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Abstract.—Why and how organismal lineages radiate is commonly studied through either assessing abiotic factors 
(biogeography, geomorphological processes, and climate) or biotic factors (traits and interactions). Despite increasing 
awareness that both abiotic and biotic processes may have important joint effects on diversification dynamics, few 
attempts have been made to quantify the relative importance and timing of these factors, and their potentially 
interlinked direct and indirect effects, on lineage diversification. We here combine assessments of historical 
biogeography, geomorphology, climatic niche, vegetative, and floral trait evolution to test whether these factors jointly, 
or in isolation, explain diversification dynamics of a Neotropical plant clade (Merianieae, Melastomataceae). After 
estimating ancestral areas and the changes in niche and trait disparity over time, we employ Phylogenetic Path 
Analyses as a synthesis tool to test eleven hypotheses on the individual direct and indirect effects of these factors on 
diversification rates. We find strongest support for interlinked effects of colonization of the uplifting Andes during 
the mid-Miocene and rapid abiotic climatic niche evolution in explaining a burst in diversification rate in Merianieae. 
Within Andean habitats, later increases in floral disparity allowed for the exploitation of wider pollination niches 
(i.e., shifts from bee to vertebrate pollinators), but did not affect diversification rates. Our approach of including both 
vegetative and floral trait evolution, rare in assessments of plant diversification in general, highlights that the evolution 
of woody habit and larger flowers preceded the colonization of the Andes, but was likely critical in enabling the rapid 
radiation in montane environments. Overall, and in concert with the idea that ecological opportunity is a key element 
of evolutionary radiations, our results suggest that a combination of rapid niche evolution and trait shifts was critical 
for the exploitation of newly available niche space in the Andes in the mid-Miocene. Further, our results emphasize the 
importance of incorporating both abiotic and biotic factors into the same analytical framework if we aim to quantify 
the relative and interlinked effects of these processes on diversification. [Adaptive radiation; disparity through time; 
diversification rates; ecological opportunity; historic biogeography; mountain uplift; paleoenvironment; phylogenetic 
path analysis; trait evolution.]

Why and how lineages radiate (i.e., undergo a rapid 
increase in species diversity) although others do not, 
remains a major open question in evolutionary biol-
ogy (Simões et  al. 2016; Sauquet and Magallón 2018). 
Ecological opportunity is commonly regarded as the 
key element of adaptive radiations (a special case of 
evolutionary radiations, Wellborn and Langerhans 
2015; Simões et al. 2016), with ecological opportunities 
defined as the availability of ecologically accessible 
resources that may be evolutionarily exploited (sensu 
Simpson 1953; Stroud and Losos 2016). Such resources 
may only be available over short periods of time or in 
certain areas, that is, due to changing geomorphological 
or climatic conditions (mountain or island uplift, flood-
ing, glaciation). Adaptive radiations thus require access 
to these resources, that is, through the colonization of 
new areas, the absence of ecologically similar (hence 
competing) species, and high evolvability (i.e., through 
key innovations) allowing for increased diversification 
in niche and trait space (called “disparification” from 
here onwards, Simpson 1953; Schluter 2000; Knouft 

et al. 2006; Evans et  al. 2009; Kozak & Wiens 2010; 
Burbrink et  al. 2012; Stroud & Losos 2016; Alexandre 
et  al. 2017; Kennedy et  al. 2018). Importantly, assess-
ments of diversification dynamics across clades in the 
same area have shown that ecological opportunities 
do not consistently generate radiations, thus pointing 
towards the critical roles of timing and a clade’s evolv-
ability in exploiting ecological opportunities (Burbrnik 
et al. 2012; Stroud and Losos 2016; Valente et al. 2019; 
Jimenez-Ortega 2023). Further, evolutionary radiations 
may occur without major shifts in niche or trait space, 
and hence without increases in niche or trait disparity 
(i.e., low disparification through niche conservatism, 
Aguilée et al. 2013; Folk et al. 2019; Hiller et al. 2019). 
Thus, determining when and how ecological opportu-
nities generate bursts in diversification and disparifica-
tion is essential for better understanding the complex 
processes generating biodiversity (Simões et  al. 2016; 
Harmon et al. 2019; Rull 2020).

Traditionally, the individual factors influencing 
diversification have been studied through two major 
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models: the Court Jester model, postulating a para-
mount role of extrinsic abiotic factors (geomorphology, 
biogeography, and abiotic climatic niche evolution), 
and the Red Queen model, proposing biotic factors 
(intrinsic traits, species interactions) as main drivers of 
diversification (Barnosky 2001; Benton 2009). Although 
substantial support has been found for both models 
(Court Jester: i.e., Kong et al. 2022; McCullough et al. 
2022; Red Queen: i.e., Quental and Marshall 2013; 
Fernández-Mazuecos et  al. 2019; García-Girón et  al. 
2020; Fraser et  al. 2021; Pérez-Escobar et  al. 2022), 
both approaches fall short in that they attribute strong 
individual effects to the respective a-/biotic factor 
under study, without exploring the potential for mul-
tiple interacting and potentially temporally staggered 
effects on diversification dynamics (Fig. 1, Wiens 2011; 
Aguilée et  al. 2018; Uyeda et  al. 2018; Helmstetter 
et  al. 2023). Testing for the relative contribution of 
these factors is challenging because a thorough analy-
sis requires the availability of various data types such 
as a well-sampled, time-calibrated molecular phy-
logeny, occurrence information, abiotic climatic data, 
and trait/natural history information (Supplementary 
Fig. S1), which are difficult to collect for large, wide-
spread clades occurring in remote areas. Moreover, 
despite rapid developments in phylogenetic compar-
ative methods, unified modeling frameworks allow-
ing for explicit tests of interrelated a-/biotic factors, 

and their potentially indirect effects on diversification 
remain scarce (Jablonski 2008; Condamine et al. 2018a; 
Uyeda et al. 2018).

Graph analytical approaches such as phylogenetic 
path analyses, although rarely employed, represent a 
promising way forward as a single modeling frame-
work for testing multiple and potentially interacting 
abiotic and biotic factors that could influence diversi-
fication (proposed by Höhna et  al. 2014; Uyeda et  al. 
2018). By examining the possible drivers alone and 
in combination, we can compare multiple scenarios 
modeling the reciprocal (indirect) and direct effects of 
each. For example, movements between biogeographic 
regions alone could lead to elevated diversification, 
for example, under a niche conservatism hypothesis 
(Fig. 1ai). Alternately, trait evolution (i.e., key inno-
vations) may increase diversification rates (Fig. 1aii). 
More realistically, these factors interact such that dis-
persal to a new region leads to shifts and disparifica-
tion in climatic niche space, which could in turn lead 
to reproductive isolation and increase diversification 
(Fig. 1biii). Climatic niche disparification could fur-
ther lead to increased trait evolution, which ultimately 
allows for adaptive radiation (Fig. 1biv). Being based 
on well-grounded biological hypotheses, graphical 
models hence allow for evaluating the likelihood of 
different causal linkages between a-/biotic factors 
(von Hardenberg and Gonzalez-Voyer 2013; Uyeda 
et  al. 2018) and allow us to disentangle their interac-
tions with each other and with diversification dynamics 
(Lagomarsino et al. 2016; Naujokaitis-Lewis and Fortin 
2016; Seeholzer et al. 2017; Aguilée et al. 2018; Barrabé 
et al. 2019; Quintero and Landis 2019; Vasconcelos et al. 
2021; Tribble et al. 2023).

Here, we outline such an integrative approach to 
studying the relative importance of historical bioge-
ography, geomorphology, timing, and climatic niche 
and trait evolution on diversification using a neotrop-
ical plant clade (tribe Merianieae, Melastomataceae). 
Merianieae comprise ca. 300 species (46% sampled here) 
across the Neotropics, and present remarkable variation 
along abiotic and biotic niche axes. They occupy lowland 
rainforests to high-elevation grasslands and originated 
in the Miocene (ca. 30 mya; Michelangeli et  al. 2022). 
Their distribution range encompasses geomorphologi-
cally distinct areas, with geologically old (Precambrian) 
mountains (Guiana shield, Souza et al. 2020; Southern 
Andes, parts of the Atlantic Forest, Vasconcelos et  al. 
2020; Guedes et al. 2021; Bacci et al. 2022; Larocca et al. 
2022) and recently (mid-Miocene) uplifted mountain 
ranges (Central America, Northern Andes, Boschmann 
and Condamine 2022), as well as periodically or for-
merly submerged areas (Mio-Pliocene marine incur-
sions and changes in drainage systems in lowland 
Amazonia, Hoorn et  al. 2022; gradual emergence of 
Antillean islands and closure of the isthmus of Panamá, 
Cacho and Baum 2012, Tejedor and Calatayud 2022; for 
details see Supplementary Methods). Despite this geo-
morphological mosaic of ecological opportunities across 

Figure 1. Example graphical models of individual direct or 
multiple direct and indirect effects of abiotic and/or biotic factors 
on diversification dynamics. Arrows denote effects, with the width 
indicating the magnitude. a) Simplest path analytical models might 
support i) strong effects of biogeographic region (BioGeo) or ii) 
trait evolution (TraitR) on diversification rates (DivR). b) Possible 
interactions among these factors and their potentially interlinked, 
temporally staggered direct and indirect effects on diversification, 
with two multifactor scenarios where iii) occurrence in a different 
biogeographic area alters climatic niche evolution (ClimR, i.e., rapid 
adaptation to new environments), which then affects diversification 
rates, or iv) occurrence in a different biogeographic area directly 
impacts rates of climatic niche evolution, which is followed by 
increased trait evolution (i.e., to adapt to changed biotic interactions 
in new environments) and then affects diversification rates and 
results in an adaptive radiation.
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neotropical areas, the uplift of the Andes is commonly 
detected as major recent driver of neotropical biodi-
versity (Gentry 1982; Antonelli et  al. 2015; Antonelli 
2021; Palma-Silva et al. 2022; Pérez-Escobar et al. 2022), 
given temporal correlations of North Andean uplift 
during the Mio-Pliocene and radiations of animals (i.e., 
lizards: Esquerré et al. 2019; amphibians: Santos et al. 
2010; moths: Strutzenberger and Fiedler 2011, Li et al. 
2022) and plants (Lagomarsino et al. 2016; Testo et al. 
2019; Meseguer et al. 2022; Vieu et al. 2022). Thus, the 
question arises whether these North Andean radiations 
were spurred through colonization by species from the 
older mountain ranges, preadapted to the newly form-
ing Andean environments (Rull 2011; Ledo and Colli 
2017; Tejedor and Calatayud 2022) or through de novo 
abiotic climatic niche and trait evolution upon North 
Andean colonization.

Given their occupation of such diverse bioregions 
across the Neotropics, we predict that Merianieae have 
undergone shifts in abiotic climatic niches and biotic 
traits potentially impacting diversification dynamics. 
Shifts in vegetative and physiological traits, for exam-
ple, have occurred in plant clades globally during 
adaptation to montane environments (i.e., cushion 
growth form, reduced leaf area, and perennial habit), 
and have been interpreted as key innovations for 
mountain radiations (Simões et  al. 2016; Ebersbach 
et al. 2017; Quintero & Jetz, 2018, Homeier et al. 2021). 
Shifts in biotic interactions, such as pollination and 
seed dispersal, are also common across elevational 
gradients but have received much less attention 
(Lefebvre et al. 2018; McCabe and Cobb 2021; Dellinger 
et al. 2023). Although there is increasing evidence for 
large-scale associations between the abiotic environ-
ment and pollination strategies (i.e., insect pollination 
dominating in warm lowland rainforests, vertebrate 
pollination dominating in cool, rainy montane for-
ests in the neotropics, Dellinger et al. 2023), it remains 
unclear whether shifts in biotic interactions are equally 
important as shifts in vegetative/physiological traits, 
and whether they represent a prerequisite for coloni-
zation of and diversification in mountains or a conse-
quence thereof. With their diversity in vegetative traits 
(small herbs to large trees) and biotic interactions (pol-
lination by bees, passerines, or mixed assemblages of 
hummingbirds, bats, or rodents; Dellinger et al. 2014, 
2019a, 2021; Michelangeli et al. 2022), Merianieae rep-
resent an ideal model for testing hypotheses about 
the individual or multiple effects of abiotic and biotic 
evolution on diversification (Fig. 1). To explore these 
hypotheses, we first reconstruct the biogeographic his-
tory of the clade and estimate diversification rate vari-
ation across the tree. We next incorporate analyses of 
climatic niche variation as well as vegetative and flo-
ral trait space to test whether disparification is tied to 
diversification and whether abiotic and biotic dispari-
fication coincides temporally. Finally, by synthesizing 
results from our biogeographic, climatic, and trait evo-
lution analyses into a single path analytical framework 

(Supplementary Fig. S1), our findings uncover strong 
links between the colonization of the Andes, niche 
evolution, and rapid speciation.

Methods

Existing Phylogenetic and Floral Trait Data for Merianieae

We used the molecular phylogenetic hypothesis from 
a family-wide Melastomataceae phylogeny based on 
two nuclear ribosomal spacers (ETS. ITS) and seven 
plastid regions (accD-psaI, atpF-atpH, ndhF, psbK-psbI, 
rbcL, rpl16 and trnS-trnG) presented by Reginato et al. 
2022 and pruned to 139 tips for Merianieae (46% of 
species). We delineate seven major clades for our anal-
yses, following the most recent systematic treatment 
of the tribe by Michelangeli et  al. 2022, with the fol-
lowing sampling fractions: Macrocentrum 2&3 44%, 
Macrocentrum 1 44%, Adelobotrys and Adelbertia 43.6%, 
Graffenrieda 44.2%, Salpinga 40%, and core Merianieae 
48.3%. These major clades are also recognized in a 
previous study on Merianieae flower trait evolution 
(Dellinger et  al. 2019b, 2021). Backbone relationships 
between some clades (e.g., Macrocentrum, Michelangeli 
et al. 2022) vary between these two available phyloge-
nies, but, central to our study, core Merianieae consis-
tently form a monophyletic group originating in the 
mid-Miocene. In the main text, we present results on 
the phylogenetic hypothesis of Reginato et  al. 2022, 
which has been dated in BEAST v.2.6.3 on a consensus 
tree for Melastomataceae with constrained topology, 
using four different combinations of time prior con-
straints of one secondary calibration point at the stem 
of Melastomataceae (Silvestro et al. 2021) and three fos-
sils (Duarte 1956; Collinson and Pingen 1992; Carvalho 
et  al. 2021). The phylogenetic hypothesis of Dellinger 
et al. (2019b) is based on a slightly different taxon sam-
pling (141 spp.) and lacks the fossil of Carvalho et al. 
(2021), but mean crown ages are comparable across 
both phylogenies, with the 95% highest probability 
density ranging from 37.94 to 23.5 Ma (30 Ma mean 
crown age in Reginato et al. (2022), 24.5 Ma in Dellinger 
et  al. (2019b)). To ascertain robustness of our results, 
we ran analyses on both phylogenetic hypotheses, and 
additionally randomly subsampled the phylogenetic 
hypothesis of Reginato et al. 2022 to only 50% of taxa 
to evaluate potential bias due to incomplete sampling 
(Supplementary Table S1 for sampling fractions).

Given our extensive work on pollination and floral 
evolution in Merianieae (Dellinger et  al. 2014, 2019b, 
2021), we compiled data on 15 pollination-relevant 
floral traits (i.e., corolla shape, stamen structure, and 
appendage types) from Dellinger et al. (2021). We used 
the pollination syndrome classification from Dellinger 
et  al. (2021); built through random forest analyses, 
where models were first trained and tested with high 
prediction accuracy (96.4%) on 32 species with doc-
umented pollinators (spread across Merianieae) and 
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then used to classify species with unobserved pollina-
tors (107 in our dataset), Supplementary Fig. S2 and 
Supplementary Notes S1).

Historical Biogeographic Analyses

To test how movements among geographical regions 
influenced Merianieae diversification, we delineated 
nine areas based on their distinct geomorphological 
histories (Supplementary Fig. S3, Sánchez-Herrera et al. 
2020; Boschman and Condamine 2022; Hoorn et  al. 
2022): Central America and Mexico, Tumbes-Chocó-
Magdalena, North Western Andes, North Eastern 
Andes, Central Andes, Amazon Basin, Guiana Shield, 
Atlantic Forest, and Antilles. This delimitation cap-
tures geologically “old” areas present when Merianieae 
originated ca. 30 mya (Central Andes, Guiana Shield, 
Amazon Basin (including the Cerrado/Caatinga, which 
only contained two species, Supplementary Table S2), 
parts of Central America and Atlantic Forest) and 
comparatively “young” areas (North Western Andes, 
North Eastern Andes, Tumbes-Chocó-Magdalena area, 
Antilles) that formed during the diversification history 
of Merianieae. We classified all species into these areas 
based on the pruned GBIF occurrence maps; the maxi-
mum number of areas occupied was five (two species).

We then used the R package BioGeoBEARS to esti-
mate ancestral range probabilities for Merianieae 
(Matzke 2013). We focused on DEC  (dispersal-extinction 
cladogenesis, Ree 2005) models because our main aim 
was to reconstruct ancestral ranges (Ree and Sanmartín 
2018). We also ran DEC with time-stratified dispersal 
multipliers to account for the varying availability and 
formation of different areas (Dupin et al. 2017). To this 
end, we constructed dispersal multiplier matrices for 
four geologically important time strata (TS) in the diver-
sification history of Merianieae: 34–20 Ma, 20–15 Ma, 
15–5 Ma, and 5 Ma to present. TS start at 34 Ma, which is 
before the origin of Merianieae, with the Central Andes 
mostly uplifted, the North Western Andes uplifted to ca. 
50%, and inland lake systems present along the eastern 
Andean foothills (Boschmann and Condamine 2022). 
The breaks at 20 Ma and 15 Ma reflect another pulse 
of uplift of the North Western Andes (Boschmann and 
Condamine 2022), gradual formation of the Antilles and 
Central American islands (Crews and Esposito 2020), 
as well as changes in the Amazonian Pebas lake sys-
tems (i.e., potentially hindering dispersal between the 
Amazon basin and the Andes). Finally, the break at 5 
Ma reflects the rapid uplift of the North Eastern Andes, 
the formation of the formerly submerged Tumbes-
Chocó-Magdalena area, with a definite land bridge 
between Central America and South America (O’Dea 
et al. 2016). We chose values for dispersal multipliers to 
range between 1 (dispersal highly possible) and 0.00001 
(dispersal highly unlikely; Supplementary Fig. S4). To 
buffer potential spurious effects of multiplier choice, 
we repeated a model run including the w parameter, 
which modifies the dispersal matrices during the max-
imum-likelihood search by elevating the dispersal 

multiplier to the power of w (0–3, Dupin et al. 2017). In 
order to explore how the changeable historic connect-
edness among areas affects ancestral range estimates, 
we complemented our analyses with a time-stratified 
model including an adjacency matrix, only allowing for 
contingent areas (i.e., not separated by marine incur-
sions) at each point in time as ancestral ranges. Finally, 
to assure comparability of our results to classical bio-
geographical studies primarily focusing on ecoregion 
patterns, we also reran our analyses using the 10 bio-
geographic dominions/zones of Morrone et  al. 2022 
and compare results in the SI (Supplementary Note S1, 
Supplementary Figs. S3, S5–S8).

Diversification Rate Inference

To estimate diversification rate dynamics through 
time, we used BAMM v.2.5.0 (Rabosky 2014). We esti-
mated initial priors for lambda and mu in BAMMtools 
v. 2.1.9 (Rabosky et al. 2014), used clade-specific sam-
pling fractions (Supplementary Table S1), and kept 
the expected number of shifts at 1 (recommended for 
trees < 500 tips). To assess whether this shift constraint 
impacted our results, we also ran models with two and 
five expected shifts. We ran BAMM for 5 million MCMC 
generations and confirmed a minimum ESS (effective 
sample size) of 200 after removing 10% burn-in (num-
ber of shifts: 2727, log-likelihood -1948). We determined 
the 95% of credible set of shift configurations (CSS) and 
the best-fit shift configuration (maximum a posteriori 
probability) using Bayes factors. To evaluate the robust-
ness of results obtained on the consensus tree, we reran 
BAMM on 1) 1% of trees from the posterior distribution 
with either shortest or longest overall branch lengths 
(to assess the impact of branch length differences), on 2) 
1% of random trees from the posterior distribution (to 
assess the impact of topological differences), and on 3) 
1% of trees randomly subsampled to 50% (summarized 
in Supplementary Tables S3, S4).

Although BAMM reliably estimates “major” rate 
shifts (Rabosky et  al. 2017; Title and Rabosky 2018), 
smaller but more frequent rate shifts are likely not 
detected. We hence used two additional (speciation) 
rate estimates, the DR statistic (allowing for higher 
variance among tip rates, Title and Rabosky 2018) and 
recently developed Bayesian approaches to estimate 
cladogenetic (branch-specific) shifts in diversification 
rates (ClaDS, Maliet et al. 2019). We estimated the DR 
statistic following Jetz et al. (2012). For ClaDS, we esti-
mated priors through a pure-birth model (ClaDS0) and 
then estimated branch-specific speciation rates using 
a model allowing for a constant turnover rate through 
time (ClaDS2, RPANDA v 1.9, Morlon et  al. 2016). 
Recently, critique on the nonidentifiability of diversifi-
cation rates from phylogenetic data has called most of 
the classic methods for estimating speciation and extinc-
tion rates in question (Louca and Pennell 2020). The 
ClaDS2 model mitigates some of these risks because it 
restricts the parameter estimates to  well-justified prior 
assumptions (i.e., rate shifts are unlikely on very short 
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branches; rates are correlated across the tree; extinction 
rates are variable across the tree although species turn-
over is constrained; Morlon et al. 2022). We ran ClaDS2 
for 10000 MCMC iterations, with a thinning rate of 200 
and including a sampling fraction of 0.46. We extracted 
the maximum a posteriori branch-specific rate estimates 
for subsequent analyses.

Historical Geomorphological Processes

In order to test whether major geomorphological 
events during the Miocene (global cooling, Andean 
uplift) shaped Merianieae diversification, we used the 
statistical framework outlined by Condamine et  al. 
2018b, fitting a series of birth-death models in depen-
dence on historic processes. For historic variables, we 
retrieved paleotemperature (mirroring major trends 
in global climate change) and paleoelevation (esti-
mated separately for the Northern Andes) data from 
Boschman and Condamine 2022. Following Boschman 
and Condamine 2022, we fit 14 diversification models: 
two with constant diversification rates (null models for 
comparison), four with time-dependent diversification 
rates, four with temperature-dependent diversifica-
tion rates, and four with elevation-dependent diversi-
fication rates. We use functions fit_bd (time-constant 
and time-varying models) and fit_env (temperature- 
and elevation-dependent models) from R package 
RPANDA 1.9 (Morlon et  al. 2016), specified a sam-
pling fraction of 0.46 and spline interpolation for the 
paleo-variables (degrees of freedom 80). We assumed 
an exponential dependency of speciation (λ) and/or 
extinction (µ) rate on time (t) or the environmental fac-
tors (T—paleotemperature; A—Andean paleoelevation, 
see Supplementary Notes S1 for details). We fitted each 
model on the consensus phylogeny, a random subset of 
100 trees and the ten trees subsampled to 50% by max-
imum likelihood, starting with the simplest (constant 
rate) models. Because optimization algorithms can be 
sensitive to the choice of initial parameters, we used 
parameter estimates from simpler models to inform the 
starting values of more complex models (Boschman and 
Condamine 2022). We selected the best-fitting model for 
each type of model using Akaike weights (AICw) and 
compared the selected best-fit models between model 
types using corrected Akaike Information Criterion 
(AICc, Burnham and Anderson 2011).

Collation of Climatic Niche and Vegetative Trait Data

To derive climatic niche data, we compiled occur-
rence records from GBIF (accessed July 23, 2021, 24,682 
records before filtering), the speciesLink repository as 
well as from Latin American herbaria through data pro-
vided by colleagues (Colombia—Humberto Mendoza, 
Peru—Robin Hilario, Ecuador—Agnes Dellinger, 7102 
records). We submitted these data to standard clean-
ing procedures (CoordinateCleaner, Zizka et al. 2019), 
leaving 9134 pruned occurrence records. We plotted 
these pruned occurrences for each species separately 
to visually verify whether they correspond to the 

known distribution ranges and to identify areas lack-
ing geo-referenced locations. For occurrences outside of 
hitherto documented areas, we checked the respective 
herbarium voucher (when digitized) to verify correct 
identification. For species with large gaps in the doc-
umented distribution range, or fewer than ten georef-
erenced records (24 species), we searched the literature 
and herbarium vouchers for additional localities, and 
georeferenced these points (see Supplementary Note S1 
for details).

As last data validation step, we extracted elevation 
data for each record (30 m, Aster GDEM v.3, AppEEARS 
Team 2021; accessed 12/19/2021; 1 km, GMTED2010, 
Danielson and Gesch 2011) and used boxplots to com-
pare the elevational distribution range retrieved from 
GBIF records and the elevation model-based datasets 
for each species, removing outliers (Notes S3). Finally, 
we thinned occurrences to one occurrence/species/1 
km grid cell (gridSample, dismo), leaving 5876 occur-
rences (median of 20 occurrences/species, 20 species 
with fewer than five occurrences).

We obtained climatic niche variables for each record 
from 19 bioclimatic layers, the net primary productiv-
ity layer, and the mean monthly total cloud cover layer 
of CHELSA v2.1 (http://chelsa-climate.org/) at 1 km 
resolution (Karger et al. 2017), and calculated median 
values for each species.

To obtain vegetative trait data, we scored growth 
form (tree, shrub, scandent shrub, liana, and herb), leaf 
margin (entire and toothed), and leaf thickness (mem-
branaceous/chartaceous, subcoriaceous, and coria-
ceous), and measured leaf area (mm²) from digitized 
herbarium vouchers (one mature leaf of three speci-
mens/species) using TraitEx 2.0 (Triki et al. 2019). We 
chose these traits because of their functional relevance 
(i.e., thicker leaves as protection from cold or increased 
UV radiation in mountains, Supplementary Note S2 for 
details).

Estimating Climatic Niche, Vegetative, and Floral Trait 
Disparity and Evolution

To assess the relative contribution of climatic, veg-
etative, and floral niche evolution in Merianieae 
diversification, we combined multivariate statistics 
with comparative methods. First, we assessed gen-
eral aspects of niche disparity using morphospaces. 
For the climatic dataset (comprised of continuous 
data only), we calculated a PCA on the scaled and 
centered environmental data (prcomp). For the vegeta-
tive and floral trait dataset (different data types), we 
calculated PCoAs based on Chartier et  al. (2017). To 
visualize patterns of niche space occupation, we cal-
culated phylomorphospaces (phytools, Sidlauskas 2008; 
Revell 2012), extracted scores for each species from the 
first two (vegetative and climatic) or three (floral) PC 
axes and tested whether the six Merianieae clades dif-
fer in occupation of either space using permutational 
analyses of variance (perMANOVA, pairwiseAdonis 
with Bonferroni correction for multiple comparisons, 
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Martinez Arbizu 2020) and calculated disparity as the 
per-clade average squared pairwise distances among 
coordinates (dispRity, Guillerme 2018). Because clades 
differ in size (4–75), we repeated disparity analyses 
by rarefying each clade randomly to four species 100 
times and tested for significant differences among 
clades using the Bhattacharyya coefficient (test.dispR-
ity, Guillerme 2018).

To quantify the temporal component of niche diversi-
fication, we ran disparity-through-time (DTT) analyses 
on the respective two/three PC axes following Harmon 
et  al. 2003 (dispRity, Guillerme 2018; Supplementary 
Note S1 for details). Using simulations (1000 permu-
tations), we tested whether DTT significantly differed 
from a random process, and ran analyses across five 
different time bins (present—30 my,—24 my,—18 my,—
12 my,—6 my). Although DTT analyses on incomplete 
phylogenies (like ours) may overestimate disparity 
towards the present, we want to highlight that we are 
using DTT analyses to compare disparification among 
climatic niches and traits, and these relative patterns are 
comparable regardless of phylogenetic completeness.

To test whether changes in niche disparity indi-
cate changes in selection regimes, we ran Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck models on the three morphospaces. We fit 
explorative OU models without a priori specification 
of selection regimes for each axis separately (l1OU, 
Khabbazian et al 2016), and compared the divergent 
shift-model with a convergence model using pBIC. 
Further, we tested three hypotheses on niche evolu-
tion (M1—Andean model: a single shift in selection 
regime coinciding with Andean colonization; M2—core 
Merianieae model: a single shift in selection regime with 
core Merianieae; M3—pollinator shift model: seven 
shifts within core Merianieae; Supplementary Methods, 
Fig. S9) and compared their fit against the neutral mod-
els using pBIC.

Exploring the Effects of Biogeography, Niche, and Trait 
Evolution on Diversification

Finally, we used phylogenetic path analy-
ses (Supplementary Fig. S1, von Hardenberg and 
Gonzalez-Voyer 2013; Gonzalez-Voyer and Von 
Hardenberg 2014) to synthesize our results and esti-
mate the individual or multiple direct and indirect 
effects of biogeography, climatic niche and trait evolu-
tion on Merianieae diversification. Phylogenetic path 
analyses are a class of phylogenetic regressions that 
account for the nonindependence of species by directly 
incorporating the phylogeny into models of trait evo-
lution through processes such as Pagel’s lambda. We 
used tip rates to include diversification in these anal-
yses, assuming that  present-day tip rates are informa-
tive of past evolutionary processes, consistent with the 
continued differences in diversification and niche/
trait evolution rates across Merianieae clades (Fig. 2, 
Supplementary S10). We estimated tip rates for diver-
sification through BAMM (diversification rate), the 
DR statistic, and ClaDS (speciation rates). To obtain 

tip rate estimates for climatic, vegetative, and floral 
evolution along PC axes 1–3, we used phylogenetic 
ridge regression (Supplementary Fig. S10, RRPhylo, 
Castiglione et al. 2018). To incorporate a biogeographic 
background, we binarized the present-day distribution 
for each species into Andean (including the Central 
American cordilleras) or extra Andean (including 
species with wide distribution ranges, but primarily 
found at lower elevations). We then constructed eleven 
increasingly complex models of varying dependence 
of speciation rates (SR) on biogeographic background 
(BG), rates of climatic niche evolution (climR) and veg-
etative (vegR) and floral (florR) trait evolution, testing 
both for individual effects of single factors (e.g., BG or 
climR alone impacting SR), or sequential direct and 
indirect effects of multiple factors (e.g., BG impacting 
climR, and both impacting SR; Fig. 1, Supplementary 
Figs. S10, S11). The simplest models (one to four; indi-
vidual effects) included nine independencies, and the 
most complex model (11; multiple effects) included 
two independencies (Supplementary Fig. S12). We 
tested these models through phylogenetic path anal-
yses as implemented in the R package phylopath (Van 
der Bijl 2018), using Pagel’s lambda for the regressions 
on continuous variables (SR, niche/trait rates), and 
maximum penalized likelihood for the binary variable 
(BG; Ho and Ané 2014). To assure model fit, we con-
strained λ between 0 and 1 (less to more influence of 
shared history). Following Gonzalez-Voyer and Von 
Hardenberg (2014), we then used Fisher’s C statistic to 
evaluate model fit through the d-separation test, with 
a model fitting the data well having a P-value larger 
than 0.05. We compared fit across models using the 
corrected C-statistic Information Criterion (CICc), with 
differences in CICc < 2 indicating models with similar 
support (Cardon et al. 2011; Gonzalez-Voyer and Von 
Hardenberg 2014). If two models had a delta CICc < 2, 
we averaged across models. Finally, we calculated rela-
tive likelihoods and CICc weights of models to evaluate 
the relative strength of evidence for each path model 
given the data and set of models (Burnham et al. 2011).

Results

Biogeography, Diversification Dynamics, and Historical 
Processes in Merianieae

Merianieae are widely distributed across the 
Neotropics (Fig. 2). Macrocentrum 1, 2, and 3 are 
mostly restricted to the ancient Guiana shield moun-
tains, whereas Adelobotrys and Adelbertia and Salpinga 
are widely distributed across lowland rainforests 
in the Amazon Basin, Amazonian foothills, Atlantic 
Forest, Chocó, and Central America (Fig. 2). The genus 
Graffenrieda is most widespread and has colonized 
both lowlands and mountains. Core Merianieae show 
a disjunct distribution, with a small clade found in the 
Atlantic Forest, and a large clade in the recently uplifted 
Northern Andes and Central American mountains, 
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Figure 2. Biogeographical history and diversification dynamics of Merianieae. a) Time-calibrated molecular phylogeny of Merianieae with 
present-day biogeographical distribution (tips) and reconstruction of historical biogeography (time-stratified DEC + J model), with colored 
pies showing historical areas; strongly dissected or light gray pies indicate high uncertainty about historic ranges. Colors for areas follow 
the map in b), arrow indicates colonization of the Western Andes 15-12 mya. b) Map of the Neotropics with geomorphological areas: A) 
Central America and Mexico, B) Chocó-Tumbes region, C) North Western Andes, D) North Eastern Andes, E) Central Andes, F) Amazon Basin 
(including Cerrado, Caatinga, and Chaco), G) Guiana Shield mountains, H) Atlantic Forest; red line indicates the range of Andean Merianieae 
(including the Antillean clade) with increased diversification rates (c); insert on the left indicates history of Andean uplift (adapted from 
Boschman and Condamine 2022) with colored lines representing C–E, D and E represented by separate uplift estimates for western and eastern 
(asterisks) cordilleras. c) Bayesian Analyses of Macroevolutionary Mixture (BAMM) show one significant increase in diversification rate in the 
Andean Merianieae clade (to 0.5), whereas diversification rates only increased very slowly (to 0.16) in all other clades. d) Rate-through-time 
plot for core Merianieae versus all other Merianieae.

VOL. 73



DELLINGER ET AL. - EFFECTS OF MOUNTAIN UPLIFT, CLIMATIC NICHE, AND FLORAL TRAIT2024 601

with a small clade of Antillean species nested within 
(Fig. 2).

Across DEC models, the Guiana shield is recon-
structed as likely ancestral range for Merianieae, 
and specifically for clades with present-day distribu-
tions in the Guiana shield or Amazon basin (Fig. 2, 
Supplementary Fig. S5). The nodes leading to core 
Merianieae and Atlantic Forest Merianieae cannot 
be reconstructed reliably (Fig. 2a). Importantly, how-
ever, across analyses, we see one major colonization 
event of the North Western Andes ca. 13.7–10 million 
years ago by Andean Merianieae, with little move-
ment across the Andes (Fig. 2a in orange) and a sin-
gle dispersal to the Antilles (Fig. 2a in brown) ca. 
three million years ago. Finally, colonization of the 
most recently uplifted North Eastern Andes (Fig. 2b) 
occurred within the past five million years across five 
of the seven Merianieae clades, but has not resulted 
in major radiations (Fig. 2a in yellow). These patterns 
are consistent across the 10 trees randomly subsam-
pled to 50%, a different phylogenetic hypothesis and 
a biogeographic area delimitation following ecore-
gions (Supplementary Fig. S6–S8).

Merianieae show 77% probability of a single, 3-fold 
increase in diversification rates (Fig. 2c, d). The high-
est probability (89.9%) for this rate shift is along the 
branch to Andean (and Antillean) Merianieae, second 
highest probability (7.5%) along the branch to core 
Merianieae (also including Atlantic Forest Merianieae; 
Supplementary Fig. S13). We recovered this same sin-
gle rate shift across the 10 extreme trees (shortest/
longest branches), 10 random trees, 10 trees randomly 
subsampled to 50%, when setting the expected number 
of shifts to 2 and 5, and when using the phylogenetic 
hypothesis of Dellinger et al. (2019b) (Supplementary 
Fig. S14, Supplementary Tables S3, S4). When esti-
mating branch-specific diversification rates through 
ClaDS, we also found overall higher speciation rates 
among Andean Merianieae (Supplementary Figs. S15, 
S16).

Comparing the effect of evolutionary time, climatic 
cooling, and Andean uplift as drivers of diversification 
in Merianieae, models with Andean uplift had slightly 
higher support than other models (AICω = 0.38, 
α 0.003; 73/100 trees; second highest support for 
time-dependent process, AICω = 0.134, α −0076; 
25/100 trees). All paleo-elevation models showed a 
weak positive correlation between speciation rate and 
Andean elevation (λ0 = 0.012 events/Myr; faster spe-
ciation with higher elevation). The time-dependent 
models showed negative correlations with speciation 
rates (λ0 = 0.402 events/Myr, increase in speciation 
rates over time). The temperature-dependent model 
was never selected as best-fit (Supplementary Table 
S5). Overall, support of the best-fit models was above 
AICω 0.071, whereas a lower value would be expected 
if all models were equally likely (1/14 models). These 
results are supported by analyses of the phylogenetic 
hypothesis of Dellinger et al. (2019b) (Supplementary 
Table S5, paleo-elevation model AICω = 0.241; 83/100 

trees, time-dependent process AICω = 0.196; 14/100 
trees).

Climatic Niche, Vegetative, and Floral Trait Disparity and 
Evolution

Andean Merianieae occupied distinct areas of cli-
matic niche and trait space and generally showed 
higher disparity than non-Andean Merianieae (Fig. 3, 
Supplementary Table S6–S8). In phylo-niche spaces, the 
first three axes explained 80.8% of climatic niche, 74.8% 
of vegetative, and 54% of floral trait variation. Andean 
Merianieae are associated with higher elevation and 
cloud-cover and lower temperatures in climatic niche 
space (positive PC1, Fig. 3a), and Antillean and Atlantic 
Forest Merianieae clustered under more seasonal cli-
matic conditions (positive PC2, Fig. 3a). Amazonian 
and Guiana shield clades (Adelobotrys & Adelbertia, 
Macrocentrum, Salpinga) associated with higher tem-
peratures, higher precipitation and higher productiv-
ity. The geographically widespread genus Graffenrieda 
scattered widely across the whole climatic niche space 
(high disparity, Fig. 3a), whereas Macrocentrum showed 
the smallest climatic niche disparity. Patterns in vege-
tative trait space did not follow climatic niche space, 
and Andean Merianieae shared areas of trait space 
with lowland Adelobotrys & Adelbertia, Graffenrieda 
and Atlantic Forest Merianieae, and high disparity 
(Fig. 3b). Species in these clades are shrubs, treelets 
or trees with moderately sized to large leaves (61 cm² 
mean leaf area, 385 cm² maximum leaf area) of varying 
thickness. Macrocentrum and Salpinga, with their herbal 
growth form and small, membranaceous/chartacerous 
leaves (14.4 cm² mean leaf area, 60 cm² maximum leaf 
area) occupied distinct areas of vegetative space (Fig. 
3b). As in climatic space, Andean Merianieae differ-
entiated significantly in floral trait space and showed 
highest disparity (Fig. 3c, d), with species that have 
shifted from bee to vertebrate pollination occupying 
distinct areas of trait space along PC axis 2 (Fig. 3c). 
These  vertebrate-pollination areas in trait space reflect 
changes in pollinator rewards (nectar or food bodies 
vs. pollen), modifications of stamens to enable pol-
len release (nonvibratile pollen release vs. buzz pol-
lination) and corolla shape  (pseudo-campanulate vs. 
open; see Dellinger et al. (2019a) for a detailed descrip-
tion of floral trait space). Bee-pollinated Andean 
Merianieae, on the other hand, overlapped with 
non-Andean  bee-pollinated species from other clades 
(except Macrocentrum and Graffenrieda) along PC1/PC2 
(Fig.  3c). They occupied a distinct area of trait space 
along PC2/PC3 (Fig. 3d), however, reflecting a change 
to large (>5cm in diameter), sturdy,  pollen-rewarding 
flowers with spread-out stamens adapted to large 
montane bees, and contrasting with the smaller, deli-
cate flowers of non-Andean bee-pollinated Merianieae. 
Disparity in the  non-Andean clades was significantly 
lower (Supplementary Table S8).

Exploring the temporal build-up of disparity, we 
found that disparification in climatic niche space 
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Figure 3. Phylo-niche spaces and niche disparity (rarefied to 4 spp/clade) of Merianieae. a) Climatic niche space (PC axes 1 and 2 (44.7% 
and 27.7% variance explained)) shows distinct niches for non-Andean and Andean Merianieae, the first associating with higher temperatures, 
precipitation, and productivity, whereas the latter associated with cooler mountain climate. Atlantic Forest and Antillean Merianieae overlap in 
niche space characterized by higher seasonality. Graffenrieda showed the highest climatic niche disparity, followed by Andean Merianieae. b) 
Vegetative trait space (PC axes 1 and 2 (31.8% and 22.9% variance explained)) showing niche overlap of non-Andean and Andean Merianieae, 
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occurred before comparable disparification in vegetative 
and floral trait space (Fig. 4). Disparity-through-time in 
climatic niche space increased approximately 18 mya 
(Fig. 4a), although such clear increases occurred only 
ca. 12 mya in vegetative, and 6 mya in floral trait space 
(Fig. 4b, c). All these increases in disparity were not sig-
nificantly different from simulated DTT under Brownian 
motion using the MDI statistic (Supplementary Table 
S9, S10). The estimated increase in disparity in climatic 
niches 18 mya occurred before most Merianieae clades 
originated, resulting in homogeneous or decreasing 
DTT towards the present within clades (most variation 
among subclades, Supplementary Fig. S10). This onset 
of climatic niche disparification slightly precedes the 
global warming during the mid-Miocene climatic opti-
mum, followed by continued disparification during the 
well-documented global cooling trend since then (Miller 
et al. 2020). We want to caution that the DTT results stem 
from  present-day climatic data only, and warmer climatic 
niches were likely available in the Merianieae range in the 
past than in the present. Given that the cooling since the 
mid-Miocene occurred at a global scale, however, we can 
assume that all Merianieae were affected by this event 
across their distribution range and that the longer period 
of climatic niche disparification detected in our analy-
ses points towards an important (early) role of climatic 
niche evolution in general. With the more recent dispar-
ification of vegetative and floral traits, our clade-level 
analyses showed more marked differences in DTT in veg-
etative and floral trait spaces. Adelobotrys and Adelbertia, 
Macrocentrum 2&3 and Salpinga showed increases in 
DTT towards the present, indicating increased niche 
sharing (Supplementary Fig. S10). The other clades also 
showed increases in DTT within the last 12 million years, 
but with decreases in DTT within the past 3.5 million 
years (subclades evolved into distinct niches). In floral 
niche space, all clades showed an increase in disparifi-
cation 12 to 7.5 mya, with decreases in DTT within the 
last 3.5 million years in Adelobotrys & Adelbertia, Andean 
and Atlantic Forest Merianieae and Macrocentrum 2&3 
(Supplementary Fig. S10). These results were consistent 
also using the phylogenetic hypothesis of Dellinger et al. 
(2019b) (Supplementary Fig. S17).

Testing whether Merianieae clades have evolved 
into distinct abiotic niche and biotic trait optima using 
OU-models, we found high support for shifts and sub-
sequent convergence into distinct optima across spaces 
(Fig. 4d–f, Supplementary Table S11). In climatic space, 
we detected two major shifts towards colder montane 
climatic optima only along PC1 (Andean Merianieae, 

small group of Andean Graffenrieda; σ² 55.6, α 7.5; Fig. 4d). 
Conversely, in vegetative niche space, evolution into 
three distinct niche optima occurred only on PC2 (mostly 
summarizing growth form and leaf thickness), with a 
shift to woody habit (in red) on the branch separating 
Macrocentrum (herbs with membranaceous leaves) from 
all other Merianieae, a subsequent shift back to herba-
ceous habit (turquoise) in Salpinga, and a shift (purple) 
to larger trees in Atlantic Forest Merianieae (σ² 0.61, α 
20.92; Fig. 4e, Supplementary Table S11). Finally, shifts 
in floral trait space reflected  pollinator-mediated selec-
tion, with five shifts in trait optima detected along PC1. 
One major shift to larger, zygomorphic flowers occurred 
along the branch to Salpinga and core Merianieae and 
Adelobotrys and Adelbertia (Fig. 4f, red), with Graffenrieda 
converging back into the  small-flowered optimum of 
Macrocentrum (Fig. 4f, gray). Within Andean Merianieae, 
 passerine-pollinated species showed distinct optima (Fig. 
4f, purple, turquoise). Trait shifts associated with pollina-
tor shifts were most clearly reflected along PC2, where we 
detected a total of 10 shifts, five of which represent sepa-
rate optima for mixed-vertebrate pollination (nectar-re-
warding flowers with  pseudo-campanulate corollas; 
green, blue, purple in Fig. 4f) and passerine pollination 
( food-body-rewarding flowers with explosive pollen 
release; turquoise in Fig. 4f; the other five (red) represent-
ing convergences in the same  bee-pollination optimum as 
along PC1). Finally, along PC3, we found one major opti-
mum shift encompassing all Andean Merianieae, and cor-
responding to the overall increase in flower size among 
Andean Merianieae (Fig. 4f). When comparing the three 
hypotheses on distinct optima for i) Andean, ii) core, or iii) 
pollinator-shifted Merianieae, we found highest support 
across spaces for a single shift in niche optima for Andean 
Merianieae (6/9 comparisons, Supplementary Table S11). 
These results were congruent across the phylogenetic 
hypothesis of Dellinger et  al. (2019b) (Supplementary 
Table S11, Supplementary Fig. S18).

Effects of Biogeography, Niche, and Trait Evolution on 
Diversification

Rates of niche/trait evolution differed among clades 
(Supplementary Fig. S11), with significantly higher 
evolutionary rates in all niche aspects in Andean 
Merianieae and Adelobotrys and Adelbertia than expected 
by chance (Supplementary Table S12). Graffenrieda had 
higher rates of climatic niche and vegetative than flo-
ral trait evolution. In the remaining clades, evolution-
ary rates did not differ from random expectations, 

and a separation of smaller-leaved, herby growth forms and larger-leaved shrubs. Vegetative disparity does not mirror climatic disparity, and 
highest disparity is found in Atlantic Forest Merianieae. c) Floral trait space along PC axes 1 and 2 (19% and 18.5% variance explained) shows 
distinct niches for vertebrate-pollinated Andean Merianieae, whereas bee-pollinated Andean and non-Andean Merianieae overlap in niche 
space. Graffenrieda and Macrocentrum, characterized by small (< 1cm) whereas flowers with stamens forming a cone cluster in a separate area 
of niche space, and show little disparity. Highest disparity is found in Andean Merianieae. d) Floral trait space along PC axes 2 and 3 (16.5% 
variance explained) shows a shift in niche space of bee-pollinated Andean Merianieae, characterized by large, sturdy, pollen-rewarding flowers 
with spread-out, colorful stamens buzzed by large montane bees (e.g., Centris, Eulaema, Xylocopa, Bombus) whereas non-Andean Merianieae 
are visited by smaller bees (e.g., Melipona, Euglossa). Either non-Andean or Andean Merianieae were highlighted in morphospaces, smaller 
white circles represent ancestral nodes.
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Figure 4. Temporally staggered disparification of climatic, vegetative and floral niches of Merianieae (a-c) and major niche shifts in 
response to changes in selection regimes (d–f). a–c) Climatic disparity-through-time increases before (18 mya) vegetative (12 mya) and floral 
(6 mya) disparity-through-time, indicated by the solid line crossing the median (dotted) and 95% confidence intervals (dark gray) for simulated 
disparification under Brownian Motion. Note that DTT towards the present is likely overestimated here compared with a DTT analysis using 
a phylogeny with a sampling fraction of 1, where comparatively lower divergence between true sister species is expected; this does not 
impact the strong temporal staggering in DTT among niche/trait spaces. For detailed patterns in single clades see Supplementary Table S9, 
Supplementary Fig. S10. d–f) Shifts in niche optima according to OU models (only PC axes with major shifts shown), with d) a major shift to 
montane climatic conditions on PC1 in Andean Merianieae and montane Graffenrieda, e) a shift in growth form on PC2 from herbs to lianas, 
shrubs and trees (red, also indicated by *) in Adelobotrys & Adelbertia, Graffenrieda and Andean Merianieae, with Salpinga (turquoise) and 
Atlantic Forest Merianieae (purple) shifting to distinct optima more similar to herbs (Macrocentrum), and f) a dominant shift to medium-sized 
(Adelobotrys & Adelbertia, Salpinga) and large (core Merianieae) flowers (red, also indicated by * on node leading to these clades) with distinct 
niche optima for species that have shifted to vertebrate pollination (passerine: purple, turquoise on PC1, mixed-vertebrate: green, blue, purple 
on PC2) and a distinct optimum for all Andean Merianieae along PC3. A colour version of this figure appears in the online version of this article.
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except for a significantly slower rate of vegetative trait 
evolution in Macrocentrum 1 (Supplementary Fig. S11, 
Supplementary Table S12). We recovered the same 
qualitative patterns, with significantly faster rates of 
niche evolution for Andean Merianieae also on the 
phylogenetic hypothesis of Dellinger et  al. (2019b) 
(Supplementary Table S12).

Comparing eleven models on individual or multiple 
direct and indirect effects of abiotic and biotic factors 
on diversification/speciation rates (Supplementary 
Fig. S12), we found highest support for the same mul-
tieffect model across analyses (model eleven, Fig. 5, 
Supplementary Table S13). In this best-fit model, bio-
geographic background (Andean/extra-Andean) 

Figure 5. Fit of the 11 path-analytical models and best-fit model (eleven). a) Model eleven, including multiple direct and indirect effects 
of abiotic and biotic factors resulted as best fit, and was more than two delta CIC better than the next-best-fitting models ten and seven. None 
of the models with individual effects on speciation rates (one to four) had a good fit to the data (P < 0.05). b) In model eleven, biogeographic 
background (BG) positively impacted rates of climatic niche evolution (climR), which in turn drove speciation rates and also positively affected 
rates of vegetative and floral trait evolution. The latter did have weak negative effects on speciation rates, whereas biogeographic background 
itself had a negligible positive effect on speciation rates. c) Standardized regression coefficients of model eleven, with confidence intervals.
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drives climatic niche evolution, which, in turn, drives 
speciation rates (Fig. 5). Climatic niche evolution also 
drives vegetative and floral trait evolution, but both 
trait rates only have negligible negative effects on spe-
ciation rates. Models with singular direct effects of 
abiotic/biotic factors on speciation rates never fitted 
the data well (Fig. 5, Supplementary Table S13). These 
results were consistent when using rates estimated 
through DR and BAMM, and the phylogenetic hypoth-
esis of Dellinger et  al. (2019b) (Supplementary Table 
S13, Supplementary Fig. S14, S15).

Discussion

Combining biogeographic assessments with mod-
eling of Andean uplift, climatic, vegetative, and polli-
nation niche evolution, we here showcase how rapid 
exploitation of novel ecological opportunities through 
staggered evolutionary processes explain diversifica-
tion dynamics. Our findings underscore the importance 
of evaluating the effects of multiple abiotic and biotic 
factors, as well as their reciprocity, if we aim to holisti-
cally understand the diversification history of a clade. 
Below, we discuss our approach as well as the complex 
relationships of biogeography and niche/trait evolu-
tion as drivers of diversification in the context of results 
from other Neotropical lineages.

The Multiple Direct and Indirect Drivers of Diversification 
in Merianieae

Although diversification rates increased through 
time across Merianieae, only the clade that colonized 
the Northern Andes during a period of major mountain 
building (and hence formation of novel niche space) 
12 mya underwent a major radiation. Our path anal-
yses clearly identified this biogeographic background 
as main driver of climatic niche evolution, which, in 
turn, drove vegetative and floral trait evolution, as well 
as speciation rates. The fact that Merianieae lineages 
in other montane areas did not undergo comparable 
radiations emphasizes the importance of timing and 
adaptive trait evolution (i.e., to altered montane pol-
linator communities) and refutes the idea that moun-
tain habitat itself drove diversification (Hughes and 
Atchison 2015; Rahbek et al. 2019; Guedes et al. 2021). 
In fact, the niche and trait evolution we demonstrate in 
Andean Merianieae parallels other studies reporting 
intertwined effects of mountain uplift and adaptive 
trait evolution across animals and plants (Hughes and 
Atchison 2015; Liu et al. 2020; Burrez and Muñoz 2021; 
Figueiredo et al. 2022).

Given the broad recognition of Andean uplift as 
paramount, continent-wide driver of neotropical 
diversity (Hoorn et al. 2010; Hughes & Atchison 2015; 
Bedoya et al. 2021; Figueiredo et al. 2022), the lack of 
diversification rate shifts also in non-Andean South 
American clades merits attention. The biogeographic 
areas we assessed (e.g., Amazon lowlands, Chocó) 

are characterized by major geomorphological changes 
since the Miocene, high habitat heterogeneity, and/
or marked fluctuations in the distribution of habitat 
types during Pleistocene glaciation cycles (Willis and 
Bhagwat 2009; Guayasamin et al. 2021). Regardless of 
these fluctuating ecological opportunities, our BAMM 
analyses suggest that species diversity in these areas 
aggregated continuously towards the present. This is in 
line with a recent analysis of 150 neotropical plant and 
animal clades, identifying continuous diversification as 
the most common, continent-wide process (Meseguer 
et al. 2022). Among clades showing increased diversi-
fication through time, exponential diversification was 
more commonly observed for plants than animals, 
and, like in Merianieae, correlated with Andean uplift 
(Meseguer et al. 2022). Taken together, the diversifica-
tion process in Merianieae mirrors classic patterns of 
Neotropical diversification through a combination of 
continuous diversification in extra-Andean areas, and 
exponential diversification in the Northern Andes (Rull 
2011; Vieu et al. 2022).

Our assessment of niche and trait evolution revealed 
that Merianieae clades diversified along different axes 
of abiotic and biotic niche space (Fig. 3), with Andean 
Merianieae occupying distinct climatic and pollina-
tion niche optima. These results parallel findings from 
other adaptive radiations, underscoring the combined 
effects of colonization of new areas and adaptive abi-
otic and biotic niche evolution (Lagomarsino et  al. 
2016; Barrabé et  al. 2019; Lin et  al. 2021). Although 
there is general support for either time-lags (Ackerly 
et al. 2006; Nürk et al. 2015; Folk et al. 2019) or syn-
chrony of lineage and niche/trait diversification in 
other systems (Cooney et al. 2016; Castro-Insua et al. 
2018; Lapiedra et al. 2021), we found a combination of 
synchrony (niche evolution) and time lags (trait evo-
lution) with diversification (Figs. 3 and 4). Specifically, 
disparity-through-time analyses suggested that cli-
matic niche disparification occurred first (starting in 
the early Miocene), and continued during the subse-
quent temperature increase in the mid-Miocene cli-
matic optimum and later cooling in the mid-Miocene 
climatic transition (Miller et  al. 2020). Despite the 
cooling trend since the mid-Miocene being of global 
impact, only Andean Merianieae radiated, in tempo-
ral synchrony with the mid-Miocene pulse of North-
Andean uplift. Thus, although results of climatic niche 
disparity in the past (estimated from present niche 
data) have to be taken with care, we believe that our 
results are meaningful in pointing towards an import-
ant early role of climatic niche evolution in conjunc-
tion with the colonization of newly available montane 
habitats. These processes were likely followed by dis-
parification of vegetative traits and finally floral syn-
dromes. Our findings are in line with a large body of 
work identifying abiotic climatic processes as import-
ant early determinants of diversification dynamics 
(i.e., colonization of new biomes), with biotic interac-
tions becoming increasingly important at later stages 
(Aguilé et al. 2018; Rull 2020; Lapiedra et al. 2021).
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The climatic niche disparification in Merianiae was 
preceded by a single shift in vegetative and floral phe-
notypic optima (Fig. 4). The vegetative shift encom-
passes a transition from herbal growth forms with 
chartaceous leaves characteristic of the Merianieae 
clades found in the Guiana shield, to woody (shrubs, 
trees, lianas) growth forms with (sub-)coriaceous 
leaves in all other Merianieae. This shift in growth 
form did neither lead to an immediate increase in 
diversification rates, nor to a burst in vegetative dis-
parity (Fig. 4). Instead, vegetative disparity seems 
to have increased within clades at later stages of the 
diversification process (Fig. 3). Similarly, the shift in 
floral phenotypic optimum along the same branch as 
the vegetative niche shift, resulting in bigger flow-
ers overall, did not trigger changes in diversification 
rates or disparification. This early shift in floral phe-
notypic optimum in clades Adelobotrys and Adelbertia, 
Salpinga, and all core Merianieae, enabling these clades 
to exploit  medium-sized bees as pollinators (e.g., 
Melipona, Euglossa, Dellinger et al. 2022; see Kay and 
Grossenbacher 2022 for similar pattern in Costus), may 
have acted as important preadaptation for later Andean 
colonization. The second shift in floral phenotype 
(increase in flower size) occurred upon Andean colo-
nization, where Merianieae encountered a bee pollina-
tor community made up of bigger,  mountain-adapted 
bees (i.e., Bombus, Xylocopa, Centris). The lack of a 
comparable increase in flower size despite occurrence 
in montane areas (Guiana shield, Andes) in the clades 
Macrocentrum and Graffenrieda may further explain 
why these clades never radiated comparably.

The lack of additional vegetative niche shifts in 
Andean Merianieae was surprising in light of the gen-
erally strong associations between the abiotic environ-
ment and vegetative traits (Kambach et al. 2023). Across 
plant lineages, strong links between changing climatic 
conditions along elevational gradients and vegetative 
and physiological traits have been identified (Kandlikar 
et  al. 2018; Peng et  al. 2020; Homeier et  al. 2021). In 
recent assessments of Andean forests, for example, a 
reduction in Specific-Leaf-Area and foliar Ca, and an 
increase in leaf thickness have been reported (Homeier 
et al. 2021). Although the traits assessed by us (leaf area, 
thickness, growth form) did not reveal such patterns, 
we cannot rule out that including more refined physio-
logical measurements might reveal subtler adaptations 
to the different environments inhabited by Merianieae.

Given extensive empirical and macroevolutionary 
research on Merianieae pollination (Dellinger et al. 2014, 
2019a,b, 2021), we may more readily interpret patterns 
of floral disparification (Fig. 3). Our results showed that 
shifts from bee to vertebrate pollinators (and associated 
floral disparification) were not a prerequisite for Andean 
colonization, but only occurred within the Andean 
habitats after colonization. This finding is important 
in that it supports budding theoretical and empirical 
work suggesting that the abiotic environment plays 
a critical role in macroevolutionary pollinator shifts 
(Thomson and Wilson 2008; Hamilton and Wessinger 

2022; Dellinger et al. 2023). In theory, abiotic conditions 
such as cool, rainy, windy mountain climates, which 
are highly unfavorable for one pollinator group (i.e., 
exothermic bees) but not another (i.e., endothermic ver-
tebrates), may significantly reduce flower visitation of 
the more impacted pollinator group, thereby favoring 
transitions to the less impacted pollinator group, verte-
brates in our case (Dellinger et al. 2021). Since ca. 50% of 
Andean Merianieae have retained bee pollination, how-
ever, this pollination strategy is clearly also successful 
in the mountain environment. Other processes, such 
as increased competition for the depauperate montane 
bee pollinator fauna, reinforced by the rapid increase 
in species numbers in Andean Merianieae since the 
mid-Miocene, may have, in addition to impacts by the 
environment, triggered shifts to vertebrate pollinators. 
Community-level assessments will help to test this 
hypothesis (i.e., see Muchhala et al. 2014; Skeels et al. 
2021).

Graphical Models as Synthesis of Diversification Scenarios

The story of Merianieae evolution showcases the 
value of incorporating multiple factors into assess-
ments of lineage diversification. The need for such 
inclusive, multifactor diversification assessments has 
been recognized broadly across the scientific commu-
nity (Condamine et al. 2018; Uyeda et al. 2018), yet, the 
implementation of satisfying approaches has been slow. 
Authors have, to date, mostly used separate models to 
assess the effects of either an abiotic or biotic factor on 
diversification (i.e., through state-dependent speciation 
and extinction (SSE) models, Helmstetter et  al. 2023), 
and even when incorporating both into a study, they 
were usually retained in separate modeling approaches 
(Lagomarsino et al. 2016; Condamine et al. 2018; Testo 
et al. 2019). Likelihood frameworks for the comparison 
of some models (i.e., time- and environment-dependent 
birth-death models, Condamine et al. 2018), and prom-
ising approaches for modeling the reciprocal effects of 
continuous (i.e., climatic niche) and discrete (i.e., fruit 
type) character evolution (Boyko et  al. 2023; Tribble 
et al. 2023) have been proposed. However, results from 
these models, like our individual analyses on biogeog-
raphy, paleo-environment-dependent diversification 
and climatic niche/trait evolution (Supplementary Fig. 
S1), have mostly remained separate, and their relative 
impact on each other, and on diversification, have not 
been incorporated into a single framework.

We here showed how graphical models like phy-
logenetic path analyses may provide a powerful, 
 hypothesis-driven tool for evaluating the likelihood 
of reciprocal linkage among drivers of diversification 
(previously proposed by Höhna et al. 2014; Uyeda et al. 
2018). In contrast to data-driven approaches (i.e., BAMM, 
OU models without apriori definition of shift regimes), 
graphical models require the apriori formulation of 
specific, causal hypotheses (Fig. 1, Supplementary Fig. 
S12). Although additional follow-up studies are needed 
to dissect specific mechanisms (e.g., role of climate 
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variation in leaf trait evolution), graphical models allow 
us to detect significant interactions and test competing 
causal paths based on comparative, macroevolutionary 
data (von Hardenberg and Gonzalez-Voyer 2013; Uyeda 
et al. 2018). In the case of Merianeae, a model linking 
biogeography to diversification via climatic variation 
suggests that research into speciation along climatic 
gradients (e.g., elevation) will be the most informative 
for understanding mechanisms underlying diversifica-
tion at finer scales.

In our approach, we derived tip rates from our ini-
tial (separate) analyses as variables to determine the 
most likely hypothesis on drivers of diversification, 
thereby using PPA as a synthesis across our results 
(Supplementary Fig. S1). Using tip rates as meaningful 
estimates of past evolutionary processes was possible 
because major historic changes in tip rates persist until 
the present in Merianieae (Figs. 2 and 4). This simple 
approach might be challenging in systems with pro-
nounced rate variation through time, and might require 
the use of more sophisticated measures (i.e., including 
rate estimates at nodes). Further, our dataset has some 
limitations regarding sampling fraction (46%), clade size 
(139 spp. sampled), and time calibration (few fossils), 
that are, unfortunately, inherent to many evolutionary 
studies. Low sampling fractions, small clade sizes, and 
uncertainty around divergence time estimates may all 
increase the likelihood of detecting significant effects of 
single factors on diversification dynamics (Helmstetter 
et  al. 2023), and this might hold equally true when 
assessing the effects of multiple factors. To evaluate 
whether these data-inherent features also impact our 
results, we have 1) randomly subsampled our dataset 
to 50% (70 spp., reducing the sampling fraction to ca. 
23%) and 2) run our analyses across two different phy-
logenetic hypotheses (Dellinger et  al. 2019b; Reginato 
et  al. 2022) which differ in calibration techniques and 
age estimates. Across analyses, we recovered the same 
mid-Miocene burst in diversification among core/
Andean Merianieae, conferring robustness to our 
results. Our results are also robust when delineating 
biogeographic areas differently (using an ecoregion 
rather than geomorphological delimitation, Morrone 
et  al. 2022), showing that the Merianieae radiation is 
confined to the Andean bioregion. This consistency in 
our results is promising in that it suggests that when 
a clade’s phylogeny, distribution range, and niche/
trait space are sampled evenly (like in Merianieae), we 
might indeed detect real macroevolutionary patterns.

Conclusions

Here, we show how quantifying the relative effects 
and timing of abiotic (biogeography, climatic niche evo-
lution) and biotic (vegetative and floral traits) factors 
on diversification dynamics within a single analyti-
cal framework gives a nuanced, balanced perspective 
on the interlinked processes underlying macroevolu-
tion. The path-analytical approach proposed by us is 

versatile in that it allows for the formulation and test-
ing of explicit hypotheses tailored towards different 
study systems. We hope that our approach will serve 
as a blue-print for studies on the intertwined drivers of 
diversification in other clades in the future, and will, on 
the long run, allow for a joint synthesis on the relative 
importance and timing of abiotic niche and biotic trait 
evolution in diversification processes.

Supplementary Material

Data available from the Dryad Digital Repository: 
https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.bvq83bkdx

Funding

This work was supported by Austrian Science Fund 
FWF grant T-1186 to ASD, National Science Foundation 
NSF award 2055525 to LPL and NSF DEB 1553114 to 
SDS.

 Acknowledgments

We thank Renato Goldenberg, Robin Hilario, and 
Humberto Mendoza for providing additional occur-
rence records for Merianieae and advice on species 
ranges, Stefanie Pfattner for help measuring leaf traits, 
and Rosana Zenil-Ferguson for discussions on the 
analyses. 

Author Contributions

A.S.D., S.D., and S.D.S. conceived the study, A.S.D. 
collected the data, ran analyses, and wrote the initial 
manuscript, all authors contributed to discussing the 
results and revising the manuscript. All authors declare 
no competing interests.

Data Availability

Data available from the Dryad Digital Repository: 
https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.bvq83bkdx.

References
Ackerly D.D., Schwilk D.W., Webb C.O. 2006. Niche evolution and 

adaptive radiation: testing the order of trait divergence. Ecology. 
87:S50–S61.

Aguilée R., Claessen D., Lambert A. 2013. Adaptive radiation driven 
by the interplay of eco-evolutionary and landscape dynamics. 
Evolution. 67:1291–1306.

Aguilée R., Gascuel F., Lambert A., Ferriere R. 2018. Clade diversifica-
tion dynamics and the biotic and abiotic controls of speciation and 
extinction rates. Nat. Commun. 9:3013.

VOL. 73

https://datadryad.org/stash/share/SpSshvx7RgGcFTbHRgYBcf6v6XVBC8pfR62NA6J66YQ


DELLINGER ET AL. - EFFECTS OF MOUNTAIN UPLIFT, CLIMATIC NICHE, AND FLORAL TRAIT2024 609

Alexandre H., Faure J., Ginzbarg S., Clark J., Joly S. 2017. Bioclimatic 
niches are conserved and unrelated to pollination syndromes in 
Antillean Gesneriaceae. R. Soc. Open Sci. 4:170293.

Antonelli A. 2021. The rise and fall of neotropical biodiversity. Bot. J. 
Linn. Soc. 199:8–24.

Antonelli A., Zizka A., Silvestro D., Scharn R., Cascales-Miñana B., 
Bacon C.D. 2015. An engine for global plant diversity: highest evo-
lutionary turnover and emigration in the American tropics. Front. 
Genet. 6:130.

AppEEARS Team. 2021. Application for Extracting and Exploring 
Analysis Ready Samples (AppEEARS). Ver. 2.66. Sioux Falls, SD, 
USA: NASA EOSDIS Land Processes Distributed Active Archive 
Center (LP DAAC), USGS/Earth Resources Observation and 
Science (EROS) Center. Accessed 12/19/2021.

Bacci L.F., Reginato M., Bochorny T., Michelangeli F.A., Amorim A.A., 
Goldenberg R. 2022. Biogeographic breaks in the Atlantic Forest: 
evidence for Oligocene/Miocene diversification in Bertolonia 
(Melastomataceae). Bot. J. Lin. Soc. 199:128–143.

Barnosky A.D. 2001. Distinguishing the effects of the red queen 
court jester on miocene mammal evolution in the Northern Rocky 
Mountains. J. Vert. Pal. 21:172–185.

Barrabé L., Lavergne S., Karnadi-Abdelkader G., Drew B.T., 
Birnbaum P., Gâteblé G. 2019. Changing ecological opportunities 
facilitated the explosive diversification of New Caledonian Oxera 
(Lamiaceae). Syst. Biol. 68:460–481.

Bedoya A.M., Leaché A.D., Olmstead R.G. 2021. Andean uplift, drain-
age basin formation, and the evolution of riverweeds (Marathrum, 
Podostemaceae) in northern South America. New Phytol. 
232:2175–2190.

Benton M.J. 2009. The red queen and the court jester: species diver-
sity and the role of biotic and abiotic factors through time. Science 
323:728–732.

Boschmann L.M., Condamine F.L. 2022. Mountain radiations are not 
only rapid and recent: ancient diversification of South American 
frog and lizard families related to Paleogene Andean orogeny and 
Cenozoic climate variations. Glob. Planetary Change. 208:102704.

Boyko J.D., O’Meara C.B., Beaulieu J.M. 2023. A novel method for 
jointly modeling the evolution of discrete and continuous traits. 
Evolution. 77:836–851.

Burbrink F.T., Ruane S., Pyron R.A. 2012. When are adaptive radia-
tions replicated in areas? Ecological opportunity and unexcep-
tional diversification in West Indian dipsadine snakes (Colubridae: 
Alsophiini). J. Biogeogr. 39:465–475.

Burnham K.P., Anderson D.R., Huyvaert K.P. 2011. AIC model selec-
tion and multimodel inference in behavioral ecology: some back-
ground, observations, and comparisons. Behav. Ecol. Sociobiol. 
65:23–35.

Burress E.D., Muñoz M.M. 2021. Ecological opportunity from inno-
vation, not islands, drove the anole lizard adaptive radiation. Syst. 
Biol. 71:93–104.

Cacho N.I., Baum D.A. 2012. The Caribbean slipper spurge Euphorbia 
tithymaloides, the first example of a ring species in plants. Proc. Biol. 
Sci. 279:3377–3383.

Cardon M., Loot G., Grenouillet G., Blanchet S. 2011. Host characteris-
tics and environmental factors differentially drive the burden and 
pathogenicity of an ectoparasite: a multilevel causal analysis. J. 
Anim. Ecol. 80:657–667.

Carvalho M.R., Jaramillo C., de la Parra F., Caballero-Rodríguez D., 
Herrera F., Wing S., Turner B.L., D’Apolito C., Romero-Baez M., 
Narváez P., Martínez C., Gutierrez M., Labandeira C., Bayona G., 
Rueda M., Paez-Reyes M., Cárdenas D., Duque A., Crowley J.L., 
Santos C., Silvestro D. 2021. Extinction at the end-cretaceous and 
the origin of modern tropical rainforests. Science. 372:63–68.

Castiglione S., Tesone G., Piccolo M., Melchionna M., Mondanaro A., 
Serio C., Di Febbraro M., Raia P. 2018. A new method for testing 
evolutionary rate variation and shifts in phenotypic evolution. 
Methods Ecol. Evol. 9:974–983.

Castro-Insua A., Gómez-Rodríguez C., Wiens J.J., Baselga A. 2018. 
Climatic niche divergence drives patterns of diversification and 
richness among mammal families. Sci. Rep. 8:8781.

Chartier M., Löfstrand S., Balthazar M., Gerber S., Jabbour F., 
Sauquet H., Schönenberger J. 2017. How (much) do flowers vary? 

Unbalanced disparity among flower functional modules and a 
mosaic pattern of morphospace occupation in the order Ericales. 
R. Soc. Proc. B. 284:20170066.

Collinson M.E., Pingen M. 1992. Seeds of the Melastomataceae 
from the Miocene of Central Europe. In: J. Kovar-Eder, editor. 
Palaeovegetational development in Europe. Vienna, Austria: 
Museum of Natural History. p. 129–139.

Condamine F.L., Antonelli A., Lagomarsino L.P., Hoorn C., Liow 
L.H. 2018b. Teasing apart mountain uplift, climate change and 
biotic drivers of species diversification. In: Hoorn C., Perrigo 
A.L., Antonelli A., editors. Mountains, Climate and Biodiversity. 
Hoboken/NJ/USA: John Wiley & Sons Ltd. p. 257–272.

Condamine F.L., Rolland J., Höhna S., Sperling F.A.H., Sanmartín 
I. 2018a. Testing the role of the Red Queen and Court Jester as 
drivers of the macroevolution of Apollo butterflies. Syst. Biol. 
67:940–964.

Cooney C.R., Seddon N., Tobias J.A. 2016. Widespread correlations 
between climatic niche evolution and species diversification in 
birds. J. Anim. Ecol. 85:869–878.

Crews S.C., Esposito L.A. 2020. Towards a synthesis of the Caribbean 
biogeography of terrestrial arthropods. BMC Evol. Biol. 20:12.

Danielson J.J., Gesch D.B. 2011. Global multi-resolution terrain ele-
vation data 2010 (GMTED2010): U.S. Geological Survey Open-File 
Report 2011-1073: 26, doi:10.3133/ofr20111073.

Dellinger A.S., Artuso S., Pamperl S., Michelangeli F.A., Penneys D.S., 
Fernández-Fernández D.M., Alvear M., Almeda F., Armbruster 
W.S., Staedler Y., Schönenberger J. 2019b. Floral modularity 
increases rate of evolution and adaptive success for functionally 
specialized pollination systems. Comm. Biol. 2:453.

Dellinger A.S., Chartier M., Fernández-Fernández D., Penneys D.S., 
Alvear M., Almeda F., Michelangeli F.A., Staedler Y., Armbruster 
W.S., Schönenberger J. 2019a. Beyond buzz-pollination—depar-
tures from an adaptive plateau lead to new pollination syndromes. 
New Phytol. 221:1136–1149.

Dellinger A.S., Hamilton A.M., Wessinger C.A., Smith S.D. 2023. 
Opposing patterns of altitude-driven pollinator turnover in the 
tropical and temperate Americas. Am. Nat. 202:152–165.

Dellinger A.S., Kopper C., Kagerl K., Schönenberger J. 2022. 
Pollination in Melastomataceae: a family-wide update on the 
little we know and the much that remains to be discovered. In: 
Goldenberg R., Almeda F., Michelangeli F.A., editors. Systematics, 
Evolution and Ecology of Melastomataceae. Cham, Switzerland: 
Springer. p. 585–607.

Dellinger A.S., Penneys D.S., Städler Y.M., Fragner L., Weckwerth W., 
Schönenberger J. 2014. A specialized bird pollination system with 
a bellows mechanism for pollen transfer and staminal food body 
rewards. Curr. Biol. 24:1615–1619.

Dellinger A.S., Pérez-Barrales R., Michelangeli F.A., Penneys D.S., 
Fernández-Fernández D.M., Schönenberger J. 2021. Low bee visita-
tion rates explain pollinator shifts to vertebrates in tropical moun-
tains. New Phytol. 231:864–877.

Duarte L. 1956. Melastomataceas fosseis da Basia Tertiaria deFonseca, 
Minas Gerais. Divisio de Geologia e Minerologia Boletim. 161:8–32.

Dupin J., Matzke N.J., Särkinen T., Knapp S., Olmstead R.G., Bohs L., 
Smith S.D. 2017. Bayesian estimation of the global biogeographical 
history of the Solanaceae. J. Biogeogr. 44:887–899.

Ebersbach J., Schnitzler J., Favre A., Muellner-Riehl A.N. 2017. 
Evolutionary radiations in the species-rich mountain genus 
Saxifraga L. BMC Evol. Biol. 17:119.

Esquerré D., Brennan I.G., Catullo R.A., Torres-Pérez F., Keogh J.S. 
2019. How mountains shape biodiversity: the role of the Andes 
in biogeography, diversification, and reproductive biology in 
South America’s most species-rich lizard radiation (Squamata: 
Liolaemidae). Evolution 73:214–230.

Evans M.E.K., Smith S.A., Flynn R.S., Donoghue M.J. 2009. Climate, 
niche evolution, and diversification of the “bird-cage” evening 
primroses (Oenothera, sections Anogra and Kleinia). Am. Nat. 
173:225–240.

Fernández-Mazuecos M., Blanco-Pastor J.L., Juan A., Carnicero 
P., Forrest A., Alarcón M., Vargas P., Glover B.J. 2019. 
Macroevolutionary dynamics of nectar spurs, a key evolutionary 
innovation. New Phytol. 222:1123–1138.

https://doi.org/10.3133/ofr20111073


SYSTEMATIC BIOLOGY610

Figueiredo F.O.G., Thiago A., Moulatlet G.M., Saka M.N., Araujo 
M.H.T., Tuomisto H., Zuquim G., Emílio T., Balslev H., Borchsenius 
F., Campos J.V., Silveira M., Rodrigues D.J., Costa F.R.C. 2022. 
Linking high diversification rates of rapidly growing Amazonian 
plants to geophysical landscape transformations promoted by 
Andean uplift. Bot. J. Linn. Soc. 199:36–52.

Folk R.A., Stubbs R.L., Mort M.E., Cellinese N., Allen J.M., Soltis P.S., 
Soltis D.E., Guralnick R.P. 2019. Rates of niche and phenotype evo-
lution lag behind diversification in a temperate radiation. Proc. 
Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 116:10874–10882.

Fraser D., Soul L.C., Tóth A.B., Balk M.A., Eronen J.T., Pineda-Munoz 
S., Shupinski A.B., Villaseñor A., Barr W.A., Behrensmeyer A.K., 
Du A., Faith J.T., Gotelli N.J., Graes G.R., Jukar A.M., Looy C.V., 
Miller J.H., Potts R., Lyons S.K. 2021. Investigating biotic interac-
tions in deep time. TREE 36:61–75.

García-Girón J., Heino J., García-Criado F., Fernández-Aláez C., 
Alahuhta J. 2020. Biotic interactions hold the key to understanding 
metacommunity organisation. Ecography. 43:1180–1190.

Gentry A.H. 1982. Patterns of Neotropical plant species diversity. 
Evol. Biol. 15:1–84.

Gonzalez-Voyer, A., von Hardenberg, A. (2014). An Introduction 
to Phylogenetic Path Analysis. In: Garamszegi, L., edi-
tor. Modern Phylogenetic Comparative Methods and Their 
Application in Evolutionary Biology. Berlin, Heidelberg: Springer. 
doi:10.1007/978-3-662-43550-2_8

Guayasamin J.M., Ribas C.C., Carnaval A.C., Carrillo J.D., Hoorn C., 
Lohmann L.G., Riff D., Ulloa Ulloa C., Albert J.S. 2021. Chapter 2: 
Evolution of Amazonian Biodiversity. In: Nobre C., Encalada A., 
Anderson E., Roca Alcazar F.H., Bustamante M., Mena C., Peña-
Claros M., Poveda G., Rodriguez J.P., Saleska S., Trumbore S., Val 
A.L., Villa Nova L., Abramovay R., Alencar A., Rodríguez Alzza 
C., Armenteras D., Artaxo P., Athayde S., Barretto Filho H.T., 
Barlow J., Berenguer E., Bortolotto F., Costa F.A., Costa M.H., Cuvi 
N., Fearnside P.M., Ferreira J., Flores B.M., Frieri S., Gatti L.V., 
Guayasamin J.M., Hecht S., Hirota M., Hoorn C., Josse C., Lapola 
D.M., Larrea C., Larrea-Alcazar D.M., Lehm Ardaya Z., Malhi Y., 
Marengo J.A., Melack J., Moraes R.M., Moutinho P., Murmis M.R., 
Neves E.G., Paez B., Painter L., Ramos A., Rosero-Peña M.C., 
Schmink M., Sist P., ter Steege H., Val P., van der Voort H., Varese 
M., Zapata-Ríos G., editors. Amazon Assessment Report 2021. 
NY, USA: United Nations Sustainable Development Solutions 
Network. doi: 10.55161/CZWN4679

Guedes T.B., Azevedo J.A.R., Bacon C.D., Provete D.B., Antonelli A. 
2021. Diversity, endemism, and evolutionary history of montane 
biotas outside the Andean region. In: Rull V., Canraval A.C., edi-
tors. Neotropical Diversification: Patterns and Processes. Cham/
Switzerland: Springer. p. 299–328.

Guillerme T. 2018. dispRity: a modular R package for measuring dispar-
ity. Methods Ecol. Evol. 9:1755–1763. doi:10.1111/2041-210X.13022

Hamilton A.M., Wessinger C.A. 2022. Adaptation to lower latitudes 
and lower elevations precedes the evolution of hummingbird 
pollination in western North American Penstemon. Am. J. Bot. 
109:1047–1055.

Harmon L.J., Andreazzi C.S., Débarre F., Drury J., Goldberg E.E., 
Martins A.B., Melián C.J., Narwani A., Nuismer S.L., Pennell M.W., 
Rudman S.M., Seehausen O., Silvestro D., Weber M., Mathews B. 
2019. Detecting the macroevolutionary signal of species interac-
tions. J. Evol. Biol. 32:769–782.

Harmon L.J., Schulte J.A., Losos J.B., Larson A. 2003. Tempo and mode 
of evolutionary radiation in iguanian lizards. Science. 301:961–964.

Helmstetter A.J., Zenil-Ferguson R., Sauquet H., Otto S.P., Méndez 
M., Vallejo-Marín M., Schönenberger J., Burgarella C., Anderson B., 
Boer H., Glémin S., Käfer J. 2023. Trait-dependent diversification 
in angiosperms: patterns, models and data. Ecol. Lett 26:640–657. 
doi:10.1111/ele.14170

Hiller A.E., Koo M.S., Goodman K.R., Shaw K.L., O’Grady P.M., 
Gillespie R.G. 2019. Niche conservatism predominates in adap-
tive radiation: comparing the diversification of Hawaiian art-
horopods using ecological niche modelling. Biol. J. Linn. Soc. 
127:479–492.

Ho L.S.T., Ané C. 2014. A linear-time algorithm for Gaussian and 
non-Gaussian trait evolution models. Syst. Biol. 63:397–408.

Höhna S., Heath T.A., Boussau B., Landis M.J., Ronquist F., 
Huelsenbeck J.P. 2014. Probabilistic graphical model representa-
tion in phylogenetics. Syst. Biol. 63:753–771.

Homeier J., Seeler T., Pierick K., Leuschner C. 2021. Leaf trait varia-
tion in species-rich tropical Andean forests. Sci. Rep. 11:9993.

Hoorn C., Boschman L.M., Kukla T., Sciumbata M., Val P. 2022. The 
Miocene wetland of western Amazonia and its role in biogeogra-
phy. Bot. J. Linn. Soc. 199:25–35.

Hoorn C., Wesselingh F.P., ter Steege H., Bermudez M.A., Mora A., 
Sevink J., Sanmartín I., Sanchez-Meseguer A., Anderson C.L., 
Figueiredo J.P., Jaramillo C., Riff D., Negri F.R., Hooghiemstra H., 
Lundberg J., Stadler T., Särkinen T., Antonelli A. 2010. Amazonia 
through time: Andean uplift, climate change, landscape evolution, 
and biodiversity. Science. 330:927–931.

Hughes C.E., Atchison G.W. 2015. The ubiquity of alpine plant radi-
ations: from the Andes to the Hengduan mountains. New Phytol. 
207:275–282.

Jablonski D. 2008. Biotic interactions and macroevolution: extensions 
and mismatches across scales and levels. Evolution. 62:715–739.

Jetz W., Thomas G.H., Joy J.B., Hartmann K., Mooers A.O. 2012. The 
global diversity of birds in space and time. Nature. 491:444–448.

Jiménez-Ortega D., Valente L., Dugo-Cota A., Rabsoky D., Vilà C., 
Gonzalez-Voyer A. 2023. Diversification dynamics in Caribbean 
rain frogs (Eleutherodactylus) are uncoupled from the anuran com-
munity and consistent with adaptive radiation. Proc. Biol. Sci. 
290:20222171.

Kambach S., Sabatini F.M., Attorre F., Biurrun I., Boenisch G., Bonari 
G., Čarni A., Carranza M.L., Chiarucci A., Chytrý M., Dengler J., 
Garbolino E., Golub V., Güler B., Jandt U., Jansen J., Jašková A., 
Jiménez-Alfaro B., Karger D.N., Kattge J., Knollová I., Midolo 
G., Moeslund J.E., Pielech R., Rašomavičius V., Rūsiņa S., Šibík J., 
Stančić Z., Stanisci A., Svenning J.-C., Yamalov S., Zimmermann 
N.E., Bruelheide H. 2023. Climate-trait relationships exhibit strong 
habitat specificity in plant communities across Europe. Nat. 
Commun. 14:712.

Kandlikar G.S., Vaz M.C., Kriebel R., Vargas G., Michelangeli F.A., 
Cordero R., Almeda F., Avalos G., Fetcher N., Kraft N.J.B. 2018. 
Contrasting patterns of taxonomic, phylogenetic and functional 
variation along a Costa Rican altitudinal gradient in the plant fam-
ily Melastomataceae. J. Trop. Ecol. 34:204–208.

Karger D.N., Conrad O., Böhner J., Kawohl T., Kreft H., Soria-
Auza R.W., Zimmermann N.E., Linder H.P., Kessler M. 2017. 
Climatologies at high resolution for the earth’s land surface areas. 
Sci. Data 4:170122.

Kay K.M., Grossenbacher D.L. 2022. Evolutionary convergence on 
hummingbird pollination in Neotropical Costus provides insight 
into the causes of pollinator shifts. New Phytol. 236:1572–1583.

Kennedy J.D., Borregaard M.K., Marki P.Z., Machac A., Fjeldsa J., 
Rahbek C. 2018. Expansion in geographical and morphological 
space drives continued lineage diversification in a global passerine 
radiation. Proc. Biol. Sci. 285:20182181.

Khabbazian M., Kriebel R., Rohe K., Ané C. 2016. Fast and accurate 
detection of evolutionary shifts in Ornstein-Uhlenbeck models. 
Meth. Ecol. Evol. 7:811–824.

Knouft J.H., Losos J.B., Glor R.E., Kolbe J.J. 2006. Phylogenetic analy-
sis of the evolution of the niche in lizards of the Anolis sagrei group. 
Ecology. 87:S29–S38.

Kong H., Condamine F.L., Yang L., Harris A.J., Feng C., Wen F., Kang 
M. 2022. Phylogenomic and macroevolutionary evidence for an 
explosive radiation of a plant genus in the Miocene. Syst. Biol. 
71:589–609.

Kozak K.H., Wiens J.J. 2010. Accelerated rates of climatic-niche 
evolution underlie rapid species diversification. Ecology Lett. 
13:1378–1389.

Lagomarsino L.P., Condamine F., Mulch A., Antonelli A., Davis C. 
2016. The abiotic and biotic drivers of rapid diversification in 
Andean bellflowers (Campanulaceae). New Phytol. 210:1430–1442.

Lapiedra O., Sayol F., García-Porta J., Sol D. 2021. Niche shifts after 
island colonization spurred adaptive diversification and specia-
tion in a cosmopolitan bird clade. Proc. Biol. Sci. 288:20211022.

Larocca P.F., Mancio J.S., Padilha P., Mello-Silva R., Alcantara S. 2022. 
Recent divergence in functional traits affects rates of speciation 

VOL. 73

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-43550-2_8
https://doi.org/10.55161/CZWN4679
https://doi.org/10.1111/2041-210X.13022
https://doi.org/10.1111/ele.14170


DELLINGER ET AL. - EFFECTS OF MOUNTAIN UPLIFT, CLIMATIC NICHE, AND FLORAL TRAIT2024 611

in the neotropical Velloziaceae (Pandanales). Bot. J. Linn. Soc. 
199:144–172.

Ledo R.M.D., Colli G.R. 2017. The historical connections between the 
Amazon and the Atlantic Forest revisited. J. Biogeogr. 44:2551–2563.

Lefebvre V., Villemant C., Fontaine C., Daugeron C. 2018. Altitudinal, 
temporal and trophic partitioning of flower-visitors in Alpine com-
munities. Sci. Rep. 8:4706.

Li X., Hamilton C.A., Laurent R.S., Ballesteros-Mejia L., Markee A., 
Haxaire J., Rougerie R., Kitching I.J., Kawahara A.Y. 2022. A diver-
sification relay race from Caribbean-Mesoamerica to the Andes: 
historical biogeography of Xylophanes hawkmoths. Royal Soc. 
Proc. B Ser 289:20212435. doi:10.1098/rspb.2021.2435

Lin X., Shih C., Hou Y., Shu X., Zhang M., Hu J., Jiang J., Xie F. 2021. 
Climatic-niche evolution with key morphological innovations 
across clades within Scutiger boulengeri (Anura: Megophryidae). 
Ecol. Evol. 11:10353–10368.

Liu H., Ye Q., Wiens J.J. 2020. Climatic-niche evolution follows similar 
rules in plants and animals. Nat. Ecol. Evol. 4:753–763.

Louca S., Pennell M.W. 2020. Extant timetrees are consistent with a 
myriad of diversification histories. Nature 580:502–505.

Maliet O., Hartig F., Morlon H. 2019. A model with many small shifts 
for estimating species-specific diversification rates. Nat. Ecol. Evol. 
3:1086–1092.

Martinez Arbizu P. 2020. pairwiseAdonis: Pairwise multilevel com-
parison using adonis. R package version 0.4. https://github.com/
pmartinezarbizu/pairwiseAdonis

Matzke N.J. 2013. Probabilistic historical biogeography: new models 
for founder-event speciation, imperfect detection, and fossils allow 
improved accuracy and model testing. Front. Biogeogr. 5:242–248.

McCabe L.M., Cobb N.S. 2021. From bees to flies: global shift in pol-
linator communities along elevational gradients. Front. Ecol. Evol. 
8:626124. doi:10.3389/fevo.2020.626124

McCullough J.M., Oliveros C.H., Benz B.W., Zenil-Ferguson R., 
Cracraft J., Moyle R.G., Andersen M.J. 2022. Wallacean and 
Melanesian islands promote higher rates of diversification within 
the global passerine radiation Corvides. Syst. Biol. 71:1423–1439.

Meseguer A.S., Michel A., Fabre P.H., Escobar O.A.P., Chomicki G., 
Riina R., Antonelli A., Antoine P.-O., Delsuc F., Condamine F.L. 
2022. Diversification dynamics in the neotropics through time, 
clades, and biogeographic regions. eLife. 11:e74503.

Michelangeli F.A., Dellinger A.S., Goldenberg R., Almeda F., 
Mendoza-Cifuentes H., Fernández-Fernández D.M., Ulloa Ulloa C., 
Penneys D.S. 2022. Phylogenetics and taxonomy of Merianieae. In: 
Goldenberg R., Almeda F., Michelangeli F.A., editors. Systematics, 
Evolution and Ecology of Melastomataceae. Cham, Switzerland: 
Springer. p. 255–273.

Miller K.G., Browning J.V., Schmelz W.J., Kopp R.E., Mountain G.S., 
Wright J.D. 2020. Cenozoic sea-level and cryospheric evolution 
from deep-sea geochemical and continental margin records. Sci. 
Adv. 6:eaaz1346.

Morlon H., Lewitus E., Condamine F.L., Manceau M., Clavel J., Drury 
J. 2016. RPANDA: an R package for macroevolutionary analyses on 
phylogenetic trees. Methods Ecol. Evol. 7:589–597.

Morlon H., Robin S., Hartig F. 2022. Studying speciation and extinc-
tion dynamics from phylogenies: addressing identifiability issues. 
Trends Ecol. Evol. 37:497–506.

Morrone J., Escalante T., Rodríguez-Tapia G., Carmona A., Arana M., 
Mercado-Gómez J.D. 2022. Biogeographic regionalization of the 
Neotropical region: new map and shapefile. An. Acad. Bras. Cienc. 
94:e202211167.

Muchhala N., Johnsen S., Smith S.D. 2014. Competition for hum-
mingbird pollination shapes flower color variation in Andean 
Solanaceae. Evolution. 68:2275–2286.

Naujokaitis-Lewis I., Fortin M.-J. 2016. Spatio-temporal variation of 
biotic factors underpins contemporary range dynamics of conge-
ners. Global Change Biol. 22:1201–1213.

Nürk N.M., Uribe-Convers S., Gehrke B., Tank D.C., Blattner F.R. 2015. 
Oligocene niche shift, miocene diversification—cold tolerance and 
accelerated speciation rates in the St. John’s Worts (Hypericum, 
Hypericaceae). BMC Evol. Biol. 15:80.

O’Dea A., Lessios H.A., Coates A.G., Eytan R.I., Restrepo-Moreno 
S.A., Cione A.L., Collins L.S., Queiroz A., Farris D.W., Norris 
R.D., Stallard R.F., Woodburne M.O., Aguilera O., Aubry M.-P., 

Berggren W.A., Budd A.F., Cozzuol M.A., Coppard S.E., Duque-
Caro H., Finnegan S., Gasparini G.M., Grossman E.L., Johnson 
K.G., Keigwin L.D., Knowlton N., Leigh E.G., Leonard-Pingel J.S., 
Marko P.B., Pyenson N.D., Rachello-Dolmen P.G., Soibelzon E., 
Soibelzon L., Todd J.A., Vermeij G.J., Jackson J.B.C. 2016. Formation 
of the isthmus of Panama. Sci. Adv. 2:e1600883.

Palma-Silva C., Turchetto-Zolet A.C., Fay M.F., Vasconcelos T. 2022. 
Drivers of exceptional neotropical biodiversity: an updated view. 
Bot. J. Linn. Soc. 199:1–7.

Peng Y., Bloomfield K.J., Prentice I.C. 2020. A theory of plant function 
helps to explain leaf-trait and productivity responses to elevation. 
New Phytol. 226:1274–1284.

Pérez-Escobar O.A., Zizka A., Bermúdez M.A., Meseguer A.S., 
Condamine F.L., Hoorn C., Hooghiemstra H., Pu Y., Bogarín D., 
Boshman L.M., Pennington R.T., Antonelli A., Chomicki G. 2022. 
The Andes through time: evolution and distribution of Andean 
floras. Trends Plant Sci 27:364–378. ISSN 1360-1385

Quental T.B., Marshall C.R. 2013. How the Red Queen drives terres-
trial mammals to extinction. Science. 341:290–292.

Quintero I., Landis M.J. 2019. Interdependent phenotypic and bio-
geographic evolution driven by biotic interactions. Syst. Biol. 
69:739–755.

Quintero I, Jetz W. 2018. Global elevational diversity and diversifica-
tion of birds. Nature 555(7695):246–250. doi:10.1038/nature25794

Rabosky D., Grundler M., Anderson C., Title P., Shi J., Brown J., 
Huang H., Larson J. 2014. BAMMtools: an R package for the analy-
sis of evolutionary dynamics on phylogenetic trees. Methods Ecol. 
Evol. 5:701–707.

Rabosky D.L. 2014. Automatic detection of key innovations, rate 
shifts, and diversity-dependence on phylogenetic trees. PLoS One 
9:e89543.

Rabosky D.L., Mitchell J.S., Chang J. 2017. Is BAMM flawed? theoret-
ical and practical concerns in the analysis of multi-rate diversifica-
tion models. Syst. Biol. 66:477–498.

Rahbek C., Borregaard M.K., Antonelli A., Colwell R.K., Holt B.G., 
Nogues-Bravo D., Rasmussen C.M.O., Richardson K., Rosing M.T., 
Whittaker R.J., Fjelså J. 2019. Building mountain biodiversity: geo-
logical and evolutionary processes. Science. 365:1114–1119.

Ree R.H., Moore B.R., Webb C.O., Donoghue M.J. 2005. A likelihood 
framework for inferring the evolution of geographic range on phy-
logenetic trees. Evolution 59:2299–2311.

Ree R.H., Sanmartín I. 2018. Conceptual and statistical problems with 
the DEC+J model of founder-event speciation and its comparison 
with DEC via model selection. J. Biogeogr. 45:741–749.

Reginato M., Almeda F., Michelangeli F.A., Goldenberg R., Fritsch 
P.W., Stone R.D., Penneys D.S. 2022. Historical biogeography of the 
melastomataceae. In: Goldenberg R., Michelangeli F.A., Almeda F., 
editors. Systematics, Evolution, and Ecology of Melastomataceae. 
Cham: Springer. p. 87–105.

Revell L.J. 2012. phytools: an R package for phylogenetic comparative 
biology (and other things). Methods Ecol. Evol. 3:217–223.

Rull V. 2011. Biotic diversification in the Guayana Highlands: a pro-
posal. J. Biogeogr. 32:921–927.

Rull V. 2020. Neotropical diversification: historical overview and con-
ceptual insights. In: Rull V., Canraval A.C., editors. Neotropical 
Diversification: Patterns and Processes. Cham, Switzerland: 
Springer. p. 13–49.

Sánchez-Herrera M., Beatty C.D., Nunes R., Salazar C., Ware J.L. 
2020. An exploration of the complex biogeographical history of 
the Neotropical banner-wing damselflies (Odonata: Polythoridae). 
BMC Ecol Evol. 20:74.

Santos J.C., Coloma L.A., Summers K., Caldwell J.P., Ree R., 
Cannatella D.C. 2010. Amazonian amphibian diversity is pri-
marily derived from late Miocene Andean lineages. PLoS 
Biol. 7:e1000056. doi:10.1371/annotation/18e722e3-05db-4e40-  
86a0-bedfc4934a5a

Sauquet H., Magallón S. 2018. Key questions and challenges in angio-
sperm macroevolution. New Phytol. 219:1170–1187.

Schluter D. 2000. Ecological character displacement in adaptive radi-
ation. Am. Nat. 156:4–16.

Seeholzer G.F., Claramunt S., Brumfield R.T. 2017. Niche evolu-
tion and diversification in a neotropical radiation of birds (Aves: 
Furnariidae). Evolution. 71:702–715.

https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2021.2435
https://github.com/pmartinezarbizu/pairwiseAdonis
https://github.com/pmartinezarbizu/pairwiseAdonis
https://doi.org/10.3389/fevo.2020.626124
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature25794
https://doi.org/10.1371/annotation/18e722e3-05db-4e40-86a0-bedfc4934a5a
https://doi.org/10.1371/annotation/18e722e3-05db-4e40-86a0-bedfc4934a5a


SYSTEMATIC BIOLOGY612

Sidlauskas B. 2008. Continuous and arrested morphological diversi-
fication in sister clades of characiform fishes: a phylomorphospace 
approach. Evolution. 62:3135–3156.

Silvestro D., Bacon C.D., Ding W., Zhang Q., Donoghue P.C., Antonelli 
A., Xing Y. 2021. Fossil data support a pre-Cretaceous origin of 
flowering plants. Nat. Ecol. Evol. 5:449–457.

Simões M., Breitkreuz L., Alvarado M., Baca S., Cooper J.C., Heins L., 
Herzog K., Liebman B.S. 2016. The evolving theory of evolutionary 
radiations. TREE 31:27–34.

Simpson G.G. 1953. The Major Features of Evolution. NY: Columbia 
Univ. Press.

Skeels A., Dinnage R., Medina I., Cardillo M. 2021. Ecological interac-
tions shape the evolution of flower color in communities across a 
temperate biodiversity hotspot. Evol. Lett. 5:277–289.

Souza L.S.D., Armbruster J.W., Willink P.W. 2020. Connectivity of 
neotropical river basins in the central Guiana Shield based on fish 
distributions. Front. For. Glob. Change. 3:8.

Stroud J.T., Losos J.B. 2016. Ecological opportunity and adaptive radi-
ation. Annu. Rev. Ecol. Evol. Syst. 47:507–532.

Strutzenberger P., Fiedler K. 2011. Temporal patterns of diversifica-
tion in Andean Eois, a species-rich clade of moths (Lepidoptera, 
Geometridae). J. Evol. Biol. 24:919–925.

Tejedor A., Calatayud G. 2022. Tree ferns from norther Peru: confir-
mation of the Amotape-Huancabamba Zone as a unique biotic 
hotspot in the tropical Andes. Brittonia. 74:1–17.

Testo W.L., Sessa E.B., Barrington D. 2019. The rise of the Andes 
promoted rapid diversification in neotropical Phlegmariurus 
(Lycopodiaceae). New Phytol. 222:604–613.

Thomson J.D., Wilson P. 2008. Explaining evolutionary shifts between 
bee and hummingbird pollination: convergence, divergence and 
directionality. Int. J. Plant Sci. 169:23–38.

Title P.O., Rabosky D.L. 2018. Tip rates, phylogenies and diversifi-
cation: what are we estimating, and how good are the estimates? 
Methods Ecol. Evol. 10:821–834.

Tribble C.M., May M.R., Jackson-Gain A., Zenil-Ferguson R., Specht 
C.D., Rothfels C.J. 2023. Unearthing modes of climatic adapta-
tion in underground storage organs across Liliales. Syst. Biol. 
72:198–212.

Triki A., Gaiwad J., Bouaziz B. 2019. TraitEx 2.0. Available from: 
https://bitbucket.org/traitExTool/traitextool, downloaded 
07/28/2021.

Uyeda J.C., Zenil-Ferguson R., Pennell M.W. 2018. Rethinking phylo-
genetic comparative methods. Syst. Biol. 67:1091–1109.

Valente L.M., Phillimore A.B., Etienne R.S. 2019. Equilibrium 
and non-equilibrium dynamics simultaneously operate in the 
Galápagos islands. Ecol. Lett. 18:844–852.

van der Bijl W. 2018. “phylopath: Easy phylogenetic path analysis in 
R. PeerJ 6:e4718.

Vasconcelos T., Boyko J.D., Beaulieu J.M. 2021. Linking mode of 
seed dispersal and climatic niche evolution in flowering plants. J. 
Biogeogr. 50:43–56.

Vasconcelos T.N.C., Alcantara S., Andrino C.O., Forest F., Reginato 
M., Simon M.F., Pirani J.R. 2020. Fast diversification through a 
mosaic of evolutionary histories characterizes the endemic flora 
of ancient neotropical mountains. R. Soc. Proc. B. 287:20192933. 
doi:10.1098/rspb.2019.2933

Vieu J.C., Hughes C.E., Kissling J., Grant J.R. 2022. Evolutionary 
diversification in the hyper-diverse montane forests of the tropical 
Andes: radiation of Macrocarpaea (Gentianaceae) and the possible 
role of range expansion. Bot. J. Linn. Soc. 199:53–75.

von Hardenberg A., Gonzalez-Voyer A. 2013. Disentangling evolu-
tionary cause-effect relationships with phylogenetic confirmatory 
path analysis. Evolution. 67:378–387.

Wellborn G.A., Langerhans R.B. 2015. Ecological opportunity and the 
adaptive diversification of lineages. Ecol. Evol. 5:176–195.

Wiens J.J. 2011. The causes of species richness patterns across space, 
time, and clades and the role of ecological limits. Q. Rev. Biol. 
86:75–96.

Willis K.J., Bhagwat S.L. 2009. Biodiversity and climate change. 
Science. 326:806–807.

Zizka A., Silvestro D., Andermann T., Azevedo J., Ritter C.D., 
Edler D., Farooq H., Herdean A., Ariza M., Scharn R., 
Svantesson S., Wengström N., Zizka V., Antonelli A. 2019. 
CoordinateCleaner: standardized cleaning of occurrence 
records from biological collection databases. Methods Ecol. 
Evol. 10:744–751.

VOL. 73

https://bitbucket.org/traitExTool/traitextool
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2019.2933

	The Sequential Direct and Indirect Effects of Mountain Uplift, Climatic Niche, and Floral Trait Evolution on Diversification Dynamics in an Andean Plant Clade
	Methods
	Existing Phylogenetic and Floral Trait Data for Merianieae
	Historical Biogeographic Analyses
	Diversification Rate Inference
	Historical Geomorphological Processes
	Collation of Climatic Niche and Vegetative Trait Data
	Estimating Climatic Niche, Vegetative, and Floral Trait Disparity and Evolution
	Exploring the Effects of Biogeography, Niche, and Trait Evolution on Diversification

	Results
	Biogeography, Diversification Dynamics, and Historical Processes in Merianieae
	Climatic Niche, Vegetative, and Floral Trait Disparity and Evolution
	Effects of Biogeography, Niche, and Trait Evolution on Diversification

	Discussion
	The Multiple Direct and Indirect Drivers of Diversification in Merianieae
	Graphical Models as Synthesis of Diversification Scenarios
	Conclusions

	Supplementary Material
	Funding
	 Acknowledgments
	References


