Location and release method influence short-term reintroduction success of captive-bred
hatchling Texas horned lizards (Phrynosoma cornutum)
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INTRODUCTION RESULTS

+ Texas horned lizards have declined throughout their native range.! . . ) Figure 8. Survival outcomes are associated with release
« Several zoos have begun captive breeding programs of Texas horned Figure 4. No difference in Figure 5. Growth rates method at Site 1 (x2 =29.5, p<0.0001), but not Site 2
lizards for the purposes of reintroduction to the wild. growth rate between release were higher at Site 1 (x2 =2.86, p=0 2421’)254
* Reintroduction attempts of captive-bred animals can have limited methods (F, o= 0.42, p =0.52) (Fy96= 4.42, p =0.04) 224 '
success.? - . 100%

Release methods and site selection could influence the reintroduction
success of hatchling horned lizards, whose habitat requirements are
poorly understood.?

The goal of this study was to assess whether diet, growth rates, and
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Mountain WMA (Mason County,
TX) in 2020 and 2021 (Fig. 1).
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* Lizards were located 3-4 times a  figyre 2. Hatchling horned lizard with Clumped Dispersed Clumped Dispersed horned lizards
week from Sep. to Nov. using harmonic radar diode tag. (N=129) (N=125) (N=121) (N=134)

uniquely labeled harmonic radar Site 1 Site 2

diode tags (Fig. 2). *Dispersing lizards may improve survival outcomes

when lizards are released in suitable habitat.

Figure 7. Survival outcomes are associated with release

GROWTH : . . . ) .
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the change in an individual lizard’s Figure 3. Lizard survival outcomes. 100% 100% be because of poor prey availability.
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