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Abstract

Background: Umingmakstrongylus pallikuukensis and Varestrongylus eleguneniensis are two potentially pathogenic
lungworms of caribou and muskoxen in the Canadian Arctic. These parasites are currently undergoing northward
range expansion at differential rates. It is hypothesized that their invasion and spread to the Canadian Arctic
Archipelago are in part driven by climate warming. However, very little is known regarding their physiological
ecology, limiting our ability to parameterize ecological models to test these hypotheses and make meaningful
predictions. In this study, the developmental parameters of V. eleguneniensis inside a gastropod intermediate host
were determined and freezing survival of U. pallikuukensis and V. eleguneniensis were compared.

Methods: Slug intermediate hosts, Deroceras laeve, were collected from their natural habitat and experimentally
infected with first-stage larvae (L1) of V. eleguneniensis. Development of L1 to third-stage larvae (L3) in D. laeve was
studied at constant temperature treatments from 8.5 to 24 °C. To determine freezing survival, freshly collected L1 of
both parasite species were held in water at subzero temperatures from -10 to -80 °C, and the number of L1
surviving were counted at 2, 7, 30, 90 and 180 days.

Results: The lower threshold temperature (T0) below which the larvae of V. eleguneniensis did not develop into L3
was 9.54 °C and the degree-days required for development (DD) was 171.25. Both U. pallikuukensis and V.
eleguneniensis showed remarkable freeze tolerance: more than 80% of L1 survived across all temperatures and
durations. Larval survival decreased with freezing duration but did not differ between the two species.

Conclusion: Both U. pallikuukensis and V. eleguneniensis have high freezing survival that allows them to survive
severe Arctic winters. The higher T0 and DD of V. eleguneniensis compared to U. pallikuukensis may contribute to the
comparatively slower range expansion of the former. Our study advances knowledge of Arctic parasitology and
provides ecological and physiological data that can be useful for parameterizing ecological models.
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Background
The extreme climate of the Arctic makes it one of the
most challenging environments for living organisms.
Winter temperatures can drop to -50 °C in many parts
of the Arctic, and sub-zero temperatures last for nearly
two-thirds of the year. The summers are short, cool, and
dry, providing a narrow developmental window for ecto-
therms, including parasites, and a short growing season
for endotherms and plants [1–3]. Despite these adversi-
ties, a diverse group of flora and fauna, ranging from
large mammals to microscopic parasites, constitutes
Arctic biodiversity [4–6]. Studies have shown that these
organisms develop unique physiological and behavioural
strategies to cope the extremes [7, 8].
In the animal kingdom, nematodes are considered the

most diverse and successful organisms for their ability to
adapt to diverse habitats and survive extreme environmen-
tal conditions [9, 10]. Nematodes are often used as sentinels
of climate-change impacts because larval development in-
side the intermediate host is temperature-driven and
free-living larval stages are influenced by the external envir-
onment [5, 11–13]. For instance, lungworm-ungulate sys-
tems in the Canadian Arctic have become key in the
understanding of the impacts of climate warming on
host-parasite systems [5, 14, 15]. In order to determine the
current and future impacts of climate change on disease dy-
namics and ecosystem health, laboratory- and field-based
experiments can shed light on the temperature-dependent
biology and ecology of both nematode parasites and host
species [16–18].
Two lung nematodes, Umingmakstrongylus pallikuuken-

sis Hoberg, Polley, Gunn & Nishi, 1995 and Varestrongy-
lus eleguneniensis Verocai, Kutz, Simard & Hoberg, 2014,
are parasites of Arctic ungulates in areas of the Canadian
Arctic mainland and Victoria Island in the Arctic Archi-
pelago [19–21]. Umingmakstrongylus pallikuukensis is a
host specialist and only infects muskoxen (Ovibos moscha-
tus) [22, 23], whereas V. eleguneniensis is a multi-host
parasite that infects muskoxen, caribou (Rangifer taran-
dus) and moose (Alces alces) [20, 21, 24]. The life-cycle of
both parasites is indirect and involves a gastropod inter-
mediate host. In the intermediate host, the first-stage larva
(L1) develops into a third-stage larva (L3), and the devel-
opment process is dependent upon temperature. Below a
specific temperature (T0; lower threshold temperature),
larval development inside the intermediate host is min-
imal, and development to L3 does not take place [25, 26].
Above the T0, L1 develop to L3 after accumulating a certain
amount of heat, quantified as development degree-days
(DD) [25]. The L3 are transmitted when the definitive un-
gulate host accidentally ingests while grazing a gastropod
containing L3 or L3 that have emerged from the intermedi-
ate host and are free-living in the environment [27]. The L3
emergence is an adaptation, particularly common in for

northern protostrongylids, that may enable the availability
of infective L3 in the environment throughout the winter
when the gastropods are unavailable [26, 27]. The develop-
ing larvae inside the intermediate hosts are protected from
temperature extremes by the thermoregulatory behaviour
and, presumably, the freeze tolerance physiology of the gas-
tropods [1, 28]. However, the L1 and emerged L3 are under
direct exposure to the external environment and can be ex-
posed to prolonged and intense sub-zero temperatures.
Umingmakstrongylus pallikuukensis and V. elegune-

niensis co-occur in muskoxen of the western Canadian
Arctic and, until recently, were limited to the North
American mainland and had not been found in the
Arctic Archipelago. However, in 2008, U. pallikuukensis,
and in 2010,V. eleguneniensis, were reported for the first
time on southern Victoria Island, Nunavut, Canada [19]
(Fig. 1). Climate warming, with the consequent alter-
ation of a previously unsuitable environment to one that
is permissive for development and transmission of these
parasites, is suggested as the driver for the invasion and
establishment on Victoria Island [15, 19]. Since their dis-
covery on the island, both parasites have rapidly ex-
panded their ranges northward, but at different rates,
with U. pallikuukensis establishing at higher latitudes
prior to V. eleguneniensis (Kafle, Kutz unpublished data).
One hypothesis for the differential range expansion of

the two parasites is different species-specific thermal re-
quirements and tolerances for the development and sur-
vival of their larval stages. Indeed, understanding the
developmental responses to temperature in intermediate
hosts and freeze tolerance of L1 in the environment is
vital for understanding the ecology and transmission dy-
namics of protostrongylids in general. Kutz et al. [25]
studied the temperature-dependent development of U.
pallikuukensis in its intermediate host, but similar infor-
mation for V. eleguneniensis is lacking. Few previous
studies have investigated the freezing survival of L1 of
protostrongylids [29–32], and none have investigated the
short-term or long-term survival of L1 at extreme
sub-zero temperatures.
The objectives of this study were to determine the

temperature requirements and tolerances of V. elegune-
niensis and U. pallikuukensis. Specifically, we investi-
gated the temperature-dependent development of V.
eleguneniensis in a gastropod intermediate host, the
meadow slug Deroceras laeve (O. F. Müller, 1774), and
compared the freezing survival of L1 of U. pallikuukensis
and V. eleguneniensis. This study is essential to our un-
derstanding of the thermal ecology of these two emer-
ging parasites in the Canadian Arctic. The resulting data
on thermal tolerances provide essential parameter esti-
mates for parasite distribution and transmission models
[33] and will ultimately advance our knowledge on Arc-
tic parasitology and parasite invasion.
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Methods
Two sets of experiments were carried out to determine
the impact of temperature on development and survival
of U. pallikuukensis and V. eleguneniensis. First,
temperature-dependent development of V. elegunenien-
sis in D. laeve was determined following the method-
ology used for U. pallikuukensis by Kutz et al. [25].
Secondly, the freezing survival of both species at various
sub-zero temperatures was evaluated.

Temperature-dependent development of V. eleguneniensis
Source of gastropods and larvae
The gastropod intermediate hosts, D. laeve, were col-
lected from their natural habitat near Sheep River Pro-
vincial Park (50.63°N, 114.67°W) and Sundre (51.98°N,
114.69°W), Alberta, Canada. Refuge traps comprised of
dampened cardboard, masonite board, and fabric mats,

often baited with grape juice, were used for collecting
slugs near creeks and wetlands [34, 35]. The slugs were
identified to species by external morphology [36] and
transported to the laboratory, where they were stored
and maintained in a perforated Rubbermaid® (Rubber-
maid, Atlanta, USA) container [25] at 8 ± 2 °C with 12 h
light. All the slugs were collected during late spring/early
summer and infected within two weeks of collection.
The slugs that appeared old and less active were excluded
from the the experiments. The infected slugs weighed 104
± 40 mg (mean ± SD). First-stage larvae of V. elegunenien-
sis were isolated from the feces obtained from wild musk-
oxen in northern Quebec (58.75°N, 68.55°W) using the
modified beaker Baermann technique [37]. The fecal sam-
ples had been frozen at -20 °C for over five years and
repeatedly confirmed to have only V. eleguneniensis L1 [20,
38]. The species identity was reconfirmed by morphology

Fig. 1 Map showing the arctic mainland Canada and Canadian Arctic Archipelago
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[39] and PCR. L1 were collected in a Falcon tube® (Eppen-
dorf, Hamburg, Germany) stored at 4 °C (12–18 h) before
the infection.

Slug infection with V. eleguneniensis L1
The experimental infection was performed as previously
described by Hobert et al. [22] and Kutz et al. [25], with
some modifications. Briefly, foot lesions of the
wild-caught slugs were checked under dissecting micro-
scope to ensure that slugs were not infected with other
protostrongylids [27]. For each of five temperature trials,
35 slugs (40 at 8.5 °C) were used. Slugs were infected in
groups of five in a medium-sized (9.1 cm) Petri dish
(VWR, Canada). First, the Petri dishes were lined with
Whatman®#3 filter paper (GE Healthcare Life Sciences,
UK), moistened with clean tap water and 1000 (or 1500
for the 20 °C trial) motile L1 (estimated from aliquot
counts, in 2 ml tap water) were spread evenly on the fil-
ter paper. The slugs were then placed on the Petri dish
to start the infection. Contact between slugs and L1 was
ensured using plastic tweezers to gently move the slugs
that had crawled on the sides or lids of the Petri dish
back to the center of the Petri dish every 15 min for
three hours. All infections were performed at room
temperature (20 ± 1 °C) for three hours (14:00–17:00 h).
For each trial, the dishes were then transferred to the re-
spective temperature-controlled incubators, and infec-
tions were continued overnight. At 9:00 h the next
morning, the slugs were transferred to a new Petri dish
lined with moistened filter paper (except for 8.5 °C trial
where slugs were moved to a single larger Rubbermaid®
(Rubbermaid, USA) container), and food (clean lettuce,
carrot and a piece of chalk) was provided. Slugs were
then kept in darkness for the remainder of the experi-
ments, and the temperature was monitored every 15
min (or every one 1 hour in the 8.5 °C trial) using Log-
Tag® temperature recorder (LogTag recorders, NZ).

Slug digestion and larval examination
For each trial, three slugs were haphazardly selected at
designated days post infection and digested in a pepsin
hydrochloride solution [22, 25]. The digestion days were
chosen based on previous trials for V. eleguneniensis
[38], and known development rates for related proto-
strongylids [25, 26, 38]. The goal was to determine what
day the first intermediate third-stage larvae (iL3), de-
fined as a motile larva with fully developed intestinal
cells [25], was present. Slug digestions were started at
least five days in advance of when the earliest L3 were
expected, and the first iL3 were detected at least three
days after digestions began. Larvae isolated from the di-
gests were examined under 400× magnification (Olym-
pus CKX41, Olympus, Tokyo, Japan) and the
developmental stage was determined [25]. The day when

the first iL3 was detected in at least one of the digested
slugs was the endpoint for determining development
rate, as this was the endpoint used in previous studies
on other species [25, 26]. After detecting iL3, the
remaining slugs were digested, and L3 quantified, except
in the trial at 12.5 °C, where six slugs were separated
into individual dishes to do a pilot study on L3
emergence.

Freezing survival of U. pallikuukensis and V. eleguneniensis L1
Sources of L1
Varestrongylus eleguneniensis L1 were obtained from the
fresh feces of a captive muskox that was experimentally
infected with the larvae obtained from wild muskoxen
from northern Quebec (58.75°N, 68.55°W). Umingmak-
strongylus pallikuukensis L1 were obtained from fresh
fecal samples collected from wild muskoxen near Nor-
man Wells, Northwest Territories (63.35°N, 126.52°W).
Within 24 h of collection, fecal samples were trans-
ported to the lab in whirl packs (Nasco Whirl-Pak,
Nasco, Ontario, Canada) maintained at 4 ± 1 °C
(temperature monitored by LogTag® temperature re-
corder) and stored at 4 ± 1.5 °C until processed. For
both parasite species, L1 were extracted using the Baer-
mann method [37] within one week of collection. The
species’ identities were confirmed morphologically fol-
lowing the guides by Kafle et al. [21, 39].

Experimental design and larval observation
The freezing survival of U. pallikuukensis and V. elegu-
neniensis was studied under four (-10, -25, -40 and -80 °
C) and three (-10, -25 and -40 °C) sub-zero tempera-
tures, respectively (Fig. 2). Each temperature treatment
comprised 15 or 20 ELISA plates (Eppendorf ) for each
species (Fig. 2), with each of 40 wells in an ELISA plate
containing one to ten individual parasites suspended in
200 μl of tap water. Survival to 2, 7, 30, 90 and 180 days
post-freezing was evaluated for both parasites (Fig. 2).
Before subjecting to freezing, each well (labelled with a
unique identification number) was observed under 400×
magnification, the species identity was reconfirmed mor-
phologically, and the number of the L1 present in each
well was recorded. Only live L1 (motile larva) were con-
sidered for the experiment. Wells that had over 10 initial
individuals were not included in the study because it
was difficult to accurately assess the survival with such
high density of L1. The ELISA plates for both species
were placed in a Rubbermaid container in
temperature-controlled freezers. The temperature inside
each container was monitored every 15 minutes using
LogTag recorder. On the day of observation, four plates of
each species were selected randomly (three plates at -25 °C
because of a shortage of L1), left to thaw at room
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temperature on the lab bench for one h, and then observed
under 200× magnification. Any larvae that were deformed
were considered not viable and thus recorded as dead. Lar-
vae that did not show any motility within two minutes of
observation were kept at 4 °C for another 24 h, and if they
had not regained motility after 24 h, they were recorded as
dead.

Data analysis
All analyses were conducted using R statistical software
[40]. The thermal parameters for larval development inside
the intermediate host, i.e. the threshold temperature,
temperature of theoretically zero development (T0), and
degree-days for development (DD), were estimated by fit-
ting the daily development rate 1

D to a simple linear equa-
tion for each temperature:

1
D
¼ T0 þ T

DD
ð1Þ

where D is the number of days from infection to the first
appearance of intermediate third-stage larvae (iL3) and
T is temperature. The parameters were estimated by lin-
ear regression of development rate (1/D) over
temperature (T), where slope equals 1/DD and the inter-
cept equals T0/DD [41, 42]. We fitted a linear model for
our parameter estimates for three reasons: (i) linear

model fitted our data well, (ii) our objective was to de-
rive DD and T0, and (iii) we wanted to compare to other
protostrongylids, especially with lungworm U. pallikuu-
kensis, and linear models were used to derive the parame-
ters for these protostrongylids.
Binomial generalized linear models (GLM; logit

link) were fitted to investigate the effect of
temperature and freezing duration on the survival of
U. pallikuukensis and V. eleguneniensis. The response
was the proportion of individuals in each well surviv-
ing until inspection at 2, 7, 30, 90 or 180 days freez-
ing duration, calculated as the surviving L1s divided
by the initial number of viable parasites in each well.
Fixed effects included parasite species, temperature,
freezing duration, and the interaction between
temperature and species, representing the differential
effect of freezing temperature on the two species. The
plate was initially included as a random effect, but
the variance among the plates was small, and the in-
clusion of the random effect did not change the par-
ameter estimates for the fixed effects, so the effect of
the plates was ignored. Ten different models were fit-
ted representing different combinations of the four
fixed effects. The models were compared using
Akaike Information Criterion (AIC). There was a high
degree of model and parameter uncertainty, and so
we report the model-averaged predictions for survival

Fig. 2 Experimental design for investigating the freezing survival of Umingmakstrongylus pallikuukensis (UP) and Varestrongylus eleguneniensis (VE).
For each plate, L1 (1–4 L1/well) suspended in 200 μl tap water were placed in each of 40 wells, except at -25 °C where 2–10 L1/well were used
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over the top five models which comprised more than
90% of the cumulative Akaike weight [43], using the
AICcmodavg library [44].

Results
Temperature-dependent development of V. eleguneniensis
Varestrongylus eleguneniensis larvae successfully devel-
oped from L1 to L3 at temperatures between 12.5 to 24
°C (Table 1; Figs. 3 and 4. At 8.5 °C, L1 developed to L2
by 50 days post-infection (dpi), but no L3 were observed
on weekly slug digestion by day 101. After day 101, the
sampling interval was changed to lengthen the trial, and
the remaining slugs were monitored, fed regularly, and
the slugs that died were digested. The last slug was
digested at 166 days and no L3 were detected. Develop-
ment occurred faster at higher temperatures (Table 1,
Fig. 4). Development rate increased significantly with
temperature according to the equation (e.g., 1/dpi =
-0.557 + 0.0058 T (F(1, 2) = 1297, P < 0.0001), with R2 of
0.99. From equation 1, the threshold temperature was de-
termined as T0 = 9.54 °C (95% CI: 8.25–10.57 °C; based
on 95% CI on model predictions in Fig. 2) and DD was
171.25 (95% CI: 153–194), which are within the range de-
termined for other northern protostrongylids (Table 2).
In the pilot study on larval emergence, L3 emerged

from four of the six slugs maintained individually at 12.5
°C from day 62 to day 87. Two slugs died at day 68, and
no L3 had emerged from these slugs up to that point.
For the remaining four slugs, larval emergence was first
observed at 70 dpi (two slugs) and 74 dpi (two slugs).
Emergence from all four slugs continued to day 83, and
although no emergence was detected on subsequent ob-
servations, L3 were found inside all of the slugs on di-
gestion after they died at days 85 and 87, respectively.

Freezing survival of U. pallikuukensis and V. eleguneniensis L1
L1 of both U. pallikuukensis and V. eleguneniensis had
high freezing survival at all temperatures and all dura-
tions (Fig. 5). There was a high degree of model

Table 1 Study design and results from the experimental infection of Deroceras laeve with Varestrongylus eleguneniensis

Exp.
No.

Temperature (°C)
(Mean ± SD)

Infection dose
(L1/slug)

No. of
slugs

Mean slug
weight ± SD (g)

Slugs examined on
digestion day

Days examined Day first iL3a

observed
% L3-
recoveryb

1 8.5 ± 0.26 200 40 0.09 ± 0.04 1–3 50, 60, 67, 74, 81, 87, 94,
101, 124, 135, 166

NDc –

2 12.5 ± 0.30 200 35 0.10 ± 0.04 3 40, 47, 52, 55, 57, 59, 61,
67

61 10.83

3 15.0 ± 0.30 200 35 0.10 ± 0.03 3 21, 22, 25, 26, 27, 29, 31,
32, 33, 34, 36

31 12.00

4 20.0 ± 0.29 300 35 0.12 ± 0.04 2–3 14, 15, 16, 17, 19 16 18.40

5 24.0 ± 0.32 200 35 0.10 ± 0.04 2–5 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 35 12 13.80
aDays post-infection when at least one intermediate L3 was observed from any one of the slugs digested
bThe percentage of larvae that potentially would have developed into infective L3. This was calculated by dividing the average number of larva per slug on the
first day when the intermediate L3 was observed, with the infection dose (per slug) and multiplied by 100
cNot detected

a

fe

dc

b

Fig. 3 Developing larvae of Varestrongylus eleguneniensis at various
days post-infection (dpi) at 12 °C when observed under 400×
magnification. a First-stage larva at 40 dpi. b Second-stage larva at
47 dpi. c Early third-stage larva at 55 dpi. d Intermediate third-stage
larva at 61 dpi. e Late third-stage larva at 67 dpi. f Emerged third-
stage larva at 72 dpi. Larval stages were differentiated based on Kutz
et al. [25] and Verocai et al. [20]. Scale-bars: 20 μm
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uncertainty, with five of the ten models tested making
up 90% of the cumulative Akaike weight (Table 3).
Temperature and freezing duration were fixed effects in
all five top models and, therefore, were more important
drivers of survival than species (Table 3). Survival de-
creased with increasing freezing duration and decreasing
temperature in the top five models (Table 4). Despite
three of the top models including an effect of species
(Table 2), within each model, the parameter estimate(s)
for species were not significantly different from zero
(Table 4), suggesting the effect of species was weak and
freezing survival of U. pallikuukensis and V. elegunenien-
sis L1 was similar (Fig. 6). The model-averaged predicted
time for 50% mortality of L1 when kept at -25 °C was
653 days (95% CI: 618–677) for U. pallikuukensis and
668 days (95% CI: 631–695) for V. eleguneniensis.

Discussion
Typical to any protostrongylid, the rate of larval devel-
opment for V. eleguneniensis inside the intermediate
host, D. laeve, was positively related to temperature, and
the lower threshold temperature (T0) and the thermal
constant required for development into infective stage
(DD) were within the range determined for other

northern protostrongylids (Table 2). We found that D.
laeve is a good intermediate host for V. eleguneniensis,
and the observed larval establishment and L3 recovery
were substantially better than observed in our laboratory
for the common garden slug, D. reticulatum [38]. On
Victoria Island, where the range of V. eleguneniensis is
rapidly expanding, D. laeve is the only suitable slug
intermediate host that has been documented [35], and a
high rate of larval uptake may be important for success-
ful transmission. The evidence of larval emergence, al-
beit in a pilot study, supports the possibility of an
ecological adaptation by V. eleguneniensis to allow over-
winter transmission, as described for U. pallikuukensis
and, to a lesser extent, for P. odocoilei [26, 27]. The high
freezing survival of both U. pallikuukensis and V. elegu-
neniensis L1 not only provides new information on the
cold hardiness of these parasites, but quantifies these pa-
rameters for use in parasite transmission models. The
rate of larval survival as a function of freezing
temperature and duration is also important for designing
cryopreservation strategies and estimating the larval sur-
vival in frozen samples. The similar ability of U. palli-
kuukensis and V. eleguneniensis to survive freezing for
the extended period is intriguing, as U. pallikuukensis
being a relatively specialized Arctic parasite, was ex-
pected to survive better than V. eleguneniensis, a parasite
more broadly distributed across the sub-Arctic.
Comparing the thermal requirements and freeze toler-

ance between V. eleguneniensis and U. pallikuukensis is
important in the context of their differential rates of
range expansion in the Canadian Arctic Archipelago.
Field surveys suggest slower colonization of V. elegune-
niensis compared to U. pallikuukensis, despite the
former being a multi-host parasite of caribou, muskoxen,
and moose with a greater dispersal potential with mi-
grating caribou [21], compared to the latter, which is
specific to muskoxen, a non-migratory species. While
various ecological and epidemiological factors might in-
fluence the transmission dynamics of these parasites,
their thermal requirements and overwinter survival, and
those of the gastropod intermediate hosts, probably dic-
tate their northern range limit. All else being equal,

Fig. 4 Development rate of Varestrongylus eleguneniensis in
Deroceras laeve from 8.5 to 24 °C. White circles represent the daily
development rates at the specific temperatures, the solid line
represents the fitted linear regression curve, and the dashed line is
the 95% confidence interval in model predictions

Table 2 Development rates of nematodes within the protostrongylidae family

Protostrongylid Intermediate host Regression equation R2 T0 (°C) DD Reference

Varestrongylus eleguneniensis Deroceras laeve y = -0.0557 + 0.0058x 0.99 9.54 171 Present study

Umingmakstrongylus pallikuukensis Deroceras laeve y = -0.0510 + 0.0060x 0.97 8.50 167 [25]

Deroceras reticulatum y = -0.0570 + 0.0060x 0.99 9.50 167 [25]

Parelaphostrongylus odocoilei Deroceras laeve y = -0.0522 + 0.0060x 0.98 8.50 163 [26]

Elaphostrongylus rangiferi Arianta arbustorum y = -0.0410 + 0.0040x 0.99 10.25 250 [48]

Euconulus fulvus y = -0.0330 + 0.0040x 1 8.25 250 [48]

Muellerius capillaris Deroceras reticulatum or Deroceras agrestis y = -0.0250 + 0.0060x 0.96 4.20 167 [68]
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parasite species with lower T0 and DD are likely to ex-
pand their range more quickly and establish at a more
northern latitude. Similarly, the parasite with greater L1
freeze tolerance has survival advantages at higher lati-
tudes. Our findings of higher T0 and DD of V. elegune-
niensis compared to U. pallikuukensis [25] are consistent
with their differential range expansion. As U. pallikuuken-
sis and V. eleguneniensis do not differ in their ability to
survive freezing, it is unlikely that freeze survival is con-
tributing to the differential range expansion. In light of
our findings and the preliminary results on the

distribution of these parasites, it can be hypothesized that
higher thermal requirements are contributing to the
slower northward spread of V. eleguneniensis compared to
U. pallikuukensis. This can be tested and validated by in-
corporating the parameters into models that determine the
fundamental thermal niche for these parasites. However,
our previous work, experimental studies and broad-based
surveys suggest that U. pallikuukensis is much more fecund
than V. eleguneniensis ([38, 45], Kafle, Kutz unpublished
data). This may also contribute to more rapid range expan-
sion of the former parasite. Other life-history traits such as

Fig. 5 Freezing survival of U. pallikuukensis (UP) and V. eleguneniensis (VE) at four sub-zero temperatures and different freezing durations. The
proportion surviving was calculated as the total number of L1 surviving over the total number of initially viable L1 in all wells for that species,
temperature, and day combination. The error bars represent the 95% confidence interval on the proportion, calculated as p ± 1.96*[p*(1-p)/i]
where p is the proportion, and i is the initial viable L1. An experiment could not be performed for V. eleguneniensis at -80 °C because insufficient
larvae of this species were available

Table 3 Summary of the models (binomial GLM, logit link) fitted to experimental data on the survival of U. pallikuukensis and V.
eleguneniensis, including effects of freezing duration (day), temperature (temp), and parasite species (species). Only the top 5 models
comprising 90% of the cumulative Akaike weight were considered

Predictors Model number Ka AIC Δi
b wi

c cum wi
d

Day + temp 1 3 4182.196 0 0.204 0.204

Day*tempe 2 4 4182.276 0.080 0.196 0.401

Day + temp*speciese 3 5 4182.407 0.211 0.183 0.584

Day + temp + species 4 4 4182.617 0.421 0.165 0.750

Day*tempe + species 5 5 4182.648 0.452 0.163 0.913

Day*speciese + temp 6 5 4184.53 2.334 0.064 0.976

Day*temp*speciese 7 8 4186.516 4.320 0.023 0.999

Day + species 8 3 4198.767 16.571 5.15E-05 0.999

Day*speciese 9 4 4200.717 18.521 1.94E-05 0.999

Day 10 2 4202.291 20.095 8.84E-06 1
aK = number of parameters.
bΔi = AIC – min(AIC)
cAkaike weights: wi ¼ expð−0:5ΔiÞ=

X

j

expð−0:5Δ jÞ
dCumulative Akaike weight
eand *, interactive and additive effects included
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infectivity, host abundance, and their interactions, are also
important in the colonization success of invading parasites
[17, 46, 47] and likely play a significant role here as well.
The developmental parameters and freeze tolerance

capabilities among protostrongylids with Arctic and
sub-Arctic distributions are quite comparable -

developmental thresholds lie around T0 = 8 to 10 °C and
L1 are very resistant to lethal effects of freezing [29–32].
Within the narrow range, however, T0 vary among para-
site species and among intermediate hosts within a para-
site species (Table 2). For instance, Elaphostrongylus
rangiferi, a common parasite of wild and semi-domestic

Table 4 Parameter estimates on the scale of the linear predictor from the top models (Table 3)

Model Explanatory variables Estimate SE Adjusted wi
a Cum. adj. wi

1 Intercept -2.63932 0.08059 0.22 0.22

Day -0.00359 0.00053

Temp 0.00822 0.00171

2 Intercept 2.72400 0.01016 0.22 0.43

Day -0.00472 0.00097

Temp 0.01066 0.00244

Day:temp 0.00003 0.00002

3 Intercept 2.61770 0.09395 0.20 0.63

Day -0.00359 0.00053

Temp 0.00852 0.00185

SpeciesVE -0.12535 0.17512

Temp:speciesVE -0.00860 0.00578

4 Intercept 2.58468 0.09098 0.18 0.82

Day -0.00360 0.00053

Temp 0.00764 0.00176

SpeciesVE 0.10576 0.08447

5 Intercept 2.66900 0.10970 0.18 1

Day 0.00474 0.00097

Temp 0.01009 0.00247

SpeciesVE 0.10750 0.08453

Day:temp 0.00003 0.00024
aAdjusted wi is calculated using the formula from Table 3, but only including the five top models in the denominator j

Fig. 6 Model-averaged predictions (Table 2) for the survival of Umingmakstrongylus pallikuukensis (UP) and Varestrongylus eleguneniensis (VE)
relative to freezing duration at -25 °C (a) and relative to temperature if frozen for six months (b)
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reindeer in the Palaearctic region and woodland caribou
of Newfoundland, Canada, and U. pallikuukensis, a sym-
patric protostrongylid, have different temperature
thresholds in different species of intermediate hosts [25,
48]. Based on two studies, the thermal requirement for
development to L3 (DD), however, seems to be constant
within a parasite species regardless of the intermediate
host; DD is the same in different intermediate host spe-
cies for U. pallikuukensis and E. rangiferi [25]. The lit-
erature on the freezing survival of northern
protostrongylids is scarce, but based on at least two
well-designed studies it is clear that northern proto-
strongylids are highly cold tolerant. Shostak & Samuel
[29] reported over 90% survival of P. odocoilei L1 sus-
pended in water and frozen at -25 °C for 280 days. In an-
other study, Lorentzen & Halvorsen [49] did not observe
reduced survival of E. rangiferi L1 when frozen with
water at -20 °C for 360 days, and a similar survival pat-
tern was observed for L1 (in the feces) at -80 °C, frozen
for a similar time. Developmental thresholds and freez-
ing survival of more temperate species seem to be com-
paratively lower. For example: Muellerius capillaris, a
temperate protostrongylid, has a considerably lower T0

(4.2 °C) and is less tolerant to freezing despite being
relatively closely phylogenetically related to U. pallikuu-
kensis [50]. Parelaphostrongylus tenuis, another temper-
ate species, also has a lower freezing tolerance than it
northern counterparts - approximately 70% survival of
L1 when frozen in feces at -15 to -20 °C for 182 days
[32]. In another study, Forrester & Lankester [30] found
that 76% of P. tenuis L1 survive a constant temperature
of -14 °C in the lab when frozen in fecal pellets for four
months. The variation in developmental and survival pa-
rameters among protostrongylid species is most likely a
result of biological differences between both parasite
and host species that are shaped by various ecological
and evolutionary processes [25, 50]. For instance, it has
been suggested that higher T0 for northern protostron-
gylids is an ecological adaptation to the Arctic condi-
tions (e.g. long winter, short transmission period) [51].
Higher T0 ensures that L1 enter the developmental
phase only when the temperature is consistently warm,
thereby increasing the chances of successful develop-
ment to L3 in a single season. This further prevents
mortality of developing larvae (survival of L1 is higher
than L2 and L3 in overwintering intermediate host) and
the intermediate hosts themselves over the winter [51].
The extreme freeze tolerance of U. pallikuukensis and

V. eleguneniensis warrants further explorations on mech-
anisms of freeze resistance. For other nematodes, several
biochemical and physiological mechanisms to survive
freezing have been identified [8, 52–54]. Biochemical
mechanisms include the synthesis of different proteins
(commonly called antifreeze proteins) or cryoprotectants

(e.g. trehalose, glycerol; [9, 55, 56]. Physiological mecha-
nisms include the behavioral strategies to resist the le-
thal effects of freezing, which can be broadly classified
into three types: (i) freeze avoidance (enables body
fluid to remain liquid at temperature below their
melting point); (ii) freeze tolerance (surviving some
degree of ice nucleation in the body); or (iii) cryopro-
tective dehydration (desiccation at low temperatures
to prevent freezing) [9]. We do not know the freezing
survival strategy used by U. pallikuukensis and V. ele-
guneniensis L1, but because the survival was very high
in water, they may employ a freeze-tolerance strategy
and survive inoculative freezing, as described for
other nematodes [52, 57, 58].

Conclusions
The Arctic continues to warm at an unprecedented rate,
driving the emergence and spread of pathogens [19, 59,
60] and thereby escalating the threats on the sustainabil-
ity of native Arctic wildlife [61–63]. Since healthy wild-
life is critical for food safety and security in the northern
communities, it is vital to understand and anticipate fu-
ture trends in emerging diseases in order to devise pro-
active management plans. Ecological models
parameterized with physiological data capture the mech-
anisms behind observed patterns of distribution and
abundance, and are particularly useful as predictive
frameworks for investigating an organism’s response to
climate change [16, 64–67]. Our study provides key de-
velopment and survival parameters of two parasites that
are undergoing rapid range expansion in the Canadian
Arctic, and these parameters can be incorporated into
mechanistic models to describe and forecast the
climate-driven range expansion of these parasites, as
well as to understand the current and future trends of
the infection dynamics. Predicting changes in disease dy-
namics and wildlife health under unprecedented climate
change requires experimental studies such as ours to
elucidate organisms’ ecophysiology in order to
parameterize mechanistic ecological models [18, 33].

Abbreviations
T0: Lower development threshold; DD: Development degree-days; dpi: Days
post-infection; CI: Confidence interval; AIC: Akaike information criterion;
iL3: Intermediate third-stage larvae; SD: Standard deviation; SE: Standard error

Acknowledgements
The authors are grateful to Mickaël Combes, Auguste Condemine, Cassandra
Bruce, Paras Thapa and Angie Schneider for their help during the lab
experiments. The authors also thank Stephanie Behrens, Liam Codey,
Norman Junior Hodgson and Heather Sayine-Crawford for the assistance in
the field. Special thanks to Andy Dobson, Princeton University. Technical and
logistical assistance from James Jian Wang is highly acknowledged.

Funding
The work was supported by scholarships to PK from the NSERC CREATE
Host-Parasite Interactions Grant, NSERC Postdoctoral fellowship to SJP and
Leslie K. Johnson Senior Thesis funding, Canadian Studies Funding and

Kafle et al. Parasites & Vectors  (2018) 11:400 Page 10 of 12



Health Grand Challenge Program (Princeton University) funding to SG. The
research was supported by funding to SK from NSERC Discovery, Northern
Supplement, and Research Tools and Instruments (Grant number: RGPIN/
04171-2014) and ArcticNet Network Center of Excellence (Grant number:
03650-GF099007).

Availability of data and materials
The datasets supporting the conclusions of this article are available in the
Zenodo repository, https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.1193254.

Authors’ contributions
PK performed the experiments, analyzed the data and lead the writing of
the manuscript. KO guided the design of the freezing experiment. SJP
performed the statistical analysis. SG performed two trials for the
development experiment. SK guided study design, implementation, analyses
and writing. All authors contributed to writing and revision of the
manuscript. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Not applicable.

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

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

Author details
1Faculty of Veterinary Medicine, University of Calgary, Calgary, AB, Canada.
2Department of Biological Sciences, Faculty of Science, University of Calgary,
Calgary, AB, Canada. 3Department of Ecology and Evolutionary Biology,
Princeton University, Princeton, NJ, USA.

Received: 15 March 2018 Accepted: 8 June 2018

References
1. Kutz SJ, Hoberg EP, Polley L. A new lungworm in muskoxen: an exploration

in Arctic parasitology. Trends Parasitol. 2001;17:276–80.
2. Gulseth OA, Nilssen KJ. The brief period of spring migration, short marine

residence, and high return rate of a northern Svalbard population of Arctic
char. Trans Am Fish Soc. 2000;129:782–96.

3. Billings W. Constraints to plant growth, reproduction, and establishment in
arctic environments. Arct Alp Res. 1987:357–65.

4. Hoberg EP, Kutz S, Galbreath K, Cook J. Arctic biodiversity: from discovery to
faunal baselines-revealing the history of a dynamic ecosystem. J Parasitol.
2003;89(Suppl):S84–95.

5. Kutz SJ, Hoberg EP, Molnár PK, Dobson A, Verocai GG. A walk on the tundra:
host-parasite interactions in an extreme environment. Int J Parasitol
Parasites Wildl. 2014;3:198–208.

6. Meltofte H. Arctic biodiversity assessment: status and trends in Arctic
biodiversity. In: Conservation of Arctic Flora and Fauna (CAFF); 2013.

7. Willmer P, Stone G, Johnston I. Environmental physiology of animals. John
Wiley & Sons; 2009.

8. Tattersall GJ, Sinclair BJ, Withers PC, Fields PA, Seebacher F, Cooper CE, et al.
Coping with thermal challenges: physiological adaptations to
environmental temperatures. Compr Physiol. 2012;2:2151–202.

9. Perry RN, Wharton DA. Molecular and physiological basis of nematode
survival: CABI; 2011.

10. McSorley R. Adaptations of nematodes to environmental extremes. Fla
Entomol. 2003;86:138–42.

11. Jenkins EJ, Veitch AM, Kutz SJ, Hoberg EP, Polley L. Climate change and the
epidemiology of protostrongylid nematodes in northern ecosystems:
Parelaphostrongylus odocoilei and Protostrongylus stilesi in Dall's sheep (Ovis
d. dalli). Parasitology. 2006;132:387–401.

12. Molnár PK, Kutz SJ, Hoar BM, Dobson AP. Metabolic approaches to
understanding climate change impacts on seasonal host-macroparasite
dynamics. Ecol Lett. 2013;16:9–21.

13. Kutz S, Hoberg EP, Polley L, Jenkins E. Global warming is changing the
dynamics of Arctic host-parasite systems. Proc R Soc Lond [Biol]. 2005;272:
2571–6.

14. Kutz SJ, Jenkins EJ, Veitch AM, Ducrocq J, Polley L, Elkin B, et al. The Arctic
as a model for anticipating, preventing, and mitigating climate change
impacts on host–parasite interactions. Vet Parasitol. 2009;163:217–28.

15. Kutz SJ, Hoberg EP, Polley L, Jenkins EJ. Global warming is changing the
dynamics of Arctic host-parasite systems. Proc Biol Sci. 2005;272:2571–6.

16. Lafferty KD. The ecology of climate change and infectious diseases. Ecology.
2009;90:888–900.

17. Harvell CD, Mitchell CE, Ward JR, Altizer S, Dobson AP, Ostfeld RS, et al.
Climate warming and disease risks for terrestrial and marine biota. Science.
2002;296:2158–62.

18. Hoberg EP, Polley L, Jenkins EJ, Kutz SJ, Veitch AM, Elkin BT. Integrated
approaches and empirical models for investigation of parasitic diseases in
northern wildlife. Emerg Infect Diseases. 2008;14:10–7.

19. Kutz SJ, Checkley S, Verocai GG, Dumond M, Hoberg EP, Peacock R, et al.
Invasion, establishment, and range expansion of two parasitic nematodes in
the Canadian Arctic. Glob Change Biol. 2013;19:3254–62.

20. Verocai GG, Kutz SJ, Simard M, Hoberg EP. Varestrongylus eleguneniensis sp.
n. (Nematoda: Protostrongylidae): a widespread, multi-host lungworm of
wild North American ungulates, with an emended diagnosis for the genus
and explorations of biogeography. Parasit Vectors. 2014;7:22.

21. Kafle P, Leclerc L-M, Anderson M, Davison T, Lejeune M, Kutz S.
Morphological keys to advance the understanding of protostrongylid
biodiversity in caribou (Rangifer spp.) at high latitudes. Int J Parasitol
Parasites Wildl. 2017;6:331–9.

22. Hoberg EP, Polley L, Gunn A, Nishi JS. Umingmakstrongylus pallikuukensis
gen. nov. et sp. nov. (Nematoda: Protostrongylidae) from muskoxen, Ovibos
moschatus, in the central Canadian Arctic, with comments on biology and
biogeography. Can J Zool-Rev Can Zool. 1995;73:2266–82.

23. Kutz S, Garde E, Veitch A, Nagy J, Ghandi F, Polley L. Muskox lungworm
(Umingmakstrongylus pallikuukensis) does not establish in experimentally
exposed thinhorn sheep (Ovis dalli). J Wildl Dis. 2004;40:197–204.

24. Kutz SJ, Asmundsson I, Hoberg EP, Appleyard GD, Jenkins EJ, Beckmen K, et
al. Serendipitous discovery of a novel protostrongylid (Nematoda:
Metastrongyloidea) in caribou, muskoxen, and moose from high latitudes of
North America based on DNA sequence comparisons. Can J Zool-Rev Can
Zool. 2007;85:1143–56.

25. Kutz SJ, Hoberg EP, Polley L. Umingmakstrongylus pallikuukensis (Nematoda:
Protostrongylidae) in gastropods: Larval morphology, morphometrics, and
development rates. J Parasitol. 2001;87:527–35.

26. Jenkins EJ, Kutz SJ, Hoberg EP, Polley L. Bionomics of larvae of
Parelaphostrongylus odocoilei (Nematoda: Protostrongylidae) in experimentally
infected gastropod intermediate hosts. J Parasitol. 2006;92:298–305.

27. Kutz SJ, Hoberg EP, Polley L. Emergence of third-stage larvae of
Umingmakstrongylus pallikuukensis from three gastropod intermediate host
species. J Parasitol. 2000;86:743–9.

28. Molnár PK, Dobson AP, Kutz SJ. Gimme shelter - the relative sensitivity of
parasitic nematodes with direct and indirect life cycles to climate change.
Glob Change Biol. 2013;19:3291–305.

29. Shostak AW, Samuel WM. Moisture and temperature effects on survival and
infectivity of first-stage larvae of Parelaphostrongylus odocoilei and P. tenuis
(Nematoda: Metastrongyloidea). J Parasitol. 1984:261–9.

30. Forrester SG, Lankester MW. Over-winter survival of first-stage larvae of
Parelaphostrongylus tenuis (Nematoda: Protostrongylidae). Can J Zool-Rev
Can Zool. 1998;76:704–10.

31. Forrester DJ, Senger CM. Effect of temperature and humidity on survival of
first-stage Protostrongylus stilesi larvae. Exp Parasitol. 1963;13:83–9.

32. Lankester MW, Anderson RC. Gastropods as intermediate hosts of
Pneumostrongylus tenuis Dougherty of white-tailed deer. Can J Zool. 1968;
46:373–83.

33. Molnár PK, Sckrabulis JP, Altman KA, Raffel TR. Thermal performance curves
and the metabolic theory of ecology-a practical guide to models and
experiments for parasitologists. J Parasitol. 2017;103:423–39.

34. McCoy K. Sampling terrestrial gastropod communities: using estimates of
species richness and diversity to compare two methods. Malacologia. 1999;
41:271–81.

35. Sullivan J. Developing a systematic sampling framework for terrestrial
gastropods in the Canadian Arcitc. Calgary, Alberta. Canada: University of
Calgary; 2016.

Kafle et al. Parasites & Vectors  (2018) 11:400 Page 11 of 12

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.1193254


36. Pilsbry H. Land Mollusca of North America. Vol. 2, Part 2. Philadelphia: The
Academy of Natural Sciences of Philadelphia; 1948.

37. Forrester SG, Lankester MW. Extracting protostrongylid nematode larvae
from ungulate feces. J Wildl Dis. 1997;33:511–6.

38. Kafle P, Sullivan J, Verocai GG, Kutz SJ. Experimental life-cycle of
Varestrongylus eleguneniensis (Nematoda: Protostrongylidae) in a captive
Reindeer (Rangifer tarandus tarandus) and a Muskox (Ovibos moschatus
moschatus). J Parasitol. 2017;103:584–7.

39. Kafle P, Lejeune M, Verocai GG, Hoberg EP, Kutz SJ. Morphological and
morphometric differentiation of dorsal-spined first-stage larvae of
lungworms (Nematoda: Protostrongylidae) infecting muskoxen (Ovibos
moschatus) in the central Canadian Arctic. Int J Parasitol Parasites Wildl.
2015;4:283–90.

40. R Development Core Team. R: A language and environment for statistical
computing. Vienna, Austria: R Foundation for Statistical Computing; 2017.

41. Ikemoto T, Takai K. A new linearized formula for the law of total effective
temperature and the evaluation of line-fitting methods with both variables
subject to error. Environ Entomol. 2000;29:671–82.

42. Campbell A, Frazer B, Gilbert N, Gutierrez A, Mackauer M. Temperature
requirements of some aphids and their parasites. J Appl Ecol. 1974:431–8.

43. Burnham KP, Anderson DR. Multimodel inference: understanding AIC and
BIC in model selection. Sociol Methods Res. 2004;33:261–304.

44. Mazerolle M. AICcmodavg: Model selection and multimodel inference based
on (Q) AIC (c). 2015. R package version. 2014:1.

45. Kutz S, Hoberg EP, Polley L. Experimental infections of muskoxen (Ovibos
moschatus) and domestic sheep with Umingmakstrongylus pallikuukensis
(Nematoda: Protostrongylidae): parasite development, population structure,
and pathology. Can J Zool-Rev Can Zool. 1999;77:1562–72.

46. Barrett LG, Thrall PH, Burdon JJ, Linde CC. Life history determines genetic
structure and evolutionary potential of host-parasite interactions. Trends
Ecol Evol. 2008;23:678–85.

47. Penczykowski RM, Laine AL, Koskella B. Understanding the ecology and
evolution of host–parasite interactions across scales. Evol Appl. 2016;9:37–52.

48. Halvorsen O, Skorping A. The influence of temperature on growth and
development of the nematode Elaphostrongylus rangiferi in the gastropods
Arianta arbustorum and Euconulus fulvus. Oikos. 1982:285–90.

49. Lorentzen G, Halvorsen O. Survival of the first-stage larva of the
metastrongyloid nematode Elaphostrongylus rangiferi under various
conditions of temperature and humidity. Ecography. 1986;9:301–4.

50. Thomas MB, Blanford S. Thermal biology in insect-parasite interactions.
Trends Ecol Evol. 2003;18:344–50.

51. Schjetlein J, Skorping A. The temperature threshold for development of
Elaphostrongylus rangiferi in the intermediate host: an adaptation to winter
survival? Parasitology. 1995;111:103–10.

52. Brown IM, Gaugler R. Cold tolerance of steinernematid and heterorhabditid
nematodes. J Therm Biol. 1996;21:115–21.

53. Wharton DA. Cold tolerance strategies in nematodes. Biol Rev Cambridge
Philosophic Soc. 1995;70:161–85.

54. Seybold A. Molecular adaptation mechanisms in the Antarctic
nematode Panagrolaimus davidi. PhD Thesis. Otago, New Zealand:
University of Otago; 2016.

55. Ali F, Wharton DA. Infective juveniles of the entomopathogenic nematode,
Steinernema feltiae produce cryoprotectants in response to freezing and
cold acclimation. PLoS One. 2015;10:9.

56. Storey KB, Storey JM. Insect cold hardiness: metabolic, gene, and protein
adaptation. Can J Zool-Rev Can Zool. 2012;90:456–75.

57. Wharton DA, Brown IM. Cold-tolerance mechanisms of the antartic
nematode Panagrolaimus davidi. J Exp Biol. 1991;155:629–41.

58. Tyrrell C, Wharton D, Ramløv H, Moller H. Cold tolerance of an endoparasitic
nematode within a freezing-tolerant orthopteran host. Parasitology. 1994;
109:367–72.

59. Ytrehus B, Bretten T, Bergsjo B, Isaksen K. Fatal pneumonia epizootic in
muskox (Ovibos moschatus) in a period of extraordinary weather conditions.
EcoHealth. 2008;5:213–23.

60. Descamps S, Aars J, Fuglei E, Kovacs KM, Lydersen C, Pavlova O, et al.
Climate change impacts on wildlife in a High Arctic archipelago - Svalbard,
Norway. Glob Change Biol. 2017;23:490–502.

61. Bradley M, Kutz SJ, Jenkins E, O'Hara TM. The potential impact of climate
change on infectious diseases of Arctic fauna. Int J Circumpolar Health.
2005;64:468–77.

62. Burek KA, Gulland FM, O'Hara TM. Effects of climate change on Arctic
marine mammal health. Ecol Appl. 2008;18(Suppl):S126–34.

63. Kutz S, Rowell J, Adamczewski J, Gunn A, Cuyler C, Aleuy OA, et al. Muskox
health ecology symposium 2016: gathering to share knowledge on
Umingmak in a time of rapid change. Arctic. 2017;70:225–36.

64. Koenigstein S, Mark FC, Gößling-Reisemann S, Reuter H, Poertner HO.
Modelling climate change impacts on marine fish populations: process-
based integration of ocean warming, acidification and other environmental
drivers. Fish Fish. 2016;17:972–1004.

65. Kearney M, Porter W. Mechanistic niche modelling: combining physiological
and spatial data to predict species' ranges. Ecol Lett. 2009;12:334–50.

66. Dobson A, Molnár PK, Kutz S. Climate change and Arctic parasites. Trends
Parasitol. 2015;31:181–8.

67. Buckley LB, Waaser SA, MacLean HJ, Fox R. Does including physiology
improve species distribution model predictions of responses to recent
climate change? Ecology. 2011;92:2214–21.

68. Rose J. Observations on the larval stages of Muellerius capillaris within the
intermediate hosts Agriolimax agrestis and A. reticulatus. J Helminthol. 1957;
31:1–16.

Kafle et al. Parasites & Vectors  (2018) 11:400 Page 12 of 12


	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusion

	Background
	Methods
	Temperature-dependent development of V. eleguneniensis
	Source of gastropods and larvae
	Slug infection with V. eleguneniensis L1
	Slug digestion and larval examination

	Freezing survival of U. pallikuukensis and V. eleguneniensis L1
	Sources of L1
	Experimental design and larval observation

	Data analysis

	Results
	Temperature-dependent development of V. eleguneniensis
	Freezing survival of U. pallikuukensis and V. eleguneniensis L1

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Abbreviations
	Acknowledgements
	Funding
	Availability of data and materials
	Authors’ contributions
	Ethics approval and consent to participate
	Competing interests
	Publisher’s Note
	Author details
	References

