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Summary

� Succulent plants are widely distributed, reaching their highest diversity in arid and semi-arid

regions. Their origin and diversification is thought to be associated with a global expansion of

aridity. We test this hypothesis by investigating the tempo and pattern of Cactaceae diversifi-

cation. Our results contribute to the understanding of the evolution of New World Succulent

Biomes.
� We use the most taxonomically complete dataset currently available for Cactaceae. We

estimate divergence times and utilize Bayesian and maximum likelihood methods that account

for nonrandom taxonomic sampling, possible extinction scenarios and phylogenetic uncer-

tainty to analyze diversification rates, and evolution of growth form and pollination syn-

drome.
� Cactaceae originated shortly after the Eocene–Oligocene global drop in CO2, and radiation

of its richest genera coincided with the expansion of aridity in North America during the late

Miocene. A significant correlation between growth form and pollination syndrome was found,

as well as a clear state dependence between diversification rate, and pollination and growth-

form evolution.
� This study suggests a complex picture underlying the diversification of Cactaceae. It not

only responded to the availability of new niches resulting from aridification, but also to the

correlated evolution of novel growth forms and reproductive strategies.

Introduction

Arid and semi-arid environments currently comprise the most
extensively distributed terrestrial biomes on Earth (McGinnies,
1979; Peel et al., 2007). Under these climatic conditions,
drought-stress represents a strong selective pressure on lineages
to evolve morphological, physiological and ecological character-
istics that allow them to successfully survive and reproduce
(Axelrod, 1972; Gibson, 1996). Succulent plants reach their
highest diversity under these climatic regimes, as conspicuous
elements of a worldwide distributed biome of tropical dry for-
est, bushland and thicket vegetation poor in grasses and lacking
tolerance to fire disturbance – the succulent biome (Schrire
et al., 2005). Examples of the succulent biome are the Succulent
Karoo in southern Africa, the spiny thicket in Madagascar and
the Caatinga in Brazil (Lavin et al., 2004). Although xeric-
adapted plants have evolved a wide diversity of strategies to
respond to limited water availability, succulent plants most
clearly display the relationship between their morphological

traits and climatic conditions. It is perhaps for this reason that
species-rich succulent lineages (i.e. lineages within families Cact-
aceae, Aizoaceae and Agavaceae) have have been suggested to
originate and radiate in response to a global aridification trend
during the late Miocene/Pliocene leading to present-day arid
and semi-arid climates (Arakaki et al., 2011; and references
therein). Nevertheless, large succulent radiations are not
restricted to arid environments. Possibly the richest lineage of
succulents is the epiphytic Epidendroideae (Orchidaceae), a
group most typical of humid, tropical or temperate conditions
(Silvera et al., 2009; Nyffeler & Eggli, 2010). In addition, not
all succulent lineages are species rich or morphologically diverse,
as exemplified by Halophytaceae (1 species), Moringaceae (13
species) and Fouqueriaceae (11 species; Nyffeler & Eggli,
2010). Hence, succulent plant diversification may not only
respond to aridification.

Different biomes most likely originated in response to aridifi-
cation trends during the Neogene, for example, the Australian
arid zone biota (Byrne et al., 2008), the California floristic
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province (Calsbeek et al., 2003) and the Succulent Karoo
(Verboom et al., 2009), given that the origin and expansion of
arid conditions can constitute a source of novel ecological niches.
Yet, few studies have provided detail on the possible ecological
mechanisms driving the diversification of species-rich lineages
inhabiting these environments, specifically proposing mechanistic
explanations for the relation between aridification and an increase
in species diversity, or providing tests for alternative explanations
(but see Ellis & Weis, 2006; Ellis et al., 2006; Schnitzler et al.,
2012). Aridity by itself poorly explains the dramatic increase in
species numbers and the morphological and ecological diversity
in certain succulent lineages, such as subfamily Ruschioideae
(Aizoaceae; Klak et al., 2004), the genus Euphorbia (Euphorbia-
ceae; Bruyns et al., 2011; Horn et al., 2012) or the cactus family
(Hern�andez-Hern�andez et al., 2011), where additional biotic and
abiotic factors may have played important roles. For instance,
studies of certain genera within Ruschioideae suggested that
diversification occurred primarily via local adaptations to edaphic
microhabitats (Ellis & Weis, 2006; Kellner et al., 2011). Addi-
tionally, Good-Avila et al. (2006) suggested that the evolution of
monocarpy and bat pollination drove a second burst of diversifi-
cation in Agave (Agavaceae), leading to its present diversity.

The importance of the evolution of particular pollinating sys-
tems in the radiation of lineages with increased diversification
rates has been stressed (Johnson, 2010), and it may be also rele-
vant for the diversification of several lineages within Cactaceae
(Mandujano et al., 2010; Schlumpberger, 2012). The overlap-
ping geographic distribution of Agave and columnar Pachy-
cereeae (Cactaceae) may indicate a common pattern of
diversification in response to the evolution of similar pollination
mechanisms (Valiente-Banuet et al., 1996; Molina-Freaner &
Eguiarte, 2003). General floral evolutionary trends in Cactaceae
involve shifts from a plesiomorphic bee pollination to other polli-
nation syndromes (Reyes-Ag€uero et al., 2006; Mandujano et al.,
2010; Schlumpberger, 2012; and references therein). In late-
diverging members of Cactaceae, the floral pericarpel forms a
hypanthium, promoting the appearance of a large diversity of
bird-pollinated flowers and allowing adaptation to a wider array
of pollinator guilds, such as sphingids and bats (Schlumpberger,
2012, p. 304). Members of subfamily Cactoideae also exhibit the
widest range of growth forms, from barrels and small globoses to
massive columnars or epiphytic shrubs (Hern�andez-Hern�andez
et al., 2011). The combination of particular growth forms and
pollination guilds might confer an advantage for survival, repro-
duction and geographical expansion.

Although cacti are present in most biomes throughout the
New World, there are geographical hotspots that host numerous
species, and some of the most species-rich clades occupy distinct
geographical areas. For example, tribe Cacteae is mainly distrib-
uted in the southern Chihuahuan Desert (Hern�andez & G�omez-
Hinostrosa, 2005); Hylocereeae in southern Mexico and Central
America; Rhipsalideae in southeastern Brazil (Calvente et al.,
2011); core Pachycereeae in the Sonoran Desert; and Trich-
ocereeae in South America (Nyffeler, 2002; Hern�andez-
Hern�andez et al., 2011). A biogeographic analysis of Cactaceae
using a well-sampled phylogeny at a continental level can help to

elucidate whether there is geographic structure in their evolution-
ary history, indicating if particular biogeographic histories played
a substantial role in the diversification of certain lineages.

In this study, we use Cactaceae as a system to investigate the
diversification of plant lineages in arid and semi-arid regions of
North and South America by testing specific hypotheses about
the mechanisms promoting speciation. Insights about the origin
and diversification of Cactaceae can also provide clues regarding
the origin and expansion of arid biomes in the New World. Our
aim is to evaluate if diversification within the family proceeded
mostly as synchronous bursts – potentially reflecting a global col-
onization trend of arid habitats – or if they occurred at different
times – for example, if there is a time lag between origination
and rapid radiation in different clades, or a lag between aridifica-
tion and further colonization (Guerrero et al., 2013). Arakaki
et al. (2011) concluded that major cactus radiations were contem-
poraneous with radiations in core Ruschioideae in South Africa
and agaves in North America, suggesting an association with the
global expansion of arid and semi-arid environments. In this
study, we investigate the diversification of Cactaceae in greater
detail by conducting independent analyses using a phylogeny
with a considerably improved taxonomic sampling, and evaluat-
ing the potential relevance of growth form, pollination syndrome
and biogeographic history in the distribution of species richness
within the family. Our results contribute to better understanding
the evolutionary history and complex diversification mechanisms
of cactus lineages, and provide specific hypotheses for further
studies of the possible ecological mechanisms leading to increases
in diversification rates in species-rich lineages in New World arid
environments.

Materials and Methods

Phylogenetic analysis and divergence time estimation

We used the most taxonomically complete chloroplast dataset
currently available for Cactaceae at the genus level, which
includes a taxonomic sample of 224 species belonging to 108
genera, representing c. 85% of the generic diversity in the family
(Hern�andez-Hern�andez et al., 2011). It comprises concatenated
DNA sequences data from four plastid molecular markers: rpl16
intronic region, trnL-trnF and trnK-matK intergenic spacers, and
the protein coding matK, for a total of 5590 base pairs, which
were recently used to elucidate phylogenetic relationships in the
family (Hern�andez-Hern�andez et al., 2011). Four additional
species of Anacampserotaceae, the closest relatives of Cactaceae
(Nyffeler, 2007), were included as outgroups. See Supporting
Information Table S1 for the list of species, as well as accession
and voucher information.

Sequences of each region were aligned automatically using
MUSCLE (Edgar, 2004), followed by manual refinement using
BioEdit v5.0.6 (Hall, 1999; dataset available in TreeBase, Study
ID 11087). To corroborate phylogenetic relationships reported
previously (Hern�andez-Hern�andez et al., 2011) and evaluate
clade support, maximum likelihood (ML) phylogenetic analyses
were conducted with RAxML v7.0.4 (Stamatakis, 2006). Each of
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the four plastid regions were assigned independent general time
reversible (GTR) substitution models with 25 rate categories to
model gamma-distributed site-specific rate heterogeneity. Clade
support was assessed with 1000 replicates of a nonparametric
bootstrap analysis, also conducted with RAxML.

Because fossils that could provide reliable absolute age calibra-
tions near Cactaceae are not available, we implemented a two-
step approach to estimate divergence times. First, the age of
Cactaceae was estimated based on a representative dataset of eu-
dicots (Eudicotyledoneae) and outgroups. Second, the credibility
interval around the estimated age of Cactaceae obtained in the
first step was used to calibrate the phylogenetic tree of Cactaceae
described earlier. In the first step we used a dataset of 109 species
belonging to 34 eudicot orders (including 21 families of Caryo-
phyllales), and representatives of two eudicot outgroups: Cerato-
phyllales and Monocotyledoneae. We assembled a dataset with
nucleotide sequences of the platstid protein-coding genes atpB,
rbcL and matK, which were downloaded from GenBank, for a
total of 4510 bp (Table S2). Divergence times were estimated
with the uncorrelated lognormal (UCLN) relaxed clock available
in BEAST v1.6.1 (Drummond & Rambaut, 2007; Methods S1).
Twenty three internal nodes were calibrated with critically evalu-
ated fossil-derived ages (Table S3), implemented as lognormal
priors in which the mean was equal to fossil age + 10%, and the
zero offset was equal to fossil age – 5 million yr (age given in units
Million years ago, Ma). Divergence dates within Cactaceae were
obtained with the plastid dataset used for phylogenetic estimation
(see earlier), using the UCLN relaxed clock in BEAST, with
equivalent conditions as described above. The prior age of the
root node (stem group Cactaceae) was given a uniform distribu-
tion between 22.71 and 42.43Ma, corresponding to the 95%
highest posterior density (HPD) of the age of this node obtained
in the eudicot-level analysis (Methods S1).

Diversification rates

The absolute rates of diversification of strongly supported clades
within Cactaceae were calculated using methods described in Ma-
gall�on & Sanderson (2001). These estimators consider the stand-
ing species richness and the stem or crown age of a clade in the
context of different extinction scenarios, providing absolute esti-
mates of clade net diversification (r = speciation (k) – extinction
(l)) conditional on its survival to a given time t (the present).
Because absolute extinction rates for clades are unknown, diversi-
fication rates were alternatively estimated assuming no extinction
(e = 0.0), and a high relative extinction rate (e = l/k = 0.9).

Assignment of species richness to clades within Cactaceae was
not straightforward due to conflicts between classic taxonomic
treatments and recent molecular-based phylogenies. We esti-
mated the number of living species in well-supported major
clades recovered in our Cactaceae phylogenetic tree and consis-
tently reported in the literature with high support values (i.e.
Gibson & Horak, 1978; Gibson, 1982; Wallace, 1995, 2002;
Wallace & Cota, 1996; Porter, 1999; Porter et al., 2000;
Butterworth et al., 2002; Nyffeler, 2002; Wallace & Dickie,
2002; Arias et al., 2003, 2005; Butterworth & Wallace, 2004,

2005; Edwards et al., 2005; Ritz et al., 2007; Griffith & Porter,
2009; B�arcenas et al., 2011; Calvente et al., 2011; Hern�andez-
Hern�andez et al., 2011; Majure et al., 2012; Schlumpberger &
Renner, 2012), based on the species richness of included genera
(Hunt et al., 2006; Table S4).

In order to analyze cactus diversification in a phylogenetic
and temporal context we implemented MEDUSA (Alfaro et al.,
2009), an extension of the birth–death likelihood model
(Rabosky, 2006) that allows clade-specific birth–death models,
and can detect regions in a time-calibrated phylogeny where
diversification rate shifts likely occurred. MEDUSA allows
performing diversification analyses in phylogenies lacking a
complete taxonomic sampling, as it incorporates a taxonomic
likelihood for unresolved terminal clades. We pruned our
original 224 taxon phylogeny to a genus-level tree, and assigned
diversity to each terminal. To account for phylogenetic uncer-
tainty, we report mean diversification rates and the most fre-
quent rate shifts detected within Cactaceae after running
MEDUSA on each of 1000 trees randomly selected from the
BEAST posterior distribution.

Biogeographic analyses

In order to maximize the congruence with other studies, we fol-
lowed the biogeographic scheme of Posadas et al. (1997) and
Morrone (2001, 2002, 2006) to define operational areas. How-
ever, we slightly modified these schemes by observing the geo-
graphic ranges of cacti species, and considering regions with high
species richness and endemism (Ortega-Baes & God�ınez-Alvarez,
2006). We designated the following areas (Fig. 1): (A) Sonoran
Desert and Sierra Madre Occidental; (B) Chihuahuan Desert;
(C) Central Mexico; (D) the Antilles; (E) Central American and
South American Tropical areas; (F) the Andean region of Peru;
(G) Andean region of Chile and Argentina; (H) the Caatinga; (I)
the Chaco area; and (J) Northern Subantarctic region. For details
see Methods S2.

We reconstructed ancestral geographic ranges by utilizing par-
simony, ML and Bayesian methods. For the ML framework we
used the Dispersal-Extinction-Cladogenesis geography-based
method (DEC; Ree, 2005; Ree & Smith, 2008) implemented in
LAGRANGE, using the maximum clade credibility (MCC) tree
obtained in the BEAST analyses. We used a uniform dispersal
matrix to avoid overparameterization. For the parsimony and
Bayesian frameworks we (respectively) performed S-DIVA and
BBM (Bayesian Binary MCMC) analyses implemented in RASP
v2.0b (Yu et al., 2010, 2011; Ali et al., 2012). These methods
accommodate phylogenetic uncertainty by averaging the ancestral
reconstructions over a sample of user-supplied trees, in this case,
the 1000 randomly selected trees obtained with BEAST (see ear-
lier). The ancestral ranges estimated at each node on the MCC
chronogram were obtained. The number of maximum unit areas
allowed for nodes was set to six. In the BBM analyses we set a
null distribution for the ancestral range of the root of the tree,
and we ran ten MCMC chains simultaneously for 59 104 gener-
ations, sampling a state every 100 steps, and discarding the first
100 samples as burnin.
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Ancestral states, character coevolution, and diversification
correlates

We estimated ancestral states of growth form and pollination
syndrome under ML and Bayesian frameworks using BayesMul-
tiState implemented in BayesTraits v1.0 (Pagel & Meade, 2006).
For ML analyses, we used the BEAST MCC tree, while for the
Bayesian analyses we implemented a series of reversible-jump hy-
perprior (RJHP) MCMC analyses (Pagel & Meade, 2006) on
the 1000 randomly selected BEAST trees. The RJHP approach
approximates the posterior distribution of ancestral character
states while accounting for phylogenetic uncertainty. We ran
three independent chains of 19108 generations with a conserva-
tive initial burnin of 25% generations. We used Tracer v1.5
(Rambaut & Drummond, 2007) to check for chain convergence
and ESS values.

Growth-form character states analyzed by Hern�andez-
Hern�andez et al. (2011) were here re-scored as binary characters.
We assigned (0) to species with a globose solitary, globose caespi-
tose or barrel growth form; and (1) to species with an arbores-
cent, shrubby or columnar growth form. Species within
subfamilies Opuntioideae, Maihuenioideae and Pereskioideae
lack a growth form comparable to those of members of subfamily
Cactoideae; hence, their growth form was scored as nonapplica-
ble. The most widespread, and possibly ancestral, pollination
syndrome of Cactaceae is mellitophily or bee pollination
(Mandujano et al., 2010; Schlumpberger, 2012), with chiropter-
ophily (bats), ornithophily (birds) and sphingophily (moths) pol-
lination syndromes appearing in derived clades. We thus assigned
a pollination guild to species within our phylogeny by reviewing
the literature and by examining floral characters in specimens and
photographs. We then coded these as binary characters, by
assigning (0) to mellitophilic species and (1) to species possessing
derived pollination syndromes (chiropterophily, ornithophily
and sphingophily).

We conducted a character correlation test for growth form
and pollination syndrome using the Discrete module in Bayes-
Traits v1.0 (Pagel, 1994, 1997; Pagel & Meade, 2006), to test
for a possible correlation between the appearance of derived
pollination syndromes and of a columnar, arborescent or
shrubby growth form. Likelihood scores of competing models
were obtained with BayesDiscrete (Pagel & Meade, 2006) on
the BEAST MCC tree, and their relative fit was compared
using a likelihood ratio test (LRT). We also evaluated correla-
tion in a Bayesian context, calculating Bayes factors as the dif-
ference between the harmonic mean of marginal log-likelihood
(logeL) scores from MCMC runs for the competing models
(Newton & Raftery, 1994). For these, we ran the correlated

and independent models for 19 108 generations each over the
1000 BEAST trees, with a conservative initial burnin of 25%
generations. These analyses also implemented a RJHP under
the same parameters as in the ancestral character reconstruc-
tion analyses. A Bayes factor of 5 or greater can be considered
as strong evidence for correlated evolution, whereas a Bayes
factor smaller than zero supports the independent model (Kass
& Raftery, 1995; Pagel & Meade, 2006).

In order to test if diversification rates (as well as speciation
and extinction separately) are correlated with character states
of growth form and pollination syndrome, we used BiSSE
(Binary State Speciation and Extinction) in Diversitree v0.9-1
(Maddison et al., 2007) in a ML framework. This method
explicitly incorporates character state change directly into the
likelihood assessment of speciation and extinction rates
(Maddison et al., 2007). BiSSE includes six state-specific
parameters (for states 0 and 1): two speciation rates (lambda0
and lambda1), two extinction rates (mu0 and mu1), and two
rates of character state change (q01 from state 0 to 1, and
q10 from state 1 to 0). To test hypotheses we compared the
AIC scores obtained implementing six different models on the
BEAST MCC tree. If diversification rates are correlated with
character states, unconstrained models should be favored over
the constrained model where parameters lambda and mu are
set to be equal.

Results

Phylogeny, divergence dates and ancestral areas

The estimated phylogeny of Cactaceae is shown in Fig. S1. The
ML analysis resulted in a tree with strong support for major Cact-
aceae clades, congruent with previous studies (e.g. Nyffeler,
2002; B�arcenas et al., 2011; Hern�andez-Hern�andez et al., 2011).
Only strongly supported monophyletic lineages were further con-
sidered in diversification analyses. The inferred phylogenetic rela-
tionships among eudicot orders also conform to relationships
found in independent studies (e.g. Wang et al., 2009; Soltis et al.,
2011; see Fig. S2).

Cactaceae is estimated to have split from its sister group (i.e.
the stem group age) at 32.11 Myr ago (Ma), with a credibility
interval (95% highest posterior density (HPD)) spanning
between 42.43 and 22.71 Ma. The age of the onset of branching
leading to living lineages (i.e. the crown group age) was estimated
at 26.88Ma (37.1–16.67Ma 95% HPD). The eudicot-level
chronogram is shown in Fig. S2 and the Cactaceae chronogram
is shown in Fig. 1. The ages of major, well-supported Cactaceae
clades are shown in Table 1.

Fig. 1 Cactaceae chronogram resulting for the dating analyses in BEAST and results of the biogeographic analyses with BMM in RASP. Pie charts show the
probability values of the ancestral areas reconstructed at each node. (a) Chronogram edited to show the Pereskia,Maihuenia,Opuntioideae and Cacteae
clades. (b) Chronogram edited to show the Core Cactoideae clade and sub-clades. The map at the top-left shows the classification of bctareas for
biogeographic analyses: (A) Sonoran Desert and Sierra Madre Occidental; (B) Chihuahuan Desert; (C) Central Mexico; (D) the Antilles; (E) Central
American and South American Tropical areas; (F) Northern Andes; (G) Andean region of Chile and Argentina; (H) the Caatinga, including the Cerrado; (I)
the Chaco area, including the Chaco, Pampa and Monte; and (J) Northern Subantarctic region.
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Ancestral areas estimated with among parsimony, ML and
Bayesian methods were congruent (Table S5), and we selected
the results from the Bayesian analyses (Fig. 1) for further dis-
cussion. The Andean region of Chile and Argentina, including
the southern Andean region of Bolivia, was found to be the

most probable area of Cactaceae origin, as well as of Opun-
tioideae and Cactoideae (Fig. 1b, Table S5). According to our
results, expansion towards unoccupied regions occurred gradu-
ally within each lineage. The ancestor of Cacteae was inferred
to occupy the Chihuahuan Desert, after a presumed long

Table 1 Estimated ages and diversification rates of clades supported by high bootstrap values

% bs # spp. Stem group age (Ma) Crown group age (Ma)
Eqn 6, stem
Epsilon = 0

Eqn 6 stem
Epsilon = 0.9

Eqn 7 crown
Epsilon = 0

Eqn 7
crown
Epsilon = 0.9

Angiosperms 269 323 350 (350–350) 241.71 (241.46–241.95) 0.036 0.029 0.049 0.042
Caryophyllales 1 52 11 155 111.93 (107.55–116.35) 102.68 (96.90–108.73) 0.083 0.063 0.084 0.068
Caryophyllales 2 99 11 152 102.68 (96.90–108.73) 100.76 (94.71–106.93) 0.091 0.068 0.086 0.069
Cactaceae 95 1405 32.11 (22.71–42.43) 26.88 (16.67–37.10) 0.226 0.154 0.244 0.182
Pereskia3 100 9 20.41 (16.68–28.46) 5.67 (2.05–10.89) 0.108 0.029 0.265 0.094
Maihuenia 100 2 19.86 (15.34–28.25) 1.36 (0.26–2.83) 0.035 0.005 0.00 0.00
Opuntioideae 100 186 18.51 (13.33–26.54) 9.34 (5.93–13.8) 0.282 0.160 0.485 0.313
Cylindropuntieae 4 100 56 9.05 (NA) 6.81 (4.09–10.58) 0.445 0.207 0.489 0.267
MTAC Clade 5 76 35 9.33 (5.93–13.8) 7.66 (4.58–11.55) 0.381 0.159 0.374 0.187
Opuntieae 6 100 95 9.04 (NA) 5.73 (3.42–8.7) 0.504 0.259 0.674 0.4
Opuntia + Nopalea 87 75 + 4 5.73 (3.42–8.7) 4.9 (2.95–7.48) 0.763 0.38 0.750 0.433
Cactoideae7 99 1298 19.36 (14.75–27.54) 17.15 (12.67–24.46) 0.37 0.252 0.378 0.281
Cactoideae8 100 1297 17.15 (12.67–24.46) 15.27 (10.94–21.85) 0.418 0.284 0.424 0.316
Cacteae 100 356 15.27 (10.94–21.85) 11.94 (8.33–17.27) 0.385 0.236 0.434 0.297
Aztekium clade 89 3 11.94 (8.33–17.27) 5.67 (1.67–10.16) 0.208 0.062 0.316 0.121
Echinocactus and
Astrophytum

97 12 11.5 (NA) 9.22 (5.50–13.64) 0.096 0.016 0.044 0.013

Sclerocactus clade9 100 20 11 (7.74–16) 6.8 (3.84–10.6) 0.272 0.097 0.339 0.149
Ferocactus clade 45 51 10.14 (7.03–14.73) 8.86 (4.72–13.62) 0.388 0.177 0.366 0.196
Ariocarpus clade 92 33 9.54 (6.53–13.89) 7.82 (4.86–11.4) 0.367 0.150 0.358 0.177
Mammilloid clade 97 237 9.54 (6.53–13.89) 8.62 (5.83–12.56) 0.573 0.336 0.554 0.366
Core Mammilloid 10 100 210 8.62 (5.83–12.56) 7.3 (4.86–10.63) 0.620 0.358 0.638 0.416
Core Cactoideae 100 942 15.27 (10.94–21.85) 13.28 (9.12–19.08) 0.448 0.298 0.463 0.339
Copiapoa 100 21 12.34 (8.3–18.15) 3.38 (1.40–5.84) 0.247 0.089 0.696 0.309
Eulychnia +
Austrocactus

100 7 9.17 (6.21–13.51) 4.90 (2.09–8.27) 0.212 0.051 0.256 0.085

Corryocactus 99 12 8.16 (5.42–11.93) 3.06 (1.13–5.48) 0.305 0.091 0.586 0.225
PHB clade 50 230 8.16 (5.42–11.93) 7.37 (4.89–10.76) 0.666 0.389 0.644 0.424
Core Pachycereeae11 99 138 7.09 (NA) 5.89 (3.85–8.57) 0.695 0.379 0.719 0.448
Pachycereinae 95 39 5.89 (3.85–8.57) 5.28 (3.47–7.74) 0.622 0.266 0.563 0.287
Stenocereinae 100 99 5.89 (3.85–8.57) 4.8 (3.05–7.16) 0.780 0.404 0.813 0.485
Echinocereus 100 67 4.8 (3.05–7.16) 3.47 (2.04–5.2) 0.876 0.423 1.012 0.570
Hylocereae (s.s.) 31 57 5.62 (3.42–8.48) 5.12 (2.96–7.3) 0.719 0.336 0.654 0.358
Hylocereae12 94 67 7.37 (4.89–10.76) 5.62 (3.42–8.48) 0.571 0.275 0.625 0.352
Rhipsalideae13 100 53 11.92 (NA) 7.67 (4.26–11.82) 0.333 0.153 0.427 0.231
Core Notocacteae 99 92 11.92 (NA) 8.78 (5.54–13.03) 0.379 0.194 0.436 0.258
BCT clade 95 177 6.57 (4.34–9.66) 5.28 (3.16–7.9) 0.788 0.445 0.849 0.544
Trichocereeae 33 230 6.57 (4.34–9.66) 6.12 (3.93–8.93) 0.828 0.483 0.775 0.510
Gymnocalycium 51 49 6.12 (3.93–8.93) 5.08 (3.09–7.55) 0.636 0.287 0.630 0.336

Numbers in bold indicate the highest estimated diversification rates.
1Caryophyllales Order including Rhabdodendron.
2Caryophyllales members after Rhabdodendron split.
3only Andean and southern South American Pereskia.
4cylindrical-stemmed opuntias (Quiabentia, Pereskiopsis, Grusonia, Cylindropuntia clade).
5spherical-stemmed opuntias (Maihueniopsis, Tephrocactus, Pterocactus).
6flattened stemmed opuntias (Opuntia, Nopalea, Tacinga, includingMiqueliopuntia+Tunilla).
7including Blossfeldia.
8after Blossfeldia split.
9includes Echinomastus.
10includes Coryphantha,Mammillaria, Cochemiea, Ortegocactus and Neolloydia.
11traditional Pachycereeae excluding Acanthocereus, Peniocereus subgen. Pseudoacanthocereus, Corryocactus, and Pseudoacanthocereus.
12Hylocereae (s.s.) plus Peniocereus subgenus Pseudoacanthocereus and Acanthocereus).
13excluding Pfeiffera.

New Phytologist (2014) � 2014 The Authors

New Phytologist� 2014 New Phytologist Trustwww.newphytologist.com

Research

New
Phytologist6



dispersal from the Andean region of Chile, Argentina and
Bolivia.

Diversification rates

The absolute diversification rates (r) estimated for major, well-
supported Cactaceae clades, considering no extinction (e = 0.0)
and a high relative extinction rate (e = 0.9), are shown in
Table 1. The average diversification rates estimated for crown
Cactaceae (r0.0 = 0.244 speciation events per million years (sp
Myr�1) for e = 0, and r0.9 = 0.182 sp Myr�1 for e = 0.9) are
considerably higher than those estimated for Caryophyllales
(r0.0 = 0.068 and r0.9 = 0.084 sp Myr�1), and for angiosperms
as a whole (r0.0 = 0.042 and r0.9 = 0.048 sp Myr�1; Magall�on
& Castillo, 2009). Lineages with the highest diversification
rates are Opuntieae (particularly the Opuntia +Nopalea clade),
the Mammilloid clade (particularly the core Mammilloid
clade), the PHB clade (particularly the core Pachycereeae,
Pachycereinae, Stenocereinae and Hylocereae clades, and the
genus Echinocereus), and the BCT clade (particularly the
Trichocereeae clade and the genus Gymnocalycium; see
Table 1). These clades, together with several other Cactaceae
major groups, exceed the upper 95% confidence interval of

the species diversity through time expected for a clade that
diversifies with a rate equal of that of Caryophyllales or Cacta-
ceae as a whole, and under a scenario of high extinction rate
(Fig. 2).

MEDUSA detected several shifts in diversification relative to
background levels (Fig. 3). The most frequently detected
increases in diversification rates occur in the Opuntia +Nopalea
clade, at the base of the Cactoideae subfamily, in the Mammil-
loid clade with high rates at theMammillaria + Coryphanta clade,
and in the BCT clades. Shifts occurring at lower frequency (at
least 50% of the random trees) include the terete-stemmed
Grusonia + Cylindropuntia clade and the PHB clade.

Character evolution and diversification correlates

Ancestral character state reconstructions of pollination syndrome
and growth form in major Cactaceae clades are shown in Table
S6, and results from the ML analyses are illustrated in Fig. 4.
Those ancestral character states reconstructed with the highest
probability values were consistent in both the ML and the Bayes-
ian analyses. A mellitophilic pollination syndrome was found to
be ancestral in Cactaceae (P = 0.73/0.99 for ML/Bayesian analy-
ses, respectively), with shifts towards other pollination syndromes
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Fig. 2 Absolute diversification rates for main clades in Cactaceae and confidence intervals for expected species diversity. Rates were estimated using Eqns 6
and 7 in Magall�on & Sanderson (2001). (a) The 95% confidence interval of expected species diversity through time of a clade that diversifies with a rate
equal of that of Caryophyllales as a whole. (b) The 95% confidence interval of expected species diversity through time of a clade that diversifies with a rate
equal of that of Cactaceae as a whole. Gray lines indicate expected species richness in the absence of extinction (e = 0.0), and black lines indicate expected
species richness under a high relative extinction (e = 0.9). Cactaceae clades were plotted according to crown group age and standing species diversity.
Clades that fall above the upper limit of the highest confidence interval are considered extremely species rich. Clades that fall below the lower limit of
lowest confidence interval are considered extremely species poor.
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in the opuntioid flattened-stemmed clade (including Tacinga,
Opuntia and Nopalea) (P = 0.99/0.99), and in the core Cactoi-
deae only with Bayesian analyses (P = 0.96, P = 0.46 in ML).
However, these two clades include mellitophilic members. The
ancestral growth form of the family could not be reconstructed

because representatives of subfamilies Opuntioideae and Pereski-
oideae lack comparable growth forms with members of Cactoi-
deae. In Cactoideae, an arborescent, shrubby or columnar growth
form was reconstructed as ancestral (P = 0.9/1.0), with shifts
towards a globose or barrel form early in Blossfeldia, in the North

Acanthocalycium spiniflorum

Acanthocereus tetragonus

Acharagma aguirreana
Ariocarpus fissuratus

Armatocereus godingianus

Arrojadoa rhodantha
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(A) Pereskia aculeata
(A) Pereskia diaz-romeroana
(A) Pereskia weberiana
(A) Maihuenia patagonica
(A) Maihuenia poeppigii
(A) Pereskia lychnidiflora
(A) Quiabentia chacoensis
(A) Quiabentia verticillata
(A) Pereskiopsis sp.
(A) Grusonia bradtiana
(A) Cylindropuntia tunicata
(A) Cylindropuntia imbricata
(A) Cylindropuntia leptocaulis
(A) Pterocactus gonjianii
(A) Maihueniopsis atacamensis
(A) Tephrocactus articulatus
(A) Tephrocactus alexanderi
(A) Miqueliopuntia miquelii
(A) Tunilla corrugata
(B) Tacinga palmadora
(B) Tacinga funalis
(B) Opuntia macbridei
(A) Opuntia echios
(A) Opuntia helleri
(A) Opuntia megasperma
(B) Nopalea gaumeri
(B) Nopalea lutea
(B) Nopalea karwinskiana
(B) Nopalea sp.
(A) Opuntia microdasys
(A) Opuntia excelsa
(A) Opuntia lasiacantha
(B) Nopalea dejecta
(B) Nopalea cochenillifera
(A) Blossfeldia liliputana
(A) Sclerocactus brevihamatus
(A) Echinomastus intertextus
(A) Echinomastus unguispinus
(A) Echinocactus grusonii
(A) Epithelantha micromeris
(A) Turbinicarpus pseudomacrochele
(A) Strombocactus disciformis
(A) Ariocarpus agavoides
(A) Ariocarpus fissuratus
(A) Ariocarpus bravoanus
(A) Turbinicarpus gielsdorfianus
(A) Turbinicarpus shcmiedickeanus
(A) Turbinicarpus viereckii
(A) Acharagma roseana
(A) Acharagma aguirreana
(A) Lophophora williamsii
(A) Obregonia denegrii
(A) Neolloydia conoidea
(A) Ortegocactus macdougallii
(B) Cochemiea pondii
(B) Cochemiea poselgeri
(A) Mammillaria picta
(A) Coryphantha aff. salinensis
(A) Coryphantha erecta
(A) Coryphantha duranguensis
(A) Coryphantha pycnacantha
(A) Mammillaria candida
(B) Mammillaria senilis
(A) Mammillaria haageana
(A) Mammillaria carnea
(A) Mammillaria geminispina
(A) Mammillaria magnimamma
(A) Ferocactus haematacanthus
(A) Ferocactus echidne
(A) Ferocactus latispinus
(A) Sclerocactus uncinatus
(A) Leuchtenbergia principis
(A) Stenocactus coptogonus
(A) Stenocactus sp
(A) Thelocactus hastifer
(A) Thelocactus tulensis
(A) Aztekium ritteri
(A) Geohintonia mexicana
(A) Echinocactus platyacanthus
(A) Echinocactus horizonthalonius
(A) Astrophytum ornatum
(A) Astrophytum capricorne
(A) Copiapoa coquimbana
(A) Copiapoa humilis
(A) Copiapoa cinerascens
(B) Calymmanthium substerile
(A) Frailea pumila
(A) Austrocactus bertinii
(AB) Eulychnia iquiquensis
(AB) Eulychnia castanea
(A) Pfeiffera ianthothele
(A) Corryocactus tenuiculus
(A) Corryocactus brevistylus
(A) Corryocactus aureus
(B) Acanthocereus tetragonus
(B) Peniocereus chiapensis
(B) Peniocereus castellae
(B) Disocactus amazonicus
(B) Epiphyllum phyllanthus
(B) Disocactus flagelliformis
(B) Selenicereus sp.
(B) Weberocereus glaber
(B) Selenicereus boeckmannii
(B) Selenicereus donkelaari
(B) Hylocereus undatus
(B) Hylocereus trigonus
(B) Peniocereus johnstonii
(B) Peniocereus viperinus
(B) Peniocereus greggii
(A) Pterocereus faetidus
(B) Pachycereus gaumeri
(B) Pachycereus sp
(B) Pachycereus pecten-aboriginum
(AB) Carnegiea gigantea
(B) Pachycereus marginatus
(B) Lophocereus schottii
(B) Peniocereus serpentinus
(B) Bergerocactus emoryi
(B) Cephalocereus nizandensis
(B) Cephalocereus apicicephalium
(B) Neobuxbaumia polylopha
(B) Cephalocereus columna-trajani
(B) Mytrocereus fulviceps
(B) Cephalocereus senilis
(B) Neobuxbaumia mezcalaensis
(B) Stenocereus dumortieri
(B) Stenocereus eruca
(A) Escontria chiotilla
(B) Stenocereus gumosus
(B) Stenocereus beneckei
(AB) Polaskia chichipe
(B) Stenocereus pruinosus
(B) Stenocereus stellatus
(A) Myrtillocactus geometrisans
(A) Myrtillocactus schenckii
(A) Echinocereus poselgeri
(A) Echinocereus parkeri
(A) Echinocereus cinerascens
(A) Echinocereus enneacanthus
(A) Echinocereus leucanthus
(A) Echinocereus pentalophus
(A) Echinocereus pectinatus
(A) Echinocereus schmollii
(B) Echinocereus triglochidiatus
(B) Armatocereus godingianus
(B) Armatocereus laetus
(B) Castellanosia caineana
(B) Dendrocereus nudiflorus
(B) Leptocereus leonii
(B) Leptocereus quadricostatus
(B) Pseudoacanthocereus sicariguensis
(B) Pseudoacanthocereus brasiliensis
(B) Neoraimondia arequipensis
(B) Neoraimondia herzogiana
(A) Rhipsalis baccifera
(A) Lepismium cruciforme
(B) Schlumbergera truncata
(A) Hatiora salicornoides
(A) Neowerdermannia vorwerkii
(A) Eriosyce islayensis
(A) Eriosyce aurata
(A) Eriosyce taltalensis
(B) Eriosyce subgibbosa
(A) Eriosyce napina
(A) Parodia magnifica
(A) Parodia concinna
(A) Parodia erinaceae
(A) Parodia ottonis
(A) Parodia buenekeri
(A) Parodia haselbergii
(B) Cereus hildmannianus
(A) Uebelmania pectinifera
(B) Pilosocereus chrysacanthus
(B) Arrojadoa rhodantha
(B) Discocactus boomianus
(B) Melocactus curvispinus
(B) Melocactus intortus
(B) Stetsonia coryne
(B) Cereus alacriportanus
(B) Monvillea spegazzinii
(B) Cereus aethiops
(B) Micranthocereus albicephalus
(B) Browningia candelaris
(B) Browningia hertlingiana
(A) Sulcorebutia candiae
(A) Rebutia arenacea
(B) Coleocephalocereus fluminensis
(A) Rebutia fiebrigii
(A) Gymnocalycium saglionis
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Fig. 4 Character states mapped on the maximum likelihood (ML) phylogenetic tree and ancestral character reconstruction. (a) Ancestral reconstructions of
pollination syndromes: mellitophilic species (blue) and species with other pollination syndromes (red; i.e. sphingophily, chiropterophily or ornithophily). (b)
Ancestral reconstructions of life form: species with a globose or barrel life form (red) and species with other life forms (blue; i.e. arborescent, shrubby or
columnar. Species within subfamilies Opuntioideae, Maihuenioideae and Pereskioideae lack a growth form comparable to those of members of subfamily
Cactoideae; hence, their growth form was scored as nonapplicable. Pie charts show the probability states reconstructed with ML at each node, obtained
with BayesTraits. Stars located next to nodes indicate the positions of diversification rate shift increases inferred in MEDUSA.
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American Cacteae clade (P = 0.99/0.99) and the South American
core Notocacteae clade (P = 0.99/0.99), with independent shifts
scattered throughout the BCT clade (Fig. 4). To statistically eval-
uate a possible concordance in pollination guild and growth-form
shifts along the Cactaceae phylogeny we conducted a correlation
test with BayesTraits. With the ML approach, we conducted
LRTs for each of the 1000 randomly selected trees. Probability
values obtained were very low (lower than 59 10�4; see Fig. S3),
suggesting a significant improvement with the correlated model,
and thus a possible correlation between the evolution of growth
form and pollination syndrome. Similar results were obtained
with the Bayesian MCMC approach. The correlated model
yielded an harmonic mean of c. �136.38, while that of the inde-
pendent model was c. �213.59, leading to a Bayes factor of
154.4, supporting the correlated evolution between growth form
and pollination syndrome.

In order to investigate a correlation between character change
and diversification in Cactaceae, we implemented variants of the
BiSSE model. Results on parameter estimates and the compari-
son of AIC scores obtained for growth form and pollination syn-
drome models are shown in Tables S7 and S8, respectively.
Results show a clear state-dependence in diversification rates, as
speciation rates were on average two times higher in lineages with
an arborescent, shrubby or columnar growth form, and with a
derived pollination syndrome such as chiropterophily, ornith-
ophily and sphingophily. In both traits there is a clear difference
in transition rates, which are on average six times higher in favor
of a transition rate from a globose to an arborescent or columnar
form, and from a mellitophilic towards a derived pollination syn-
drome.

Discussion

Cactaceae diversification is congruent with a Miocene
origin of the American Succulent Biome

The Succulent Biome comprises highly fragmented, globally dis-
tributed patches of vegetation on a climate characterized by
erratic, unpredictable rains, with succulents as one of the pre-
dominant growth forms together with sclerophyllous shrubs that
do not resist fire (Lavin et al., 2004; and references therein). Plant
groups in this biome show a strong geographic phylogenetic
structure, and a considerable number of endemic and geographi-
cally-restricted species (Lavin et al., 2004; Schrire et al., 2005;
Thiv et al., 2011). This biome is characterized by low immigra-
tion rates and the presence of local specialists; many genera
shared among patches, but few shared species (Thiv et al., 2011).
To understand the origin and expansion of the succulent biome
in the New World, we investigate the geographic phylogenetic
structure and biogeographic history of Cactaceae, and evaluate if
clades with distinct geographic distributions originated contem-
poraneously, possibly as a response to a global aridification trend.

The cactus family has been previously used as a model to
understand the origin of arid biomes. Arakaki et al. (2011) pro-
vided an estimation of divergence dates and diversification rates
of Cactaceae by using a similar approach to the one presented

here. They also used a two-step approach for the estimation of
dates. First, they used an assembled order-level matrix to estimate
Cactaceae crown dates with a similar number of taxa, but includ-
ing 83 chloroplast genes and 13 calibration fossil dates. In spite
of that effort to increase the number of genomic regions, general
relationships within eudicots and outgroups obtained by Arakaki
et al. are similar to the ones presented here, and to relationships
reported in previous studies (e.g. Wang et al., 2009; Soltis et al.,
2011). Consequently, we focused our efforts on the calibration
strategy by increasing the number of temporal calibrations to
include 23 divergence events obtained from the fossil record.
Additionally, we used a lognormal distribution for each calibra-
tion to accommodate uncertainty in the paleontological informa-
tion in the priors rather than relying upon single data points.
Our smaller gene dataset allowed utilization of an uncorrelated
lognormal clock method that has the advantage of considering
differences in the rates of substitution among lineages without
assuming rate autocorrelation (Drummond & Rambaut, 2007).
Furthermore, we included more than twice the number of Cacta-
ceae representatives with respect to the previous study, which
allowed a more detailed investigation of diversification dynamics
within the family.

Although our estimated dates for crown and stem Cactaceae
are similar to those obtained by Arakaki et al. (2011), our esti-
mated dates for clades within Cactaceae are generally younger
(Table 1), and consequently our inferred diversification rate esti-
mates are higher. According to our estimates, Cactaceae became
differentiated c. 32.11 (42.43–22.71) Ma, slightly after the
Eocene–Oligocene boundary, and the onset of the diversification
of the family into extant lineages is estimated in the late Oligo-
cene, c. 26.88 (36.85–22.71) Ma. These dates are younger than
the large global drop in atmospheric CO2 concentrations occur-
ring in the Eocene (Zachos et al., 2008), indicating a possible sce-
nario for the origin of the ancestors of modern succulent lineages
with crassulacean acid metabolism. Moreover, the estimated
times of origin of other succulent groups are generally similar.
For example, the origin of Euphorbia (Euphorbiaceae) was
recently estimated at 36.59 (47.24–28.99) Ma (Bruyns et al.,
2011); Aizoaceae and Didiereaceae (Caryophyllales) at c. 32.3
and 28.25Ma, respectively (Hern�andez-Hern�andez, 2010), and
Agavaceae (Asparagales) at c. 35–30Ma (Good-Avila et al.,
2006). However, extreme succulence and other specialized adap-
tations to dry habitats are derived conditions within each of these
groups (Applequist & Wallace, 2000; Klak et al., 2003; Bruyns
et al., 2011; Hern�andez-Hern�andez et al., 2011; Horn et al.,
2012), suggesting that these attributes evolved from nonsucculent
ancestors that were presumably preadapted to xerophytic habitats
in the Oligocene, under warmer, more stable climates (Graham,
2011).

Although evidence for increasing aridity since the Cretaceous
is available (Ziegler et al., 2003), floras of arid environments
apparently are substantially younger, mostly being no older than
the late Miocene or early Pliocene (Moore & Jansen, 2006; and
references therein), especially in the New World. Modern vegeta-
tion of the Sonoran Desert has been estimated to date from the
Pleistocene (2.59Ma; Axelrod, 1979); the Pliocene–Pleistocene
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(5.33–2.59Ma; Phillips & Comus, 2000); or the middle Mio-
cene (13.82Ma; Van Devender, 2000). Arid conditions leading
to what is now the Chihuahuan Desert are thought to have
appeared in the middle Miocene (Morafka, 1977), and fossil
grasses from Mojave Desert suggest that Mediterranean chapar-
ral-type grasslands were established there also by the Miocene
(Tidwell & Nambudiri, 1989). By the end of the early Miocene,
New World ecosystems included early versions of the desert,
shrubland, savanna and grassland biomes, derived from drier ele-
ments present in older habitats (Graham, 2011, and references
therein).

Our dating analysis indicates a time lag between the origin and
diversification of Cactaceae, with the latter taking place mainly
during the last 15–10Myr (Table 1, Fig. 1), in agreement with a
proposed Miocene expansion of New World arid and semi-arid
vegetation. The estimated time of diversification of other (non-
succulent) North American xerophytic plant genera also agree
with increasing aridity during the Miocene. For instance, Prosopis
(Fabaceae) – the mesquite – originated during the late Miocene,
but diversified during the Pliocene (Catalano et al., 2008); the
strongest diversification phase of Bursera (Burseraceae) took place
during the Miocene (De-Nova et al., 2012); Triquila (Boragina-
ceae) diversified in the early to late Miocene (Moore & Jansen,
2006); and Nolana (Solanaceae; Dillon et al., 2009), Agave
(Agavaceae; Good-Avila et al., 2006) and Ephedra (Gnetophyta;
Loera et al., 2012) diversified in the middle to late Miocene. The
apparent contemporaneous origin of the largest clades, as well as
species-rich lineages in Aizoaceae and Agavaceae, has been
invoked as an indicator of a global aridification trend (Arakaki
et al., 2011). Nonetheless, it is difficult to reject an independent
origin of each cactus lineage given the large 95% HPD intervals
that were obtained for estimated dates (see Fig. S4). Unfortu-
nately, given the scarcity of fossil evidence in arid biomes, it is
difficult to obtain more reliable calibration dates to improve
analyses and date estimates by reducing HPD intervals. An ade-
quate test for the hypothesis of synchronous origin and diversifi-
cation would require further statistical analyses with the inclusion
of other xeric-adapted lineages radiating independently in differ-
ent geographical regions.

Major cacti genera radiated during their colonization of
North America

Our biogeographic analyses allowed us to evaluate whether radi-
ating lineages with the highest diversification rates are geographi-
cally concentrated sharing particular areas of origin, or are
dispersed through the family’s distribution. In agreement with
previous studies (i.e. Buxbaum, 1969; Leuenberger, 1986; Wal-
lace & Gibson, 2002; Ocampo & Columbus, 2010), our results
support a South American origin for Cactaceae, in the central
Andean region of northern Chile, north-west Argentina, Bolivia
and Peru (Fig. 1; Table S1). Many species of Cactaceae are
endemic to this region, which has long been regarded as the
source of numerous angiosperm lineages (Raven & Axelrod,
1974). Aridity in the central Andes can be traced back to the late
Jurassic, and sedimentological records of the Atacama Desert

reveal climate stability for the region even during the Pleistocene
climatic fluctuations (Hartley et al., 2005). The Andean uplift
did not commence until 30Ma (Hartley et al., 2005 and refer-
ences therein), reinforcing the arid conditions by excluding mois-
ture from the Amazon Basin (Placzek et al., 2009). Additionally,
the rise of the Andes could provide novel niches favoring cactus
diversification (Hoorn et al., 2010). We estimated several inde-
pendent expansions within all major Cactaceae clades from this
area into different geographic regions (Fig. 1). However, the lin-
eages that expanded into North America contain some of the
most species-rich genera, which also exhibit the highest rates of
diversification (Table 1).

Two opuntioid clades were associated with a diversification
rate increase in the MEDUSA analysis: the flat-stemmed
Opuntia +Nopalea clade and the terete-stemmed Cylindropuntia
and Grusonia. Most species belonging to these clades are distrib-
uted in North America, especially in the Chihuahuan Desert
(G�omez-Hinostrosa & Hern�andez, 2000; Hern�andez et al.,
2001; Powell & Weedin, 2004; Griffith & Porter, 2009; Majure
et al., 2012). Other increases in diversification rates were detected
in clades possessing the most elevated absolute diversification
rates within the family: Echinocereus and the Mammilloid clade.
Echinocereus includes c. 67 species of short, cylindrical-stemmed
cacti (Hunt et al., 2006), and has the highest diversification rate
in the family (r0.0 = 1.01 and r0.9 = 0.57 sp Myr�1). These species
are distributed in deserts and semideserts of central and north-
western Mexico, and southwestern USA. Mammillaria, which
belongs to the Mammilloid clade, is the largest genus in the fam-
ily, with c. 163 species (Butterworth & Wallace, 2004; Hunt
et al., 2006). It also reaches its maximum species richness and
morphological diversity in arid regions of Mexico, with numer-
ous microendemic species in the Chihuahuan Desert. All of these
clades represent independent expansions into North American
arid biomes (Table S5, Fig. 1).

Different hypotheses have been suggested to explain the large
number of species in the Opuntioid, Mammilloid and
Echinocereus clades (i.e. apomixis: see Pinkava, 2002; polyploidy:
see Cota, 1993; Cota & Philbrick, 1994; Cota & Wallace, 1995;
Pinkava, 2002; the presence of latex and resin canals in
Mammillaria: see Farrell et al., 1991); however, detailed studies
on the ecological mechanisms driving speciation in these lineages
are needed to confirm them.

Novel pollination syndromes and growth forms occur in
lineages with high diversification rates

Although aridification might provide environmental conditions
fostering the origin of xerophytic plant lineages, other mecha-
nisms promoted elevated diversification rates in some of them.
Our taxonomic sample allowed us to provide more detail on
clades and lineages associated with increased diversification rates
within Cactoideae, the most diverse Cactaceae subfamily, than
previously reported (Arakaki et al., 2011). We detected the BCT
and PHB clades (and major lineages within them) as having sig-
nificantly high species richness (Table 1, Fig. 2), as well as being
associated with significant increasing shifts in diversification rate
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(Fig. 3). The BCT clade includes South American columnar,
arborescent and shrubby species from tribes Trichocereeae and
Cereeae. The PHB clade includes species with similar growth
forms in the North American tribes Pachycereeae and Hy-
locereeae, which also includes epiphytes (Hern�andez-Hern�andez
et al., 2011).

The derived conditions of bird, bat and moth pollination tend
to occur in members of the PHB and BCT clades (Grant &
Grant, 1979; Gibson & Nobel, 1986; Barthlott & Hunt, 1993;
Cota, 1993; Nobel, 2002; Fleming et al., 2009). Derived pollina-
tion syndromes can provide effective barriers to gene flow, con-
tributing to the origin of new lineages (Xu et al., 2012), with an
impact on diversification rates (Smith et al., 2008; van der Niet
& Johnson, 2012 and references therein). The evolution towards
bat or bird pollination might provide important benefits to
plants, because these animals deposit a large amount and variety
of pollen genotypes on stigmas and, compared with pollinators
such as ants or bees, are long-distance dispersers (Fleming et al.,
2009).

Although derived Cactoideae clades most conspicuously
include shrubs (Fig. 4 and see Hern�andez-Hern�andez et al.,
2011), members of the North American PHB and the South
American BCT clades convergently evolved towards arborescent
and columnar growth forms, with a shift towards epiphytic habit
in Hylocereeae (Hern�andez-Hern�andez et al., 2011). In addition
to particular floral pollinating systems, columnar or arborescent
growth forms in the context of the relatively short vegetation in
dry forests and semi-arid regions might facilitate pollination by
moths, bats or birds (Fleming et al., 2009). A correlation
between derived pollination syndromes and an arborescent,
shrubby or columnar growth form in BCT and PHB members
has already been suggested (Schlumpberger, 2012), and here we
tested this hypothesis of correlation under ML and Bayesian
frameworks.

We found strong evidence suggesting that bat, bird or moth
pollination syndromes are associated with a columnar, shrubby
or arborescent growth form in the Cactaceae phylogeny. We used
BiSSE to test if shifts towards novel pollination syndromes and a
shrubby or arborescent growth form in the Cactoideae are coinci-
dent with shifts in diversification rates. Our results strongly indi-
cate a correlation between character state and increase in
speciation rate (Tables S7, S8). Thus, we suggest that the out-
standing diversification of core Pachycereeae, Hylocereeae and
Trichocereeae is related to the evolution of derived pollination
syndromes, with a possible trend towards a specialization for bats
in North America and moths in South America, both facilitated
by an arborescent, shrubby or columnar growth form. In the con-
text of an arid environment where plant populations have low
densities, the evolution of a pollination mechanism that increases
pollen-transfer efficiency can be helpful to overcome mate-
finding Allee effects and to continue to reproduce successfully
(Ghazoul, 2005; Gascoigne et al., 2009; Livshultz et al., 2011),
particularly in long-lived and slow-growing species such as many
cacti.

In conclusion, our estimated dates of origin and diversification
of Cactaceae and major clades within the family are

congruent with a Miocene expansion of arid biomes in the Amer-
ican continent. However, disparity among diversification rate
estimates for clades originating at similar times suggests different
underlying diversification drivers. The Opuntia +Nopalea, the
Mammillaria + Coryphantha, the PHB (including the core Pachy-
cereeae and Hylocereeae), and the BCT clades (including Trich-
ocereeae) were identified as having higher-than-expected species
richness and elevated diversification rates, and to be associated
with rate increases in the phylogeny. The large morphological
and ecological diversity encompassed by each of these clades, as
well as by other succulent lineages, and the fact that other related
xeric-adapted lineages without these diversity and species-richness
originated at similar times indicates that the diversification of
major succulent plant radiations might be better explained by a
complex set of attributes contingent to each clade evolving in
each particular arid habitat.

According to our results, the high diversification rates that
characterize speciose genera such as Opuntia, Mammillaria and
Echinocereus might be associated with their geographic expansion
during the recent aridification of North America (particularly the
expansion of the Chihuahuan Desert) during the Miocene. In the
case of the core Pachycereeae, Hylocereeae and Trichocereeae,
which are relatively younger lineages, their high species richness
may have resulted from the origin of novel pollination syndromes
associated with changes in growth forms in several clade mem-
bers. We hypothesize that the presence of these characters fos-
tered an increase in the diversification rates of lineages within the
BCT and PHB clades, which include the tallest members in dry
forests and semi-arid regions of South and North America. Nev-
ertheless, the ecological mechanisms that led to increases in speci-
ation rates in these clades require more investigation.

It has been pointed out that the origin of extant biodiversity in
the Neotropical region, the most species-rich region on Earth
(e.g. Prance, 1977; Gentry, 1982), cannot be attributed to the
action of one or a few events during key time intervals, but rather
has resulted from complex ecological and evolutionary processes
including both abiotic and biotic factors (Antonelli & Sanmart�ın,
2011; Rull, 2011). Similarly, hypotheses for the origin of biodi-
versity in arid regions must take into account the complexity and
diversity of possible drivers of diversification in water-limited
environments. It has been shown that aridification can shape the
evolution not only of functional but also of reproductive traits
(Livshultz et al., 2011). However, further field studies providing
ecological explanations for the mechanistic processes determining
diversification in xerophytic lineages are still pending.

Acknowledgements

This work was supported by CONACyT, M�exico grant number
SEP-2004-C01-46475 to L.E.E. and S.M.; and PAPIIT-
UNAM grant number IN202310 to S.M. T.H-H. conducted
PhD studies in the Posgrado en Ciencias Biol�ogicas, Universi-
dad Nacional Aut�onoma de M�exico, and received a scholarship
from CONACyT. The authors thank C. Jaramillo and T. H.
Fleming for valuable comments and observations to this
research; and R. H. Ree, V. Sosa and L. L. S�anchez-Reyes for

New Phytologist (2014) � 2014 The Authors

New Phytologist� 2014 New Phytologist Trustwww.newphytologist.com

Research

New
Phytologist12



help in different aspects of this project. The Instituto de Biotec-
nolog�ıa, Universidad Nacional Aut�onoma de M�exico (Macrop-
royecto de Tecnolog�ıas de la Informaci�on y la Computaci�on)
provided computing resources.

References

Alfaro ME, Santini F, Brock C, Alamillo H, Dornburg A, Rabosky DL,

Carnevale G, Harmon LJ. 2009. Nine exceptional radiations plus high

turnover explain species diversity in jawed vertebrates. Proceedings of the
National Academy of Sciences, USA 106: 13 410–13 414.

Ali SS, Yu Y, Pfosser M, Wetschnigl W. 2012. Inferences of biogeographical

histories within subfamily Hyacinthoideae using S-DIVA and Bayesian binary

MCMC analysis implemented in RASP (Reconstruct Ancestral State in

Phylogenies). Annals of Botany 109: 95–107.
Antonelli A, Sanmart�ın I. 2011.Why are there so many plant species in the

Neotropics? Taxon 60: 403–414.
Applequist WL, Wallace RS. 2000. Phylogeny of the Madagascan endemic

family Didiereaceae. Plant Systematics and Evolution 221: 157–166.
Arakaki M, Christin P-A, Nyffeler R, Lendel A, Eggli U, Ogburn RM, Spriggs

E, Moore MJ, Edwards EJ. 2011. Contemporaneous and recent radiations of

the world’s major succulent plant lineages. Proceedings of the National Academy
of Sciences, USA 108: 8379–8384.

Arias S, Terrazas T, Arreola-Nava HJ, V�azquez-S�anchez M, Cameron KM.

2005. Phylogenetic relationships in Peniocereus (Cactaceae) inferred from
plastid DNA sequence data. Journal of Plant Research 118: 317–328.

Arias S, Terrazas T, Cameron KM. 2003. Phylogenetic analysis of Pachycereus
(Cactaceae, Pachycereeae) based on chloroplast and nuclear DNA sequences.

Systematic Botany 28: 547–557.
Axelrod DI. 1972. Edaphic aridity as a factor in angiosperm evolution. American
Naturalist 106: 311–320.

Axelrod DI. 1979. Desert vegetation, its age and origin. In: Goodin JR,

Northington DK, eds. Arid land plant resources. Lubbock, TX, USA:
International Center for Arid and Semi-Arid Land Studies, 1–72.

B�arcenas RT, Yesson C, Hawkins JA. 2011.Molecular systematics of the

Cactaceae. Cladistics 27: 1–20.
Barthlott W, Hunt DR. 1993. Cactaceae. In: Kubitzki K, ed. The families and
genera of vascular plants. New York, NY, USA: Springer, 161–197.

Bruyns PV, Klak C, Han�acek P. 2011. Age and diversity in Old World succulent

species of Euphorbia (Euphorbiaceae). Taxon 60: 1717–1733.
Butterworth CA, Cota-Sanchez JH, Wallace RS. 2002.Molecular systematics of

tribe Cacteae (Cactaceae: Cactoideae): a phylogeny based on rpl16 intron
sequence variation. Systematic Botany 27: 257–270.

Butterworth CA, Wallace RS. 2004. Phylogenetic studies ofMammillaria
(Cactaceae) – insights from chloroplast sequence variation and hypothesis

testing using the parametric bootstrap. American Journal of Botany 91: 1086–
1098.

Butterworth CA, Wallace RS. 2005.Molecular phylogenetics of the leafy cactus

genus Pereskia (Cactaceae). Systematic Botany 30: 800–808.
Buxbaum F. 1969. Die Entwicklungswege der Kakteen in S€udamerika. In:

Fittkau EJ, Illies J, Klineg H, Schwabe GH, Sioli H, eds. Biogeography and
ecology in South America. The Hague, the Netherlands: Dr. W. Junk, 583–623.

Byrne M, Yeates DK, Joseph L, Kearney M, Bowler J, Williams MAJ, Cooper S,

Donnellan SC, Keogh JS, Leys R et al. 2008. Birth of a biome: insights into

the assembly and maintenance of the Australian arid zone biota.Molecular
Ecology 17: 4398–4417.

Calsbeek R, Thompson JN, Richardson JE. 2003. Patterns of molecular

evolution and diversification in a biodiversity hotspot: the California Floristic

Province.Molecular Ecology 12: 1021–1029.
Calvente A, Zappi DC, Forest F, Lohmann LG. 2011.Molecular phylogeny,

evolution and biogeography of South American epiphytic cacti. International
Journal of Plant Sciences 172: 902–914.

Catalano SA, Vilardi JC, Tosto D, Saidman BO. 2008.Molecular phylogeny

and diversification history of Prosopis (Fabaceae: Mimosoideae). Biological
Journal of the Linnean Society 93: 621–640.

Cota JH. 1993. Pollination syndromes in the genus Echinocereus: a review. Cactus
and Succulent Journal 65: 19–26.

Cota JH, Philbrick CT. 1994. Chromosome number variation and polyploidy

in the genus Echinocereus (Cactaceae). American Journal of Botany 81:
1054–1062.

Cota JH, Wallace RS. 1995. Karyotypic studies in the genus Echinocereus
(Cactaceae) and their taxonomic significance. Caryologia 48: 105–122.

De-Nova JA, Medina R, Montero JC, Weeks A, Rosell JA, Olson ME, Eguiarte

LE, Magall�on S. 2012. Insights into the historical construction of species-rich

Mesoamerican seasonally dry tropical forests: the diversification of Bursera
(Burseraceae, Sapindales). New Phytologist 193: 276–287.

Dillon MO, Tu T, Xie L, Quipuscoa Silvestre V, Wen J. 2009. Biogeographic

diversification in Nolana (Solanaceae), a ubiquitous member of the Atacama

and Peruvian deserts along the western coast of South America. Journal of
Systematics and Evolution 47: 457–476.

Drummond AJ, Rambaut A. 2007. BEAST: Bayesian evolutionary analysis by

sampling trees. BMC Evolutionary Biology 7: 214.
Edgar RC. 2004.MUSCLE: Multiple sequence alignment with high accuracy

and high throughput. Nucleic Acids Research 32: 1792–1797.
Edwards EJ, Nyffeler R, Donoghue MJ. 2005. Basal cactus phylogeny:

implications of Pereskia (Cactaceae) paraphyly for the transition to the cactus

life form. American Journal of Botany 92: 1177–1188.
Ellis AG, Weis AE. 2006. Coexistence and differentiation of ‘flowering stones’:

the role of local adaptation to soil microenvironment. Journal of Ecology 94:
322–335.

Ellis AG, Weis AE, Gaut B. 2006. Evolutionary radiation of “stone plants” in the

genus Argyoderma (Aizoaceae): unraveling the effects of landscape, habitat and

flowering time. Evolution 60: 39–55.
Farrell BD, Dussourd DE, Mitter C. 1991. Escalation of plant defense: do latex

and resin canals spur plant diversification? American Naturalist 138: 881–900.
Fleming TH, Geiselman C, Kress WJ. 2009. The evolution of bat pollination: a

phylogenetic perspective. Annals of Botany 104: 1017–1043.
Gascoigne J, Berec L, Gregory S, Courchamp F. 2009. Dangerously few liaisons:

a review of mate-finding Allee effects. Population Ecology 51: 355–372.
Gentry AH. 1982. Neotropical floristic diversity: phytogeographical connections

between Central and South America, Pleistocene climatic fluctuations, or an

accident of the Andean orogeny? Annals of the Missouri Botanical Garden 69:
557–593.

Ghazoul J. 2005. Implications of plant spatial distribution for pollination and

seed production. In: Burslem D, Pinard M, Hartley S, eds. Biotic interactions in
the tropics: their role in the maintenance of species diversity. Cambridge, UK:

Cambridge University Press, 241–266.
Gibson AC. 1982. Phylogenetic relationships of Pachycereeae. In: Barker JSF,

Stramer WT, eds. Ecological genetics and evolution: the cactus–yeast–Drosophila
model system. New York, NY, USA: Academic Press, 3–16.

Gibson AC. 1996. Structure–function relations of warm desert plants. New York,

NY, USA: Springer.

Gibson AC, Horak KE. 1978. Systematic anatomy and phylogeny of Mexican

columnar cacti. Annals of the Missouri Botanical Garden 65: 999–1057.
Gibson AC, Nobel PS. 1986. The cactus primer. Cambridge, MA, USA: Harvard

University Press.

G�omez-Hinostrosa C, Hern�andez HM. 2000. Diversity, geographical

distribution, and conservation of Cactaceae in the Miery Noriega region,

Mexico. Biodiversity and Conservation 9: 403–418.
Good-Avila SV, Souza V, Gaut BS, Eguiarte LE. 2006. Timing and rate of

speciation in Agave (Agavaceae). Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences,
USA 103: 9124–9129.

Graham A. 2011. The age and diversification of terrestrial New World

ecosystems through Cretaceous and Cenozoic time. American Journal of Botany
98: 336–351.

Grant V, Grant K. 1979. The pollination spectrum in the southwestern American

cactus flora. Plant Systematics and Evolution 133: 29–37.
Griffith MP, Porter JM. 2009. Phylogeny of Opuntioideae (Cactaceae).

International Journal of Plant Sciences 170: 107–116.
Guerrero P, Rosas M, Arroyoa MTK, Wiens JJ. 2013. Evolutionary lag

times and recent origin of the biota of an ancient desert (Atacama–

� 2014 The Authors

New Phytologist� 2014 New Phytologist Trust
New Phytologist (2014)

www.newphytologist.com

New
Phytologist Research 13



Sechura). Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, USA 110:

11 469–11 474.
Hall TA. 1999. BioEdit: a user-friendly biological sequence alignment editor and

analysis program for Windows 95/98/NT. Nucleic Acids Symposium Series 41:
95–98.

Hartley A, Chong G, Houston J, Mather AE. 2005. 150 million years of climatic

stability: evidence from the Atacama Desert, northern Chile. Journal of the
Geological Society, London 162: 421–424.

Hern�andez HM, G�omez-Hinostrosa C. 2005. Cactus diversity and endemism in

the Chihuahuan Desert Region. In: Cartron JL, Felger R, Ceballos G, eds.

Biodiversity and conservation in Northern Mexico. New York, NY, USA: Oxford

University Press, 264–275.
Hern�andez HM, G�omez-Hinostrosa C, B�arcenas R. 2001. Diversity, spatial

arrangement, and endemism of Cactaceae in the Huizache area, a hot-spot in

the Chihuahuan Desert. Biodiversity and Conservation 10: 1097–1112.
Hern�andez-Hern�andez T. 2010. Radiaciones evolutivas de linajes de plantas
suculentas en el orden Caryophyllales, con �enfasis en la familia Cactaceae. Doctoral

thesis, Posgrado en Ciencias Biol�ogicas, UNAM, M�exico.
Hern�andez-Hern�andez T, Hern�andez HM, De-Nova JA, Puente R, Eguiarte

LE, Magall�on S. 2011. Phylogenetic relationships and evolution of growth

form in Cactaceae (Caryophyllales, Eudicotyledoneae). American Journal of
Botany 98: 44–61.

Hoorn C, Wesselingh FP, ter Steege H, Bermudez MA, Mora A, Sevink J,

Sanmart�ın I, Sanchez-Meseguer A, Anderson CL, Figueiredo JP et al. 2010.
Amazonia through time: andean uplift, climate change, landscape evolution,

and biodiversity. Science 330: 927–931.
Horn JW, van Ee BW, Morawetz JJ, Riina R, Steinmann VW, Berry PE,

Wurdack KJ. 2012. Phylogenetics and the evolution of major structural

characters in the giant genus Euphorbia L. (Euphorbiaceae).Molecular
Phylogenetics and Evolution 63: 305–326.

Hunt D, Taylor NP, Charles G. 2006. The new cactus lexicon. Milborne Port,

UK: DH Books.

Johnson SD. 2010. The pollination niche and its role in the diversification and

maintenance of the southern Africa flora. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal
Society of London B 365: 499–516.

Kass RE, Raftery AE. 1995. Bayes factors. Journal of the American Statistical
Association 90: 773–795.

Kellner A, Ritz CM, Schlittenhardt P, Hellwig FH. 2011. Genetic

differentiation in the genus Lithops L. (Ruschioideae, Aizoaceae) reveals a high
level of convergent evolution and reflects geographic distribution. Plant Biology
13: 368–380.

Klak C, Khunou A, Reeves G, Hedderson T. 2003. A phylogenetic hypothesis

for the Aizoaceae (Caryophyllales) based on four plastid DNA regions.

American Journal of Botany 90: 1433–1445.
Klak C, Reeves G, Hedderson T. 2004. Unmatched tempo of evolution in

Southern African semi-desert ice plants. Nature 427: 63–65.
Lavin M, Schrire BP, Lewis G, Pennington RT, Delgado-Salinas A, Thulin M,

Hughes CE, BeyraMatos A, Wojciechowski MF. 2004.Metacommunity

process rather than continental tectonic history better explains geographically

structured phylogenies in legumes. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society
of London B 359: 1509–1522.

Leuenberger BE. 1986. Pereskia (Cactaceae).Memoirs of the New York Botanical
Garden 41: 1–141.

Livshultz T, Mead JV, Goyder DJ, Brannin M. 2011. Climate niches of

milkweeds with plesiomorphic traits (Secamonoideae; Apocynaceae) and the

milkweed sister group link ancient African climates and floral evolution.

American Journal of Botany 98: 1966–1977.
Loera I, Sosa V, Ickert-Bond SM. 2012. Diversification in North American arid

lands: niche conservatism, divergence and expansion of habitat explain

speciation in the genus Ephedra.Molecular Phylogenetics and Evolution 65: 437–
450.

Maddison WP, Midford PE, Otto SP. 2007. Estimating a binary character’s

effect on speciation and extinction. Systematic Biology 56: 701–710.
Magall�on S, Castillo A. 2009. Angiosperm diversification through time.

American Journal of Botany 96: 349–365.
Magall�on S, Sanderson MJ. 2001. Absolute diversification rates in angiosperm

clades. Evolution 55: 1762–1780.

Majure LC, Puente R, Griffith MP, Judd WS, Soltis PS, Soltis DE. 2012.

Phylogeny of Opuntia s.s. (Cactaceae): clade delineation. American Journal of
Botany 99: 847–864.

Mandujano MC, Carrillo-Angeles IG, Mart�ınez-Peralta C, Golubov J. 2010.

Reproductive biology of Cactaceae. In: Ramawat KG, ed. Desert plants – biology
and biotechnology. Berlin, Germany: Springer, 197–230.

McGinnies WG. 1979. General description of desert areas. In: Goodall DW,

Perry RA, eds. Arid land ecosystems, volume I. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge

University Press, 5–20.
Molina-Freaner F, Eguiarte LE. 2003. The pollination biology of two paniculate

agaves (Agavaceae) from northwestern Mexico: contrasting roles of bats as

pollinators. American Journal of Botany 90: 1016–1024.
Moore MJ, Jansen RK. 2006.Molecular evidence for the age, origin and

evolutionary history of the American desert plant genus Tiquilia
(Boraginaceae).Molecular Phylogenetics and Evolution 39: 668–687.

Morafka DJ. 1977. A biogeographical analysis of the Chihuahuan Desert through its
herpetofauna. The Hague, the Netherlands: Dr. W. Junk.

Morrone JJ. 2001. Biogeograf�ıa de Am�erica Latina y el Caribe. Manuales y Tesis

SEA 3, Zaragoza, Espa~na.

Morrone JJ. 2002. Presentaci�on Sint�etica de un Nuevo Esquema Biogeogr�afico de

Am�erica Latina y el Caribe. In: Costa C, Vanin SA, Lobo JM, Melic A, eds.

Hacia un Proyecto CYTED Para el Inventario y Estimaci�on de la Diversidad
Entomol�ogica en Iberoam�erica: PrIBES, Volumen 2. Zaragoza, Espa~na:
Monograf�ıas Tercer Milenio, 267–275.

Morrone JJ. 2006. Biogeographic areas and transition zones of Latin America and

the Caribbean Islands based on panbiogeographic and cladistic analyses of the

entomofauna. Annual Review of Entomology 51: 467–494.
Newton MA, Raftery AE. 1994. Approximate Bayesian inference by the weighted

likelihood bootstrap (with discussion). Journal of the Royal Statistical Society,
Series B (Methodological) 56: 3–48.

van der Niet T, Johnson SD. 2012. Phylogenetic evidence for pollinator driven

diversification of angiosperms. Trends Ecology & Evolution 27: 353–361.
Nobel PS. 2002. Cacti: biology and uses. Berkeley, CA, USA: University of

California Press.

Nyffeler R. 2002. Phylogenetic relationships in the cactus family (Cactaceae)

based on evidence from trnK/matK and trnL-trnF sequences. American Journal
of Botany 89: 312–326.

Nyffeler R. 2007. The closest relatives of cacti: insights from phylogenetic

analyses of chloroplast and mitochondrial sequences with special emphasis on

relationships in the tribe Anacampserotaceae. American Journal of Botany 94:
89–101.

Nyffeler R, Eggli U. 2010. An up-to-date familial and suprafamilial classification

of succulent plants. Bradleya 28: 125–144.
Ocampo G, Columbus JT. 2010.Molecular phylogenetics of suborder Cactineae

(Caryophyllales), including insights into photosynthetic diversification and

historical biogeography. American Journal of Botany 97: 1827–1847.
Ortega-Baes P, God�ınez-Alvarez H. 2006. Global diversity and conservation

priorities in the Cactaceae. Biodiversity and Conservation 15: 817–827.
Pagel M. 1994. Detecting correlated evolution on phylogenies: a general method

for comparative analysis of discrete characters. Proceedings of the Royal Society of
London B 225: 37–45.

Pagel M. 1997. Inferring evolutionary processes from phylogenies. Zoologica
Scripta 26: 331–348.

Pagel M, Meade A. 2006. Bayesian analysis of correlated evolution of discrete

characters by reversible-jump Markov chain Monte Carlo. American Naturalist
167: 808–825.

Peel MC, Finlayson BL, McMahon TA. 2007. Updated world map of the

K€oppen-Geiger climate classification. Hydrology and Earth System Sciences 11:
1633–1644.

Phillips SJ, Comus PW. 2000. A natural history of the Sonoran Desert. Tucson,
AZ, USA: Arizona-Sonoran Desert Museum Press.

Pinkava DJ. 2002.On the evolution of the continental North American

Opuntioideae (Cactaceae). Succulent Plant Research 6: 59–98.
Placzek C, Quade J, Betancourt JL, Patchett PJ, Rech JA, Latorre C, Matmon

A, Holmgren C, Nathan B. 2009. Climate in the dry central Andes over

geologic, millennial, and interannual timescales. Annals of the Missouri
Botanical Garden 96: 386–397.

New Phytologist (2014) � 2014 The Authors

New Phytologist� 2014 New Phytologist Trustwww.newphytologist.com

Research

New
Phytologist14



Porter JM. 1999. Sclerocactus and Pediocactus: a summary of the molecular

evidence. Cactus Consensus Initiatives 7: 5–6.
Porter JM, Kinney MS, Heil KD. 2000. Relationships between Sclerocactus and
Toumeya (Cactaceae) based on chloroplast trnL-trnF sequences. Haseltonia 7:
8–23.

Posadas P, Estevez JM, Morrone JJ. 1997. Distributional patterns and endemism

areas of vascular plants in the Andean subregion. Fontqueria 48: 1–9.
Powell AM, Weedin JF. 2004. Cacti of the Trans-Pecos and adjacent areas.
Lubbock, TX, USA: Texas Tech University Press.

Prance GT. 1977. Floristic inventory of the tropics: where do we stand? Annals of
the Missouri Botanical Garden 64: 659–684.

Rabosky DL. 2006. Likelihood methods for detecting temporal shifts in

diversification rates. Evolution 60: 1152–1164.
Rambaut A, Drummond AJ. 2007. TRACER. [WWW document] URL http://

tree.bio.ed.ac.uk/software/tracer/ [accessed 20 April 2012].

Raven PH, Axelrod DI. 1974. Angiosperm biogeography and past continental

movements. Annals of the Missouri Botanical Garden 61: 539–673.
Ree RH. 2005. Detecting the historical signature of key innovations using

stochastic models of character evolution and cladogenesis. Evolution 59: 257–
265.

Ree RH, Smith SA. 2008.Maximum-likelihood inference of geographic range

evolution by dispersal, local extinction, and cladogenesis. Systematic Biology 57:
4–14.

Reyes-Ag€uero JA, Aguirre JR, Valiente-Banuet A. 2006. Reproductive biology of

Opuntia: a review. Journal of Arid Environments 64: 549–585.
Ritz CM, Martins L, Mecklenburg R, Goremykin V, Hellwig FH. 2007. The

molecular phylogeny of Rebutia (Cactaceae) and its allies demonstrates the

influence of paleogeography on the evolution of South American mountain

cacti. American Journal of Botany 94: 1321–1332.
Rull V. 2011. Neotropical biodiversity: timing and potential drivers. Trends in
Ecology and Evolution 26: 508–513.

Schlumpberger BO. 2012. A survey on pollination modes in cacti and a potential

key innovation. In: Patiny S, ed. Evolution of plant–pollinator interactions.
Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, 301–319.

Schlumpberger BO, Renner SS. 2012.Molecular phylogenetics of Echinopsis
(Cactaceae): polyphyly at all levels and convergent evolution of pollination

modes and growth forms. American Journal of Botany 99: 1335–1349.
Schnitzler J, Graham CH, Dormann DF, Schiffers K, Linder HP. 2012.

Climatic niche evolution and species diversification in the Cape flora, South

Africa. Journal of Biogeography 39: 2201–2211.
Schrire BD, Lavin M, Lewis GP. 2005. Global distribution patterns of the

Leguminosae: insights from recent phylogenies. In: Friis I, Balslev H, eds.

Plant diversity and complexity patterns: local, regional and global dimensions.
Viborg, Denmark: Royal Danish Academy of Sciences and Letters, 375–
422.

Silvera K, Santiago LS, Cushman JC, Winter K. 2009. Crassulacean acid

metabolism and epiphytism linked to adaptive radiations in the Orchidaceae.

Plant Physiology 149: 1838–1847.
Smith CI, Pellmyr O, Althoff DM, B�alcazar-Lara M, Leebens-Mack J, Segraves

KA. 2008. Pattern and timing of diversification in Yucca (Agavaceae):
specialized pollination does not escalate rates of diversification. Proceedings of
the Royal Society of London B 275: 249–258.

Soltis DE, Smith SA, Cellinese N, Wurdack KJ, Tank DC, Brockington SF,

Refulio-Rodr�ıguez NF, Walker JB, Moore MJ, Carlsward BS et al. 2011.
Angiosperm phylogeny: 17 genes, 640 taxa. American Journal of Botany 98:
704–730.

Stamatakis A. 2006. RAxML-VI-HPC: Maximum likelihood-based phylogenetic

analyses with thousands of taxa and mixed models. Bioinformatics 22: 2688–
2690.

Thiv M, Van der Niet T, Rutschmann F, Thulin M, Brune T, Linder HP.

2011.Old-New World and trans-African disjunctions of Thamnosma

(Rutaceae): intercontinental long- distance dispersal and local differentiation in

the succulent biome. American Journal of Botany 98: 76–87.
Tidwell WD, Nambudiri EMV. 1989. Tomlisonia thomassonii, gen et sp. nov., a

permineralized grass from the upper Miocene Ricardo Formation, California.

Review of Palaeobotany and Palynology 60: 165–177.

Valiente-Banuet A, Arizmendi MC, Rojas-Mart�ınez A, Dom�ınguez-Canseco I.

1996. Ecological relationships between columnar cacti and nectar feeding bats

in Mexico. Journal of Tropical Ecology 12: 103–119.
Van Devender TR. 2000. The deep history of the Sonoran Desert. In: Phillips SJ,

Comus PW, eds. A natural history of the Sonoran Desert. Tucson, AZ, USA:

Arizona-Sonoran Desert Museum Press, 61–69.
Verboom GA, Archibald JK, Bakker FT, Bellstedt DU, Conrad F, Dreyer LL,

Forest F, Galley C, Goldblatt P, Henning JF et al. 2009.Origin and

diversification of the Greater Cape flora: ancient species repository, hot-bed of

recent radiation, or both?Molecular Phylogenetics and Evolution 51: 44–53.
Wallace RS. 1995.Molecular systematic study of the Cactaceae: using chloroplast

DNA variation to elucidate cactus phylogeny. Bradleya 13: 1–12.
Wallace RS. 2002. The phylogeny and systematics of columnar cacti: an

overview. In: Fleming TH, Valiente-Banuet A, eds. Columnar cacti and their
mutualists: evolution, ecology and conservation. Tucson, AZ, USA: The

University of Arizona Press, 42–65.
Wallace RS, Cota JH. 1996. An intron loss in the chloroplast gene rpoC1
supports a monophyletic origin of the subfamily Cactoideae of the Cactaceae.

Current Genetics 29: 275–281.
Wallace RS, Dickie SL. 2002. Systematic implications of chloroplast DNA

sequence variation in subfam. Opuntioideae (Cactaceae). Succulent Plant
Research 6: 9–24.

Wallace RS, Gibson AC. 2002. Evolution and systematics. In: Nobel PS, ed.

Cacti, biology and uses. Los Angeles, CA, USA: University of California Press,

1–21.
Wang H, Moore MJ, Soltis PS, Bell CD, Brockington SF, Alexandre R, Davis

CC, Latvis M, Manchester SR, Soltis DE. 2009. Rosid radiation and the rapid

rise of angiosperm-dominated forests. Proceedings of the National Academy of
Sciences, USA 106: 3853–3858.

Xu S, Schl€uter PM, Schiestl FP. 2012. Pollinator-driven speciation in

sexually deceptive orchids. International Journal of Ecology 2012: Article ID

285081.

Yu Y, Harris AJ, He X-J. 2010. S-DIVA (Statistical Dispersal-Vicariance

Analysis): a tool for inferring biogeographic histories.Molecular Phylogenetics
and Evolution 56: 848–850.

Yu Y, Harris AJ, He X-J. 2011. RASP (Reconstruct Ancestral State in Phylogenies)
2.0 beta. [WWW document] URL http://mnh.scu.edu.cn/soft/blog/RASP

[accessed 10 February 2013].

Zachos JC, Dickens GR, Zeebe RE. 2008. An early Cenozoic perspective on

greenhouse warming and carbon-cycle dynamics. Nature 451: 279–283.
Ziegler AM, Eshel G, Rees PM, Rothfus TA, Rowley DB, Sunderlin D. 2003.

Tracing the tropics across land and sea: permian to present. Lethaia 36: 227–
254.

Supporting Information

Additional supporting information may be found in the online
version of this article.
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