects of the antiandrogens cyproterone acetate and flutamide on male reproductive behavior in a lizard (Anolis sagrei),
Horm. Behav. 21 (1987) 1 – 16.
[37] P. Valenstein, D. Crews, Mating-induced termination of behavioral
estrus in the female lizard, Anolis carolinensis, Horm. Behav. 9
(1977) 362 – 370.
[38] J. Wade, D. Crews, The relationship between reproductive state and
‘sexually’ dimorphic brain areas in sexually reproducing and parthenogenetic whiptail lizards, J. Comp. Neurol. 309 (1991) 507 – 514.
[39] J. Wade, J.-M. Huang, D. Crews, Hormonal control of sex differences
in the brain, behavior and accessory sex structures of whiptail lizards
(Cnemidophorus species), J. Neuroendocrinol. 5 (1993) 81 – 93.
[40] K.L. Wennstrom, D. Crews, Effect of long-term castration and longterm androgen treatment on sexually dimorphic estrogen-inducible
progesterone receptor mRNA levels in the ventromedial hypothalamus of whiptail lizards, Horm. Behav. 34 (1998) 11 – 16.
[41] K.L. Wennstrom, C.J. Gill, D. Crews, Sex differences in estrogen
induced progesterone and estrogen receptor mRNA in the ventromedial hypothalamus of hatchling whiptail lizards, Dev. Brain Res. 145
(2003) 151 – 157.
[42] L.J. Young, G.F. Lopreato, K. Horan, D. Crews, Cloning and in situ
hybridization analysis of estrogen receptor, progesterone receptor and
androgen receptor expression in the brain of whiptail lizards (Cnemiidophorus uniparens and C. inornatus), J. Comp. Neurol. 347 (1994)
288 – 300.
[43] L.J. Young, P.K. Nag, D. Crews, Species differences in estrogen
receptor and progesterone receptor-mRNA expression in the brain
of sexual and unisexual whiptail lizards, J. Neuroendocrinol. 7
(1995) 567 – 576.
[44] L.J. Young, P.K. Nag, D. Crews, Species differences in behavioral and
neural sensitivity to estrogen in whiptail lizards: Correlation with
hormone receptor messenger ribonucleic acid expression, Neuroendocrinology 61 (1995) 680 – 686.

