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Capture Probability and Survivorship of the Southern Two-Lined
Salamander (Eurycea cirrigera) in Drought and Non-Drought Conditions

Brenee’ L. Muncy?!, Steven J. Price!, and Michael E. Dorcas?

Droughts represent a major disturbance in lotic systems, and likely negatively influence stream-inhabiting amphibian
populations. However, because of the inability to predict droughts, empirical investigations examining the response of
stream amphibians to drought are uncommon. We conducted a capture-mark-recapture (CMR) study of a population
of Eurycea cirrigera (Southern Two-lined Salamander) at one stream from 2005-2010; during this five-year period several
drought events occurred. This stochasticity provided an opportunity to examine the effects of drought on survivorship
and capture probability of E. cirrigera. We found that capture probability was influenced by season and drought
conditions. We also found that salamander survival was influenced by drought; monthly survivorship decreased from
0.96+0.03 during non-drought conditions to 0.79+0.03 during drought conditions. Our results suggest that drought
leads to decreased survivorship of E. cirrigera and the effects of drought on capture probability varies by season.
Increased capture probability, especially during the reproductive season, may be a result of salamanders seeking refuge
in the stream as opposed to seeking refuge in the adjacent terrestrial environment.

tions in aquatic ecosystems. Droughts directly

result in changes to hydroperiod and habitat
connectivity, and these changes lead to deterioration of
water quality, alteration of food resources, and changes in
species interactions (Lake 2003; Rudolf, 2006; Walls et al.,
2013a). For fully aquatic taxa (i.e., fishes), drought condi-
tions can decrease survival (Labbe and Fausch, 2000; Hodges
and Magoulick, 2011), ultimately resulting in population
declines (Lake, 2003; Magoulick and Kobza, 2003; Matthews
and Marsh-Matthews, 2003; Love et al., 2008). The effects of
drought on semi-aquatic animal populations are less
predictable and often dependent on the species-specific
refugium-use strategies, which may include emigration to
refuges in both the terrestrial and aquatic environments
(Humphries and Baldwin, 2003; Boulton and Lake, 2008;
Price et al., 2012). Because the occurrence of droughts,
especially exceptional or non-seasonal droughts, is difficult
to predict, relatively few empirical investigations on the
response of semi-aquatic animal populations to drought
have been conducted (but see Price et al., 2012; Walls et al.,
2013b). Understanding the responses of semi-aquatic ani-
mals to drought is becoming increasingly important due to
the increased likelihood of drought caused by climate
change (Dai, 2011).

In eastern North America, lungless salamanders in the
family Plethodontidae occur at high densities and represent
the dominant vertebrates of low-order stream systems
(Petranka and Murray, 2001; Davic and Welsh, 2004;
Peterman et al., 2008). Flow and availability of freshwater
in low-order streams is largely influenced by precipitation
and air temperature (Vogel et al., 1997), which decrease and
often increase, respectively, during droughts. Salamanders
inhabiting low-order streams and adjacent terrestrial envi-
ronments likely deal with drying in a variety of ways,
including emigrating to in-stream refuges (Price et al., 2012)
or moving from the terrestrial environment to the stream-
bed (MacCulloch and Bider, 1975). Prolonged periods of
insufficient water may ultimately lead to decreased breeding
activity (Jansen et al., 2009), reproductive failure (Taylor

D ROUGHTS can strongly influence animal popula-

et al., 2006), decreased survival (Scheele et al., 2012), and
changes in occupancy (Price et al., 2012).

Knowledge of population vital rates (i.e., survival) during
drought and non-drought conditions is an important first
step in assessing the effects of drought on stream salaman-
der populations. In this study, capture-mark-recapture
(CMR) data for the geographically widespread, semi-aquatic
lungless salamander, Eurycea cirrigera (Southern Two-lined
Salamander), were collected monthly at one stream in North
Carolina, USA from October 2005 through November 2010.
During this study, several periods of drought occurred,
allowing for an in-depth investigation of the effects of
drought on E. cirrigera. We had two specific objectives: 1)
estimate capture probability of E. cirrigera over a five-year
period to determine if drought influences capture probabil-
ity, and 2) evaluate the effects of drought on survival of E.
cirrigera. We predicted that capture probability during
drought would increase, possibly as a result of temporary
emigration from the terrestrial to the aquatic habitat (e.g.,
MacCulloch and Bider, 1975), and survivorship would
decline during droughts.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Study species—Eurycea cirrigera is a salamander in the family
Plethodontidae and is often the most abundant species in
low-order streams in the southeastern U.S., where they can
reach larval densities of 72 individuals/m? of stream (Now-
akowski and Maerz, 2009). Breeding and egg deposition of
Eurycea cirrigera occurs primarily in low-order streams, and
larva spend up to two years in streams prior to metamor-
phosis (Noble and Brady, 1930; Richmond, 1945; Petranka,
1984; Green and Pauley, 1987). Eurycea cirrigera and closely
related species (i.e., E. bislineata and E. wilderae) often
inhabit the terrestrial environment (i.e., forest) during
summer and fall months (MacCulloch and Bider, 1975;
Petranka, 1998; Crawford and Semlitsch, 2007). MacCulloch
and Bider (1975), studying the movements of E. bislineata in
Quebec, documented movements of >100 m away from the
stream, yet drought conditions caused salamanders to
return to aquatic habitats independently of breeding
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Fig. 1. Number of captures of E. cirrigera per month and correspond-
ing drought index data for Mecklenburg County, NC, USA. Drought
conditions include normal (N), abnormally dry (D0O), moderate drought
(D1), severe drought (D2), extreme drought (D3), and exceptional
drought (D4); we show all conditions above abnormally dry (DO).
Abundance of salamanders in the summer months of 2007 and 2010
was due to large numbers of recently transformed individuals.

behavior. No study has estimated survival of E. cirrigera,
although MacCulloch and Bider (1975) report that only 25%
of the closely related individuals of E. bislineata that migrate
from the stream to the terrestrial environment return the
following year.

Study site—We conducted a CMR survey for post-metamor-
phic E. cirrigera along a 100 m reach of a first-order stream in
the Piedmont region of North Carolina, USA (Universal
Transverse Mercator coordinates E05 04913, N3917456,
Zone 17; datum = NADS83). This stream had a catchment
size of 35 ha, which was 92% forested. Stream substrate was
dominated by cobblestone, sand, silt, and detritus with a
few, scattered large boulders (see Price et al., 2012 for details
on the study site). Salamander species detected within or
directly adjacent to the stream included Desmognathus
fuscus, E. guttolineata, Gyrinophilus porphyriticus, Pseudotriton
ruber, P. montanus, and Plethodon cylindraceus.

We considered the stream to be semi-permanent and
water flow was strongly influenced by season and precipi-
tation. From October 2005 to July 2007, the sampling reach
contained surface water during each of our visits to the
stream. A significant drought began in August 2007; from
October 2007 through August 2008 the drought was
classified as either exceptional or extreme (see Methods;
North Carolina Department of Environment and Natural
Resources available at www.ncwater.org/Drought_Monitor-
ing/dmbhistory/; accessed online March 2011) and stream
flows were at 110 yr low levels (Fig. 1). During the time of
this significant drought, surface flow ceased, with only the
first 10 and final 10 m of the sampling reach containing
surface water. The surface flow resumed at low levels in late
October 2007, yet ceased again once more in May 2008 until
July 2008, with only the first 20 m and final 10 m of stream
containing surface water. Moderate droughts also occurred
through the sampling period (Fig. 1), although surface flow
was maintained throughout the entire 100 m sampling
reach during these periods.
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Field methods.—Starting in October 2005, we conducted
CMR surveys for 61 consecutive months with the 100 m
stream transect. We sampled the stream twice each month
(See Price et al., 2012); however, because of low captures of
E. cirrigera, we combined the bi-monthly samples into
monthly samples. We captured salamanders using a cover-
controlled active search in which one person, moving
upstream, searched all cover items (e.g., rocks, logs, etc.)
within the stream and within 0.5 m of the stream edge.
Cover-boards (73 cm X 73 cm section of 11 mm plywood)
were placed every 5 m along the 100 m section of stream to
provide additional capture opportunities. Salamanders were
captured using a dip-net or by hand. All surveys were
conducted during daylight hours. Post-metamorphic sala-
manders were brought back to the lab, individually marked
by subcutaneous injection of visible implant elastomer (VIE,
Northwest Marine Technologies, Shaw Island, Washington,
USA) and released within 2 m from the point of capture
prior to the next sampling session for that month.

Capture-mark-recapture modeling.—For CMR analyses, we
combined capture data from each sampling session to
generate salamander monthly encounter histories. Cor-
mack-Jolly-Seber (CJS) open-population mark-recapture
models (Lebreton et al.,, 1992) in Program MARK (version
7.0; White and Burnham, 1999) were used to determine
estimates of apparent survival (®) and capture probability (p)
of post-metamorphic salamanders. Apparent monthly sur-
vival probability is the probability that an animal alive at
time t will be alive at time t + 1, whereas capture probability
is the probability that a marked animal available for capture
at time t is captured at time ¢.

Using a step-down approach (Lebreton et al., 1992; Muths
et al., 2006), we first evaluated the effects of drought on
capture probability of E. cirrigera. Holding survival constant
over time (i.e., ®(.)), we generated the following candidate
models for capture probability: 1) constant capture proba-
bility (p[.]), 2) drought-specific capture probability
(p[drought]), 3) reproduction season specific capture prob-
ability (p[reproduction]), and 4) reproduction season and
drought specific capture probability (p[reproduction X
drought]). Reproduction months were classified as Decem-
ber, January, February, March, and April, during which
males are actively courting females and females are nesting.
Both males and females are found in close proximity to the
stream during reproductive season. We considered May
through November being non-reproduction months when
individuals use stream, streamside, and terrestrial habitats.
Although E. cirrigera may guard eggs in May in some parts of
their range (i.e., Ohio; Pfingsten, 2013), we never witnessed
females guarding eggs at this site (and several nearby
streams) during the month of May. Drought records were
obtained from the North Carolina Department of Environ-
ment and Natural Resources, Division of Water Resources
(www.ncdrought.org; accessed March 2011) for Mecklen-
burg County, NC. North Carolina Department of Environ-
ment and Natural Resources uses the following categories to
define drought: normal (N), abnormally dry (D0O), moderate
drought (D1), severe drought (D2), extreme drought (D3),
and exceptional drought (D4; Fig. 1). All conditions above
abnormally dry (DO) were considered drought conditions.
The best-fit model for capture probability was based on
Akaike’s Information Criterion (AIC; Akaike, 1973), adjusted
for small sample sizes (AIC.; Burnham and Anderson, 2002).
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Table 1. Cormack-Jolly-Seber model set analyzing the effects of drought and reproductive season on capture probability (p) of Eurycea cirrigera.

Model AIC, AAIC,
{® (.)p(reproduction.drought)} 688.90 0

{oO)pO)} 691.10 2.20
{®()p(reproduction)} 692.86 3.96
{®()p(drought)} 692.93 4,04

w; NP Deviance
0.6237 5 360.60
0.2073 2 368.88
0.0861 3 368.61
0.0828 3 368.69

AIC. = Akaike Information Criterion values adjusted for small sample sizes and overdispersion; w; = Akaike weight; NP = number of

parameters; ® = survivorship; p = capture probability

Using the most parsimonious model for capture probabil-
ity, we compared various parameterizations of apparent
survivorship. Permutations of survivorship included 1)
constant (®[.]) survival, 2) survival dependent on drought
(@) [drought]), 3) survival dependent on reproduction
season (@ [reproduction]), and 4) survival dependent on
drought and reproduction season (®) [reproduction X
drought].

Goodness-of-fit was evaluated for the CJS models using a
parametric bootstrapping method of the most paramatized
model (i.e., ®(reproduction.drought)p(season.drought))
with 1000 iterations (as described in ‘“Program MARK: A
Gentle Introduction” by Cooch and White; available at
http://www.phidot.org/software/mark/docs/book/). The
overdispersion factor, ¢, was calculated as the observed
global model deviance divided by the mean expected model
deviance from the bootstrapping results. Model selection
was based on Akaike’s Information Criterion (AIC; Akaike,
1973) values adjusted for small sample sizes (AIC;; Burnham
and Anderson, 2002). If overdispersion was evident from
goodness-of-fit testing (¢ > 1), then the AIC. values adjusted
for overdispersion (QAIC.) were used (Burnham and Ander-
son, 2002).

RESULTS

From October 2005 to November 2010, we had 691 total
capture events of 583 post-metamorphic individuals of E.
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Fig. 2. Individual capture probability (p) of Eurycea cirrigera during

reproduction (December—April) and non-reproduction (May—Novem-
ber) seasons during drought and non-drought conditions with standard
error bars. Eurycea cirrigera were sampled from October 2005 to
November 2010 in one first order stream in the Piedmont region of
North Carolina, USA.

cirrigera (Fig. 1). The number of individuals captured each
month varied from 0-113, and the number of monthly
captures averaged 16.93+4.64 (s.e.) during drought and
7.09£1.38 (s.e.) during non-drought conditions. We aver-
aged 1.77 recaptures/month with a maximum of 14
recaptures occurring in July 2010. Our top model for capture
probability (p) of E. cirrigera indicated reproduction season
and drought-specific capture probability (AIC w; = 0.6237,
Table 1). Although capture probabilities were generally low,
drought conditions lead to increased capture probability in
reproduction months, December through April, compared
to non-drought conditions (Fig. 2). However, droughts
during the non-reproduction months, May through No-
vember, lead to decreased capture probabilities in compar-
ison to non-drought conditions (Fig. 2).

The goodness-of-fit testing based on 1000 bootstraps
suggested the data were overdispersed, and therefore, a ¢
correction of 1.19 was necessary to adjust the AIC. scores
and the QAIC. were used. The best-supported model for
survivorship of E. cirrigera suggested that survival was
influenced by drought conditions (AIC w; = 0.8012;
Table 2). Real parameter estimates for monthly survivorship
of adult E. cirrigera decreased from 0.96+0.03 (s.e.) during
non-drought conditions to 0.79+0.03 (s.e.) during drought
conditions (Fig. 3).

DISCUSSION

We quantified capture probability and survivorship of E.
cirrigera in drought and non-drought conditions. Our
resulting models showed that both capture probability and
survivorship of E. cirrigera were affected by drought condi-
tions. Specifically, we found strong support for models that
suggested monthly survivorship decreased significantly
during drought conditions despite the fact that during most
of the reproduction season, salamanders were captured in
the stream at higher probabilities during drought condi-
tions. Although our findings are the first investigations to
examine survivorship of E. cirrigera during drought and non-
drought conditions, we caution that our findings may not
be representative of the response of E. cirrigera throughout
its geographic range due to our limited geographic scope of
sampling.

Studying the movements of E. bislineata in Quebec,
MacCulloch and Bider (1975) found 98% of activity to be
correlated with precipitation and salamanders return to
aquatic habitats due to dry conditions, independently of
breeding behavior. In our study, capture probability (i.e., the
probability that a marked salamander available for capture
at time t is captured at time f) during reproductive season
(i.e., December-April) was higher during drought condi-
tions. This finding suggests that E. cirrigera tend to forgo
migrations to the terrestrial environment and remain in the
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Table 2. Cormack-Jolly-Seber model set analyzing the effects of drought and reproductive season on survivorship (®) of Eurycea cirrigera.

Model QAIC,
{®(drought)p(reproduction.drought)} 572.71
{®(reproduction.drought)p(reproduction.drought)} 575.85
{®()p(reproduction.drought)} 580.52
{@(OpO} 581.40
{®(reproduction)p(reproduction.drought)} 582.55

AQAIC, w; NP QDeviance
0.00 0.8012 6 293.18
3.14 0.1664 8 292.23
7.81 0.0162 5 303.02
8.69 0.0104 2 309.98
9.84 0.0059 6 303.02

QAIC. = Akaike Information Criterion values adjusted for small sample sizes and overdispersion; w; = Akaike weight; NP = number of
parameters; ® = survivorship; p = capture probability; QDeviance = deviance adjusted for small sample sizes and overdispersion

stream throughout the drought, resulting in enhanced
capture probabilities compared to non-drought conditions.
Conversely, capture probability may be lower during non-
drought conditions because of frequent use of terrestrial
habitats. However, during non-reproductive months capture
probabilities were lower during droughts than during non-
drought conditions. Low capture probabilities may be
explained by high rates of temporary emigration to stream
refugia, as seen in the salamander Desmognathus fuscus
during exceptional droughts (Price et al., 2012).

Drought reduces survivorship in a wide variety of aquatic
and semi-aquatic animal taxa (Semlitsch, 1987; Boulton,
2003; Hakala and Hartman, 2004; Church et al., 2007;
Boulton and Lake, 2008). Our findings suggest that droughts
negatively impact survivorship of the common, semi-
aquatic stream amphibian E. cirrigera. Studies on the
physiology of plethodontid salamanders, such as E. cirrigera,
suggest that survivorship may be reduced because of
dehydration and restriction of activities during drought
conditions (Spotila, 1972). However, Price et al. (2012)
found that survivorship of adult D. fuscus in drought
conditions was similar to survivorship estimates during non-
drought conditions, with the use of in-stream refugia possibly
responsible for the lack of an effect. Thus, reduced survival of
E. cirrigera during droughts may be the result of other
mechanisms. For example, predation and competition play
a large role in structuring salamander communities (Hairston,
1987; Beachy, 1997), and prolonged interactions between E.
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Fig. 3. Monthly survival estimates of Eurycea cirrigera during drought

and non-drought conditions with standard error bars. Eurycea cirrigera
were sampled from October 2005 to November 2010 in one first order
stream in the Piedmont region of North Carolina, USA.

cirrigera and other salamanders in the local assemblage may
influence survival of E. cirrigera. Indeed, D. fuscus, an
abundant salamander in our study site (Price et al., 2012),
induces avoidance behavior, a form of interference competi-
tion, in E. cirrigera (Ransom and Jaeger, 2006). Furthermore,
survivorship may have been reduced due to high predation
rates. We observed higher than normal densities of salaman-
der predators, especially small woodland snakes (i.e., ringneck
snakes [Diadophis punctatus], brown snakes [Storeria dekayi],
and red-bellied snakes [Storeria occipitomaculata]), undercover
within the stream bed during droughts.

Climate change models predict that many regions will
experience increased magnitude of episodic precipitation,
warmer summer temperatures, and longer, more severe
droughts in the near future (Brooks, 2009; Walls et al.,
2013a). Recent research suggests habitat suitable for many
lungless salamander species will decrease due to these
climatic changes, resulting in significant population de-
clines as early as 2020 (Milanovich et al., 2010). Yet,
empirical data on the influence of drought on lungless
salamanders is limited. While our results are specific to a
single species at a single study location, our data highlight
the negative effect of drought on adult salamander survi-
vorship. Future studies examining larval survivorship,
recruitment, immigration, and emigration are needed to
fully understand the impacts of drought on stream amphib-
ians and other stream biota.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank K. Cecala, G. Connette, A. Domske, E. Eskew, L.
Harden, E. Hill, S. Hunt, C. McCoy, and D. Millican, and
other members of the Davidson College Herpetology lab.
Various personnel of Mecklenburg County Parks and
Recreation provided considerable assistance with study site
location. A. Drayer provided comments that improved the
manuscript. Funding was provided by the Department of
Biology at Davidson College, the Davidson Research Initia-
tive funded by the Duke Endowment, the Department of
Biology at Wake Forest University, Department of Forestry at
University of Kentucky, Duke Power, and the National
Science Foundation (DEB-0347326).

LITERATURE CITED

Akaike, H. 1973. Information theory and an extension of
the maximum likelihood principle, p. 267-281. In: Second
International Symposium on Information Theory. B. N.
Petrov and F. Csaki (eds.). Akademiai Kiado, Hungary.

Beachy, C. K. 1997. Effect of predatory larval Desmognathus
quadramaculatus on growth, survival, and metamorphosis
of larval Eurcyea wilderae. Copeia 1997:131-137.



370

Boulton, A. J. 2003. Parallels and contrasts in the effects of
drought on stream macroinvertebrate assemblages. Fresh-
water Biology 48:1173-1185.

Boulton, A., and P. Lake. 2008. Effects of drought on
stream insects and its ecological consequences, p. 81-102.
In: Aquatic Insects: Challenges to Populations. J. Lancaster
and R. A. Briers (eds.). CABI Publishing, Wallingford, UK.

Brooks, R. T. 2009. Potential impacts of global climate
change on the hydrology and ecology of ephemeral
freshwater systems of the forests of northeastern United
States. Climate Change 95:469-483.

Burnham, K. P., and D. R. Anderson. 2002. Model
Selection and Multimodel Inference: A Practical Informa-
tion-Theoretic Approach. Springer-Verlag, New York.

Church, D. R, L. L. Bailey, H. M. Wilbur, W. L. Kendall,
and J. E. Hines. 2007. Iteroparity in the variable
environment of the salamander Amybstoma tigrinum.
Ecology 88:891-903.

Crawford, J. A., and R. D. Semlitsch. 2007. Estimation of
core terrestrial habitat for stream-breeding salamanders
and delineation of riparian buffers for protection of
biodiversity. Conservation Biology 21:152-158.

Dai, A. 2011. Drought under global warming: a review.
Wiley Interdisciplinary Reviews: Climate Change 2:45-65.

Davic, R. B., and H. H. Welsh, Jr. 2004. On the ecological
roles of salamanders. Annual Review of Ecology, Evolu-
tion and Systematics 35:405-434.

Green, N. B., and T. K. Pauley. 1987. Amphibians and
Reptiles in West Virginia. University of Pittsburgh Press,
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania.

Hairston, N. G. 1987. Community Ecology and Salamander
Guilds. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, UK.

Hakala, J. P., and K. J. Hartman. 2004. Drought effect on
stream morphology and brook trout (Salvelinus fontinalis)
populations in forested headwater streams. Hydrobiologia
515:203-213.

Hodges, S. W., and D. D. Magoulick. 2011. Refuge habitats
for fishes during seasonal drying in an intermittent
stream: movement, survival, and abundance of three
minnow species. Aquatic Science 73:513-522.

Humphries, P., and D. S. Baldwin. 2003. Drought and
aquatic environments: an introduction. Freshwater Biol-
ogy 48:1141-1146.

Jansen, M., A. Schulze, L. Werding, and B. Streit. 2009.
Effects of extreme drought in the dry season on an anuran
community in the Bolivian Chiquitano region. Salaman-
dra 45:223-238.

Labbe, T. R.,, and K. D. Fausch. 2000. Dynamics of
intermittent stream habitat regulate persistence of a
threatened fish at multiple scales. Ecological Applications
10:1774-1791.

Lake, P. S. 2003. Ecological effects of perturbation by
drought in flowing waters. Freshwater Biology 48:1161-
1172.

Lebreton, J. D., K. P. Burnham, J. Clobert, and D. R.
Anderson. 1992. Modeling survival and testing biological
hypotheses using marked animals: a unified approach
with case studies. Ecological Monographs 62:67-118.

Love, J. W., C. M. Taylor, and M. P. Warren. 2008. Effect of
summer drought on fish and macroinvertebrate assem-
blage properties in upland Ouachita mountain streams,
U.S.A. American Midland Naturalist 160:265-277.

MacCulloch, R. D., and J. R. Bider. 1975. Phenology,
migrations, circadian rhythm and the effect of precipitation

Copeia 2014, No. 2

of the activity of Eurycea b. bislineata in Quebec. Herpeto-
logica 31:433-439.

Magoulick, D. A., and R. M. Kobza. 2003. The role of
refugia for fishes during drought: a review and synthesis.
Freshwater Biology 48:1186-1198.

Matthews, W. J., and E. Marsh-Matthews. 2003. Effects of
drought on fish across axes of space, time and ecological
complexity. Freshwater Biology 48:1232-1253.

Milanovich, J. R., W. E. Peterman, N. P. Nibbelink, and
J. C. Maerz. 2010. Projected loss of a salamander diversity
hotspot as a consequence of projected global climate
change. PLOS ONE 5(8):e12189. doi:10.1371/journal.
pone.0012189.

Muths, E., R. D. Scherer, P. S. Corn, and B. A. Lambert.
2006. Estimation of temporary emigration in male toads.
Ecology 87:1048-1056.

Noble, G. K., and M. K. Brady. 1930. The courtship of
plethodontid salamanders. Copeia 1930:52-54.

Nowakowski, A. J., and J. C. Maerz. 2009. Estimation of
larval stream salamander densities in three proximate
streams in the Georgia Piedmont. Journal of Herpetology
43:503-509.

Peterman, W. E., J. A. Crawford, and R. D. Semlitsch.
2008. Productivity and significance of headwater streams:
population structure and biomass of the black-bellied
salamander (Desmognathus quadramaculatus). Freshwater
Biology 53:347-357.

Petranka, J. W. 1984. Ontogeny of the diet of and feeding
behavior of Eurycea bislineata larvae. Journal of Herpetol-
ogy 18:48-55.

Petranka, J. W. 1998. Salamanders of the United States and
Canada. Smithsonian Institution Press, Washington, D.C.

Petranka, J. W., and S. S. Murray. 2001. Effectiveness of
removal sampling for determining salamander density
and biomass: a case study in an Appalachian streamside
community. Journal of Herpetology 35:36-44.

Pfingsten, R. A. 2013. Northern Two-lined Salamander,
Southern Two-lined Salamander, p. 259-269. In: Amphib-
ians of Ohio. R. Pfingsten, J. G. Davis, T. O. Matson, G. J.
Lipps, Jr., D. Wynn, and B. J. Armitage (eds.). Ohio
Biological Survey Bulletin New Series, Volume 17,
Number 1, Ohio Biological Survey, Columbus, Ohio.

Price, S. J., R. A. Browne, and M. E. Dorcas. 2012.
Resistance and resilience of a stream salamander to
supraseasonal drought. Herpetologica 68:312-323.

Ransom, T. S., and R. G. Jaeger. 2006. An assemblage of
salamanders in the southern Appalachian Mountains
revisited: competitive and predatory behavior. Behaviour
143:1357-1382.

Richmond, N. D. 1945. Nesting of the two-lined salamander
on the Coastal Plain. Copeia 1945:170.

Rudolf, V. H. W. 2006. The influence of size-specific
indirect interactions in predator—prey systems. Ecology
87:362-371.

Scheele, B. C., D. A. Driscoll, J. Fischer, and D. A. Hunter.
2012. Decline of an endangered amphibian during an
extreme climatic event. Ecosphere 3. doi: 10.1890/ES12-
00108.1.

Semlitsch, R. D. 1987. Relationship of pond drying to the
reproductive success of the salamander Ambystoma talpoi-
deum. Copeia 1987:61-69.

Spotila, J. R. 1972. Role of temperature and water in the
ecology of lungless salamanders. Ecological Monographs
42:95-125.



Muncy et al.—Salamander survival and drought

Taylor, B. E., D. E. Scott, and J. W. Gibbons. 2006.
Catastrophic reproductive failure, terrestrial survival, and
persistence of the marbled salamander. Conservation
Biology 20:792-801.

Vogel, R. M., C. J. Bell, and N. M. Fennessey. 1997.
Climate, streamflow, and water supply in the northeast-
ern United States. Journal of Hydrology 198:42-68.

Walls, S. C., W. ]J. Barichivich, and M. E. Brown. 2013a.
Drought, deluge, and declines: the impact of precipitation

371

extremes on amphibians in a changing climate. Biology
2:399-418.

Walls, S. C., W. J. Barichivich, and M. E. Brown. 2013b.
Influence of drought on salamander occupancy of isolated
wetlands on the southeastern coastal plain of the United
States. Wetlands 33:345-354.

White, G. C., and K. P. Burnham. 1999. Program MARK:
survival estimation from populations of marked animals.
Bird Study 46:120-139.





