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Simple Summary: Sexual dimorphism widely exists in animals and is reflected in different forms; of
these, body mass dimorphism is the most prominent. Studies on the development and adaptation
mechanism of sexual dimorphism in body mass can help us to understand how animals adapt to their
environment via sexual dimorphism. As this has not been widely reported in Rhinopithecus, this study
explores the ontogenetic development pattern of sexual dimorphism in the body mass of R. bieti, and
interprets the causes resulting in extreme sexual dimorphism. The results showed that a significant
dimorphism appears when females enter the reproductive period, reaching the maximum when
males are mature for reproduction. It was determined that a period of decline begins after 8 years of
age, and that males had a longer growth period than females. The large sexual dimorphism in body
mass in R. bieti can be explained by both Bergmann’s and Rensch’s rules; however, the females’ choice
for males may not be significantly related to it. Overall, environmental adaptation, a distinctive
alimentary system, and complex social structure have allowed R. bieti to have remarkable sexual
dimorphism in body mass compared to other colobines. This study will undoubtedly highlight the
same issues on the other 26 primate species in China, particularly the colobines, which will enrich
research designs and enlarge research focus on China’s primatology.

Abstract: Sexual dimorphism exists widely in animals, manifesting in different forms, such as body
size, color, shape, unique characteristics, behavior, and sound. Of these, body mass dimorphism is
the most obvious. Studies of evolutionary and ontogenetic development and adaptation mechanisms
of animals’ sexual dimorphism in body mass (SDBM), allow us to understand how environment,
social group size, diet, and other external factors have driven the selection of sexual dimorphism.
There are fewer reports of the ontogenetic development of sexual dimorphism in body mass in
Rhinopithecus. This study explores the ontogenetic development pattern of SDBM in wild black-
and-white snub-nosed monkeys (R. bieti), and the causes resulting in extreme sexual dimorphism
compared to other colobines. A significant dimorphism with a ratio of 1.27 (p < 0.001) appears when
females enter the reproductive period around six years old, reaching a peak (1.85, p < 0.001) when
males become sexually mature. After the age of eight, the SDBM falls to 1.78, but is still significant
(p < 0.001). The results also indicate that males had a longer body mass growth period than females
(8 years vs. 5 years); females in larger breeding units had a significantly higher SDBM than those in
smaller ones (2.12 vs. 1.93, p < 0.01). A comparative analysis with other colobines further clarifies that
Rhinopithecus and Nasalis, which both have multilevel social organization, have the highest degree
of SDBM among all colobines. The large SDBM in R. bieti can be explained through Bergman’s and
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Rensch’s rules. Overall, environmental adaptation, a distinctive alimentary system, and a complex
social structure contribute to R. bieti having such a remarkable SDBM compared to other colobines. In
addition, we found that females’ choice for males may not be significantly related to the development
of SDBM.

Keywords: Rhinopithecus bieti; sexual bimaturism; environmental adaptation; multilevel social
organization; sexual selection

1. Introduction

Sexual dimorphism—where the two sexes of the same species differ in external
appearance or in other ways—exists extensively in animals [1], such as amphibians [2],
reptiles [3], birds [4], and mammals [5]. Sexual dimorphism is displayed in several ways,
such as body size (mass), color, shape, behavior, and sound [6]. For example, adult
males and females have different coloring in most gibbon species [7], and ungulate males
feature fully developed antlers [8,9]. Sexual dimorphism is an important physiological
characteristic for understanding the adaptation of animals to the natural and societal
environment [10]. Many studies have focused on it, as early as Darwin’s theory of
evolution [11–14], and it is considered to be the consequence of natural adaptation and
sexual selection [15–18].

Sexual dimorphism is also a pervasive phenomenon in primates [19] and may take
several forms [15,20], mainly shown in body mass, canine tooth size, sex skin, and color,
but has most commonly been described as sex differences in body mass [21,22], which can
be measured reliably [23]. The past several decades have seen a steady growth in studies
of sexual dimorphism, including simple documentation of the phenomenon in various
species and broad comparative analyses in a wide variety of primates. Consequently,
sexual selection is considered to be the most influential theory that explains sexual
dimorphism in body mass [24], which can be caused by male–male competition for
females or female mates selection [4,10,11,14]. Some studies further show that the sexual
dimorphism in body size (male vs. female) is more significant in polygynous than
in monogamous species [25–28]. Males face considerable social pressures for mating
competition, so adult males are more muscular than females [17,29], especially in species
with a multilevel society [30–32]. In addition, natural selection states that animals
living at higher altitudes, and hence facing severe resource competition and lower
temperate challenges, have a larger body size, and maintain more prominent sexual
dimorphism [33,34]. Sexual bimaturism has also been widely thought to explain sexual
dimorphism in primates [35].

Black-and-white snub-nosed monkeys (Rhinopithecus bieti) belong to the Cercopithe-
cidae family and colobine sub-family. They are endemic to China and are distributed in
the upper reaches of the Mekong and the Yangtze Rivers, where the Qinghai-Tibet and
Yun-Gui Plateaus meet [36]. Their southern-most range is located in Yunlong County,
Yunnan, while the northern-most range is in Mangkang County, Tibet [36–38]. They are
the non-human primate species which distributed and adapted to the highest altitude,
and also are a flagship taxon of the cold temperate coniferous forest ecosystem in the
northern hemisphere [36] Asian colobines initially originated from Africa in the Mid-
dle Miocene, migrating into Eurasia through the gateway of North Africa, possibly in
the Late Miocene [39,40]. The ancestor of the odd-nosed forms (Rhinopithecus, Nasalis,
Simias, and Pygathrix) has been unearthed recently in Zhaotong, Yunnan, in the deposit
of the Late Miocene or Early Pliocene [39,41,42]. The Himalayan group (R. bieti and R.
strykeri) diverged from the other snub-nosed species (R. roxellana and R. brelichi) around
~1.99 Mya according to phylogenetic analyses [43], following which the R. strykeri and
the R. bieti diverged around 0.60 Mya. Of these, R. bieti is unique, remaining in the
Qinghai-Tibet Plateaus and Hengduan mountains that have been significantly modified
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due to the accelerated tectonic uplift of the plateaus and mountains, after settling down
in the places where they are residing [29,44]. Others in Nasalis and Pygathrix moved
south along the valleys and riverbanks of the Mekong and Salween to disperse into
Southeast Asia [45,46]. In other words, R. bieti is distinct due to its habitat at the highest
elevation and the harshest environment with limited distribution areas confined by
the Mekong and Yangtze Rivers [36,37,47] (Figure 1). Males and females are sexually
mature when they are five years old, but while females can enter the breeding system
straight away, males are usually active around eight years old [29,36]. The species is
a typical primate taxon featured by a multilevel social system [48]. Its polygamous
mating system consists of multiple reproductive units; there are several OMUs (one
adult male and several females unit) and one or more AMU (all males unit) in one
natural population, and the males have different reproductive opportunities between the
two kinds of units [49]. Such a social structure and mating system leads to fierce male
reproductive competition [36]. The largest adult male/female ratio in the breeding unit
is 1:5 [50,51], an indication of extensive sexual competition among males and females,
which may stimulate males to improve their reproductive capacity by increasing their
body mass [10]. Thus, this species is an ideal model for discussing adaptation and sexual
selection by studying sexual dimorphism in body mass (SDBM) in colobines.
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Studies of evolutionary and ontogenetic development and adaptation mechanisms of
animals’ sexual dimorphism in body mass (SDBM) will increase our understanding of how
environment, social group size, diet, and other external factors have driven the selection of
sexual dimorphism [5,52,53]. This study will help clarify whether the specific environments,
habitats, and climate adopted by the R. bieti have shaped the SDBM of this species quite
differently compared with other colobines. It will also be fascinating to know whether
the ontogenetic development of such dimorphism, which is difficult (if not impossible) to
measure in wild animals, differs from those reported for other primate species. Thus, we
will describe the ontogenetic development of sexual dimorphism in body mass of wild
black-and-white snub-nosed monkeys via the continuous and accurately recorded data
of body mass. Then, to discuss the genesis of sexual dimorphism in body mass of these
monkeys (R. bieti), our study will tackle the following three questions in R. bieti: (1) can we
define an age threshold for SDBM appearance during the ontogenesis; (2) can we explain
the significant body mass and SDBM of R. bieti by Bergmann’s and Rensch’s rules; and
(3) does a significant SDBM exist in larger grouping populations due to more extensive
reproductive competition pressures.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Study Area and Object

The research station is located in Shangri-La Yunnan Golden Monkey National Park,
China (27◦30′ N, 99◦20′ E) where the altitude ranges from 2500 to 3800 m. The area
is primarily covered by coniferous and broad-leaved forests [54]. The average annual
temperature is 9.4 ◦C, the minimum is−6.0 ◦C, and annual precipitation is 1200 mm (Smart
Weather Stations in the study area, a model of HOBO RG-3M).

This study is part of a long-term research project on the behavior and ecology of R.
bieti in Baimaxueshan National Nature Reserve, Weixi County, Yunnan province, China.
The focal population consists of 87 individuals belonging to eight OMUs (one male unit)
and one AMU (all male unit), sized from 3 to 13 per unit (on 15 April 2022, see Table 1).
They were classified into four age subgroups: infant, juvenile, adult male (age ≥ 8 years
old), and adult female (age ≥ 5 years old) [35]. The number of adult females per OMU
varied from 1 to 7 (Table 1). The structure and individual number of units can change at any
time; female individuals rarely migrate between breeding units, while male individuals
must leave the breeding unit and enter the all-male unit at 3–4 years old. There was a large
population (around 500 individuals) nearby our focal population, meaning that individual
migration between groups was a frequent occurrence.

Table 1. Population information studied in Shangri-La Yunnan Golden Monkey National Park in
2010–2013.

Date Unit
Number

Infant Juvenile Adult Female Adult Male Total

15 March 2013

DGZ OMU 2 3 4 1 10
YDH OMU 1 4 4 1 10
HC OMU 1 4 2 1 8
PG OMU 1 1 1 1 4
DB OMU 1 3 2 1 7
BL OMU 0 2 2 1 5

LHG OMU 0 4 2 1 7
AMU - 7 - 5 12
Total 6 28 17 12 63
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Table 1. Cont.

Date Unit
Number

Infant Juvenile Adult Female Adult Male Total

15 April 2012

DGZ OMU 3 3 6 1 13
YDH OMU 1 4 4 1 10
HC OMU 0 5 6 1 12
BL OMU 1 4 3 1 9
XW OMU 1 4 2 1 8

DHZ OMU 2 2 7 1 12
SHB OMU 1 0 1 1 3
LHG OMU 1 4 5 1 11

AMU - 6 - 3 9
Total 10 32 34 11 87

10 May 2011

DGZ OMU 1 4 4 1 10
YDH OMU 2 4 4 1 11
HC OMU 2 6 3 1 12
XW OMU 0 6 5 1 12
BZH OMU 0 3 3 1 7
SHB OMU 0 3 1 1 5
LHG OMU 2 5 3 1 11

AMU - 19 - 6 25
Total 7 50 23 13 93

4 May 2010

DGZ OMU 1 4 5 1 11
YDH OMU 2 4 4 1 11
HC OMU 2 6 4 1 13
XW OMU 4 6 5 1 16

SM 3 3 3 1 10
SHB OMU 0 3 2 1 6
LHG OMU 1 5 3 1 10

AMU - 19 - 10 29
Total 13 50 26 17 106

Note: Infants are less than one year old; juveniles are individuals older than one year old, but before sexual
maturity; adult females are sexual matured individuals ≥ five years old; and adult males are sexual matured
individuals ≥ eight years.

2.2. Individual Identification

We identified the OMUs via differences in member composition and lead males. For
example, there were 10 individuals in the DG OMU, comprising 2 infants, 3 juveniles,
4 adult females, and 1 adult male, and there were also 10 individuals in the YDH OMU,
but comprising 1 infant, 4 juveniles, 4 adult females, and 1 adult male, on 15th March 2013
(Table 1).

Individuals were identified by obvious, easy to distinguish, and relatively stable char-
acteristics; for example, lip markings, special coat color on the back and chest, facial scars,
deformity of limbs, and different body characteristics were used for individual identifi-
cation (Figure 2). Monkeys had been well habituated to the presence of the researchers
after many years of food provision and monitoring. Thus, we could observe them from a
distance of less than 20 m.
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Figure 2. Some visible body, face, and eye characteristics used for individual identification, besides
pelage colors that vary between age groups and individuals. (A1,A2): Lip scars on different locations
with various numbers; (B): eye marker caused by corneal injury or cataract; (C): unbalanced nostril
structure, wherein the left nostril is higher than the right one; (D): finger injury; (E): punctiform scar
in the upper lip.

2.3. Body Mass Measuring

Body mass was measured using a wireless electronic scale (XK3190-A12-E, YaoHua,
ShangHai, China, max value 100.00 kg, min value 0.02 kg) designed for an environment
with a relative humidity of 10%~85% and a temperature range between −10 ◦C and 40 ◦C
(Figure 3).

The body mass recording was carried out between January 2010 and March 2013, in
which the data of 996 body mass measurements were collected. We spent more than five
days each month recording body mass data of individuals in the focal population. We
placed a wireless electronic scale on a relatively flat place in the feeding site before the
monkeys went into the feeding site in the afternoon. We could obtain the body mass data
when a single monkey would go to eat the foods that had been placed on the scale (the
stability light of the scale must display on). Meanwhile, we could also quickly identify
the individual and record its age, gender, unit, and other information, as illustrated in
Figure 3. Some individuals in a given group were weighed more often than others, but
we only recorded once per individual per month. However, this does not influence the
validity of the statistical application, since the average values of the age-sex class, instead
of individual records, were used in the comparison.
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Figure 3. Measuring process for a given OMU or AMU. Before the monkeys traveled into the feeding
site in the afternoon, a digital scale was placed on a relatively flat place and their favorite food was
put on the scale. When a single individual walked on the scale, we recorded their body mass, once
stable, together with identification information (age, gender, unit, etc.).

2.4. Body Mass of Species in Colobine

For comparison, we collected adult body mass (mean value), species’ social group
size, and distribution parameters (median latitude and altitude) of ten colobine genera at
species level found in Africa and Asia, using data from the data sources (see the Table 2).
The geographic range of each species of colobines was download from the IUCN red list
(https://www.iucnredlist.org/, last accessed on 15 January 2023), and the median values
of altitude and latitude were obtained using Qgis (https://www.qgis.org/en/site/, last
accessed on 10 February 2023).

Table 2. Adult male and female mean body mass, sexual dimorphism in body mass, social group
size, and distribution parameters (median latitude and altitude) of colobines.

Species Name Body Mass (kg)
SDBM Society Group

Size
Middle
Altitude

Middle
Latitude

Data
SourceMale Female

Colobus

angolensis 10.1 7.8 1.29 300 1208 4.8588 [38,54]
guereza 10.8 7.9 1.37 19 1750 3.6718 [55,56]

polykomos 8.3 7.5 1.11 16 145 7.6471 [54,55]
satanas 12.5 10.5 1.19 15 1500 0.4689 [54,57]

vellerosus 9.2 7.7 1.20 15 471 7.0174 [58]
Average value 10.2 8.3 1.23 73 1015 4.7328

https://www.iucnredlist.org/
https://www.qgis.org/en/site/
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Table 2. Cont.

Species Name Body Mass (kg)
SDBM Society Group

Size
Middle
Altitude

Middle
Latitude

Data
SourceMale Female

Piliocolobus

badius 8.3 8.2 1.01 52 395 6.0829 [59]
kirkii 7.0 6.8 1.03 65 55 6.1162 [60]

oustaleti 12.5 8.2 1.52 18 225 4.8372 [54]
pennantii 10.0 7.9 1.27 30 2000 3.6497 [54,61]

preussi 8.3 7.3 1.14 130 525 4.8098 [62]
temminckii 6.5 5.2 1.25 29 75 14.6684 [63,64]
tephrosceles 10.8 8.0 1.34 104 1655 2.0079 [54]

Average value 9.1 7.3 1.25 61 704 6.0246
Procolobus verus 4.6 4.2 1.10 85 150 5.2309 [55]

Presbytis

canicrus 6.5 5.8 1.13 12 800 1.3628 [65]
comata 7.4 6.4 1.15 4 1283 6.6146 [65]
hosei 6.5 5.8 1.13 6 1600 4.2013 [65]

melalophos 7.5 7.1 1.06 6 1250 1.6919 [65]
potenziani 6.5 6.4 1.02 6 157 2.8091 [65]
rubicunda 6.5 5.8 1.13 11 1541 0.8511 [65]

sabana 6.5 5.8 1.13 7 587 5.3748 [65,66]
siamensis 6.3 6.5 0.96 18 635 4.0279 [67]

siberu 6.5 6.4 1.02 6 80 1.4403 [54]
Average value 6.5 6.3 1.03 8 881 3.1526

Semnopithecus

ajax 20.0 12.7 1.57 60 3235 33.0853 [68]
entellus 18.2 12.8 1.42 80 728 22.0778 [65]
hector 17.6 13.0 1.35 41 875 28.0362 [69]

hypoleucos 12.7 10.3 1.23 15 1455 13.0609 [65]
johnii 12.7 10.9 1.17 27 875 10.8681 [65]
priam 15.2 11.2 1.36 64 650 12.3023 [70]

schistaceus 19.1 16.1 1.19 43 2150 30.5505 [71]
vetulus 6.9 6.5 1.06 16 1250 7.6041 [65]

Average value 15.3 11.7 1.29 43 1402 19.6982

Trachypithecus

crepusculus 6.9 6.4 1.08 20 400 19.3330 [72]
cristatus 6.6 5.7 1.16 29 850 2.5591 [54]
delacouri 9.0 7.7 1.17 9 258 19.6117 [72]
francoisi 8.0 7.8 1.03 10 755 25.9110 [72]

geei 11.0 9.8 1.12 8 588 27.7097 [54]
hatinhensis 7.5 6.5 1.15 17 450 17.5400 [72]

leucocephalus 8.8 7.4 1.19 9 200 22.5104 [72]
obscurus 7.6 6.8 1.12 17 900 8.3603 [54]
phayrei 7.6 6.2 1.23 16 500 22.7374 [54]
pileatus 12.1 10.0 1.21 10 1525 24.9788 [65,73]

poliocephalus 8.8 7.4 1.19 5 25 21.1436 [54]
Average value 8.5 7.4 1.15 14 586 19.3086

Pygathrix

cinerea 10.3 8.2 1.25 16 874 14.5574 [54]
nemaeus 9.8 7.0 1.40 20 1000 16.0972 [54]
nigripes 9.5 7.1 1.34 24 1721 12.3170 [54]

Average value 9.9 7.4 1.33 20 1198 14.3239

Rhinopithecus

bieti 21.5 11.3 1.90 407 3663 28.1467 This
study

brelichi 15.0 8.0 1.88 300 1685 27.6115 [50]
roxellana 16.5 9.1 1.81 246 2450 32.3089 [74]

avunculus 14.5 8.3 1.75 130 700 22.4123 [50]
strykeri 17.0 10.3 1.65 150 2450 25.8137 [75]

Average value 16.9 9.4 1.80 247 2190 27.2586
Simias concolor 8.3 6.2 1.34 100 192 2.1931 [76,77]
Nasalis larvatus 21.0 11.0 1.91 150 175 0.9012 [78]

Note: The geographic range of each species in colobines downloaded from IUCN red list.
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2.5. Statistical Analysis

The SDBM was gauged with a ratio of male body mass/female body mass, and the
ontogenetic development was analyzed for individuals one to eight years old, and for
individuals older than eight. The annual increments in body mass were gauged with a
D-value between two years, and the annual increment rate in body mass was gauged
with a ratio of body mass D-value/body mass in the first year. The average sex ratio
(male/female, M/F) of each OMU in the focal breeding band was 3.4; therefore, we
set 4 mates as a critical level for OMU size, called breeding units with 5 or more adult
females (as the mate for the alpha male) larger OMUs, and breeding units with 4 or fewer
adult females smaller OMUs. Then, we compared SDBM between OMUs with ≤4 and
≥5 adult females. This choice is based on the reasoning that the fewer females per OMU,
the less significant reproductive competition, and that the larger the SDBM, the stronger
the sexual selection tends to be [21].

For determining samples, one individual monkey over a four-year period can be
considered to be four independent samples, because of its advancing age. For example, the
monkey called LingXing was born in 2010, so it was assigned to the one-year group, then
to the two-year group in 2011, and so on. We measured the body mass of each individual
per month, so that we obtained data from every individual several times per year, but
we calculated one average value of the several pieces of data from one individual as one
sample of every individual per year. The body mass yearly average can effectively avoid
the impact of the seasonal fluctuation on results; because of obvious seasonal fluctuations
in the body mass in R. bieti, the body mass of R. bieti varied significantly: 3.56 kg (15.43%)
for adult males and 1.69 kg (14.08%) for adult females in one year.

We used an Independent Sample Test to analyze differences in body mass among
age groups, between males and females, and analyze differences in body mass and SDBM
between lager OMUs and smaller OMUs. The data which correspond to normal distribution
were analyzed using t-tests, while the Mann–Whitney test was used if the data did not
correspond to a normal distribution. We used a linear model of correlation analysis to
explore the relationship between the body mass or SDBM and the species’ social group size.
We also studied such a relationship with the median values of altitude and latitude of each
colobine species separately.

Statistical analyses were performed with R Statistics version 1.1.442, Origin Pro 8.0
software (https://www.originlab.com/origin, last accessed on 10 February 2023). Maps were
drawn using Qgis (https://www.qgis.org/en/site/, last accessed on 10 February 2023).

3. Results
3.1. Ontogenetic Development of SDBM in R. bieti

The highest annual increase in body mass was 2.3 kg, measured in the four to
five-year-old females. Female body mass increased rapidly from birth to four years old
(the annual increment in body mass was 1.9 kg, and the annual increment rate in body
mass was 65.71%), then went into a slow growth period from five to seven years old
(annual increment in body mass was 0.9 kg, annual increment rate in body mass was
9.65%); female body mass stopped growing after seven years old (annual increment in
body mass was −0.1 kg, annual increment rate in body mass was −0.10%) (Figure 4).
In males the highest annual increase in body mass was 4.8 kg, recorded in the seven
to eight-year-olds. There were two body mass growth periods: the most rapid growth
period for the males’ body mass was from birth to four years old (annual increment in
body mass was 1.9 kg, annual increment rate in body mass was 56.67%); the second most
rapid growth period was from five to seven years old (annual increment in body mass
was 4.2 kg, annual increment rate in body mass was 33.28%), and male body mass also
stopped growth after seven years old (Figure 4). Thus, for males, there was a longer
body mass rapid growth period (birth to seven years old) compared with females (birth
to four years old) in R. bieti (Figure 4).

https://www.originlab.com/origin
https://www.qgis.org/en/site/
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Figure 4. The body mass yearly increase of both sexes in R. bieti. The sample sizes were: birth to
one-year group: F (female)/M (male) = 30/35; one to two-year group: F/M = 30/27; two to three-year
group: F/M = 47/19; three to four-year group: F/M = 47/19; four to five-year group: F/M = 70/24;
five to six-year group: F/M = 25/20; six to seven-year group: F/M = 25/20; seven to eight-year group:
F/M = 112/35.

As for adults, the body mass of males 8 years or older was 21.5 ± 1.8 kg (N = 131,
range 17.6–25.8). Females 5 years or older had a body mass of 11.3 ± 1.4 kg (N = 323, range
7.2–14.2). These measurements indicate a significant body mass difference between males
and females (Nmale = 131, Nfemale = 323, df = 16.70, p < 0.001), and the SDBM was 1.90.

The SDBM within the first year was slightly different (1.21), reaching a significant
level (SDBM = 1.21, body mass male 1.7 kg ± 0.6 kg vs. female 1.4 ± 0.5 kg, Nmale = 35,
Nfemale = 36, t = 2.16, df = 69, p < 0.05), but there is no significant difference for the 2 to 5-year-
old groups (Figure 5). Another wave of significant SDBM increase appears when monkeys are
more than 6 years old (SDBM = 1.27, body mass male 12.6 kg ± 3.0 kg vs. female 9.9 ± 0.7 kg,
Nmale = 25, Nfemale = 70, Z = 4.81, p < 0.001), reaching the peak after 8 years (SDBM = 1.85,
body mass male 21.8 kg ± 2.2 kg vs. female 11.8 ± 1.2 kg, Nmale = 35, Nfemale = 116, Z = 8.952,
p < 0.001). After 8 years the SDBM fell to 1.78, but it was still significant (body mass
male 21.3 kg ± 1.5 kg vs. female 12.0 ± 0.6 kg, Nmale = 96, Nfemale = 112, t = 47.71, df = 206,
p < 0.001) (Figure 5).
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Figure 5. Ontogenetic development of sexual dimorphism in body mass of R. bieti. *: at p < 0.05; and
***: at p < 0.001. The sample sizes were: one-year group: F (female)/M (male) = 36/35; two-year
group: F/M = 30/48; three-year group: F/M = 87/27; four-year group: F/M = 47/19; five-year group:
F/M = 73/24; six-year group: F/M = 70/25; seven-year group: F/M = 25/20; eight-year group:
F/M = 116/35; nine years or older group: F/M = 112/96.

3.2. The Relationship between Body Mass, SDBM, and OMUs Sizes

Adult male body mass in the larger unit was not significantly higher than those from
the smaller units (female/male ≥ 4), 21.9 ± SD 1.3 kg vs. 21.4 ± SD 1.1 kg (Nlarger = 12,
Nsmaller = 13, t = 0.93, df = 23, p = 0.361), but the adult females’ body mass in the larger
OMU was a little less than in the smaller OMUs, 10.6 ± SD 1.65 kg vs. 11.4 ± SD 1.3 kg
(Nlarger = 61, Nsmaller = 32, t = 2.30, df = 91, p = 0.024) (Figure 6A).

A significant difference in SDBM existed between the two groups (Figure 6B), with
the larger OMUs (adult females ≥ 5) showing greater dimorphism than smaller OMUs
(adult females ≤ 4), 2.12 ± SD 0.36 vs. 1.93 ± SD 0.25 (Nlarger = 61, Nsmaller = 32, Z = 2.65,
p = 0.008).
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the two OMU groups. *: at p < 0.05, **: at p < 0.01.

3.3. Sexual Dimorphism in Body Mass Comparison among Colobine genera

The mean body mass of Rhinopithecus was 16.9 kg and 9.4 kg for adult males and
females, respectively. The SDBM was 1.80, which is slightly smaller than that of Nasalis
(1.91), but larger than all other analyzed genera (Table 2). The body mass we recorded for
R. bieti is the highest body mass (male: the maximum was 25.8 kg, and the mean value was
21.5 kg; female: the maximum was 14.2 kg, and the mean value was 11.3 kg) among the
colobines (Table 2).

The adult male body mass of colobines (the species of each genus in Table 2 was
included in the analysis) was found to be positively correlated with the species’ social
group size (N = 51, r = 0.535, and p < 0.001) (Figure 7M-1), but not for females (N = 51,
r = 0.243, and p = 0.086) (Figure 7F-1). Body mass was also positively correlated with the
median latitude of their geographic distribution (males, N = 51, r = 0.561, and p < 0.001;
females, N = 51, r = 0.537, and p < 0.001) (Figure 7M-2,F-2), as well as altitude (males,
N = 51, r = 0.559, and p < 0.001; females, N = 51, r = 0.456, and p < 0.001) (Figure 7M-3,F-3).

According to the variation in SDBM among colobines (Figure 8A), we can find that
the largest SDBM (1.91) can be seen in Nasalis, followed by Rhinopithecus (1.80), while
Presbytis has the smallest (1.09). The odd-nosed group (Pygathrix, Rhinopithecus, Simias,
and Nasalis) has a higher SDBM than the others (Figure 8A). The figures also presented
the relationships between SDBM, species’ social group size, and distribution parameters.
SDBM is significantly positively related to body mass (males’ body mass: N = 51, r = 0.784,
p < 0.001; females’ body mass: N = 51, r = 0.422, p = 0.002), species’ social group size
(N = 51, r = 0.724, and p < 0.001) (Figure 8B-1), median latitude (N = 51, r = 0.413, and
p = 0.003) (Figure 8B-2), and median altitude (N = 51, r = 0.485, and p < 0.001) (Figure 8B-3).



Animals 2023, 13, 1576 13 of 23Animals 2023, 13, x  13 of 23 
 

 
Figure 7. The relationship between adults’ body mass, species’ social group size, and distribution 
parameters among colobines. (F-1): between females’ body mass and species’ social group size; (F-
2): between females’ body mass and median distribution latitude; (F-3): between females’ body mass 
and median distribution altitude; (M-1): between the males’ body mass and species’ social group 
size; (M-2): between males’ body mass and median distribution latitude; (M-3): between the males’ 
body mass and median distribution altitude. Each color repents a colobine genus: Presbytis: red, 
Procolobus: green, Trachypithecus: blue, Piliocolobus: cyan, Colobus: magenta, Semnopithecus: yellow, 
Pygathrix: dark yellow, Rhinopithecus: black, Simias: orange, Nasalis: purple. R. bieti was singled out 
by the red circle. 

Figure 7. The relationship between adults’ body mass, species’ social group size, and distribution
parameters among colobines. (F-1): between females’ body mass and species’ social group size; (F-2):
between females’ body mass and median distribution latitude; (F-3): between females’ body mass
and median distribution altitude; (M-1): between the males’ body mass and species’ social group
size; (M-2): between males’ body mass and median distribution latitude; (M-3): between the males’
body mass and median distribution altitude. Each color repents a colobine genus: Presbytis: red,
Procolobus: green, Trachypithecus: blue, Piliocolobus: cyan, Colobus: magenta, Semnopithecus: yellow,
Pygathrix: dark yellow, Rhinopithecus: black, Simias: orange, Nasalis: purple. R. bieti was singled out
by the red circle.
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(B-3): the relationship between SDBM and median distribution altitude. Each color repents a genus 
(see Figure 7). The green circle represents the five species of the genus Rhinopithecus, and R. bieti is 
highlighted by the red circle. 
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ure 4) showed that the body mass growth rate declined rapidly for females over four years 
old, meaning that the female rapid growth period was just four years, but for males the 
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Figure 8. Sexual dimorphism in body mass (male/female, short in SDBM) and its relationship with
species’ society group size and distribution parameters. (A): SDBM patterns of ten colobine genera,
N: maximum value, •: mean value, H: minimum value; (B-1): the relationship between SDBM and
species’ society group size; (B-2): the relationship between SDBM and median distribution latitude;
(B-3): the relationship between SDBM and median distribution altitude. Each color repents a genus
(see Figure 7). The green circle represents the five species of the genus Rhinopithecus, and R. bieti is
highlighted by the red circle.

4. Discussion

This study aimed to analyze the ontogenetic development of body mass and sexual
dimorphism in body mass (SDBM) of the black-and-white snub-nosed monkey (R. bieti),
a primate species occurring at the highest elevation. Six years was the threshold age for
SDBM to appear during the ontogenesis in R. bieti. Such significant sexual dimorphism in
body mass in R. bieti can be well explained by Bergmann’s and Rensch’s rules rather than
sexual selection.

4.1. Sexual Bimaturism of R. bieti

Sexual bimaturism indicates sexual dimorphism in the ontogenetic development of
the same species [79]. The extended growth phase of male primates generally leads them
to be larger than females [80], which can also lead to a significant sexual dimorphism in
adults [35,81]. Helping us to understand the ontogenetic patterns of sexual dimorphism is
critical to explore growth pattern variations among species. Unfortunately, such studies of
wild primates are still rare, due to the difficulty in obtaining timely records. A few studies
include research on orangutans (Pongo abelii) that reach sexual maturity around 15 years
old, with males having a longer growth period than females [82]. Our findings (Figure 4)
showed that the body mass growth rate declined rapidly for females over four years old,
meaning that the female rapid growth period was just four years, but for males the rapid
growth period was eight years; thus, sexual bimaturism can explain the difference in body
mass of R. bieti. This time series of comparisons of sexual dimorphism from infant to adults,
as recorded in this study, is not available for other nonhuman primates.

R. bieti showed the first signs of SDBM when they were one year old (1.21—males
being heavier than females), representing a first wave of significant sexual dimorphism.
The results showed the same growth rate for males and females between the ages of two
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and five, so that the SDBM was not significantly different during this period. The SDBM
progressively increased after entering the six years’ phase, and reached a peak after eight
years (Figure 5). We propose that the first wave of SDBM of R. bieti within the first year may
be caused by gender preference of parental investment. Such a phenomenon is probably
associated with the unbalanced investment from parents in caring for offspring in species
with a polygamous mating system [83], in which infants’ food during the early period of
life is mainly breast milk [84–86], so we surmise that the rapid growth of males is derived
from parents’ investment preference.

The annual increment in body mass took a brief downward trend after the high-
intensity parental investment period (one to two years old). The ontogenetic develop-
ment of body mass restarted again in three or four years old, when most males started to
leave the breeding units to join the all-male units, and females remained in the breeding
units [50,87]. The body mass growth rate was same for males and females at this time,
so that the SDBM was not significant. The fact that a significant SDBM occurred after
six years must be associated with males’ longer developmental period. The body mass
of males continued to rapidly increase after six years, while the growth rate of females’
body mass decreased rapidly (Figure 4). Thus, the period between six and eight years
old was critical for R. bieti males, when they needed to increase their physical fitness
and experience for the potential challenge to OMU leaders. They obtain the most signifi-
cant sexual dimorphism at eight years old, meaning that these males have the largest
body mass necessary to prepare for the difficult challenges for territory, leadership, and
mating opportunities [88].

4.2. Adult Sexual Dimorphism in Body Mass in R. bieti

Rhinopithecus is the colobine with the most significant body mass and SDBM except
Nasalis (Figures 7 and 8). Rhinopithecus live at higher altitude and latitude areas, and have
larger society group sizes that other colobine genera. This can be explained by Bergmann’s
rule [34] that finds that Rhinopithecus have the largest body mass, and also accommodates
Rensch’s rule, that sexual dimorphism in body mass is more pronounced in the species
with a larger body mass (males’ body mass: N = 51, r = 0.784, p < 0.001; females’ body mass:
N = 51, r = 0.422, p < 0.01).

Body mass and SDBM in R. bieti and other colobines show significant relationships
with latitude and altitude (Figures 7 and 8). Both increase according to increasing altitude
or increasing latitude from the equator. Such a phenomenon clarifies Bergmann’s rule.
However, the unique position of R. bieti, located far above the regression line, indicates
that, relative to body mass, this species has the most significant society group size (F-1
and M-1 in Figure 7), and inhabits the highest altitudes (F-3 and M-3 in Figure 7). The
same scenarios were found when looking at the SDBM (B-1 and B-3 in Figure 8). While all
colobine species were studied simultaneously with correlation analysis to figure out their
characteristics, R. bieti is singled out from the others due to its altitude and social group
size, which, as discussed above, led to its unique body mass and SDBM pattern. Within the
Rhinopithecus genus, R. bieti has the most significant SDBM (1.90); R. brelichi has 1.88 [51,89],
1.81 for R. roxellana [75], 1.75 in R. avunculus [51], and 1.65 in R. strykeri [76]. Although
R. bieti’s distribution latitude is not as extensive as that of R. roxellana, it is still found in
the highest altitude areas, and also has the largest social group size, making a significant
contribution to body mass and SDBM. A larger body mass in R. bieti has evolved according
to natural selection and environmental adaptation [90].

Moreover, besides what has been explained by Bergmann’s and Rensch’s rules, the
unique SDBM in R. bieti may be closely related to its unique digestive system and dietary
selection. It is recognized that colobines that rely on very fibrous foods as a fallback, which
are accommodated by their quadripartite stomachs, allow them to have large body size and
more developed digestive systems, in contrast to colobines that are fruit- and seed-eating
species [91]. R. bieti relies heavily on fibrous lichens and bark (>95% feeding time) as
fallback foods at elevations of 2625 to 4600 m in winter [36,48,92]. It has a much more
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developed digestive system—more extensive and more prolonged, especially compared
with other low-altitude colobines—and this promotes the efficient absorption of highly
fibrous materials [93–97]. Thus, the larger body size in R. bieti allows the species to store
more reserved substances and consume less energy for effective thermal regulation. The
high ratio of body volume to body surface area ensures maximum metabolic heat retention.
Such a mechanism helps the species survive on low quality foods during long freezing
periods in winter [33,75,98,99].

Special multilevel social organization will likely accelerate these trends. Compared
with other colobines, Rhinopithecus (1.80) and Nasalis (1.91) have a bigger SDBM, and
they also have an extremely complex and multilevel social organization with a stricter
hierarchical structure [49,100], increasing fierce intraspecies competition so that indi-
viduals have to increase body mass and SDBM [5,21,101]. Using body mass data from
37 captive primates, Leigh showed that species with low levels of male –male com-
petition (monogamous/polygamous mating systems) exhibit fewer sex differences in
development [80,102]. In colobines, the basic social group among different species is one
male and multi-female units, and polygyny is the common mating system for a large
proportion of colobine species, such as Simias, Presbytis, Nasalis, and Rhinopithecus [28,48].
Accordingly, those polygynous species should have a high degree of SDBM due to the
high male–male competition [19,103]. However, many island or peninsula Presbytis
species, such as P. hosei (5.8–6.5 kg, M/F = 1.13), P. canicrus (5.5–7 kg, M/F = 1.13), and
P. melalophos (5.2–9 kg, and M/F = 1.06), have small body mass and a small degree
of SDBM (mean 1.03 for all species) (see Table 2). Although no reports of allometric
growth exist for these species, some studies show that both sexes of Presbytis (P. entel-
lus, P. rubicunda, P. sabana) have rapid development and reach maturity and fertility
around the age of 3 years [55,104]. Their small body size and sexual dimorphism seem
to be caused by similar growth rates and how island lineages evolve (limited resources
limiting body size and energy acquisition and thus leading to island dwarfism) [105].
For other colobines, SDBM begins to emerge and increase along the mating system
spectrum, from polygynandrous to polygynous and social organization, such as 1.16
for Trachypithecus (e.g., T. cristatus is 1.16, T. leucocephalus is 1.19, and T. phayrei is 1.06),
1.33 for Simias (one-male grouping, S. concolor is 1.33), 1.31 for Semnopithecus (multi-male
multi-female grouping, e.g., S. hector is 1.35, S. hypoleucos is 1.23, and S. priam is 1.36),
and 1.33 for Pygathrix (semi-multilevel grouping, e.g., P. cinerea is 1.25, P. nemaeus is 1.40,
and P. nigripes 1.34) [28,78,89]. What’s more, Rhinopithecus (1.80) and Nasalis (1.91) with
multilevel social organization have much higher SDBM than other colobines.

Another factor resulting in a larger SDBM in R. bieti may be the preemption for the
males, especially regarding higher quality food [106], which has been reported in other
mammal species [107]. In other words, males usually obtain more nutritional components
to increase body size for alternative pressure-driving selection purposes. In addition, the
OMU male also faces challenges from outside his group; one or two single males habitually
stay nearby the OMUs, yielding a significant threat to his group, especially the prospect of
taking over the group [87,108]. Thus, the reproductive competition in R. bieti males is very
intense among OMUs, and between OMUs and AMUs. We recorded two serious fighting
events in which the male leader in an OMU was expelled by another male, and finally died
(Figure 9). Such fierce pressure from reproductive competition also encourages males to
increase their reproductive competitiveness by gaining body mas, leading to an increased
degree of SDBM [16].
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However, the body mass and SDBM of Nasalis colobines can not only be explained
using the above reasoning. According to Roos et al., after leaving Africa for Asia in the
middle Miocene (10–11 Mya), colobines may have arrived at a convergence –divergence
center (CDC) consisting of the Qinghai-Tibet Plateau and Hengduan mountains [46,109]
during the Late Miocene (about 8.5 Mya) or later Pliocene, where related fossils, such as
Rhinopithecus, Trachypithecus in Tongzigou [110,111], and Mesopithecus from Zhaotong [112],
have been discovered. They then successfully used the geographic structures of the CDC
to complete their dispersion through East Asia, resulting in Rhinopithecus fossils being
found in mainland China and Taiwan [113,114], and Dolichopithecus (Kanagawapithecus) in
Japan [115]. A western dispersion from the CDC is supported by the fossil Semnopithecus
from the late Pleistocene found in India [114], and Myanmar (Semnopithecus) from the late
Pleistocene [116], as well as fossils from another recently recorded species, Myanmarcolobus
yawensis, from the early Pliocene found in Myanmar [117]. A southward dispersion of
the colobines from the CDC can be confirmed by the fossils from ancestors of the existing
odd-nosed monkeys (Nasalis) and Trachypithecus/Presbytis in Southeast Asia, such as Tra-
chypithecus auratus found in Java in the middle Pleistocene [46,118]. Their ancestor once
encountered the Hengduan Mountains (8.0–6.0 Mya) during a glacial period in the late
Miocene, so that it adapted to the cold climate, resulting in a larger body size, then migrated
southward and crossed the Indo-China Peninsula to enter Borneo at approximately 6.5
(7.0–5.7) Mya (Qi et al., accepted). Thus, it seems that larger body size and SDBM in odd-
nosed monkeys (Pygathrix, Rhinopithecus, Simias, and Nasalis), in contrast to their African
and Asian counterparts, are closely related to their shared ancestors who experienced
evolutionary development on the Qinghai-Tibet Plateaus and the Hengduan mountains
during the Quaternary glaciation period.

The fact that Nasalis larvatus has the most significant body mass and SDBM among
the colobines may be related to its evolutionary development addressed above. It is
also possible for it to have undergone unusual phylogenetic development, referring
to its unique morphology, a distinct taxon from the other odd-nosed taxa in colobines.
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Thus, we propose that Nasalis has possibly kept the original physical characteristics in its
phylogenetic development after separating from the odd-nosed monkey, such as nasal
structure. In addition, other selective forces may have resulted in the very large body
size and extreme SDBM of Nasalis, such as the multilevel social organization that has
been described.

4.3. The Relationship between SDBM and OMU Size

Our findings (Figure 6A) illustrate a significant relationship between body mass and
OMU size in females but not males. The females in smaller OMUs had a higher body
mass than those in larger OMUs. This may be because inter-group competition for natural
resources or reproductive opportunities is greater among females in larger OMUs. This
result is also in accordance with the fact that colobine species have greater body mass, and
larger social group sizes (Figure 7F-1). In other words, larger groups of animals usually
face more substantial pressure for food resources, especially during cold and dry winters
where food is scarce [6,21,36,75,119].

We also showed a significant differentiation between SDBM and OMU size
(Figure 6B); a greater SDBM accompanies a larger group size, which implies that SDBM
is tightly related to the degree of selection pressure within a social or group structure:
the larger the social or breeding unit size, the more severe the selection pressure from
the territorial domain, food resources, and mating opportunities [5,101]. Thus, a greater
SDBM in a larger group may be the result of alpha males being able to monopolize these
small groups of females and benefit from associating with these units on a long-term ba-
sis so as to be able to reliably track female reproductive condition, and prevent females
from mating promiscuously [49,100].

4.4. The SDBM Cannot Be Explained Forcefully by Sexual Selection in R. bieti

This study also indicates that SDBM is not closely related to female choice in R. bieti.
What is illustrated in Figure 6A suggests that although SDBM was significantly different
between smaller and larger OMUs, males’ body mass in larger OMUs was not significantly
higher than in smaller OMUs. This notion is also supported by behaviors observed in
R. roxellana. Specifically, females in R. roxellana did not automatically choose the male
challenger who overpowered the resident male, suggesting that male fighting ability has
little effect on the OMU formation and females’ mate selection [120].

5. Conclusions

The fierce environmental pressures, such as the high altitude, cold climate, unique
diet, and complex social structure addressed above have prompted R. bieti to develop an
enormous SDBM compared to other colobines. The significant ontogenetic development
in SDBM begins at year five, when females enter the breeding system, and reaches
a maximum at eight years old when the males are ready for mating competition. In
addition, the females’ choice of a male may not be significantly related to the formation
of SDBM in R. bieti.

Author Contributions: H.W., W.X., L.-W.C. and Y.-P.L.: conceptualization; data curation; formal
analysis. Y.-P.L. (lead), X.-B.H., X.-M.H. and G.-W.Y.: investigation. Y.-P.L., Z.-P.H., R.-L.P. and Y.Y.:
methodology; visualization; writing—original draft. Y.-P.L. and R.-L.P.: writing—review & editing;
W.X., L.-W.C., Y.-P.L. and Z.-P.H.: funding acquisition. All authors have read and agreed to the
published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This work was funded by the National Natural Science Foundation of China [#31860168
and #31260149], Yunnan Natural Science Foundation [#202001BA070001-227], Science Research
Foundation of Yunnan Education Bureau [#2020J0543], and Ten Thousand Talent Plans for Young
Top-notch Talents of Yunnan Province [#YNWR-QNBJ-2019-262].



Animals 2023, 13, 1576 19 of 23

Institutional Review Board Statement: The animal study protocol was approved by the Institutional
Review Board (or Ethics Committee) of the Medical Ethics Committee of Dali University (protocol
code MECDU-20100103 and 2 January 2010 of approval).

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable. The manuscript includes no specific details, images,
or videos relating to an individual person.

Data Availability Statement: All data generated or analyzed during this study are included in this
published article, and publicly available repositories.

Acknowledgments: We thank the 23 staff members of the Administration of Baimaxueshan National
Nature Reserve for their assistance in the field. We thank Davide Fornacca for their comments on the
manuscript and language editing. We thank the anonymous reviewers for their valuable contribution
in improving the manuscript.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare that there is no conflict of interest regarding the publication
of this article.

References
1. Shine, R. Ecological Causes for the Evolution of Sexual Dimorphism: A Review of the Evidence. Q. Rev. Biol. 1989, 64, 419–461.

[CrossRef] [PubMed]
2. Monnet, J.M.; Cherry, M.I. Sexual Size Dimorphism in Anurans. Proc. R. Soc. B Biol. Sci. 2002, 269, 2301–2307. [CrossRef]

[PubMed]
3. Cox, R.M.; Stenquist, D.S.; Calsbeek, R. Testosterone, Growth and the Evolution of Sexual Size Dimorphism. J. Evol. Biol. 2009, 8,

1586–1598. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
4. Payne, R.B. Sexual Selection, Lek and Arena Behavior, and Sexual Size Dimorphism in Birds. Ornithol. Monogr. 1984, 11, iii–vii,

1–52.
5. Ralls, K. Sexual Dimorphism in Mammals: Avian Models and Unanswered Questions. Am. Nat. 1977, 111, 917–938. [CrossRef]
6. Mori, E.; Mazza, G.; Lovari, S. Sexual Dimorphism. In Encyclopedia of Animal Cognition and Behavior; Vonk, J., Shackelford, T., Eds.;

Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2017; pp. 1–7.
7. Darwin, C. Principles of Sexual Selection. In The Descent of Man, and Selection in Relation to Sex; Darwin, C., Ed.; John Murray:

London, UK, 1871; Volume 1, pp. 253–320.
8. Fisher, R.A. The Genetical Theory of Natural Selection; Ripol Klassik: Moscow, Russia, 1958; ISBN 1-176-62502-0.
9. Campbell, B.G. Sexual Selection and the Descent of Man. 1871–1971; University of California Los Angeles Alding Publishing

Company: Chicago, IL, USA, 1972; ISBN 0-202-02005-3.
10. Clutton-Brock, T. Sexual Selection in Males and Females. Science 2007, 318, 1882–1885. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
11. Frayer, D.W.; Wolpoff, M.H. Sexual Dimorphism. Annu. Rev. Anthropol. 1985, 14, 429–473. [CrossRef]
12. Kamalakannan, M. Characterisations of Hair of Hoolock Gibbon Hoolock Hoolock (Harlan, 1834) (Hylobatidae: Primates:

Mammalia). J. Entomol. Zool. Stud. 2017, 5, 986–988.
13. Cassini, M.H. Role of Fecundity Selection on the Evolution of Sexual Size Dimorphism in Mammals. Anim. Behav. 2017, 128, 1–4.

[CrossRef]
14. Lewin, R. Red Deer Data Illuminate Sexual Selection: It Is the Effects of Traits on Reproductive Success, Not the Variation in

Success, That Determine the Differences between Males and Females. Science 1982, 218, 1206–1208. [CrossRef]
15. Plavcan, J.M. Sexual Dimorphism in Primate Evolution. Am. J. Phys. Anthropol. Off. Publ. Am. Assoc. Phys. Anthropol. 2001, 116,

25–53. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
16. Crook, J.H. Sexual Selection, Dimorphism, and Social Organization in the Primates. In Sexual Selection and the Descent of Man;

Routledge: Oxfordshire, UK, 1972; pp. 231–281. ISBN 1-315-12926-4.
17. Oxnard, C.E. Sexual Dimorphisms in the Overall Proportions of Primates. Am. J. Primatol. 1983, 4, 1–22. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
18. Clutton-Brock, T.H.; Harvey, P.H.; Rudder, B. Sexual Dimorphism, Socionomic Sex Ratio and Body Weight in Primates. Nature

1977, 269, 797–800. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
19. Leutenegger, W. Scaling of Sexual Dimorphism in Body Size and Breeding System in Primates. Nature 1978, 272, 610–611.

[CrossRef]
20. Iskjaer, C.; Slade, N.A.; Childs, J.E.; Glass, G.E.; Korch, G.W. Body Mass as a Measure of Body Size in Small Mammals. J. Mammal.

1989, 70, 662–667. [CrossRef]
21. Andersson, M. Sexual Selection; Princeton University Press: Princeton, NJ, USA, 1994; Volume 72, ISBN 0-691-00057-3.
22. Harvey, P.H.; Kavanagh, M.; Clutton Brock, T.H. Sexual Dimorphism in Primate Teeth. J. Zool. 1978, 186, 475–485. [CrossRef]
23. Fleagle, J.G.; Kay, R.F.; Simons, E.L. Sexual Dimorphism in Early Anthrop/oids. Nature 1980, 287, 328–330. [CrossRef]
24. Clutton-Brock, T.H.; Albon, S.D.; Harvey, P.H. Antlers, Body Size and Breeding Group Size in the Cervidae. Nature 1980, 285,

565–567. [CrossRef]
25. Grueter, C.C.; Van Schaik, C.P. Sexual Size Dimorphism in Asian Colobines Revisited. Am. J. Primatol. Off. J. Am. Soc. Primatol.

2009, 71, 609–616. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1086/416458
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2697022
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2002.2170
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12495496
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1420-9101.2009.01772.x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19549143
https://doi.org/10.1086/283223
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1133311
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18096798
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.an.14.100185.002241
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2017.03.030
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.218.4578.1206
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajpa.10011
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11786990
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajp.1350040102
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31991972
https://doi.org/10.1038/269797a0
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/927503
https://doi.org/10.1038/272610a0
https://doi.org/10.2307/1381447
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-7998.1978.tb03934.x
https://doi.org/10.1038/287328a0
https://doi.org/10.1038/285565a0
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajp.20695


Animals 2023, 13, 1576 20 of 23

26. Lande, R. Sexual Dimorphism, Sexual Selection, and Adaptation in Polygenic Characters. Evolution 1980, 34, 292–305. [CrossRef]
27. Li, Y.-P.; Zhong, T.; Huang, Z.-P.; Pan, R.-L.; Garber, P.A.; Yu, F.-Q.; Xiao, W. Male and Female Birth Attendance and Assistance in

a Species of Non-Human Primate (Rhinopithecus bieti). Behav. Process. 2020, 181, 104248. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
28. Zhao, D.; Li, B.; Watanabe, K. Impact of Group Size on Female Reproductive Success of Free-Ranging Rhinopithecus roxellana in

the Qinling Mountains, China. Folia Primatol. 2011, 82, 1–12. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
29. Pappano, D.J.; Snyder-Mackler, N.; Bergman, T.J.; Beehner, J.C. Social ‘Predators’ within a Multilevel Primate Society. Anim. Behav.

2012, 84, 653–658. [CrossRef]
30. Goffe, A.S.; Zinner, D.; Fischer, J. Sex and Friendship in a Multilevel Society: Behavioural Patterns and Associations between

Female and Male Guinea Baboons. Behav. Ecol. Sociobiol. 2016, 70, 323–336. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
31. Bergmann, C. Über die Verhältnisse der Wärmeökonomie der Thiere zu ihrer Grösse. Göttinger Studien. 1847, 3, 595–708.
32. Blanckenhorn, W.U.; Stillwell, R.C.; Young, K.A.; Fox, C.W.; Ashton, K.G. When Rensch Meets Bergmann: Does Sexual Size

Dimorphism Change Systematically with Latitude? Evolution 2006, 60, 2004–2011. [CrossRef]
33. Cheverud, J.M.; Dow, M.M.; Leutenegger, W. The Quantitative Assessment of Phylogenetic Constraints in Comparative Analyses:

Sexual Dimorphism in Body Weight among Primates. Evolution 1985, 39, 1335–1351. [CrossRef]
34. German, A.; Hochberg, Z. Sexual Dimorphism of Size Ontogeny and Life History. Front. Pediatr. 2020, 8, 387. [CrossRef]
35. Kirkpatrick, R.C. Ecology and Behavior of the Yunnan Snub-Nosed Langur (Rhinopithecus bieti, Colobinae); University of California:

Davis, CA, USA, 1996; ISBN 0-591-13410-1.
36. Xiao, W.; Ding, W.; Cui, L.-W.; Zhou, R.-L.; Zhao, Q.-K. Habitat Degradation of Rhinopithecus bieti in Yunnan, China. Int. J. Primatol.

2003, 24, 389–398. [CrossRef]
37. Huang, Z.-P.; Cui, L.-W.; Scott, M.B.; Wang, S.-J.; Xiao, W. Seasonality of Reproduction of Wild Black-and-White Snub-Nosed

Monkeys (Rhinopithecus bieti) at Mt. Lasha, Yunnan, China. Primates 2012, 53, 237–245. [CrossRef]
38. Delson, E. Evolutionary History of the Colobine Monkeys in Paleoenvironmental Perspective. In Colobine Monkeys: Their Ecology,

Behaviour and Evolution; Davies, G.E.d., Ed.; Cambridge University Press: Cambridge, UK, 1994; pp. 11–43.
39. Oates, J.F.; Davies, A.G.; Delson, E. The Diversity of Living Colobines. In Colobine Monkeys: Their Ecology, Behaviour and Evolution;

Cambridge University Press: New York, NY, USA, 1994; Volume 45, pp. 45–73. ISBN 0-521-33153-6.
40. Heintz, E.; Brunet, M.; Battait, B. A Cercopithecid Primate from the Late Miocene of Molayan, Afghanistan, with Remarks on

Mesopithecus. Int. J. Primatol. 1981, 2, 273–284. [CrossRef]
41. Ji, X.; Youlatos, D.; Jablonski, N.G.; Pan, R.; Zhang, C.; Li, P.; Tang, M.; Yu, T.; Li, W.; Deng, C. Oldest Colobine Calcaneus from

East Asia (Zhaotong, Yunnan, China). J. Hum. Evol. 2020, 147, 102866. [CrossRef]
42. Liedigk, R.; Yang, M.; Jablonski, N.G.; Momberg, F.; Geissmann, T.; Lwin, N.; Hla, T.H.; Liu, Z.; Wong, B.; Ming, L. Evolutionary

History of the Odd-Nosed Monkeys and the Phylogenetic Position of the Newly Described Myanmar Snub-Nosed Monkey
Rhinopithecus strykeri. PLoS ONE 2012, 7, e37418. [CrossRef]

43. Sun, B.-N.; Wu, J.-Y.; Liu, Y.-S.C.; Ding, S.-T.; Li, X.-C.; Xie, S.-P.; Yan, D.-F.; Lin, Z.-C. Reconstructing Neogene Vegetation
and Climates to Infer Tectonic Uplift in Western Yunnan, China. Palaeogeogr. Palaeoclimatol. Palaeoecol. 2011, 304, 328–336.
[CrossRef]

44. Peng, Y.-Z.; Pan, R.-L.; Jablonski, N.G. Classification and Evolution of Asian Colobines. Folia Primatol. 1993, 60, 106–117.
[CrossRef]

45. Roos, C.; Zinner, D.; Kubatko, L.S.; Schwarz, C.; Yang, M.; Meyer, D.; Nash, S.D.; Xing, J.; Batzer, M.A.; Brameier, M. Nuclear
versus Mitochondrial DNA: Evidence for Hybridization in Colobine Monkeys. BMC Evol. Biol. 2011, 11, 77. [CrossRef]

46. Long, Y.; Kirkpatrick, C.R. Report on the Distribution, Population, and Ecology of the Yunnan Snub-Nosed Monkey (Rhinopithecus
bieti). Primates 1994, 35, 241–250. [CrossRef]

47. Kirkpatrick, R.C.; Grueter, C.C. Snub-nosed Monkeys: Multilevel Societies across Varied Environments. Evol. Anthropol. Issues
News Rev. 2010, 19, 98–113. [CrossRef]

48. Grueter, C.C.; Qi, X.; Li, B.; Li, M. Multilevel Societies. Curr. Biol. 2017, 27, R984–R986. [CrossRef]
49. Cui, L.; Huo, S.; Zhong, T.; Xiang, Z.; Xiao, W.; Quan, R. Social Organization of Black-and-white Snub-nosed Monkeys

(Rhinopithecus bieti) at Deqin, China. Am. J. Primatol. 2008, 70, 169–174. [CrossRef]
50. Kirkpatrick, R.C. Ecology and Behavior in Snub-Nosed and Douc Langurs. In The Natural History of the Doucs and Snub-Nosed

Monkeys; Disotell, T.R., Ed.; World Scientific: London, UK, 1998; pp. 155–190.
51. Leutenegger, W.; Kelly, J.T. Relationship of Sexual Dimorphism in Canine Size and Body Size to Social, Behavioral, and Ecological

Correlates in Anthropoid Primates. Primates 1977, 18, 117–136. [CrossRef]
52. Mitani, J.C.; Gros-Louis, J.; Richards, A.F. Sexual Dimorphism, the Operational Sex Ratio, and the Intensity of Male Competition

in Polygynous Primates. Am. Nat. 1996, 147, 966–980. [CrossRef]
53. Li, Y.P. Intestinal Parasite of Rhinopithecus bieti at Xiangguqing Tacheng in Yunnan Province; Southwest Forestry University: Kunming,

China, 2014.
54. Mittermeier, R.A.; Rylands, A.; Wilson, D.E. Handbook of the Mammals of the World; Primates: Arlington, VA, USA, 2013; Volume 3.
55. Delson, E.; Terranova, C.J.; Jungers, W.L.; Sargis, E.J.; Jablonski, N.G. Body Mass in Cercopithecidae (Primates, Mammalia): Estimation

and Scaling in Extinct and Extant Taxa. Anthropological Papers of the AMNH; No. 83; Wiley: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2000.
56. Harris, T.R.; Fitch, W.; Goldstein, L.M.; Fashing, P.J. Black and White Colobus Monkey (Colobus guereza) Roars as a Source of Both

Honest and Exaggerated Information about Body Mass. Ethology 2006, 112, 911–920. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.2307/2407393
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.beproc.2020.104248
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32961283
https://doi.org/10.1159/000326058
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21474943
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2012.06.021
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00265-015-2050-6
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26900211
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0014-3820.2006.tb01838.x
https://doi.org/10.2307/2408790
https://doi.org/10.3389/fped.2020.00387
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1023009518806
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10329-012-0305-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02739335
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhevol.2020.102866
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0037418
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.palaeo.2010.09.023
https://doi.org/10.1159/000156680
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2148-11-77
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02382060
https://doi.org/10.1002/evan.20259
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2017.06.063
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajp.20471
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02382954
https://doi.org/10.1086/285888
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1439-0310.2006.01247.x


Animals 2023, 13, 1576 21 of 23

57. McKey, D.; Waterman, P.G. Ranging Behaviour of a Group of Black Colobus (Colobus satanas) in the Douala-Edea Reserve,
Cameroon. Folia Primatol. 1982, 39, 264–304. [CrossRef]

58. Jeffrey, S.M. Ghana’s New Forest National Park. Oryx 1975, 13, 34–36. [CrossRef]
59. Leendertz, S.A.J.; Junglen, S.; Hedemann, C.; Goffe, A.; Calvignac, S.; Boesch, C.; Leendertz, F.H. High Prevalence, Coinfection

Rate, and Genetic Diversity of Retroviruses in Wild Red Colobus Monkeys (Piliocolobus badius) in Taï National Park, Côte d’Ivoire.
J. Virol. 2010, 84, 7427–7436. [CrossRef]

60. Siex, K.S.; Struhsaker, T.T. Ecology of the Zanzibar Red Colobus Monkey: Demographic Variability and Habitat Stability.
Int. J. Primatol. 1999, 20, 163–192. [CrossRef]

61. Butynski, T.M.; de Jong, Y.A.; Hearn, G.W. Body Measurements for the Monkeys of Bioko Island, Equatorial Guinea.
Primate Conserv. 2009, 24, 99–105. [CrossRef]

62. Waltert, M.; Faber, K.; Mühlenberg, M. Further Declines of Threatened Primates in the Korup Project Area, South-West Cameroon.
Oryx 2002, 36, 257–265. [CrossRef]

63. Gatinot, B. Ecologie d’un Colobe Bai (Colobus badius temmincki, Kuhl 1820) Dans Un Milieu Marginal Au Sénégal; Université de Paris:
Paris, France, 1975.

64. Starin, E.D. Socioecology of the Red Colobus Monkey in The Gambia with Particular Reference to Female-Male Differences and Transfer
Patterns; City University of New York: New York, NY, USA, 1991; ISBN 9798206912425.

65. Anandam, M.; Bennett, E.; Davenport, T.; Davies, N.; Detwiler, K.; Engelhardt, A.; Eudey, A.; Gadsby, E.; Groves, C.; Healy, A.
Species Accounts of Cercopithecidae. Handb. Mamm. World 2013, 3, 628–753.

66. Payne, J.; Francis, C.M.; Phillipps, K. Field Guide to the Mammals of Borneo; Sabah Society: Kota Kinabalu, Malaysia, 1985; ISBN
967-99947-1-6.

67. Brandon-Jones, D. A Taxonomic Revision of the Langurs and Leaf Monkeys (Primates: Colobinae) of South Asia. Zoos’ Print J.
2004, 19, 1552–1594. [CrossRef]

68. Roonwal, M.; Bose, G.; Verma, S. The Himalayan Termite, Archotermposis wroughtoni (Synonyms radcliffei and deodarae),
Identity, Distribution and Biology. Rec. Zool. Surv. India 1984, 81, 315–338. [CrossRef]

69. Roonwal, M. Intraspecific Variation in Size, Proportion of Body Parts and Weight in the Hanuman Langur, Presbytis entellus
(Primates), in South Asia, with Remarks on Subspeciation. Rec. Zool. Surv. India 1981, 79, 125–158. [CrossRef]

70. Nekaris, K.A.-I.; de Silva Wijeyeratne, G. The Primates of Sri Lanka; Sri Lanka Tourism Promotion Bureau: Colombo, Sri Lanka,
2009; ISBN 955-1079-16-7.

71. Bishop, N.H. Social Behavior of Langur Monkeys (Presbytis Entellus) in a High Altitude Environment; University of California: Berkeley,
CA, USA, 1975; ISBN 1-08-362843-7.

72. Nadler, T.; Thanh, V.N.; Streicher, U. Conservation Status of Vietnamese Primates. Vietnam. J. Primatol. 2007, 1, 7–26.
73. Srivastava, A. Conservation of Threatened Primates of Northeast India. Primate Conserv. 2006, 2006, 107–113. [CrossRef]
74. Hou, R.; Chapman, C.A.; Jay, O.; Guo, S.; Li, B.; Raubenheimer, D. Cold and Hungry: Combined Effects of Low Temperature

and Resource Scarcity on an Edge-of-range Temperate Primate, the Golden Snub-nose Monkey. Ecography 2020, 43, 1672–1682.
[CrossRef]

75. Yang, Y.; Lin, A.K.; Garber, P.A.; Huang, Z.; Tian, Y.; Behie, A.; Momberg, F.; Grueter, C.C.; Li, W.; Lwin, N. The 10th Anniversary of
the Scientific Description of the Black Snub-nosed Monkey (Rhinopithecus strykeri): It Is Time to Initiate a Set of New Management
Strategies to Save This Critically Endangered Primate from Extinction. Am. J. Primatol. 2022, 84, e23372. [CrossRef]

76. Fuentes, A.; Tcnaza, R.R. Infant Parking in the Pig-Tailed Langur (Simias concolor). Folia Primatol. 1995, 65, 172–173. [CrossRef]
77. Hadi, S.; Ziegler, T.; Hodges, J.K. Group Structure and Physical Characteristics of Simakobu Monkeys (Simias Concolor) on the

Mentawai Island of Siberut, Indonesia. Folia Primatol. 2009, 80, 74–82. [CrossRef]
78. Yeager, C.P. Proboscis Monkey (Nasalis larvatus) Social Organization: Group Structure. Am. J. Primatol. 1990, 20, 95–106. [CrossRef]
79. Leigh, S.R. Patterns of Variation in the Ontogeny of Primate Body Size Dimorphism. J. Hum. Evol. 1992, 23, 27–50. [CrossRef]
80. Wells, J.C. Sexual Dimorphism of Body Composition. Best Pract. Res. Clin. Endocrinol. Metab. 2007, 21, 415–430. [CrossRef]

[PubMed]
81. Utami, S.S.; Goossens, B.; Bruford, M.W.; de Ruiter, J.R.; van Hooff, J.A. Male Bimaturism and Reproductive Success in Sumatran

Orang-Utans. Behav. Ecol. 2002, 13, 643–652. [CrossRef]
82. Trivers, R.L.; Willard, D.E. Natural Selection of Parental Ability to Vary the Sex Ratio of Offspring. Science 1973, 179, 90–92.

[CrossRef]
83. Xiang, Z.F.; Sayers, K.; Grueter, C.C. Direct Paternal Care in Black-and-white Snub-nosed Monkeys. J. Zool. 2009, 278, 157–162.

[CrossRef]
84. Li, T.-F.; Ren, B.; Li, D.; Zhu, P.; Li, M. Mothering Style and Infant Behavioral Development in Yunnan Snub-Nosed Monkeys

(Rhinopithecus bieti) in China. Int. J. Primatol. 2013, 34, 681–695. [CrossRef]
85. Chen, M.-Z.; He, Y.-C.; Chen, Y.; Li, Y.-P.; Huang, Z.-P.; Cui, L.-W.; Xiao, W. Weaning Behavior and Parental Care of Black

Snub-nosed Monkeys (Rhinopithecus bieti) at Mt. Lasha, Yunling Reserve. Chin. J. Zool. 2021, 56, 321–329. [CrossRef]
86. Guo, C.; Krzton, A.; Ruan, X.; Xiang, Z.; Li, M. Reproductive Strategy of Bachelors in a Snub-Nosed Monkey (Rhinopithecus bieti)

All-Male Unit. Primates 2020, 61, 291–299. [CrossRef]
87. Leigh, S.R. Evolution of Human Growth. Evol. Anthropol. 2001, 10, 223–236. [CrossRef]
88. Rowe, N.; Myers, M. All the World’s Primates; Pogonias Press Charlestown, RI: New York, NY, USA, 2016.

https://doi.org/10.1159/000156081
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0030605300012953
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.00697-10
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1020558702199
https://doi.org/10.1896/052.024.0108
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0030605302000479
https://doi.org/10.11609/JoTT.ZPJ.971.1552-94
https://doi.org/10.26515/rzsi/v81/i3-4/1984/161240
https://doi.org/10.26515/rzsi/v79/i1-2/1981/161760
https://doi.org/10.1896/0898-6207.20.1.107
https://doi.org/10.1111/ecog.05295
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajp.23372
https://doi.org/10.1159/000156885
https://doi.org/10.1159/000214226
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajp.1350200204
https://doi.org/10.1016/0047-2484(92)90042-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.beem.2007.04.007
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17875489
https://doi.org/10.1093/beheco/13.5.643
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.179.4068.90
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-7998.2009.00563.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10764-013-9687-7
https://doi.org/10.13859/j.cjz.202103001
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10329-019-00789-y
https://doi.org/10.1002/evan.20002


Animals 2023, 13, 1576 22 of 23

89. Hurd, P.L.; van Anders, S.M. Latitude, Digit Ratios, and Allen’s and Bergmann’s Rules: A Comment on Loehlin, McFadden,
Medland, and Martin (2006). Arch. Sex. Behav. 2007, 36, 139–141. [CrossRef]

90. Matsuda, I.; Chapman, C.A.; Clauss, M. Colobine Forestomach Anatomy and Diet. J. Morphol. 2019, 280, 1608–1616. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

91. Ding, W.; Zhao, Q.-K. Rhinopithecus bieti at Tacheng, Yunnan: Diet and Daytime Activities. Int. J. Primatol. 2004, 25, 583–598.
[CrossRef]

92. Kirkpatrick, R.; Zou, R.; Dierenfeld, E.; Zhou, H. Digestion of Selected Foods by Yunnan Snub-nosed Monkey Rhinopithecus bieti
(Colobinae). Am. J. Phys. Anthropol. Off. Publ. Am. Assoc. Phys. Anthropol. 2001, 114, 156–162. [CrossRef]

93. Clauss, M.; Streich, W.J.; Nunn, C.L.; Ortmann, S.; Hohmann, G.; Schwarm, A.; Hummel, J. The Influence of Natural Diet
Composition, Food Intake Level, and Body Size on Ingesta Passage in Primates. Comp. Biochem. Physiol. A. Mol. Integr. Physiol.
2008, 150, 274–281. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

94. Liu, R.; Amato, K.; Hou, R.; Gomez, A.; Dunn, D.W.; Zhang, J.; Garber, P.A.; Chapman, C.A.; Righini, N.; He, G. Specialized
Digestive Adaptations within the Hindgut of a Colobine Monkey. Innovation 2022, 3, 100207. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

95. Matsuda, I.; Espinosa-Gómez, F.C.; Ortmann, S.; John, C.; Osman, I.; Nijboer, J.; Schwarm, A.; Ikeda, T.; Clauss, M. Retention
Marker Excretion Suggests Incomplete Digesta Mixing across the Order Primates. Physiol. Behav. 2019, 208, 112558. [CrossRef]

96. Matsuda, I.; Takano, T.; Shintaku, Y.; Clauss, M. Gastrointestinal Morphology and Ontogeny of Foregut-fermenting Primates.
Am. J. Biol. Anthropol. 2022, 177, 735–747. [CrossRef]

97. Lindstedt, S.L.; Boyce, M.S. Seasonality, Fasting Endurance, and Body Size in Mammals. Am. Nat. 1985, 125, 873–878. [CrossRef]
98. Watt, C.; Mitchell, S.; Salewski, V. Bergmann’s Rule; a Concept Cluster? Oikos 2010, 119, 89–100. [CrossRef]
99. Grueter, C.C.; Chapais, B.; Zinner, D. Evolution of Multilevel Social Systems in Nonhuman Primates and Humans. Int. J. Primatol.

2012, 33, 1002–1037. [CrossRef]
100. Shackelford, T.K.; Weekes-Shackelford, V.A. Encyclopedia of Evolutionary Psychological Science; Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg,

Germany, 2016.
101. Leigh, S.R. Socioecology and the Ontogeny of Sexual Size Dimorphism in Anthropoid Primates. Am. J. Phys. Anthropol. 1995, 97,

339–356. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
102. Plavcan, J.M. Understanding Dimorphism as a Function of Changes in Male and Female Traits. Evol. Anthropol. Issues News Rev.

2011, 20, 143–155. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
103. Harley, D. Aging and Reproductive Performance in Langur Monkeys (Presbytis entellus). Am. J. Phys. Anthropol. 1990, 83, 253–261.

[CrossRef]
104. Benítez-López, A.; Santini, L.; Gallego-Zamorano, J.; Milá, B.; Walkden, P.; Huijbregts, M.A.; Tobias, J.A. The Island Rule Explains

Consistent Patterns of Body Size Evolution in Terrestrial Vertebrates. Nat. Ecol. Evol. 2021, 5, 768–786. [CrossRef]
105. Xia, W.; Hu, J.; Ren, B.; Xinming, H.; Peigang, K.; Zhong, T.; Li, D. Dominance Hierarchy for One-Male Units in a Group of

Provisioned Black-and-White Monkeys (Rhinopithecus bieti). Acta Theriol. Sin. 2017, 37, 371. [CrossRef]
106. Mysterud, A. The Relationship between Ecological Segregation and Sexual Body Size Dimorphism in Large Herbivores. Oecologia

2000, 124, 40–54. [CrossRef]
107. Zhu, P.; Ren, B.; Garber, P.A.; Xia, F.; Grueter, C.C.; Li, M. Aiming Low: A Resident Male’s Rank Predicts Takeover Success by

Challenging Males in Yunnan Snub-nosed Monkeys. Am. J. Primatol. 2016, 78, 974–982. [CrossRef]
108. Selander, R.K. Sexual Selection and Dimorphism in Birds. In Sexual Selection and the Descent of Man; Campbell, B.G., Ed.; Routledge:

London, UK, 2017; pp. 180–230. ISBN 1-315-12926-4.
109. Youlatos, D.; Couette, S.; Koufos, G.D. A Functional Multivariate Analysis of Mesopithecus (Primates: Colobinae) Humeri from

the Turolian of Greece. J. Hum. Evol. 2012, 63, 219–230. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
110. Zhang, H.; Lu, J.; Tang, S.; Huang, Z.; Cui, L.; Lan, D.; Wang, H.; Hou, R.; Xiao, W.; Guo, S. Southwest China, the Last Refuge of

Continental Primates in East Asia. Biol. Conserv. 2022, 273, 109681. [CrossRef]
111. Zhang, X.; Gen, D.; Liu, H. Early Holocene Mammal Fauna from Tangzigou. In Baoshan Prehistoric Archaeology; Yunnan Science

and Technology Press: Kunming, China, 1992; pp. 49–62. (In Chinese)
112. Jablonski, N.G.; Ji, X.; Kelley, J.; Flynn, L.J.; Deng, C.; Su, D.F. Mesopithecus pentelicus from Zhaotong, China, the Easternmost

Representative of a Widespread Miocene Cercopithecoid Species. J. Hum. Evol. 2020, 146, 102851. [CrossRef]
113. Chang, C.-H.; Takai, M.; Ogino, S. First Discovery of Colobine Fossils from the Early to Middle Pleistocene of Southern Taiwan.

J. Hum. Evol. 2012, 63, 439–451. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
114. Jablonski, N.G. Fossil Old World Monkeys: The Late Neogene Radiation. In The Primate Fossil Record; Cambridge University

Press: Cambridge, UK, 2002; pp. 255–299.
115. Nishimura, T.D.; Takai, M.; Senut, B.; Taru, H.; Maschenko, E.N.; Prieur, A. Reassessment of Dolichopithecus (Kanagawapithecus)

leptopostorbitalis, a Colobine Monkey from the Late Pliocene of Japan. J. Hum. Evol. 2012, 62, 548–561. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
116. Takai, M.; Nishioka, Y.; Thaung-Htike; Maung, M.; Khaing, K.; Zin-Maung-Maung-Thein; Tsubamoto, T.; Egi, N. Late Pliocene

Semnopithecus Fossils from Central Myanmar: Rethinking of the Evolutionary History of Cercopithecid Monkeys in Southeast
Asia. Hist. Biol. 2016, 28, 172–188. [CrossRef]

117. Takai, M.; Soe, A.N.; Maung, M.; Tsubamoto, T.; Egi, N.; Nishimura, T.D.; Nishioka, Y. First Discovery of Colobine Fossils from
the Late Miocene/Early Pliocene in Central Myanmar. J. Hum. Evol. 2015, 84, 1–15. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10508-006-9149-9
https://doi.org/10.1002/jmor.21052
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31424606
https://doi.org/10.1023/B:IJOP.0000023576.60883.e5
https://doi.org/10.1002/1096-8644(200102)114:2&lt;156::AID-AJPA1015&gt;3.0.CO;2-A
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cbpa.2008.03.012
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18450489
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.xinn.2022.100207
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35243466
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physbeh.2019.112558
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajpa.24476
https://doi.org/10.1086/284385
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0706.2009.17959.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10764-012-9618-z
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajpa.1330970402
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7485432
https://doi.org/10.1002/evan.20315
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22038770
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajpa.1330830213
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41559-021-01426-y
https://doi.org/10.16829/j.slxb.201704007
https://doi.org/10.1007/s004420050023
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajp.22567
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhevol.2012.05.007
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22703970
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2022.109681
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhevol.2020.102851
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhevol.2012.03.005
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22749256
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhevol.2012.02.006
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22446066
https://doi.org/10.1080/08912963.2015.1018018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhevol.2015.04.003


Animals 2023, 13, 1576 23 of 23

118. Jablonski, N.G.; Tyler, D.E. Trachypithecus auratus sangiranensis, a New Fossil Monkey from Sangiran, Central Java, Indonesia.
Int. J. Primatol. 1999, 20, 319–326. [CrossRef]

119. Temeles, E.J.; Pan, I.L.; Brennan, J.L.; Horwitt, J.N. Evidence for Ecological Causation of Sexual Dimorphism in a Hummingbird.
Science 2000, 289, 441–443. [CrossRef]

120. Fang, G.; Chen, J.; Pan, R.-L.; Qi, X.-G.; Li, B.-G. Female Choice Impacts Resident Male Takeover in Golden Snub-Nosed Monkeys
(Rhinopithecus roxellana). Zool. Res. 2018, 39, 266. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1020544519463
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.289.5478.441
https://doi.org/10.24272/j.issn.2095-8137.2018.035

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Study Area and Object 
	Individual Identification 
	Body Mass Measuring 
	Body Mass of Species in Colobine 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Ontogenetic Development of SDBM in R. bieti 
	The Relationship between Body Mass, SDBM, and OMUs Sizes 
	Sexual Dimorphism in Body Mass Comparison among Colobine genera 

	Discussion 
	Sexual Bimaturism of R. bieti 
	Adult Sexual Dimorphism in Body Mass in R. bieti 
	The Relationship between SDBM and OMU Size 
	The SDBM Cannot Be Explained Forcefully by Sexual Selection in R. bieti 

	Conclusions 
	References

