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Abstract

The Neotropical myrmecophytic tree Cordia alliodora hosts symbiotic Azteca ants in

most of its widespread range. The taxonomy of the genus Azteca is notoriously difficult,

which has frequently obscured species identity in ecological studies. We used sequence

data from one mitochondrial and four nuclear loci to infer phylogenetic relationships,

patterns of geographic distribution, and timing of diversification for 182 colonies of five

C. alliodora-dwelling Azteca species from Mexico to Colombia. All morphological

species were recovered as monophyletic, but we identified at least five distinct genetic

lineages within the most abundant and specialized species, Azteca pittieri. Mitochon-

drial and nuclear data were concordant at the species level, but not within species.

Divergence time analyses estimated that C. alliodora-dwelling Azteca shared a common

ancestor approximately 10–22 million years ago, prior to the proposed arrival of the host

tree in Middle America. Diversification in A. pittieri occurred in the Pleistocene and was

not correlated with geographic distance, which suggests limited historical gene flow

among geographically restricted populations. This contrasts with the previously reported

lack of phylogeographic structure at this spatial scale in the host tree. Climatic niches,

and particularly precipitation-related variables, did not overlap between the sites

occupied by northern and southern lineages of A. pittieri. Together, these results suggest

that restricted gene flow among ant populations may facilitate local adaptation to

environmental heterogeneity. Differences in population structure between the ants and

their host trees may profoundly affect the evolutionary dynamics of this widespread

ant–plant mutualism.
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Introduction
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depend on the genetic diversity of the mutualistic
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symbiotic ant–plant mutualisms, host plants provide

space and food for nesting ant colonies, and ants provide

protection against herbivores and encroaching vegetation

(Heil & McKey 2003). The dynamics of these interactions

may be affected by asymmetries in rates of evolution

between host plants and symbiotic ants at both small

(Palmer et al. 2010; Orivel et al. 2011) and large (Quek

et al. 2007; Léotard et al. 2009) geographic scales.

Azteca (Dolichoderinae) is an exclusively Neotropical

genus of arboreal ants, perhaps best known for the

symbiotic associations that some species form with
� 2012 Blackwell Publishing Ltd
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Cecropia (Urticaceae) trees (Longino 1991). Other species

of Azteca build carton nests or ant gardens, and some

are specialized symbionts of other myrmecophytic

plants, including two in the genus Cordia (Boragina-

ceae). There may be considerable unrecognized genetic

diversity in Azteca; high species diversity [approxi-

mately 100 extant species (Bolton et al. 2007)] and intra-

specific morphological variation have hindered

taxonomy and systematics of the genus (Longino 1991,

1996, 2007). To date, there is one molecular phylogeny

of Azteca with eight species, six of which are Cecropia

specialists (Ayala et al. 1996).

The myrmecophytic tree Cordia alliodora is widely dis-

tributed in Neotropical forests from Mexico to Argentina.

The trees host Azteca ant colonies in hollow stem nodes,

known as ‘domatia,’ in which ants also tend honeydew-

producing scale insects (Wheeler 1942). The ants, in turn,

can defend the trees from leaf herbivory (Tillberg 2004;

Trager & Bruna 2006; Pringle et al. 2011). Of the 29

species included in a full revision of Costa Rican

Azteca (Longino 2007), at least five species can inhabit

C. alliodora stem domatia; these include three generalist

stem nesters (Azteca beltii Emery 1893, Azteca nigricans

Forel 1899, Azteca velox Forel 1899) and two specialists

that are only known to nest in C. alliodora (Azteca oecocor-

dia Longino 2007 and Azteca pittieri Forel 1899). In Middle

America, C. alliodora trees can also host generalist stem-

nesting species of Crematogaster, Camponotus, and Pseudo-

myrmex, as well as the specialist Cephalotes setulifer Emery

1894 (Longino 1996). Of the non-specialists, A. beltii is

the most common in Costa Rica (Longino 1996).

Throughout Mexico and Central America, the specialized

A. pittieri are the most common ants to occupy C. alliodo-

ra trees (Longino 1996). The range of A. pittieri extends

from Mexico to Panama (Longino 2007).

Within A. pittieri, there is geographic variation in

both morphological (Longino 1996) and behavioural

(Pringle et al. 2011) traits. Morphological variation in

queen head size in A. pittieri has been detected within

Costa Rica (Longino 1996, 2007), but variation that is

restricted to head size may result from different local

selective pressures without representing reproductive

isolation (Longino 1996; Léotard et al. 2009). Longino

(1996, 2007) thus described A. pittieri as a single taxo-

nomic unit, but recognized the potential for cryptic spe-

cies. In addition to morphological variation, our studies

of the mutualism between C. alliodora and A. pittieri

from Mexico to Costa Rica have revealed considerable

geographic variation in traits of ants, including colony

size and defensive behaviour, that affect how well ants

defend the host tree (Pringle et al. 2011).

The coevolutionary dynamics of mutualisms across

their geographic distributions depend on the evolution-

ary history and biogeography of the interacting clades,
� 2012 Blackwell Publishing Ltd
as well as on levels of gene flow across heterogeneous

landscapes within species (Thompson 2005). Because

tropical ants often belong to diverse genera that display

cryptic morphological variation (e.g., Ross et al. 2010)

and discordance between morphospecies and gene trees

(Feldhaar et al. 2003; Quek et al. 2004), it has been chal-

lenging to investigate patterns of codiversification

between mutualistic ant and plant partners (but see,

e.g., Chenuil & McKey 1996; Quek et al. 2004; Gómez-

Acevedo et al. 2010). Within pairs of interacting species,

asymmetries in gene flow may cause important asym-

metries in local adaptation (Hoeksema & Thompson

2007), but it is difficult to predict a priori the phylogeo-

graphic patterns of any given species (Smith et al. 2011;

Thompson & Rich 2011). It remains unclear whether

asymmetries in population structure between mutualis-

tic partners are typical, and what the consequences of

the presence or absence of such asymmetries may be

for geographically widespread mutualisms.

Due in part to its importance to agroforestry, there

have been several informative studies of the population

genetics and phylogeography of C. alliodora across its

broad range (Boshier et al. 1995; Chase et al. 1995;

Rymer et al. in press). Although C. alliodora can be

found in rainforests and disturbed habitats, it is most

common in seasonally dry tropical forests (Gottschling

et al. 2005) and may have originated in the dry forests

of South America (Rymer et al. in press). In dry forests,

the highly seasonal, limited annual rainfall (approxi-

mately 800–1600 mm) creates a favourably sparse can-

opy for the shade-intolerant C. alliodora (Menalled et al.

1998). Seeds of C. alliodora are wind-dispersed, and a

recent phylogeographic study of populations across the

tree’s entire range found very little genetic structure,

indicating gene flow between populations as widely

separated as Mexico and Brazil (Rymer et al. in press).

Rymer et al. (in press) propose that C. alliodora may

have dispersed to Central America as recently as 3 mil-

lion years ago, subsequent to the uplift of the tropical

Andes and the formation of the Panama Isthmus.

In this study, we aim to elucidate the geographic pat-

terns and timing of diversification of the Azteca associates

of C. alliodora in the northern Neotropics, as well as to

investigate the population structure of A. pittieri, the

most common mutualistic symbiont in Middle America.

We collected Azteca ants from C. alliodora trees between

Jalisco, Mexico and Colombia, covering the entire known

range of A. pittieri. We reconstructed the relationships

among Azteca lineages using molecular phylogenetic

analyses based on one mitochondrial and four nuclear

loci, estimated the timing of diversification of well-sup-

ported lineages, and investigated the population genetic

structure of A. pittieri from Mexico to Costa Rica. We

then compared these results to what is known about the



3578 E. G. PRINGLE ET AL.
host tree. We asked: (i) Does the phylogenetic tree sup-

port monophyly of morphological species? (ii) Do

nuclear and mitochondrial markers reconstruct similar

relationships among and within species? (iii) Does the

timing of diversification in Middle American Azteca coin-

cide with the arrival of C. alliodora, with known lowland

biogeographic barriers, or with Pleistocene climate

changes? (iv) Does the common mutualist A. pittieri

show phylogeographic structure, and, if so, does this pat-

tern reflect barriers to gene flow or isolation by distance?

(v) Do A. pittieri lineages segregate across current cli-

matic regimes in Middle American dry forests?
Materials and methods

Collection of samples

We collected Azteca ants from 182 colonies in Cordia alli-

odora trees from 33 localities (Fig. 1; Appendix S1, Sup-

porting information). Host trees were located in forests,

farms, pastures, and roadsides. For each tree, we noted

the locality using a hand-held GPS unit. Ants were col-

lected by trimming 1–3 subterminal domatia from tree

branches and immediately placing domatia in collecting

vials. The domatia were placed in a freezer for 1–3 h

and then dissected; ants were stored in 95% ethanol

until subsequent DNA extraction. Ants were collected

without regard to species identity; our data thus reflect

the relative abundances of different Azteca species. Vou-

cher specimens are currently held in research collec-

tions of E.G. Pringle and J.T. Longino; ultimately, they

will be deposited in major museum collections.
DNA sequence data

We sequenced DNA fragments from five loci (approxi-

mately 4 kb), using both nuclear and mitochondrial

DNA. These loci comprised four nuclear regions:

approximately 0.6 kb of Elongation Factor 1-alpha F1

copy (EF1aF1), approximately 0.55 kb of Long-Wave-

length Rhodopsin (LWRh), and approximately 0.6 kb

Wingless (wg); approximately 1.2 kb of the nuclear ribo-

somal internal transcribed spacer region 2 (ITS-2); and

one mitochondrial gene, approximately 1 kb of Cyto-

chrome Oxidase 1 (CO1). All three single-copy nuclear

genes (EF1aF1, LWRh, wg) included one intron.

Genomic DNA was isolated from individual worker

ants using a QIAGEN DNeasy kit with the standard pro-

tocol for animal tissues. Primers for each fragment are

listed in Table S1 (Supporting information). PCRs were

conducted using a 25-lL mix of 10 · buffer, 25 mM

MgCl, 2 mM dNTPs, 10 lM primers, 1 unit of Taq DNA

polymerase, and approximately 50 ng of DNA.

PCR amplification for each fragment began with initial
denaturation at 94 �C for 2 min, followed by 35–40 cycles

of: denaturation at 95 �C for 30–60 s; annealing at 45 �C

(CO1), 59 �C (wg), 60 �C (ITS-2, EF1aF1), or 62 �C (LWRh)

for 30–60 s; and extension at 72 �C for 1–2 min; followed

by final elongation at 72 �C for 2–6 min. PCR products

were checked by electrophoresis on a 1% low-melting

point agarose gel. Products were then purified using

exonuclease and shrimp phosphatase and sequenced

directly on an Applied Biosystem Genetic Analyzer

Model 3730xl. All fragments were sequenced in both

directions, and additional internal sequencing primers

were used for the two longest fragments, CO1 and ITS-2

(Table S1, Supporting information). All sequences were

deposited in GenBank with the following accession num-

bers (JQ867506–JQ868413).

Sequences were aligned and manually edited using the

software package GENEIOUS v5.4 (Drummond et al. 2011).

A Cecropia-dwelling outgroup, Azteca ovaticeps (voucher

code B224) was also collected in Guanacaste, Costa Rica,

and sequenced as indicated above. Additional outgroup

taxa, identified from the literature, included Azteca

instabilis, A. ovaticeps, Azteca schimperi, Gracilidris pomb-

ero, and Linepithema humile from Ward et al. (2010) and

an unidentified Azteca species from Moreau et al. (2006).

The corresponding sequences were downloaded from

GenBank. All sequences were aligned in GENEIOUS v5.4

using the MUSCLE alignment function with default set-

tings (Drummond et al. 2011). We manually edited this

alignment and added intron ⁄ exon and codon position

information in MACCLADE v4.06 (Maddison & Maddison

2000). Alignments are available at TREEBASE (#S12472) and

Dryad (doi:10.5061/dryad.p8n5kb15).
Phylogenetic analyses

For the 182 Azteca colonies and all outgroups, we used

tree-based methods to reconstruct relationships among

species. Genetic distances were calculated separately for

nuclear and mitochondrial sequence data using the

GTR model of sequence evolution in PAUP* v4.0b10

(Swofford 2002). Parsimony and maximum-likelihood

methods recovered relationships similar to those recon-

structed by Bayesian methods and are not discussed

further here. Prior to Bayesian analyses, we determined

the appropriate models of sequence evolution for our

data using the Akaike Information Criterion (AIC)

(Posada & Buckley 2004), implemented in MrModel-

Test2.3 (Nylander 2004). Results are summarized in

Table S2 (Supporting information). All phylogenetic

analyses were run on the freely available computer

cluster Bioportal (http://www.bioportal.uio.no).

Bayesian analyses were conducted on concatenated

sequence matrices of all five markers, of the mitochon-

drial CO1 marker, and of the four nuclear markers
� 2012 Blackwell Publishing Ltd
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Fig. 1 Bayesian phylogram of Azteca ants collected from Cordia alliodora trees and outgroups based on all five loci, and the geo-

graphic distribution of the supported lineages. Tree nodes marked with black dots indicate posterior probabilities of 1; numbers indi-

cate posterior probabilities <1. Lineages are named according to species identity or, within Azteca pittieri, to geographic location.

Coloured shapes on the map correspond to collection localities and are identified on the phylogeny. Collection localities are identi-

fied by abbreviations (see Appendix S1, Supporting information). Lines identified by ‘N-S break’ indicate where the split between

northern and southern lineages occurred in the mitochondrial and nuclear data sets, respectively.

PHYLOGEOGRAP HY OF AZTECA PLANT-ANTS 3579

� 2012 Blackwell Publishing Ltd



3580 E. G. PRINGLE ET AL.
using MRBAYES v3.1 (Ronquist & Huelsenbeck 2003). In

each of these analyses, the mitochondrial locus CO1

was partitioned by codon position, and the nuclear

markers were partitioned by coding and noncoding

regions (Table S2, Supporting information). For all anal-

yses, we conducted two independent runs with four

chains. For CO1, we set heated chain tempera-

ture = 0.25, to run for 2 · 107 generations, sampling

every 2000 generations. For analysis of all five markers

and of only the four nuclear markers, we set heated

chain temperature = 0.20, to run for 3 · 107 generations,

sampling every 3000 generations. When the analyses

reached completion, log files were verified for conver-

gence between both runs, and trees were summarized

in TREEANNOTATOR V1.6.1 from the BEAST v1.6.1 package

(Drummond & Rambaut 2007) with 10% burnin.

For each resulting lineage in the phylogenetic tree, JT

Longino helped us to identify the species morphologi-

cally using alate females or queens from colonies where

they had been collected in combination with workers.
Divergence time analysis

To estimate divergence times, we used concatenated

sequences from all five markers, with separate parti-

tions for CO1, nuclear coding sequences, and nuclear

noncoding sequences. We performed the dating analysis

using Bayesian MCMC methods in BEAST v1.6.1

(Drummond & Rambaut 2007) and ran analyses on the

Bioportal computer cluster (http://www.bioportal.

uio.no). We constrained lineages that were recovered

with posterior probabilities ‡0.99 in Bayesian analyses

to be monophyletic, defined a monophyletic ingroup

excluding L. humile, and used the model of sequence

evolution GTR + I + G with estimated base frequencies

for all three partitions (Table S2, Supporting informa-

tion). We used an uncorrelated lognormal relaxed-clock

model with two calibration points based on the fossil-

calibrated tree of Ward et al. (2010). We calibrated the

root age (the divergence between L. humile and the

ingroup) to 47 ± 8 million years (Myr) and the time to

most recent common ancestor of the ingroup, including

G. pombero and all Azteca, to 43 ± 9 Myr. Age calibra-

tions were assigned LaPlace distributions (BEAST

priors: mean = 47 or 43, respectively; scale = 3 or 3.5,

respectively). The analysis was run for 8 · 107 genera-

tions, sampling every 8000 generations, with the mean

of the branch rates (ucld.mean) set to a uniform prior

distribution of initial value 0.001 (lower = 0; upper = 1).

We used a coalescent tree prior for populations of con-

stant size. When the analysis reached completion, we

checked the trace files in TRACER V1.5 (Rambaut & Drum-

mond 2009) for convergence and verified that Effective

Sample Size (ESS) for all parameters was ‡200. All
parameters reached ESS above 200 with these settings

except for the parameter describing the partition for

nuclear noncoding sequences, which reached only 154.

We ran the analysis again with 1 · 108 generations,

sampling every 10 000 generations, and although there

was no change in estimated node ages, the ESS for

nuclear noncoding sequence did not improve substan-

tially, so here we present the results from the first run.

The 10 000 resulting trees from each run were summa-

rized in TREEANNOTATOR V1.6.1 (Drummond & Rambaut

2007) with 10% burnin.
Population genetic analyses

Our phylogenetic analyses recovered Azteca pittieri as a

monophyletic clade composed of 144 individual colo-

nies with several strongly supported, geographically

restricted lineages. We investigated the geographic pop-

ulation structure in these 144 colonies. To generate

haplotypes from our sequence data for each of the four

nuclear markers, single nucleotide polymorphisms were

coded as ambiguities, extensive gaps with ambiguous

alignments were removed, and haplotypes were recon-

structed using the PHASE algorithm (Stephens et al.

2001), as implemented in the software package DNASP V5

(Librado & Rozas 2009).

To determine how many distinct population clusters

were supported by the data, we examined population

structure in the software STRUCTURE v2.3.3 (Pritchard

et al. 2000), run on the Bioportal computer cluster

(http://www.bioportal.uio.no). The program uses a

Bayesian method to predict the number of distinct

genetic clusters (K) in the data. We collapsed sequence

data for each of the five loci into unique haplotype

codes by importing DNA sequences to TCS v1.21

(Clement et al. 2000). From the resulting parsimony net-

work, each distinct group of haplotypes was manually

assigned a unique number. Numbers were then

assigned to the two alleles of each individual. For mito-

chondrial CO1, the second allele was coded as missing

data. Because of the presence of some rare alleles, we

estimated the parameter k in a preliminary run with

K = 1 and then set k to this estimated value (0.959) for

subsequent runs. All other parameters were set to pro-

gram defaults for unlinked loci and correlated allele fre-

quencies (Falush et al. 2003). For each proposed K, we

conducted 20 runs of 1 · 107 steps with 10% burnin.

Preliminary runs suggested that these run lengths were

sufficient to reach stationarity. The results were

imported into Structure Harvester v0.6.8 (Earl & von-

Holdt 2011), which allowed us to select the number of

clusters by simultaneously evaluating the estimated

posterior probability of the data and the DK statistic of

Evanno et al. (2005). Finally, population and individual
� 2012 Blackwell Publishing Ltd
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output files were summarized in CLUMPP V1.1.2 (Jakobs-

son & Rosenberg 2007), using the Greedy algorithm

with 10 000 random input orders. Graphical output was

produced using DISTRUCT V1.1 (Rosenberg 2004).

Estimates of nucleotide diversity (p), population differ-

entiation (FSTs), and molecular variance (AMOVA) were

determined separately for nuclear and mitochondrial

markers using ARLEQUIN V3.5 (Excoffier & Lischer 2010).

The four nuclear genes were concatenated for all analy-

ses. The 144 A. pittieri individuals were divided into nine

populations for estimates of p and pairwise FST based on

geographically and genetically homogenous areas

(Fig. 1; Table 1). Significance of pairwise FST values was

based on 110 permutations. For AMOVA, we separated

the five Costa Rican individuals whose nuclear haplo-

types were distinct from the rest of the Costa Rican indi-

viduals into a separate ‘population’ to group populations

by genetic clusters defined in STRUCTURE. AMOVAs were

conducted under a Kimura 2-parameter model of

sequence evolution with 1000 permutations.

We tested whether populations of A. pittieri experi-

enced demographic expansion by examining neutrality

of mitochondrial sequences under Tajima’s D (Tajima

1989a,b) and Fu’s F-test (Fu 1997). For populations that

were significantly non-neutral under one or both of these

tests, we looked for evidence of sudden population

expansion using mismatch distribution analysis (Slatkin

& Hudson 1991; Rogers & Harpending 1992). The mis-

match distribution tests whether the distribution of the

observed number of pairwise differences differs signifi-

cantly from the unimodal distribution expected under a

model of sudden expansion. Significance of the deviation

of the observed pattern from the expected pattern was

determined by 5000 bootstrap replicates (Schneider &

Excoffier 1999). All demographic analyses were con-

ducted using ARLEQUIN V3.5 (Excoffier & Lischer 2010).

To test for isolation by distance in A. pittieri, we per-

formed a Mantel Test between FST values among the

nine populations and geographic distances, calculated

using the average latitude and longitude coordinates for
Table 1 Pairwise FST values for the nine geographically defined pop

nal; mitochondrial indices are below the diagonal

Chamela Guerrero Huatulco Ist Tehuantepec Lo

Chamela 0.0756 0.3900 0.6525 0.

Guerrero 0.7512 0.3050 0.6749 0.

Huatulco 0.8435 0.7688 0.7228 0.

Ist Tehuantepec 0.8388 0.6494 0.8721 0.

Los Tuxtlas 0.8446 0.6670 0.8920 0.9404

El Salvador 0.8281 0.6714 0.8367 0.3303 0.

N Nicaragua 0.8637 0.7063 0.8898 0.7261 0.

S Nicaragua 0.9326 0.8767 0.9577 0.9779 0.

Costa Rica 0.6668 0.6315 0.6918 0.5715 0.

� 2012 Blackwell Publishing Ltd
the geographic area and geodesic distances in km for the

WGS84 ellipsoid (Karney 2011) using the online tool

(http://geographiclib.sourceforge.net/cgi-bin/Geod).

Mantel tests were performed using a Monte-Carlo test

with 9999 replicates in the ade4 package (Dray & Dufour

2007) of R v2.14.0 (R Development Core Team R 2011).
Climatic niche analysis

To investigate whether climatic niches were distinct for

different genetic lineages of A. pittieri, we downloaded

data on 19 bioclimatic variables for the years approxi-

mately 1950–2000, interpolated to 1-km resolution for

the entire study area, from WorldClim.org (Hijmans

et al. 2005a). We extracted the values for each of these

19 variables from our GPS locations of each of our col-

lection sites in DIVA-GIS v7.4 (Hijmans et al. 2005b). We

extracted the principal components of these 19 variables

using JMP 8.0.2 (SAS Institute 2009) and visually exam-

ined the overlap of climatic niche space among the

genetic lineages of A. pittieri.
Results

Sequence data

The final matrix included individuals from 182 colonies

collected from Cordia alliodora, a second individual

worker from one of those colonies (B054), and seven

outgroup taxa for a total of 190 tips. Within individuals

sequenced for this study, there were no completely

missing sequences for CO1 or ITS-2, one missing

sequence each for wg and LWRh, and only four missing

sequences for EF1aF1. The entire matrix consisted of

4432 characters including gaps because of indels; 607 of

the variable characters in the matrix were parsimony

informative. Characteristics for all sequenced fragments

are listed in Table S2 (Supporting information).

Pairwise distances of both nuclear markers and CO1

reflected previous taxonomic hypotheses, with the most
ulations of Azteca pittieri. Nuclear indices are above the diago-

s Tuxtlas El Salvador N Nicaragua S Nicaragua Costa Rica

6565 0.6515 0.5355 0.4863 0.6667

6963 0.6780 0.5776 0.5444 0.7159

7829 0.7111 0.6126 0.5659 0.7696

9553 0.4727 0.7401 0.5831 0.8930

0.7176 0.6806 0.4619 0.6242

6846 0.4671 0.3864 0.7922

9074 0.2214 0.3447 0.7202

9839 0.9498 0.9782 0.4727

5986 0.6132 0.6276 0.1416
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divergence between Azteca and the outgroup species

Linepithema humile, and the least divergence among lin-

eages in the Azteca pittieri complex (Table S3, Support-

ing information).
Phylogenetic reconstruction

All currently recognized morphological species, includ-

ing A. pittieri, were recovered as monophyletic in con-

catenated, mitochondrial, and nuclear trees (Figs 1 and

2). At least nine lineages of C. alliodora-dwelling Azteca

were recovered with high support, with at least five lin-

eages hypothesized to form the A. pittieri complex

(Figs 1 and 2). A deep split was recovered between

A. pittieri lineages in the northern and southern parts of

their Middle American range.

Among lineages that fall outside the A. pittieri group,

there were four C. alliodora-dwelling species, morpho-

logically identified as: (i) Azteca quadraticeps Longino

2007; a recently described species known only from

queens, collected as a newly colonized queen without

workers in Costa Rica; (ii) Azteca nigricans Forel 1899, a

generalist live-stem dweller, collected in Costa Rica and

Colombia (orange lineage); (iii) Azteca beltii Emery 1893,

another generalist live-stem dweller and the second

most common ant symbiont after A. pittieri, whose dis-

tribution ranged from Costa Rica to southern and east-

ern Mexico (grey lineage); and (iv) Azteca oecocordia

Longino 2007; which was recently described as another

C. alliodora specialist (Longino 2007), and of which we

discovered only one individual colony in the Santa

Elena area around the Monteverde Cloud Forest in Costa

Rica, similar to the restricted distributional pattern

reported by Longino (2007). Azteca forelii Emery 1893 was

collected in Nicaragua (voucher EGP160) and was recov-

ered as sister to A. nigricans, but it was collected in a bro-

ken C. alliodora domatium. Thus, we cannot be sure that

the colony was actually nesting in C. alliodora, rather

than forming carton nests on the trees, which is believed

to be its usual nesting habit (Longino 2007). Sister to

A. forelii, we collected two individuals from Oaxaca,

Mexico, that are probably at least one, if not two, addi-

tional species (vouchers EGP91 and EGP121; Fig. S1;

Appendix S1, Supporting information), but no female re-

productives were collected from these colonies, and their

identification remains uncertain.

Within A. pittieri, there was strong support for a split

between northern and southern lineages that occurred

near Southern Nicaragua in concatenated, mitochon-

drial, and nuclear trees (Figs 1 and 2). In the concate-

nated and mitochondrial trees (Fig. 1), individuals

collected from the north (Mexico to Northern Nicaragua)

formed four well-supported lineages, each of which was

associated with distinct geographic ranges. These were:
(i) a widespread lineage of A. pittieri that was collected

from Northern Nicaragua, El Salvador, the Isthmus of

Tehuantepec in Mexico, and Los Tuxtlas in eastern

Mexico (white lineage); (ii) A. pittieri collected in

Huatulco National Park, Oaxaca, Mexico (red lineage);

(iii) A. pittieri collected in southern Guerrero and north-

western Oaxaca, Mexico (black lineage); and (iv) A. pit-

tieri collected in the Chamela-Cuixmala Biosphere

Reserve in Jalisco, Mexico (yellow lineage). In contrast,

the nuclear tree exhibited strong support for a lineage

that did not differentiate between individuals from Cha-

mela and Guerrero (Fig. 2). In addition, in the nuclear

tree, individuals from the Isthmus of Tehuantepec

grouped with Huatulco individuals (Fig. 2), rather than

grouping with the widespread, white lineage (Fig. 1).

Individuals collected from the south (Southern Nica-

ragua to Costa Rica) appeared to form at least two

well-supported lineages (Figs 1 and 2), but the relation-

ships recovered among individuals in this part of the

range depended on whether the sequence data used in

the analysis were mitochondrial or nuclear (Fig. 2). In

the concatenated and mitochondrial trees, the split

between northern and southern lineages occurred

between Southern and Northern Nicaraguan popula-

tions, whereas in the nuclear tree, the split occurred

between Nicaragua and Costa Rica (Figs 1 and 2). In

addition, the mitochondrial data recovered a lineage

with strong support that was sister to the rest of

A. pittieri, composed of eight individuals from Santa

Elena and Palo Verde, Costa Rica (purple lineage;

Fig. 1, Fig. S1, Appendix S1, Supporting information).

In contrast, the nuclear tree recovered these individuals

together with those from Northwestern Costa Rica

(Fig. 2). The nuclear tree recovered a distinct lineage of

five individuals from Santa Elena, Arenal, and ACG,

Costa Rica (brown lineage; Fig. 1, Fig. S1; Appen-

dix S1, Supporting information), which received only

weak support in the mitochondrial tree (Fig. 2).

When mitochondrial and nuclear sequence data were

considered separately, posterior support values for the

monophyly of lineages were much higher than support

values for relationships among lineages (Fig. 2). The

nuclear tree, in particular, exhibited extremely low sup-

port values, illustrative of the smaller proportion of par-

simony informative variable sites found in nuclear

genes in comparison with mitochondrial CO1 (Table S2,

Supporting information).
Divergence times

Azteca symbiotic ants began to diversify in the Neogene,

but much of the intraspecific diversification in A. pittieri

occurred in the Pleistocene. The results from our

relaxed molecular clock analysis conducted in BEAST
� 2012 Blackwell Publishing Ltd
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indicated that the C. alliodora-dwelling Azteca shared a

most recent common ancestor that lived during the

Miocene (approximately 10–22 Ma), and A. pittieri

shared a most recent common ancestor during the late

Miocene or Pliocene (approximately 2.8–6.6 Ma)

(Fig. 3). Diversification within A. pittieri lineages in

Middle America was much more recent, with most

recent common ancestors for Mexican and Northern

Central-American lineages extending to the early Pleis-

tocene (approximately 2 Ma), and for Costa Rican lin-

eages extending to the late Pleistocene (approximately

0.2–0.7 Ma) (Table S4, Supporting information).
Population genetics of Azteca pittieri

Population genetic analyses supported five genetically

differentiated groups of A. pittieri with relatively stable

demographic histories and nonsignificant isolation by
� 2012 Blackwell Publishing Ltd
distance among groups. There was strong support for

distinct genetic clusters within the A. pittieri clade

based on the analyses conducted in STRUCTURE. The DK

statistic of Evanno et al. (2005) suggested that there

were between three and five clusters (DK = 4.27, 4.03,

2.10, and 0.15 for K = 3–6, respectively). The posterior

probabilities of the data suggested that improvement in

the model began to approach its asymptote at K = 6,

providing some support for the interpretation that there

were in fact five genetic clusters (Pritchard et al. 2000,

2007). Because DK is strongly influenced by the stan-

dard deviation of the posterior probability of all runs

for each inferred value of K, and standard deviations

may increase in complex data sets, we investigated

which individuals in the data set were separated into

distinct clusters when we set K = 4 or 5 and reran sim-

plified subsets of the data including these individuals

through STRUCTURE. In both cases, the additional clusters,
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which separated the individuals from Huatulco (K = 4)

and those from Los Tuxtlas and five of the 74 individu-

als from Costa Rica (K = 5), were strongly supported by

these additional runs. Thus, our data appear to support

a value of K = 5 (Fig. 4); these five groups approxi-

mately corresponded to five of the six primary lineages

in the Bayesian nuclear tree (Fig. 2).

Coinciding with the strong support values for these

lineages in the tree-based analyses, most of the individ-

uals from these five groups showed very low levels of

admixture (Fig. 4). Only individuals from the Isthmus

of Tehuantepec were not given a majority assignment

to one of the five clusters. There was evidence for one
potential migrant from Costa Rica to Southern Nicara-

gua (blue line in S. Nicaragua cluster in Fig. 4).

Nucleotide diversity (p) averaged 0.229% for nuclear

loci and 0.834% for mitochondrial CO1 for all A. pittieri

samples (Table 2). For nuclear loci, pairwise FST values

ranged from 0.0756 between Chamela and Guerrero to

0.9553 between Los Tuxtlas and the Isthmus of Tehuan-

tepec (Table 1). For mitochondrial CO1, pairwise FST

values ranged from 0.1416 between South Nicaragua

and Costa Rica to 0.9839 between South Nicaragua and

Los Tuxtlas (Table 1). All pairwise FST values were sig-

nificant at the P < 0.05 level. The molecular variance

analysis of the four nuclear loci showed strong and
� 2012 Blackwell Publishing Ltd
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Table 2 Sample size, nucleotide diver-

sity, and tests of neutrality for Azteca

pittieri populations. Note that the 5%

critical significance value of Fu’s Fs is

0.02

Population N

Nucleotide diversity (p)

(Nuclear ⁄ C01) Tajima’s D Fu’s Fs test

Chamela 20 3.31e-3 ± 1.79e-3 ⁄ 8.23e-3 ± 4.46e-3 )0.44 (0.37) )0.88 (0.32)

Guerrero 17 2.91e-3 ± 1.61e-3 ⁄ 1.74e-2 ± 0.91e-2 )0.38 (0.36) )3.65 (0.06)

Huatulco 21 1.91e-3 ± 1.11e-3 ⁄ 4.25e-3 ± 2.43e-3 )1.08 (0.14) )3.89 (0.04)

Ist Tehuantepec 4 2.09e-3 ± 1.26e-3 ⁄ 1.70e-3 ± 1.45e-3 1.09 (0.83) 0.006 (0.29)

Los Tuxtlas 5 3.14e-4 ± 2.65e-4 ⁄ 0.00 ± 0.00 ) )
El Salvador 11 3.01e-3 ± 1.61e-3 ⁄ 6.18e-3 ± 3.57e-3 )1.36 (0.09) )0.78 (0.31)

N Nicaragua 10 1.92e-3 ± 1.08e-3 ⁄ 1.51e-3 ± 1.10e-3 )0.97 (0.20) )3.99 (0.002)

S Nicaragua 19 4.13e-3 ± 2.19e-3 ⁄ 1.35e-3 ± 0.96e-3 )1.52 (0.05) )3.56 (0.005)

Costa Rica 37 1.05e-3 ± 0.61e-3 ⁄ 3.44e-2 ± 1.70e-2 1.42 (0.94) 14.48 (1.00)

P values for each test are indicated in parentheses. Dash indicates that there were no

pairwise differences within the sample. Significant values are highlighted in bold.

Table 3 Mismatch distribution statistics for sudden popula-

tion expansion for North and South Nicaragua. The observed

distribution differs significantly from the unimodal distribution

expected under population expansion when P < 0.05

Population SSD P (SSD) s h0 h1

N Nicaragua 0.054 0.108 1.896 0.000 99999.000

S Nicaragua 0.00078 0.940 1.500 0.000 407.525
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significant genetic variation among all nine geographic

populations (FST = 0.63, P < 0.0001) and among the five

groups defined by STRUCTURE (FCT = 0.32, P < 0.0001). In

contrast, molecular variance of the mitochondrial locus

showed strong and significant genetic variation among

populations (FST = 0.76, P < 0.0001), but no additional

variation among groups (FCT = 0.00, P = 0.5). Consis-

tent with this result, the percentage of variation among

populations within groups was lower for nuclear

(31.54%) than for mitochondrial data (75.25%), whereas

the percentage of variation among groups was higher

for nuclear (31.77%) than for mitochondrial data

(0.38%). Both nuclear and mitochondrial data exhibited

substantially less variation within populations (nuclear:

36.69%; mitochondrial: 24.37%) than among popula-

tions and groups (nuclear: 63.31%; mitochondrial:

75.63%).

Neutrality tests for mitochondrial sequences were all

nonsignificant for Tajima’s D and showed that only two

of the populations, North Nicaragua and South Nicara-

gua, differed significantly from a neutral model by Fu’s

Fs test (Table 2). Mismatch distributions showed that

South Nicaragua in particular carried a signature of

sudden population expansion (Table 3).

Mantel tests for isolation by distance revealed non-

significant correlations between geographic and genetic

distances for both nuclear (r = 0.046, P = 0.4) and mito-

chondrial loci (r = 0.227, P = 0.1).
� 2012 Blackwell Publishing Ltd
Climatic niches of Azteca pittieri

Climatic niches, and particularly the precipitation niches,

of sites occupied by northern and southern lineages were

distinct. The first three principal components of the 19

bioclimatic variables associated with each of the 144 col-

lection points for A. pittieri described 84.5% of the data.

The first principal component was composed of both

temperature and precipitation variables; the second prin-

cipal component was defined mostly by temperature,

particularly the temperatures of the driest and coldest

periods; the third principal component was defined

mostly by precipitation, particularly the precipitation of

the driest and warmest periods (Table S5, Supporting

information). All six A. pittieri lineages overlapped sub-

stantially in temperature niche (PC1 v. PC2; Fig. 5A);

however, northern and southern lineages showed strong

partitioning by precipitation niche (PC1 v. PC3; Fig. 5B).
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Discussion

Here, we investigated the phylogeography of Azteca

ants that are obligate symbionts of live plant stems of

the tree Cordia alliodora in the northern Neotropics. We

recovered all current morphological species as mono-

phyletic and found higher diversity of ant symbionts at

lower latitudes, closer to the equator. Mitochondrial and

nuclear gene trees agreed at the species level, but there

was substantial disagreement within species, perhaps

caused by the different modes of inheritance of mito-

chondrial and nuclear genomes, or by incomplete line-

age sorting within the nuclear genome. The timing of

diversification of Azteca corresponds with other studies

of lowland, dry-forest taxa from Middle America, sug-

gesting important biogeographic roles for the origin of

Middle American dry forests, marine incursions across

lowland areas, and Pleistocene climate changes. Within

the obligate and most common symbiont, Azteca pittieri,

we found strong phylogeographic structure. Most of the

diversification within A. pittieri occurred subsequent to

the proposed arrival of the host tree, approximately

3 Ma, to Middle America (Rymer et al. in press). In con-

trast to the host tree, there are apparently low levels of

gene flow between geographic populations of A. pittieri.

This may facilitate local adaptation of symbiotic plant-

ants to the distinct climatic niches of the northern and

southern parts of their Middle American distribution.
Phylogenetic reconstruction

Our results showed substantial divergence within the

Azteca ant symbionts. We identified at least nine

monophyletic lineages of C. alliodora-dwelling Azteca;

all morphological species reported by Longino (2007)
were recovered as monophyletic. The two most abun-

dant symbionts were the generalist Azteca beltii, distrib-

uted from Costa Rica to Southern and Eastern Mexico,

and the specialist A. pittieri, distributed throughout

Middle America. We identified two principal, geo-

graphically disjunct lineages within the A. pittieri com-

plex, one in the south, including Costa Rica and

Southern Nicaragua (the latter only when considering

the mitochondrial data), and the other in the north,

from Mexico to Nicaragua. Within the northern lineage,

there was additional genetic structure, including dis-

tinct lineages from Nicaragua through El Salvador,

Southeastern Mexico (Los Tuxtlas), Southern Oaxaca,

Mexico (Huatulco), and Western Mexico.
Gene tree discordance

Nuclear and mitochondrial markers independently

recovered morphological species as monophyletic.

Within A. pittieri, however, there was substantial dis-

agreement in the placement of lineages between nuclear

and mitochondrial markers. First, the split between

northern and southern lineages was different: occurring

between Northern and Southern Nicaragua in the mito-

chondrial data and between Nicaragua and Costa Rica

in the nuclear data. Our data indicate that Nicaraguan

populations, and particularly the population from

Southern Nicaragua, underwent sudden population

expansion in the mitochondrial genome, unlike the

other populations of A. pittieri. Mitochondrial

sequences evolve more rapidly than nuclear sequences

in Azteca (Table 2), as in most other taxa (Palumbi et al.

2001), and have the tendency to introgress more readily

than nuclear regions between populations in close prox-

imity (Bachtrog et al. 2006). Thus, we suggest that the
� 2012 Blackwell Publishing Ltd
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discordance between gene trees was caused by Nicara-

guan populations that dispersed from the north to the

south and came into secondary contact with Costa

Rican individuals, which resulted in rapid mitochon-

drial introgression. A similar scenario could be imag-

ined for why the Southeastern Mexico (Los Tuxtlas)

lineage and Isthmus of Tehuantepec lineage are more

similar to southern lineages in the mitochondrial tree

than in the nuclear tree.

Second, there was greater divergence between the

Western Mexico populations, Chamela and Guerrero, in

the mitochondrial tree than in the nuclear tree. Because

mitochondrial sequences are evolving faster than nuclear

sequences, we suggest that this could be due to a rela-

tively recent barrier to gene flow between these popula-

tions, and incomplete lineage sorting in the nuclear

markers. Interestingly, divergence between Chamela and

Guerrero populations has also been observed in lowland

iguanas (Zarza et al. 2008), indicating that there may

have been an important historical biogeographic barrier

for lowland, seasonally dry-forest-dwelling taxa between

these geographically proximate areas.

Finally, there were interesting and comparatively

inexplicable patterns of gene tree discordance within

the Costa Rican population. Two distinct, but small, sets

of individuals from the area near the Monteverde

Cloud Forest (Santa Elena), Costa Rica, were very diver-

gent and placed as sister to the rest of A. pittieri in the

mitochondrial and nuclear trees, respectively. Possible

explanations for these unusual patterns include mito-

chondrial genome capture related to infection by the

bacterial endosymbiont Wolbachia (Xiao et al. 2012)

and ⁄ or hybridization between A. pittieri and other spe-

cies (Feldhaar et al. 2008). However, we note that this

same region of Costa Rica is also the only place where

the apparent C. alliodora specialist Azteca oecocordia has

been found (Longino 2007), indicating that there may

be an unusual history of Azteca ants in this area.
Divergence times

The origin of C. alliodora ant symbionts occurred

approximately 15.4 Ma, which approximately corre-

sponds to mid-Miocene-cooling scenarios for the expan-

sion of tropical dry forests (Dick & Wright 2005;

Graham 2010; De-Nova et al. 2012). Interestingly,

despite having only two calibration points connected to

Azteca by long branches, this date is highly concordant

with the 14 Ma estimated previously for the divergence

of Azteca in a different analysis with six internal calibra-

tion points (Ward et al. 2010). This concordance lends

credence to the dates we recovered internal to Azteca.

Higher genetic diversity in C. alliodora in South

America than in Middle America (Rymer et al. in press)
� 2012 Blackwell Publishing Ltd
and the presence of the sister species, Cordia trichoma, in

South America (Gottschling et al. 2005) indicate that the

tree may have originated in South America and dis-

persed north to Central America and Mexico when con-

ditions favored dry-forest expansion in the Quarternary

(Rymer et al. in press). The higher diversity of C. allio-

dora-dwelling Azteca lineages in South Middle America

suggests that Azteca may also have dispersed from

south to north (Fig. 1). However, sampling of Azteca in

South America has been more limited than in Middle

America, and additional studies will be required to

completely reconstruct the historical biogeography of

the genus. If C. alliodora arrived in Middle America in

the Quarternary, approximately 3 Ma, unaccompanied

by its ant symbionts from South America, then much of

the diversification in Azteca symbionts, including the

origin approximately 7.7 Ma of the C. alliodora special-

ists, A. oecocordia and A. pittieri, occurred prior to the

tree’s arrival. This suggests a pattern of host-switching

in the history of this mutualism, similar to patterns

revealed in other ant–plant symbioses (Ayala et al.

1996; Chenuil & McKey 1996; Feldhaar et al. 2003).

Our results suggest that the A. pittieri species com-

plex shared a most recent common ancestor during the

Pliocene, approximately 4.5 Ma. Within the A. pittieri

species complex, a stem lineage of approximately

2 Myr leads to the subsequent diversification (approxi-

mately 2 Ma) of northern lineages (Mexico to N. Nica-

ragua), and a stem lineage of approximately 3.5 Myr

leads to the recent diversification (approximately

0.7 Ma) of southern lineages (S. Nicaragua to Costa

Rica). The combination of significant tectonic activity

(Barrier et al. 1998) and climate changes (Pennington

et al. 2000) in Middle America since the Miocene have

contributed to complex biogeographic patterns for

many species in this area (Daza et al. 2010). Our data

support the suggestion that there were important bioge-

ographic barriers in two lowland areas—the Isthmus of

Tehuantepec and the Nicaragua depression—that influ-

enced the diversification of lowland taxa (Mulcahy

et al. 2006; Zarza et al. 2008; Daza et al. 2010). These

lowland areas may have been crossed by marine sea-

ways in the Pliocene (Coates & Obando 1996; Barrier

et al. 1998; Daza et al. 2010).

Although the MRCA of A. pittieri lived in the Plio-

cene, much of the diversification in A. pittieri occurred

during the Pleistocene, corresponding with patterns of

diversification of other dry-forest, lowland taxa in Mid-

dle America, including plants (Pennington et al. 2004)

and iguanas (Zarza et al. 2008). This diversification also

corresponds to dates when C. alliodora was probably

already present in the Middle American dry forests.

The frequent cycles of glacial and interglacial periods in

the Pleistocene probably contributed to expansions and
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contractions of the seasonally dry tropical forests

(Pennington et al. 2000), which may have led to inter-

glacial dry-forest refugia shaping genetic diversity in

dry-forest species.
Population genetics and climatic niches of Azteca
pittieri

There was strong support in the STRUCTURE analyses for

at least five distinct genetic clusters in A. pittieri, mostly

corresponding to distinct geographic areas. Within these

clusters, there was little admixture from neighbouring

populations, an observation that was supported by

large, significant FST values among populations. The

fifth cluster (brown in Fig. 4), which comprised Los

Tuxtlas individuals, the five distinct Costa Rican indi-

viduals, and apparent admixture in Guerrero individu-

als, probably reflected unique variation in each of these

geographic areas that would have separated into dis-

tinct clusters, as in the phylogenetic tree, with increased

sampling and more statistical power. We note that, for

our data, the DK statistic of Evanno et al. (2005) pro-

vided a very conservative estimate of the number of

genetic clusters, possibly because standard deviations of

the posterior probabilities increased with larger num-

bers of clusters in our complex data set. We also note

that the clusters recovered in STRUCTURE using haplo-

types from all five markers primarily reflected variation

in the four-locus nuclear data set. This contrasts with

the concatenated phylogenetic tree, which was more

heavily influenced by the mitochondrial data set. In the

STRUCTURE analysis, sequences were collapsed to

unique haplotypes, and the four-locus nuclear data set

had more degrees of freedom than the one-locus mito-

chondrial data set. Conversely, the presence of more

informative polymorphisms in mtDNA sequence data

relative to nuclear loci resulted in higher degrees of

freedom for mtDNA in tree-based methods.

Despite the evidently strong barriers to gene flow

among populations, our data did not show that popula-

tions of A. pittieri are reproductively isolated, and

A. pittieri may still constitute a single biological species.

Ross et al. (2010) found that lack of morphological reso-

lution in South American Solenopsis saevissima ants

obscured substantial genetic variation that indicated

possible species boundaries between evolutionarily

independent lineages. In A. pittieri, all of the observed

genetic disjunctions occurred in parapatry, with the

exception of the individuals from the Santa Elena

region of Costa Rica. However, additional sampling of

Azteca from other non-C. alliodora nesting sites may

reveal that A. pittieri is paraphyletic if other Azteca spe-

cies fall within the highly divergent lineages herein

defined as A. pittieri. For example, in a widespread
species of Neotropical tree, Cedrela odorata, an initial

pattern of strong phylogeographic breaks among popu-

lations (Cavers et al. 2003) was later shown to be sev-

eral species upon increased sampling of the genus

(Muellner et al. 2010).

The geographic population structure we observed in

A. pittieri across its Middle American range does not

appear to arise primarily from isolation by distance.

The lack of significant correlation between genetic

and geographic distances for both mitochondrial and

nuclear loci strongly suggests that historical geologic

or climatic conditions created barriers to gene flow

between neighbouring populations. Such historical

barriers may be reinforced in the past or present by

ecologically mediated adaptations driven by the local

environment. Divergent selection on organisms

between distinct environments may be a common

path to speciation (Schluter 2009; Sobel et al. 2009),

even in the absence of complete geographical isolation

(Nosil 2008). There is a gradient of increasing precipi-

tation with decreasing latitude in the Middle Ameri-

can dry forests (Stotz et al. 1996), and we found

nonoverlapping climatic envelopes between northern

and southern lineages of A. pittieri. Phylogenetic niche

conservatism in tropical-dry-forest woody plants sug-

gests that certain adaptations are necessary for success

in seasonal tropical environments (Pennington et al.

2009). Individuals of C. alliodora are smaller and thin-

ner and display different phenology in dry habitats

(Boshier & Lamb 1997). Life-history traits of A. pittieri

related to seasonality directly or to seasonality-

induced changes in the host plant may thus be sub-

ject to different selective pressures between the north-

ern and southern edges of its Middle American

range.
Conclusions

Here, we have shown that the levels of gene flow

among populations of Azteca pittieri plant-ants appear

to be substantially lower than those previously shown

in the host plant C. alliodora (Chase et al. 1995; Rymer

et al. in press). The shorter generation times and dis-

persal distances of Azteca ants (Bruna et al. 2011; Orivel

et al. 2011) relative to those of C. alliodora trees (Boshier

et al. 1995; Boshier 2002) could mean that locally adap-

tive mutations fix more rapidly in Azteca than in their

host trees, especially in the presence of natural barriers

to gene flow, such as those existing between dry-forest

interglacial refugia. Although studies directly compar-

ing the levels of gene flow among populations of two

or more mutualists are still rare, evidence to date from

yucca–moth mutualisms (Godsoe et al. 2010; Smith

et al. 2011), ant–plant mutualisms (Quek et al. 2007;
� 2012 Blackwell Publishing Ltd
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Guicking et al. 2011), and plant–fungal mutualisms

(Hoeksema & Thompson 2007) suggests that asymme-

tries between mutualistic partners in the spatial scale of

either gene flow or local adaptation may be quite com-

mon. In the case of the mutualism between C. alliodora

and its Azteca ant symbionts, variations in traits of both

mutualists have been identified over their broad geo-

graphic ranges (Longino 1996; Boshier & Lamb 1997;

Pringle et al. 2011). Given the differences in population

structure between trees and ants, the extent of local

adaptation may be asymmetric, with important conse-

quences for mutualistic coevolution.
Acknowledgements

This study benefited enormously from the enthusiasm,

insights, and identifications of JT Longino and PS Ward. We

are indebted to the individuals and organizations that assisted

in the acquisition of specimens, including R Ayala, R Blanco,

M Chavarrı́a, J Guevara, A Gutiérrez, PE Hanson, JA Hernán-

dez, N Herrera, O Komar, K Lara, J Martı́nez, A Mora-Delgad-

o, S Otterstrom, Paso Pacı́fico, C Perla-Medrano, E Ramı́rez, H

Ramı́rez, A Reyes, and L Vargas. Specimens in Costa Rica were

collected under permit #R-015-2011-OT-CONAGEBIO, and we

are grateful to A Ması́s, ME Mora, and R Gutiérrez for access

to conservation areas. We also thank R Monahan and S Lum

for help in the laboratory. Special thanks to NE Pierce for gen-

erously sharing her laboratory during the first stages of this

project, to WB Watt for providing access to equipment, and to

JT Ladner for population genetic expertise. CW Dick, PS Ward,

and three anonymous reviewers provided helpful comments

on the manuscript. Funding was provided by a National Sci-

ence Foundation Graduate Fellowship and a Hubert Shaw and

Sandra Lui Stanford Graduate Fellowship to EGP, and by a

grant from the National Science Foundation (DEB-0918848) to

DMG and RD.

References

Ayala FJ, Wetterer JK, Longino JT, Hartl DL (1996) Molecular

phylogeny of Azteca ants (Hymenoptera: Formicidae) and the

colonization of Cecropia trees. Molecular Phylogenetics and

Evolution, 5, 423–428.

Bachtrog D, Thornton K, Clark A, Andolfatto P (2006)

Extensive introgression of mitochondrial DNA relative to

nuclear genes in the Drosophila yakuba species group.

Evolution, 60, 292–302.

Barrier E, Velasquillo L, Chavez M, Gaulon R (1998)

Neotectonic evolution of the Isthmus of Tehuantepec

(southeastern Mexico). Tectonophysics, 287, 77–96.

Bolton B, Alpert G, Ward PS, Naskrecki P (2007) Bolton’s

Catalogue of the Ants of the World [CD-ROM]. Harvard

University Press, Cambridge, Massachusetts.

Boshier DH (2002) Cordia alliodora. Boraginaceae (Borage

family). In: Tropical Tree Seed Manual (ed. Vozzo JA), pp.

411–414. USDA Forest Service, Agriculture Handbook 721,

Washington, District of Columbia.

Boshier DH, Lamb AT (1997) Cordia alliodora: Genetics and

Tree Improvement. Oxford Forestry Institute, Oxford.
� 2012 Blackwell Publishing Ltd
Boshier DH, Chase MR, Bawa KS (1995) Population genetics of

Cordia alliodora (Boraginaceae), a neotropical tree 3. Gene

flow, neighborhood, and population substructure. American

Journal of Botany, 82, 484–490.

Bruna EM, Izzo TJ, Inouye BD, Uriarte M, Vasconcelos HL

(2011) Assymetric dispersal and colonization success of

Amazonian plant-ants queens. PLoS ONE, 6, 1–8.

Cavers S, Navarro C, Lowe AJ (2003) Chloroplast DNA

phylogeography reveals colonization history of a Neotropical

tree, Cedrela odorata L., in Mesoamerica. Molecular Ecology, 12,

1451–1460.

Chase MR, Boshier DH, Bawa KS (1995) Population genetics of

Cordia alliodora (Boraginaceae), a neotropical tree 1. Genetic

variation in natural populations. American Journal of Botany,

82, 468–475.

Chenuil A, McKey D (1996) Molecular phylogenetic study of a

myrmecophyte symbiosis: did Leonardoxa ⁄ ant associations

diversify via cospeciation? Molecular Phylogenetics and

Evolution, 6, 270–286.

Clement M, Posada D, Crandall KA (2000) TCS: a computer

program to estimate gene genealogies. Molecular Ecology, 9,

1657–1660.

Coates AG, Obando JA (1996) The geologic evolution of the

Central American isthmus. In: Evolution and Environment in

Tropical America (eds Jackson JBC, Budd AF and Coates AG),

pp. 21–56. University of Chicago Press, Chicago.

Daza JM, Castoe TA, Parkinson CL (2010) Using regional

comparative phylogeographic data from snake lineages to

infer historical processes in Middle America. Ecography, 33,

343–354.

De-Nova JA, Medina R, Montero JC et al. (2012) Insights into

the historical construction of species-rich Mesoamerican

seasonally dry tropical forests: the diversification of

Bursera (Bursearaceae, Sapindales). New Phytologist, 193,

276–287.

Dick CW, Wright SJ (2005) Tropical mountain cradles of dry

forest diversity. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences

of the United States of America, 102, 10757–10758.

Dray S, Dufour AB (2007) The ade4 package: implementing the

duality diagram for ecologists. Journal of Statistical Software,

22, 1–20.

Drummond AJ, Rambaut A (2007) BEAST: Bayesian

evolutionary analysis by sampling trees. BMC Evolutionary

Biology, 7, 214.

Drummond AJ, Ashton B, Buxton S et al. (2011) Geneious v5.4.

Available from http://www.geneious.com/.

Earl DA, vonHoldt BM (2011) STRUCTURE HARVESTER: a

website and program for visualizing STRUCTURE output

and implementing the Evanno method. Conservation Genetics

Resources, DOI: 10.1007/s12686-011-9548-7 [Epub ahead of

print].

Evanno G, Regnaut S, Goudet J (2005) Detecting the number of

clusters of individuals using the software STRUCTURE: a

simulation study. Molecular Ecology, 14, 2611–2620.

Excoffier L, Lischer HEL (2010) Arlequin suite ver 3.5: a new

series of programs to perform population genetics analyses

under Linux and Windows. Molecular Ecology Resources, 10,

564–567.

Falush D, Stephens M, Pritchard JK (2003) Inference of

population structure: extensions to linked loci and correlated

allele frequencies. Genetics, 164, 1567–1587.



3590 E. G. PRINGLE ET AL.
Feldhaar H, Fiala B, Gadau J, Mohamed M, Maschwitz U (2003)

Molecular phylogeny of Crematogaster subgenus Decacrema

ants (Hymenoptera: Formicidae) and the colonization of

Macaranga (Euphorbiaceae) trees. Molecular Phylogenetics and

Evolution, 27, 441–452.

Feldhaar H, Foitzik S, Heinze J (2008) Lifelong commitment to

the wrong partner: hybridization in ants. Philosophical

Transactions of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences, 363,

2891–2899.

Fu YX (1997) Statistical tests of neutrality of mutations against

population growth, hitchhiking and background selection.

Genetics, 147, 915–925.

Godsoe W, Yoder JB, Smith CI, Drummond CS, Pellmyr O

(2010) Absence of population-level phenotype matching in

an obligate pollination mutualism. Journal of Evolutionary

Biology, 23, 2739–2746.

Gómez-Acevedo S, Rico-Arce L, Delgado-Salinas A, Magallón

S, Eguiarte LE (2010) Neotropical mutualism between Acacia

and Pseudomyrmex: phylogeny and divergence times.

Molecular Phylogenetics and Evolution, 56, 393–408.

Gottschling M, Miller JS, Weigend M, Hilger HH (2005)

Congruence of a phylogeny of Cordiaceae (Boraginales)

inferred from its1 sequence data with morphology, ecology,

and biogeography. Annals of the Missouri Botanical Garden, 92,

425–437.

Graham A (2010) Late Cretaceous and Cenozoic History of Latin

American Vegetation and Terrestrial Environments. Missouri

Botanical Garden Press, St Louis.

Guicking D, Fiala B, Blattner FR et al. (2011) Comparative

chloroplast DNA phylogeography of two tropical pioneer

species, Macaranga gigantea and Macaranga pearsonii (Eupho-

rbiaceae). Tree Genetics & Genomes, 7, 573–585.

Heil M, McKey D (2003) Protective ant-plant interactions as

model systems in ecological and evolutionary research.

Annual Review of Ecology Evolution and Systematics, 34, 425–453.

Hijmans RJ, Cameron SE, Parra JL, Jones PG, Jarvis A (2005a)

Very high resolution interpolated climate surfaces for global

land areas. International Journal of Climatology, 25, 1965–1978.

Hijmans RJ, Guarino L, Jarvis A et al. (2005b) DIVA-GIS,

version 5.2. A geographic information system for the

analysis of biodiversity data. Manual. Available from http://

www.diva-gis.org.

Hoeksema JD, Thompson JN (2007) Geographic structure in a

widespread plant-mycorrhizal interaction: pines and false

truffles. Journal of Evolutionary Biology, 20, 1148–1163.

Institute S (2009) JMP, Version 8.0.2. SAS Institute, Cary, North

Carolina, USA.

Jakobsson M, Rosenberg NA (2007) CLUMPP: a cluster

matching and permutation program for dealing with label

switching and multimodality in analysis of population

structure. Bioinformatics, 23, 1801–1806.

Karney CFF (2011) Geodesics on an ellipsoid of revolution.

Available from http://geographiclib.sourceforge.net/geod.

html, 1-29.
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Appendix S1.  Collection and voucher data for all samples.

Voucher Site Name Abbrev Latitude Longitude Alt (m) Location Country Species
Z124 Chamela CH 19.5061 -105.0486 64.313 Chamela-Cuixmala Biosphere Reserve Mexico A. pittieri
B277 Chamela CH 19.5054 -105.0477 Chamela-Cuixmala Biosphere Reserve Mexico A. pittieri
D563 Chamela CH 19.5052 -105.0472 Chamela-Cuixmala Biosphere Reserve Mexico A. pittieri
D562 Chamela CH 19.5044 -105.0468 68.58 Chamela-Cuixmala Biosphere Reserve Mexico A. pittieri
B270 Chamela CH 19.5044 -105.0468 Chamela-Cuixmala Biosphere Reserve Mexico A. pittieri
B271 Chamela CH 19.5044 -105.0468 Chamela-Cuixmala Biosphere Reserve Mexico A. pittieri
B276 Chamela CH 19.5044 -105.0468 Chamela-Cuixmala Biosphere Reserve Mexico A. pittieri
B274 Chamela CH 19.5044 -105.0468 Chamela-Cuixmala Biosphere Reserve Mexico A. pittieri
B275 Chamela CH 19.5044 -105.0468 Chamela-Cuixmala Biosphere Reserve Mexico A. pittieri
B279 Chamela CH 19.5044 -105.0468 Chamela-Cuixmala Biosphere Reserve Mexico A. pittieri
B280 Chamela CH 19.5044 -105.0468 Chamela-Cuixmala Biosphere Reserve Mexico A. pittieri
B281 Chamela CH 19.5044 -105.0468 Chamela-Cuixmala Biosphere Reserve Mexico A. pittieri
Z120 Chamela CH 19.504 -105.0463 62.789 Chamela-Cuixmala Biosphere Reserve Mexico A. pittieri
Z118 Chamela CH 19.5033 -105.0453 64.313 Chamela-Cuixmala Biosphere Reserve Mexico A. pittieri
D560 Chamela CH 19.5033 -105.0455 72.847 Chamela-Cuixmala Biosphere Reserve Mexico A. pittieri
B272 Chamela CH 19.5033 -105.0454 Chamela-Cuixmala Biosphere Reserve Mexico A. pittieri
D574 Chamela CH 19.5006 -105.0437 83.515 Chamela-Cuixmala Biosphere Reserve Mexico A. pittieri
B269 Chamela CH 19.5004 -105.0435 Chamela-Cuixmala Biosphere Reserve Mexico A. pittieri
Z129 Chamela CH 19.5002 -105.0428 54.864 Chamela-Cuixmala Biosphere Reserve Mexico A. pittieri
B278 Chamela CH 19.4989 -105.0421 Chamela-Cuixmala Biosphere Reserve Mexico A. pittieri
B052 Los Tuxtlas LT 18.5833 -95.11667 Los Tuxtlas, Veracruz Mexico A. pittieri
B054 Los Tuxtlas LT 18.5833 -95.11667 Los Tuxtlas, Veracruz Mexico A. beltii
B048 Los Tuxtlas LT 18.5833 -95.11667 Los Tuxtlas, Veracruz Mexico A. pittieri
B058 Los Tuxtlas LT 18.5833 -95.11667 Los Tuxtlas, Veracruz Mexico A. pittieri
B059 Los Tuxtlas LT 18.5833 -95.11667 Los Tuxtlas, Veracruz Mexico A. pittieri
B060 Los Tuxtlas LT 18.5833 -95.11667 Los Tuxtlas, Veracruz Mexico A. pittieri
B077 Los Tuxtlas LT 18.5833 -95.11667 Los Tuxtlas, Veracruz Mexico A. beltii
EGP40 San Marcos SM 16.7695 -99.55197 91.8 San Marcos, Guerrero Mexico A. pittieri
EGP41 San Marcos SM 16.7695 -99.55197 91.8 San Marcos, Guerrero Mexico A. pittieri
EGP44 San Marcos SM 16.7695 -99.55197 91.8 San Marcos, Guerrero Mexico A. pittieri
EGP45 San Marcos SM 16.7538 -99.33431 87.3 San Marcos, Guerrero Mexico A. pittieri
EGP46 San Marcos SM 16.7538 -99.33431 87.3 San Marcos, Guerrero Mexico A. pittieri
EGP48 San Marcos SM 16.7538 -99.33431 87.3 San Marcos, Guerrero Mexico A. pittieri
EGP128 Istmo Tehuantepec IT 16.6904 -94.95339 224.7 Istmo Tehuantepec, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP130 Istmo Tehuantepec IT 16.6904 -94.95339 224.7 Istmo Tehuantepec, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP133 Istmo Tehuantepec IT 16.6904 -94.95339 224.7 Istmo Tehuantepec, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP135 Istmo Tehuantepec IT 16.6904 -94.95339 224.7 Istmo Tehuantepec, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP55 Juchitan-CuajnicuilapaJC 16.6483 -98.53847 219.3 Juchitan-Cuajnicuilapa, Guerrero Mexico A. pittieri
EGP56 Juchitan-CuajnicuilapaJC 16.6483 -98.53847 219.3 Juchitan-Cuajnicuilapa, Guerrero Mexico A. pittieri
EGP53 Marquelia-Juchitan MJ 16.6107 -98.68756 146.7 Marquelia-Juchitan, Guerrero/Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP54 Marquelia-Juchitan MJ 16.6107 -98.68756 146.7 Marquelia-Juchitan, Guerrero/Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP51 Playa Ventura PlayaV 16.5615 -98.9155 21.3 Playa Ventura, Guerrero Mexico A. pittieri
EGP52 Playa Ventura PlayaV 16.5615 -98.9155 20.1 Playa Ventura, Guerrero Mexico A. pittieri
EGP57 Pinotepa Nacional PN 16.3623 -98.09583 204 Pinotepa Nacional, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP81 Pinotepa Nacional PN 16.3623 -98.09583 204 Pinotepa Nacional, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP85 Lagunas Chacagua LC 16.2284 -97.77972 26.1 Lagunas Chacagua, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP87 Lagunas Chacagua LC 16.2284 -97.77972 26.1 Lagunas Chacagua, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP89 Lagunas Chacagua LC 16.2284 -97.77972 26.1 Lagunas Chacagua, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP108 Huatulco HU 15.7594 -96.17503 51.6 Huatulco, Oaxaca Mexico A. beltii
EGP105 Huatulco HU 15.7564 -96.16325 40.8 Huatulco, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP103 Huatulco HU 15.7561 -96.16328 46.8 Huatulco, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP98 Pochutla-Puerto AngelPP 15.7423 -96.47503 132.9 Pochutla-Puerto Angel, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP100 Pochutla-Puerto AngelPP 15.7423 -96.47503 132.9 Pochutla-Puerto Angel, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP101 Pochutla-Puerto AngelPP 15.7423 -96.47503 132.9 Pochutla-Puerto Angel, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP124 San Agustin SA 15.7413 -96.26044 62.4 San Agustin, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP126 San Agustin SA 15.7413 -96.26044 62.4 San Agustin, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP121 Huatulco HU 15.7401 -96.17442 20.7 Huatulco, Oaxaca Mexico Azteca sp.
EGP112 Huatulco HU 15.7401 -96.17442 141 Huatulco, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP180 Huatulco HU 15.7401 -96.17442 Huatulco, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP181 Huatulco HU 15.7401 -96.17442 Huatulco, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP182 Huatulco HU 15.7401 -96.17442 Huatulco, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP184 Huatulco HU 15.7401 -96.17442 Huatulco, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP186 Huatulco HU 15.7401 -96.17442 Huatulco, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP187 Huatulco HU 15.7401 -96.17442 Huatulco, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri



Voucher Site Name Abbrev Latitude Longitude Alt (m) Location Country Species
EGP119 Huatulco HU 15.7364 -96.17286 34.8 Huatulco, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP114 Huatulco HU 15.7358 -96.16853 24.6 Huatulco, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP117 Huatulco HU 15.7291 -96.16603 2.1 Huatulco, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP91 Pochutla-Puerto AngelPP 15.7287 -96.54011 46.2 Pochutla-Puerto Angel, Oaxaca Mexico Azteca sp.
EGP93 Pochutla-Puerto AngelPP 15.7287 -96.54011 46.2 Pochutla-Puerto Angel, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP94 Pochutla-Puerto AngelPP 15.7287 -96.54011 46.2 Pochutla-Puerto Angel, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP95 Pochutla-Puerto AngelPP 15.7287 -96.54011 46.2 Pochutla-Puerto Angel, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP110 Huatulco HU 15.728 -96.16558 0.3 Huatulco, Oaxaca Mexico A. pittieri
EGP33 ES Papayan Pap 14.0004 -89.12417 Papayan El Salvador A. beltii
EGP28 ES Pueblo Viejo PuV 13.9873 -89.11722 Pueblo Viejo El Salvador A. pittieri
EGP30 ES Pueblo Viejo PuV 13.9869 -89.11819 Pueblo Viejo El Salvador A. pittieri
EGP31 ES Pueblo Viejo PuV 13.9869 -89.11819 Pueblo Viejo El Salvador A. pittieri
EGP27 ES Aguilares Aguil 13.9654 -89.19031 Aguilares El Salvador A. pittieri
EGP38 ES Aguilares Aguil 13.9645 -89.19208 Aguilares El Salvador A. pittieri
EGP23 ES Serrano Serr 13.8283 -90.00419 Serrano Estate El Salvador A. pittieri
EGP16 ES Serrano Serr 13.8251 -90.00478 Serrano Estate El Salvador A. pittieri
EGP17 ES Serrano Serr 13.8246 -90.00492 Serrano Estate El Salvador A. pittieri
EGP18 ES Serrano Serr 13.8243 -90.00039 Serrano Estate El Salvador A. pittieri
EGP22 ES Serrano Serr 13.8241 -90.00042 Serrano Estate El Salvador A. pittieri
EGP20 ES Serrano Serr 13.8232 -90.00078 Serrano Estate El Salvador A. pittieri
EGP251 Jinotega Jin 13.0262 -86.00144 994 Jinotega Nicaragua A. beltii
EGP249 Jinotega Jin 13.021 -85.99494 994 Jinotega Nicaragua A. beltii
EGP253 Jinotega Jin 12.9611 -86.03747 1343 Jinotega Nicaragua A. beltii
EGP255 Jinotega Jin 12.9611 -86.03747 1343 Jinotega Nicaragua A. beltii
EGP246 Chinandega Chi 12.6128 -86.99917 185 Chinandega Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP238 Chinandega Chi 12.5999 -87.00411 157 Chinandega Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP242 Chinandega Chi 12.5906 -86.97686 159 Chinandega Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP243 Chinandega Chi 12.5781 -86.9835 84 Chinandega Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP259 Laguna Asososca LA 12.4258 -86.66114 176 Laguna Asososca Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP260 Laguna Asososca LA 12.4258 -86.66114 176 Laguna Asososca Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP261 Laguna Asososca LA 12.4258 -86.66114 176 Laguna Asososca Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP263 Laguna Asososca LA 12.4258 -86.66114 176 Laguna Asososca Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP226 San Francisco de LibreSFL 12.4002 -86.16264 94 San Francisco de Libre, E Lake Managua Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP228 San Francisco de LibreSFL 12.4002 -86.16264 94 San Francisco de Libre, E Lake Managua Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP162 Chococente Choc 11.5592 -86.15883 49 Chococente Nicaragua A. beltii
EGP161 Chococente Choc 11.5586 -86.15856 26 Chococente Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP160 Chococente Choc 11.5581 -86.15675 15 Chococente Nicaragua A. forelii
EGP146 Chococente Choc 11.5421 -86.19378 27 Chococente Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP144 Chococente Choc 11.5421 -86.19378 27 Chococente Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP153 Chococente Choc 11.5421 -86.19378 27 Chococente Nicaragua A. beltii
EGP148 Chococente Choc 11.5421 -86.19378 27 Chococente Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP149 Chococente Choc 11.5421 -86.19378 27 Chococente Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP152 Chococente Choc 11.5421 -86.19378 27 Chococente Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP167 Ometepe Ome 11.4444 -85.54842 160 Isla Ometepe, Lake Nicaragua Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP165 Ometepe Ome 11.4404 -85.55736 60 Isla Ometepe, Lake Nicaragua Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP170 Ometepe Ome 11.4403 -85.55469 74 Isla Ometepe, Lake Nicaragua Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP172 Ometepe Ome 11.44 -85.55308 102 Isla Ometepe, Lake Nicaragua Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP169 Ometepe Ome 11.44 -85.55222 134 Isla Ometepe, Lake Nicaragua Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP173 Ometepe Ome 11.4398 -85.54903 147 Isla Ometepe, Lake Nicaragua Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP200 Las Pampas Pamp 11.2643 -85.74456 109 Las Pampas Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP202 Las Pampas Pamp 11.2643 -85.74431 106 Las Pampas Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP207 Las Pampas Pamp 11.2634 -85.74372 116 Las Pampas Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP212 Escameca Grande Esc 11.1763 -85.78456 51 Escameca Grande Reserve Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP211 Escameca Grande Esc 11.176 -85.78369 115 Escameca Grande Reserve Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP216 La Flor LF 11.1468 -85.78553 56 La Flor Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP218 La Flor LF 11.1468 -85.78553 56 La Flor Nicaragua A. pittieri
EGP220 La Flor LF 11.1468 -85.78553 56 La Flor Nicaragua A. beltii
Z253 ACG ACG 10.8627 -85.42435 527 ACG, Sector Guanacaste Costa Rica A. nigricans
Z256 ACG ACG 10.8627 -85.42435 527 ACG, Sector Guanacaste Costa Rica A. beltii
A069 ACG ACG 10.8627 -85.42435 527 ACG, Sector Guanacaste Costa Rica A. quadraticeps
B101 ACG ACG 10.8627 -85.42435 518.7 ACG, Sector Guanacaste Costa Rica A. pittieri
Z255 ACG ACG 10.8627 -85.42435 527 ACG, Sector Guanacaste Costa Rica A. nigricans
B099 ACG ACG 10.8577 -85.45818 502.2 ACG, Sector Guanacaste Costa Rica A. pittieri
Z173 Santa Rosa SR 10.837 -85.6215 311.2 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. beltii
Z172 Santa Rosa SR 10.837 -85.6215 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. pittieri
Z177 Santa Rosa SR 10.837 -85.6215 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. beltii



Voucher Site Name Abbrev Latitude Longitude Alt (m) Location Country Species
B223 Santa Rosa SR 10.837 -85.6215 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. beltii
B224 Santa Rosa SR 10.837 -85.6215 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa - Cecropia host Costa Rica A. ovaticeps
B226 Santa Rosa SR 10.837 -85.6215 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. pittieri
B227 Santa Rosa SR 10.837 -85.6215 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. pittieri
B230 Santa Rosa SR 10.837 -85.6215 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. pittieri
B231 Santa Rosa SR 10.837 -85.6215 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. beltii
B232 Santa Rosa SR 10.837 -85.6215 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. pittieri
B233 Santa Rosa SR 10.837 -85.6215 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. pittieri
B235 Santa Rosa SR 10.837 -85.6215 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. pittieri
B236 Santa Rosa SR 10.837 -85.6215 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. pittieri
B237 Santa Rosa SR 10.837 -85.6215 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. pittieri
B246 Santa Rosa SR 10.837 -85.6215 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. pittieri
B248 Santa Rosa SR 10.837 -85.6215 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. pittieri
B249 Santa Rosa SR 10.837 -85.6215 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. pittieri
B250 Santa Rosa SR 10.837 -85.6215 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. pittieri
B252 Santa Rosa SR 10.837 -85.6215 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. pittieri
B254 Santa Rosa SR 10.837 -85.6215 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. beltii
B255 Santa Rosa SR 10.837 -85.6215 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. pittieri
B256 Santa Rosa SR 10.837 -85.6215 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. beltii
B257 Santa Rosa SR 10.837 -85.6215 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. beltii
B259 Santa Rosa SR 10.837 -85.6215 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. beltii
Z180 Santa Rosa SR 10.8369 -85.62147 299.92 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. pittieri
B258 Santa Rosa SR 10.8363 -85.62003 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. beltii
Z169 Santa Rosa SR 10.835 -85.62598 295.96 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. pittieri
Z171 Santa Rosa SR 10.8348 -85.62597 304.5 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. pittieri
Z175 Santa Rosa SR 10.8347 -85.62635 303.28 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. beltii
Z178 Santa Rosa SR 10.8347 -85.62633 ACG, Sector Santa Rosa Costa Rica A. beltii
B192 Los Huertos LH 10.4405 -84.0121 40 Los Huertos plot, La Selva Costa Rica A. pittieri
B196 Los Huertos LH 10.4383 -84.01313 40 Los Huertos plot, La Selva Costa Rica A. pittieri
B205 Los Huertos LH 10.4383 -84.01313 40 Los Huertos plot, La Selva Costa Rica A. pittieri
B208 Los Huertos LH 10.4383 -84.01313 40 Los Huertos plot, La Selva Costa Rica A. pittieri
B183 Arenal AR 10.4366 -84.94582 630 Road to La Fortuna (Arenal) Costa Rica A. pittieri
B126 Palo Verde PV 10.4093 -85.30218 17.4 Palo Verde Costa Rica A. pittieri
B122 Palo Verde PV 10.4021 -85.31452 24 Palo Verde Costa Rica A. beltii
B113 Palo Verde PV 10.3257 -85.21118 46.5 Palo Verde Costa Rica A. beltii
B117 Palo Verde PV 10.3257 -85.21118 46.5 Palo Verde Costa Rica A. beltii
B155 Santa Elena SE 10.2748 -84.84135 1058.1 Road to Santa Elena Costa Rica A. pittieri
B152 Santa Elena SE 10.2605 -84.84215 898.8 Road to Santa Elena Costa Rica A. pittieri
B150 Santa Elena SE 10.2343 -84.85337 629.7 Road to Santa Elena Costa Rica A. pittieri
B178 Santa Elena SE 10.2292 -84.85163 603.9 Road to Santa Elena Costa Rica A. pittieri
B140 Santa Elena SE 10.2247 -84.84978 558.9 Road to Santa Elena Costa Rica A. beltii
B142 Santa Elena SE 10.2247 -84.84978 558.9 Road to Santa Elena Costa Rica A. pittieri
B175 Santa Elena SE 10.224 -84.85022 541.2 Road to Santa Elena Costa Rica A. pittieri
B138 Santa Elena SE 10.2236 -84.85283 509.7 Road to Santa Elena Costa Rica A. pittieri
B173 Santa Elena SE 10.2219 -84.85408 491.1 Road to Santa Elena Costa Rica A. pittieri
B136 Santa Elena SE 10.2185 -84.8537 445.8 Road to Santa Elena Costa Rica A. oecocordia
B134 Santa Elena SE 10.213 -84.8503 378.3 Road to Santa Elena Costa Rica A. beltii
B128 Santa Elena SE 10.185 -84.8364 18.6 Road to Santa Elena Costa Rica A. pittieri
B132 Santa Elena SE 10.185 -84.8364 18.6 Road to Santa Elena Costa Rica A. pittieri
B159 Santa Elena SE 10.161 -84.90225 237.6 Road to Santa Elena Costa Rica A. beltii
B164 Santa Elena SE 10.1598 -84.90063 265.5 Road to Santa Elena Costa Rica A. beltii
B213 Turrialba Turr 9.86078 -83.63602 619.5 Coffee farm outside Turrialba Costa Rica A. pittieri
B056 La Virginia Col 5.08333 -75.86667 Finca La Virginia Colombia A. nigricans



 
Table S1. Primers used for PCR amplification and sequencing. 

 
    Gene Primer Sequence (5' to 3') Source 
mtDNA CO1 LCO1490 GGTCAACAAATCATAAAGATATTGG Folmer et al. 1994 

 
HCO2198* TAAACTTCAGGGTGACCAAAAAATCA Folmer et al. 1994 

 
Jerry* CAACATTTATTTTGATTTTTTGG Simon et al. 1994 

 
Ben GCTACTACATAATAKGTATCATG Moreau et al. 2006 

EF1αF1 F1-1109F CCGCTTCAGGATGTCTATAA Schultz & Brady 2008 

 
F1-1632R GGRTGATTCARBACRATCACYTGRGC P. Ward, pers. comm. 

rDNA ITS-2 AW58F1 AACGATTACCCTGAACGGTGGA A. Wild, pers. comm. 

 
AW28S1 CTGTTCGCTCGCCGCTACTAAG A. Wild, pers. comm. 

 
ITS-476F* GCGTCTCTGTTACGCATCC This study 

 
ITS-821R GACGCAACGACGAGGTTAGT This study 

long 
wavelength 
rhodopsin LR143F GACAAAGTKCCACCRGARATGCT Ward & Downie 2005 

 
LR639ER YTTACCGRTTCCATCCRAACA Ward & Downie 2005 

wingless Wg290F GCWGTRACTCACAGYATCGC P. Ward, pers. comm. 
  Wg645R CGRTCCTTBAGRTTRTCGCC P. Ward, pers. comm. 

    * Designates primers that were used as internal sequencing primers only. 
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Table S2. Sequence characteristics and models of evolution 

 
     

Gene 
No. 
sites Variable sites 

Parsimony-
informative 
sites 

Model of 
evolution 

EF1αF1 688 173 74 GTR+G 
LWRh 586 94 42 HKY+G 
wg 683 118 62 K80+G 
ITS-2 1389 272 104 GTR+I+G 
Nuc_Coding 1113 130 55 GTR+I+G 
Nuc_Noncoding 2233 527 227 GTR+I+G 
COI 1086 384 325 GTR+I+G 
COI Pos 1 362 67 52 GTR+I+G 
COI Pos 2 362 6 1 HKY 
COI Pos 3 362 311 272 GTR+I+G 
All genes 4432 1041 607 GTR+I+G 
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Table S3.  Average GTR genetic distances among lineages in the phylogenetic tree.  Nuclear 54 
distances are above the diagonal; mitochondrial distances are below the diagonal.  Abbreviations 
are as follows: S. N = Southern Nicaragua, E. CR = Eastern Costa Rica, N. N = Northern 56 
Nicaragua, ES = El Salvador, E. M = Eastern Mexico, including the Isthmus of Tehuantepec. 
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Table S4. Estimated ages of highly supported clades in 
millions of years (My). 
 
Clade Relaxed clock 

 
Root age = 47 ± 8 

  Mean CI 
Azteca 15.4 10.1-21.9 
A. nigricans/A. forelii 9.2 5.4-13.4 
A. beltii 2.3 1.3-3.9 
C. alliodora specialists 7.7 4.8-11.2 
Azteca pittieri 4.5 2.8-6.6 
A. pittieri Santa Elena 0.2 0.09-0.5 
A. pittieri Costa Rica (brown) 0.1 0.02-0.2 
A. pittieri Costa Rica, S. 
Nicaragua 0.4 0.2-0.7 
A. pittieri Chamela 0.9 0.5-1.4 
A. pittieri Guerrero 1.7 1.0-2.5 
A. pittieri Huatulco 0.5 0.3-0.8 
A. pittieri N. Nicaragua, El 
Salvador, E. Mexico 0.9 0.5-1.5 
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Table S5. Eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the first three principal components of 19 bioclimatic 114 
variables for the collections sites of A. pittieri.  The variables that contributed most to each 
principal component are highlighted in gray. 116 
 
  Eigenvalue Percent   
Prin1 9.44 49.7 

 Prin2 4.06 21.4 
 Prin3 2.56 13.5 
 Eigenvectors       

 
Prin1 Prin2 Prin3 

bio1 0.276 0.250 0.044 
bio2 0.250 -0.138 0.226 
bio3 0.046 0.145 0.396 
bio4 0.101 -0.280 -0.046 
bio5 0.287 0.190 -0.023 
bio6 0.070 0.467 -0.091 
bio7 0.246 -0.226 0.060 
bio8 0.296 0.115 0.134 
bio9 0.220 0.349 -0.026 
bio10 0.282 0.200 0.005 
bio11 0.240 0.330 0.041 
bio12 -0.283 0.196 -0.003 
bio13 -0.203 0.240 -0.284 
bio14 -0.212 0.139 0.383 
bio15 0.297 -0.088 -0.150 
bio16 -0.236 0.196 -0.206 
bio17 -0.220 0.135 0.371 
bio18 -0.041 -0.040 0.570 
bio19 -0.259 0.219 0.022 
 
Bioclimatic variables are defined as in Hijmans et al. (2005) 
Bio1 = Annual mean temperature; Bio2 = mean diurnal range; Bio3 = isothermality; Bio4 = temperature 
seasonality; Bio5 = max temperature of warmest month; Bio6 = min temperature of coldest month; Bio7 
= temperature annual range; Bio8 = mean temp of wettest quarter; Bio9 = Mean temp of driest quarter; 
Bio10 = mean temp of warmest quarter; Bio11 = mean temp of coldest quarter; Bio12 = annual 
precipitation; Bio13 = precip of wettest month; Bio14 = precip of driest month; Bio15 = precip 
seasonality;  Bio16 = precip of wettest quarter; Bio17 = precip of driest quarter; Bio18 = precip of 
warmest quarter; Bio19 = precip of coldest quarter 
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Figure S1 
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Figure S1  Phylogram of Azteca collected from C. alliodora.  Topology is based on Bayesian 
inference with three partitions (mitochondrial, nuclear coding, nuclear noncoding).  Numbers 134 
above or below branches correspond to posterior probabilities. 
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