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Abstract

The most remarkable morphological specializations of mangroves are vivipary, salt secretion, and aerial roots. There has been a
long debate on whether the complex traits vivipary and secreters have a single origin, the answer to which has profound implications
for the mechanism of evolution in mangroves. We took a large and representative sample across mangroves and sequenced the 18S
rRNA, rbcL, and matR genes. Together with the outgroups, our data yielded a high resolution phylogeny which allowed us to gain
much needed insight into the distributions of the two characters and address their evolutionary origins. For each character, its ances-
tral state in the phylogeny was estimated by the maximum likelihood method. Overall evidence is in favor of a multiple origin for

both vivipary and salt secretion in mangroves.
© 2004 Elsevier Inc. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction

Mangroves, which include all the tropical trees re-
stricted to intertidal and adjacent communities, share
an interesting mixture of attributes (Tomlinson, 1986),
of which vivipary, salt exclusion, and aerial roots are
the three most important morphological and physiolog-
ical traits. Although these characters are widely thought
to have facilitated the adaptation of mangroves to harsh
coastal environments, no single structural feature un-
iquely characterizes mangroves (Tomlinson, 1986).
Vivipary is a condition found in some seed plants in
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which the sexually produced embryo of the seeds, while
still attached to the parent plant, continues its develop-
ment without dormancy. Vivipary can be divided into
two major different forms, known as “true vivipary”
and ‘“‘cryptovivipary,” representing the two situations
in which the embryo grows to break through the fruit
wall, and the seed coat, respectively (Tomlinson and
Cox, 2000).

Among seed plants, vivipary is most well developed
in mangroves (Tomlinson, 1986). True vivipary occurs
occasionally in some seagrasses, such as Amphibolis.
(A third kind of vivapary, the pseudovivipary, is clearly
unrelated to the true vivapary (Elmgvist and Cox, 1996;
Tomlinson, 1986), and is hence excluded from this anal-
ysis.) Since vivipary is such a remarkable character, the
mechanism, including its evolutionary origin, is of great
interest to many plant biologists. In particular, whether
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vivipary resulted from single or multiple origins has
been debated and analyses based on the viviparous
structure alone have not been conclusive (Farnsworth,
2000; Guppy, 1906; Van der Pijl, 1983).

Another important character enabling mangroves to
establish along the sea coast is their ability to exclude
salt in seawater. According to the mechanism of salt
secretion, mangroves can be divided into two groups:
secreters and non-secreters. Secreters control their salt
balance by excreting the absorbed salt metabolically
via salt glands (Fahn, 1979; Fahn and Shimony, 1977,
Tomlinson, 1986). In comparison non-secreters selec-
tively absorb only certain ions from the solution they
come into contact with by the process of ultrafiltration
(Morgany et al., 1999; Tomlinson, 1986). The structure
of salt glands in salt-secreting mangroves is surprisingly
similar in view of the fairly remote systematic affinity of
the several families involved (Atkinson et al., 1967;
Tomlinson, 1986). Again, whether salt secretion among
mangroves evolved once or mutiple times cannot be re-
solved on the sole basis of anatomy.

A third feature of more highly specialized man-
groves is that some parts of the root system become ex-
posed to the atmosphere (Gill and Tomlinson, 1975;
Tomlinson, 1986). Tomlinson (1986) defined several
types of aerial roots in mangroves, including stilt roots,
pneumatophores, root knees, and plank roots. The
mangrove root system plays three distinct roles—the
aerating, anchoring/absorbing, and cable system. These
morphological components apparently have different
origins in different species (Tomlinson, 1986; Troll
and Dragendorff, 1931).

How and why do not all mangroves share their chief
attributes—vivipary, salt secretion, and aerial roots? Are
the special and complex traits vivipary and salt secretion
of single or multiple origin? Many paleobotanists have
argued that the mangrove habitat is an ancient one
and many seed plants share some primitive characters
of mangroves. For example, vivipary was suggested to
be the rule under uniform climatic conditions of early
geological periods (Cridland, 1964; Guppy, 1906; Ray-
mond and Phillips, 1983). Retallack and Dilcher
(1981) went even further, in light of fossil evidence, to
suggest that angiosperms may have all radiated from
coastal environments. The mainstream view, however,
appears to be that most of those important adaptive
attributes of mangroves were derived in specialized hab-
itats rather than lost in general habitats. This view of
independent and multiple evolutionary origins through
convergent evolution is largely based on the occurrence
of traits in different unrelated angiosperm families (Cox
and Humphries, 1993; Ellison and Farnsworth, 2001;
Farnsworth, 2000). While the scattered distribution of
any adaptive trait in a phylogenetic framework may
seem to be the prima facie evidence for its multiple ori-
gin, the statistical support for such intuitions can often

be flimsy (Mooers and Schluter, 1999; Oakley and
Cunningham, 2002; 2002; Pagel, 1999). This is especially
true when the loss of a character is more likely than the
gain which we believe are the case for vivipary and salt
secretion.

The purpose of this paper is to report our conclusions
about the evolutionary origin of vivipary and salt secre-
tion based on a combination of phylogeny reconstruc-
tion of most extensive set of data to date and
statistical analyses. Taking advantage of molecular sys-
tematics and the recent methodological advances in ana-
lyzing character evolution in a given phylogeny.
Mangroves are found in about 20 families, 27 genera,
and 69 species (Duke, 1992). They provide an impressive
instance of trait evolution and a combination of diverse
morphological and physiological adaptations. We
mapped vivipary and secreter traits onto the phylogeny
of a large sample of major mangroves with the outgroup
and then reconstructed their evolutionary paths, from
which the hypotheses about their evolutionary origin
were evaluated. Since both vivipary and salt secretion
appear much more frequently in mangroves than in
any of their close relatives, our sampling scheme is thus,
deliberately in favor of the single origin hypothesis.
Therefore, when the conclusion of multiple origins is
reached, the evidence is thus, much stronger than that
from a more balanced sample of plants including many
non-mangroves.

2. Materials and methods
2.1. Taxon sampling

We sampled 26 representative genera of major groups
(17 families) of mangroves and mangrove associates, of
which eight genera (five families) germinate viviparously
and four genera (four families) control their salt balance
by secreting sodium chloride (1, see Fig 1). Nypa is the
only palm that has a viviparous fruits. We sequenced
all samples of 18S rDNA and matR mtDNA genes,
and about 73% samples of rbcL. cpDNA gene (19/26).
Taxa sampled in this study are listed in Table 1, along
with voucher information, literature citations, and Gen-
Bank accession numbers for the three data sets. The
presence or absence of viviparous propagules and salt
secreting leaves in mangroves are referenced primarily
in Tomlinson’s summary (Tomlinson, 1986).

We chose Amborella and Nymphaea as outgroups be-
cause they are successive sister taxa to the rest angio-
sperms (Qiu et al., 1999). Amborella was used to root
the phylogeny, but not used for ancestral state analysis.
The root node was treated the same as other nodes as
suggested by Mooers and Schluter (1999). Nymphaea,
however, was used as a root for reconstructing ancestral
states.
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Fig. 1. Phylogenies of mangroves constructed by using Bayesian inference (BI) with the combined data set from rbcL, 18S, and matR genes and
maximum likelihood (ML) character mapping of vivipary and salt secretion, respectively. Clade credibility values for the phylogeny are noted below
branches. (A) Pie charts represent relative ML supports at ancestral nodes for presence (black) and absence (white) of vivipary. (B) Pie charts
represent relative ML supports at ancestral nodes for presence (black) and absence (white) of secreter. Asterisks indicate significant results (In
likelihood difference >2) using the same phylogeny and equal rates models of character evolution. The nodes (Ny, Ny,...) were labeled to the right.

2.2. Sequences and phylogenetic analysis

Total DNAs were extracted using the CTAB meth-
od of Doyle and Doyle (1987). Double-stranded copies
of all regions {encoding 18S rRNA (nrDNA), rbcL
(cpDNA), and matR (mtDNA)}, were amplified using
standard polymerase chain reaction (PCR) in 25-50 ul
reactions. The primers of rbcL, 18S, and matR fol-
lowed Huang and Shi (2002), Whiting et al. (1997),
and Meng et al. (2002), respectively. The PCR products
of all samples were purified by using the QIAquick
PCR Purification Kit (CN 28104, QIAGEN), and were
sequenced in both directions by using an ABI 377 Ge-
netic Analyzer (Applied Biosystems, CA). All se-
quences have been deposited in GenBank (for
accession numbers see Table 1).

We aligned sequences with CLUSTALX (Thompson
et al., 1997). We assessed the data congruence using the
partition homogeneity test (Farris et al., 1994, imple-
mented with PAUP*4.0b5) before combining the data
sets (18S plus matR: P =0.489; 18S plus rbcL:
P =0.097; and matR plus rbcL: P = 0.565; each with
1000 replicates using heuristic search conducted with
100 random-taxon-addition replicates with TBR branch
swapping and MulTrees selected).

We used Metropolis-coupled Markov chain Monte
Carlo (or MCMCMC) algorithm within a Bayesian
framework to estimate the posterior probability of phy-
logenetic trees based on the combined data set (Lutzoni
et al., 2001). Bayesian inference was carried out using
MrBayes v2.01 (Huelsenbeck and Ronquist, 2001). We
determined the best-fit model of molecular evolution



Table 1

Accessions of mangrove species used in this study

Family Species Voucher Source GenBank Accession No.
18S matR rbcL
Acanthaceae Acanthus ebracteatus X Z Qiul7l (SYS) Futian, Shenzhen, Guangdong, China AY289642 AY289667 AY289682
Avicennia marina Q. J. Zhan 99112201 (SYS) Futian, Shenzhen, Guangdong, China AY289641 AY289666 AY289681
Apocynaceae Cerbera manghas S. G. Jian 0461(SYS) Qinglangang, Hainnan, China AY289645 AY289670 AY289685
Arecaceae Nypa fruticans Z. H. Zhang 0744(SYS) Dongzhaigang, Hainan, China AY289649 AY289674 AY289688
Bignoniaceae Dolichandrone spathacea S. G. Jian 0465(SYS) Qinglangang, Hainnan, China AY289643 AY289668 AY289683
Combretaceae Conocarpus erectus X. J. Ge 1014 (SYS) Cult. Qinglangang, Hainan, China AY289636 AY289662 AF281477%
Laguncularia racemosa X J Ge 1011 (SYS) Cult. Qinglangang, Hainnan, China AY289635 AY289661 AF425715%
Lumnitzera littorea S. C. Chen 480 (SYS) Dongzhaigang, Hainan, China AY289637 AY289663 AF425718%
Euphorbiaceae Excoecaria agallocha Z. H. Zhang 0459 (SYS) Qinglangang, Hainnan, China AY289628 AY289654  AY289675
Fabaceae Cynometra iripa S. H. Shi. 0522 (SYS) Daintree River, Cairns, Queensland, Australia AY289630 AY289656 AY289677
Pongamia pinnatas S. G. Jian 0397(SYS) Qr’ao Island, Zhuhai, Guangdong, China AY289629 AY289655 AY289676
Lecythidaceae Barringtonia racemosa C. P. Zhang 488 (SYS) Dongzhaigang, Hainan, China AY289647 AY289672 AF088853°
Lythraceae Pemphis acidula C. C. Liao 1150 (A) Deposited in A, collected from Lanyu Island, Taiwan, China AY289639 N/A AY036138°
Sonneratia ovata H. T. Chang 9711912(SYS) Dongzhaigang, Hainan, China AY289638 AY289664 AY036143°
Malvaceae Heritiera littoralise S. G. Jian 0168(SYS) Qinglangang, Hainnan, China AY289633 AY289659 AY289679
Hibiscus tiliaceus S. G. Jian 0247(SYS) Touyuan, Wenchang, Hainan, China AY289631 AY289657 AY289678
Thespesia populnea S. H. Shi. 640(SYS) Futian, Shenzhen, Guangdong, China AY289632 AY289658 L01961¢
Meliaceae Xylocarpus granatum S. G. Jian 0458(SYS) Qinglangang, Hainnan, China AY289634 AY289660 AY289680
Myrsinaceae Aegiceras corniculatum S. H. Shi 0519(SYS) Daintree River, Cairns, Queensland, Australia AY289648 AY289673 AY289687
Plumbaginaceae Aegialitis annulata Z. H. Zhang 0753(SYS) Dongzhaigang, Hainan, China AY289640 AY289665 AJ312252°¢
Rhizophoraceae Bruguiera sexangula S. H. Shi 2000-01001 (SYS) Dongzhaigang, Hainan, China AY289626 AY289652 AF127691"
Ceriops tagal H. T. Chang 9711902 (SYS) Dongzhaigang, Hainan, China AY289624 AY289650 AF127684"
Kandelia candel H. T. Chang 9711905 (SYS) Dongzhaigang, Hainan, China AY289625 AY289651 AF127682"
Rhizophora stylosa X. Z. Qiu 974306 (SYS) Futian, Shenzhen, Guangdong, China AY289627 AY289653 AF127686"
Rubiaceae Scyphiphora hydrophyllaceae ~ Z. H. Zhang 0750(SYS) Dongzhaigang, Hainan, China AY289646  AY289671 AY289686
Lamiaceae Clerodendrum inerme S. G. Jian 0396(SYS) Qi’ao Island, Zhuhai, Guangdong, China AY289644 AY289669 AY289684

SYS, Sunyatsen (Zhongshan) University; A, Harvard University, Arnold Arboretum. Classification follows APG (2003).
% Tan et al. (2002).

b

¢ Huang and Shi (2001).

4 Albert et al. (1992).

¢ Lledo et al. (2001).

! Schwarzbach and Ricklefs (2000).

Tsou et al. (Direct submission to GenBank in 1998).
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to be general-time-reversible model with invariant sites
and gamma distributed rates for wvariable sites
(GTR +1+T) by using MrModeltest (Posada and
Crandall, 1998, written by Johon A.A. Nylander). We
used the equivalent model in MrBayes (basefrequence,
estimate; nst, 6; rates, invgamma; gamma shape, esti-
mate) to initiate the maximum likelihood (ML) search.
The Markov chains were run for one million generations
sampling every 10 generations for a total of 100,000
samples each run to assure that successive samples were
independent. We then removed the first 10,000 samples
from each run to avoid including any trees that might
have been sampled before convergence of the Markov
chain. The remaining samples were combined into a sin-
gle file and analyzed using the ‘sumt’ command in
MrBayes. We calculated the posterior probability of
ancestral nodes based on the consensus tree with mean
branch lengths and clade probabilities.

2.3. Ancestral state reconstruction

We applied the continuous-time Markov model and
ML estimate (Pagel, 1994, 1999) to reconstruct ances-
tral states of vivipary and salt secretion in mangroves
using DISCRETE 4.0. We performed likelihood ratio
tests (model test) to determine whether the two-rate
model fits the data significantly better. We also used
DISCRETE to calculate the ML estimate of o (forward
rate) and f (backward rate) of each trait under the se-
lected model in model test. We preferred the “global”
method to the “local” method because the “global”
method is simpler and it enabled us to evaluate the rel-
ative ML support [a difference between In (likelihood)
of the two states] at each node (Mooers and Schluter,
1999).

2.4. Likelihood sensitive analysis

We used the likelihood sensitive analysis (LSA)
developed by Oakley and Cunningham (Oakley and
Cunningham, 2002) to evaluate whether a trait is of
single- or multiple-origin. We applied this method to
both vivipary and secretors. The calculation was done
in Mathematica 4.0 (Wolfram) by using the ‘pruning’
algorithm (Felsenstein and Churchill, 1996). Our imple-
mentation extends slightly Oakley and Cunningham’s
original method. Taking vivipary as an example, in
Oakley and Cunningham’s method, the nodes N;
(Gj=0,1,...,8,10,11, 12) are set to 1 (having the spe-
cific trait) under the homology hypothesis, and set to
0 (not having the trait) under the multiple-origin
hypothesis. In our implementation, however, we fur-
ther assign definite values to several nodes, i.e., setting
Ni=1 (k=13,14,15) under both hypotheses. This
implementation would make our method more
conservative.

3. Results
3.1. Phylogeny

The phylogeny of mangroves constructed by using
Bayesian inference (BI) from the combined data of 18S
rRNA (nrDNA), rbcL (cpDNA), and matR (mtDNA)
(Fig. 1) shows a similar, but more highly resolved phy-
logenetic pattern for mangroves than recognized by
the Angiosperm Phylogeny Group (APG, 2003). All
groups with vivipary (Fig. 1A), and salt secretion (Fig.
1B) are polyphyletic and nested within other mangrove
species that lack the traits.

3.2. Ancestral state reconstruction

The results of ancestral state reconstruction are pre-
sented in Fig. 1. Vivipary and salt secretion significantly
favor multiple origins. For vivipary, the five top nodes
all favor the absence of the character and the likelihood
ratio test is significant for three of them (Fig. 1A). For
salt secretion, all top four nodes significantly favor the
absence of the character (Fig. 1B).

In the analysis of either character, the one-rate mod-
el, in which the rate of character-loss equals that of char-
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Fig. 2. The sensitivity analyses comparing likelihood models with
differing amounts of asymmetry in rates of the evolutions of vivipary
(A) and salt secretion (B) in mangroves. The y-axis in both diagrams
represents the difference between the In likelihood of homology
hypothesis and In likelihood of multiple origins hypothesis. The x-axis
values refer to the ratio of backward rate (f) to forward rate («). A 10
on the x-axis is a model, where = 10 x a.
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acter-gain, is favored over the two-rate model. The rates
are o (forward rate) = f (backward rate) =11.09 for
vivipary and o= ff=6.19 for salt secretion. Mooers
and Schluter (1999) studied the effects of using one- vs.
two-rate models and concluded that a one-rate model
of discrete trait evolution worked better in most situa-
tions, which is consistent with our results. Although
we do not have independent evidence for the relative
rate of character gain vs. loss, a simple parsimony anal-
ysis suggests that the equal rate assumption is not far-
fetched. In Fig. 1A for vivipary, the minimal number
of gain or loss to account for the observations is 5 or
7, respectively. In Fig. 1B for secretor, the minimal
gain:loss numbers are 3:5.

3.2.1. Likelihood sensitive test

In the likelihood sensitive test, a multiple origin
hypothesis of vivipary holds when the ratio of loss to
gain is less than 8 (Fig. 2A). The homology hypothesis
of vivipary would not be favored before the assumed
evolution model is skewed to more than 12:1 and would
not be statistically significant before 18:1 (upper critical
value). Similar results have been derived from secreters
(Fig. 2B) with three different critical values, 10, 23:1,
and 42:1.

4. Discussion

In the statistical analysis, we did not (in fact, could
not) determine a priori if any of the two traits is truly
homologous across taxa. We reasoned that, if these
traits are not homologous, then the statistical test will
reveal their multiple origins. Indeed, we were able to
conclude that both vivipary and salt secretion are most
likely of multiple origins in mangroves. In the phyloge-
netic framework of Figs. 1A and B, the multiple origin
hypothesis of vivipary is supported even when the
chance of the loss of vivipary is higher than the gain
(Fig. 2). The single origin hypothesis is only supported
when the ratio of the rate of loss to gain is 12:1 or lar-
ger, and must be 18:1 or larger for the result is signif-
icant (Fig. 2). Similar conclusions hold for the
secretion. Specifically, the ratio of loss to gain must
be larger than 23:1 to favor the single origin hypothe-
sis, and the result will be significant only when the ra-
tion is larger than 42:1 (Fig. 2). Therefore, the evidence
for the conclusion of multiple origins for salt secretion
is stronger than that for vivipary. We mentioned in
Section 1 that our sampling scheme is in favor of the
hypothesis of single origin. This is because both traits
are most frequent in mangroves than any of their rela-
tives, thus, it will require the least number of loss to ex-
plain the data than it would have been were a more
balanced sample used, including some non-mangroves.
For this reason, we conclude that the rate of loss must

be at least 18 times and 42 times higher than gain to
favor the hypothesis of single origin for vivipary and
salt secretion, respectively.

The likelihood sensitive analysis we implemented is
more flexible than the original proposed by Oakley
and Cunningham (2002) because it allows assigning
definite status to both external nodes (leaves) and inter-
nal nodes. We deem that fixing the status of some
external nodes when justifiable will lead to more pow-
erful analysis in general. In vivipary, for example, un-
der the hypothesis of multiple origins, we set N;=0
(i=0,1,...,8,10,...,11,12). We further set N;=1
(=13, 14, 15). Doing so resulted in slightly stronger
evidence supporting the hypothesis of multiple origins
for both vivipary and salt secretion.

Although we are in favor of the multiple origin
hypothesis for both vivipary and salt secretion based
on our analysis, we realize the final conclusion will de-
pend much on the knowledge about the rate of loss
and gain of these characters, which can not be resolved
by the sequence data presented in this study. Unfortu-
nately such information is scarce either from molecular
biology or plant physiology. To date, only vivipary
morphology and physiology have been well examined
previously in mangroves and these data are consistent
with the salient adaptive values and vivipary homology
(Farnsworth and Farrant, 1998; Tomlinson and Cox,
2000; Van der Pijl, 1983). Why vivipary should be so
common in many unrelated mangrove taxa is a topic
that has fostered considerable discussion but not gener-
ally accepted explanation (Tomlinson, 1986). Farns-
worth and Farrant (1998) compared the multiple
independent origins of vivipary within a phylogenetic
context to address how physiological changes occurred
during evolution of this trait. They investigated physi-
ological mechanisms behind the convergent evolution-
ary loss of seed dormancy in mangrove lineages.
Chapin et al. (1993) indicated that it was reasonable
to conjecture relatively simple evolutionary changes in
hormonal control may alter many plant behaviors
simultaneously because phytohormones critically con-
trol multiple aspects of plant life histories. Present
studies provided molecular phylogenetic data and char-
acter evolution analysis to reconstruct vivipary’s ances-
tral state. Our analyses under maximum likelihood
strongly support the multiple origins of vivipary in
mangroves. Some equivocations, however, still exist
based on the MP ancestral state reconstructions of this
special trait.

The mechanism of salt secretion is even less under-
stood than vivipary. Although the structure of salt
glands in different salt-secreting mangroves is fairly sim-
ilar which is evidence for the evolutionary convergence
(Fahn, 1979; Tomlinson, 1986). Our results from the
ML ancestral state reconstruction relatively strongly fa-
vor its multiple origin in mangroves.



S. Shi et al. | Molecular Phylogenetics and Evolution 34 (2005) 159-166 165

Acknowledgments

We thank Chung-I Wu for the help on several con-
ceptual issues and presentation. We thank P. Raven,
N. Duck, S. Huang, and X. Ge for assistance with col-
lections. We thank M. Pagel for helpful email communi-
cations about our questions on Discrete 4.0 and J.
Felsenstein for providing helpful references about the
“pruning” algorithm. We also thank D. Boufford for
reading the manuscript and Y. Peng for helping to pre-
pare the charts. Funding was provided by the National
Natural Science Foundation of China (39825104,
30028013, 30130030, 30300033, 30470119), the Natural
Science Foundation of Guangdong Province (001223),
the National Ministry of Education Foundation
(20010558013), and an award from the Qiu Shi Science
and Technologies Foundation.

References

Albert, V.A., Williams, S.E., Chase, M.W., 1992. Carnivorous plants:
phylogeny and structural evolution. Science 257, 1491-1495.

Angiosperm Phylogeny Group (APG), 2003. Botanical Journal of the
Linnean Society 141, 399-436.

Atkinson, M.R., Findlay, G.P., Hope, A.B., Pitman, M.G., Saddler,
H.D.W., West, K.R., 1967. Salt regulation is the mangrove
Rhizophora mucronata Lam. and Aegialitis annulata R. Br..
Australian Journal of Biological Science 20, 589-599.

Chapin III, F.S., Autumn, K., Pugnaire, F., 1993. Evolution of suites
of traits in response to environmental stress. American Naturalist
142 (suppl.), S78-S92.

Cox, P.A., Humphries, C.J., 1993. Hydrophilous pollination and
breeding system evolution in seagrasses: a phylogenetic approach
to the evolutionary ecology of the Cymodoceaceae. Botanical
Journal of the Linnean Society 113, 217-226.

Cridland, A.A., 1964. Amyelon in American coal-balls. Palacontology
7, 186-209.

Doyle, J.J., Doyle, J.S., 1987. A rapid DNA isolation procedure for
small quantities of fresh leaf material. Phytochemical Bulletin 19,
11-15.

Duke, N.C., 1992. Mangrove Floristics and Biogeography. In:
Robertson, A.l., Alongi, D.M., (Eds.), Tropical Mangrove Eco-
systems vol. 41, Coastal and Estuarine Studies Series. American
Geophysical Union, Washington, DC, pp. 63-100.

Ellison, A.M., Farnsworth, E.J., 2001. Mangrove communities. In:
Bertness, M.D., Gaines, S.D., Hay, M.E. (Eds.), Marine Com-
munity Ecology. Sinauer Associates, Sunderland, MA, pp. 423—
442.

Elmgpvist, T., Cox, P.A., 1996. The evolution of vivipary in flowering
plants. Oikos 77, 3-9.

Fahn, A., 1979. Secretory tissues in plants. Academic Press, London.

Fahn, A., Shimony, C., 1977. Development of glandular and
nonglandular leaf hairs of Avicennia marina (Forsskal) Vierh.
Botanical Journal of the Linnean Society 74, 37-46.

Farnsworth, E.J., Farrant, J.M., 1998. Reductions in abscisic acid are
linked with viviparous reproduction in mangroves. American
Journal of Botany 85, 760-769.

Farnsworth, E., 2000. The ecology and physiology of viviparous and
recalcitrant seeds. Annual Review of Ecology and Systematics 31,
107-138.

Farris, J.S., Kallersjo, M., Kluge, A.G., Bult, C., 1994. Testing
significance of incongruence. Cladistics 10, 315-319.

Felsenstein, J., Churchill, G.A., 1996. A hidden Markov model
approach to variation among sites in rate of evolution. Molecular
Biology and Evolution 13, 93-104.

Gill, A.M., Tomlinson, P.B., 1975. Aerial roots: an array of forms and
functions. In: Torrey, J.G., Clarkson, D.T., (Eds.), The Develop-
ment and Function of Roots. 3. Cabot Symposium Academic
Press, London.

Guppy, H.B., 1906. Observations of a Naturalist in the Pacific between
1896 and 1899Plant dispersal, vol. 2. Macmillan, London, p. 627.

Huang, Y., Shi, S., 2002. Phylogenetics of Lythraceae sensu lato: a
preliminary analysis based on chloroplast rbcL Gene, psaA-ycf3
Spacer, and nuclear rDNA internal transcribed spacer (ITS)
sequences. International Journal of Plant Sciences. 163 (2), 215-
225.

Huelsenbeck, J.P., Ronquist, F., 2001. MrBAYES: Bayesian inference
of phylogenetic trees. Bioinformatics 17, 754-755.

Lledo, D.M., Karis, P.O., Crespo, M.B., Fay, M.F., Chase, M.W.,
2001. Phylogenetic position and taxonomic status of the genus
Aegialitis and subfamilies Staticoideac and Plumbaginoideae
(Plumbaginaceae): evidence from plastid DNA sequences and
morphology. Plant Systematics and Evolution 229, 107-124.

Lutzoni, F., Pagel, M., Reeb, V., 2001. Major fungal lineages derived
from lichen-symbiotic ancestors. Nature 411, 937-940.

Meng, S.W., Chen, Z.D., Li, D.Z., Liang, H.X., 2002. Phylogeny of
Saururaceae based on mitochondria matR sequence data. Journal
of Plant Research 115, 71-76.

Mooers, A., Schluter, D., 1999. Reconstructing ancestral states with
maximum likelihood: support for one- and two-rate models.
Systematic Biology 48, 623-633.

Morgany, T., Sivasothi, N., Ng, P.K.L., Soong, B.C., Tan, HT.W.,
Tan, K.S., Tan, T.K., 1999. A guide to mangroves of Singapore.
In: Peter, K., Ng, L., Sivasothi, N. (Eds.), The Ecosystem and Plant
Diversity, vol. 1. Singapore Science Centre, Singapore, pp. 70-88.

Oakley, T.H., Cunningham, C.W., 2002. Molecular phylogenetic
evidence for the independent evolutionary origin of an arthropod
compound eye. The Proceedings of the National Academy of
Sciences of the USA 99, 1426-1430.

Pagel, M., 1994. Detecting correlated evolution on phylogenies: a
general method for the comparative analysis of discrete characters.
Proceedings of the Royal Society B 255, 37-45.

Pagel, M., 1999. The maximum likelihood approach to reconstructing
ancestral character states of discrete characters on phylogenies.
Systematic Biology 48, 612-622.

Posada, D., Crandall, K.A., 1998. Modeltest: testing the model of
DNA substitution. Bioinformatics 14, 817-818.

Qiu, Y.L., Lee, J., Bernasconi-Quadroni, F., Soltis, D.E., Soltis, P.S.,
Zanis, M., Zimmer, E.A., Chen, Z., Savolainen, V., Chase, M.W.,
1999. The earliest angiosperms: evidence from mitochondrial,
plastid and nuclear genomes. Nature 402, 404-407.

Raymond, A., Phillips, T.L., 1983. Evidence for an upper Carbonif-
erous mangrove community. In: Teas, H.J., (Ed.), Tasks for
Vegetation Science 8 eds, The Hague, Junk (Chapter 2).

Retallack, G., Dilcher, D.L., 1981. A coastal hypothesis for the
dispersal and rise to dominance of flowering plants. In: Niklas, K.J.
(Ed.), Paleobotany, Paleoecology and Evolution, second ed.
Praeger Publishers, New York, pp. 27-77.

Schwarzbach, A.E., Ricklefs, R.E., 2000. Systematic affinites of
Rhizophoracea and Anisophylleaceae, and intergeneric relation-
ships within Rhizophoracea, based on chloroplast DNA, nuclear
ribosomal DNA, and morphology. American Journal of Botany 87
(4), 547-564.

Tan, F., Shi, S., Zhong, Y., Gong, X., Wang, Y., 2002. Phylogenetic
relationships of Combretoideae (Combretaceae) inferred from
Plastid, nuclear and spacer sequences. Journal of Plant Research
115, 475-481.

Thompson, J.D., Gibson, T.J., Plewniak, F., Jeanmougin, F., Higgins,
D.G., 1997. The ClustalX windows interface: flexible strategies for



166 S. Shi et al. | Molecular Phylogenetics and Evolution 34 (2005) 159-166

multiple sequence alignment aided by quality analysis tools.
Nucleic Acids Research 24, 4876-4882.

Tomlinson, P.B., 1986. The Botany of Mangroves. Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge.

Tomlinson, P.B., Cox, P.A., 2000. Systematic and functional anat-
omy of seedlings in mangrove Rhizophoraceae: vivipary
explained?. Botanical Journal of the Linnean Society 134, 215-
231.

Troll, W., Dragendorff, O., 1931. Ueber die Luftwurzeln von Sonner-
atia L. und ihre biologische Bedeutung. Planta 13, 311-473.

Van derPijl, L., 1983. Principles of Dispersalin Higher Plants, third ed.
Springer, Berlin.

Whiting, M.F., Carpenter, J.C., Wheeler, Q.D., Wheeler, W.C, 1997.
The Stepsister problem: phylogeny of the holometabolous insect
orders inferred from 18S and 28S ribosomal DNA sequences and
morphology. Systematic Biology 46, 1-68.



	Molecular phylogenetic analysis of mangroves: independent evolutionary origins of vivipary and salt secretion
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Taxon sampling
	Sequences and phylogenetic analysis
	Ancestral state reconstruction
	Likelihood sensitive analysis

	Results
	Phylogeny
	Ancestral state reconstruction
	Likelihood sensitive test


	Discussion
	Acknowledgments
	References


