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Natural hybridization and introgression are central evolutionary processes in grape genus
(Vitis). On the other hand, the interspecific relationships among grapes, the directionality of
the inferred admixture events and the parents of hybrids are not yet completely clarified.
The grapes are economically important crops characterized by tendrils used to climb on
the trees and the fruits harvested by humans especially for the consumption or to produce
wines and liquors. The American grapes (ca. 30 species) are recognized as an important
resource because they show biotic and abiotic resistances. We analyzed 3,885 genome-
wide SNPs from 31 American Vitis species using the TreeMix software combined with the
f3 and f4 tests. This approach allowed us to infer phylogenetic relationships and to explore
the natural admixture among taxa. Our results confirmed the existence of all hybrid
species recognized in literature (V. x champinii, V. x doaniana, V. x novae-angliae, and V. x
slavinii), identifying their most likely parent species and provided evidence of additional
gene flows between distantly related species. We discuss our results to elucidate the
origin of American wild grapes, demonstrating that admixture events have ancient origins.
We observe that gene flows have involved taxa currently spread through the southern
regions of North America. Consequently, we propose that glacial cycles could have
triggered the contact between interfertile taxa promoting local hybridization events. We
conclude by discussing the phylogenetic implications of our findings and showing that
TreeMix can provide novel insights into the evolutionary history of grapes.

Keywords: climate changes, gene flow, hybrids, introgression, migrations, phylogeny, TreeMix, Vitis

INTRODUCTION

Hybridization is a natural process of evolution observed in plants and animals. To find pure hybrids
in nature is considered occasional, whereas introgression events are more frequent (Mallet, 2005;
Folk et al.,, 2018). Gene introgression is a long-term process, mediated by the transfer of genes
between taxa through repeated backcrosses (Anderson and Hubricht, 1938; Harrison and Larson,
2014). It can have deleterious consequences on the genetic structure and conservation of wild
species, analogous to the ecological consequences caused by the introduction of nonnative taxa
(Allendorf et al., 2001; Mallet, 2005). Continued and unidirectional introgression may lead to a
crescent depauperating of genetic variability especially if the gene flow involves species spread over
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restricted areas (Grassi et al., 2006b; Beatty et al., 2015; Lau and
Jacobs, 2017). On the other hand, hybridization and
introgression can also be a source of genetic variation
accelerating adaptive radiation and speciation when the new
alleles are conserved by natural selection (Mallet, 2007; Ma et al.,
2018b). Adaptive introgression of favourable genes has been
observed in plants showing new biotic or abiotic resistances
(Suarez-Gonzalez et al,, 2018). It is thought indeed that nearly a
quarter of the species of flowering plants have experienced
natural hybridization and introgression with other species
(Mallet, 2007; Ma et al., 2018b).

The grapes (i.e., genus Vitis L.) are a complex of species with
wide morphological variability adapted to a range of climatic
conditions (Callen et al., 2016; Chitwood et al., 2016). The genus
consists of ca. 70 species mainly distributed in the northern
hemisphere (Zecca et al., 2012; Liu et al., 2016; Ma et al., 2018a)
and is characterized by tendrils used to climb for tens of meters
on the crown of adjacent trees. Morphological and molecular
data confirm a subdivision in two subgenera, named Muscadinia
(Planch.; 2n = 40) and Vitis (2n = 38). North America,
represented by over 30 species, has been proposed as the
centre of origin for the genus (Zecca et al,, 2012; Liu et al,
2016; Moore and Wen, 2016). Today most of American taxa are
distributed in the Eastern and Southern States, with geographical
ranges that partially overlap (Heinitz et al., 2019). These species
have attracted increasing interest because several native North
American grapes harbour resistance or tolerance genes toward
both diseases and environmental stresses (Topfer et al.,, 2011;
Heinitz et al.,, 2019). Another remarkable feature of American
grapes is that hybrid origins have been suggested for several of
them. Comeaux et al. (1987), acknowledged that natural hybrids
were occasionally observed and described in the past, but
proposed that geographical and phenological barriers had
sufficiently prevented hybridization of American wild grapes
(Munson, 1909; Bailey, 1934; Olmo and Koyama, 1980).
Conversely, Moore (1991) and Mullins et al. (1992) observed
that hybridization was more common than thought, mostly in
Texas where several taxa occur (Pittcock, 1997). In particular, the
species belonging to the series Ripariae (V. acerifolia Raf,, V.
riparia Michx., and V. rupestris Scheele) as described in Moore
(1991) were supposed to be involved in several hybridization
processes. Miller et al. (2013) suggested that V. acerifolia Raf.
itself might be of hybrid origin. Today at least three named
hybrid taxa native of North America have been proposed, V. x
champinii Planch., V. x doaniana Munson ex Viala, and V. x
novae-angliae Fernald, and a forth taxa, V. x slavinii Reheder, has
been suggested as another likely natural hybrid species (Moore
and Wen, 2016; USDA, 2019).

Phylogenetic reconstructions of the Vitis genus, based on
nuclear and plastid DNA sequences, have shown discrepancies in
genetic relationships (Trondle et al, 2010; Péros et al., 2011;
Zecca et al., 2012; Miller et al., 2013; Wan et al., 2013; Liu et al,,
2016; Klein et al., 2018; Wen et al., 2018). Thought other factors
such as recent times of radiation, low substitution rates and
incomplete lineage sorting may have obscured the real
phylogenetic signal (Zecca et al., 2012; Wan et al.,, 2013; Wen

et al, 2018; Zecca et al,, 2019), natural hybridization and
introgression have been proposed as central evolutionary
processes to explain the observed conflicting results (Péros
et al,, 2011; Zecca et al, 2012; Aradhya et al., 2013; Miller
et al.,, 2013; Wan et al., 2013; Moore and Wen, 2016).
Molecular data have been applied to confirm hybridization of
Asian and European grapes (Zecca et al., 2010; Goto-Yamamoto
et al., 2015; Ma et al., 2018b) and to show extensive reticulate
evolution among grapes (Wan et al., 2013). In parallel however,
disagreement between authors about the directionality of the
inferred admixture events as well as about the identification of
natural hybrids and of their ancestry has increased, confirming
that the interspecific relationships among grapes have not yet
been completely clarified (Pinto-Maglio et al., 2010; Miller et al.,
2013; Dangl et al., 2015; Goto-Yamamoto et al., 2015; Klein et al.,
2018; Ma et al.,, 2018b; Heinitz et al.,, 2019; Liang et al., 2019;
Zecca et al., 2019).

Moreover, when also cultivated grapes are taken into
consideration, the overall picture appears even more complex
because of the lack of significant genetic barriers between wild
and cultivated grapes. While several species (e.g., V. amurensis
Rupr., V. labrusca L., V. aestivalis Michx., V. mustangensis
Buckley, V. riparia Michx., V. rotundifolia Michx.) are
harvested for the consumption and for the production of grape
juices, jam, jelly, raisins, liquors, and wine, the domesticated
grapevine (i.e., V. vinifera L.) is certainly the most widespread
and economically important species of the genus (De Mattia
et al,, 2008; Topfer et al, 2011). Recent genome analyses
however, have shown the high vulnerability of the
domesticated grapevine, suggesting that prolonged vegetative
propagation combined with limited sexual reproduction, have
dramatically reduced its resistance to pathogens and adverse
environmental conditions (Myles et al., 2011). The problem has
been well known for a long time. An intensive breeding program
had been planned from the middle of the 19th century due to the
spread of phylloxera (Daktulosphaira vitifoliae Fitch.) and other
pests in Europe (Millardet, 1880; Topfer et al, 2011). About
800,000 ha of vineyards were destroyed in France in only 15
years, with serious repercussions also on the demography of wild
populations (Topfer et al., 2011; Zecca and Grassi, 2013). Since
then, several native North American grapes have been employed
by plant breeders to produce new rootstocks resistant to
pathogens and many V. vinifera varieties have been exploited
to produce new cultivars characterized by the good quality of
fruit and resistance to biotic and abiotic stress (This et al., 2006;
Topfer et al., 2011). Still today, new rootstocks are being
developed to address climate changes, using wild species
characterized by drought and salt tolerances (Heinitz et al,
2019). In this context, many interspecific hybrids have also
been developed, especially crossing wild American grapes with
V. vinifera. American Hybrids is the term traditionally used to
indicate numerous North American commercial cultivars that
show V. vinifera ancestry. Molecular studies carried out on the
most widespread American Hybrids have shown recent and
frequent backcrosses with wild grapes (Sawler et al., 2013;
Migicovsky et al., 2016). Since wild populations are still not
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sufficiently studied in their ecosystems (Pavek et al., 2003;
Everhart, 2010), this eventuality may involve the actual risk of
their genetic resources dwindling. For example, species like V.
monticola Buckley and V. cinera var. helleri (L. H. Bailey) M. O.
Moore are confined to narrow natural ranges today and are
seriously threatened by human activities, such as grazing and the
increasing use of herbicide along roadways, and by the diffusion
of invasive taxa (Comeaux et al., 1987; Pavek et al., 2001; Heinitz
et al,, 2019). Rootstocks, cultivated hybrids or cultivars which
have escaped from cultivation and naturalized in the wild
environment, especially due to vegetative reproduction and the
spread of seeds by birds (Arrigo and Arnold, 2007; Zecca et al.,
2010; Ardenghi et al., 2015) can cause an uncontrolled transfer of
nonnative genes to wild populations, with severe consequences
for the genetic variability and biodiversity of ecosystems (Arnold
et al., 2005; Grassi et al., 2006a; Dangl et al., 2015).

Nowadays, accessibility to genomic data has greatly improved
our ability to investigate relationships among species, but results
of hybridization and introgression still remain hard to untangle.
Interspecific gene flow challenges the strictly tree-like paradigm
of evolution assumed by classical phylogenetic models (Leaché
et al,, 2014; Folk et al, 2018). Admixture events may have
occurred recently or far in the past, for example due to the
continuing climate changes (Zecca et al., 2012; Wan et al., 2013;
Klein et al,, 2018) and can thereby affect all parts of a tree, not
just recently diverged tips (Mallet et al., 2016). Traces of ancient
admixture are more difficult to reveal than recent hybridizations,
consequently, the real level of introgression may be
underestimated (Folk et al., 2018). On the other hand, the wide
backcross selection operated by plant breeders have produced
several hundreds of cultivars that, if analyzed in a phylogenetic
context, can produce an overestimation of the level of
introgression, deranging the real genetic relationships (Klein
et al,, 2018). Thus, modern tools require the integration of
population genetic and phylogenetic approaches to coestimate
speciation tree and interspecific gene flows using genomic data.
At the same time, when the goal is to study the evolution of wild
species, it is necessary to undertake an accurate sample
inspection before running the analyses to minimize the
influence of human driven effects.

In this study, we analyzed 459 accessions from 31 Vitis species
and 3,885 genome-wide SNPs using the model implemented in
TreeMix to test natural admixture among native wild grapes of
America. TreeMix has been used to infer recent and ancient
introgressions in wild and domesticated species (Brandvain et al.,
2014; Flowers et al, 2019). Differently from other methods,
TreeMix was developed to address directly historical
relationships (Pickrell and Pritchard, 2012). This method has
the advantage of being applicable to several taxa simultaneously
using a graph representation that allows to show both splits and
migration events. Treemix model is a simplification of the
migration process and, as suggested by authors, it works best
when gene flow is restricted to a relatively short time period and
when the history of the species is largely tree-like (Pickrell and
Pritchard, 2012).

In particular we aimed to: (i) substantiate the hybrid origin of
V. x champinii, V. x doaniana, V. x novae-angliae, and V. x
slavinii and clarify their ancestry; (ii) assess whether additional
admixture events have contributed to shape the current diversity
observed in American wild grapes; (iii) clarify the phylogenetic
relationships between taxa. In doing so, we applied a multi-step
procedure to minimize the impact of gene flow driven by human
activities and we confirmed TreeMix results using the less
parametrized f3 and f4 tests of treeness. We also provide all
scripts used in our TreeMix analysis pipeline. Finally, we discuss
the contribution of our results to elucidate the evolutionary
history of the American wild grapes and the implications of
these findings for the conservation of grapes.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Samples Selection

Row data, including 6,114 SNPs in 1,817 Vitis samples, were
generated by Myles et al. (2010; 2011) through the custom
Mlumina Vitis9KSNP array and were downloaded from the
FigShare repository (https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.
9784325.v1). While row data includes species from both Old
and New Worlds, for the purpose of this work we focused our
attention on wild American species only. In addition, to avoid
potentially confounding signals, we endeavoured to minimize
the impact of gene flow driven by human activities. To achieve
our goal, we applied a multi-step strategy to samples selection.
First, all accessions named “hybrid,” “sp.,” Vitis xandersonii, Vitis
xbourquiniana or V. vinifera subsp. sylvestris were discarded
from the original dataset as well as all Asian species. However, 36
accessions of V. vinifera subsp. vinifera were retained in the
subsequent analysis (Supplementary Table S1) to exclude a
possible gene flow between cultivars and wild American
species. Second, 100 independent Maximum Likelihood (ML)
searches were performed in RAXML-HPC2 v. 8.2.10 (Stamatakis,
2014) under the GTRCAT model of substitution, with the
number of distinct rate categories (-c) set to 25, the best
rearrangement setting (-i) determined automatically by
RAXML and the -asc-corr option set to lewis. A random
maximum parsimony starting tree was used to initialize each
ML tree search. The best-scoring ML-tree was carefully inspected
and American species with anomalous placement due to a
possible hybridization with V. vinifera or to possible cases of
mislabeling or misidentification as well as accessions with
unknown accession number were discarded. Third, based on
information available in literature we excluded from the
downstream analysis all accessions identified as: American
Hybrids, cultivar of interspecific ancestries, hybrids of V.
vinifera ancestry, tetraploids or specimens donated from
Eurasian countries. All remaining accessions were named
according to the nomenclature proposed by GRIN
Taxonomy (https://npgsweb.ars-grin.gov; accessed February
9, 2017).
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Data Preparation and Linkage
Disequilibrium Assessment

Data cleaning was conducted using PLINK v. 1.07 (Purcell et al.,
2007). First, we discarded all SNPs not assigned and anchored to
locations on chromosomes 1 to 19. Then, accessions and SNPs
with >20% missing data were removed, followed by SNPs with
minor allele frequency (MAF) < 0.01. Because TreeMix software
(see next paragraph) is sensitive to linkage disequilibrium (LD)
and because previous evaluations of LD decay in grapes yielded
inconsistent results (Liang et al., 2019 and references therein),
before running the analysis, we explored the LD decay within
species using PLINK. Data were split by species and each subset
was further filtered using the following options: -mind 0.2 and -
maf 0.01. For species with at least 10 accessions and 600
intraspecific SNPs retained after data cleaning, pairwise LD
was calculated for all SNP pairs that were no more than 500
kb apart (-ld-window-kb 500), using r* values as proxy. LD
values were sorted by their inter-SNP distance, and then the
median r* was calculated in sequential bins of 75 pairwise SNP
comparisons and plotted against the mean physical distance of
each bin. By inspecting LD values, we identified two accessions of
V. labrusca that produced anomalous signals with respect to their
conspecifics. We left out these two samples from the following
analysis because both were clustered together with other
excluded accessions in the ML-tree. Based on the visual
inspection of LD decay graphs, we derived an inter-SNPs
distance threshold that far exceeds the extent of the observed
LD, as recommended in the software manual. TreeMix, however,
does not allow a physical distance to be specified to account for
linkage disequilibrium, but instead it allows the user to group
together contiguous SNPs in blocks of equal size. To identify the
appropriate block size, we developed the following procedure.
We started with five SNPs per block and we computed the
physical position of the midpoint of each block. When a block
was straddling two chromosomes, it was split into two parts, and
we calculated two midpoints using SNPs from the first or the
second chromosome only. Then, for each chromosome, we
computed the distance between the midpoints of consecutive
blocks and we compared these values with the previously
identified distance threshold. We iterated this procedure
adding 5 SNPs per block each time until all calculated
distances were found to be larger than the established
threshold. Since we applied a very conservative distance
threshold, we considered the block size determined in this way
as adequate to account for most of the linkage disequilibrium
present among loci. The custom R scripts MdMn_LD, mMd_LD,
and BlockDistByChr used to carry out these analyses are
described in Supplementary file S1 (R Core Team, 2013).

Treemix Analysis

The TreeMix v. 1.12 software (Pickrell and Pritchard, 2012) was
used to reconstruct the ML tree of American wild grapes and to
model gene flow between species. Stratified allele frequencies
output from PLINK were converted into TreeMix format using
the plink2treemix.py script included in the software release. We
performed 400 independent ML searches in TreeMix with the

following settings: SNP block size set to 20 (option -k), global tree
rearrangements option activated (option -global), trees rooted
using V. rotundifolia as outgroup (option -root), and the -noss
option activated to avoid sample size overcorrection. The choice
of V. rotundifolia as outgroup is consistent with previous studies
that identified muscadines as the sister species to subgenus Vitis
(Trondle et al, 2010; Péros et al., 2011; Zecca et al., 2012; Wan
etal.,, 2013; Moore and Wen, 2016). We used the custom R script
cfTrees (Supplementary file S1) to filter results automatically
based on their likelihood values, remove duplicates from the list
of best-scoring ML trees, compute the Robinson and Foulds (R-
F) distance (Robinson and Foulds, 1981) among the remaining
trees and generate a strict consensus tree from them. Since only
two best-scoring ML trees were retained after removing
duplicates, we used these trees to compute the percentage of
variance explained by the model under the assumption of a
completely tree-like evolutionary history. Both best-scoring ML
trees were used as a starting point to model gene flow between
species in the following analyses. Initially, we explored the effect
of adding migration events sequentially by testing migration
edges from 4 to 9 with five different random seeds each time.
Although the percentage of variance explained by the model
increased with the number of migration events, their estimated
p-values became nonsignificant after the eighth migration.
Accordingly, 40 final runs, starting from as many random
seeds, were performed with the following settings: -k 20, -m 9,
-global, -root V. rotundifolia, -noss. The two estimated ML trees
were used as starting point for fitting migration events. Five
hundred bootstrap replicates were performed resampling over
blocks of contiguous SNPs and bootstrap support, values were
mapped on nodes using the phytools R package (Revell, 2012).
We used the method described in Supplementary file S1 to
summarize the inferred migrations and to calculate an index of
support for each migration edge identified by TreeMix. Although
bootstrap-based, this index is not the same as the bootstrap
supports shown on phylogenetic trees. Therefore, to avoid
confusion, hereafter we refer to the former as migration
support (MS).

3 and f4 Statistics

To confirm TreeMix results we used the less parametrized three-
and four-population tests (f3 and f4) of treeness (Reich et al.,
2009; Patterson et al, 2012) as implemented in the programs
threepop and fourpop included in the TreeMix package. For the
three-population test, the null hypothesis is that the f3 is
nonnegative (which corresponds to a tree-like evolutionary
history); whereas negative values indicate that, the null
hypothesis is rejected in favour of the alternative hypothesis
(i.e., a more complex admixture graph). Given three taxa X, Y
and W, a significantly negative value for the test f3(X; Y, W)
implies that taxon X is admixed. For the four-population test, the
expectation of f4 is zero under the null hypothesis whereas
departures from zero indicate the presence of admixture. Thus,
given four taxa X, Y, W, and Z, a significantly nonzero value for
the test fA4(X, Y; W, Z) indicates gene flow in the tree. While
originally addressed to populations, this statistic has shown to be
effective also with species that diverged several million years ago
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to distinguish between introgression and incomplete lineage
sorting. In the absence of introgression the f4-statistic is
expected to be zero even in the presence of incomplete lineage
sorting, allowing us to deduce introgression between species
when its value is significantly different from zero (Meyer et al.,
2017). Z-score were reported for these tests and standard errors
of f3 and f4 statistics were computed using a block jackknifing
procedure with data split into blocks of 20 SNPs (Pickrell and
Pritchard, 2012). The three-population statistic can also be
interpreted in terms of shared branch length, the so-called
‘outgroup’ statistic f3 (Raghavan et al., 2014). In this context, if
T is a taxon of interest, the idea is to find the most closely related
taxon from a reference set of k extant taxa {R;, i = 1, 2,... k}, given
an outgroup taxon O diverging from both the taxon of interest
and the reference set. Thus, the ‘outgroup’ f3 statistic actually
measures the shared drift between T and the taxa in the reference
set, given the outgroup O. This statistic is always positive and
high values imply close relatedness between T and R. However,
values have no absolute meaning and can be interpreted only in
the context of the reference set R;. Therefore, Z-score were
reported for these tests as described above and the |Zg;g| score
was taken as the strength of evidence in favour of one taxon over
the other (Flegontov et al., 2016). We applied the Holm-
Bonferroni method (Holm, 1979) to control the familywise
error rate for multiple f3 and f4 tests.

Linkage disequilibrium (LD) vs. Inter-SNP distance (kb)
o
- LEGEND:
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RESULTS

TreeMix Analysis

The final data set included 459 accessions from 31 Vitis species
and 3,885 SNPs after data cleaning and sample selection
(Supplementary file S2). The 90 American accessions removed
from the analysis and reasons for exclusion are shown in
Supplementary Table S2 and Supplementary file S2. Our
results indicated a rapid LD decay in all examined species
(Figure 1A and Supplementary Figure S1). Based on these
results we chose a distance of 200 kb, which greatly exceeds the
extent of the observed LD, as a reference distance threshold and,
accordingly, we identified 20 SNPs as the appropriate block size
to account for most of the LD present among loci (Figure 1B).
TreeMix found 99 best-scoring ML trees [In(likelihood) =
837.613] out of the 400 ML searches performed. All ML trees
were similar in terms of topology and branch lengths, converging
toward only two nonidentical but very close solutions (R-F
distance = 2). ML trees (Figure 2A and Supplementary Figure
$2) explained 91.7% of the variance in relatedness between taxa
thus justifying the assumption underlying the model
implemented in TreeMix that the history of sampled taxa is
approximately tree-like. On the other hand, residuals from the fit
of the model to the data showed that the tree could not
completely explain the ancestry of a number of species, among
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FIGURE 1 | (A) Linkage disequilibrium (LD) decay in ten grape species. The median > calculated in bins of 75 pairwise SNP comparisons was plotted against the
mean physical distance of each bin (kb). Sample size for each species is shown in figure. Dotted line indicates r* = 0.2. (B) Multistep procedure followed to identify
the appropriate SNP block size used in TreeMix analysis. The SNP block size tested at each step is shown above plots. The physical distance (kb) between

midpoints of consecutive blocks placed on the same chromosome is shown on y-axis while the x-axis shows the number of pairwise distances computed at each
step. The dashed red line represents the assumed distance threshold (i.e., 200 kb).
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FIGURE 2 | (A) The Maximum Likelihood (ML)-tree inferred by TreeMix under the strictly bifurcating model. The scale bar shows ten times the average standard
error (s.e.) of the entries in the sample covariance matrix. Drift parameter is shown on the x-axis. (B) Scaled residuals from the fit of the model to the data. Without
migration events 91.7% of the variance in relatedness between taxa was explained by the tree. Colors are described in the palette on the right.

which the naturally occurring hybrids stood out (Figure 2B).
All final runs with eight migration events reached the same ML
value [In(likelihood) = 2691.54] and explained 98.6% of the
variance in relatedness between taxa, showing a substantial
improvement over the tree without migrations (Figure 3 and
Supplementary Figure S3). Results are summarized in Table 1,
with migration edges labelled with capital letters from A to H.
Details of each run are given in Supplementary Table S3 and
Table S4A-H. Remarkably, no migration event involved V.
vinifera and inferred migrations edges remained stable across
different runs. Only 2 slightly different topologies (R-F distance = 2)
were found in the final ML trees. Unresolved nodes and changes
in the tree topology and taxa placement caused by the addition of
migration events are shown in Figure 4.

3 and f4 Statistics

Series Ripariae

TreeMix analysis identified the species placed in the series
Ripariae as likely parent species of all naturally occurring
hybrids included in this work (Figures 3 and 4). Thus, before
investigating the relationships between the series Ripariae and
hybrids, we first tested whether gene flow existed between V.
acerifolia, V. riparia, and V. rupestris. Using the f3 test, we found
no evidence of admixture between these three species (Table 2).
We further examined their relationships using the f4-statistic of
treeness and including V. arizonica Munson as fourth taxon. The
tree [(V. acerifolia, V. riparia), (V. arizonica, V. rupestris)],
compatible with TreeMix results, passed the test, while the
two alternative trees connecting the four taxa failed the f4 test
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FIGURE 3 | (A) Maximum Likelihood (ML)-tree inferred by TreeMix allowing eight migration events. Letters A-H refer to migration edges as defined in Table 1.
Migration H, not confirmed by the 4 statistic after the Holm-Bonferroni correction (see Table 3), is shown using a two-dashed line. Migration arrows are colored
according to their weight and colors are explained in the palette on the left. The scale bar shows ten times the average standard error (s.e.) of the entries in the
sample covariance matrix. Drift parameter is shown on the x-axis.

TABLE 1 | Migration edges inferred by TreeMix during the Maximum Likelihood (ML) searches carried out fitting eight gene flow events.

Migration edge Origin Destination N w w; Ei p-value MS MSe
A (V. labrusca) (V. x novae-angliae) 40 0.492 0.492 0.020 << 1.000E" 69 -
B (V. x novae-angliae) (V. x slavinii) 40 0.444 0.444 0.025 <<1.000E7° 63 -
(o] Euvitis group (V. x champinii, V. x doaniana, 40 0.154 0.154 0.064 0.008 26 628
V. mustangensis, V. shuttleworthii)
D (V. acerifolia, V. arizonica, (V. tiliifolia) 40 0.431 0.431 0.025 << 1.000E7° 16 23 *

V. blancoli, V. bloodworthiana,
V. girdiana, V. x novae-angliae,
V. riparia, V. rupestris)

E (V.girdiana) (V. californica) 40 0347 0347 0055 1.333E7° 74 -
F (V. rupestris) (V. x champinii, V.x doaniana) 40 0.488 0.487 0.018 <<1.000E 35 36~
G (V. acerifolia) (V. x doaniana) 40  0.358  0.358 0.023 <<1.000E 32 -
H (V. californica) (V. bloodworthiana) 40 0140 0.140  0.035 3.843E% 10 -

Migration edges are labelled with capital letters from A to H. For each migration the number of independent runs (N) used to calculate mean values, the mean weight on the edge (w), the
Jjackknife estimate of the weight averaged over the N independent runs (w;) and the jackknife estimate of the standard error averaged over the N independent runs (ST:',-) are shown in the
table. The least significant p-value (p-value) recovered by TreeMix during the independent runs is also shown. Overall, results were found to be very stable across different runs (see
Supplementary Tables S3 and S4). Origin, the set of species found in the subtree below the origin of the migration edge; Destination, the set of species found in the subtree below the
destination of the migration edge; MS, migration support; MSg, extended migration support. Both MS and MSg are defined in Supplementary file S1. §, MSg value is computed
considering as valid destination of migration the set of species shown in the column ‘Destination’ as well as any of its proper subsets with at least 2 elements. #, MSg value is computed
considering as valid origin of migration the set of n species specified in the column ‘Origin’ as well as its proper subsets with at least n-3 elements. *, MSg value is computed considering as
valid origin of migration the set of species shown in the column ‘Destination’ as well as any of its proper subsets.
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FIGURE 4 | The figure shows the phylogenetic relationships of grapes referred to this work. Linking lines between corresponding tips are used to highlight changes
in tree topology and taxa placements due to the addition of migration events. Left: the strict consensus tree between the two the best-scoring Maximum Likelihood
(ML) tree topology obtained from 400 ML searches performed by TreeMix under the strictly bifurcating model. Right: strict consensus tree of the forty ML trees
inferred by TreeMix allowing nine migration events. Bootstrap values (500 replicates) are shown for each node.

TABLE 2 | Admixture 3 statistic and ‘outgroup’ 3 statistic.

Hp Admixture f3(X; Y, W)
X Y w Z-score p-value H-B
Series Ripariae V. acerifolia V. riparia V. rupestris 3.29 n.s. n.s.
V. riparia V. acerifolia V. rupestris 5.31 n.s. n.s.
V. rupestris V. acerifolia V. riparia 6.25 n.s. n.s.
Migration A V. x novae-angliae V. acerifolia V. labrusca -17.11 6.25 x 10°% o
V. aestivalis var. lincecumii 0.90 n.s. n.s.
Migration B V. x slavinii V. shuttleworthii V. riparia -17.03 2.4 x10°° e
V. x novae-angliae -10.31 3.3x10%° ek
Migration D V. tiliifolia V. biformis V. monticola -13.55 40x10% e
Hp Outgroup f3(0; T, R)
(o] T R 3 Z-score p-value (|Zgix]) H-B
Migration B V. aestivalis var. lincecumii V. x slavinii V. riparia 0.01487 10.18 4.5x10 >
V. aestivalis var. lincecumii V. x slavinii V. x novae-angliae 0.00789 6.67

Tested hypotheses are given in the first column (Hp). Migrations A—H refer to migration edges shown in Table 1. \When the parentage of a natural occurring hybrid is investigated, the name
of the hybrid species is highlighted in bold. Z-scores computed using a block jackknifing procedure and their relative p-values are reported for each test. Statistical significance was further
assessed according to Holm-Bonferroni (H-B) correction for multiple testing (n = 9). The interpretation of these tests is described in Materials and Methods. |Z: the absolute value of the
difference between the Z-scores obtained testing alternative hypotheses in the outgroup f5 test; n.s., not significant; **, p < 0.01; ***, p<< 0.0001.
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TABLE 3 | Test for treeness: f4 statistic.

Hp
X Y
Series Ripariae V. acerifolia V. riparia
V. acerifolia V. arizonica
V. acerifolia V. rupestris
Migration B V. x slavinii V. aestivalis var. lincecumii
Migration C V. vulpina V. mustangensis
V. shuttleworthii
V. mustangensis
V. shuttleworthii
Migration E V. popenoei V. californica

Migration F & Migration G V. shuttleworthii V. x champinii

V. x doaniana

Migration H V. popenoei V. californica

(X Y; W, 2)
w V4 Z-score p-value H-B
V. arizonica V. rupestris -1.21 n.s. n.s.
V. rupestris V. riparia -2.93 3.4x10% *
V. arizonica V. riparia -3.40 6.7 x 1079 -
V.girdiana V. riparia -6.73 1.7 x 10" ek
V. x novae-angliae -0.35 n.s. n.s.
V. popenoei V. californica -5.33 9.8x 108
-3.85 1.2x10™ e
V. nesbittiana 0.03 n.s. n.s.
-0.77 n.s. n.s.
V.girdiana V. blancoi -3.95 7.8x10% >
V. arizonica 1.35 n.s. n.s.
V.girdiana V. rupestris 3.1 1.87 x 10° *
V. arizonica 1.36 n.s. n.s.
V. rupestris 3.17 1.5x 10 *
V. arizonica 1.85 n.s. n.s.
V. acerifolia 5.63 1.8x10°
V.. biformis V. bloodworthiana 2.10 0.035 n.s.
V. monticola 1.86 n.s. n.s.

Tested hypotheses are given in the first column (Hp). Migrations A-H refer to migration edges shown in Table 1. \When the parentage of a natural occurring hybrid is investigated, the name
of the hybrid species is highlighted in bold. Z-scores computed using a block jackknifing procedure and their relative p-values are reported for each test. Statistical significance was further
assessed according to Holm-Bonferroni (H-B) correction for multiple testing (n = 18). The interpretation off4 test is described in Materials and Methods. n.s., not significant. *, p < 0.05;

* b <0.01; ** p<< 0.0001.

(Table 3). These results indicated that the first topology was
consistent with the data without evidence of admixture events.

Natural Hybrids
All final ML trees obtained fitting eight migrations placed the
naturally occurring hybrid V. x novae-angliae as the sister to V.
riparia, supporting a close relationship between these two species
(Figures 3 and 4). Migration edge A (w = 49.2%) identified V.
labrusca as the second parent species of V. x novae-angliae
(Table 1 and Figure 3). This finding implies that allele
frequencies in V. labrusca are more similar to those in V. x
novae-angliae than would be expected from their position in the
tree (Figures 3 and 4). To confirm this expectation, we used the
f3-statistic in the following form: f3(V. x novae-angliae; V.
acerifolia, W), where W was either V. labrusca or V. aestivalis
var. lincecumii (Buckley) Munson. The f3-statistic showed strong
evidence of admixture when V. labrusca was used as taxon W.
Replacing V. labrusca with V. aestivalis var. lincecumii led
instead to nonsignificant results (Table 2). Thus, our results
supported the conclusion that V. x novae-angliae is the result of
at least one admixture event involving V. labrusca and V. riparia.
The position of V. x slavinii in the ML trees suggested that V.
x slavinii derives part of its ancestry from the clade of the “V.
aestivalis-like” species (Figure 3 and Figure 4), while migration
edge B (w = 44.4%) indicated that the remaining part of its
ancestry derives from V. x novae-angliae (Table 1 and Figure 3).
Since V. x novae-angliae is related to V. riparia, one of the
putative parent species of V. x slavinii, we decided to investigate
further this point. We applied the f3-statistics in the form: f3(V. x
slavinii; V. shuttleworthii, W), where W was either V. riparia or
V. x novae-angliae. Both tests were rejected with highly
significant results, confirming the presence of admixture
(Table 2). Then, we turned to a more model-based test, by

calculating the following configurations of the f4 test: f4(V. x
slavinii, V. aestivalis var. lincecumii; V.girdiana, Z), where Z was
either V. riparia or V. x novae-angliae. V. x slavinii showed a
significant signal of admixture only when V. riparia was included
in the test (Table 3), suggesting a stronger relation with this
species than with V. x novae-angliae. To confirm this, we
computed the ‘outgroup’ statistic f3(V. aestivalis var.
lincecumii; V. x slavinii, R), where R was either V. x novae-
angliae or V. riparia. According to these tests, V. x slavinii was
found to be more closely related to V. riparia than to V. x novae-
angliae (|Zg;g| score ~ 3.5; see Table 2).

V. mustangensis was sister to the clade composed of V. x
doaniana and V. x champinii in all final ML solutions, showing
that V. mustangensis has been involved in the ancestry of V. x
doaniana and V. x champinii (Figures 3 and 4). Migration edges
F (w=48.8%) and G (w = 35.8%) indicated the involvement of V.
acerifolia and V. rupestris in the parentage of V. x doaniana and
V. x champinii. We investigated the ancestry of these two natural
hybrids by calculating the following configurations of the f4 test:
fA(V. shuttleworthii, Y; V.girdiana, Z), where Y was either V. x
doaniana or V. x champinii and Z was one of V. acerifolia, V.
rupestris, and V. arizonica. While trees including V. arizonica
passed the test, any configuration including V. x doaniana or V. x
champinii was rejected (Table 3). These results supported the
contribution of V. acerifolia and V. rupestris to the ancestry of V.
x doaniana and the contribution of V. rupestris to the ancestry of
V. x champinii.

Detecting Additional Evidence

of Reticulate Evolution

TreeMix inferred a likely ancient genetic contribution to the
ancestry of the clade composed of V. x doaniana, V. x champinii,
V. mustangensis, and V. shuttleworthii House (migration C:
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w = 15.4%; Table 1 and Figure 3). To verify this result, we
focused our attention on V. mustangensis and V. shuttleworthii.
We computed the test f4(V. vulpina, Y; V. popenoei, V.
californica), where Y was one of V. mustangensis and V.
shuttleworthii. Both configurations failed the f4 test, while after
the replacement of V. popenoei with V. nesbittiana Comeaux
both tests were passed, confirming the existence of this ancient
introgression (Table 3).

Migration edge D (w = 43.1%), predicts that allele frequencies
in V. tiliifolia Humb. & Bonpl. ex Willd are closer to those in V.
monticola than would be expected based on the inferred tree
(Table 1 and Figure 3). This expectancy was confirmed by
computing the test f3(V. tiliifolia; V. biformis, V. monticola),
which as expected, rejected the null hypothesis of treeness
(Table 2).

Migration edge E (w = 34.7%) disclosed the existence of gene
flow between V.girdiana and V. californica Benth. (Table 1 and
Figure 3). We verified this signal computing the test f4(V. popenoei,
V. californica; V.girdiana, V. blancoi) which rejected the
hypothesis of no gene flow, while substituting V.girdiana with V.
arizonica that was not predicted to be involved in the admixture
event resulted in a tree that passed the f4 test (Table 3).

Migration edge H (w = 14.0%) indicates allele frequencies in
V. californica are more related to those in V. bloodworthiana
than would be expected from the inferred phylogeny (Table 1
and Figure 3). We verified this using the following test of
treeness: f4(V. arizonica, V.girdiana; V. aestivalis var.
lincecumii, V. cinerea var. floridana). As predicted by TreeMix
the proposed tree failed the f4 test, while substituting V. aestivalis
var. lincecumii with V. labrusca resulted in a tree that passed this
test (Table 3). We sought to confirm the signal of gene flow
upheld by migration edge H calculating the f4 statistics: f4(V.
popenoei, V. californica; V. biformis, V. bloodworthiana). As
predicted by TreeMix the proposed tree failed the f4 test, even
if with a level of significance lower than in other admixture
events, while substituting V. bloodworthiana with V. monticola
resulted in a tree that passed this test (Table 3).

Statistical significance of migrations was further assessed
according to Holm-Bonferroni method to control the familywise
error rate for multiple f3 and f4 tests. After applying the Holm-
Bonferroni correction all migrations were still statistically
significant, with the only exception of migration edge H (Table 3).

DISCUSSION
Natural Hybrids

Nowadays, natural hybridization is a recognized aspect of
American grapes evolution. However, uncertainty still remains
relative to the species involved in the ancestry of the named
hybrid taxa native of North America. Here, new insights gained
based on genomic data, have enhanced our understanding of the
origin of the natural hybrids proposed in literature.

V. x champinii and V. x doaniana
V. x champinii is distributed through the Edwards Plateau (Texas)
and used to produce rootstock and cultivars due to its drought

tolerance and capacity to grow on calcareous soil (Munson, 1909;
Comeaux, 1987; Moore, 1991; Comeaux, 1991). The origin of this
species is disputed and several hypotheses have been proposed. Bailey
(1934) and Moore (1991) suggested that it is produced by the
spontaneous cross between V. mustangensis and V. rupestris, but
other putative parents, such as V. cinerea var. helleriand V. monticola,
have been proposed (Heinitz et al., 2019). Zecca et al. (2019), based on
plastome data, suggested a possible V. rupestris-like origin of V. x
champinii maternal lineage. On the contrary, Pinto-Maglio et al.
(2010) showing a different number of submetacentric chromosomes
between V. x champinii and other species, including V. rupestris, V.
cinerea (Engelm.) Millardet, V. labrusca and V. rotundifolia, stated
that none of the grapes analyzed could be a parent of V. x champinii.

V. x doaniana is spread over a restricted area between central
Texas and Oklahoma. Bailey (1934) and Moore (1991) observed
and described several samples, defining the boundaries and the
traits useful to distinguish V. x doaniana from other species, like
V. arizonica Engelm. and V. x champinii growing in the same
area. Both authors agreed defining the species as derived from a
cross between V. mustangensis and V. acerifolia. Recently, Péros
et al. (2011) observed samples of V. x doaniana clustered
together with species of series Ripariae in a phylogenetic tree
based on plastid data and they suggested that the maternal parent
of V. x doaniana could be found within the series Ripariae.

Our findings strongly corroborated the hybrid origin of V. x
champinii and V. x doaniana, indicating V. mustangensis as one of
their likely parent species (Figure 3). Moreover, our results
indicated V. rupestris and V. acerifolia as the second parent
species of V. x champinii and V. x doaniana, respectively
(Figure 3, Tables 1 and 3). TreeMix inferred a single migration
edge from V. rupestris to the most recent common ancestor
(MRCA) of V. x doaniana and V. x champinii (migration edge
F, Figure 3 and Table 1). A second migration edge was inferred
from V. acerifolia to the tip representing V. x doaniana (migration
edge G: Figure 3 and Table 1). The f4 statistic upheld TreeMix
results supporting both migration events (Table 3). Overall, our
results supported the origin of V. x champinii as the result of a
spontaneous cross between V. mustangensis and V. rupestris (ca.
49% of V. x champinii ancestry). On the other hand, they would
seem to suggest a different complex scenario for the origin of V. x
doaniana, involving migration events from both lineages of V.
acerifolia and V. rupestris.

V. x novae-angliae

V. x novae-angliae, commonly named the pilgrim grape, is
diffused in the states of New England (Fernald, 1917). Fernald
(1917) after describing several typical and fixed traits, claimed
that the pilgrim grape was recognized as having the official status
of an independent species. In contrast, Bailey (1934) described V.
X novae-angliae as a high and vigorous hybrid climber with
intermediate characters between V. labrusca and V. vulpina auct.
non L. Despite the different views about the origin of the pilgrim
grape, both authors agreed that its appearance occurred in a
distant past. Moore (1991), after extensive observations of
Fernald’s specimens, established the hybrid origin of V. x
novae-angliae and proposed V. labrusca and V. riparia as
putative parents. The Moore’s hypothesis was also supported
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by some spontaneous hybrids that had been collected in the
states of New York and Tennessee where the ranges of both
putative parents overlap (Hedrick, 1908). Furthermore,
hybridization among V. labrusca, V. riparia, and V. vinifera
has been well documented in viticulture and several hybrids with
labrusca-riparia parentage, characterized by a typical foxy
aroma, have been derived since from the 19" century
(Millardet, 1880). These hybrids were cultivated extensively
also in Europe until the early decades of the 20" century,
when they were outlawed. Even today there are still traces of
their re-naturalization in several European countries (Ardenghi
et al,, 2015).

Our results clearly identified V. labrusca and V. riparia as the
two parent species of V. x novae-angliae, confirming Moore’s
hypothesis (migration edge A: Figure 3, Tables 1 and 2). The
estimated admixture proportions close to fifty percent (with ca.
49% of the ancestry coming from V. labrusca, Table 1).

V. x slavinii

V. x slavinii, was originally classified as a species in its own right
with traits that resemble those of V. argentifolia Munson and V.
vulpina auct. non L (Bailey, 1934). A few specimens were
collected on the banks of the Genesee River near Rochester in
New York State, but in general, little information is available on
this taxon. V. x slavinii was not included in the Flora of North
America North of Mexico (Moore and Wen, 2016), but it is
currently described in the GRIN-Taxonomy database (USDA,
2019) as a possible hybrid between V. aestivalis and V. riparia. It
is known to possess a moderate resistance to the dagger
nematode (Xiphinema index) which is why it has been used in
breeding rootstocks resistant to this ectoparasite (Boyden and
Cousins, 2003).

TreeMix analyses identified an admixture event from the V. x
novae-angliae into the V. x slavinii (migration edge B: Figure 3,
Table 1) that account for about 44% of V. x slavinii ancestry.
This is not particularly surprising if we consider that V. riparia is
one of the parent species of V. x novae-angliae. In order to
disentangle this point we applied the f3 and f4 statistics including
V. riparia as possible parent species. Overall the f3 statistic, the f4
statistic and the ‘outgroup’ f3 statistic yielded evidence in favour
of V. riparia over V. x novae-angliae as parent species of V. x
slavinii (Tables 2 and 3). Therefore, we interpreted the global
solution adopted by TreeMix as a compromise obtained by the
model in an attempt to explain the origin of two hybrids that
share a substantial part of their ancestry, while fitting other
extensive gene flows at the same time. The position of V. x
slavinii in the final ML trees was found to be stable across
different runs and when branch lengths are taken into account
the specie appeared closer to V. aestivalis than to other taxa of
the “V. aestivalis-like” clade (Figure 3). As proposed by the
GRIN-Taxonomy database, the evidence we found points to a
hybrid origin of V. x slavinii that involve in its parentage V.
riparia and, most likely, V. aestivalis.

As also shown by our work, the formation of natural hybrids
in American grapes is a spontaneous evolutionary process. It is
important to note that natural hybrids recognized as species
deserve a particular level of protection (Allendorf et al., 2001).

Despite some hybrid grapes being preserved in ex-situ collections
because recognized as important economic resources, their
actual status of conservation in nature should be considered
critical and thus carefully monitored. For example, very few
information is available on the conservation status of V. x slavinii
while several factors driven by human activities (e.g.
urbanization, agriculture and grazing) are contributing to the
reduction of the areal distribution of V. x champinii and V. x
doaniana with severe demographic and genetic consequences
(Comeaux et al., 1987; Comeaux, 1991; Heinitz et al., 2019).

Finally, particular caution must be exercised concerning the
hybridizations that involved V. x novae-angliae and V. x slavinii.
Our results are based on a limited number of samples thus we
suggest that the interpretation of migrations that involve these
species should be circumscribed to samples included in our
dataset. We cannot ruled out a priori that these two species
may exhibit a more complex genetic structure or a wider genetic
variability than observed in this study.

Additional Evidence of Reticulate

Evolution in American Wild Grapes

In addition to migration related to the natural hybrid species
described in literature, our analysis also pointed out a number of
gene flows involving other species. At first glance, this could be
surprising because according to some authors the reproductive
isolation in modern grapes would be held by differences in spatial
distribution, different times of flowering and the aptitude to grow
on different soils (Comeaux et al., 1987; Callen et al., 2016).
Nonetheless, the idea of a complex reticulate evolution within the
Vitis genus has recently been put forward by several authors
(Péros et al., 2011; Zecca et al,, 2012; Aradhya et al., 2013; Wan
et al,, 2013; Miller et al., 2013; Goto-Yamamoto et al., 2015;
Moore and Wen, 2016; Ma et al., 2018b). Ancient grapes may
have had spatial distributions and biological features unknown
nowadays, and therefore we cannot exclude that under certain
circumstances they may have been driven to overlap and
crossbreed. Admixture events, occurred in a distant or recent
past, may have left detectable genomic footprints observable
today in modern grapes.

The gene flow, corresponding to migration edge C (Figure 3
and Table 1), seemed to trace back to an ancient form of Vitis,
most probabily an ancestor of the current subgenus Vitis
subsequent to the divergence of the two subgenera. Today we
know that Vitis x Muscadinia hybrids are rare and normally
sterile as a result of having an odd number of chromosomes
(Hickey et al., 2019), but still linkage map analysis indicates an
overall high degree of collinearity between the physical maps of
the two subgenera (Lewter et al., 2019). It is likely that the ancient
grapes of subgenus Vitis were more similar to the muscadines
than modern grapes (Lewter et al., 2019), which could explain
the origin of the migration shift toward the modern Muscadinia.

Migration D indicated that V. tiliifolia has also experienced a
complex evolutionary history showing evidence of an
considerable introgession (ca. 43% of its ancestry) from an
ancestor of current species (Figure 3 and Table 1). Due to the
wide distributional range of V. tiliifolia further studies will need
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to be undertaken to provide a proper interpretation of this
admixture event.

Another gene flow of particular interest identified during our
work was the one involving two species typical of the West Coast:
V. californica, endemic to California and Oregon, and V.
girdiana, endemic to California and Mexico (Baja California)
(migration edge E, Figure 3 and Table 1). These two endemic
species, in addition to showing evolutionary differences in the
plastomes (Wen et al., 2018), differ in well-defined traits such as
leaf shape and tomentum, berry size and seed morphology. On
the other hand, their flowering times partially overlap and they
have similar habitat preferences (Wada and Walker, 2012; Moore
and Wen, 2016). Although V. californica has a northern
distribution and V. girdiana is spread southward, the two
species show a contact zone in central California (Olmo and
Koyama, 1980; Moore and Wen, 2016). California is
characterized by high plant diversity (Loarie et al., 2008) and
several authors have shown that past climate changes have
promoted hybridization within different genus, such as
Quercus (Ortego et al., 2014), Brassica (Chunco, 2014) and
Rhus (Young, 1974). Ravaz (1902) proposed a hybrid origin of
V. girdiana indicating V. californica and V. vinifera as putative
parents. On the contrary, Munson (1909) acknowledged V.
girdiana and V. californica as two independent species, native
of North America, excluding V. vinifera from their original
ancestry. However, the grapevine has been cultivated in
California since 1769 and several authors have put forward the
hypothesis that the increase in viticulture during last century
may have caused the involuntary transfer of domestic alleles into
wild populations (Wagner, 1974; Moore and Wen, 2016).
Hybridization or introgression caused by to contact with
nonnative taxa is damaging because several parts of the
genome can be afflicted, increasing the probability of extinction
especially in small or periphery populations (Mallet, 2005;
Todesco et al,, 2016). In a recent molecular study based on a
large sampling, Dangl et al. (2015) have confirmed the
independent origin of V. californica and V. girdiana but have
also shown evidences of introgression from grapevine cultivars,
claiming the danger of genomic swamping.

Our results recognized the independent origin of both species,
but also revealed that V. californica traces a considerable fraction
of its ancestry (ca. 35%) to V. girdiana, confirming without doubt
that the two species crossbred. During our sample selection
processes we have discarded two accessions of V. californica
and one accession of V. girdiana because of their hybrid origin
(Supplementary Table S2). In particular the two samples of V.
californica (DVIT 1361 and DVIT 1836) were first identified in
this study by the RaxML analysis as possible hybrids with
ancestry from V. vinifera. The exclusion of these three hybrids
has prevented TreeMix from identifying gene flow from V.
vinifera to V. californica and V. girdiana, but it has allowed the
risk of overestimation of the introgression from V. girdiana into
V. californica to be avoided, leaving us confident that the
observed effect is the genuine result of natural processes.

Migration edge H, involving V. californica and V.
bloodworthiana, was the last significant admixture event identified

by TreeMix. Our results seem to indicate that the Mexican V.
bloodworthiana, now growing at high elevations in the Sierra Madre
Occidental in the states of Sinaloa and Durango (Comeaux, 1991),
have experienced an introgression from V. californica during its
evolutionary history (ca. 14%, Tables 1 and 3). We speculate that
this introgression might have due to contacts following postglacial
range expansion (see next paragraph). However, because this
migration was rejected after the Holm-Bonferroni correction for
multiple f4 tests (Table 3), we recommend that further research is
undertaken to estimate the strength of this gene flow.

Climate Changes, Geographical
Constraints, and Reticulate Evolution

in American Grapes

Our results have shown that reticulate evolution has played an
important role in shaping the existing diversity of American
grapes. It is worth noting that most of the observed gene flows
have involved taxa currently spread through the southern
regions of North America. It is well-known past climate
changes have influenced the distribution of animals and
plants in North America (Hewitt, 1996) and it has been
widely demonstrated that the breakdown of spatial barriers
may be triggered by climate changes (Chunco, 2014). Although
our analysis did not allow us to estimate the time of admixture
events we can easily assume that even grape vicissitudes were
affected by past glacial cycles. Under glacial conditions
numerous plant species were driven to where appropriate
conditions continued to subsist, finding shield in restricted
enclaves diffused mainly in Texas, California, Florida or
Mexico (McLachlan et al., 2005; Swenson and Howard,
2005). It is likely that grapes also suffered the same fate.
During these southward migrations, American grapes could
have experienced a drastic range contraction and habitat
fragmentation as occurred for several lowland taxa (Folk
et al., 2018). Moreover, the funnel-shaped southern North
America and the North-South direction of the main
mountain ridges may have channelled these migrations to
the same suitable southern regions, forcing the sympatry of
many Vitis species (Zecca et al., 2012). The south-eastern part
of North America has always been characterized by a high
number of coexisting grape species, as evidenced by fossil
records and by the number of species living there today
(Tiffney, 1994; Gong et al., 2010; Weems et al., 2017; Heinitz
et al,, 2019), offering the ideal context for hybridization
between different taxa. Moreover, Texas have offered unique
characteristics among regions of North America, because of its
great variability in climate and habitat. In particular, the
Edwards Plateau located in central Texas has offered a cool
and moist pluvial climate rich in forest and characterized by
the presence of several endemic and hybrid taxa (Remington,
1968; Delcourt and Delcourt, 1993). The grapes would have
found an ideal habitat to grow and the forced coexistence of
interfertile taxa could have promoted local hybridization
events (Loehle, 2007). Admixed individuals may have
acquired new capabilities to cope with the evolving
environmental conditions, increasing their competitiveness
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toward other conspecific individuals or even toward other species,
thus allowing the genomic signature of these events to be preserved
over time. Hybridization events may also have occurred due to
contacts following postglacial range expansion. Several secondary
contact regions have been recognized in southern North America.
Alabama and adjacent states along the Coastal Plain have been
proposed as zones of hybridization for several species that arose
from the refugia in Texas and Florida (Remington, 1968; Swenson
and Howard, 2005). During the Holocene, hybridization within
secondary contact regions has been detected for many taxa along
the Western Cordillera, particularly in some Mexican regions (e.g.
Durango, Oaxaca, Chiapas, and Veracruz) and in California
(Remington, 1968; De Castro et al, 2013; Ortego et al., 2014;
Avila-Flores et al., 2016; Baena-Diaz et al., 2018), right where V.
bloodworthiana, V. tiliifolia, and V. girdiana, V. californica are
spread. Thus, even the range expansion which occurred during
interglacial phases may have favoured admixture events
among grapes.

Phylogenetic Implications

Hybrids are traditionally considered taxa that possess
intermediate characters between their parents and are
commonly expected to cluster together with one of their parent
species depending on with which parent they share the largest
number of characters. Actually, in a phylogenetic context, this
expectation may not always be fulfilled. In the heterozygous
condition typical of hybrids the number of plesiomorphic
characters (i.e., primitive, ancestral characters) might be close
or even larger than the number of apomorphies. In fact, hybrids
do not necessarily receive all apomorphic states from their
parents. Therefore, it is possible for the hybrids to appear on
the phylogenetic tree in an ancestral position as a consequence of
this “lack of apomorphies” (Funk, 1985). From the analysis of our
data using a strictly tree-like a model of evolution (Figures 2 and 4,
left side) this is what has apparently happened. However, TreeMix
has proven to be able to handle this issue effectively, grouping all
hybrid taxa close to one of their parent species once gene flows
between diverged species were allowed (Figures 3 and 4, right
side). In the past putative hybrids were commonly removed from
phylogenetic analysis to avoid their confounding effect, thus
foregoing the consideration of an important feature of species
evolution. Instead, as shown in this work, modern methods like
TreeMix allow hybrids to be included in a phylogenetic framework,
avoiding the loss of important information and therefore offering
the potential of achieving novel insights into the history of
diversification of taxa.

Our results confirmed the subdivision of genus Vitis into the two
subgenera Muscadinia and Vitis. Within the subgenus Vitis, all
phylogenetic trees inferred by TreeMix consistently identified two
main clades whose species composition has recognized also by Wan
etal. (2013). Hence, our findings supported the presence of at least
two lineages from which the modern American species have
radiated with the exception of only V. californica. The apparently
surprising position of this enigmatic species is actually consistent
with previous works. Several authors have reported an anomalous
phylogenetic position of V. californica suggesting that it may
possibly represent an evolutionary relict distanced from the other

North American species of subgenus Vitis by long-term genetic
separation (Péros et al., 2011; Trondle et al., 2010; Zecca et al., 2012;
Wen et al,, 2018). Moore (1991) subdivided the eastern North
American Vitis into five series based on morphological features. The
addition of migration events has allowed us to recognize clades that
partially resemble some of these series even if they have received low
bootstrap support (Figure 4). The species belonging to the series
Ripariae were all found in the same clade, clustered together with
the natural hybrid V. x novae-angliae (Figures 3 and 4). All variants
of V. aestivalis included in this work were always clustered in the
same clade, similarly to series Aestivales. However, the related
hybrid V. x slavinii and the species V. cinerea var. floridana and
V. labruscae were also found in the same clade. While the inclusion
of V. x slavinii in the group of “V. aestivalis-like” species is the
expected outcome of the TreeMix model, the inclusion of the last
two species is not so obvious. The placement of V. cinerea var.
floridana within the “V. aestivalis-like” clade may perhaps indicate
that the two species crossbred where their ranges overlap or, since it
is known that V. aestivalis and V. cinerea were sometimes confused
in the past (Moore and Wen, 2016), it may even indicate a case of
possible misclassification.

V. labrusca has been included by Moore (1991) in the series
Labruscae together with V. mustangensis and V. shuttleworthii,
whereas it was considered to be a separate taxon by Planchon
(1887) and Munson (1909). As recently pointed out by Wen et al.
(2018) the species delimitation and the phylogenetic position of
V. labrusca will require further evaluation. However, our results
seem to support the idea put forward by these authors of a
possible genetic relationship between V. labrusca and the V.
aestivalis complex.

Finally, it is interesting to note that all final ML trees group
together V. x champinii, V. x doaniana, V. mustangensis, and V.
shuttleworthii (Figures 3 and 4, right side). This clade including four
North American grapes correspond to the series Coriaceae
established by Munson (1909). In their chloroplast phylogenomics
of the American wild grapes Wen et al. (2018) did not recover
support for this group while Péros et al. (2011), using both
chloroplast and nuclear DNA found a partial support for this
clade with V. coriacea Schuttl. ex K. Koch (= V. shuttleworthii)
placed in an unresolved position. These conflicting results may
indicate different evolutionary histories captured by nuclear and
plastid DNA.

Final Remarks on Admixture Inference

In this paper, we have presented a simple method to summarize
bootstrap results providing an index of support for migration
edges. This index, defined in Supplementary file S1, comes in
two flavours the first called migration support (MS) and the
second called extended migration support (MSg), which is just a
relaxed version of the first. The utility of the extended version of
this index is appreciable from the increased support provided to
migration edge C (Table 1). We expect that the MSg index will
find its application especially in those migrations involving
complex groups of species. Overall, the MS index has shown
values that often were not in line with the p-values estimated by
TreeMix for migrations (Table 1). These discrepancies can be
explained if we bear in mind how these values were calculated.
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The p-values computed by TreeMix are based on a jackknife
procedure which resamples subsets of available data. MS is
instead a bootstrap-based index in which resampling is carried
out drawing a replacement randomly from a set of data.
Generally, these procedures are expected to give similar results,
but it is important to note that here resampling was performed
over blocks of contiguous SNPs, not over individual SNP. In this
case, when gene flow is present, but the SNPs that convey the
admixture signal are confined in a few blocks, the jackknife-
based procedures are much more likely to detect the signal than
bootstrap-based measures simply because of the way in which
the resampling is carried out. This apparent shortcoming might
in practice offer an interesting opportunity to capture a different
kind of signal. The comparison between TreeMix results and MS
index might consent the quick evaluation of whether the
signature of a particular gene flow is restricted to a few blocks
or instead widespread on the genome. Further studies are needed
to clarify to what extent this indication is dependable.

In this paper we applied TreeMix to clarify the admixture history
of the American wild grapes, including a high number of taxa.
Treemix model is a simplification of the migration process and, as
suggested by Pickrell and Pritchard (2012), it may have some
limitations if the history of the taxa is not largely tree-like or
when gene flow is not restricted to a relatively short time period
(i.e., when there are repeated or prolonged hybridization events or
when any combination of the two is present). Assuming a pure
bifurcating model, TreeMix explained 91.7% of the variance in
relatedness between the American grape taxa. Our result is not far
from the case of dog breeds presented in Pickrell and Pritchard
(2012) to illustrate the method. As argued by the authors if the
assumption of treeness is not kept several different histories may be
compatible with the data (Pickrell and Pritchard, 2012). In our
analysis ML tree topologies were stable across different runs, with
the only exceptions of very few nodes. More importantly,
migrations edge remained exactly the same across all the 40 final
runs, regardless the tree used to initialize the analysis. Therefore,
even if there were different evolutionary histories compatible with
the data analyzed here, their impact on our results would seem to be
very limited. In our work, successive migrations coming from
different species have been recognized and handled by TreeMix
(V. doaniana). We cannot exclude other cases in which multiple
migrations or prolonged gene flow involving the same parents may
have occurred. However, similar situations should be problematic
when unclear results are obtained with no consistent tree structure
inferred by TreeMix (Pickrell and Pritchard, 2012), which does not
seem to be the case in our work.

CONCLUSION

Reticulate evolution has played an important role in the
diversification history of many species, especially in plants.
Nonetheless, traditional phylogenetic approaches have often
overlooked this aspect. American wild grapes (Vitis) represent
an ideal model for the study of hybridization and introgression
processes because natural hybrids have been proposed in
literature and because several species are known to be

potentially interfertile. To overcome the limitations inherent in
a strictly bifurcating tree, here we have applied the TreeMix
software that allowed us to infer both taxa splits and gene flows.
Our results confirmed the existence of all hybrids species
proposed in literature, identifying their most likely parent
species. Moreover, we provide evidence of different gene flows
between distantly related species. Even knowing that modern
species distributions are not necessarily predictive of interactions
which occurred in the past and that the behaviour of plants in the
face of climate changes may be idiosyncratic (Zecca et al., 2017;
Folk et al., 2018), we propose that glacial cycles can have
triggered the hybridization between grapes. We discussed the
phylogenetic implications of our findings showing that taking
into account hybridization and introgression can provide unique
insights into the evolutionary history of taxa.

The ease with which wild grapes crossbreed may be useful for
breeders of the grape industry. Since rootstocks used nowadays
in viticulture are the result of crosses between a limited number
of accessions (Callen et al., 2016), wild species probably retain a
highly unexplored potential to produce new resistant rootstocks
through hybridization. On the other hand, hybridization and
introgression can also have deleterious consequences on the
conservation of wild species, especially when the gene flow
comes from nonnative, cultivated taxa. Here, we have shown
that this risk is real for American wild grapes and that adequate
conservation strategies are required.

Our work represents a step forward in efforts to understand
hybridization and introgression processes within New World
Vitis. However, there are still unanswered questions that need to
be addressed. For example, future work should focus on the
accurate admixture time estimation and on the identification of
genomic regions involved in gene flows.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

The datasets generated for this study can be found in https://doi.
org/10.6084/m9.figshare.9784325.v1.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

GZ and FG designed the study and analyzed the data. GZ, FG,
and ML discussed the data and wrote the manuscript.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Sean Myles for providing the genotype data and
Penelope Barrington for the insightful discussion and
English revision.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

The Supplementary Material for this article can be found online
at: https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpls.2019.
01814/full#supplementary-material

Frontiers in Plant Science | www.frontiersin.org

February 2020 | Volume 10 | Article 1814


https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.9784325.v1
https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.9784325.v1
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpls.2019.01814/full#supplementary-material
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpls.2019.01814/full#supplementary-material
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/plant-science
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/plant-science#articles

Zecca et al.

Hybridization in American Wild Grapes

REFERENCES

Allendorf, F. W, Leary, R. F., Spruell, P., and Wenburg, J. K. (2001). The problems
with hybrids: setting conservation guidelines. Trends Ecol. Evol. 16, 613-622.
doi: 10.1016/S0169-5347(01)02290-X

Anderson, E.,, and Hubricht, L. (1938). Hybridization in Tradescantia. III. The evidence
for introgressive hybridization. Am. J. Bot. 25, 396-402. doi: 10.2307/2436413

Aradhya, M., Wang, Y., Walker, M. A,, Prins, B. H,, Koehmstedt, A. M., Velasco, D.,
et al. (2013). Genetic diversity, structure, and patterns of differentiation in the genus
Vitis. Plant Syst. Evol. 299, 317-330. doi: 10.1007/s00606-012-0723-4

Ardenghi, N. M. G,, Galasso, G., Banfi, E., and Cauzzi, P. (2015). Vitis x novae-
angliae (Vitaceae): systematics, distribution and history of an “illegal” alien
grape in Europe. Willdenowia 45 (2), 197-207. doi: 10.3372/wi.45.45206

Arnold, C., Schnitzler, A., Douard, A., Peter, R., and Gillet, F. (2005). Is there a
future for wild grapevine (Vitis vinifera subsp. silvestris) in the Rhine Valley?
Biodiv. Cons. 14, 1507-1523. doi: 10.1007/s10531-004-9789-9

Arrigo, N., and Arnold, C. (2007). Naturalised Vitis rootstocks in Europe and
consequences to native wild grapevine. PloS One 2 (6), e521. doi: 10.1371/
journal.pone.0000521

Avila-Flores, 1. J., Hernandez-Diaz, J. C., Gonzélez-Elizondo, M. S., Prieto-Ruiz, J. A.,
and Wehenkel, C. (2016). Degree of hybridization in seed stands of Pinus
engelmannii Carr. in the Sierra Madre Occidental, Durango, Mexico. PloS One
11 (4), e0152651. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0152651

Baena-Diaz, F., Ramirez-Barahona, S., and Ornelas, J. F. (2018). Hybridization and
differential introgression associated with environmental shifts in a mistletoe
species complex. Sci. Rep. 8 (1), 5591. doi: 10.1038/s41598-018-23707-6

Bailey, L. H. (1934). The species of grapes peculiar of North America. Gent. Herb.
3, 154-244.

Beatty, G. E., Barker, L., Chen, P. P., Kelleher, C. T., and Provan, J. (2015). Cryptic
introgression into the kidney saxifrage (Saxifraga hirsuta) from its more
abundant sympatric congener Saxifraga spathularis, and the potential risk of
genetic assimilation. Ann. Bot. 115 (2), 179-186. doi: 10.1093/aob/mcu226

Boyden, L., and Cousins, P. (2003). Evaluation of Vitis aestivalis and related taxa as
sources of resistance to root-knot nematode. Acta Hortic. 623, 283-290. doi:
10.17660/ActaHortic.2003.623.31

Brandvain, Y., Kenney, A. M., Flagel, L., Coop, G., and Sweigart, A. L. (2014).
Speciation and Introgression between Mimulus nasutus and Mimulus guttatus.
PloS Genet. 10 (6), €1004410. doi: 10.1371/journal.pgen.1004410

Callen, S. T., Klein, L. L., Allison, S. S., and Miller, J. (2016). Climatic niche
characterization of 13 North American Vitis species. Am. J. Enol. Vitic. 67,
339-349. doi: 10.5344/ajev.2016.15110

Chitwood, D. H,, Klein, L. L., O’Hanlon, R., Chacko, S., Greg, M., Kitchen, C., et al.
(2016). Latent developmental and evolutionary shapes embedded within the
grapevine leaf. New Phytol. 210 (1), 343-355. doi: 10.1111/nph.13754

Chunco, A. J. (2014). Hybridization in a warmer world. Ecol. Evol. 4 (10), 2019-
2031. doi: 10.1002/ece3.1052

Comeausx, B. L., Nesbitt, W. B, and Fantz, P. R. (1987). Taxonomy of the native
grapes of North Carolina. Castanea 52, 197-215.

Comeaux, B. L. (1987). Studies on Vitis champinii. Proc. Texas Grape Growers
Assoc. 11, 158-161.

Comeaux, B. L. (1991). Two new Vitis (Vitaceae) from mountainous Mexico.
SIDA 14, 459-466.

Dangl, G. S., Mendum, M. L., Yang, J., Walker, M. A., and Preece, J. E. (2015).
Hybridization of cultivated Vitis vinifera with wild V. californica and V.
girdiana in California. Ecol. Evol. 5 (23), 5671-5684. doi: 10.1002/ece3.1797

De Castro, O., Di Maio, A., Lozada Garcia, J. A, Piacenti, D., Vazquez-Torres, M., and
De Luca, P. (2013). Plastid DNA sequencing and nuclear SNP genotyping help
resolve the puzzle of central American Platanus. Ann. Bot. 112 (3), 589-602. doi:
10.1093/aob/mct134

De Mattia, F., Imazio, S., Grassi, F., Baneh, H. D., Scienza, A., and Labra, M.
(2008). Study of genetic relationships between wild and domesticated
grapevine distributed from Middle East regions to European countries. Rend.
Linc. 19, 223-240. doi: 10.1007/512210-008-0016-6

Delcourt, P. A., and Delcourt, H. R. (1993). “Paleoclimates, paleovegetation, and
paleofloras during the late Quaternary,” in Flora of North America North of
Mexico. Ed. Flora of North America Editorial Committee (New York: Oxford
University Press), 71-94.

Everhart, S. E. (2010). Upper canopy collection and identification of grapevines
(Vitis) from selected forests in the Southeastern United States. Castanea 75 (1),
141-149.

Fernald, M. L. (1917). A new Vitis from New England. Rhodora 19, 144-147.

Flegontov, P., Changmai, P., Zidkova, A., Logacheva, M. D., Altimisik, N. E,,
Flegontova, O, et al. (2016). Genomic study of the Ket: a Paleo-Eskimo-related
ethnic group with significant ancient North Eurasian ancestry. Sci. Rep. 6,
20768. doi: 10.1038/srep20768

Flowers, J. M., Hazzouri, K. M., Gros-Balthazard, M., Mo, Z., Koutroumpa, K.,
Perrakis, A., et al. (2019). Cross-species hybridization and the origin of North
African date palms. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 116 (5), 1651-1658. doi:
10.1073/pnas.1817453116

Folk, R. A., Soltis, P. S., Soltis, D. E., and Guralnick, R. (2018). New prospects in
the detection and comparative analysis of hybridization in the tree of life. Am.
J. Bot. 105 (3), 364-375. doi: 10.1002/ajb2.1018

Funk, V. A. (1985). Phylogenetic patterns and hybridization. Ann. Missouri Bot.
Gard. 72, 681-715. doi: 10.2307/2399220

Gong, F., Karsai, I, and Liu, Y. S. (2010). Vitis Seeds (Vitaceae) from the late
Neogene Gray fossil site, Northeastern Tennessee, U.S.A. Rev. Palaeobot.
Palynol. 162, 71-83. doi: 10.1016/j.revpalbo.2010.05.005

Goto-Yamamoto, N., Sawler, J., and Myles, S. (2015). Genetic analysis of East
Asian grape cultivars suggests hybridization with wild Vitis. PloS One 10 (10),
€0140841. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0140841

Grassi, F., Labra, M., Imazio, S., Ocete, R., Failla, O., and Scienza, A. (2006a).
Phylogeographical structure and conservation genetics of wild grapevine.
Conserv. Genet. 7, 837-845. doi: 10.1007/s10592-006-9118-9

Grassi, F., Labra, M., Minuto, L., Casazza, G., and Sala, F. (2006b). Natural
hybridization in Saxifraga callosa Sm. Plant Biol. 8 (02), 243-252. doi: 10.1055/
5-2005-873047

Harrison, R. G., and Larson, E. L. (2014). Hybridization, introgression, and the
nature of species boundaries. J. Hered. 105, 795-809. doi: 10.1093/jhered/
esu033

Hedrick, U. P. (1908). The grapes of New York. Report of the New York Agricultural
Experiment Station for the year 1907, II (Albany: J. B. Lyon Company).

Heinitz, C. C,, Uretsky, J., Dodson Peterson, J. C., Huerta-Acosta, K. G., and
Walker, M. A. (2019). “Crop wild relatives of grape (Vitis vinifera L.)
throughout North America,” in North American Crop Wild Relatives, vol. 2.
Eds. S. Greene, K. Williams, C. Khoury, M. Kantar and L. Marek (Cham:
Springer), 329-351.

Hewitt, G. M. (1996). Some genetic consequences of ice ages, and their role in
divergence and speciation. Biol. . Linn. Soc 58, 247-276. doi: 10.1111/j.1095-
8312.1996.tb01434.x

Hickey, C. C., Smith, E. D., Cao, S., and Conner, P. (2019). Muscadine (Vitis
rotundifolia Michx., syn. Muscadinia rotundifolia (Michx.) Small): the resilient,
native grape of the Southeastern U.S. Agriculture 9 (6), 131. doi: 10.3390/
agriculture9060131

Holm, S. (1979). A simple sequentially rejective multiple test procedure. Scand. J.?
Stat. 6 (2), 65-70.

Klein, L. L., Miller, A. J., Ciotir, C., Hyma, K., Uribe-Convers, S., and Londo, J.
(2018). High-throughput sequencing data clarify evolutionary relationships
among North American Vitis species and improve identification in USDA Vitis
germplasm collections. Am. J. Bot. 105 (2), 215-226. doi: 10.1002/ajb2.1033

Lau, C. L. F.,, and Jacobs, D. K. (2017). Introgression between ecologically distinct
species following increased salinity in the colorado delta-worldwide
implications for impacted estuary diversity. Peer] 5, e4056. doi: 10.7717/
peer;j.4056

Leaché, A. D., Harris, R. B., Rannala, B., and Yang, Z. (2014). The influence of gene
flow on species tree estimation: a simulation study. Syst. Biol. 63 (1), 17-30. doi:
10.1093/sysbio/syt049

Lewter, ., Worthington, M. L., Clark, J. R., Varanasl, A. V., Nelson, L., Owens, C. L.,
etal. (2019). High-density linkage maps and loci for berry color and flower sex in
muscadine grape (Vitis rotundifolia). Theor. Appl. Genet. 132, 1571-1585. doi:
10.1007/s00122-019-03302-7

Liang, Z., Duan, S., Sheng, J., Zhu, S., Ni, X., Shao, J., et al. (2019). Whole-genome
resequencing of 472 Vitis accessions for grapevine diversity and demographic
history analyses. Nat. Commun. 10 (1), 1190. doi: 10.1038/s41467-019-09135-8

Liu, X. Q., Ickert-Bond, S. M., Nie, Z. L., Zhou, Z., Chen, L. Q., and Wen, J. (2016).
Phylogeny of Ampelocissus-Vitis clade in Vitaceae supports the New World

Frontiers in Plant Science | www.frontiersin.org

February 2020 | Volume 10 | Article 1814


https://doi.org/10.1016/S0169-5347(01)02290-X
https://doi.org/10.2307/2436413
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00606-012-0723-4
https://doi.org/10.3372/wi.45.45206
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-004-9789-9
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0000521
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0000521
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0152651
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-23707-6
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcu226
https://doi.org/10.17660/ActaHortic.2003.623.31
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.1004410
https://doi.org/10.5344/ajev.2016.15110
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.13754
https://doi.org/10.1002/ece3.1052
https://doi.org/10.1002/ece3.1797
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mct134
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12210-008-0016-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep20768
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1817453116
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajb2.1018
https://doi.org/10.2307/2399220
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.revpalbo.2010.05.005
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0140841
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10592-006-9118-9
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-2005-873047
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-2005-873047
https://doi.org/10.1093/jhered/esu033
https://doi.org/10.1093/jhered/esu033
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8312.1996.tb01434.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8312.1996.tb01434.x
https://doi.org/10.3390/agriculture9060131
https://doi.org/10.3390/agriculture9060131
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajb2.1033
https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.4056
https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.4056
https://doi.org/10.1093/sysbio/syt049
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00122-019-03302-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-09135-8
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/plant-science
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/plant-science#articles

Zecca et al.

Hybridization in American Wild Grapes

origin of grape genus. Mol. Phylogenet. Evol. 95, 217-228. doi: 10.1016/
j.ympev.2015.10.013

Loarie, S. R,, Carter, B. E., Hayhoe, K., McMahon, S., Moe, R,, Knight, C. A,, et al.
(2008). Climate change and the future of California’s Endemic Flora. PloS One
3 (6), €2502. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0002502

Loehle, C. (2007). Predicting Pleistocene climate from vegetation in North
America. Climate Past 3 (1), 109-118. doi: 10.5194/cp-3-109-2007

Ma, Z. Y., Wen, J., Ickert-Bond, S. M., Nie, Z. L., Chen, L. Q., and Liu, X. Q.
(2018a). Phylogenomics, biogeography, and adaptive radiation of grapes. Mol.
Phylogenet. Evol. 129, 258-267.

Ma, Z. Y., Wen, J., Tian, J. P, Jamal, A., Chen, L. Q., and Liu, X. Q. (2018b).
Testing reticulate evolution of four Vitis species from East Asia using
restriction-site associated DNA sequencing. J. Syst. Evol. 56, 331-339. doi:
10.1111/jse.12444

Mallet, J., Besansky, N., and Hahn, M. W. (2016). How reticulated are species?
Bioessays 38, 140-149. doi: 10.1002/bies.201500149

Mallet, J. (2005). Hybridization as an invasion of the genome. Trends Ecol. Evol. 20
(5), 229-237. doi: 10.1016/j.tree.2005.02.010

Mallet, J. (2007). Hybrid speciation. Nature 446, 279-283. doi: 10.1038/
nature05706

McLachlan, J. S., Clark, J. S., and Manos, P. S. (2005). Molecular indicators of tree
migration capacity under rapid climate change. Ecology 86 (8), 2088-2098. doi:
10.1890/04-1036

Meyer, B. S., Matschiner, M., and Salzburger, W. (2017). Disentangling incomplete
lineage sorting and introgression to refine species-tree estimates for Lake
Tanganyika cichlid fishes. Syst. Biol. 66 (4), 531-550. doi: 10.1093/sysbio/
syw069

Migicovsky, Z., Sawler, J., Money, D., Eibach, R,, Miller, A. J,, Luby, J. J., et al.
(2016). Genomic ancestry estimation quantifies use of wild species in grape
breeding. BMC Genomics 17, 478. doi: 10.1186/s12864-016-2834-8

Millardet, A. (1880). La résistence au Phylloxera du Clinton et du Taylor. J. Agric.
Prat. 6 (1), 24-27.

Miller, A. J., Matasci, N., Schwaninger, H., Aradhya, M. K,, Prins, B., Zhong, G.-Y.,
et al. (2013). Vitis phylogenomics: hybridization intensities from a SNP array
genotype calls. PloS One 8 (11), €78680. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0078680

Moore, M. O., and Wen, J. (2016). “Vitaceae,” in Flora of North America North of
Mexico, vol. 12 . Ed. Flora of North America Editorial Committee (New York:
Oxford University Press), 3-13.

Moore, M. O. (1991). Classification and systematics of eastern North American
Vitis L. (Vitaceae) North of Mexico. SIDA 14, 339-367.

Mullins, M. G., Bouquet, A., and Williams, L. E. (1992). Biology of the Grapevine
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press).

Munson, V. (1909). Foundations of American Grape Culture (New York: Orange
Judd Comp).

Myles, S., Chia, J. M., Hurwitz, B,, Simon, C., Zhong, G. Y. , Buckler, E., et al.
(2010). Rapid genomic characterization of the genus Vitis. PloS One 5 (1),
€8219. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0008219

Myles, S., Boyko, A. R., Owens, C. L., Brown, P. ], Grassi, F., Aradhya, M. K., et al.
(2011). Genetic structure and domestication history of the grape. Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 108, 3530-3535. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1009363108

Olmo, H. P, and Koyama, A. (1980). “Natural hybridization of indigenous Vitis
californica and Vitis girdiana with cultivated vinifera in California,” in
Proceedings of the 3rd international symposium on grape breeding. Ed. H. P.
Olmo (Univ. of California Davis), 31-41.

Ortego, J., Gugger, P. F.,, Riordan, E. C, and Sork, V. L. (2014). Influence of
climatic niche suitability and geographical overlap on hybridization patterns
among southern Californian oaks. J. Biogeogr. 41, 1895-1908. doi: 10.1111/
jbi.12334

Péros, J. P., Berger, G., Portemont, A., Boursiquot, J. M., and Lacombe, T. (2011).
Genetic variation and biogeography of the disjunct Vitis subg. Vitis (Vitaceae).
J. Biogeogr. 38, 471-486. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2699.2010.02410.x

Patterson, N., Moorjani, P., Luo, Y., Mallick, S., Rohland, N., Zhan, Y., et al.
(2012). Ancient admixture in human history. Genetics 192 (3), 1065-1093. doi:
10.1534/genetics.112.145037/-/DC1

Pavek, D. S., Lamboy, W. F.,, and Garvey, E. J. (2001). In situ conservation
America’s wild grapes. HortScience 36, 232-235.

Pavek, D. S., Lamboy, W. F., and Garvey, E. J. (2003). Selecting in situ conservation
sites for grape genetic resources in the USA. Genet. Res. Crop Evol. 50, 165-173.
doi: 10.1023/A:1022947605916

Pickrell, J. K., and Pritchard, J. K. (2012). Inference of population splits and
mixtures from genome-wide allele frequency data. PloS Genet. 8, €1002967. doi:
10.1371/journal.pgen.1002967

Pinto-Maglio, C. A. F., Pierozzi, N. I., and Pommer, C. V. (2010). Giemsa staining
and fluorescent chromosome banding in some Vitis L. species. Caryologia 63
(4), 339-348. doi: 10.1080/00087114.2010.10589744

Pittcock, J. K. (1997). Molecular marker characterization of selected grape species
found in Texas and New Mexico. [Dissertation] (Texas Tech University).

Planchon, J. E. (1887). “Monographie des Ampélidées vrais,” in de Candolle, vol. 5 .
Eds. A. F. P. P. de Candolle and C. de Candolle (Monographiae
Phanaerogamarum. Paris: Sumptibus G. Masson), 305-654.

Purcell, S., Neale, B., Todd-Brown, K., Thomas, L., Ferreira, M. A. R,, Bender, D.,
et al. (2007). PLINK: a toolset for whole-genome association and population-
based linkage analysis. Am. J. Hum. Genet. 81 (3), 559-575. doi: 10.1086/
519795

R Core Team (2013). R: A language and environment for statistical computing
(Vienna, Austria: R Foundation for Statistical Computing).

Raghavan, M., Skoglund, P., Graf, K. E., Metspalu, M., Albrechtsen, A., Moltke, L,
et al. (2014). Upper Palaeolithic Siberian genome reveals dual ancestry of
Native Americans. Nature 505, 87-91.

Ravaz, L. (1902). Les Vignes Americaines (Montpellier: Porte-greffes et
producteurs-directs. Coulet et Fils).

Reich, D., Thangaraj, K., Patterson, N, Price, A. L., and Singh, L. (2009). Reconstructing
Indian population history. Nature 461, 489-494. doi: 10.1038/nature08365

Remington, C. L. (1968). “Suture-zones of hybrid interaction between recently
joined biotas,” in Evolutionary Biology. Eds. T. Dobzhansky, M. K. Hecht and
W. C. Steere (Boston: Springer), 321-372.

Revell, L. J. (2012). Phytools: an R package for phylogenetic comparative biology
(and other things). Methods Ecol. Evol. 3, 217-223. doi: 10.1111/j.2041-
210X.2011.00169.x

Robinson, D. F., and Foulds, L. R. (1981). Comparison of phylogenetic trees. Math.
Biosci. 53, 131-147. doi: 10.1016/0025-5564(81)90043-2

Sawler, J., Reisch, B., Aradhya, M. K,, Prins, B., Zhong, G. Y., Schwaninger, H.,
et al. (2013). Genomics assisted ancestry deconvolution in grape. PloS One 8
(11), €80791. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0080791

Stamatakis, A. (2014). RAXML version 8: a tool for phylogenetic analysis and post-
analysis of large phylogenies. Bioinformatics 30, 1312-1313. doi: 10.1093/
bioinformatics/btu033

Suarez-Gonzalez, A., Lexer, C., and Cronk, Q. C. B. (2018). Adaptive
introgression: a plant perspective. Biol. Lett. 14, 0170688. doi: 10.1098/
rsbl.2017.0688

Swenson, N. G., and Howard, D. J. (2005). Clustering of contact zones, hybrid zones, and
phylogeographic breaks in North America. Am. Nat. 166 (5), 581-591. doi: 10.1086/
491688

Topfer, R., Hausmann, L., Harst, M., Maul, E., Zyprian, E., and Eibach, R. (2011).
“New horizons for grapevine breeding,” in Methods in Temperate Fruit
Breeding. Eds. H. Flachowsky and M. V. Hanke (Publisher: Gloval Science
Books), 79-100.

This, P., Lacombe, T., and Thomas, M. (2006). Historical origins and genetic
diversity of wine grapes. Trends Genet. 22, 511-519. doi: 10.1016/
j.tig.2006.07.008

Tiffney, B. H. (1994). Re-evaluation of the age of the brandon lignite (Vermont,
USA) based on plant megafossils. Rev. Palaeobot. Palynol. 82, 299-315. doi:
10.1016/0034-6667(94)90081-7

Todesco, M., Pascual, M. A., Owens, G. L., Ostevik, K. L., Moyers, B. T., Hiibner,
S., et al. (2016). Hybridization and extinction. Evol. App. 9, 892-908. doi:
10.1111/eva.12367

Trondle, D., Schréder, S., Kassemeyer, H. H., Kiefer, C., Koch, M. A,, and Nick, P.
(2010). Molecular phylogeny of the genus Vitis (Vitaceae) based on plastid
markers. Am. J. Bot. 97, 1168-1178. doi: 10.3732/ajb.0900218

USDA, Agricultural Research Service, National Plant Germplasm System. (2019).
Germplasm Resources Information Network (GRIN-Taxonomy) (Beltsville,
Maryland: National Germplasm Resources Laboratory).

Frontiers in Plant Science | www.frontiersin.org

February 2020 | Volume 10 | Article 1814


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2015.10.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2015.10.013
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0002502
https://doi.org/10.5194/cp-3-109-2007
https://doi.org/10.1111/jse.12444
https://doi.org/10.1002/bies.201500149
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2005.02.010
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature05706
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature05706
https://doi.org/10.1890/04-1036
https://doi.org/10.1093/sysbio/syw069
https://doi.org/10.1093/sysbio/syw069
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12864-016-2834-8
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0078680
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0008219
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1009363108
https://doi.org/10.1111/jbi.12334
https://doi.org/10.1111/jbi.12334
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2699.2010.02410.x
https://doi.org/10.1534/genetics.112.145037/-/DC1
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1022947605916
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.1002967
https://doi.org/10.1080/00087114.2010.10589744
https://doi.org/10.1086/519795
https://doi.org/10.1086/519795
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature08365
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2041-210X.2011.00169.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2041-210X.2011.00169.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-5564(81)90043-2
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0080791
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btu033
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btu033
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsbl.2017.0688
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsbl.2017.0688
https://doi.org/10.1086/491688
https://doi.org/10.1086/491688
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tig.2006.07.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tig.2006.07.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/0034-6667(94)90081-7
https://doi.org/10.1111/eva.12367
https://doi.org/10.3732/ajb.0900218
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/plant-science
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/plant-science#articles

Zecca et al.

Hybridization in American Wild Grapes

Wada, R. D, and Walker, A. (2012). “Vitaceae,” in The Jepson manual; vascular plants of
California. Eds. B. G. Baldwin, D. H. Goldman, D. J. Keil, R. Patterson, T. J. Rosatti
and D. H. Wilkin (Berkeley: University of California Press), 1278-1281.

Wagner, P. M. (1974). Grapes into wine (New York: Alfred A. Knopf Inc.).

Wan, Y., Schwaninger, H., Baldo, A. M., Labate, J. A., Zhong, G. Y., and Simon, C.].
(2013). A phylogenetic analysis of the grape genus (Vitis L.) reveals broad
reticulation and concurrent diversification during Neogene and Quaternary
climate change. BMC Evol. Biol. 13, 141. doi: 10.1186/1471-2148-13-141

Weems, R. E., Edwards, L. E., and Landacre, B. (2017). Geology and
biostratigraphy of the potomac river cliffs at Stratford Hall, Westmoreland
County, Virginia. Geol. Soc Am. Field Guide 47, 125-152. doi: 10.1130/
2017.0047(05)

Wen, J., Harris, A. J., Kalburgi, Y., Zhang, N., Xu, Y., Zheng, W., et al. (2018).
Chloroplast phylogenomics of the New World grape species (Vitis, Vitaceae). J.
Syst. Evol. 56, 297-308. doi: 10.1111/jse.12447

Young, D. A. (1974). Introgressive hybridization in two southern California
species of Rhus (Anacardiaceae). Brittonia 26 (3), 241-255. doi: 10.2307/
2805727

Zecca, G., and Grassi, F. (2013). RPB2 gene reveals a phylodemographic signal in
wild and domesticated grapevine (Vitis vinifera). J. Syst. Evol. 51, 205-211. doi:
10.1111/j.1759-6831.2012.00215.x

Zecca, G., De Mattia, F., Lovicu, G., Labra, M., Sala, F., and Grassi, F. (2010). Wild
grapevine: silvestris, hybrids or cultivars that escaped from vineyards?

Molecular evidence in Sardinia. Plant Biol. 12 (3), 558-562. doi: 10.1111/
j.1438-8677.2009.00226.x

Zecca, G., Abbott, J. R., Sun, W. B., Spada, A., Sala, F., and Grassi, F. (2012). The
timing and the mode of evolution of wild grapes (Vitis). Mol. Phylogenet. Evol.
62, 736-747. doi: 10.1016/j.ympev.2011.11.015

Zecca, G., Casazza, G., Piscopo, S., Minuto, L., and Grassi, F. (2017). Are the
responses of plant species to quaternary climatic changes idiosyncratic? A?
demographic perspective from the Western Alps. Plant Ecol. Div. 4, 273-281.
doi: 10.1080/17550874.2017.1393702

Zecca, G., Grassi, F., Tabidze, V., Pipia, I., Kotorashvili, A., Kotaria, N., et al.
(2019). Dates and rates in grape’s plastomes: evolution in slow motion. Curr.
Genet. (in press) doi: 10.1007/s00294-019-01004-7

Conflict of Interest: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the
absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a
potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2020 Zecca, Labra and Grassi. This is an open-access article distributed
under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use,
distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original
author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original publication in
this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use,
distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

Frontiers in Plant Science | www.frontiersin.org

February 2020 | Volume 10 | Article 1814


https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2148-13-141
https://doi.org/10.1130/2017.0047(05)
https://doi.org/10.1130/2017.0047(05)
https://doi.org/10.1111/jse.12447
https://doi.org/10.2307/2805727
https://doi.org/10.2307/2805727
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1759-6831.2012.00215.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1438-8677.2009.00226.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1438-8677.2009.00226.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2011.11.015
https://doi.org/10.1080/17550874.2017.1393702
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00294-019-01004-7
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/plant-science
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/plant-science#articles

	Untangling the Evolution of American Wild Grapes: Admixed Species and How to Find Them
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Samples Selection
	Data Preparation and Linkage Disequilibrium Assessment
	Treemix Analysis
	f3 and f4 Statistics

	Results
	TreeMix Analysis
	f3 and f4 Statistics
	Series Ripariae

	Natural Hybrids
	Detecting Additional Evidence  of Reticulate Evolution

	Discussion
	Natural Hybrids
	V. x champinii and V. x doaniana
	V. x novae-angliae
	V. x slavinii

	Additional Evidence of Reticulate Evolution in American Wild Grapes
	Climate Changes, Geographical Constraints, and Reticulate Evolution in American Grapes
	Phylogenetic Implications
	Final Remarks on Admixture Inference

	Conclusion
	Data Availability Statement
	Author Contributions
	Acknowledgments
	Supplementary Material
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages false
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 1
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /ENU (T&F settings for black and white printer PDFs 20081208)
  >>
  /ExportLayers /ExportVisibleLayers
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /ClipComplexRegions true
        /ConvertStrokesToOutlines false
        /ConvertTextToOutlines false
        /GradientResolution 300
        /LineArtTextResolution 1200
        /PresetName ([High Resolution])
        /PresetSelector /HighResolution
        /RasterVectorBalance 1
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks true
      /IncludeHyperlinks true
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


