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Abstract
African clawed frogs (Xenopus) have been scientific and medical model species for
decades. These frogs present many curious features, and their genomic history is no
exception. As such, a variety of evolutionary genomic questions can be addressed with
these species in a comparative framework, owing to the great array of genetic tools
available and a large number of abundant species. The sex chromosomes of this group
are evolutionarily young, and this thesis establishes that there has been an additional
change in what constitutes the sex chromosomes in one species of Xenopus. This allows
us to compare the evolutionary trajectory of newly established sex chromosomes. By ex-
ploring the genetic content of these systems, profiling their recombinational activity, and
assessing the extent of nucleotide divergence between the sex chromosomes, we find that
sex chromosome evolution may be predictable in some aspects, and highly unpredictable
in others. In addition, this genus is uncharacteristic for vertebrates in the frequency with
which lineages undergo whole genome duplication. In this thesis, we explore the selective
dynamics operating on duplicate genes over time, and the rate at which duplicate copies
are purged from the genome from multiple Xenopus species. These investigations pro-
vide an animal perspective on the subject of biased subgenome evolution, characteristic
of allopolyploids. The last two chapters of this thesis redefine the species boundaries for
the most intensively studied Xenopus species (X. laevis), and explore the genetic extent
of hybridization between the common X. laevis and the endangered X. gilli. Overall,
this thesis provides a broad look at several aspects of Xenopus evolutionary genomics,
providing novel contributions to the fields of sex chromosome research, whole genome
duplication, and speciation and hybridization.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

Welcome, to my thesis.

1.1 Xenopus

Xenopus, informally known as African clawed frogs, are a genus of Anurans (tailless
amphibians) in the family Pipidae. These frogs are largely aquatic and exhibit a number
of traits well adapted for this life style, including fully webbed feet, retaining their lateral
line after metamorphosis, and a novel method of call production that does not involve
the use of large, inflated resonating chambers that are characteristic of many other frogs
(Tinsley and Kobel 1996; Tobias et al. 2011). The group has undergone fairly regular
taxonomic revision (Cannatella and Trueb 1988; Cannatella and Sa 1993; Bewick et al.
2012; Lloyd et al. 2012; Evans et al. 2015, to name a few), and is currently divided
into two subgenera, Silurana and Xenopus (Evans et al. 2015). These two genera are
distinguished based on the number of chromosomes in a haploid cell, being either 10 for
Silurana, or 9 for Xenopus (Evans et al. 2015). The majority of Xenopus species are
polyploid, ranging from tetraploid to multiple independent events of dodecaploid species
(Evans et al. 2015). In the subgenus Xenopus, all extant species are the descendants of
a single whole genome duplication event that established a tetraploid ancestor between
18 and 34 million years (my) ago (Tymowska 1991; Evans et al. 2015; Session et al.
2016). This duplication event was the result of an allopolyploidization event, combining
two fairly distinct diploid genomes (Tymowska 1991; Session et al. 2016); see below for
further details. In the extant tetraploids, these two subgenomes are labeled the L (long)
and S (short) subgenomes, representing that one set of chromosomes is physically longer
than their homeolog (i.e., chromosome related by genome duplication) (Matsuda et al.
2015).

Xenopus have a wide array of interesting features that have made them useful for
numerous scientific and medical investigations. First introduced as a pregnancy assay
in the 1930s (Gurdon and Hopwood 2003), these species have subsequently been part
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of many fields of study, including physiology (e.g., Hogan 2001), endocrinology (e.g.,
Olmstead et al. 2010), developmental biology (e.g., Watanabe et al. 2005), cellular bi-
ology (e.g., Wagner et al. 2000), investigations of neuronal control of sound production
and behavior (Kelley and Tobias 1999; Tobias et al. 2004; Tobias et al. 2011), and of
course, evolutionary biology of various kinds (e.g., Evans et al. 1998; Sémon and Wolfe
2008; Session et al. 2016). Due in part of the oddities of this group and its ability to
be easily housed in lab, these species have been exported world wide (Cannatella and
Sa 1993; Gurdon and Hopwood 2003) and have subsequently become invasive in many
areas (Measey and Tinsley 1998; Measey et al. 2017), and implicated as a contributing
factor to the spread of a deadly anuran pathogen (Weldon et al. 2004).

1.1.1 Objectives of this thesis

In this thesis, I present work advancing investigation of the Xenopus genomes, exploring
various aspects of sex biased genome evolution, the consequences of polyploidization for
selection and genome restructuring, and use genetic variation to assess species dynamics.

Part I

More is known about the sex chromosomes of Xenopus than any other amphibian. Pre-
vious research on the model species Xenopus Xenopus laevis has confirmed one of the
few known master regulators of sex determination (Yoshimoto et al. 2008). Subsequent
discoveries characterized the molecular origin of this master regulator, and hinted at its
absence in some Xenopus species (Bewick et al. 2011). The goal of my sex chromosome
research was to substantiate a potential change in sex chromosomes, and compare the
evolutionary trajectories of different sex chromosome systems in this genus. Chapter
2 focuses on a phylogenetic analysis of the using representatives of various Xenopus
lineages to establish the evolutionary relationships among species with each sex chromo-
some system, and contains a genome-wide scan of molecular variation to determine the
sex chromosome of the new system. Chapter 3 covers a detailed analysis of recombina-
tion suppression and molecular divergence of these recently evolved sex chromosomes.
Broadly, this work addresses the topic of predictability in sex chromosome evolution. By
looking at two newly evolved systems, we can compare whether or not they evolved in
similar ways, which would hint at general forces that govern sex chromosome evolution.
As well, by studying the early stages of sex chromosome evolution, this work adds to
our understanding of the fundamental steps that shape these chromosomes.

Part II

The evolutionary history of this group is characterized by reticulate evolution. There
have been at least 10 whole genome duplication (WGD) events in this genus, which are
thought to be from hybridization of different species (allopolyploidization), producing
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tetraploid, octoploid, and dodecaploids (Evans et al. 2015). Previous work has compared
selection acting on duplicate genes, but the recently sequenced genome of X. laevis (Ses-
sion et al. 2016) and development of models for estimating the deletion rate of genes in
the presence of missing data (Dang et al. 2016), allowed me to expand previous work to
assess the rate of gene loss over time and evaluate selection in the context of genes con-
tributed by the individual diploid ancestors of the Xenopus genus. To this end, chapter
4 leverages transcriptome data of several Xenopus species to explore questions related to
the dynamics of subgenome evolution in an animal allopolyploid. WGD of some kind is
thought to be a pivotal feature in the genomic history of many successful groups, includ-
ing angiosperms (where WGD is rampant; Jiao et al. 2011) and even vertebrates (2R
hypothesis; Dehal and Boore 2005). Overall, this work addresses the selective dynamics
that have shaped genomes following duplication and adds an animal perspective to a
field largely dominated by plant studies.

Part III

The species X. laevis has been a favorite of researchers for decades (Cannatella and Sa
1993; Gurdon and Hopwood 2003). Previous research on X. laevis established that genet-
ically distinct populations show different physiological and developmental responses to
agricultural contaminants in the environment (Du Preez et al. 2009). Through an Africa-
wide comprehensive assessment of genetic variation, chapter 5 makes a reassessment of
species status and relationships for the widely studied model clawed frog, X. laevis, re-
defining its distribution and elevating several close relatives to full species status. This
detailed understanding of genetic structure for this species contextualizes the wide array
of studies done on this frog, and may aid in understanding differential responses among
individuals to various challenges. In addition, with its wide distribution, this species and
its close relatives can offer insight into the biogeographic forces that influence species
boundaries and distributions across Africa.

Finally, the reticulate history hints at a history of hybridization in this group. In
extant species, there have been reports of hybridization between several pairs of species
(Rau 1978; Picker 1985; Yager 1996; Fischer et al. 2000). One of these potential hybrid
zones is between an endangered species (X. gilli) and the considerably common X. laevis,
posing a genomic threat to wipe out the smaller, vulnerable X. gilli (Picker 1985; Measey
et al. 2011; Villiers et al. 2016). However, genetic investigations into the extent of this
introgression have been conflicting, with some reporting a great deal of introgression
(Fogell et al. 2013), and others reporting almost none (Evans et al. 1998). In chapter
6, my colleagues and I perform the most comprehensive genetic investigation to date on
this hybrid zone using single marker analyses and do not find any evidence of genetic in-
trogression. This work underscores that although hybrids may be found between species,
there is not necessarily introgression and a progressive genetic degeneration of one. The
threat that the common X. laevis poses to the vulnerable and unique X. gilli is perhaps
more related to ecological and direct competition for food and breeding resources.

3

http://www.mcmaster.ca/


Ph.D. Thesis – Benjamin L. S. Furman; McMaster University– Biological Sciences

Overall, these five chapters expand our knowledge of Xenopus biology, for both species
dynamics and genome evolution. What follows are more detailed introductions to the
three topics of Sex Chromosomes, Whole Genome Duplication, and Xenopus Speciation
& Hybridization, covered in this dissertation. All chapters in this thesis are either
published (chapters 2,3,5,6) or submitted (chapter 4).

1.2 An introduction to sex chromosomes, their evolution and
diversity

Sex-chromosome evolution is rapid and quixotic, and plays by
unique rules. We can begin to understand these rules by comparing
the sex chromosomes in the different vertebrate lineages.

(Graves and Peichel 2010)

In many metazoans, not all chromosomes are equal. Typically, a pair of homologous chro-
mosomes will contain genes that will dictate what sex an embryo will develop, and are
called the sex chromosomes (Stevens 1905). These sex chromosomes evolve from a pair of
autosomes and what makes them unique is their sex biased modes of inheritance (Ohno
1966). Sex chromosomes come in two forms, either ZZ:males/ZW:females, called female
heterogamy and containing a female specific W chromosome, or XX:females/XY:males,
called male heterogamy and containing a male specific Y chromosome. Their sex biased
modes of inheritance leads to unique selective pressures and population genetic phenom-
ena. For instance, there is a selective advantage to put genes that are beneficial to one
sex on the chromosomes that spends most of its time in that sex (e.g., a female beneficial
gene is best to have on a W in a ZW/ZZ system; Rice 1987). Another unique feature of
sex chromosomes is that, from a population perspective, there are different copy num-
bers of each chromosome type. For every four copies of homologous autosomes (two in
each sex), there are three shared sex chromosomes (two X’s in females, one in males, the
opposite for Z chromosomes), and one sex limited chromosome (one W in a female, or
one Y in a male). This 4:3:1 ratio1 reflects the relative numbers of chromosomal copies
in a population of each type, referred to as the effective population size (Ne), and estab-
lishes an expectation for the strength of selection that can act on each chromosome type
(and the expected level of population polymorphism for each chromosome type). Low
Ne means that genetic drift2 is able to overwhelm purifying selection, and mutations
will accumulate. Conversely a high Ne means that selection is capable of removing more
mutations from the population. Thus, the low Ne of the W and Y chromosome means

1This is assuming a stable and equal ratio of females and males in the population. If this ratio is
changed, for example due to high variance in male reproductive success, or philopatry of one sex, then
slightly more of one chromosomes at the expense of the other is expected (e.g., strong variance in male
success will reduce the Y Ne further).

2Genetic drift is the process by which random alleles are not passed on to the next generation due
to sampling error and affected by variable reproductive success among individuals and finite population
sizes.
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that these chromosomes are expected to accumulate mutations at a faster rate than the
Z or X, and faster still than the autosomes.

This accumulation of mutations and sex specific genes surrounding the sex determin-
ing gene creates creates a pressure to suppress recombination between the Z and W, or
the X and Y in the heteromagetic sex. Suppression of recombination further exacerbates
the weakening of selection due to low Ne through Hill-Robertson interference, which is
the competing of two beneficial mutations both vying for fixation (without recombina-
tion bringing them together on the same haplotype) or the interference of deleterious
mutations hindering the fixation of beneficial ones (Hill and Robertson 1966; Gordo and
Charlesworth 2001). As well, strong linkage disequilibrium from the suppressed recombi-
nation on the sex limited chromosome makes them vulnerable to losing diversity through
selective sweeps (Smith and Haigh 1974) and background selection (Charlesworth et al.
1993). Deleterious mutations accumulate in these non-recombining regions in a process
known as Müllers ratchet, where the least mutated allele is lost by genetic drift (Muller
1932, 1964; Felsenstein 1974; Gordo and Charlesworth 2001). Thus, over time, the W
and Z (or X and Y) sex chromosomes diverge from one another in nucleotide sequence
and gene content. The accumulation of mutations on the W and Y from the weakened
purifying selection, owing to the small Ne and exacerbated by its inability to match with
a recombining partner (two Ws or two Ys are not typically brought together), promotes
the formation of heterochromatin and a selective pressure to move critical genes that
cannot withstand the mutation accumulation off of the sex limited chromosome (Rice
et al. 1994). The net effect is that the sex limited chromosome will often shrink over
time, as is seen in most mammals and neognathe birds, with diminutive, gene poor Y
and W chromosomes (Bachtrog et al. 2014).

Though the presence of females and males is fairly ubiquitous for vertebrates (present
in many plant lineages, and sporadically in other lineages of organisms), and though the
molecular cascade that leads to the development of one sex or the other is conserved
across vertebrates, the sex chromosomes themselves are highly variable. They are vari-
able in i) the amount of divergence and recombination between the two sex chromosomes,
ii) the sex chromosomes that contain the genes and the state of them (ZW or XY) can
be different even between closely related species, and iii) there is great diversity in what
the master sex determining gene is (Bachtrog et al. 2014). While some sex chromosomes
are highly diverged (termed ‘heteromorphic’), like those of mammals with less than 100
genes on the Y compared to over 800 genes on the X and have recombination restricted
to just the absolute tips of chromosomes (Hughes and Rozen 2012), others similar in
gene content with non-diverged in nucleotide sequences, and may recombine throughout
the chromosome. The most striking case of a lack of divergence is in the tiger pufferfish
(Takifugu rubripes), which has a single base pair difference between females and males,
and appears to lack recombination suppression entirely (Kamiya et al. 2012). Alter-
natively, some frogs appear to have no differentiation between the sex chromosomes,
despite seemingly complete recombination suppression between the sex chromosomes
(Stöck et al. 2011; Stöck et al. 2013). Changes between ZW and XY systems are also
very common in some groups, transitioning at least 27 times in amphibians (Evans et al.
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2012), 17–25 times in geckos alone (Gamble et al. 2015), and very frequently in fish
(Devlin and Nagahama 2002). Finally, as for the master sex determining genes them-
selves, a wide variety are known, from growth factors (GSDFY, Myosho et al. 2012, to
several different transcription factors (SOX3/SR-Y, Berta et al. 1990; Takehana et al.
2014; DM-Y /DM-W /DMRT-1 , Matsuda et al. 2002; Yoshimoto et al. 2008; Smith et al.
2009), and hormone receptors (AMHR2, Kamiya et al. 2012; AR, Fujii et al. 2014). In
some clades, like the medaka fish, several different types of genes can be found controlling
sex among these closely related species (Myosho et al. 2015a).

Through all this variation, it’s hard to see if there are any general rules governing sex
chromosome evolution. However, there are some similarities among all these differences.
For instance, many of the known master sex determining genes are variants of one
another. The aforementioned DM-Y and DM-W are duplicates of the gene DMRT-
1 , all of which act as master sex determining genes. Similarly, the gene SOX3 is the
master regulator in mammals (as SR-Y ), and is the most likely candidate in several fish
species (Takehana et al. 2014; Myosho et al. 2015a). On a broader scale, large blocks
encompassing many genes have independently become sex linked in many long diverged
lineages (e.g., a gecko and birds, Kawai et al. 2009; another between several frogs, fish,
and mammals, outlined in Chapter 2). Overall, these similarities point to the possibility
that there are only a few options in the genome that can control the sex determining
cascade, that some blocks of genes or only certain genes will be continuously co-opted
to act as the sex chromosomes (Graves and Peichel 2010; O’Meally et al. 2012). There
is certainly some ascertainment bias in these studies, in that we tend to look for things
we know of, but the similarities across diverse taxa hint at an overall predictability
for sex chromosome evolution. If there is a turnover event, and new sex chromosomes
established, perhaps then there are only a limited number of possibilities as to what will
constitute the sex chromosomes.

There is a solid theoretical basis for understanding what happens to sex chromosomes
after formation, establishing the expectation that sexually antagonistic genes3 will ac-
cumulate on the sex chromosomes, and this will enlarge the region of suppressed recom-
bination (Rice 1987). If there is a build up of sexually antagonistic genes surrounding
the master sex determining gene, then recombination breaking up the sex specific alle-
les would produce lower fitness offspring, promoting the suppression of recombination.
Strongly sexually antagonistic genes are even thought to drive turnover of sex chromo-
some (Van Doorn and Kirkpatrick 2007). In a species of Malawi cichlids this may have
been the case, as the sex determining gene has moved to a chromosome containing a
gene for a gene controlling a sexually antagonistic color variant (Roberts et al. 2009). A
recent compelling case for the role of sexual antagonism in modulating the boundaries of
suppressed recombination was described in guppy fish. In areas of high predation pres-
sure (the downstream populations), sexual selection for a male specific bright coloration
is too costly and recombination suppression on the sex chromosomes is less expansive

3These are genes with a sex specific effect, beneficial to one sex and either neutral or even detrimental
to the other sex. These genes may also simply have opposing selective strengths between the sexes (being
strongly beneficial in one, and only weakly beneficial in the other).
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than in low predation pressure populations where sexual selection is stronger (Wright
et al. 2017). Thus, in this system there seems to be a strong link between sexual an-
tagonism over coloration and the boundaries of recombination suppression. However,
further support for the sound theoretical literature espousing the importance of sexual
antagonsism is limited. This is due in part to the difficulties of determining whether the
sexually antagonistic genes came before or after the suppression of recombination, as
areas of low recombination on the sex chromosomes may promote the accumulation of
sexually antagonistic genes (Rice 1987), rather than be caused by sexually antagonistic
genes.

Sex chromosomes are often found to have inversions between them. These inversions
are a possible mechanism to establish recombination suppression (Stevison et al. 2011),
and the subsequent accumulation of sexually antagonistic genes in these regions can act
as a selective pressure promoting fixation of the inversions (Charlesworth et al. 2005).
Inversions disrupt chromosome alignment during paring, and interfere with the forma-
tion of crossovers. Often the effect to recombination extends beyond the breakpoints,
promoting an even wider effect of recombination suppression (Stevison et al. 2011). But,
like sexually antagonistic genes, inversions are more likely to occur in places where re-
combination is suppressed, making it difficult to establish what came first (Charlesworth
and Charlesworth 1973; Navarro and Ruiz 1997). Recent work has demonstrated that re-
combination suppression preceded degeneration and divergence of the sex chromosomes.
In Neurospora, a phylogenetic comparative analyses established that closely related lin-
eages have different inversions on their sex chromosomes, but a consistent region of
recombination suppression, suggesting that suppression was the ancestral condition and
inversions came after (Sun et al. 2017).

Recombination suppression can be achieved by means other than physical differences
between sex chromosomes. Recombination modifiers are sequence variants that alter the
local rates of recombination (Ji et al. 1999; Ortiz-Barrientos et al. 2016). These sites
may be targeted by proteins like PRDM9, which coordinates the formation and repair
of double stranded breaks (Baudat et al. 2010). Selective pressure to reduce the rates
of recombination, perhaps by altering the sequences that proteins like PRDM9 bind to,
can then promote the formation of recombination cold spots, which could then lower the
fitness cost of mutations like inversions that reinforce recombinaiton suppression (Butlin
2005). What exactly constitute recombination modifiers and how they work is still an
active area of research (Ortiz-Barrientos et al. 2016), but these likely play a role in sex
chromosome recombination suppression (Charlesworth et al. 2005; Chapter 3.3.2,3.4.1).

Relatedly, sex chromosomes are often found to have “strata” of genetic divergence
(Lahn and Page 1999), meaning that chunks of the sex chromosomes have regions of
divergence that are different from one another, indicating that they ceased recombining
at different points in time. In mammals and in birds, nucleotide divergence between
genes present on both of the sex chromosomes (X and Y, Z and W, respectively) falls
into blocks of increasing levels of divergence, moving out from the sex determining genes
(Lahn and Page 1999; Handley et al. 2004; Zhou et al. 2014). These strata may be related
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to inversions that happen at different points in time (Lahn and Page 1999). But, for some
sex chromosomes, divergence does not fall into discrete blocks. Instead, there appears to
have been progressive expansion of the non-recombining region and with continuously
decreasing divergence along sex chromosomes moving away from the sex determinign
gene. For instance, divergence of the X and Y of Silene latifolia is highest near the
sex determining gene, and has a rather smooth decrease in divergence moving away
(indicative of a lack of strata with hard boundaries, Bergero et al. 2007). Stickleback
sex chromosomes (resulting from the fusion of an autosome and an old Y chromosome)
show a similar patter too, and in the Japan Sea lineage nucleotide divergence does not
fall into discrete blocks (Natri et al. 2013). Thus, it seems that expansion of the non-
recombining region may occur in stages, or may be a continuous process.

So, what we are left with is a conundrum over how sex chromosomes evolve. Sexually
antagonistic genes may, or may not accumulate. Inversions may or may not happen.
Degeneration may be stepwise or progressive, or not happen at all. And, an unexplained
element is that the various features of sex chromosomes are not always related to the age
of the sex chromosomes (Wright et al. 2016). There are old sex chromosomes, like those
of Paleognathe birds, that have only stopped recombining on about 1

3 of the chromosome,
and show limited molecular differentiation despite being >80 my old (Vicoso et al. 2013;
Yazdi and Ellegren 2014). And, there are young systems, only a few million years old,
that already have considerable cytological and nucleotide differences (e.g., Drosophila
miranda, Bachtrog et al. 2008). Thus, though there may be some degree of predictability
in what can act as a sex determining gene or constitutes the sex chromosomes in terms
of overall gene content, once established, there is little predictability in what will happen
to the sex chromosomes.

This all leads to the question of how predictable the evolution of sex chromosomes
may be. Once established, why do they degenerate in some cases and not others?
What governs the dynamics and establishment of recombination suppression and its
expansion or lack of? To answer questions regarding sex chromosome evolution, we need
to study newly evolved, closely related systems in a comparative genomics framework,
which allows us to understand shared and divergent forces acting on sex chromosomes
soon after establishment. Studies of young systems can help elucidate what are the
prominent features that set sex chromosomes off on one path or the other.

Here, we use Xenopus to explore the predictability of sex chromosome evolution,
assessing both the regions that control sex and the trajectory of sex chromosomes after
establishment. In this genus, the majority of species have a gene called DM-W , which
resides on a W chromosome (Yoshimoto et al. 2008). Broad phylogenetic surveys of
this genus have established that this gene is the result of a partial duplication of the
S subgenome copy of DMRT-1 , and is present in the majority of subgenus Xenopus
(Bewick et al. 2011). DM-W is a female-dominant negative gene, whereby its presence
will lead to the development of a female, and its absence means a male will develop,
(and transgenic-DM-W ZZ individuals will develop as females, Yoshimoto et al. 2008).
Transcriptional activity of DMRT-1 , which normally turns on genes that lead to male
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development, is antagonised in a dose-dependent manner by DM-W , likely due to their
shared DNA-binding sequence (Yoshimoto et al. 2010). DM-W is thought to bind to
the targets of DMRT-1 , and lacking a functional transactivation domain, prevents the
targets of DMRT-1 from being expressed (Yoshimoto et al. 2010). DM-W resides at
the tip of chromosome 2L in a W-specific segment, about 278 kb in size, and together
with a small unique Z region (about 83 kb) are the only differentiated regions between
the Z and W (encompassing <1% of the total chromosome length, Mawaribuchi et al.
2016). Overall, the sex chromosomes of X. laevis are highly homomorphic, as are other
Xenopus that have been investigated (Tymowska 1991), but measurements of sex specific
recombination rates and profiles were lacking (see chapter 3; Furman and Evans 2016).

However, DM-W is not present in all Xenopus species. Cloning and PCR based efforts
were unable to detect DM-W in X. borealis and it’s close relatives (though these efforts
did detect a very diverged copy in X. clivii; Bewick et al. 2011). This monophyletic
clade of Xenopus species (Evans et al. 2004; Evans et al. 2005; Evans et al. 2015) lacking
DM-W was a candidate case of a sex chromosome turnover in the group. But, whether
this clade could possibly contain an older system or a newer system was uncertain, as the
phylogenetic relationship between this clade and other DM-W possessing Xenopus has
had different supported resolutions, depending on the particular markers used (Evans
et al. 2004; Evans et al. 2005; Evans et al. 2015).

In this thesis, I explore various outstanding questions related to Xenopus sex chromo-
somes, and through this aim to understand the evolutionary consequences of establishing
novel sex chromosomes. These questions include: i) resolving the phylogenetic relation-
ships among Xenopus to understand the history of DM-W (chapter 2), ii) testing for the
sex specific presence of DM-W in the species most distantly related to X. laevis (chapter
2), iii) validating the presence of a new sex chromosome system in X. borealis (chapter 2),
iv) exploring the extent of sex linkage and recombination suppression for these two sex
chromosome systems (chapter 3), v) comparing genome-wide sex specific recombination
rates in X. laevis and X. borealis (a first for ZZ/ZW amphibians; chapter 3), vi) profiling
nucleotide differentiation of the newly derived sex chromosomes of X. borealis (chapter
3). The results indicate both predictability in sex chromosome evolution, supporting
the notion of repeated co-option of some regions to act as sex chromosomes (chapter 2).
But also underscore the unpredictability of sex chromosomes, as the two Xenopus sex
chromosome systems have radically different evolutionary trajectories (chapter 3). Re-
combination suppression has not progressed in the older X. laevis DM-W based system,
beyond the small region surrounding DM-W , but encompasses nearly 50% of the newer
X. borealis sex chromosomes, underscoring that sex chromosome degeneration is not re-
lated to the age of the system. The new sex chromosomes of X. borealis have rapidly
established widespread recombination suppression, exemplifying that suppression does
not always occur in stages, nor must it be a slow, progressive process (chapter 3). And
finally, despite recombination suppression being widespread in this new system, differ-
entiation between the sex chromosomes is only modest, indicating that the extent of
suppression is not necessarily related to the amount of sex chromosome differentiation
(chapter 3).
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1.3 An introduction to whole genome duplication

[N]atural selection [. . . ] is an extremely efficient policeman which
conserves the vital base sequence of each gene. [. . . ] An escape
from the ruthless pressure of natural selection is provided by the
mechanism of gene duplication, [. . . emerging] as the major force of
evolution.

(Ohno 1970)

Whole genome duplication (WGD) results in the doubling of every gene in the genome.
This can happen either through the duplication of one species genome, termed autopoly-
ploidization, or by the merging of two species where the entire genomic complement of
each is maintained, called allopolyploidization. Duplication of the entire genome can
bring about problems in the form of unstable meiosis, difficulty finding breeding part-
ners that have also undergone WGD, and decreased level of purifying selection keeping
deleterious mutations at bay (Comai 2005; Wang et al. 2010). However, duplications of
the entire genome can also be beneficial, allowing for exploration of novel phenotypes
(Ohno 1970), and provide greatly increased possible genetic combinations during game-
togenesis (from exchange between subgenomes4, Rieseberg 2001). As a testament to the
benefits of WGD, many successful groups have signals of both ancient polyploidy and
recent polyploidy (e.g., Teleosts and Salmonids: Allendorf and Thorgaard 1984; Inoue
et al. 2015; angiosperms: Fawcett et al. 2009; Jiao et al. 2011). As well, WGD events
have occurred at pivotal points, such as the origin of vertebrates (Dehal and Boore 2005),
or during the domestication of various crop plants (e.g., corn, Woodhouse et al. 2014;
cotton, Renny-Byfield et al. 2015; Brassica, Cheng et al. 2012; wheat, Feldman et al.
2012).

WGD through allopolyploidization brings together two diverged genomes of lower
ploidy ancestors, and is a mode of reticulate evolution, potentially eroding species bound-
aries and sympatrically creating a new one. Because of the already present divergence of
the genomes, allopolyploids probably immediately have disomic inheritance at meiosis
(as opposed to the formation of multivalenets), giving greater genomic stability (avoid-
ing pairing issues of diverged chromosomes and coordinating recombination events across
more that two pairing partners, Comai et al. 2003). As well, the merging of diverged ge-
netic material provides greater starting variation for selection to act upon (compared to
an autopolyploid, which just doubles its own genome) and may confer heterosis (i.e., the
advantage of being a hybrid) (Salmon et al. 2005). But, allopolyploidization is not with-
out consequences, and could allow for release of transposable elements (TEs) potentially
leading to “genomic shock”, with widespread changes to gene expression (McClintock
1984; Comai et al. 2003).

4a ‘subgenome’ is the half of the genome inherited from the low ploidy ancestor. Thus a newly formed
tetraploid from two diploid progenitors has two subgenomes.
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There have been many plant allopolyploids that have been analyzed, including numer-
ous crop and model species, such as cotton (Renny-Byfield et al. 2015), wheat (Feldman
et al. 2012), coffee (Combes et al. 2013), Brassica rapa (Cheng et al. 2012), Arabadop-
sis suecica and possibly the ancient polyploidzation of Arabadopsis thaliana (Garsmeur
et al. 2013). From these studies, it is evident that post-allopolyploidization bias fractio-
nantion is observed, which refers to the preferential deletion of one parental genome over
the other. As well, generally one parental genome is expressed more than the other and
experiences stronger purifying selection (Adams 2007). These differences are attributed
to differences between the genomes of the lower ploidy progenitors, and are perhaps the
consequence of different TE populations between the subgenome. In corn, silencing of
TEs has an off-target effects of silencing adjacent genes, making different TE populations
between subgenomes a potential source of biased fractionation (Woodhouse et al. 2014;
discussed further in the context of Xenopus polyploids in chapter 4).

Though polyploidization of one kind or another has played a role in the evolution
of metazoans, and vertebrates are no exception (Dehal and Boore 2005; Canestro et al.
2013), there are few cases of confirmed vertebrate allopolyploidization. Though rare in
the context of total number of species, many species of polyploid amphibians and fish
are known (Mable 2004; Mable et al. 2011). For example, Salmonids, a diverse group
of fish, have undergone further WGDs than the basal teolost duplication (Allendorf
and Thorgaard 1984; Jaillon et al. 2004), but this probably not an allopolyploidization
event, and may instead been autopolyploidization as biased fractionantion is not ob-
served (Garsmeur et al. 2013; Berthelot et al. 2014). Over 64 species of amphibians are
thought to be polyploids (Schmid et al. 2015), but few have had their route to polyploidy
confidently determined. For some species, multivalent chromosome chains are formed
at meiosis, indicating a likely autopolyploid origin (Schmid et al. 2015). Confirming
allopolyploidy is difficult as lower ploidy progenitors may not be known5. Amphibians
are uncharacteristic for vertebrates as they have many polyploid species with two sexes,
whereas many other polyploid vertebrates tend to be parthenogenic (Schmid et al. 2015).
In plants the two types of polyploids may be distinguished based on whether or not
there is biased fractionation (Garsmeur et al. 2013), and that likely holds for animals.
For amphibians, Xenopus were thought to represent a case of allopolyploidy based on
kayrotypic differences of one homeologous chromosome being larger than the other (Ty-
mowska 1991), and a recent genome sequence of X. laevis supports this as being the case
based on different TE populations (details below; Session et al. 2016). Thus, studying
Xenopus provides a rare animal perspective on the genomic and adaptive consequences
of allopolyploidization.

Subgenus Xenopus species represent 44% of known polyploid amphibians (Schmid et
al. 2015), and are minimally tetraploid (chromosome numbers of 2n = 4x = 36, gametes
carry 18 chromosome that are two sets of nine homeologous chromosome). The diploid
descendants of Xenopus ancestors that contributed to this allopolyploidization event

5In that case, allopolyploidy is indicated by close between species (interspecific) relationships for genes
than within species. The half of the genome that came from the ancestor of the lower ploidy species will
form a closer phylogenetic relationship than with it homeologous sequence within the polyploid species.
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have not been found (Evans et al. 2015; Session et al. 2016). In the sister clade Silurana
(2n = 20 chromosome pairs, gametes carry 10), a diploid species still exists (X. tropicalis),
and is a likely descendant of the ancestral diploid that gave rise to the several tetraploid
species (2n = 4x = 40, gametes carry 20 with two sets of 10 homeologous chromosomes)
in this subgenus (Evans et al. 2015). There are also several octoploid (2n = 8x = 72) and
dodecaploid (2n = 12x = 108) subgenus Xenopus species. WGD in Xenopus is thought
to occur via an intermediate triploid stage, followed by multiple rounds of unreduced
gametes and back crossing to parental species (Kobel and Du Pasquier 1986). First,
two species breed, producing offspring of the same ploidy. This offspring then produces
an unreduced gamete and backcross to one of the parental species, producing a triploid
offspring6. This triploid offspring produces an unreduced gamete and backcrosses to
the other parental species, producing a tetraploid offspring containing the genome of
both parental species (Kobel and Du Pasquier 1986). Curiously, through this process
the sex limited W-chromosome is not necessarily duplicated if the individual producing
the unreduced gametes and the triploid stage is a female (Bewick et al. 2011). This
process has been replicated in lab with various Xenopus tetraploid species to produce
viable octoploids, and is assumed to be how WGD has been achieved in nature for this
group (Kobel and Du Pasquier 1986; Tinsley and Kobel 1996). Why there are so many
polyploids in this group remains an open question. Whether polyploidy provides benefits
to animals generally is uncertain (Mable et al. 2011) (unlike what has been shown in
plants, Comai 2005). In Xenopus, one interesting case points to a possible escape from
parasite infections, wherein populations of co-occuring tetraploids and octoploids, the
tetraploids carry parasites that do not infect the octoploids (Jackson and Tinsley 2001).

The timing of the ancestral WGD prior to speciation of extant subgenus Xenopus
individuals is difficult to estimate. Since the diploid ancestors that contributed to this
event are extinct, any comparisons of homeologous sequences aimed at estimating the
time of their divergence only estimate the time at which the two diploid ancestors spe-
ciated from one another. Doing these comparisons sets an upper bound on the age of
the WGD event, and a lower bound can be set by estimate the age of the most recent
common ancestor (MRCA) of all extant Xenopus tetraploids. Until recently, the upper
bound estimate ranged from 29–66 (Chain and Evans 2006; Hellsten et al. 2007), and
lower bound estimates ranged from 17–41 (Evans et al. 2004; Chain and Evans 2006;
Session et al. 2016)7. Session et al. (2016) took an interesting approach to try an es-
timate the actual time at which the two subgenomes were merged. They determined
that the S-subgenome had a unique TE population not shared with the L-subgenome.
Using relic TEs of this subgenome specific population, they computed JC-corrected nu-
cleotide divergence between these relic sequences and an estimated ancestral sequence
of them, and then divided it by their estimated mutation rate from synonymous sites
of protein coding genes. This approach yielded an age of 17–18 my ago as the age of

6Triploid eggs and unreduced gametes can be produced by temperature shock, or by applying pressure
to eggs to prevent extrusion of the polar body (Kobel 1981).

7These ranges are primarily due to choice of calibration points, being either the rifting of Africa and
South America (Bewick et al. 2012), older fossil evidence (Henrici and Báez 2001), newer fossil evidence
(Cannatella 2015), or calibration points from other non-Xenopus species (Hellsten et al. 2007).
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the WGD event, but did leverage only the youngest estimated calibration point to do so
(from Cannatella 2015). If this date is correct, then it means subsequent WGD events
in Xenopus have happened quite regularly (~1 duplication per 2 my).

Duplicate gene retention rates in tetraploid Xenopus are high, as 60% of genes are still
in duplicate copy in X. laevis (Session et al. 2016). How and why such a large fraction
has been maintained could be a consequence of selection to maintain both duplicate
copies. Neofunctionalization, where a duplicate copy acquires a new function (Ohno
1970), and subfunctionalization, with either partitioning of a diverse ancestral function
or a sharing of a dosage requirement (Force et al. 1999) are two possible explanations
invoking selection for the retention of duplicates. Both of these topics have been explored
in Xenopus, but only a few genes fit with the expectations generated by these possibilities
(Chain and Evans 2006; Sémon and Wolfe 2008), but see Hellsten et al. (2007) for a
somewhat higher estimate. A large fraction of Xenopus duplicate gene pairs still have
overlapping expression profiles (Chain et al. 2008; Sémon and Wolfe 2008), indicating
that they still likely fulfill similar roles. Mostly, investigations of selective constraints
acting on duplicate gene pairs in Xenopus consistently find that purifying selection is
relaxed in the tetraploids, compared to the diploid X. tropicalis, indicating that the two
hoemologs likely do not have unique roles (or else they should show purifiying selection
levels similar to diploids, where the majority of genes are fulfilling unique roles) (Chain
and Evans 2006; Hellsten et al. 2007; Chain et al. 2008; Sémon and Wolfe 2008). A
limitation of these studies is that they often include only one or two Xenopus species,
and typically just X. laevis (with X. tropicalis as a diploid comparison).

Dosage constraints can be a powerful force to retain duplicate copies. After WGD,
all genes are in the same copy number relative to one another, thus any deletions of
one would create a stoichiometric imbalance of epistatically interacting genes (Birch-
ler and Newton 1981; Lynch and Conery 2000; Freeling 2009; Gout and Lynch 2015).
There is an expectation that expression levels of the two homeologs may drift apart
over time, and as one copy encompasses the majority of the needed expression level
the fitness cost of silencing the other copy becomes lower (Freeling et al. 2012; Gout
and Lynch 2015). In this manner, duplicate genes may be retained for long periods of
time before becoming pseudogenized, after expression levels have sufficiently diverged.
This model has support from the 350 my old Paramecium aurelia, where some genes
have only recently become pseudogenized (Gout and Lynch 2015). In X. laevis, Session
et al. (2016) reports finding 760 homeologs pairs where one homeolog shows little to no
expression and has relaxed purifying selection. As well, Chain et al. (2008) found that
some duplicate copies in X. laevis had different levels of overall expression (while being
similar in tissue and timing), indicating that Xenopus have accumulated some level of
expression divergence between hoemologs (also similar to the finding of Hellsten et al.
2007). With homeolog expression levels drifting apart over time in Xenopus, eventually
genes will begin to pseudogenize (Zhang and Yang 2015), especially since these low ex-
pression genes have increased substitution rates (Session et al. 2016). As for the rate at
which the other 40% were lost, little is known. It could be that these genes were rapidly
pseudogenized after WGD, or that they have been slowly lost over time (supporting the
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drift-pseudogenization hypothesis). Chapter 4 addresses this question.

Previous research on Xenopus duplicate gene expression has been limited to com-
paring duplicate genes to one another, but lacked the context of subgenome of origin
(Channing and Howell 2006; Hellsten et al. 2007; Chain et al. 2008; Sémon and Wolfe
2008). Thus, across genes, researchers have not known which copies were from the same
subgenome. The recent genome sequence of X. laevis alleviates this issue, meaning that
a lot of these questions regarding neo-/subfunctionalization, expression divergence of
homeologs, differential selective pressure, and genome restructuring post-duplication,
can be revisited and addressed in the context of the subgenomes contributed from each
of the diploid ancestors. The X. laevis genome analysis pointed to consistent differences
in expression of and selection on genes between the subgenomes (Session et al. 2016).
However, this analysis was limited to mostly just X. laevis, and did not thoroughly ex-
plore other Xenopus species. In this thesis, I present a Xenopus subgenus-wide analysis
of the rates of gene loss and selection acting on duplicate copies, that explicitly com-
pares the L- and S-subgenomes. Such an analysis can determine if the differences seen
for X. laevis are universal in the genus, and assess general forces governing duplicate
genome evolution in the group, as opposed to species specific influences. As well, using
multiple species in a phylogenetic context allows for the exploration of how these forces
change over time. Chapter 4 outlines that differences between the subgenomes were
present at the time of duplications. Additionally, the previously described differences
between the subgenomes (weaker purifying selection on the S and greater gene loss) do
seem to be the case for all Xenopus tetraploids.

1.4 Speciation and Hybridization in Xenopus

I said, if they are going to name a Xenopus species after me, I
want it to be named Xenopus benopus

Ben Evans, personal comm.

Xenopus are part of an early branching lineage of Anurans, called Pipoidea (Ford and
Cannatella 1993), separating from other anurans 225 my ago (Roelants et al. 2007).
These frogs include the fossorial Rhinophrynidae and the aquatic Pipidae families, the
former including one extant genera Rhinophrynus, and the later including Pipa, Hy-
menochirus, Pseudhymenochirus and Xenopus. Currently there are 29 species of Xeno-
pus divided into two subgenera, Silurana and Xenopus (Evans et al. 2015). Xenopus are
spread across subsharan Africa, with high species diversity concentrated in the Albertine
Rift, and central Africa (Tinsley and Kobel 1996; Evans et al. 2015). Xenopus species do
not exhibit much morphological diversity, despite existing for tens of millions of years as
a clade. However, Xenopus do have great vocal diversity, and produce more individual
call types than most other amphibians, including females which are generally silent in
amphibians (Tobias et al. 1998). These calls can be territorial in nature, or indicate
various reproductive states such as advertisement, release from amplexus, or indicating
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that they are unreceptive (Tobias et al. 2004; Tobias et al. 2011). Xenopus also have high
diversity in the range of species distributions, with some species confined to a single lake
(X. longipes), or spread out across thousands of square kilometers (for instance X. laevis,
ranging from the south tip of South Africa, all the way to Namibia in the north-west
and Malawi in the north-east, chapter 5). Some species represent interesting cases of
allopatric divergence, such as X. clivii which has disjunct populations that were divided
by the opening of the East Africa Rift Valley (Evans et al. 2011b). Polyploidization may
have been a driver of sympatric speciation in this group, and there have been at least
three independent events to generate octoploids, and four independent events generating
dodecaploids (Evans et al. 2015). It is possible that the higher ploidy descendants of
these events had higher fitness and replaced the low ploidy progenitors, as many of these
progenitor species have not been found (Evans et al. 2015).

Of all these species, the most important to understand is the predominately South
African X. laevis. This species had been exported for scientific and medical use as far
back as 1920s (Cannatella and Sa 1993), and is a highly abundant and wide ranging
species that is easily kept in lab and breed in large numbers (Gurdon and Hopwood
2003). This frog, along with several of its close relatives, has at various points in time
been elevated to species status, and demoted to subspecies (a full explanation of this
can be found in chapter 5 and Appendix D). X. laevis generally occur in stagnant water
bodies, ranging from high sewage contaminated water bodies, agricultural ditches and
water reserves, to pristine natural depressions (basically, they can live anywhere). This
species has been introduced and has established populations world wide, including Por-
tugal, France, Argentina, and California (Measey et al. 2017). Due to its world-wide
introduction, it has been implicated in the spread of the devastating amphibian fungus
Batrachochytrium dendrobatidis, which X. laevis can live asymptomatically with (Wel-
don et al. 2004). As outlined above, chapter 5 presents an investigation into the genetic
structure of this species as understanding the genetic complexity of this species is nec-
essary to properly stratify responses to the wide array of experimentation performed on
it.

As mentioned, Xenopus phylogenetic history is characterized by reticulate evolution
generated by species hybridization. At present, there have been reports of three hybrid
zones between different Xenopus species (not producing higher ploidy offspring). There
is one hybrid zone between the high elevation X. borealis and low elevation X. victorianus
in Kenya, reported by Yager (1996) based on morphologically intermediate individuals
and detection of aberrant breeding calls. Another hybrid zone is thought to exist be-
tween X. laevis and X.mulleri in North-East South Africa, also based on the capture
of morphologically intermediate individuals and individuals with intermediate banding
patterns of serum albumens and proteins (Fischer et al. 2000). Offspring beyond F1 gen-
eration would be somewhat surprising for either of the hybrid zones as each species pair
has a different set of sex chromosomes (chromosome 2L in X. laevis and X. victorianus,
and chromosome 8L in X. borealis and probably X.mulleri; Yoshimoto et al. 2008; Be-
wick et al. 2011, and Chapter 2,3). The last hybrid zone between X. laevis and X. gilli
has been studied for many years, with reports of F1 offspring dating back to the 1970s
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(Rau 1978; Picker 1985). The X. borealis–X. victorianus hybrid zone has not been in-
vestigated genetically (though that is a current objective in the Evan’s lab), and the
X. laevis–X.mulleri has only has some gel-protein work done, thus both lack a in-depth
genetic investigation to determine if introgression is occurring (i.e., persisting beyond
F1 individuals). In laboratory breeding experiments, it has been demonstrate that it
is possible to achieve fertile F2 offspring between X. borealis and X. laevis, despite their
different sex chromosome systems (Kobel et al. 1996, Ben Evans, unpublished data). As
such, gene flow may be possible between these species. As for the X. gilli and X. laevis
hybrid zone, these species are much more closely related and have the same sex chro-
mosome system (Bewick et al. 2011), making it more likely that there is introgression.
But, previous studies have been mixed on whether or not introgression is occurring, and
a full description of this history is available in chapter 6. Chapter 6 uses markers spread
throughout the genome, testing for signs of introgression.
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Chapter 2

Sequential turnovers of sex chromosomes in African
clawed frogs (Xenopus) suggest some genomic
regions are good at sex determination

Benjamin L. S. Furman* & Ben J. Evans*

*Biology Department, Life Sciences Building room 328, McMaster University, 1280 Main
Street West, Hamilton, ON L8S 4K1 Canada

This paper was published in Gene|Genome|Genetics and is available here in its published
form.

Abstract Sexual differentiation is fundamentally important for reproduction, yet the
genetic triggers of this developmental process can vary, even between closely related
species. Recent studies have uncovered, for example, variation in the genetic triggers
for sexual differentiation within and between species of African clawed frogs (genus
Xenopus). Here, we extend these discoveries by demonstrating that yet another sex
determination system exists in Xenopus, specifically in the species X. borealis. This sys-
tem evolved recently in an ancestor of X. borealis that had the same sex determination
system as X. laevis, a system which itself is newly evolved. Strikingly, the genomic re-
gion carrying the sex determination factor in X. borealis is homologous to that of therian
mammals, including humans. Our results offer insights into how the genetic underpin-
nings of conserved phenotypes evolve, and suggest an important role for cooption of
genetic building blocks with conserved developmental roles.
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2.1 Introduction

For nearly all vertebrates, two sexes are needed to secure the benefits of genetic re-
combination associated with sexual reproduction (Barton and Charlesworth 1998). It
is, therefore, not surprising that the genetic control of sexual differentiation is tightly
regulated, and has remained unchanged for millions of years in several lineages (Mat-
subara et al. 2006; Veyrunes et al. 2008; Graves and Peichel 2010; O’Meally et al. 2012).
However, genetic control of sexual differentiation has diversified in some groups. For
example, nonhomologous sex chromosomes have been detected in several closely related
species or populations of stickleback (Ross et al. 2009), medaka (Myosho et al. 2015b),
and cichlid (Roberts et al. 2009) fish, and rampant turnover of the sex chromosomes
occurred over a broader phylogenetic scope in fish (Devlin and Nagahama 2002; Mank
et al. 2006), gecko lizards (Gamble et al. 2015), and amphibians (Evans et al. 2012).

Among these turnover events, common elements have been independently coopted
for sex determination in several instances. For example, one syntenic block of genes
independently became sex-linked in a lizard (Gekko hokouensis) and birds (Kawai et al.
2009), and another separately became sex linked in a frog (Rana rugosa) and therian
mammals (Wallis et al. 2007; Uno et al. 2008; Uno et al. 2013). In addition, individ-
ual genes with sex-related function have repeatedly evolved into the trigger for sexual
differentiation. Examples include homologs of doublesex and mab-3 related transcrip-
tion factor 1 (DMRT-1 ), an important sex related gene in vertebrates (Zarkower 2001),
which are triggers for sex determination in medaka fish, Oryzias latipes (Kondo et al.
2003, 2004), the African clawed frog Xenopus Xenopus laevis (Yoshimoto et al. 2008),
probably the Chinese half-smooth tongue sole (Chen et al. 2014) and all birds (Smith
et al. 2009, but see Zhao et al. 2010). Similarly, homologs of SOX3 , which is another
important sex related gene (Weiss et al. 2003), independently became triggers for sex-
ual differentiation in the fish O. dancena (Takehana et al. 2014) and in the ancestor of
therian mammals (Koopman et al. 1991). Turnover of sex chromosomes and the genes
involved with sex determination provide opportunities to study how tightly regulated
systems evolve, and in particular the extent to which this involves convergence, reversion
to an ancestral state, or origin of genetic novelty.

2.1.1 Sex chromosomes of African clawed frogs

In addition to being model organisms for biology (Cannatella and Sá 1993; Hellsten
et al. 2010; Harland and Grainger 2011), African clawed frogs (genus Xenopus) offer a
promising system with which to study sex chromosomes. At least two species, Xenopus
Xenopus laevis (Daudin 1802) and Xenopus Silurana tropicalis (Gray 1864), have a
nonhomologous trigger for sex determination (Yoshimoto et al. 2008; Olmstead et al.
2010; Roco et al. 2015). These two species are members of different subgenera that are
distinguished from each other by the number of chromosomes (x) carried by the gametes
of their respective diploid ancestors, i.e., x = 10 for subgenus Silurana and x = 9 for
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subgenus Xenopus (Evans et al. 2015). All extant species in subgenus Xenopus are
polyploid, but with disomic chromosomal inheritance, and tetraploids in this subgenus
have 4x = 36 chromosomes. In X. laevis, a gene called DM-W is the master sex regulator
of sex determination (Yoshimoto et al. 2008); this gene appeared in an ancestor of
X. laevis after divergence from the ancestor of X. tropicalis, and is present in many
close relatives of X. laevis (Bewick et al. 2011). In subgenus Silurana, X. tropicalis has a
complex trigger for sex determination that resides on Y, W, and Z chromosomes (Roco et
al. 2015). This system in X. tropicalis produces distorted sex ratios in some crosses (Roco
et al. 2015). Thus African clawed frogs use at least two systems for sex determination,
and at least one of them evolved during the diversification of this group.

Within subgenus Xenopus, species in a clade including X. borealis (Parker 1936a),
X.mulleri (Peters 1844), and X. fishcbergi (Evans et al. 2015) appear to lack DM-W
(Bewick et al. 2011), hinting at additional diversity of sex chromosomes in this group.
The phylogenetic placement of this clade within Xenopus remains uncertain, making
unclear the evolutionary histories of potentially diverse triggers for sex determination.

To further explore sex-related innovations in these frogs, we (i) used whole transcrip-
tome information from several species to further resolve phylogenetic relationships within
subgenus Xenopus. We (ii) tested whether DM-W is sex linked in the most distantly re-
lated species from X. laevis that is known to carry DM-W , i.e., X. clivii (Peracca 1898).
Then, we (iii) used reduced representation genome sequencing and Sanger sequencing to
identify the sex linked region in X. borealis, and (iv) established homology between the
genes on the sex chromosomes of X. borealis and several other distantly related species.
Our results identify a new sex determination system in X. borealis that evolved after the
DM-W based system was already in place in an ancestor. Interestingly, the genomic
regions involved in sex determination of X. borealis and therian mammals (including hu-
mans) are homologous. Rapid evolution of Xenopus sex chromosomes highlight a central
role for genomic recycling in the evolution of important genetic pathways.

2.2 Materials and Methods

2.2.1 Exploring the origin of DM-W

Nuclear Data

In order to infer evolutionary relationships among representative Xenopus species that
do and do not carry DM-W , we performed phylogenetic analyses on nuclear sequence
data obtained from two sources. For the tetraploid species X. laevis and the diploid out-
group species X. tropicalis, we used Unigene databases (downloaded November 2015).
These data sets had 31,306 and 36,839 unique sequences for X. laevis and X. tropicalis,
respectively. For the tetraploid species X. borealis, X. clivii, X. allofraseri, and X. largeni,
we extracted RNA from liver tissue using the RNAEasy extraction kit (Qiagen Inc.).
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These four transcriptomes were multiplexed on 2/3rds of one lane of an Illumina HiSeq
2000 machine, with 100 base pairs (bp) paired end sequencing and using libraries that
were prepared with the Illumina TruSeq RNA Sample Preparation Kit v2. This pro-
duced 18–20 million paired reads for each sample (data are deposited in the NCBI short
read archive with accession numbers: X. borealis PRJNA318484, X. clivii PRJNA318394,
X. allofraseri PRJNA318474, X. largeni PRJNA318404).

Low quality reads and bases were removed using Trimmomatic version 0.30 (Bolger
et al. 2014). We discarded the first and last 3 bp and then required the average Phred-
scaled quality scores of retained sequences to be at least 15 in a sliding window of 4
bp. After imposing these requirements, we discarded all reads that were shorter than 36
bp. Across the samples, 88–95% of paired reads passed these filters. We then assembled
the transcriptomes for each species with Trinity (version 2013_08_14), using default
values for all settings including, for example, a kmer size of 25 and a minimum contig
length of 200 (Grabherr et al. 2011; Haas et al. 2013). The resulting assemblies had
72,000–97,000 unique transcripts (X. borealis = 81,696, X. clivii = 72,019, X. allofraseri
= 96,832, X. largeni = 82,695) and N50 values (the minimum length, in bp, for the
longest 50% of reads) ranging from 885–1176 bp (X. borealis = 1,078, X. clivii = 885,
X. allofraseri = 1,176, X. largeni = 1,000). Additional information on Illumina sequenc-
ing is presented in Table A2.1.

We used a reciprocal BLAST (Altschul et al. 1997b) approach between each tetraploid
transcriptome (or Unigene database in the case of X. laevis) and the X. tropicalis Unigene
database to collect sets of homologous sequences for phylogenetic analysis (Fig.A2.1).
These sets of sequences included orthologous gene sequences (sequences in different
species whose divergence was triggered by speciation), homeologous gene sequences (se-
quences in the same or different species whose divergence was triggered by genome
duplication), and included splice variants, segmental duplicates, and assembly errors
generated by Trinity (Grabherr et al. 2011). We performed a quality control step, re-
taining only those alignments whose ungapped length was above an arbitrary cutoff of
299 bps, and that contained sequences from at least three ingroup species with at least
one species having at least two sequences. The need for the requirement that at least
one species have two (possibly homeologous) sequences is discussed next.

Because our ingroup species are tetraploid, it was crucial for our phylogenetic analyses
to distinguish orthologous from homeologous gene sequences. Since speciation occurred
more recently than whole genome duplication in subgenus Xenopus, orthologous genes
are expected to be more closely related to one another than they are to homeologous
genes. In a gene tree with only one sequence from each species, it was therefore a
concern that the relationships among the sequences could be orthologous or homeologous.
Therefore, we developed a phylogeny-based bioinformatic filter that identified alignments
whose estimated phylogeny allowed us to distinguish orthologous from homeologous gene
sequences (Fig.A2.1). Importantly, we did not make any assumptions about how the
orthologous sequences were related to one another. This filter involved three rounds
of tree building, with each followed by assessment of sequence relationships using a
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script and functions from the R packages Ape, Phytools, and Phangorn (Paradis
et al. 2004; Schliep 2011; Revell 2012; R Core Team 2017; this script is available at
Dryad repository; see Data Accessibility). The resulting alignments each included at
least one species with two homeologous sequences, which diverged prior to speciation of
extant tetraploids in subgenus Xenopus. Additionally, each alignment had at least three
representative orthologous sequences. Similar BLAST and phylogenetic-based filtering
approaches have been used in other studies to distinguish orthologous from homeologous
gene sequences (Dehal and Boore 2005; Inoue et al. 2015). See Appendix A1.1 for full
details.

Phylogenetic Analyses of Nuclear DNA

After filtering these alignments, we performed several phylogenetic analyses on these
data including: (i) individual gene tree analyses for each alignment (Beast; Drummond
and Rambaut 2007), (ii) concatenated Bayesian analyses (Beast), (iii) concatenated
maximum likelihood analyses (RAxML; Stamatakis 2014b), (iv) a gene tree to species
tree analysis using MPest (Liu et al. 2010), and (v) a multi-species coalescent analysis
using *Beast (Heled and Drummond 2010). For Analysis (i), a model of evolution was
selected for each gene alignment using the Akaike Information Criterion MrModel-
Test2 (Nylander 2004). We set the root height to be 65 million years (my), with a
standard deviation of 4.62 my (Bewick et al. 2012) and assumed a strict clock, and ran
2 chains, for at least 75 million generations. 197 files failed to converge with substitu-
tion model selected by MrModelTest, so we instead used the HKY+Γ model. For all
analyses we assessed convergence of the posterior distribution using loganalyser (part
of the Beast package), and removed a 25% burnin from each chain. For Analysis (i),
we summarized relationships across the combined post-burnin posterior distribution of
all individual gene analyses using an approach described in Appendix A2.2. We ana-
lyzed two datasets for Analyses (ii) and for (iii). The first dataset was a concatenation
of all gene alignments. The second dataset had all sites with gaps or missing data re-
moved from the concatenated alignment. For Analysis (ii), for both datasets, we set a
GTR+I+Γ substitution model (as selected by MrModelTest using AIC) and a strict
clock with an exponential distribution for the rate with a mean rate of 1.0 and a SD of
0.33 (default settings in Beauti). The root height was set to 65 my (± 4.62) as detailed
above (Bewick et al. 2012). For each dataset, we ran four independent chains, for 50
million generations, and tested for convergence by inspecting the plots of parameter esti-
mates and calculating ESS values using Tracer. Based on this inspection, we removed a
25% burn-in from each chain and constructed a consensus tree using TreeAnnotator.
For Analysis (iii), we used the GTR+Γ model and performed 500 bootstrap replicates
to assess support.

For Analysis (iv), we used the individually constructed Beast consensus chronograms
that were generated from Analysis (i). We selected a random sample of 250 trees from
the post-burnin posterior sample of tree topologies from each gene tree analysis to act

22

http://www.mcmaster.ca/


Ph.D. Thesis – Benjamin L. S. Furman; McMaster University– Biological Sciences

as the “bootstrap” replicates, which MPest uses to assess support (Seo 2008). These
trees were uploaded to the Straw server (Shaw et al. 2013) to run the MPest analysis.

To perform Analysis (v), we used only those gene alignments that had orthologous
sequence data for all species (i.e., five aligned orthologs within one homeologous lineage),
and retained only the longest sequence in the other homeologous lineage (or a randomly
selected sequence if there were multiple equally long sequences). Because the homeolo-
gous sequences are equivalently diverged from a set of orthologs, it did not matter from
which species this latter homeologous sequence was derived. The result was a dataset
that had gene sequence for all taxa, and minimizing missing data to only incomplete
sequencing of a gene and insertion deletion mutations. We ran *Beast with a strict
clock that was linked across all partitions. The GTR+Γ model of evolution was used
and was linked across partitions. The tree topology, however, was free to vary among
genes (i.e., it was unlinked). We ran two independent chains for 500 million genera-
tions each. Convergence was assessed using effective sample size values calculated with
Tracer. Based on this, we removed a 25% burn-in from each chain. This analysis did
not include calibration points because all attempts to set one failed to converge on the
posterior distribution. Instead, in order to assign dates to the nodes, trees in the result-
ing posterior distribution were rescaled using an R script that used functions from the
phytools library (Revell 2012). As above, the root node age was drawn from a normal
distribution with a mean of 65 and a SD of 4.62 (Bewick et al. 2012), and the rest of the
nodes were assigned based on branch length from the root.

Phylogenetic Analysis of Mitochondrial DNA

We downloaded the previously sequenced mitochondrial genomes for X. tropicalis (di-
rect GenBank submission: NC_006839.1), X. borealis (GenBank accession no.X155859;
Lloyd et al. 2012) and X. laevis (GenBank accession no.HM991335; Irisarri et al. 2011).
We used the X. borealis mitochondrial genome as a Blast query to recover matches
from the transcriptomes of X. clivii, X. allofraseri, and X. largeni, retaining hits with
less than an < e−10 match. Then, using these assembled mitochondrial DNA (mtDNA)
sequences, and the previously sequenced mtDNA genomes, a multispecies alignment
was performed using Mafft (Katoh and Standley 2013) followed by manual adjust-
ment. In order to remove sections that were poorly aligned or had ambiguous homology,
GBlocks (Castresana 2000) was used with default parameters. We then performed a
Beast analysis of these data, a root node age set to 65 my and a standard deviation of
4.62 (Bewick et al. 2012), a GTR+I+Γ substitution model (as determined by AIC with
MrModelTest2), and ran 13 chains. For comparative purposes, we ran this analysis
with a relaxed clock and with a strict clock, and the suitability of each clock model was
assessed by comparing the harmonic means of the postburn-in likelihood values. We also
performed a RAxML analysis with a GTR+Γ model and 1,000 bootstrap replicates to
assess support.
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2.2.2 Assessing sex specificity of DM-W in X. clivii

The phylogenetic results (discussed below) suggests that X. clivii is the most distantly
related species to X. laevis that carries DM-W . Therefore, we tested whether DM-W is
found only in X. clivii females by attempting to amplify DM-W in several wild-caught
individuals for which sex was inferred based on external morphology (Evans et al. 2011b).
We designed primers from a sequenced clone of DM-W from this species (Bewick et al.
2011; Table A2.2) and attempted to amplify this gene in 12 females and 13 males.

2.2.3 The sex determining region of X. borealis

X. borealis and X. laevis families

We generated X. borealis and X. laevis families from adults obtained from Xenopus Ex-
press (Brooksville, Florida, USA). To promote mating, parents each received 50U of
human chrionic gonadotropin followed by 200U and 50U for the female and male, re-
spectively, six hours later. The X. borealis offspring were reared to sexual maturity,
killed with an overdose of MS222, and dissected to determine sex based on presence of
testis or ovary. For X. laevis, tadpoles were reared for 4 weeks and then euthanized with
MS222. Sex of the X. laevis tadpoles was determined based on amplification or lack of
amplification of a portion DM-W ; amplification of DMRT-1 was used as a positive con-
trol (Yoshimoto et al. 2008; Bewick et al. 2011). For both families, DNA was extracted
using DNEasy kits (Qiagen, Inc) from either fresh liver tissue (X. borealis) or tadpole
tail tissue (X. laevis).

Genotype by Sequencing

To identify the sex determining region of X. borealis, we performed Genotype by Se-
quencing (Elshire et al. 2011) on parents and offspring of the X. borealis cross. DNA was
extracted for 23 male and 24 female siblings, and both parents using DNEasy extraction
kits (Qiagen, Inc). For the mother and father, we sequenced multiple technical replicates
to increase coverage 10-fold for each parent compared to each offspring. Library prepa-
ration using the EcoT22I restriction enzyme and sequencing was performed at Cornell
University Institute of Biotechnology Genome Diversity Facility. Sequencing (100 bp,
single end) was performed using an Illumina Hi-Sequation 2500 machine; 96 samples, of
which 67 were X. borealis samples for this study, were repeated on two Illumina lanes at
96-plex each; the resulting sequence files were merged prior to processing.

We then used Tassel v.3.0 (Glaubitz et al. 2014), employing the UNEAK pipeline
(Lu et al. 2013), to perform SNP calling of GBS data without the use of a reference
genome sequence. Tassel also does demultiplexing, quality checking, and barcode trim-
ming of sequences. During the process, reads were truncated to a maximum of 64 bp,
and high quality reads with < 64 bp were padded with “A” nucleotides to bring them to
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the 64 bp length. We set the minimum number of times a read must be present (-c op-
tion) to five, and set the error tolerance rate (i.e., the number of mismatched base pairs
between reads) to 0.03 when forming groups of homologous sequences. The minimum
and maximum allele frequencies of SNPs were set to 0.05 and 0.5, respectively, and the
minimum and maximum call rate (i.e., the proportion of all individuals that must have
a sequence to call a SNP for a stack of reads) was set to 0.0 and 1.0, respectively. We
then trimmed the dataset to only sequence tags that had SNP calls for at least 90% of
individuals.

One concern we encountered was “under calling” of heterozygous sites, wherein sites
that are actually heterozygous were called as homozygous. For instance, if the parental
genotype calls were A/T and A/A, and an offspring was T/T, then it is likely the offspring
was actually T/A because the coverage of the parents was ~10X higher. To cope with
this, we used a Perl script (deposited in Dryad, see above) to compare offspring genotype
calls to those of parent genotype calls for each locus in order to identify biologically
implausible genotypes. If < 10% of offspring had a biologically implausible genotype
call, then the implausible genotype calls were changed to missing genotypes. If > 10%
of the offspring had implausible calls, then the site was discarded. With this Perl script,
we then identified completely sex biased inheritance of parental SNPs, and used this
information to determine whether such sites had inheritance consistent with a female
heterogametic (ZZ/ZW) or male heterogametic (XX/XY) sex determining system. We
limited our search to loci that were completely sex biased (i.e., only daughters or only
sons were heterozygous).

Comparative analysis of the X. borealis sex determining region

We used Blast with the consensus sequences (64 bp long) surrounding the sex-linked
SNPs (hereafter “tags”) from X. borealis, generated by Tassel, as a query to find
matches in the X. laevis genome assembly v.7.1 (Bowes et al. 2008). Matching X. laevis
scaffolds were then aligned to the reconstructed X. tropicalis chromosomes in the v.9.0
genome, using the program Nucmer (part of the Mummer package; Delcher et al.
2002). Settings for Nucmer included a minimum length of a maximal exact match of
50 (-l 50), gaps between cluster of matching sequence was set to 500 (-g 500), match
separation was set at 0.08 (-d 0.08) and the minimum cluster length was set to 150 (-c
150).

As discussed below, this analysis indicated that a genomic region containing three
sex-related genes – sex determining region Y-box 3 (SOX3 ), androgen receptor (AR), and
fragile X mental retardation 1 (FMR1 ) – might be sex linked in X. borealis. To test this,
we amplified and sequenced portions of these three genes in our X. borealis family using
Sanger sequencing. Primers for both homeologs of SOX3 and FMR1 were designed from
the X. laevis v.7.1 genome or from unpublished X. borealis genome sequence data. For
AR, we used the primers detailed in (Evans et al. 1998), which target the hyper-variable
region of one homeolog of the AR gene. Primer sequences are reported in Table A2.2.
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Using BLAST, we identified chromosomes or scaffolds in the X. laevis genome v.9 that
are orthologous to these homeologous sequences in X. borealis. We also sequenced these
genes in wild caught X. borealis, including individuals of both sexes and from multiple
localities.

As an additional independent test of whether the sex-determining regions of X. laevis
and X. borealis reside in non-homologous genomic regions, we evaluated sex linkage of a
RAB6A homeolog that is located near DM-W (Uno et al. 2013), in both the X. laevis
and X. borealis families. We designed primers for both homeologs using X. laevis genome
v.7.1 (Table A2.2) and amplified in parents and offspring of both crosses, followed by
Sanger sequencing.

Data Availability

Representative individuals from the sex linked alignments and wild samples were
deposited in Genbank (accession SOX3 :KX765742–KX765751; FMR1 :KX765752–
KX765762; AR:KX765731–KX765741) and transcriptome and GBS sequences in the
NCBI short read archive (accessions PRJNA318484, PRJNA318394, PRJNA318474,
PRJNA318404, and PRJNA319044). The phylogenetic trees, gene sequence alignments,
Beast XML files for final gene trees, important scripts used in this study, and full
alignments of sex linked genes are deposited in dryad (doi:10.5061/dryad.00db7).

2.3 Results & Discussion

2.3.1 DM-W originated before speciation of X. laevis, X. clivii , X. borealis,
and other 4x=36 tetraploids.

The gene DM-W triggers female sexual differentiation in the African clawed frog X. laevis
and is located on the female-specific portion of the W sex chromosome (Yoshimoto et al.
2008). This gene is carried by several other Xenopus species, but has not been detected in
X. borealis (Bewick et al. 2011). The most distantly related species from X. laevis known
to carry DM-W is X. clivii; however phylogenetic relationships among these three species
remain unresolved. If X. borealis does indeed lack DM-W , two possibilities exist: either
(i) DM-W arose after divergence of X. borealis from the most recent common ancestor
(MRCA) of species that carry this gene, including X. laevis and X. clivii, or (ii) DM-W
evolved prior to this in the MRCA of species that do and do not carry DM-W , and was
subsequently lost in a more recent ancestor of X. borealis. Analyses of partial mtDNA
sequences support the former hypothesis (Evans et al. 2004; Evans et al. 2011a; Evans
et al. 2015) and analysis of two linked nuclear DNA (nDNA) genes supports the latter
(Evans et al. 2005; Evans 2007; Evans et al. 2015). We therefore estimated phylogenetic
relationships among tetraploid species that represent the major Xenopus clades, in which
DM-W has and has not been detected, using new and publicly available sequence data
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from nuclear and mitochondrial DNA from X. largeni, X. allofraseri, X. borealis, X. clivii,
and X. laevis, and the diploid outgroup species X. tropicalis.

From these data, we recovered 1,585 sets of homologous nuclear gene sequences (Ap-
pendix A1.1). Each set consisted of at least one species with two homeologous sequences
(i.e., generated from tetraploidization), at least 300 bp for all species, and a minimum of
three ingroup taxa for at least one set of orthologs. When combined, these data included
2,696,030 bp. Data from a given ingroup species were missing from the gene alignments
as rarely as 14% of the gene alignments (for X. laevis) to as much as 64% of the gene
alignments (for X. clivii, Appendix A1.1). These data formed the basis of Analyses (i–
iv). Analyses with gapped sites removed (alternate Analysis ii & iii), included a total of
788,627 aligned bps. The *Beast analysis (Analysis (v)) included 151 gene alignments
(238,606 bp, 70,233 sites sequenced for all taxa, with some gaps due to insertion-deletion
mutations or incomplete gene sequences).

All of the multigene analyses (ii–v) strongly supported, with a posterior probabilities
of 1.0 (or bootstrap support of 100%), two reciprocally monophyletic clades, with the
first including X. borealis and X. clivii and the second including X. laevis, X. largeni,
and X. allofraseri (Fig. 2.1 and Fig.A2.2; Appendix A2.1). Similar to previous studies
(Evans et al. 2004; Evans et al. 2005; Evans 2007; Evans et al. 2011a; Evans et al.
2015), these analyses failed to resolve relationships among X. laevis, X. largeni, and
X. allofraseri with strong support (Fig. 2.1 and Fig.A2.2; Appendix A2.1). Analyses
of individual genes (i) identified substantial gene tree discordance among chronograms
estimated from each gene (Table A2.3; Appendix A2.2). Despite this discordance, in
the pooled post-burnin posterior distribution of these chronograms, a sister relationship
between X. borealis and X. clivii was at least twice as common as any other relationship
with either of these species (Table A2.3; Appendix A2.1).

Because previous phylogenetic inferences from mtDNA and nDNA differed with re-
spect to the placement of X. clivii, we reexamined mtDNA relationships with additional
data from the liver transcriptome sequences of X. clivii, X. largeni, and X. allofraseri,
and complete mtDNA genome sequences from X. tropicalis, X. laevis, and X. borealis. Af-
ter gaps and ambiguously aligned portions were removed, the alignment length was 8318
bp, which spans about 50% of the complete mtDNA genomes of X. laevis, X. borealis,
and X. tropicalis. When analyzed with a relaxed molecular clock Bayesian analysis, or
with a no clock maximum likelihood analysis, a phylogeny that was topologically consis-
tent with the nDNA analyses was recovered. This topology included a clade containing
X. borealis and X. clivii, although support for this clade was lower than the multigene
analyses of nDNA described above (posterior probability was 0.75 and bootstrap support
was 66%; Fig.A2.3). Analysis with manual removal of ambiguously aligned sequences
instead of Gblocks (16,260 bp aligned) recovered the same topology for both analyses
and with similar levels of support (results not shown).

Analysis with a strict molecular clock supported an alternative mtDNA topology,
with DM-W containing species forming a monophyletic group, as was found by previous
studies (Evans et al. 2004, 2015). However, Bayes factors calculated following Nylander
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Figure 2.1: Phylogenetic relationships inferred from representative
species in subgenus Xenopus suggests DM-W was gained before diversifi-
cation of (4x=36) tetraploids and then lost in an ancestor of X. borealis.
This phylogeny was recovered from *Beast analysis of transcriptome data
and is topologically consistent with those recovered from other analyses
of nuclear DNA and of mitochondrial DNA. Dots over nodes indicate 1.0
posterior probability; bars above nodes indicate the 95% credible inter-
vals for divergence time in millions of years (MY). All species depicted
are tetraploids except the outgroup species, X. tropicalis, which is diploid.
For this analysis, one homeolog from any one of the tetraploid species was
included for each gene, and is indicated by the gray subtree (Appendix
A1.1). The timing of the origin of DM-W with respect to the allopoly-
ploidization event (whether before or after) is unclear. Xenopus silhouette
from Phylopic by Sarah Werning, CC04 license.

(2004), indicate that a relaxed clock model is strongly preferred over the strict clock
(BF = 9.3; Kass and Raftery 1995). An important difference between this and previous
mtDNA analyses is that this study is based on a sixfold larger dataset. Similar to
the nDNA analyses, mtDNA analyses failed to confidently resolve the relationships of
X. laevis, X. allofraseri, and X. largeni (Fig.A2.3).

Although the support for a sister relationship of X. borealis and X. clivii is lower in
the mtDNA analysis than in the nDNA analyses, this relationship has more support than
any alternative. Thus, using the most favored models of evolution we considered, the
most strongly supported phylogenetic relationships among nDNA and among mtDNA
are both consistent with an origin of DM-W prior to the diversification of the most
recent common ancestor of all of our ingroup taxa (X. laevis, X. largeni, X. allofraseri,
X. clivii, and X. borealis). Results from mtDNA and nDNA, thus, both suggest that
DM-W originated before the diversification of extant (4x = 36) tetraploids in subgenus
Xenopus.
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2.3.2 DM-W is sex-linked in X. clivii

Our phylogenetic results indicate that X. clivii, a species that carries DM-W , is closely
related to several species in which DM-W has not been detected, including X. borealis
(Bewick et al. 2011). DM-W was previously amplified in one female X. clivii individual,
but it is not clear whether this gene is also sex-linked in this species. Put another way,
although DM-W arose before X. laevis and X. clivii diverged from one another, it is
possible that DM-W acquired its role as a trigger for sexual differentiation (and thus
its female-specific mode of inheritance) in an ancestor of X. laevis after divergence from
an ancestor of X. clivii. Therefore, we tested whether DM-W is found only in X. clivii
females, including in our assay males and females from the populations on each side of
the Ethiopian Rift Valley (Evans et al. 2011b). We were able to amplify DM-W in a
subset of females (8 of 12 females) from both sides of the Rift Valley, but no males (0
out of 12 males; a 13th male also failed to amplify in a positive control; Fig. A2.5). The
failure of DM-W to amplify in four female samples, which were also from both sides of the
Ethiopian Rift Valley, could be due to divergence at our primer sites or misidentification
of the sex of these individuals when sampled in the field (specimens of these individuals
were not available for examination). It is also possible that additional sex determining
systems may also be present in X. clivii, as is the case in X. tropicalis (Roco et al. 2015).
Either way, female-specific amplification is consistent with the hypothesis that DM-W
is found only in female X. clivii, that this gene triggers female sexual differentiation in
at least some X. clivii individuals, and (more broadly) that DM-W was the ancestral
trigger for female differentiation in subgenus Xenopus.

2.3.3 The sex determining region of X. borealis is different from that of
X. laevis and that of X. tropicalis

Our inability to detect DM-W in X. borealis could be because this gene is not present, or
because divergence at primer sites prevented amplification with the polymerase chain re-
action. To find the sex-linked region of X. borealis, we examined patterns of inheritance
of SNPs identified in our GBS data from the X. borealis family. Of the 89,000 SNPs
identified by Tassel (Table A2.1), 21,000 were successfully genotyped in at least 90% of
the offspring, and 15,632 of these passed our filter because they had “undercalled” geno-
types in , 10% of the offspring (Materials and Methods). Of these, variation in 25 SNPs
had a completely sex linked pattern of inheritance (in offspring one sex is completely
homozygous and the other completely heterozygous). By inspecting the genotypes of
the parents, we could then distinguish ZZ/ZW from XX/XY systems (Fig.A2.4). All 25
tags were consistent with female heterogamy. In 24 of them, the mother and daughters
were heterozygous and the father and sons were homozygous; a pattern best explained
by a SNP on the W chromosome. In one of the 25 tags, the mother and sons were
heterozygous and the father and daughters were homozygous; a pattern consistent with
a SNP on the Z chromosome of the mother that was not present in either Z chromo-
some of the father. Overall, these results support genetic sex determination and female
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heterogamy in X. borealis, at least in the strain we examined, which is also the case in
X. laevis (Mikamo and Witschi 1966) and possibly all other DM-W -containing Xenopus
species.

To evaluate homology of the sex determining regions of X. borealis, X. laevis and
X. tropicalis, we aligned the X. borealis tags to the X. laevis genome assembly. This
resulted in tags matching either (i) one region in X. laevis, (ii) two regions, (iii) multiple
regions, or (iv) no regions. Scenario (ii) is likely the result of the short tags matching
both homeologs in the X. laevis genome with similar strength. Scenarios (iii) and (iv) are
not surprising given the short length of the tags and the divergence between X. laevis and
X. borealis (Fig. 2.1), and we discarded these tags. Ten of the 25 tags had only one or two
X. laevis scaffold matches below our BLAST threshold (< e−5). Six of these 10 scaffolds
(either the single match or a randomly retained scaffold if there were two matches)
aligned to X. tropicalis chromosome XTR8, two scaffolds had a split alignment with
portions of each matching two different X. tropicalis chromosomes (XTR1 and XTR5
or XTR3 and XTR6, respectively), one matched X. tropicalis chromosome XTR4, and
one matched X. tropicalis chromosome XTR7.

Most of the tags mapped to the XTR8 chromosome, suggesting that the sex chro-
mosomes in X. borealis might be homologous to this X. tropicalis chromosome. To test
this, we designed homeolog-specific primers based on X. laevis sequences, to amplify and
sequence three genes (SOX3, AR, and FMR1 ) in our X. borealis family that are known
to reside on chromosome XTR8 in X. tropicalis (Uno et al. 2013). This effort identified
sex-linked polymorphisms in X. borealis in one homeolog of each gene, and each was
consistent with a female heterogametic (ZZ/ZW) sex chromosome system. For SOX3,
AR, and FMR1, we successfully amplified and genotyped 93, 41, and 54 offspring, re-
spectively, including 47, 24, and 30 daughters, respectively. For all three of these genes,
we identified at least one heterozygous site in themother of the cross that allowed us to
confirm sex linkage and female heterogamy (Fig.A2.4; alignments of all sequences are
deposited in Dryad and representative sequences are deposited in GenBank; see Data
availability). For the AR amplification, the father appeared to have a null allele, but
importantly, this did not compromise our ability to assess sex linkage and female het-
erogamy, which was based on patterns of inheritance of a heterozygous SNP from the
mother (Fig.A2.4), resulting in completely sex associated genotypes in the offspring.
The top BLAST hit of the sex-linked X. borealis SOX3 and FMR1 homeologs to the
X. laevis genome indicated that these sequences were orthologous to X. laevis chromo-
some XLA8L (and thus homeologous to XLA8S); AR was orthologous to an unplaced
scaffold (scaffold 37), but fluorescent in situ hybridization studies place this gene on
XLA8L (Uno et al. 2013).

In wild-caught X. borealis, we successfully sequenced amplifications from three fe-
males and three males for SOX3, and amplifications from the same individuals plus a
fourth male for AR and FMR1. Two of three females tested had the same heterozygous
genotypes in SOX3 and FMR1 as the females in our lab family; for AR, neither of
these samples had the same sex-linked polymorphism as the lab family. The wild-caught
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females also had other polymorphic sites, some of which were shared with male wild sam-
ples. These results indicate either that these genes reside in the pseudoautosomal region
in X. borealis, that there is variation in the sex determining system within X. borealis,
or some combination of these possibilities. It is also possible that the sex of some of the
wild-caught individuals was misidentified based on external morphology; unfortunately,
specimens of these individuals were not available for examination. Examination of other
wild-caught individuals whose sex is determined surgically is an important next step for
further characterizing the sex-specific region of the sex chromosomes of X. borealis.

Analysis of polymorphisms in Sanger sequences of homeologs of the RAB6A gene,
indicated that one homeolog is linked to DM-W in X. laevis, as indicated by sex linked
inheritance (Appendix A2.3), in agreement with a findings from fluorescence in situ hy-
bridization (Uno et al. 2013). This analysis also revealed that the ortholog of RAB6A
that is sex linked in X. laevis is not sex-linked in X. borealis (Appendix A2.3). Over-
all, these results demonstrate that the genomic region containing the trigger for sex
determination differs between the X. borealis strain we examined and X. laevis.

Analysis of polymorphisms in Sanger sequences of homeologs of the RAB6A gene
indicated that one homeolog is linked to DM-W in X. laevis, as indicated by sex-linked
inheritance (Appendix A2.3), in agreement with a finding from fluorescence in situ hy-
bridization (Uno et al. 2013). This analysis also revealed that the ortholog of RAB6A
that is sex-linked in X. laevis is not sex-linked in X. borealis (Appendix A2.3). Over-
all, these results demonstrate that the genomic region containing the trigger for sex
determination differs between the X. borealis strain we examined and X. laevis.

2.3.4 Some genomic regions are good at sex determination

Our results indicate that the sex chromosomes of X. borealis are homologous to
X. tropicalis chromosome XTR8, orthologous to X. laevis chromosome XLA8L, and
homeologous to X. laevis chromosome XLA8S (Fig. 2.2). In the diploid species
X. tropicalis, the gene that triggers sex determination is unknown, but resides on the
distal end of the petite arm of chromosome XTR7 (Olmstead et al. 2010; Wells et al.
2011; Roco et al. 2015). XTR7 is homologous to X. laevis autosomes XLA7L and
XLA7S (Uno et al. 2013; Matsuda et al. 2015). The sex chromosome of X. laevis is
XLA2L; this chromosome and its homeologous chromosome XLA2S are homologous to
XTR2 of X. tropicalis (Uno et al. 2013; Matsuda et al. 2015). Thus, at least three sets of
nonhomologous sex chromosomes are present within the African clawed frogs (Fig. 2.2).
The sex chromosomes of X. laevis and X. borealis occur in orthologous subgenomes (i.e.,
portions of their respective allotetraploid genomes that are derived from the same diploid
ancestor). There is still the possibility that DM-W has been translocated to the newer
sex chromosomes in X. borealis, but all efforts to detected it have failed (Bewick et al.
2011, and here).

Another frog species, R. rugosa, has sex chromosomes that are at least partially ho-
mologous to those in X. borealis (and this may be true for two other Rana species; Miura
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Figure 2.2: Sex chromosomes, indicated in black, in three species of
African clawed frog are not homologous. For the tetraploid species,
X. laevis and X. borealis, both homeologous (L and S) chromosomes are
shown. Chromosome nomenclature for X. tropicalis and X. laevis follows
(Matsuda et al. 2015).

2008). In both species, SOX3 and AR are located on the sex chromosomes (Fujii et al.
2014; Uno et al. 2015). Interestingly, this inference extends even farther: orthologs of
AR, SOX3, and FMR1 are also present on the X chromosome of therian mammals, in-
cluding humans (Uno et al. 2013), and SOX3 is a new trigger for sex determination in a
fish (O. dancena; Takehana et al. 2014). Similarly, the Z chromosome of lacertid lizards is
partially homologous to the X chromosomes of therian mammals (Rovatsos et al. 2016).
The phylogenetic placement of these lineages with respect to other species that have dif-
ferent sex determining systems (specifically X. laevis and monotremes; Veyrunes et al.
2008) strongly suggests several independent origins of sex linkage of these homologous
regions, or minimally of regions containing SOX3. Similarly, another region contain-
ing DMRT-1, an ortholog of which is related by partial gene duplication (paralogous)
to DM-W , independently became sex-linked in birds and a gecko lizard (Kawai et al.
2009). Taken together, these observations are consistent with the proposal that certain
genomic regions contain blocks of genes that are particularly suited to perform the task
of triggering sex determination (Graves and Peichel 2010; Brelsford et al. 2013).

2.3.5 Conclusions

Sex chromosomes carry the genetic trigger that initiates sexual differentiation, a cru-
cial developmental phenomenon that is generally required for reproduction (Matzuk and
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Lamb 2008). Sex chromosome turnover could occur by translocation among chromo-
somes of a conserved genetic trigger, or via a novel mutation creating a new trigger on
an autosome. That sex chromosomes in African clawed frogs and several other lineages
have frequently turned over contrasts sharply with other lineages with ancient sex chro-
mosomes, such as therian mammals. Indeed, transitions in sex chromosomes appear to
be more frequent when sex chromosomes are cytologically homomorphic and/or nondif-
ferentiated (Bachtrog et al. 2014), which is the case in Xenopus, including X. borealis
(Tymowska 1991), but not therian mammals. However, the evolutionary dynamics of
these systems are highlighted by loss of the Y chromosome in various therians (Just et al.
1995; Sutou et al. 2001) and duplication of SRY, an ancient trigger for sex determination
in this group (Geraldes et al. 2010).

A lack of recombination in the genomic region carrying the trigger for sex determi-
nation causes sex chromosomes to diverge from one another (Rice 1987). If the region
of suppressed recombination expands, as it did in therian mammals, genomic elabora-
tions such as loss and dosage compensation of sex-linked genes may arise and act as
“evolutionary traps” that impede evolutionary change or, more specifically, future sex
chromosome turnover (Bull 1983; Pokorna and Kratochvíl 2009; Gamble et al. 2015). In
theory, before such evolutionary traps evolve, genes with sexually antagonistic function
could catalyze sex chromosome turnover by increasing the fixation probability of new
sexdetermining genes that arise on a linked autosomal region (Van Doorn and Kirk-
patrick 2007). Related to this, dosage compensation has not been detected in species
with female heterogamy (Mank 2009b; Vicoso and Bachtrog 2009) or in anurans (frogs)
in general (e.g. Schmid et al. 1986), and is unlikely to exist in Xenopus species whose
female heterogametic sex chromosomes are homomorphic at the cytological (Tymowska
1991) and molecular level (Bewick et al. 2013). An absence of dosage compensation may
prevent sex chromosome divergence (Adolfsson and Ellegren 2013) leaving a permissive
environment for sex chromosome turnover in the presence of maintained homomorphic
sex chromosomes, thereby avoiding these evolutionary traps. However, this is not always
the case, as some snakes have differentiated sex chromosomes despite a lack of global
dosage compensation (Vicoso et al. 2013; Rovatsos et al. 2015). More information about
the nature of the master trigger for sex determination in X. borealis, on sex-linked genes,
and on sex-biased expression of genes elsewhere in the genome may cast additional light
on the drivers of sex chromosome turnover in these frogs. The drivers could include the
role of alternative mechanisms that could resolve sexual conflict, such as gene duplica-
tion (Gallach et al. 2011; Wyman et al. 2012), which is a potentially important factor in
these tetraploid species.

The sex determination system we detected in X. borealis is set apart from most other
rapidly evolving systems, in that it is derived from an ancestral trigger that itself was
newly evolved (i.e., DM-W ), as opposed to groups with diverse mechanisms that are
each potentially once evolved (autapomorphic). Our results support the hypothesis that
X. borealis and X. clivii are sister taxa, and that DM-W is restricted to female X. clivii.
This suggests that female sexual differentiation was triggered by DM-W in the ancestor
of all extant species of subgenus Xenopus. This also suggests that the new system we
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report in X. borealis is derived with respect to the DM-W -based system. Thus, the
sex chromosomes of Xenopus are an example of multiple important biological novelties
arising in rapid succession.

Perhaps most interesting, however, are the aspects of sex determination that conver-
gently evolve in distantly related organisms in the context of frequent sex chromosome
turnover. These aspects include the participation of key sex-related genes (e.g., DMRT-1
in X. laevis and in O. latipes) and the role of homologous genomic regions (e.g., carrying
SOX3, in X. borealis and in O. dancena). This study contributes to a growing body of ev-
idence that, in lineages with rapidly changing sex chromosomes, the turnover is catalyzed
by cooption of genetic building blocks that are already involved in the development and
maintenance of sexual differentiation.
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Abstract There exists extraordinary variation among species in the degree and nature
of sex chromosome divergence. However, much of our knowledge about sex chromosomes
is based on comparisons between deeply diverged species with different ancestral sex
chromosomes, making it difficult to establish how fast and why sex chromosomes acquire
variable levels of divergence. To address this problem, we studied sex chromosome
evolution in two species of African clawed frog (Xenopus), both of whom acquired novel
systems for sex determination from a recent common ancestor, and both of whom have
female (ZW/ZZ) heterogamy. Derived sex chromosomes of one species, X. laevis, have
a small region of suppressed recombination that surrounds the sex determining locus,
and have remained this way for millions of years. In the other species, X. borealis,
a younger sex chromosome system exists on a different pair of chromosomes, but the
region of suppressed recombination surrounding an unidentified sex determining gene
is vast, spanning almost half of the sex chromosomes. Differences between these sex
chromosome systems are also apparent in the extent of nucleotide divergence between
the sex chromosomes carried by females. Our analyses also indicate that in autosomes
of both of these species, recombination during oogenesis occurs more frequently and in
different genomic locations than during spermatogenesis. These results demonstrate that
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new sex chromosomes can assume radically different evolutionary trajectories, with far-
reaching genomic consequences. They also suggest that in some instances the origin of
new triggers for sex determination may be coupled with rapid evolution sex chromosomes,
including recombination suppression of large genomic regions.
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3.1 Introduction

Sex chromosomes originate when an autosome acquires a mutation that triggers devel-
opment of one sex or the other. Recombination between sex chromosomes (the X and Y
or Z and W) can be suppressed in regions that include and flank the sex determining mu-
tation, which causes sex-specific inheritance of a sex determining trigger (Charlesworth
1991). Portions of sex chromosomes that lack recombination (e.g., the sex specific por-
tions of the Y or W) and portions that have a reduced level of recombination compared
with the autosomes (e.g., the nonpseudoautosomal regions of the X or Z) are subject to
distinct population genetic phenomena from autosomes. These genomic regions gener-
ally have a lower effective population size than autosomes and thus experience weaker
purifying selection (Rice et al. 1994). Portions of each sex chromosome that have a
sex-biased mode of inheritance may also have distinct mutation rates (Makova and Li
2002) and generation times (Amster and Sella 2016). Differences in the variance of re-
productive success between each sex can further contribute to the disparity in the extent
of genetic drift (the effective population size) of these regions (Charlesworth 2009).

A lack of recombination causes portions of the two sex chromosomes to diverge from
one another in nucleotide sequence, gene content, and the abundance and distribution
of transposable and other repetitive elements (Charlesworth and Charlesworth 2000;
Bachtrog 2013). Additionally, the non-recombining region may expand due to accumu-
lation of sexually antagonistic genes, because sex-biased inheritance can mitigate sexual
antagonism (Rice 1987; Wright et al. 2017). Over time, these factors can lead to cyto-
logical distinctions between the sex chromosomes, a condition known as sex chromosome
heteromorphy. In various taxa (e.g., some mammals, birds, and plants), divergence of
sex chromosomes occurred incrementally along the length of the sex chromosomes due
to sequential inversions or natural selection on recombination modifiers, expanding the
non-recombining regions in a stepwise fashion (Coop and Przeworski 2007; Bergero and
Charlesworth 2009; Vicoso et al. 2013).

Interestingly and perhaps counterintuitively, the age of the sex chromosomes does
not seem to be tightly correlated with whether or not sex chromosomes are cytologically
distinct (heteromorphic) or indistinct (homomorphic) (reviewed in Wright et al. 2016).
In some old sex chromosomes, for example those of neoaves (> 100 million years (my);
Zhou et al. 2014) and therian mammals (~150 my; Graves 2006), and also some young sex
chromosomes, such as those of Drosphila miranda (~1 Mry; Bachtrog and Charlesworth
2002) and Silene latifolia (10–20 my; Bergero et al. 2007), divergence between the sex
chromosomes is pronounced. In contrast, in the old sex chromosomes of ratite birds (>
100 my; Zhou et al. 2014), recombination is suppressed over large regions of the sex
chromosomes, but accompanied at the nucleotide level by relatively modest differentia-
tion between the sex chromosomes and minimal cytological differentiation (Vicoso et al.
2013; Yazdi and Ellegren 2014). An extreme case of homomorphy exists in the young sex
chromosomes of tiger pufferfish, where a single mutation appears to control sexual dif-
ferentiation and there is no evidence of suppressed recombination (Kamiya et al. 2012).
In the young sex chromosomes of hylid tree frogs (~5 my old) and Palearctic green toads
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(~3.3 Mry old), recombination appears to be low or absent in heterogametic males, but
there is not substantial nucleotide divergence (Stöck et al. 2011; Stöck et al. 2013). Why
sex chromosomes of some species are homomorphic whereas those of others are hetero-
morphic, and why some heteromorphic sex chromosomes are more cytologically diverged
than others remains enigmatic (Wright et al. 2016).

3.1.1 Sex Chromosomes Evolved Multiple Times in Xenopus

Insights into the origin of variation among species in sex chromosome divergence may be
gained by examining whether, to what extent, why, and for how long recombination is
suppressed in genomic regions flanking the sex determining locus in multiple species. For
this reason, we quantified and compared recombination on the sex chromosomes of the
African clawed frog, Xenopus Xenopus laevis, and the Marsabit clawed frog, Xenopus
Xenopus borealis. The most recent common ancestor of these two species experienced
allotetraploidization ~18-34 Ma (Evans et al. 2015; Session et al. 2016). These and
other allotetraploid species in subgenus Xenopus have 2n=4s=36 chromosomes, where
n refers to the number of chromosomes in a haploid gamete and s refers to the number
of chromosomes in an ancestral gamete prior to genome duplication. Chromosomes in
tetraploids in subgenus Xenopus are numbered 1–18 followed by an L or an S, indicating
from which of two diploid ancestors each chromosome was derived (Matsuda et al. 2015).

Species in genus Xenopus have homomorphic sex chromosomes (Tymowska and Fis-
chberg 1973; Tymowska 1991), and three nonhomologous sex determining systems have
been identified in this group. One is on chromosome 2L of the allotetraploid species
X. laevis (Yoshimoto et al. 2008) and also several other allopolyploid Xenopus species
(Bewick et al. 2011). In these species, the W chromosome carries a gene called DM-W
that triggers female sexual differentiation (Yoshimoto et al. 2008). DM-W originated
after the whole genome duplication event ancestral to subgenus Xenopus species (Bewick
et al. 2011). A second sex determination system in Xenopus is located on chromosome
8L in the allotetraploid species X. borealis (Furman and Evans 2016). This sex determi-
nation system evolved in X. borealis from an ancestor that carried DM-W (Furman and
Evans 2016). A third sex determination system in Xenopus is located on chromosome
7 in the diploid species Xenopus Silurana tropicalis (Olmstead et al. 2010; Evans et al.
2015). In X. tropicalis, Z, W, and Y chromosomes segregate (Roco et al. 2015). Overall
then, of the three sets of sex chromosomes in Xenopus, at least two – those of X. laevis
and X. borealis – are newly evolved, and the system of X. borealis is proposed to be de-
rived with respect to (i.e., younger than) the system of X. laevis (Fig. 3.1; Furman and
Evans 2016).

This variation in sex chromosomes among Xenopus species presents an opportunity
to compare the evolutionary trajectories of two newly established sex chromosome sys-
tems (i.e., the sex chromosomes of X. borealis and X. laevis). Some differences between
the W and Z chromosomes of X. laevis have been detected, including differences in gene
content, insertion-deletion mutations, and nucleotide divergence, but this is limited to
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only a few hundred Kb (< 1% of the chromosome length; Mawaribuchi et al. 2016).
However, in general, in X. laevis and most other Xenopus species little is known about
fundamental evolutionary genomic characteristics of sex and recombination, such as sex
chromosome-wide levels of divergence, the extent of sex-linkage of genes on sex chro-
mosomes, genome-wide variation in rates of recombination, or sex differences in rates of
recombination. We therefore used reduced genome sequencing of parents and offspring of
each species to assess sex-linkage of SNPs and to construct sex specific linkage maps for
both species. We found that these two systems differ greatly in the extent of sex chromo-
some recombination suppression during oogenesis, with the younger system in X. borealis
exhibiting a substantially larger region than the older system of X. laevis. Whole genome
sequence data indicate that the nonrecombining portions of the X. borealis sex chromo-
somes have a modest, but detectable, level of nucleotide divergence. Finally, linkage
mapping in both species demonstrates that females have higher rates of recombination
than males of both species, and that the location of crossovers is distinctive between
females and males in both species, but similar in same sex comparisons across species.
These findings demonstrate that newly evolved sex chromosomes in different species may
rapidly assume radically different evolutionary trajectories.

3.2 Materials and Methods

3.2.1 Reduced Representation Genome Sequences from X. laevis and
X. borealis Families

To assess genome wide sex-linkage we used reduced representation genome sequencing
(Genotype by Sequencing (GBS): Elshire et al. 2011 and restriction site associated DNA
sequencing (RADSeq): Baird et al. 2008) on parents and offspring of an X. borealis family
and an X. laevis family, respectively. For the X. borealis family, we used GBS data that
we previously reported (Furman and Evans 2016), with a female and male obtained from
XenopusExpress (Brooksville, FL, USA). These GBS data included mother, father, 24
daughters, and 23 sons (22 and 17 individuals, respectively, after filtering, see Appendix
B1.1), with offspring sex determined by dissection after euthanasia. The GBS data
were 100 base pairs (bp) single-end sequences; library preparation and sequencing was
performed at Cornell University Institute of Biotechnology Genome Diversity Facility
on an Illumina HiSeq 2500; other details about these data available in Furman and
Evans (2016). For the X. laevis family, we obtained female and male individuals from
Boreal Science (St. Catharines, ON, Canada). We induced breeding with injection of
human chorionic gonadotropin and determined the sex of tadpoles using primers for
DM-W , which amplifies only in females, and sex-shared primers for DMRT-1 , which is
present in both sexes, as a positive control (Yoshimoto et al. 2008). The RADSeq library
was generated by Floragenex (Portland, Oregon, USA) on both X. laevis parents, 17
daughters, and 20 sons and 150-bp single-end sequencing was performed at the University
of Oregon using an Illumina HiSeq 2500 machine. Though slightly different procedures
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were used to generate reduced representation genome sequences from each species, the
nature of the data is essentially the same – both methods produced sequence data from
many homologous regions in most or all individuals from each family.

GBS or RADSeq data from each X. borealis or X. laevis individual were demultiplexed,
trimmed, and aligned to the X. laevis genome version 9.1 (www.xenbase.org) followed by
genotyping and filtering steps that are described in the Appendix B1.1. This yielded a
panel of SNPs for each family that were used to study recombination as described next.
We discuss the potential impacts that the differences in the datasets of X. borealis and
X. laevis may have on our study in Appendix B1.1, Fig. B1.4.

3.2.2 Sex-Linked Genomic Regions

In X. laevis and X. borealis, females are the heterogametic sex (Yoshimoto et al. 2008;
Furman and Evans 2016). Using the filtered data for both families, we thus calculated
maternal genotype association with the phenotypic sex (male or female) of each individ-
ual SNP following Goudet et al. (1996). Significance was assessed using a false discovery
rate correction on the P value of association with sex (α = 0.05, using R; R Core Team
2017) and we discarded from this analysis maternal SNPs that were also heterozygous in
the father. In order to make inferences discussed below about the region of suppressed
recombination that flanks the trigger for sex determination, for each maternal SNP we
also determined the frequency of the most common genotype in daughters and then
the frequency of this same genotype in sons. We refer to this frequency as the “major
daughter genotype frequency.” At a completely sex-linked site that was heterozygous in
the mother and homozygous in the father, we expected offspring genotypes to be ho-
mozygous in one sex and heterozygous in the other (which sex is heterozygous depends
on whether the SNP was on the maternal Z or W). Thus, the major daughter genotype
frequency at a completely sex-linked site would be 1.0 for daughters, and 0.0 for sons.
Conversely, at an autosomal site the major daughter genotype frequency in daughters
should be about 50% (but always ≥50% because we excluded from this analysis positions
with more than two variants). In sons, the major daughter genotype frequency should
also be about 50% at autosomal sites, but could be lower or higher than this value.

3.2.3 Linkage Maps

We set out to evaluate rates and locations of recombination events in the mother and the
father of our laboratory crosses. To accomplish this, we used the R package OneMap
(Margarido et al. 2007) to construct linkage groups based on variable sites from the
X. borealis and X. laevis families that mapped to each of the 18 X. laevis chromosomes
in the reference genome. For each X. laevis chromosome and separately for each species,
linkage groups were constructed with a maximum recombination fraction of 0.4 and a
LOD threshold of five. With perfect synteny between the X. laevis and X. borealis and
an even genomic distribution of genotyped SNPs, there should be one linkage group
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per X. laevis chromosome. However, we frequently identified several linkage groups per
X. laevis chromosome in each species cross and we suspect that this was a consequence
of genotyping and mapping errors (see below) and regions with sparse SNPs due to poor
mapping of X. borealis reads to the X. laevis reference genome. For the X. borealis family,
rearrangements between X. borealis and X. laevis could also break up a chromosome-
specific linkage group. For either species, genome assembly errors could also prevent
assembly of one linkage group for a chromosome. We note that our linkage maps did
not include a particularly large number of offspring (39 in X. borealis and 37 in X. laevis),
and this contributed to a lack of statistical power to form whole-chromosome linkage
groups. However, this was not a concern for (or an objective of) our analyses, which
focus on genomic regions for which assembly of linkage groups was possible.

In order to evaluate rates of recombination in the mother and father of each species,
we selected the largest linkage group from each chromosome and divided the markers
in each linkage group into those that were heterozygous in the mother, in the father,
or in both parents. Then, using each of the maternal and paternal sets of markers
from each of the largest linkage groups per chromosome, we recomputed recombination
fractions between the sets of sex-specific markers and constrained marker order to match
the mapping position in the v.9.1 X. laevis genome. For the X. borealis family, some
chromosomes had very few or no double heterozygous sites (sites that were heterozygous
in both parents), which is a consequence of the lower overall amount of data for this cross
compared with the X. laevis cross (due to mapping of X. borealis but not X. laevis data to
a diverged reference genome, and the lower overall coverage we obtained from the GBS
data compared with the RADSeq data). This meant that the recombination fractions
between male and female markers were unable to be estimated for some chromosomes,
and thus the first step of creating a joint linkage group could not be performed. For these
chromosomes, we instead selected the largest female-specific and largest male-specific
linkage group for each chromosome independently to estimate sex-specific linkage maps.
Thus for these chromosomes, the male and female linkage groups do not span identical
genomic regions.

3.2.4 Error Correction and Haplotype Estimation

Genotyping errors create genotypes resembling recombined haplotypes that distort link-
age maps and lead to inflated map lengths (Hackett and Broadfoot 2003). Although we
filtered incompatible parent-offspring genotypes (Appendix B1.1), undercalling of het-
erozygous sites can also produce incorrect homozygous genotypes in offspring that are
nonetheless compatible with parental genotypes. To deal with this problem, we iden-
tified putative genotype errors based on phased offspring haplotypes. Each parent has
two haplotypes per chromosome, and sites inherited by offspring can be assigned to one
or the other haplotype for each parent. Recombination during gametogenesis creates
new combinations of the two parental haplotypes within an offspring, with the “phase”
referring to which parental haplotype an offspring site comes from (see Fig. B1.1 for a
visual explanation). Genotyping errors appears as a change in phase for a single SNPs
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(or a few SNPs in a row) when compared with surrounding SNPs. This pattern at one or
few sites can also arise biologically from a double recombination (a crossover on either
side of a variable position). However, double recombination events in small genomic
windows are considered to be rare because of recombination interference (reviewed in
Zickler and Kleckner 2016).

To identify putative genotype errors, we used the parental phase estimated during
linkage map construction (using OneMap; see Wu et al. 2002 for details on phase
estimation of outcross maps) to estimate the parental haplotypes inherited by each off-
spring individual, for each chromosome-specific linkage map (Fig. B1.1a,b). Under the
assumption that double recombination events are rare in small genomic windows, we
set to missing data any single genotype supporting a phase change in an individual at
just that site (i.e., sites whose flanking genotypes were consistent double recombination
event around a single genotyped site). As well, any genotypes in an individual that
indicated a double recombination event that only encompassed a small genomic window
of < 5 Mb were set to missing data (i.e., a series of sites within 5 Mb who were in an
alternate phase compared with adjacent sites). For the X. laevis cross, which involved
substantially more markers than the X. borealis cross, there were more of these potential
genotyping errors (4% of all genotyped sites in individuals indicated a double recombi-
nation at either a single site or phase changes encompassing < 5 Mb in the X. laevis
maps, compared with <0.5% for either in the X. borealis map; Table B1.1). Over 90% of
the putative genotyping errors that were identified based on double recombination like
phase changes in the X. laevis maps were homozygous, which is consistent with the bulk
of these putative errors having been generated by under-called heterozygous positions
(Table B1.1). After setting these genotypes to missing data in the affected individuals,
we reestimated linkage maps for each chromosome, for each parent for each species. Map
distances were then calculated using the Kosambi function (Kosambi 1943).

To quantify recombination events across all maps, we counted all phase changes in
each linkage map for each individual based on haplotypes that were constructed from
phased SNPs in each offspring. The location of recombination events was approximated
as half the distance between the two markers bordering a recombination event in the
X. laevis reference genome. We assessed the relationship between linkage map length
and the amount of bp covered (on the X. laevis genome) by each map using a linear
model, fitting an interaction between sex and species, along with a three-way interaction
between sex, species, and the Mb covered by a linkage map (after scaling and centering
Mb) using R. This strategy allowed us to assess for each sex and species slopes for
the relationship between cM and Mb. We then used the confint function to compute
confidence intervals on the estimates.

3.2.5 Divergence between the W and Z chromosomes of X. borealis

As discussed below, our analysis identified a large region of the X. borealis sex chromo-
somes that had sex-linked inheritance. If recombination has been suppressed in this

42

http://www.mcmaster.ca/


Ph.D. Thesis – Benjamin L. S. Furman; McMaster University– Biological Sciences

region for a protracted period of evolutionary time, we expected molecular polymor-
phism in the mother to be higher than the homologous region of the father due to the
accumulation of diverged sites between the W and Z. For this reason, we also predicted
that polymorphism in this region of the maternal sex chromosomes would be higher than
other recombining portions of the maternal genome.

To explore the effects of this lack of recombination at the nucleotide level, we per-
formed whole genome sequencing on the parents of our X. borealis family using the Il-
lumina HiSeqX platform at The Center for Applied Genomics (Toronto, Canada), with
both individuals multiplexed across two lanes. We trimmed the data, mapped it to
the X. laevis reference genome, and genotyped and filtered the data as described in the
Appendix B1.4. Mapping to a diverged reference genome could lead to a bias of more
conserved sequences mapping, than sequences that have evolved quickly. With sex chro-
mosomes, faster-Z (i.e., rapid evolution of Z-linked genes) or degeneration of the W
sequences could lead to an underrepresentation of rapidly evolved sequences, leading to
an underestimation of divergence. Contrary to this expectation, however, the number of
reads mapped to the sex linked region of chromosome 8L in the female (10.2 million) was
similar to other identically sized regions of other chromosomes (range 7.8–11 million).

One concern in the quantification of divergence in the nonrecombining portion of
the sex chromosomes is that intergenic regions may have many mapping errors due to
repetitive sequences. For this reason, we focused our calculation of nucleotide diversity
on genomic regions that are within and flank genes, because these areas contain less
repetitive DNA (at least in X. tropicalis; Shen et al. 2013). We used the X. laevis genome
annotation (version 9.1 primary gene models gff file; www.xenbase.org) to separately
calculate nucleotide diversity (π) in each parent for coding sequence of genes (hereafter
CDS), introns, 5′ and 3′ untranslated regions (hereafter UTR), 5,000 bp upstream of
the 5′-UTR, and 5,000-bp downstream of the 3′-UTR for genes on all chromosomes.
We considered only estimates that were generated from at least 200 bp of contiguous
data from both X. borealis individuals. Overall, we measured π in 30,876 CDS regions,
3,092 5′-UTRs, 14,954 3′-UTRs, 119,420 introns, 30,326 upstream regions, and 30,270
downstream regions (for a total of 230,016 genomic regions) in the female and the male
X. borealis individuals.

To test whether the W and Z chromosomes were more diverged in the mother than
the homologous Z region in the father, we used a linear mixed model implemented
by the lme4 package in R (Bates et al. 2015). We set as fixed effects sex (female or
male) and sex-linkage (defined as sex-linked if between bp 4,605,306 and 51,708,524
(corresponding to 100% sex linked tags; Fig. 3.1) of chromosome 8L as defined by the
analysis of sex-linked GBS tags discussed below). The six categories of gene regions
(CDS, 5′- and 3′-UTRs, introns, up/down-stream) were set as a random effects. The
model also included an interaction between the two fixed effects (sex and sex-linkage).
We then used likelihood profiles (using the profile command in lme4) to calculate
confidence intervals on the estimated coefficients.
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To visualize and test for differences in divergence within the sex-linked region, we
calculated median π for the mother and father in 1 Mb windows of chromosome 8L,
using the π estimates from each of the genomic regions (intragenic, 5′-UTR, 3′-UTR,
introns, 5,000 bp upstream of genes, and 5,000 bp downstream of genes). Because the
mother and father had different levels of polymorphism, we needed to control for this
difference in our comparisons between genomic regions of each individual. We therefore
first calculated the median π value of all 1 Mb windows across chromosome 8L for each
individual. We then standardized the maternal and paternal estimates of π by dividing
by their corresponding chromosome-wide median. In order to compare these standard-
ized values of diversity, we then divided the standardized estimates of π measured in
each 1 Mb window of the mother by the standardized estimates of π measured in the
homologous window of the father. With no difference in level of divergence between
alleles we expected this ratio to be equal to one; if the W and Z chromosome were more
diverged from each other in the mother than the two Z chromosomes were from each
other in the father, this ratio should be greater than one. We tested for a difference
between the sex-linked and non-sex-linked portions using a Wilcoxon rank sum test and
the measured disparity between parents of each 1 Mb estimates of standardized π. We
also explored whether there was a higher rate of synonymouns and nonsynonymous sub-
stitutions in genes on the nonrecombining portion of the sex chromosomes to the rest of
the genome using the WGS sequence data as described in detail in the Appendix B1.5.
Finally, we explored the possibility of an accumulation of deletions and/or insertions on
the sex chromosomes. Further details of these analyses are presented in the Appendix
B1.6.

3.2.6 Validation of X. borealis Sex Chromosomes and Recombination Sup-
pression

To explore whether the expansive region of suppressed recombination in X. borealis was
limited to our lab raised family, we raised a second family of X. borealis using different
parents. We then sequenced two genes (SOX3 and NR5A-1 [alternatively, SF-1 ]) located
25 Mb apart within the sex linked region (according to placement in the X. laevis genome
v9.1) to look at coinheritance of alleles from parents to offspring. We also surveyed a
panel of adults that were not used in either cross from both sexes to assess linkage of
alleles at these two genes. Further details of these assessments are in the Appendix B1.3.

3.3 Results

3.3.1 Diverse Evolutionary Fates of Newly Evolved Sex Chromosomes

Our analysis of the sex chromosomes of X. borealis and X. laevis identified a far larger
region of sex-linked SNPs in X. borealis (Fig. 3.1). In X. borealis, 40 maternal SNPs
spanning ~52 Mb (43%) of the sex chromosome (8L) had a significant association with
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Figure 3.1: Sex-linkage of SNPs on sex chromosomes of X. borealis and
X. laevis. In each graph, the x-axis is the position on the sex chromosome
using the coordinates of the X. laevis reference genome and the y-axis is
the major daughter genotype frequency in sons and daughters (see Meth-
ods for details) with colors as defined in the key indicating whether or not
a SNP is significantly associated with sex (FDR corrected P < 0.05). For
each species a diagram of a chromosome is shaded darker in the region
of suppressed recombination. The inset phylogeny is from Furman and
Evans (2016); DM-W is carried by female X. clivii, but its presence on
chr2L has not been confirmed.

the phenotypic sex of offspring (positions 4,605,306 – 56,690,925 of a total chromosome
length of ~120 Mb in the X. laevis genome assembly; P < 0.05 after FDR correction;
Fig. 3.1,B1.2). Within this region, daughters had identical genotypes at 34 of the 40
SNPs, with only one daughter differing for the last seven in the region (see below).
Similarly in most sons, maternally inherited molecular variation in this genomic region
was also almost entirely sex-linked, with exceptions discussed below. Across the entire
genome after filtering, the SNP dataset consisted of 1,813 variable positions and there
were more heterozygous SNPs in the mother than the father (1,103 and 644 SNPs in the
mother and father, respectively, and 66 positions were heterozygous in both parents, with
15–133 SNPs per chromosome, and a mean of 61.8 maternal SNPs per chromosome). For
maternal heterozygous positions used for assessing sex linkage in X. borealis, daughters
had a median depth of 68 and genotype quality of 99 (maximum possible value), sons
had a depth of 31 and a genotype quality of 99 (Fig. B1.4). Aligning to the diverged
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X. laevis genome substantially reduced the number of SNPs recovered to about 10% of
the de novo SNP discovery method that did not involve mapping to the X. laevis genome
(Furman and Evans 2016).

In sharp contrast, on the X. laevis sex chromosomes (2L) significant sex-linkage was
only detected at only six maternal SNPs spanning 2 Mb (1%; positions 178,144,865 to
180,779,644, and possibly to the end of the chromosome at ~181,296,000; P < 0.05 after
FDR correction; Fig. 3.1,B1.5). In X. laevis, SNPs immediately adjacent to the statically
associated SNPs also had a strongly sex-biased pattern of inheritance, which is consis-
tent with recombination suppression of this region (Fig. 3.1). A lack of a statistically
significant sex-linkage of some SNPS in this small genomic region may be a consequence
of under-called heterozygous positions (Table B1.1 and see Methods). Across the entire
genome, there were 7,779 SNPs, and in this family. The father was more polymorphic
(1,618 and 4,547 in mother and father, respectively, and 1,614 positions were heterozy-
gous in both parents). For maternal heterozygous positions used in the sex linkage
analysis of X. laevis, daughters had a median depth of 67, and a genotype quality of 99,
sons had a depth of 61 and a genotype quality of 99 (Fig. B1.4).

Within the sex-linked region of X. borealis, there was a section with no recombina-
tion, and an adjacent section with reduced recombination between positions 51,708,524–
56,690,925 of chromosome 8L (Fig. 3.1). Seven consecutive SNPs on the end of this region
indicated recombination between the W and Z in one daughter, who had the same geno-
type as the sons at these positions (Fig. 3.1). Additionally, by inspecting changes in
parental phase in the offspring (see below), another maternal recombination event was
observed immediately adjacent to the region of completely suppressed recombination in
one of the sons (Fig. B1.3). We note that additional information from more offspring or
other families could potentially identify more recombination events within the genomic
region where we did not observe recombination.

The genomic locations of several SNPs in the X. borealis family suggested genotyping
or mapping error (Fig. B1.2). For a few sites within the otherwise completely sex-linked
region of chromosome 8L, different individual sons had the same genotype as their sisters
(Fig. 3.1). If this were due to a real recombination event, we would expect these sons to
have the same genotype as their sisters at adjacent SNPs as well. Although this pattern
could arise from independent double recombination events around these single sites in
different sons, a more plausible explanation is that these are genotyping errors.

We observed three SNPs that mapped to the middle of the sex-linked region of chro-
mosome 8L that were not associated with sex (P > 0.05, following FDR, two sites are
overlapping on the plot; Fig. 3.1), and we also found five SNPs that were completely sex-
linked that mapped to chromosome 8S. These genotypes are best explained by mapping
error between X. borealis sequence reads and the X. laevis genome, or perhaps assembly
error in the X. laevis genome wherein homeologous portions of the 8L and 8S chromo-
somes are intermingled in the assembly. It is also possible that sections of homeologous
sequences of X. laevis and X. borealis were lost in an asymmetric fashion after whole
genome duplication, such that chromosome 8L in X. laevis is missing portions that were
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Figure 3.2: Linkage map length (in cM) is positively correlated with
the number of bp spanned by the map (based on the X. laevis genome)
for maternal but not paternal linkage maps. Black “sex chr” dots indicate
the linkage map of the sex chromosome of each species (chromosome 8L
in X. borealis, chromosome 2L in X. laevis). Lines reflect linear model
relationships; gray shading indicates the 95% confidence interval of this
relationship. Additionally, chromosome 8S is highlighted for X. borealis,
because it is the homeolog of the sex chromosome 8L (see Results for
details).

not lost in X. borealis. This could cause reads from X. borealis to map to homeologous
sequence in the X. laevis genome, instead of to the missing orthologous sequence in
X. laevis.

We also identified a sex-linked site in X. borealis that mapped to X. laevis chromosome
5S (Fig. B1.2). We blasted sequence from the GBS tag that contained this SNP to a
de novo assembly of the maternal X. borealis HiSeqX data that were assembled using
SOAPdenovo v.2.04, with a kmer = 23, and default parameters. We then blasted
the top hit scaffold back to the X. laevis genome and found that its best matches were
chromosomes 8S and 8L with similar affinities. This suggests that that this site could
be a translocation between X. borealis and X. laevis, an assembly error in the X. laevis
genome, or a mapping error due to the short sequence length (< 100 bp) of each GBS
tag.

3.3.2 Recombination is Higher in Females of Both Species

Sex differences in the linkage maps revealed higher recombination rates in females of
both species. The female linkage maps of both species were longer (X. laevis = 1,572
cM; X. borealis = 719 cM) than the same-species male linkage maps (X. laevis = 1,275
cM; X. borealis = 165 cM; Fig. 3.2). Longer female maps were recovered despite female
markers spanning fewer base pairs of the X. laevis genome in both species (X. laevis
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female = 1.76 giga base pairs (Gb), male = 2.28 Gb; X. borealis female = 0.96 Gb,
male = 1.72 Gb; Fig. 3.2). Consistent with this, the number of crossovers is higher
in oogenesis than spermatogenesis in both species (X. laevis: oogenesis = 558 total;
15.1/offspring, spermatogenesis = 467 total; 12.6/offspring; X. borealis: oogenesis = 270
total, 7.3/offspring; spermatogenesis = 62 total; 1.6/offspring).

Also of note is that the locations of crossovers were distinctive in females and males of
both species. Female crossovers we more concentrated in the middle of the chromosomes,
whereas male crossovers occurred more often at the ends of chromosomes (Fig. 3.3).
Possibly related to this (see Discussion), the length in cM of female linkage maps of
both species was positively correlated with the number of bp covered by a map, but this
relationship was not found in the male linkage maps from either species (linear model
slope estimates, 95% confidence intervals: X. borealis female = 36.96, 24.78–49.13, male
= -0.50 -14.96–13.95, X. laevis female = 40.80, 30.66–50.94, male = 5.40, -8.04–18.83;
Fig. 3.2). Similar results were recovered when total length of chromosome was used
instead of the number of bp covered by the linkage map, or when the number of crossover
events was used instead of total cM (results not shown).

For the X. borealis family, the largest female linkage group on chromosome 8L (the
sex chromosome, which includes both the Z and the W chromosomes) was formed from
markers that mapped to the sex-linked portion (Fig. 3.1), and did not include markers
from the nonsex-linked portion (see Materials and Methods for possible explanations).
This region spanned 52 Mb (43% of the total X. laevis chromosome 8L) and was only
5 cM in length. That this recombination probability is not 0 cM is attributable to
two recombination events at the end of the region, each of which is illustrated in plots
of offspring haplotype assignment (Fig. B1.3). The female linkage map of chromosome
8L was much shorter in recombination probability (cM) than other female and male
linkage maps that spanned similar numbers of bp on other chromosomes (Fig. 3.2). The
male map of chromosome 8L in the X. borealis family, which corresponds to a pair of Z
chromosomes, spanned almost the entire chromosome, and had a length of 13 cM, which
is similar to other chromosomes (Fig. 3.2). In the father, we detected five recombination
events within the portion of chromosome 8L (i.e., between two Z chromosomes) that
had suppressed recombination in the mother (i.e., the region where there was almost no
recombination between the W and Z chromosomes; Fig. B1.3).

Interestingly, even though it is not a sex chromosome, the maternal linkage map of the
X. borealis chromosome that is homeologous to the sex chromosome – chromosome 8S –
was also substantially shorter in cM than other linkage maps spanning a similar amount
of megabases (it was below the best fit line; Fig. 3.2). This suggests that recombination
is less frequent on this homeologous chromosome than other autosomes, even though it
is not sex-linked.

The X. laevis female linkage map of chromosome 2L did not include the last 20 Mb,
which is where DM-W resides (Session et al. 2016), and where we detected sex-linked
SNPs (Fig. 3.1). Therefore, we did not detect any restricted recombination in this map,
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Figure 3.3: Density plots of recombination events with respect to the
relative position along chromosomes (chromosome length scaled to be be-
tween 0 and 1) in the maternal and paternal linkage maps of X. borealis
and X. laevis.

and the size (in cM) of the linkage map of this chromosome was similar to the size of
the linkage maps for other chromosomes spanning similar amounts of Mb (Fig. 3.2).

3.3.3 Divergence Between the Sex-Linked Portions of the W and Z Chro-
mosomes of X. borealis

We analyzed genotypes inferred from whole genome sequencing data from the mother
and the father to test whether we could detect evidence of sex chromosome divergence
between sex-linked portions of the W and Z sex chromosomes. Compared with the
pseudoautosomal portion of chromosome 8L and also to the autosomes, the sex-linked
portion of chromosome 8L had the highest median nucleotide diversity in the female
(pairwise nucleotide diversity (π) = 0.012; Fig. 3.4a). In this female genome, diversity
within the nonsex-linked (pseudoautosomal) portion of chromosome 8L was similar to
that of other chromosomes (π = 0.009; Fig. 3.4a). In the male genome, diversity of each
portion of chromosome 8L fell within the range of estimates from other chromosomes
from this genome (sex linked: π = 0.0072; non-sex linked: π = 0.009; Fig. 3.4a). The
nucleotide diversity measured for these chromosomes is far less than the 7% divergence
of homeologous sequences (Evans and Kwon 2015); the considerably lower π estimates
reported here suggest that cross mapping of reads across subgenomes was relatively rare.

Analyses of nucleotide diversity in and around genes (divided into six categories;
see Materials and Methods), which used a linear mixed model, recovered a significant
interaction between sex and sex-linkage, indicating that the mother had a higher π than
the father in the sex-linked portion of chromosome 8L compared with the rest of the
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genome, and after controlling for differences in polymorphism between these individuals
(estimate of the increase in female diversity in the sex linked region = 0.0018, 0.0009 –
0.0027 95% CI, t-stat = 4.09; Fig. 3.4b). For this analysis, we discarded the first four
million base pairs of chromosome 8L because we lacked information on whether this
region is also sex-linked (Fig. 3.1).

We note that nucleotide diversity in the sex-linked portion of the female sex chromo-
somes includes fixed differences between the W and Z chromosomes and also positions
that are segregating on the Z chromosome. Thus, this measurement is influenced by
demographic differences between the female and male (the female genome is more poly-
morphic; Fig. 3.4). However, we found that standardizing the estimates of nucleotide
diversity by the genome-wide average for each individual (by dividing diversity esti-
mates from the male or female genome by the corresponding genome-wide mean for
each genome) did not affect the results of the linear mixed model (see Results and
Appendix B1.4). In the analysis of nucleotide diversity, the sex linked portion of chro-
mosome 8L stood out as the most polymorphic region in the female genome, supporting
the existence of fixed divergent sites between the W and Z chromosomes.

The disparity between the female and male in nucleotide diversity along chromosome
8L was greater in the sex-linked portion than the pseudoautosomal portion of chromo-
some 8L (Wilcoxon rank sum test: P < 0.001; Fig. 3.4c). This result is consistent with
the results of the linear mixed model (above). There was also a peak of divergence near
end of the chromosome in the non-sex-linked region (Fig. 3.4c), that overlapped with
a region where X. borealis daughters were mostly inheriting the same allele, suggesting
partial sex-linkage (Fig. 3.1). This could be due to an inversion, although we did not
explore this possibility in our data.

Within coding regions, dN and dS were very slightly, but significantly (statistically)
elevated in the sex-linked region of X. borealis compared with the rest of the genome
for both the female and male, but dN/dS was not (based on a permutation test; see
Appendix B1.5). But, unlike the analysis of all SNPs (above), which included more data,
the sex linked region was not the highest for any value (dN , dS, or dN/dS) compared
individually to the other chromosomes. This emphasizes the subtlety of the divergence
in the sex linked region and indicates that the time since recombination suppression is
recent. We did not recover evidence of substantial differences in coverage between the
female and male on the sex chromosomes (see Appendix B1.6).
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Figure 3.4: Nucleotide diversity (π) in X. borealis based on WGS data
mapped to the X. laevis reference genome. (a) Median π by chromosome
as measured in the six genomic categories; error bars indicate 95% CI
bootstrap estimates (for further information on differences see Appendix
B1.4). The 8L_NL category refers to the diversity measured on chro-
mosome 8L in the non-sex-linked region (57 Mb–120 Mb). (b) Box and
whisker plot of π across six genomic categories (described in Methods);
the y-axis is truncated at 0.05 for clarity. (c) Standardized nucleotide
diversity of the female divided by the standardized nucleotide diversity
of male in 1 Mb windows across chr8L; the completely sex-linked region
is highlighted in dark purple, and the significantly sex linked region with
suppressed recombination in light purple (see Fig. 3.1).
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3.4 Discussion

3.4.1 More Expansive Recombination Suppression on Younger Sex Chromo-
somes

The homomorphic sex chromosomes of X. borealis and X. laevis experienced distinctive
evolutionary histories since they originated. In X. laevis, the sex-linked region is re-
stricted to a small portion on the end of a chromosome (2L). In X. borealis, however, the
sex-linked region encompasses almost half of a chromosome (8L; Fig. 3.1), even though
this sex chromosome system is thought to be derived with respect to the sex determi-
nation system of X. laevis (Furman and Evans 2016). Within the region of suppressed
recombination of both of these species, there is evidence of sex chromosome divergence
at the molecular level (X. borealis: Fig. 3.4a-c, Appendix B1.5; X. laevis: Mawaribuchi et
al. 2016). Although the magnitude of sex chromosome divergence in the large sex-linked
region of X. borealis is modest, it appears that recombination has been suppressed over
sufficient evolutionary time for these differences to be detectable, presumably for many
thousands of generations or more. Supporting this, our second family of lab-reared
X. borealis and the surveyed panel of adults also had completely suppressed recombi-
nation in this large region (there were some sex linked female heterozygous sites that
appeared in both families and others that were unique to one family or the other, see
Appendix B1.3). Together, these findings are consistent with observations made in
other, more diverged species that the extent of recombination suppression need not be
more expansive in older than younger sex chromosomes (reviewed in Wright et al. 2016).
They further demonstrate that newly established sex chromosomes may assume radically
different evolutionary trajectories.

We infer here that the younger sex chromosomes of X. borealis have a larger region of
suppressed recombination than the older sex chromosomes of X. laevis. One possibility is
that this is due to a large scale genomic change, such as an inversion or deletion leading
to widespread recombination suppression (Charlesworth et al. 2005). We were unable
to characterize rearrangements in the sex chromosomes of X. borealis here due to the
nature of our WGS data (short reads and relatively low coverage). However, there were
two crossover events detected in the sex linked region (Fig. 3.1,B1.3). As well, the level
of divergence between the W and Z was lower in the last 1/3 of the sex linked region,
consistent with a more recent cessation of recombination (and possibly indicating the
presence of genomic regions – strata – with different levels of divergence). These results
suggest that a single large scale inversion encompassing the entire sex-linked region is
not a likely reason for suppressed recombination. We cannot rule out the possibility
that there are smaller inversions within the sex linked region that causes recombina-
tion suppression in flanking regions. In some sex chromosome systems, inversions are
not thought to be the driver of recombination suppression. For example, in the plant
S. latifolia, inversions in the nonrecombining portion of the sex chromosomes may have
occurred after recombination suppression evolved (Bergero et al. 2008). We did not
recover any evidence of major coverage differences between the sequenced female and
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male X. borealis (Appendix B1.6), suggesting a lack of deletions or insertion differences
between the Z and W. However, our inference is limited by a lack of a con-specific ref-
erence genome, because unique or rapidly evolving sequences on the sex chromosomes
of X. borealis may not map to the homologous portion of or be present in the X. laevis
reference genome.

Alternatively, modifiers of recombination can be favored by natural selection to sup-
press recombination (Charlesworth et al. 2005; Coop and Przeworski 2007). These ge-
netic factors control chiasmata formation during meiosis, possibly by modifying chromo-
some structure, or via the action of genes or repetitive elements (Ji et al. 1999; Otto and
Lenormand 2002). Curiously, chromosome 8S in X. borealis also had a lower recombina-
tion rate that other chromosome linkage maps of similar size (Fig. 3.2). This chromosome
is homeologous (i.e., related by genome duplication) to the sex chromosomes 8L (Ses-
sion et al. 2016). This result offers the intriguing possibility that whatever is acting
to suppress recombination on the sex chromosome may also influence recombination of
homeologous sequence on chromosome 8S (genome-wide, the L and S nucleotide diver-
gence is about 6%; Session et al. (2016)). This is unlikely to be an artifact of mapping
errors because linkage groups would not form from markers that were a mix of chromo-
some 8L and 8S, because SNPs on different chromosomes should have a recombination
fraction of about 0.5 (above our threshold; Materials and Methods).

Sex-linkage with minimal divergence (similar to our observations in X. borealis) has
also been found in other species. For instance, the Japan sea population of stickle-
back fish have a recently evolved set of sex chromosomes, which were generated by a
fusion of the ancestral sex chromosome and an autosome (Kitano et al. 2009). In this
system, recombination suppression spread from the point of sex chromosome fusion to
an ancestral autosome along a large fraction of the neosex chromosome (Natri et al.
2013). Sex-linked genomic regions with variable levels of divergence suggest that the
boundaries of recombination suppression evolve over time, and may encompass areas
that are not yet diverged. As such, recombination may occasionally happen in these
regions until a hard recombination boundary is established (Bergero and Charlesworth
2009). In some other amphibians, periodic recombination may prevent divergence of the
sex chromosomes (Perrin 2009; Stöck et al. 2011; Dufresnes et al. 2014). Though re-
combination was not detected in this region for either family of X. borealis, it is possible
that over long timescales the sex chromosomes of X. borealis may occasionally recombine.
However, the divergence detected here between the Z and W, though modest, indicates
that recombination is not happening frequently enough to completely prevent divergence
(Fig. 3.4).

3.4.2 The Relative Ages of the Sex Chromosomes of X. laevis and
X. borealis

Our inference that recombination suppression expanded more quickly in X. borealis than
X. laevis is based on (i) the inferred origin of DM-W in subgenus Xenopus after the
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whole genome duplication event shared by all extant subgenus Xenopus species (Bewick
et al. 2011) and (ii) inferred phylogenetic relationships within subgenus Xenopus (Fur-
man and Evans 2016), which indicates that the DM-W based sex determination system
is ancestral to the system of X. borealis (Fig. 3.1). If this phylogenetic inference were
erroneous and instead the sex determining system of X. borealis were ancestral to the
DM-W based system of X. laevis, the rate that recombination suppression expanded
over the sex chromosomes of X. borealis could be slower than it seems here.

However, there are several lines of evidence that argue against X. borealis having the
older sex chromosomes than X. laevis. First, the strongest phylogenetic signal found
using 1,585 genes supports a paraphyletic clade of DM-W -possessing species (Fig. 3.1;
Furman and Evans 2016). More specifically, the alternate hypothesis of monophyly of
DM-W -possessing species is supported by substantially fewer genes than the hypothesis
of paraphyly of DM-W -possessing species with a sister relationship between DM-W -
possessing X. clivii and X. borealis (as presented in Fig. 3.1; Furman and Evans 2016).
In fact, the hypothesis of monophyly of DM-W -possessing species has an equal support
to another paraphyletic relationship among DM-W -possessing species where X. borealis
is more closely related to X. laevis than X. clivii is to X. laevis (Furman and Evans 2016).

Additional evidence against the possibility of older sex chromosomes in X. borealis is
provided by divergence of orthologous autosomal genes of X. borealis and X. laevis (e.g.,
divergence of synonymous site of ~14%; Chain et al. 2008) that is substantially greater
than that observed between the nonrecombining regions of the X. borealis sex chromo-
somes (Fig. 3.4). Likewise, homeologous coding sequences (including nonsynonymous
and synonymous sites) also have higher divergence (~7%; Evans and Kwon 2015) than
the non-recombining region of the X. borealis sex chromosomes. These genomic patterns
are consistent with the proposal that suppressed recombination in the sex chromosomes
of X. borealis occurred after allotetraploidization. Thus, even if previous phylogenetic
inferences (Furman and Evans 2016) are incorrect, the level of divergence between these
sex chromosomes still argues that the expansion of the nonrecombining region occurred
after the origin of DM-W (i.e., post-whole genome duplication in subgenus Xenopus)
after or at least within a similar time frame.

3.4.3 More Recombination in Females than Males, and in Different Genomic
Regions

Heterochiasmy refers to differences in sex-specific rates of recombination. Here, in two
independently derived sex chromosome systems with female heterogamy, we observed
heterochiasmy with females having a higher rate of recombination than males. In some
species of bird and crab with female heterogamy, recombination rates appear to be
similar between the sexes (Groenen et al. 2009; Backström et al. 2010; Cui et al. 2015;
Nietlisbach et al. 2015). But in some fish and other bird species the rate of recombination
is higher in heterogametic females (Hansson et al. 2010; Ruan et al. 2010), or higher in
homogametic males (Kawakami et al. 2014). In vertebrates with male heterogamy, the
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rate of recombination is often higher in females, particularly in XY mammals (Wong
et al. 2010; Ottolini et al. 2015), though exceptions are known where rates are similar
between the sexes, or higher in males (Mank 2009a; Johnston et al. 2016, respectively).

In several other frog species with male heterogamy, heterochiasmy has been observed
with a higher recombination rate in females (Berset-Brändli et al. 2008; Brelsford et al.
2016). This was interpreted to be consistent with the Haldane-Huxely Rule (Haldane
1922; Huxley 1928) which postulates that when one sex does not recombine (i.e., when
one sex is achiasmatic), that sex is the heterogametic sex (Berset-Brändli et al. 2008;
Brelsford et al. 2016). Our results suggest instead that in species with heterochiasmy,
the sex with lower recombination is not strongly linked to which sex is heterogametic
(Lenormand and Dutheil 2005). Heterochiasmy may be more prominently influenced by
haploid selection (Lenormand and Dutheil 2005), sexual antagonism (Mank 2009a), or
other explanations.

The locations of recombination events were sex-biased in both species of Xenopus
investigated, with recombination most frequent in the center of chromosomes in females,
versus the ends of chromosomes in males (Fig. 3.3). Sex specific differences in crossover
location have been observed in other taxa, including, for example, frogs, dogs, and
primates (Wong et al. 2010; Venn et al. 2014; Ottolini et al. 2015; Brelsford et al.
2016). Female linkage map length (in cM) and the number of crossover events was
positively correlated with the amount of bp covered by the map and the total length
of a chromosome, whereas in males this relationship was not observed (Fig. 3.2). A
similar disparity between the sexes in the relationship of cM and Mb spanned by linkage
maps has been observed in the frog Hyla arborea (Brelsford et al. 2016) and in humans
(Ottolini et al. 2015). This sex specific difference could be due to the differences in
recombination location. In females, because recombination is spread out across the
middle of chromosomes, longer chromosomes may permit more recombination events to
occur without crossover interference. In males, where recombination occurs mostly on
the tips of chromosomes, crossover interference is less likely to vary among chromosomes
with different lengths. Similar findings have been recovered in soay sheep, where male
recombination is mostly biased to the last 18 Mb of each of the chromosome tips, with
chromosomes ranging in size from ~50–200 Mb (Johnston et al. 2016), encompassing the
chromosome length variation of Xenopus (Session et al. 2016). Why females and males
have differences in recombination locations is potentially due to differences in meiosis.
During speramtogenesis there appears to be more control over formation and number of
crossover events compared with oogenesis, with crossovers stopping in the presence of
errors and more often restricted to one per arm (Hunt and Hassold 2002; Hassold et al.
2004; Coop and Przeworski 2007). As well, maintenance of favorable allelic combination
by haploid selection, which is generally stronger in males, may limit the breadth of
possible crossover locations to genomic regions, such as chromosome tips, that have low
gene density (Lenormand and Dutheil 2005).

One possible caveat to our conclusions on sex specific differences in recombination
rate is that in some cases maternal and paternal linkage groups spanned nonoverlapping
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genomic regions, which themselves may vary in the local rate of recombination (Groenen
et al. 2009; Kawakami et al. 2014; Ottolini et al. 2015). Since male recombination rate
is biased towards tips of chromosomes (Fig. 3.3), it is possible that crossover events were
not accounted for in these linkage maps if tags do not span to the ends of chromosomes.
Kawakami et al. (2014) also noted that RAD based studies in birds may also underesti-
mate linkage map lengths, because they underrepresent microchromosomes and ends of
chromosomes. In this study, the disparity between female and male linkage map lengths
in X. laevis (1.2:1 ratio of map length) is much less than X. borealis (4.4:1). The total
map lengths in X. laevis (females: 1,572 cM and males: 1,275 cM) was not far from a
total map length of 1,800 cM, which is the expected length if there were an obligate
rate of one crossover per chromosome arm. This suggests our estimate of recombination
in X. laevis is not unreasonably low. As well, the female to male map length ratio in
X. laevis of 1.2:1 is within the range of a wide variety of other species (1.4:1 for a fish,
Ruan et al. 2010; 1.2:1 for a mammal, Wong et al. 2010; 1.1:1 for a bird, Kawakami
et al. 2014). Thus, the sex specific differences detected in X. laevis are likely genuine.
We note that the magnitude of the sex difference in recombination rate for X. borealis
(females: 719 cM and males: 165 cM) may be exaggerated due to lower genomic cover-
age in the X. borealis family (though large differences in recombination between closely
related species is known Kawakami et al. 2014). Furthermore, our linkage maps are
not capturing all recombination events in either species because the per gamete rates of
recombination are much less than the expectation of one event per chromosome of 18
(Results). As such, caution should be used when interpreting linkage maps from reduced
genome sequencing technologies (e.g., RADseq, GBS), especially when a closely related
reference genome is lacking to assess marker distribution across chromosomes.

3.4.4 Drivers of Sex Chromosome Evolution and Stasis

Information from a diversity of organisms suggest that the age of sex chromosomes is not
a strong predictor of the amount divergence between sex chromosomes within a species
(Wright et al. 2016). Our findings from the sex chromosomes of X. borealis and X. laevis
support this inference. One possible explanation for these observations is that the ge-
nomic context in which a new sex chromosome system is established plays a large role in
determining the extent of divergence a newly established will experience. For example,
the ability to cope with dosage imbalances or the potential for dosage compensation
mechanisms to evolve could strongly influence whether sex chromosomes become hetero-
morphic or not (Batada and Hurst 2007, but see Mank 2009b). If, for instance, the sex
chromosomes of X. laevis (chromosome 2L), contains more dosage sensitive genes than
the sex chromosomes of X. borealis (chromosome 8L), this could hinder the expansion
of recombination suppression in X. laevis but not X. borealis. In ratites, for example, an
inability to accommodate dosage imbalances may prevent sex chromosome divergence
beyond the limited regions thought to no longer recombine (Adolfsson and Ellegren 2013;
Vicoso et al. 2013; Yazdi and Ellegren 2014). As well, the life history or ecological con-
text of a population can influence the fate of sex chromosomes. Guppies, which similar to
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X. borealis have a large sex linked region without extensive degeneration, show variability
in the extent of sex linkage on the chromosomes depending on an interplay between the
strength of sexual antagonism and predation pressures in the population (Wright et al.
2017). A compelling direction for further inquiry is to explore factors that govern sex
chromosome divergence and stasis in African clawed frogs, including the role of natural
selection (e.g., favoring balanced gene dosage between the sexes, sexually antagonistic
selection, haploid selection (Rice et al. 1994; Lenormand 2003; Adolfsson and Ellegren
2013)), and nonselective events (e.g., recombination in sex reversed individuals; Perrin
(2009), or large scale inversions).
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Supplementary figures and tables are available in Appendix B.
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Abstract Whole genome duplication (WGD), the doubling of the nuclear DNA of a
species, contributes to biological innovation by creating genetic redundancy. One mode
of WGD is allopolyploidization, wherein each genome from two ancestral species be-
comes a ‘subgenome’ of a polyploid descendant species. The evolutionary trajectory of
a duplicated gene that arises from WGD is influenced both by natural selection and by
gene silencing (pseudogenization). Here, we explored how these two phenomena varied
over time and within allopolyploid genomes in several allotetraploid clawed frog species
(Xenopus). Our analysis demonstrates that, across these polyploid genomes, purifying
selection was greatly relaxed compared to a diploid outgroup, was asymmetric between
each subgenome, and that coding regions are shorter in the subgenome with more re-
laxed purifying selection. As well, we found that the rate of gene loss was higher in the
subgenome under weaker purifying selection and has remained relatively consistent over
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time after WGD. Our findings provide perspective from vertebrates on the evolutionary
forces that likely shape allopolyploid genomes on other branches of the tree of life.

4.1 Introduction

Whole genome duplication (WGD) creates redundancy in genetic pathways and can lead
to biological innovation (Ohno 1970). For instance, WGD is thought to have contributed
to phenotypic diversity in jawed vertebrates, which experienced at least two rounds of
WGD (2R hypothesis) (Dehal and Boore 2005), and the success of angiosperms, which
experienced numerous WGD events (Fawcett et al. 2009; Jiao et al. 2011). However, de-
spite the potential evolutionary advantages of WGD, the most common evolutionary out-
come of a gene pair generated by WGD (homeologs) is that one becomes non-functional
(“pseudogenization”) (Lynch and Conery 2000).

One possible route for both gene copies to be retained is “neofunctionalization”, where
one homeolog acquires a novel function (Ohno 1970). Another route involves a parti-
tioning of ancestral function among duplicated genes, thus making both copies necessary
(“subfunctionalization”) (Force et al. 1999; Stoltzfus 1999). Additionally, because WGD
doubles entire genetic pathways, natural selection may favor the functional persistence of
gene duplicates in order to maintain the stoichiometric balance of epistatic interactions
among the protein products of duplicated genes (Papp et al. 2003; Gout et al. 2010;
Qian et al. 2010).

Post-WGD, genes involved in dosage sensitive functions, such as protein complexes
and transcription factors, were preferentially retained in several species (Blanc and Wolfe
2004; Makino and McLysaght 2010; McGrath et al. 2014). However, analysis of ancient
WGD events indicate that many of these genes will also eventually be lost, with only a
small proportion of duplicates surviving over the long haul: 8% for yeast (Scannell et al.
2006); 18% for teleost WGD (Inoue et al. 2015); likely < 10% for 2R vertebrate WGD
(Dehal and Boore 2005); 20-30% for Brassicaceae WGD (Liu et al. 2014). One excep-
tion appears in Paramecium, in which 40-50% of its homeologous pairs have remained
functional after 350 my (Aury et al. 2006; McGrath et al. 2014).

There is evidence that some genes are rapidly lost after WGD (Scannell et al. 2006;
Inoue et al. 2015). This makes sense if gene copies are initially functionally redundant,
and if natural selection to retain both homeologs is correspondingly weak. However,
if gene dosage is important after WGD, it may take a long time for gene loss to be
selectively neutral (Gout and Lynch 2015). Thus, the rate of pseudogenization could be
constant or potentially increase over time (Gout et al. 2010; Gout and Lynch 2015). As
well, if WGD is the result of allopolyploidization, duplicates may not be fully redundant
due to divergence in lower-ploidy progenitors (Adams 2007). This divergence could
also introduce biases in rates of pseudogenization between each half of an allopolyploid
genome, i.e., each subgenome (Comai 2000; Evans 2007).
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Rates of pseudogenization and the extent of purifying selection on homeologs are
interrelated and potentially dynamic through time. Thus, to best understand the inter-
actions of each one, a comparative approach – that uses data from multiple species in a
time-calibrated phylogenetic context – is paramount (Inoue et al. 2015). To better under-
stand these phenomena, we examined several tetraploid African clawed frog (Xenopus)
species that are derived from a shared allotetraploid ancestor (4x=2n=36 chromosomes;
haploid number (n) of 18 chromosomes) (Tymowska 1991; Evans et al. 2015). Each
of these allotetraploid species have two subgenomes of 9 homologous chromosome pairs
each (the ‘L’ and the ‘S’ subgenome; Matsuda et al. 2015), that were inherited from
different diploid ancestral species that generated the shared allotetraploid ancestor. Es-
timates for the time for the initial allopolyploid WGD range from as recently as 17 my
ago (Session et al. 2016) to between 25–65 my ago (Chain and Evans 2006; Hellsten
et al. 2007; Bewick et al. 2011; Furman and Evans 2016), depending on the calibration
point and analytical methods used. In one of these species, X. laevis, about 60% of the
homeologous pairs are functional, and there exists substantial asymmetry in subgenome
evolution (Session et al. 2016). For instance, the S-subgenome of X. laevis experienced
more genomic rearrangements compared to the L and has fewer intact and functional
genes (Session et al. 2016).

Using a phylogenetic framework and sets of expressed gene sequences from Furman
and Evans (2016), we explore duplicate gene evolution and pseuodgenization post-WGD
in several allotetraploid Xenopus species. Our findings indicate that selection is sub-
stantially relaxed post-WGD, and has not returned to pre-duplicate levels. The extent
of this relaxation differs between the two subgenomes and the S-subgenome with a more
relaxed level of purifying selection has shorter coding sequences. Using a probabilistic
model in a maximum likelihood framework (an extension of Dang et al. 2016), we also
found that the rate of pseudogenization is higher in the S-subgenome across the Xenopus
clade. Furthermore, we find that these rates have remained relatively constant over time.
Our results are consistent with those of the X. laevis genome sequencing project (Session
et al. 2016), but extend them by demonstrating across multiple polyploid species that
subgenome differences are a phenomena prevalent across the whole Xenopus subgenus.
We conclude that genome restructuring post-WGD is an ongoing feature of the Xenopus
subgenus, drawn out over millions of years.

4.2 Methods

4.2.1 Homeolog Identification

Sequence data analyzed in this study was obtained from a recent phylogenetic analysis
of Xenopus (Furman and Evans 2016). The dataset was generated from a total of
six species (1 diploid, 5 allotetraploids), including previously published RNAseq data
from four Xenopus (X. borealis, X. clivii, X. largeni, and X. allofraseri) and downloaded
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Unigene libraries from X. laevis and Xenopus Silurana tropicalis (Unigene database, last
modified March 2013).

As described in Furman and Evans (2016), we identified homeologous and ortholo-
gous sequences using a reciprocal BLAST approach (Altschul et al. 1997a) with each
species transcriptome assembly and the Unigene database of X. laevis to the X. tropicalis
database. Multiple rounds of tree building and parsing allowed us to distinguish orthol-
ogous from homeologous sequences. We used a bioinformatic filter that required closer
interspecific than intraspecific relationships among orthologous sequences to match an
expectation associated with WGD preceding speciation of the allopolyploids (see Fur-
man and Evans (2016) for full details). We analyzed only those gene alignments that had
data for both homeologs for at least one species. Orthologous sequences for each species
included only the longest coding region for each gene and allelic and splice variants were
not analyzed. We considered only those alignments with at least 300 bp of ungapped
sequence. These data included a total of 1,585 genes. From these data, we realigned each
using the codon aligner Macse (Ranwez et al. 2011). We then removed alignments with
no sequence data for X. laevis (a constraint of our pseudogenization model, see below),
leaving 1,503 genes.

In the original dataset of Furman and Evans (2016), homeologous lineages in each
alignment were randomly assigned the label of “alpha” or “beta”, which did not con-
sistently refer to the same subgenomes of Xenopus because the genome sequence from
Session et al. (2016) was unavailable for genomic analyses at that time. For this study,
we have now been able to assign the “alpha” and “beta” lineages to the L and S-
subgenomes of the X. laevis genome v9.1 for each alignment. To accomplish this, we
selected one X. laevis sequence from each alignment (randomly, if two were present),
and used BLAST to find the best subgenome match in the X. laevis genome. If the
sequence did not have an L or S chromosome as the best hit, the alignment was dis-
carded, otherwise all sequences in that lineage (“alpha” or “beta”) were assigned to the
corresponding subgenome match and the other lineage to the other subgenome. After
these steps, the dataset encompassed 1,417 genes spanning 2,235,636 base pairs (bp)
(711,340 bp ungapped characters total across alignments), with a wide range of L- or
S-subgenome copies missing across species (10%:X. laevis – 64%:X. clivii).

4.2.2 Quantifying Selective Constraint Over Time

To assess selective constraints on DNA sequences over time, we obtained estimates of ω
(dN/dS) that were specific to a lineage or a group of lineages (described below), using
Codeml (part of the PAML package; Yang 1997, 2007). We first used a Perl script to
remove any stop codons in each alignment. We then concatenated sequences across all
genes for each subgenome for each species such that each allotetraploid species was repre-
sented by two concatenated sequences – one from the L- and one from the S-subgenome.
To generate a starting tree topology, we used RAxML v.8.2.4 (Stamatakis 2014a) and
set a GTRGAMMA model, followed by 500 bootstrap replicates to assess support. Strongly
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Figure 4.1: Phylogram recovered from a RAxML analysis of concate-
nated sequence data. L and S refer to the two subgenomes of Xeno-
pus species (Matsuda et al. 2015), and the colors and corresponding la-
bels (diploid, mixed, mid, late) refer to how branches were grouped for
Codeml analysis and modeling of pseudogenization rates. Somewhere
along the “mixed” branch an allopolyploidization event took place (indi-
cated by an asterisk), generating a tetraploid ancestor of all extant Xeno-
pus. The different resolution of sister relationships among the X. laevis,
X. allofraseri, and X. largeni clade between the L and S-subgenomes re-
flect the poor resolution obtained by any analysis (Furman and Evans
2016).

supported nodes are consistent with the phylogenetic analyses of Furman and Evans
(2016), but include different relationships among X. laevis, X. allofraseri, and X. largeni
between the L-lineage compared to the S-lineage. This is due to poorly supported, short
internal branch lengths, and a lower mutation rate of the L-subgenome (Fig. 4.1).

We used six evolutionary models to evaluate the impact of different subgenomes
and time on purifying selection that are distinguished by the number of ω values and by
which branches in the phylogeny were pooled for each ω value estimate (see Fig. 4.2 for a
visualization of all models). The simplest “ploidy” model has three separate ω (dN/dS)
values that are defined by the ploidy of the branches. One ω value was estimated
for the diploid branch, one was estimated for the pair of branches where the whole
genome duplication took place across both subgenomes (the “mixed” lineages that has
part diploid and part tetraploid histories), and one ω value was estimated for the other
branches that are entirely allotetraploid.

From this simplest model accounting for just differences in ploidy, models took one
of two forms. Either, they tested for the effect of different subgenomes on purifying se-
lection, or they tested the effect of time since duplication on purifying selection. A final
model evaluated both of these factors together. The first ‘subgenome’ model extends
the ‘ploidy’ model by two parameters, independently estimating ω values for each of the
mixed ploidy branches (one for L and one for S) and for each subgenome of the tetraploid
branches (again, one for L and another for S) (a total of five ω parameters). Extending
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this ‘subgenome’ model by two more parameters, the ‘subgenome-species’ model esti-
mates ω separately for each of the two major Xenopus clades (the laevis/largeni/fraseri
clade, and the borealis/clivii clade), within each subgenome (a total of seven ω param-
eters). This was done because the tempo of speciation in each clade is quite different,
with the most recent common ancestor (MRCA) of the borealis/clivii clade being much
older than the other clade.

In the other set of models the allopolyploid branches were divided into groups that
represented distinct time intervals following WGD, ignoring the different subgenomes.
Extending the most simple model of just differences in ‘ploidy’ by one parameter, the
first ‘time’ model estimated ω values separately for the internal allopolyploid branches
(referred to in Fig. 4.1 as the ‘mid’ tetraploid branches), and the tip branches (referred
to as the ‘late’ tetraploid branches) (a total of four ω values). This set of ‘late’ tetraploid
branches does include a small internal branch in the laevis/largeni/fraser clade that stems
from an unresolved node (Fig. 4.1). Then, extending this ‘time’ model by two parameters,
the ‘time-species’ model separately estimating ω in each of the major allotetraploid
clades, as described above, for both the ‘mid’ and ‘late’ tetraploid branches (a total of
six ω values).

The last, and most complex ‘time-subgenome-species’ model, tested the effect of both
time and subgenome in tandem. This model extended the ploidy model by estimating
ω values within each subgenome (L and S), within each major clade (borealis/clivii
and laevis/largeni/fraseri), and separately for each time interval (mid and late) since
duplication (a total of 11 ω values).

By analyzing these epochs with unique ω parameters, we assessed how selective con-
straints on duplicate copies changed over time. As well, by assigning subgenome of
origin, we evaluated whether each genome that contributes to an allopolyploidization
event experiences different selective constraints after allopolyploidization. For the best
fit model, we estimated 95% confidence intervals for the ω parameters by analyzing
100 bootstrap replicates where codons were re-sampled with replacement. For model
selection, we used the Bayesian information criterion (BIC) (Schwarz 1978):

BIC = 2l(Θ̂) − logn×m,

where n is the number of codons in the alignment (745,212), and Θ̂ is the log-likelihood
estimate of the model. m is the number of parameters estimated for each model and
included nine parameters for the estimated codon frequencies (CodonFreq = 2), 19 pa-
rameters estimated for the branch lengths (clock = 0, 2 ∗ n − 3, where n is the num-
ber of tips, as outlined in the PAML manual), one for the estimated value of κ (the
transition/transversion ratio, fix_kappa = 0), and then the estimated number of ω
values for each model (either three, four, five, six, seven, or 11; see outlined mod-
els above and Fig. 4.2). Thus, m was 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 40 for the “ploidy”, “time”,
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Figure 4.2: Model schemes for the Codeml analysis of purifying se-
lection. The * marks the branches where the whole genome duplication
took place, thus these branches were diploid for some length of time and
tetraploid for the rest. The diploid branch is the lineage that extends to
X. tropicalis. Analyses were performed on unrooted trees. Colors reflect
branches that have a distinct dN/dS value estimated for them.

“subgenome”, “time-species” ,“subgenome-species”, and “time-subgenome-species” mod-
els, respectively.

4.2.3 Coding Sequence Length

To evaluate changes in selective constraints as evidenced by the evolution of premature
stop codons, we tested if homeolog coding sequences were of different lengths between
the subgenomes. To accomplish this, we first measured the ungapped sequence length
of each of the ingroup sequences for each alignment (using a Perl script), retaining only
those that had copies from both subgenomes. We then analyzed these data using a
Markov chain Monte Carlo generalized linear mixed model (MCMCglmm) using the R
package MCMCglmm (Hadfield 2010). We set as a fixed effect the subgenome of origin
(L or S), and used random effects of gene and phylogeny. The phylogeny used was
the species tree estimated by *Beast, described in more detail in the pseudogenization
model analysis below. We ran the Markov chain for 1000000 generations, with a 10000
generation burn-in and a thinning interval of 500. We set an inverse-Gamma prior for
both random effects (phylogeny: V = 1, ν = 2; gene: V = 1, ν = 0.002) and the residual
effect (V = 1, ν = 0.002, and a Gaussian family link; following similar example analyses
in the package documentation and in Garamszegi (2014), and we modified this method
to ensure adequate exploration of the posterior distribution of parameter values).
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4.2.4 Modeling Variation in the Rate of Duplicate Gene Loss Over Time

We used a model-based approach to infer the rate of pseudogenization in our duplicate
gene copy dataset over different time intervals demarcated by speciation events, and
allowing for different pseudogenization rates in each subgenome. Because our data are
from transcriptomes, pseudogenization of duplicate gene copies here represents genes
that are either no longer expressed, or expressed in a low enough amount to not be
detected. The latter category of genes (low expression) are quite possibly on their way
to becoming pseudogenized (Gout and Lynch 2015), and we explore this further in the
discussion section. Additionally, there may be genes not expressed in the tissue we
analyzed (liver) at the developmental stage we surveyed (adult), and these would be
picked up as “pseudogenized” genes in our analysis. If it is common for genes to be
missing for these reasons, our estimate of the rate of pseudogenization will be upwardly
biased. But, because our interest is in comparing subgenomes to one another and time
periods to one another (and subgenomes across time periods), we focus on comparisons
of estimated rates rather than the magnitudes of these rates. Our model does attempt
to estimate the proportion of gene copies that were not detected due to missed missing
data (e.g., low expression level, low sequencing coverage). Whole genome sequencing of
these species and analysis using the model developed below could help further account
for some of these issues.

In the context of accounting for duplication and loss events using the principle of par-
simony, Eulenstein et al. (2010) note that accounting for loss events can be problematic,
because “it is impossible to differentiate between gene loss and missing data”. Here, the
probabilistic methodology utilized accounts for sampling bias and missing data, based
on the framework used in Dang et al. (2016), while evaluating variation in the evolu-
tionary rates of duplicate gene loss following WGD. While such models have also been
used by Han et al. (2013) to correct for missing data, like the models in Dang et al.
(2016), our modeling needs were different for this data. The models by Han et al. (2013)
were implemented for gene family size-type data, the models used a birth death process,
and there was no way to constrain the transitions between the different states (which we
needed to do, see below). We also simultaneously estimate what they call the errormodel
matrix (and provide standard errors) along with the rates. In contrast, Han et al. (2013)
first estimate the errormodel matrix (without knowledge of this already from an external
source) and then the gene family size expansion or reduction rates.

Here, we investigate whether there is a difference in rates soon after the WGD
event (corresponding to the “mid tetraploid” group) compared to later in time (“late
tetraploid” group; see Fig. 4.1). As well, we investigate the rates for each of these time pe-
riods within each of the subgenomes (L and S). Similar to the Codeml analyses, the rates
are estimated individually for the borealis/clivii clade and the laevis/largeni/allofraseri
clade because the “mid tetraploid” branches in each clade have different lengths.
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Model Overview

Markov models have been successfully used to estimate evolutionary rates (e.g., insertion
and deletion rates) of gene families in closely related sequences (Hao and Golding 2006;
Marri et al. 2006; Cohen and Pupko 2010). These likelihood-based analyses typically
require that the sequences being investigated have complete genome sequences avail-
able to ensure that phenomena such as genome rearrangement does not affect detection
of homeologs (Hao and Golding 2006). Because we are working with transcriptome
data, gene absence may not be due to pseudogenization only, and may additionally re-
flect incomplete gene copy detection (see details below). Here, using a continuous time
Markov chain model, we simultaneously estimate the rate of pseudogenization and the
fraction of missing (or mis-recorded) data in the fashion of Dang et al. (2016). The
model constructed here also accounts for substantial sampling bias in the data due to
the aforementioned constraints imposed by Furman and Evans (2016) during dataset
construction (see details below).

We first re-coded the data from each allotetraploid species in the form of the number
and type of gene copies present in each species in each gene alignment. An observation
of (1,1) denotes the presence of two gene homeologs (L and S), (0,1) and (1,0) indicate
presence of one homeolog and not the other (only L, or only S, respectively), and finally
(0,0) would indicate that neither homeolog was recorded as present for a species. Thus,
for a given gene, our data consists of membership in the form of (1,1), (1,0), (0,1), and
(0,0) categories for each species. These form a phyletic pattern of presence/absence of
homeologous sequence for the species in the phylogenetic tree (Table 4.1). The tree used
in this analysis is based of the topology obtained by the *Beast (Heled and Drummond
2010) analysis performed by Furman and Evans (2016), and is the same as was used
for the coding length analysis above. To obtain a chronogram (the original analysis
was done without calibration points), we used mcmctree (Yang 2007) and a 65 million
year (±4.62) divergence estimate of the Silurana and Xenopus subgenera (Bewick et al.
2011). The original phylogenetic analysis included 73 genes (representing a set of genes
that had orthologous sequence for each of the five species and at least one homeologous
sequence; i.e., five L-subgenome sequences plus one or more S-subgenome sequences, or
five S-subgenome sequences with one or more L-subgenome sequences; see Furman and
Evans (2016) for full details), which we partitioned into the three codon positions and
concatenated all genes for each position. We then set an HKY+Γ model and ran two
chains for 50 000 steps (following a 10 000 generation burnin), ensuring that acceptance
parameters were within boundaries specified in the manual and that each chain reached
results. We trimmed the resulting tree to only include the five ingroup taxa of interest
(by removing the diploid outgroup and the homeolog lineage; Fig. C0.1).

Naively, failure to detect a gene copy could be interpreted as a sign of gene loss (pseu-
dogenization). However, because these data are derived from transcriptome sequencing
and Unigene databases, and not from perfectly assembled genomes, an undetected gene
copy may be missing for technical reasons such as low sensitivity of sequencing to detect
low abundance RNA, because the gene was not expressed in the tissue when the RNA
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Table 4.1: Frequencies of the different observed states in the data. (0,1)
indicates the presence of an L-subgenome homeolog and not an S home-
olog; (1,0) denotes that the S homeolog is present, but not L. Less S
homeologs were recovered for each species.

Species Dataset A (N = 1417)

(0,0) (0,1) (1,0) (1,1)

X. laevis 151 121 1145
X. largeni 370 525 372 150
X. allofraseri 314 475 397 231
X. clivii 480 470 371 96
X. borealis 346 530 404 137

was harvested, or because sequence divergence prevented detection with the reciprocal
BLAST hit approach that we used. Previously, in the context of accounting for sequence
errors in nucleotide models, Yang (2014) recommended that at least one genome be free
of sequence errors. Erring on the side of caution, Dang et al. (2016) assumed a minimum
of three taxa did not possess any missing data. Here, to distinguish missing data from
pseudogenization, our model assumes that there is one species that has near perfect
sampling of gene copies (i.e., any non-detected gene copies are truly due to pseudoge-
nization), and that all species are closely related. We assume that X. laevis represents
the near perfect sampling of gene copies – a reasonable assumption given that the data
for X. laevis come from well curated Unigene databases generated by numerous RNA
and DNA sequencing studies. Note that in our dataset, X. laevis has both homeologs
present for 80% of the alignments, which is a greater presence of homeologous copies
than the ~60% estimated from the recent genome sequencing (Session et al. 2016).

Model Details

Using a three state continuous time Markov chain, we model rates of duplicate gene
pseudogenization. The three states are (0,1), (1,0), and (1,1). For this model, it is
assumed that pseudogenization occurs independently for each gene in each species and
at constant rates. In addition, we assume that the probability of both duplicate copies
being truly pseudogenized (i.e., complete gene loss) is extremely low and so it is assumed
that only one copy, either the L- or S-subgenome homeolog, is truly pseudogenized. Then,
the substitution rate matrix for the Markov chain is

Q =


(0, 1) (1, 0) (1, 1)

(0, 1) − 0 0
(1, 0) 0 − 0
(1, 1) θS θL −

, (4.1)
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where the rows (columns) represent the current (future) state, respectively. The substi-
tution rate matrix Q only allows moves from the (1,1) state to a (0,1) or (1,0) state, i.e.,
from a two gene copy state to having either the L or S-subgenome homeolog. Because
going from two functional copies, for example (1,1), to only the L gene, namely (0,1),
means pseudogenization of the S-subgenome gene (and no change to the presence of the
L-subgenome gene), this is denoted as θS . Similarly, θL denotes the pseudogenization
rate for the L-subgenome. Alternatively, we can model the instantaneous rate of change
from a two-gene copy state to any single gene copy state, as just a single θ (not distin-
guishing if the L or S copy was lost). We employ both variants in the model variants
outlined below. Furthermore, in assessing the impact of time on pseudogenization rates,
we fit an individual pseudogenization rates matrix for individual portions of the tree,
with specifics outlined below.

The model assumes that the MRCA of the extant tetraploid Xenopus contained both
copies of all genes (i.e., the root of our five taxon tree has a (1,1) state for all genes).
Thus, the model excludes the point of time from the WGD event until the speciation of
extant Xenopus species. However, our duplicate gene dataset also does not include genes
where one copy was lost during this interval, because at least one extant species must
contain both homeologs (see above). Therefore, our estimated rates of pseudogenization
apply only to genes that escaped immediate pseudogenization, and thus that were co-
expressed duplicates prior to the speciation of the Xenopus allopolyploids we studied.
Overall and with these assumptions and limitations, our model simultaneously corrects
for incomplete gene copy membership data and provides probabilistic rate estimates of
pseudogenization of duplicate gene copies, starting from a two-copy state.

The pruning algorithm (Felsenstein 1973, 1981) is employed to calculate the likeli-
hood for the Markov chain model on the phylogenetic tree (Fig. C0.1). In the pruning
algorithm, at any node i, conditional probabilities of observing data at the tips that are
descendants of node i are calculated. Conditional probability vectors are calculated for
all nodes in a post-order tree traversal fashion. Finally, the likelihood is calculated as
a weighted sum using the conditional probability vector at the root of the tree and the
prior root probabilities (πx0) of the states. Here, the prior root probability vector for
states (0,1), (1,0), and (1,1) is (0, 0, 1)′ reflecting that at the root of the tree in Fig. C0.1,
all genes of interest are known to exist in duplicate (as discussed above). Traditionally,
at the tips of the tree, the conditional probability equals 1 if state gi is observed at
node i and 0 otherwise. However, Felsenstein (2004) notes that the vector of condi-
tional probabilities L(i) is not restricted to sum to one because they are probabilities of
the same observation conditional on different events. Here, the missing data (0,0) and
the uncertainty around (0,1) and (1,0) due to the transcriptomic nature of the data is
accommodated using this definition, as in Dang et al. (2016).

We assume that complete loss of both homeologs of a gene in a species is not possible,
hence an observation of (0,0) is considered to actually correspond to one of the other
three states. Our model allows for the possibility that due to errors in the data collection
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mechanism, an observation of a (0,0) was truly either (0,1), (1,0), or (1,1). The probabil-
ity that one gene copy is not correctly recorded for a given taxa (as compared to closely
related taxa on the tree) is denoted by δ, regardless of whether the copy corresponds to
the L- or S-subgenomes. Then, assuming independence of the copies being successfully
recorded, (1 − δ)2 is the probability that both copies are correctly recorded for that
taxon. Moreover, this model also allows for the possibility that a (1,1) is mis-recorded
as a (0,1) or a (1,0), a (1,0) is mis-recorded as a (0,0), or (0,1) is mis-recorded as a (0,0).
Here, it is assumed that each copy of each gene has an equal probability of not being
recorded as present. The matrix of probabilities used in the model and in the pruning
algorithm are summarized in Table 4.2. Extending this formulation to multiple taxa of
interest, a vector of missing proportions δ can be modeled such that δ = (δ1, . . . , δw)′
for w number of taxa. Here, δ is assumed to be unique for all species for which a missing
data proportion is modeled, i.e., for all species except X. laevis.

Table 4.2: Here, δ denotes the probability of one gene copy not being
correctly recorded as present.

True
Observed (0,0) (0,1) (1,0) (1,1)

(0,1) δ 1 − δ 0 0
(1,0) δ 0 1 − δ 0
(1,1) δ2 δ(1 − δ) (1 − δ)δ (1 − δ)2

Separate from missing data, there are certain gene presence/absence patterns at the
tips of the tree that are not observed in the dataset, given the constraints necessary to
identify homeologs. For instance, it is required that at least one species has sequence data
present for both homeologs to distinguish homeologs from orthologs (Furman and Evans
2016), thus there are no loci without at least one species having a (1,1). Additionally, to
maintain data quality and retain topologically informative datasets, Furman and Evans
(2016) restricted the data to contain at least 3 ingroup species, thus there will not be
any genes where there are more than two (0,0) patterns for the species.

Dealing with this sampling bias is straightforward. Recall that X. laevis does not
have any (0,0) states to fulfill the requirement that one taxon has perfect data sampling
(see above). Now, let the set of all unobservable patterns be denoted by U . The number
of patterns in U can be calculated in the following fashion. There are 34 × 2 = 162
patterns where a (1,1) observation is not seen in any of the taxa (and a (0,0) is not seen
for X. laevis). The number of patterns where exactly k (0,0)s are observed in data with
g taxa and a observed states is

(g
k

)
× (a − 1)g−k. Then, the number of patterns where

exactly three (0,0)s are observed for all taxa but X. laevis (i.e., for four taxa) and four
observed states (but X. laevis is observed to have only three states) is

(
4
3

)
× (4 − 1)4−3 × 3 = 36. (4.2)
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Similarly, the number of patterns with exactly four (0,0)s can be calculated as 3. Thus
for the dataset, a union of the 162 and 39 (36 + 3) patterns results in 183 unobservable
patterns.

Because only certain patterns are present in the data, the excluded patterns can
be corrected for in the likelihood by conditioning on observing an observable pattern
(Felsenstein 1992; Lewis 2001; Hao and Golding 2006; Cohen and Pupko 2010; Dang
et al. 2016). The probability of the model producing each unique unobservable pattern
is calculated and then summed to estimate the probability of the model producing an
unobservable pattern. Note that this quantity is the same for all duplicated genes. The
complement of this quantity is the probability of seeing an observable data pattern. The
likelihood of the data is then conditioned on this latter quantity. Then, the conditional
probability of the hth phyletic pattern is

Lh
+ = Lh

1 − L−
,

where L− =
∑

s∈U L
s
− and Ls

− is the probability of the sth unobservable phyletic pattern.
The log-likelihood for the n observed phyletic patterns can then be calculated as l(Θ) =∑n

h=1 log(Lh
+).

The model is implemented in R (R Core Team 2017) and C++, with parameter
estimates obtained from numerical optimization using PORT routines (Gay 1990) as
implemented in the nlminb function in R. Code was adapted and extended from the
indelmiss (Dang et al. 2016) and markophylo (Dang and Golding 2016) packages for
R. Time expensive computations were written in C++ using Rcpp (Eddelbuettel et al.
2011). We performed simulations to ensure reliable parameter recovery for the rates, and
to show that the model can differentiate between missing data and pseudogenization;
see Appendix C2 for details.

Model Fitting

To these data, we fit four versions of this Markov model, correcting for sampling
bias in each, estimating a proportion of missing data for each of the non-X. laevis
taxa, and generated confidence intervals for all parameters with 1000 bootstrap repli-
cates. As mentioned, these models were all fit using the species tree, and as with
the Codeml analyses, we estimate rates separately for the ‘borealis/clivii clade’ and
the ‘laevis/largeni/allofraseri clade’. The first version of this model estimated a sin-
gle rate of pseudogenization for the borealis/clivii clade, and another for the lae-
vis/largeni/allofraseri clade (i.e., homogeneous rates with no partitioning of subgenome
or time). For the other three, we followed a similar partitioning scheme as the Codeml
analyses above. The second model assessed the effect of time on the rate of pseudoge-
nization, allowing for unique rates for the mid and late-tetraploid linages, within each
clade, but estimated a single pseudogenization rate (i.e., not distinguishing whether an
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Figure 4.3: Model schemes for estimating the rate of pseudogenization
(θ) along with the corresponding instantaneous rate matrix, indicating
when one or two θs were inferred (either independently for loss of S or
loss of L, or joint indicating a transition from two copies to one ignoring
which subgenome copy was lost). Not shown here is a fourth model that
was also assessed, wherein a single θ for each clade was estimated, with
no partitioning of time or subgenome.

S or L copy was lost) for each time period. The second model assessed the effects of
the subgenome on the pseudogenization rate, ignoring time, by estimating a rate for the
loss of the L copy separately from the loss of the S copy, in each clade. Finally, the
time-subgenome model combined these previous two models, now estimating the rate
of pseudogenization for each subgenome within each time period (mid and late). See
Fig. 4.3 for a visual depiction of the models and their corresponding rate matrices, and
Fig. 4.1 for a visual depiction of branch groups. Comparisons of these models permit
statistical evaluation of the hypothesis that there were differences in pseudogenization
rates between subgenomes and between time periods. For model selection, again, we
assessed model fit using BIC:

BIC = 2l(Θ̂) − logn×m,

where l(Θ̂) is the log-likelihood at the maximum likelihood estimates, n is the number of
gene families, and m are the number of parameters estimated for the model. As above,
higher BIC values are better.
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Table 4.3: Model Support ordered by BIC (note that higher BIC is
better, see Methods). BIC weights (wi(BIC)) calculated following Wa-
genmakers and Farrell (2004). The ω column is the number of estimated
dN/dS values in the model.

model ω `lk BIC wi(BIC)

Subgenome-species 7 -4831284 -9663055 0.92
Time-Subgenome-species 11 -4831260 -9663060 0.082
Time-species 6 -4831316 -9663106 9.0e−12

Subgenome 5 -4831349 -9663157 6.9e−23

Ploidy 3 -4831386 -9663205 2.4e−33

Time 4 -4831384 -9663214 3.9e−35

4.3 Results

4.3.1 Subgenome-specific relaxation of selective constraints

Model comparisons by BIC indicated that the ‘subgenome-species’ model fit best and was
11.2 times more likely (BIC weight of 0.92 probability of being the best model; following
Wagenmakers and Farrell 2004) than the second best model of ‘time-subgenome-species’
model, which was the most complex model (BIC weight of 0.082; Table 4.3). This model
indicated that the diploid lineage experienced the strongest purifying selection (i.e., the
lowest ω = 0.1245), and the all S-subgenome lineages experience the weakest compared to
their corresponding L-subgenome lineages (Fig. 4.4). For the mixed lineages, along which
the whole genome duplication occurred, the S-subgenome had the weakest purifying
selection detected (ω = 0.21). However, this was not true for the L-subgenome lineage,
where the laevis-clade had weaker purifying selection than the mixed lineages (Fig. 4.4).
As well, for the laevis-clade, the two subgenomes had similar levels of purifying selection,
with overlapping 95% confidence intervals. The more complicated time-subgenome-
species model had a BIC that was only 5 units less, but included four more parameters,
indicating that the time variable did not explain a large portion of the variance in these
data (Fig. C0.2).

4.3.2 whole genome duplication duplicates differ between subgenomes in
coding sequence length

Both the L- and the S-subgenome homeologs were recovered from one or more species
(mean = 1.24 species per alignment) for 1417 alignments. The vast majority of these
genes (1132) had only one species with both copies present and the other allotetraploids
with one copy. 896 alignments had both copies only in X. laevis data.

On average, the S homeologs are shorter than corresponding L homeologs (-40.62 bp,
95% CI = -68.02 – -13.77). For the MCMCglmm (see Methods) fit, effective samples

73

http://www.mcmaster.ca/


Ph.D. Thesis – Benjamin L. S. Furman; McMaster University– Biological Sciences

0.125

0.150

0.175

0.200

0.225

diploid

m
ixed

borealis/clivii

laevis clade

Branch Group

dN
/d

S

Lineage

diploid

L

S

Figure 4.4: Codeml results from the favored ‘subgenome-species’
model. dN/dS estimates by Codeml 95% CIs from bootstrap replicates
of the concatenated alignment.

sizes for parameter estimates were all above 1800 (and similar between parameters) and
the amount of autocorrelation among samples was low (range: -0.007 – 0.04), indicating
the chain had reached convergence.

4.3.3 The rates of pseudogenization differ between subgenomes of several
allotetraploid Xenopus species

Model comparisons revealed that, similar to the Codeml analysis, the model estimat-
ing unique rates of pseudogenization for the two subgenomes was preferred over the
homogeneous rates for each clade model, the model separating time periods, or the most
complex model incorporating both time and subgenome (BIC: subgenome = -15,933,
single rate = -15,963, time = -15,957, time-subgenome = -15,935). The results of the
subgenome model indicate that the S-subgenome has a higher pseudogenization rate than
the L-subgenome (borealis/clivii clade: θ̂S = 0.358, θ̂L = 0.270; laevis/largeni/allofraseri
clade: θ̂S = 0.144, θ̂L = 0.096), with non-overlapping 95% confidence intervals (Fig. 4.5).
The subgenome model also indicated that the borealis/clivii clade has a higher pseudo-
genization rate than the laevis/largeni/allofraseri clade (Fig. 4.5). As with the Codeml
results, the more complex model incorporating time and subgenome had a similar fit as
the subgenome model (BIC only 2 units less, compared to the other models that were
over 20 BIC units less), indicating that time does not have a large effect on these esti-
mated pseudogenization rates. But, the results of this more complex model indicated
that the laevis/largeni/allofraseri clade may have an increasing rate of pseudogeniza-
tion over time, with non-overlapping 95% confidence intervals within each subgenome
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Figure 4.5: Estimated rates of pseudogenization from the BIC favored
“subgenome model”, with 95% confidence intervals based on 1000 boot-
strap replicates. Missing data for non-X. laevis taxa varied from 0.34 –
0.55. See Table C0.1 for pseudogenization rate estimates of all models
and estimated missing data proportions.

(Fig. C0.3). In the BIC-favored subgenome model, the estimated missing data propor-
tions for each taxa ranged from 0.34 to 0.55 (all values with confidence intervals for all
models are presented in Table C0.1).

Analyses on posterior distribution from *Beast

As described above, the consensus tree used in these models (and simulations) was con-
structed from the posterior distribution of trees recovered from the original *Beast
analysis (Furman and Evans 2016). However, that analysis (as well as other analyses
they performed and our maximum likelihood analysis above; Fig. 4.1) failed to confi-
dently resolve the relationships among the X. largeni, X. allofraseri, and X. laevis clade
(at least for the L-subgenome). To test the effect that alternate resolutions of these rela-
tionships have on our estimation of pseudogenization rates, we fitted the BIC preferred
“subgenome model” to 1000 trees that were randomly sampled from the post-burn-in pos-
terior distribution of the *Beast analysis and transformed to chronograms using mcmc-
tree, as outlined above. These trees had differences in branch lengths and tree topology
(i.e., one of three possible resolutions of relationships among X. largeni, X. allofraseri,
and X. laevis). For ease of comparison while taking into account the effect of the vary-
ing branch lengths on the estimated rates, we calculated the ratio of the estimated
pseudogenization rates for the clade-specific S- to L-subgenomes. For the borealis/clivii
clade, we found the median (interquartile range) ratio for S- to L-subgenome estimated
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rates to be 1.323 (1.323, 1.323). Similarly, for the laevis/largeni/allofraseri clade esti-
mated rates, we found the median (interquartile range) ratio to be 1.495 (1.488, 1.495).
Thus, the S-subgenome had a higher pseudogenization rate than the L-subgenome. Sim-
ilarly, we obtained ratios for the estimated pseudogenization rates for the borealis/clivii
clade versus the laevis/largeni/allofraseri clade. Median (interquartile range) ratios for
the S-subgenome and L-subgenome between the two clades are 2.487 (2.442, 2.490) and
2.812 (2.746, 2.814), respectively, i.e., the borealis/clivii clade had higher pseudogeniza-
tion rates than the laevis/largeni/allofraseri clade. These ratios are nearly identical to
those from the maximum likelihood estimates on the consensus tree, indicating that al-
ternate resolutions of the X. largeni, X. allofraseri, and X. laevis clade did not affect the
conclusions. This sort of sensitivity analysis shows that the phylogenetic comparative
model was fairly robust to the provided phylogenetic tree.

4.4 Discussion

4.4.1 Genomic dynamics of relaxed purifying selection post-
allopolyploidization

Allotetraploid species inherit each half of their genome (each subgenome) from different
ancestral species. Our analyzes indicate that, after the Xenopus allotetraploid genome
was generated, the strength of purifying selection on each subgenome differed signifi-
cantly in the ancestors of some (but not all) of the species we studied. Specifically,
in the lineages prior to speciation of the tetraploid ancestor and in the borealis/clivii
clade, the S-subgenome experienced a greater relaxation of purifying selection than the
L-subgenome. However, in the laevis/largeni/allofraseri clade, the strength of purifying
selection was similar between the subgenomes. We also found that time since the spe-
ciation of the tetraploid ancestor of extant Xenopus did not have a large effect on the
rate of purifying selection, and that gene coding regions are shorter in the S-subgenome
than the homeologous coding regions in the L-subgenome. This latter result may be
a consequence of more pronounced relaxation of purifying selection in this subgenome
in the mixed lineage and in the borealis/clivii clade. Larger-scale subgenome-specific
effects also have been observed: more rearrangements occurred since divergence of the
diploid ancestors of Xenopus allotetraploids in the S subgenome than the L subgenome
(Session et al. 2016).

That the level of purifiying selection did not vary substantially over time contrasts
with the expectation that duplicates are most similar soon after allotetraploidization
and thus maximally redundant, and that this redundancy would wane as homeologs di-
verge over time. Session et al. (2016) estimated divergence of the diploid ancestors of
extant subgenus Xenopus species occurred about 34 million years (my) and that allote-
traploidization between these diploid species then occurred roughly 15–17 my. Using
our dataset and alternative methods and date calibrations, we recovered a similar esti-
mate of 32 my (31.6–35.4 95% CI) for the divergence of the diploid ancestors (Appendix
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C1). Thus, the relaxation of purifying selection has persisted and not returned to pre-
duplication like levels for millions of years (Fig. 4.4; Session et al. (2016)).

These findings are consistent with those of previous studies on Xenopus duplicate
genes (Chain and Evans 2006; Hellsten et al. 2007), and of WGD events in other taxa
(Lynch and Conery 2000; Brunet et al. 2006; Scannell and Wolfe 2008), which find re-
laxed purifying selection post-WGD. Using a much smaller dataset, Chain et al. (2008)
also explored duplicate gene evolution over time in Xenopus, and did not detect a dif-
ference in the level of purifying selection between the two categories in their comparison
(equivalent to our “mixed” and a combined “mid” and “late” categories, similar to our
subgenome model). In this analysis, we were able to assign duplicate copies to the L
and S subgenomes and test for differences between the gene copies that were inherited
from separate diploid ancestors, something Chain et al. (2008) were not able to do as
the X. laevis genome sequence was not available.

4.4.2 Genomic dynamics of pseudogenization post-allopolyploidization

When an allotetraploid genome first forms, it is expected to have similar gene content
in each subgenome because each one is derived from a different ancestral diploid species
that carried the full complement of genes required for survival. Numerous genes can
be simultaneously pseudogenized immediately after WGD, possibly due to large scale
changes in the regulation of gene expression (Buggs et al. 2012; Lovell et al. 2014; Inoue
et al. 2015). Here, we did not explore pseudogenization in the period of evolution that
(i) immediately followed WGD but that (ii) preceded diversification of the extant al-
lotetraploids. This is because the presence of at least one species with two homeologous
sequences was required to establish orthology (Furman and Evans 2016). However, 60%
of homeologous pairs are still both functional in X. laevis (Session et al. 2016), so pre-
sumably the most recent common allotetraploid common ancestor of the allotetraploids
we studied retained at least this proportion (and probably an even higher proportion).
Thus, our analysis of rates of pseudogenization focused specifically on gene pairs that
(a) survived an initial period following WGD before speciation of allotetraploids, and
also that (b) continue to be maintained as functional duplicates in at least one of the
allotetraploid species, which describes the majority of duplicate genes in the Xenopus
genome. Our results indicate that (i) each progenitor species contributed unequally to
the functional gene content in extant allotetraploids, and that (ii) the conditions at the
time of allopolyploidization (e.g., divergence between diploid ancestral species) and after
allopolyploidization (e.g., species-specific population dynamics and mutation) strongly
influence allopolyploid genome evolution.

After allotetraploidization in Xenopus, we found that the S-subgenome had a faster
rate of pseudogenization than the L in several Xenopus allotetraploids (by about 30–
50%; Fig. 4.5). The complete genome sequence of X. laevis reveals that the S-subgenome
lost 31.5% of gene copies, where as the L had only lost 8% (Session et al. 2016). Our
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findings thus extend these X. laevis genomic results to several other allotetraploid Xeno-
pus species with 2n = 4x = 36 chromosomes, including X. borealis, X. clivii, X. largeni,
and X. allofraseri (Fig. 4.5). Asymmetry in subgenome pseudogenization was observed
in a smaller scale in two genes across a diversity of species in subgenus Xenopus (RAG1 :
Evans 2007; DMRT1 loci: Bewick et al. 2011). Using BLAST, we assigned subgenome
of origin for the results of Evans (2007) and Bewick et al. (2011), which indicated that
the homeologs with the higher rates of pseudogenization are in the S-subgenome (data
not shown), a finding that is consistent with the higher rate of pseudogenization in the S
subgenome. This suggests the rate of pseudogenization is also higher in the S subgenomes
of allo-octoploid and allo-dodecaploid Xenopus as well. Overall, in terms of gene copies
recovered from the transcriptome data, single copy S genes were 15–30% less common
than single copy L genes across the species, but this figure reflects a combination of
pseudogenization and missing data (Table 4.1).

Our analyses did not detect evidence for a substantial change in the rate of pseu-
dogenization over time since allotetraploidization in Xenopus. In teleosts, the rate of
pseudogenization was highest soon after WGD (Inoue et al. 2015), but the period over
which there was most rapid gene loss was about 60 my – greater than the time since the
WGD event in Xenopus. Furthermore, a slowdown in teleost pseudogenization occurred
only after about 80% of duplicates were lost (Inoue et al. 2015), whereas in X. laevis
<40% of duplicates have been lost so far (Session et al. 2016). Yeast also exhibits
a tempo of pseudogenization similar to teleosts, with more rapid gene loss earlier on
(Scannell et al. 2006), but this pattern also played out over a longer period of time
(and many more generations) than the Xenopus WGD analyzed here (> 60 my, Marcet-
Houben and Gabaldón 2015). These results from Xenopus, which is a comparatively
recent WGD event, indicate that in the early stages of genome restructuring post-WGD
the rate of gene loss may be relatively constant until most gene copies are lost. Millions
of years in the future, it is certainly possible that the rate of gene loss also will slow
down in Xenopus.

We note that the borealis/clivii clade had a higher rate of pseudogenization in our
analysis than the laevis/largeni/fraseri clade, which suggests that the rate of gene loss
can be species-specific post-WGD. Similar to the species-specific relaxation of purify-
ing selection discussed above, this could be a consequence of differences in life history,
natural selection, demography, or other factors. Species-specific rates of pseudogeniza-
tion after WGD also have been reported in yeast (Scannell et al. 2006). Purifying
selection was stronger in the borealis/clivii clade for both subgenomes than in the lae-
vis/largeni/allofraseri clade (Fig. 4.4), which could be because there are more singleton
genes in the former clade. Indeed, in the expression data we analyzed here, the fewest
number of genes in duplicate copy were recovered for the borealis/clivii clade (Table
4.1). The lack of substantial variation in the rate of pseudogenization over time coupled
with pronounced variation among species in this rate, argues that aspects of the evolu-
tionary fates of allopolyploid genomes are influenced to a great degree by species-specific
phenomena (e.g., mutations, effective population size, demography). A high quality com-
plete genome sequence for X. borealis and the other species will make possible further
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exploration of these interpretations.

4.4.3 Asymmetric subgenome evolution

A unique implication of speciation by allopolyploidization is the merging of diverged
genomes into a single species. While there may be beneficial consequences, such as
higher dosage of beneficial alleles, there are also potentially negative consequences, such
as poorly coordinated epistatic interactions from diverged members of a genetic network
(Otto and Whitton 2000; Riddle and Birchler 2003; Comai 2005). Establishment of
disomic inheritance (i.e., the formation of bivalents rather than multivalents at meiosis;
Wolfe 2001) may confer greater genomic stability to allopolyploid genomes (Comai et al.
2003), and also allow for a preservation of subgenome differences that otherwise would
be homogenized by recombination.

It has been well demonstrated in both old and young allopolyploids plants that the
subgenome from one of the progenitors is often expressed less, and more frequently
the target of pseudogenizing mutations, referred to as ‘biased fractionation’ (Flagel and
Wendel 2010; Cheng et al. 2012; Garsmeur et al. 2013; Renny-Byfield et al. 2015). If
each subgenome has a distinctive repertoire of transposible elements (TEs), a possible
mechanism for differential subgenome evolution is RNA-mediated silencing of TEs that
also represses adjacent genes (Woodhouse et al. 2014; Steige and Slotte 2016). Reduced
gene expression is linked to weaker purifying selection and a higher rate of mutation
and pseudogenization (Rocha 2006; Steige and Slotte 2016). Analysis of the extant
X. laevis is consistent with this possibility, as the subgenomes have different TE classes
and abundances, with the S-subgenome carrying subgenome-specific TE classes at high
abundance (Session et al. 2016). Exploration of gene expression in this species found
that L-subgenome homeologs tended to have higher expression than S-subgenome copies
(mean difference of 10–25%, but a more modest median difference of 1.8% or less), along
with 760 homeologous gene pairs where the homeolog with little to no expression had
more relaxed purifying selection than the other (Session et al. 2016). These differences
in TEs between the subgenomes were probably inherited from the diploid ancestors
(Session et al. 2016), and this could have set the stage for higher pseudogenization in
the S subgenome. Related to this, when the expression level of one homeolog is or
evolves to be sufficient for survival, the fitness cost if the other becomes a pseudogene
becomes tolerable (Freeling et al. 2012; Gout and Lynch 2015). The higher L-subgenome
expression in X. laevis (Session et al. 2016) is thus consistent with these homeologs being
less amenable to loss (Fig. 4.5). But, measuring only an extant species makes it unclear
whether the differences in extant species subgenomes existed before WGD, or if the
differences accumulated over time after WGD.

Though the (presumably) extinct diploid progenitors of tetraploid Xenopus cannot
be directly assayed for differences in expression or natural selection, leveraging of multi-
ple species and the branch specific dN/dS models provide some insight into differences
at the time of WGD. We detected weaker purifying selection along the ‘mixed lineages’

79

http://www.mcmaster.ca/


Ph.D. Thesis – Benjamin L. S. Furman; McMaster University– Biological Sciences

branches compared to the purely diploid lineage, and also significantly weaker purifying
selection on the S mixed lineage than the L mixed lineage (Fig. 4.1, 4.4). The dN/dS
estimates of the mixed lineages probably underestimate dN/dS immediately after WGD
because a portion of the mixed lineages was diploid. Overall, however, these dN/dS esti-
mates indicate that either S and L subgenome differences were rapidly established after
WGD, or more likely were the result of divergence between the diploid progenitors, as
suggested by Session et al. (2016) in the analysis of just X. laevis. If expression intensity
is negatively correlated with purifying selection (Drummond et al. 2005; Rocha 2006), the
expression differences between the L and S subgenomes may have been present soon after
WGD in Xenopus, and persisted for many millions of years thereafter, as seen for other
allopolyploids (Cheng et al. 2012; Renny-Byfield et al. 2015). Our analysis supports that
S-subgenome loss has been higher than the L-subgenome, and remained consistently so
over time (Fig. 4.5), supporting that the differences between the subgenome have been
a persistent feature of Xenopus allotetraploids.

Asymmetry in subgenome evolution has several interesting consequences for genome
evolution. For instance, allopolyploid cotton species, also show asymmetry in subgenome
evolution with a bias in gene conversion rates (one subgenome is more frequently con-
verted by the other subgenome), and there exists subgenome biases in gene involvement
in certain phenotypes (Paterson et al. 2012). Wheat species subgenomes carry different
levels of genetic diversity, with the more diverse subgenome involved in local adaptation
phenotypes and the other preserving more core function genes (Feldman et al. 2012).
In Xenopus, cyto-nuclear incompatibilities appear to be limited to one subgenome or
the other (Gibeaux et al. 2018), indicating that subgenome specific evolution may ad-
ditionally contribute to the origin of reproductive incompatibilities among species. In-
terestingly, biases in subgenome evolution may exist even though genetic exchange be-
tween subgenomes does occasionally occur. Genetic exchange between subgenomes of
allotetraploid Xenopus is illustrated, for example, by the sex determining gene DMW
which resides on the L-subgenome but was formed from a partial gene duplicate of the
S-subgenome copy of a gene called DMRT1 (Bewick et al. 2011).

Overall, this study paints a dynamic portrait of allopolyploid genome evolution by
highlighting among several closely related allotetraploids evidence for persistent relaxed
purifying selection with species-specific subgenome patterns, and ongoing pseudogeniza-
tion with asymmetric rates in each subgenome. Many functional duplicate genes still
remain in these and other allotetraploids, and do so for millions of years (Renny-Byfield
et al. 2015, this study). As such, events that are thought to depend on rare mutational
events that promote the retention of duplicate genes, such as neofunctionalization, may
in fact have a protracted time-frame within which to occur.
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Abstract The African clawed frog Xenopus Xenopus laevis has a large native distri-
bution over much of sub-Saharan Africa and is a model organism for research, a pro-
posed disease vector, and an invasive species. Despite its prominent role in research
and abundance in nature, surprisingly little is known about the phylogeography and
evolutionary history of this group. Here, we report an analysis of molecular variation of
this clade based on 17 loci (one mitochondrial, 16 nuclear) in up to 159 individuals sam-
pled throughout its native distribution. Phylogenetic relationships among mitochondrial
DNA (mtDNA) haplotypes were incongruent with those among alleles of the putatively
female-specific sex-determining gene DM-W , in contrast to the expectation of strict
matrilineal inheritance of both loci. Population structure and evolutionarily diverged
lineages were evidenced by analyses of molecular variation in these data. These results
further contextualize the chronology, and evolutionary relationships within this group,
support the recognition of X. laevis sensu stricto, X. petersii, X. victorianus and herein
revalidated X. poweri as separate species. We also propose that portions of the currently
recognized distributions of X. laevis (north of the Congo Basin) and X. petersii (south
of the Congo Basin) be reassigned to X. poweri.
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5.1 Introduction

The African clawed frog X. laevis sensu lato (Kobel et al. 1996) has an unusual connection
with humans, having been used in the early 20th century as a pregnancy assay (Shapiro
and Zwarenstein 1934; Weisman and Coates 1941) and more recently as a model organ-
ism for research (Cannatella and Sá 1993; Gurdon 1996; Gurdon and Hopwood 2003).
Also called the Common Platanna, the native range of this species spans much of sub-
Saharan Africa (Tinsley et al. 1996). Established invasive colonies exist in portions of
Europe, North America and South America (McCoid and Fritts 1980, 1989; Tinsley
and McCoid 1996; Measey and Tinsley 1998; Lobos and Jaksic 2005), and nonpersistent
populations have been reported in other localities, including parts of Asia (Measey et al.
2012). X. laevis has been identified as a potential vector for the amphibian pathogens
Batrachochytrium dendrobatidis (Weldon et al. 2004) and ranavirus (Robert et al. 2007),
although a causal role between X. laevis and the dispersal of these pathogens has not
been demonstrated (Measey et al. 2012). X. laevis has potentially harmful consequences
for X. gilli (Evans et al. 2004; Evans et al. 2005; Evans 2007), which is endangered
(South African Frog Reassessment Group (SA-FRoG) ISASG (2013)), through ecolog-
ical competition and hybridization (Tinsley 1981; Simmonds 1985; Picker et al. 1993,
1996; Evans et al. 1997, 1998; Fogell et al. 2013).

X. laevis is generally found in slow moving or stagnant water, and occasionally dis-
perses over land (Measey and Tinsley 1998; Eggert and Fouquet 2006). It is a generalist
species that does well in disturbed habitat and has a high capacity to tolerate drought
conditions, salinity, starvation, anoxia and temperature fluctuations (reviewed in Measey
et al. 2012). This species (and other frogs in the Family Pipidae) has unusual adapta-
tions in adults for a mostly aquatic lifestyle, including lateral line sensory organs and
a complex communication system involving a unique mechanism of sound production,
context- and sex-specific vocalizations and female phonotaxis (Tobias et al. 1998; Kelley
and Tobias 1999; Tobias et al. 2004; Tobias et al. 2011).

5.1.1 Tetraploidization, sex determination

An ancestor of X. laevis experienced genome duplication during its evolution, probably
by allopolyploidization between two diploid ancestors with 18 chromosomes, to create
a genome with 36 chromosomes (Tymowska 1991). However, its genome is now func-
tionally diploidized in that, during cell division, each chromosome aligns with only one
other homologous chromosome (Tymowska 1991). Tetraploidization in the ancestor of
X. laevis duplicated essentially all genes in its genome, although many of these duplicates
were reduced to a single copy as a result of pseudogenization (Chain and Evans 2006;
Morin et al. 2006; Hellsten et al. 2007; Sémon and Wolfe 2008; Chain et al. 2011).

Of particular interest is the chromosome W-linked DM-domain containing gene (DM-
W ), which is present as a single allele in female X. laevis, but absent in males, and is
the sex-determining gene in this species (Yoshimoto et al. 2008). DM-W originated
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by partial segmental duplication of one of the two copies (paralogs) of the double sex-
and mab-3-related transcription factor 1 gene (DMRT-1 ) that arose when an ancestor
of X. laevis experienced tetraploidization (Bewick et al. 2011). If DM-W was strictly
maternally inherited over evolutionary time, its evolutionary history is expected to match
that of mtDNA, which is also thought to be maternally inherited and nonrecombining
in most species.

5.1.2 Taxonomy and phylogeography of X. laevis sensu lato

X. laevis sensu lato (Kobel et al. 1996) comprises three currently recognized species (Am-
phibiaWeb 2014; Frost 2011): X. laevis sensu stricto from southern Africa and a disjunct
population north of the Congo Basin (Daudin 1802), X. petersii from southern Central
Africa (Bocage 1895) and X. victorianus from Eastern Africa (Ahl 1924). A fourth
species, X. poweri, was described based on specimens from the area of the Victoria Falls
(Zambia–Zimbabwe border) by Hewitt (1927) but considered a subspecies of X. laevis
by some authors (Schmidt and Inger 1949; Poynton 1964), or a synonym with X. laevis
petersii (e.g. Parker 1936b; Poynton and Broadley 1985). X. laevis sensu lato also in-
cludes two proposed subspecies: X. l. bunyoniensis (Loveridge 1932) and X. l. sudanensis
(Perret, Jean-Luc 1966). Additional information on the taxonomic history of this clade
is provided in Appendix D.

Diversity within X. laevis sensu lato has been explored in terms of molecular and mor-
phological variation (Carr et al. 1987; Grohovaz et al. 1996; Evans et al. 1997; Kobel et
al. 1998; Measey and Channing 2003; Evans et al. 2004; Du Preez et al. 2009) and varia-
tion in vocalization (Tobias et al. 2011). In general, these studies consistently found that
populations in different parts of Africa, including populations from different portions of
South Africa, are differentiated. The distribution of variation within mtDNA is perhaps
best relayed in terms of four geographical zones of sub-Saharan Africa, which we will
refer to as ‘southern Africa’ (including South Africa and Malawi), East Africa (including
Tanzania, Kenya, Uganda, Burundi, Rwanda and the eastern portion of the Democratic
Republic of the Congo), ‘Central Africa’ (including Nigeria, Cameroon, western Zambia
and northern Botswana), and ‘West Central Africa’ (including the southern Republic
of Congo, the western portion of the Democratic Republic of the Congo and Angola)
(Fig. 5.1). Evans et al. (2004) analysed mtDNA sequences from X. laevis sensu lato
from each of these zones. Their analysis recovered paraphyly of the group of mtDNA se-
quences from southern Africa with relatively weak support, but recovered strong support
for monophyly of the group of mtDNA sequences from East and Central Africa (Evans
et al. 2004). mtDNA from one sample from the Republic of Congo (West Central Africa)
was closely related to a clade containing mtDNA from Central and East Africa (Evans
et al. 2004). Within the country of South Africa, Grohovaz et al. (1996) and Measey and
Channing (2003) found a population of X. laevis sensu lato sampled near the town of
Niewoudtville to be distinct from populations in other parts of the country. Measey and
Channing (2003) also identified a zone of admixture of mitochondrial haplotypes from
Niewoudtville and haplotypes from the south-western Cape Region in the vicinity of the
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town of Vredendal (not sampled in the current study), which is 100 km south-west of
Niewoudtville. Du Preez et al. (2009) further identified a second zone of admixture near
the town of Laingsburg (sampled in the current study), South Africa, between South
African populations to the north-east and south-west of this locality based on variation
in mtDNA and two autosomal genes.

The main goal of this study is to further characterize the evolutionary history of
X. laevis sensu lato in terms of the phylogenetic relationships, divergence times and
geographic distributions of diverged evolutionary lineages. We additionally evaluate
support for previously proposed species designations within X. laevis sensu lato (X. laevis
sensu stricto, X. victorianus, X. petersii and X. poweri). For evaluating support for the
previously proposed species, we adopt the ‘General Lineage Concept’ (GLC De Queiroz
1998, 2007) of a species, which defines a species as a ‘separately evolving metapopulation
lineage’ (De Queiroz 2007). The term ‘metapopulation’ refers to a set of subpopulations
that are interconnected by gene flow, and ‘lineage’ refers to the ancestor–descendant
relationship between metapopulations of the same species through time (De Queiroz
2007).

5.2 Methods

5.2.1 Samples and molecular data

A total of 183 samples of X. laevis sensu lato from 14 countries were used in this study,
including 104 samples obtained from South Africa, 37 from Democratic Republic of the
Congo (hereafter DRC), 12 from Burundi, 8 from Zambia, 7 from Cameroon, 3 from
Nigeria, 3 from Uganda, 2 from Kenya, 2 from Botswana and 1 each from Rwanda,
the Republic of Congo, Angola, Malawi and Tanzania (see Table D2.1, Supporting in-
formation for specific locality information). These tissue samples were obtained from
field collections, tissue donations from institutional archives (California Academy of Sci-
ences, the Museum of Comparative Zoology at Harvard University, the Natural History
Museum of Geneva and the Zoological Research Museum – Alexander Koenig), a col-
lection of live Xenopus that was at the University of Geneva, and colleagues (T.Hayes,
L.Kalous, R.Tinsley and P.Wagner).

Sequences from a portion of the mitochondrial 12S and 16S rDNA genes and the
intervening tRNAVal gene were obtained using primers from Evans et al. (2004) for 159
X. laevis sensu lato individuals (87% of the samples in this study), with an average of 907
base pairs (bp) per individual (range: 623–2374 bp). Sequences from the female-specific
W chromosome gene DM-W and flanking regions were obtained using primers detailed
in Bewick et al. (2011) for 96 female X. laevis sensu lato individuals, with an average
of 1734 bp per individual (range: 1036–2049 bp). Autosomal DNA sequences were
obtained from portions of the protein coding region of 15 loci ranging in length from 341
to 618 bp (Table 5.1) for 113–136 individuals per locus, using paralog-specific primers
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detailed in Bewick et al. (2011). Sequence data were aligned by eye, and homologies
of the aligned characters were unambiguous. Sequences of individual autosomal alleles
were inferred using the ‘best guess’ estimates of allelic states from Phase v.2.1.1 using
default parameters (Stephens et al. 2001; Stephens and Donnelly 2003), and both alleles
were analysed for the population assignment tests detailed below. DNASp v.5.10.01
(Librado and Rozas 2009) was used to quantify descriptive statistics of the sequence
data, and formula 5 of (Kimura and Ohta 1972) to calculate 95% confidence intervals
(95% CI) for pairwise nucleotide diversity at synonymous sites. All new sequence data
are deposited in GenBank (Accession nos. KP343951–KP345838), and Accession nos. of
other data in these analyses are listed in previous studies (Evans et al. 2004; Evans et al.
2005; Evans 2007; Evans et al. 2008; Bewick et al. 2011; Evans et al. 2011a).

5.2.2 Phylogenetic analyses

We used Beast v.1.6 (Drummond and Rambaut 2007) to generate time calibrated trees
for the mitochondrial and for the DM-W data. For each locus, we performed four
independent runs, 50 million generations each, using a strict clock. Previously published
orthologous sequences from X. gilli were used as outgroups. The timing of divergence
of X. laevis and X. gilli was set to 16.7 million years (my) with a standard deviation
of 3.62 my (Evans et al. 2004), to calibrate these analyses. This divergence time is
based on the assumption that the separation of the South Atlantic Ocean triggered
the diversification of South American from African pipid frogs ~100 my (Pitman III
et al. 1993; Maisey 2000; McLoughlin 2001; Sereno et al. 2004; Ali and Aitchison 2008)
and was based on analysis of data from mtDNA (Evans et al. 2004). We tested for
convergence of the MCMC chains on the posterior distribution by calculating effective
sample sizes (ESSs) of post-burn-in likelihoods using Tracer v.1.5 (Rambaut et al.
2014), and inspecting traces of parameter estimates. This led us to discard a burn-in
of 25% of the generations from each analysis. For each analysis, the model of evolution
was selected by the program MrModeltest version 2 (Nylander 2004) based on the
Akaike information criterion (AIC). The preferred model for the mtDNA analysis was
the general time reversible model (Tavaré 1986), with a proportion of invariant sites, a
gamma-distributed heterogeneity in the rate of evolution and estimated base frequencies
(GTR+I+Γ+bf). For the DM-W data set, the preferred model was the Hasegawa,
Kisino and Yano model (Hasegawa et al. 1985), with a proportion of invariant sites and
estimated base frequencies (HKY+I+bf).

To examine evolutionary relationships among the autosomal genes, three approaches
were taken. First, phylogenetic networks were generated among phased autosomal alleles
from each locus using Splitstree v.4.13.1 (Huson and Bryant 2006). We used Jukes-
Cantor corrected distances between alleles and the Neighbor-Net algorithm (Bryant and
Moulton 2004). Support for the splits in the networks was determined with a boot-
strap analysis with 1000 replicates. Second, we performed a phylogenetic analysis on
concatenated autosomal data using Beast version 1.7.4 (Drummond et al. 2012) in-
cluding individuals with less than 50% missing data (i.e. the same individuals that
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Figure 5.1: X. laevis sensu lato sampling localities, and currently rec-
ognized and revised species ranges. Numbers inside circles indicate lo-
cality numbers that correspond with samples listed in Table D2.1. Un-
filled polygons with different lines indicate the currently recognized dis-
tributions of X. laevis, X. petersii (including X. poweri as a synonym) and
X. victorianus, respectively (Frost 2011; Information on Amphibian Biol-
ogy and Conservation [Web Application] 2014). Filled polygons indicate
four geographical regions that are referred to in the text, each of which
corresponds to the distribution of a species (named below the geograph-
ical region) that is supported by this study. No locus in this study has
data from every sample depicted; mtDNA has the least missing data (see
Table D2.1 for details). Additional shading refers to meters above sea
level as indicated.
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were included in the population assignment analyses described below). And third, we
estimated a species tree using *Beast with a reduced data set of 70 individuals and
10 genes that minimized missing data across individuals and loci. For the phyloge-
netic analyses of concatenated autosomal data, we used a model of evolution selected
by MrModeltest, with the same calibration procedure as detailed above for mtDNA
and DM-W , and we performed four independent runs for 20 million generations each.
For the *Beast analysis, we assumed a strict molecular clock with an exponentially dis-
tributed mutation rate with a mean of 4.7×10−10 substitutions/site/generation following
Bewick et al. (2012). This mutation rate estimate is based on a multilocus analysis of
data from > 100 genes from pipid frogs and relied on the same assumption about the
geological trigger for diversification of pipid frogs as the mtDNA analysis above. To
achieve convergence, it was necessary to use a simpler model of evolution than that
recommended by MrModeltest for the concatenated data set (we used HKY+Γ+bf
instead of GTR+I+Γ+bf). For the *Beast analysis, we linked the model of evolution
across all data partitions, and unlinked the phylogeny of each partition. A priori species
designations were based on eight clades that were observed in the concatenated analysis
of autosomal DNA, including: (i) Nigeria and Cameroon, (ii) Botswana and Zambia,
(iii) Angola and western DRC, (iv) eastern DRC, Uganda and Burundi, (v) Malawi, and
the South African localities Kimberly and Victoria West, (vi) the South African locality
Niewoudtville, (vii) the South African localities Betty’s Bay, Garden Route National
Park and some individuals from Laingsburg and (viii) the South African localities Beau-
fort West, and other individuals from Laingsburg. The *Beast analysis was performed
with four independent runs, each for 100 million generations. For Beast and *Beast
analyses, orthologs from X. gilli were used as the outgroup, and independent runs were
combined using LogCombiner version 1.7.4 (Drummond et al. 2012). Similar to the
other phylogenetic analyses, 25% of the run was discarded as burn-in, and convergence
was assessed based on ESSs of the parameters as calculated by Tracer version 1.6
(Drummond and Rambaut 2007). A maximum clade credibility tree with median node
heights was constructed using TreeAnnotator version 1.7.4 (Drummond et al. 2012).

5.2.3 BP&P analysis

We used BP&P version 2.2 (Yang and Rannala 2010) to test for evidence of species
limits. This analysis uses molecular data and a ‘guide’ phylogeny, which is a hypoth-
esized relationship among populations or species, to evaluate the posterior probability
of a species tree. The species tree is assumed to either be the same as the guide tree,
or alternatively to be a simplified version of the guide tree that can be obtained by
collapsing one or more nodes. We used a guide tree based on clusters obtained from the
phylogenetic analysis of concatenated autosomal DNA, and included only the autosomal
DNA sequences that were analysed in the *Beast analyses detailed above. BP&P has
two different reversible jump proposal algorithms for species delimitation that influence
the probability that nodes within the guide tree are expanded or collapsed during the
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Markov Chain (Yang and Rannala 2010). We ran two independent chains for each algo-
rithm using a gamma prior G (2, 1000) for both the population size and tree root age
priors, with automatic adjustments of step lengths in the MCMC algorithm made by
the program. In addition, we explored an alternative prior for both of these parameters
in which we calculated a scale parameter (b) for the gamma distribution, by dividing 1
(a diffuse value for the shape parameter (a) of the gamma distribution) by the muta-
tion rate used in the *Beast analysis (Bewick et al. 2012) multiplied by an estimated
divergence time from the outgroup taxon X. gilli of 16.7 my (Evans et al. 2004), which
resulted in a value of 126. We then ran two independent chains for both algorithms with
this new gamma prior distribution G (1, 126) for both the ancestral population size and
the tree root age. For each prior setting, the MCMC was run for 100 000 generations,
and 20 000 generations were discarded as burn-in, based on visual inspection of the
posterior distribution of likelihoods.

5.2.4 Population assignment

The phylogenetic analyses detailed above evaluate evolutionary relationships in the con-
text of a bifurcating phylogeny. However, autosomal DNA relationships may reticulate
or be inconsistent among loci as a result of gene flow, lineage sorting and recombination,
and this is a particular concern when analysing intraspecific samples. More specifically,
use of a phylogeny estimated from autosomal DNA to guide the *Beast and BP&P
analyses comes with the caveat that we did not explore all possible groupings or (for
BP&P) all possible relationships among these groups, and therefore the results are con-
tingent on the a priori groups and guide tree that we used for *Beast and BP&P,
respectively. Population assignment tests (and also the Splits-Tree analysis discussed
above) therefore offer a complementary perspective on the nature of multilocus molecu-
lar variation among taxa because they do not interpret evolutionary relationships in the
context of a bifurcating tree. To assess the degree of population structure and assign
individual genotypes to putative populations, we used the programs Tess v.2.3 (Chen
et al. 2007) and Structure v.2.3 (Pritchard et al. 2000). Both approaches estimate
the probability that each individual is assigned to K populations, with an aim of min-
imizing Hardy-Weinberg and linkage disequilibria within the populations (Pritchard et
al. 2000; Chen et al. 2007; François and Durand 2010). Unlike Structure, Tess in-
corporates spatial information on geographic distances between sampling points (based
on GPS coordinates) into the prior distribution when calculating individual assignment
probabilities (Chen et al. 2007; François and Durand 2010).

For Tess and Structure analyses, we excluded data from individuals with missing
data from more than half of the loci. Data from mtDNA and DM-W were also excluded
so that these analyses would provide a perspective on diversification independent from
the analyses of the maternally inherited loci. The 135 individuals in the analysis had an
average of 6.3% of the loci with missing data. We ran Tess for 100,000 generations with
a burn-in of 10,000, using the conditional auto-regressive admixture model (Durand et al.
2009), starting from a neighbour-joining tree and using 10 iterations for each value of K
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ranging from 2 to 10. Because some individuals were sampled from the same location, we
used the ‘generate spatial coordinates for individuals’ option in Tess, with a standard
deviation equal to 1.0. Convergence was based on inspection of post-run log-likelihood
plots, and support for alternative K values was assessed by inspection of the deviance
information criterion (DIC) (Spiegelhalter et al. 2002); models with lower DIC values
are preferred.

For Structure analyses, we ran 20 million generations with a burn-in of 2.5 million
generations for values of K equal to 2–10, with five iterations for each value of K. We
specified the ‘admixture model’ (Falush et al. 2003) and assumed no correlation between
alleles. The post-run likelihood values were stable and support for alternative K values
was evaluated using the DK statistic (Evanno et al. 2005), as calculated with Struc-
ture Harvester Web v.0.6.93 (Earl et al. 2012), and the ad hoc method outlined in
Pritchard et al. (2000).

The samples used in the population assignment analyses comprise more from South
Africa (n = 107) than from other portions of the distribution of X. laevis sensu lato
that are not from South Africa (n = 41). To examine whether this uneven geographic
sampling affected our results, we reran the Tess analysis with a random subsample of
only five individuals from each sampling locality in South Africa, plus all other samples
from other countries. This reduced data set had a total of 66 individuals, of which
25 were from South Africa. We ran this analysis for 100,000 generations with 10,000
discarded as burn-in, for K values ranging from 2 to 10, with 10 iterations for each value.
Other analytical details were identical to those discussed above.

Tess and Structure runs were post-processed using Clumpp v.1.1.2 (Jakobsson
and Rosenberg 2007), which averages assignment probabilities across iterations. Clumpp
offers three separate algorithms that maximize similarity across all of the iterations of
a given K; we selected an algorithm as recommended in the program documentation
(Jakobsson and Rosenberg 2007).

5.3 Results

5.3.1 Phylogenetic incongruence between maternally inherited loci

Estimated phylogenetic relationships from mtDNA and from DM-W each resolve se-
quences into geographically clustered clades that correspond with one another, and both
analyses recover strong and congruent support for paraphyly of the group of haplotypes
from individuals in one pond in Laingsburg, South Africa. However, there are strongly
supported inconsistencies in the estimated relationships among these clades (Fig. 5.2;
see Fig. 5.1 and insert in Fig. 5.3 for sampling locations). The mtDNA phylogeny sup-
ports monophyly of the group of sequences from the following South African localities:
Niewoudtville, Beaufort West, Laingsburg, De Doorns, Betty’s Bay, GRNP, Hoekwil
and Cape Town, whereas the DM-W phylogeny supports paraphyly of this group of
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sequences (Fig. 5.2). Another difference with strong statistical support is seen in rela-
tionships among samples from East Africa. In the mtDNA phylogeny, all East Africa
sequences that are not from or near the Lendu Plateau form a strongly supported clade.
But in the DM-W phylogeny, this group of sequences is inferred to be paraphyletic.
Strongly supported inconsistent relationships were also inferred when we restricted both
analyses to include only those individuals for whom data were collected from both loci
(data not shown).

5.3.2 Molecular variation, evolutionary relationships and species delimita-
tion using autosomal loci

Table 5.1 presents polymorphism statistics for four diverged lineages of X. laevis sensu
lato that correspond to previously proposed species within this group as redefined below.
All of the loci were polymorphic within X. laevis sensu lato. One locus exhibited a
Tajima (1989) D value that was significantly greater than zero within a geographical
region depicted in Fig. 5.1, an observation that could reflect a signature of balancing
selection. After weighting individual locus values by the number of synonymous sites
at each locus, the largest average pairwise diversity of synonymous sites was similar
for individuals from southern Africa (0.0148; 95% CI: 0.0091–0.0206), Central Africa
(0.0159; 0.0100– 0.0218) and West Central Africa (0.0124; 0.0072–0.0176), but about
half as large for individuals from East Africa (0.0081; 0.0039–0.0124).

Phylogenetic analysis of concatenated autosomal data from 135 X. laevis sensu lato
individuals provided strong support for multiple diverged evolutionary lineages (Fig. 5.3),
many of which correspond to those identified in the analyses of mtDNA and DM-
W . Diverged lineages in the analysis of concatenated autosomal data include (i) in-
dividuals from southern Africa (South Africa and Malawi), (ii) individuals from East
Africa (Uganda, Burundi, eastern DRC), (iii) individuals from Central Africa (Nigeria,
Cameroon, Zambia, Botswana) and (iv) individuals from West Central Africa (Angola
and western DRC). The topology of relationships among the geographically clustered
clades was more similar to that inferred from DM-W than mtDNA in the sense that the
group of samples from Malawi and South Africa are inferred to be monophyletic. How-
ever, it was more similar to the mtDNA phylogeny than the DM-W phylogeny in that
the group of samples from East Africa that were not from or near the Lendu Plateau
were inferred to be monophyletic. The analysis of concatenated autosomal data differs
from the analyses of mtDNA and DM-W in that the former supports monophyly of the
group of samples from East Africa (Fig. 5.2,5.3). Both maternally inherited loci sup-
ported a close relationship between haplotypes from Niewoudtville, South Africa and
those from Beaufort West, South Africa and a few from Laingsburg, South Africa, but
this relationship was not observed in the analysis of concatenated autosomal loci.
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Table 5.1: Polymorphism statistics for autosomal loci for X. laevis,
X. petersii, X. poweri and X. victorianus, including the gene acronym
(gene), number of base pairs sequenced (bp), number of alleles sequenced
(No. of allelles), number of unique haplotypes (No. of haplotypes), num-
ber of synonymous sites (SSites), the number of nonsynonymous sites
(NSites), Jukes Cantor corrected pairwise nucleotide diversity for syn-
onymous (pS) and nonsynonmous (pN) sites, the number of segregating
synonymous (SS) and nonsynonymous (SN) sites, and Tajima’s D based
on synonymous sites (DS), with * indicating significant departure from
zero. For some loci, NA indicates that Tajima’s D could not be calculated
due to insufficient molecular diversity or data

Gene bp No. of alleles No. of haplotypes SSites NSites pS pN SS SN DS

Southern Africa (X. laevis)
AR 339 160 9 83 256 0.0015 0.0035 3 6 -1.28
prmt6 612 170 61 146 466 0.0237 0.0033 17 10 0.36
mogA 619 176 26 155 463 0.0031 0.0037 3 17 -0.13
c7orf25 531 184 16 119 412 0.0127 0.0005 11 4 -0.53
nfil3 534 188 21 120 415 0.0172 0.0016 12 7 -0.06
pigo 494 184 28 127 365 0.0230 0.0029 15 12 0.25
Sugp2 438 182 19 108 330 0.0103 0.0027 11 9 -1.16
mastl 537 184 46 119 418 0.0126 0.0073 11 32 -0.53
zbed4 471 170 17 110 361 0.0100 0.0029 9 9 -0.72
Rassf10 486 186 36 98 388 0.0307 0.0070 19 11 -0.29
p7e4 522 186 30 121 401 0.0274 0.0009 16 5 0.45
fem1c 474 146 24 107 367 0.0192 0.0010 17 21 -0.94
znf238.2 531 186 24 117 410 0.0030 0.0073 4 17 0.17
bcl9 489 188 18 114 372 0.0123 0.0010 10 10 -0.45
nufip2 473 156 24 105 363 0.0148 0.0019 27 29 1.97*

West Central Africa (X. petersii)
AR 339 8 6 83 256 0.0065 0.0058 1 4 1.17
prmt6 612 2 2 145 467 0.0210 0.0021 3 1 NA
mogA 619 10 7 155 463 0.0000 0.0139 0 19 NA
c7orf25 531 10 9 118 413 0.0549 0.0099 18 11 -0.10
nfil3 534 10 6 120 414 0.0211 0.0013 6 1 0.72
pigo 494 10 5 127 365 0.0167 0.0006 6 1 -0.06
Sugp2 438 10 4 108 330 0.0052 0.0026 2 3 -0.69
mastl 537 10 4 119 418 0.0056 0.0018 2 3 -0.18
zbed4 471 8 2 109 357 0.0023 0.0000 1 0 -1.05
Rassf10 486 8 4 98 388 0.0118 0.0018 2 2 1.80
p7e4 522 10 3 122 400 0.0089 0.0000 3 0 0.02
fem1c 474 8 3 107 367 0.0175 0.0000 4 0 0.79
znf238.2 531 10 4 117 414 0.0052 0.0027 3 3 -1.56
bcl9 489 10 3 114 372 0.0000 0.0022 0 2 NA
nufip2 473 10 4 106 365 0.0070 0.0018 2 2 0.12

Central Africa (X. poweri)
AR 339 26 5 83 256 0.0071 0.0020 4 2 -1.20
prmt6 612 22 12 145 467 0.0155 0.0017 8 6 0.03
mogA 619 24 8 155 463 0.0000 0.0036 0 10 NA
c7orf25 531 26 7 118 413 0.0043 0.0023 3 3 -0.89
nfil3 534 26 16 120 414 0.0130 0.0023 5 8 0.49
pigo 494 26 7 127 365 0.0087 0.0014 5 4 -0.48
Sugp2 438 24 5 109 329 0.0000 0.0017 0 4 NA
mastl 537 18 14 119 418 0.1052 0.0194 33 27 0.90
zbed4 471 28 7 109 355 0.0095 0.0042 3 6 0.80
Rassf10 486 18 7 95 376 0.0126 0.0021 3 3 0.99
p7e4 522 26 4 121 401 0.0028 0.0005 3 2 -1.29
fem1c 474 26 16 107 367 0.0312 0.0004 13 2 -0.10
znf238.2 531 26 9 118 413 0.0102 0.0033 4 7 0.36
bcl9 489 26 4 114 372 0.0059 0.0016 3 2 -0.36
nufip2 473 22 10 106 365 0.0135 0.0036 7 5 -0.86

East Africa (X. victorianus)
AR 339 40 7 84 255 0.0007 0.0034 2 4 0.38
prmt6 612 38 10 145 467 0.0104 0.0001 8 1 -0.63
mogA 619 42 10 155 463 0.0009 0.0054 2 9 -1.3
c7orf25 531 40 5 117 413 0.0053 0.0009 3 2 -0.28
nfil3 534 40 9 120 414 0.0052 0.0016 3 5 -0.27
pigo 494 34 7 127 365 0.0052 0.0006 5 2 -1.20
Sugp2 438 42 4 108 330 0.0009 0.0004 2 1 -1.50
mastl 537 34 16 119 418 0.0173 0.0043 11 12 -0.78
zbed4 471 32 10 109 353 0.0039 0.0041 4 8 -1.50
Rassf10 486 42 15 99 387 0.0100 0.0058 4 13 0.12
p7e4 522 40 6 121 401 0.0090 0.0000 6 0 -0.62
fem1c 474 40 11 107 367 0.0137 0.0009 6 4 0.05
znf238.2 531 38 10 117 414 0.0057 0.0034 4 7 -0.73
bcl9 489 40 11 113 370 0.0157 0.0026 7 6 0.18
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Gene bp No. of alleles No. of haplotypes SSites NSites pS pN SS SN DS

nufip2 473 38 16 106 365 0.0192 0.0021 11 10 -0.67

Geographical clustering of variation was observed in the concatenated analysis.
Within Central Africa, for example, samples from Nigeria and Cameroon form a clade
that is most closely related to a clade comprising samples from Botswana and Zambia.
Within East Africa, samples from or near the Lendu Plateau form a clade that is most
closely related to a clade containing other samples from the rest of the Albertine Rift
and samples from Uganda and Burundi. Within South Africa, geographically struc-
tured clades were recovered from multiple regions, including (i) samples from Malawi
and northern South Africa (Potchefstroom, Kimberley, Victoria West) and (ii) samples
from Niewoudtville, South Africa, (iii) samples from Beaufort West and some samples
from Laingsburg and (iv) other samples from Laingsburg plus samples from southwestern
Western Cape Province.

Species tree analyses with *Beast (Heled and Drummond 2010) supported the same
relationships among most clusters of sequences as the concatenated analysis (Fig. 5.4).
The exception to this is that the species tree analysis infers a monophyletic relationship
between the two populations that included individuals from the admixed population
in Laingsburg, whereas the concatenated analysis supported a paraphyletic relationship
between these two populations with respect to other populations (Fig. 5.3,5.4).

Similar to the phylogenetic analyses discussed above, the network analysis of phased
X. laevis biparentally inherited alleles reveals strong geographic association of molecular
variation. Twelve of 15 networks placed molecular variation from southern Africa and
the rest of sub-Saharan Africa on distinct portions of the network (Fig.D2.1). Variation
in East Africa also tended to cluster in portions of these networks that were distinct
from variation in other parts of Central Africa or West Central Africa.

Using the species delimitation program BP&P, we recovered strong support (a pos-
terior probably of ~1) for separate species statuses for all of the clusters in the guide
tree, with each cluster corresponding to the terminal taxa presented in Fig. 5.4 for the
*Beast analysis. Results were consistent for both species delimitation algorithms, and
for both prior settings that we tried.

5.3.3 Population assignment

Tess and Structure population assignment analyses recovered similar results and sup-
port the existence of substantial population structure in X. laevis sensu lato (Fig. 5.5,
D2.2, D2.3). The DIC plots suggest that 6–7 populations are preferred by the Tess anal-
ysis and the method of Evanno et al. (2005) supports 5 populations in the Structure
analysis. As a consequence of isolation by distance (identified using partial Mantel tests,
data not shown), we expected the ad hoc method of Pritchard et al. (2000) to deliver
an overestimation of the number of clusters due to departure of the observed data from
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a model of multiple panmictic populations (Pritchard et al. 2000). As expected, this
method supported the maximum number of clusters we tested (K = 10, P < 0.001).

Individuals assigned to each cluster were nearly identical in both analyses at most
values of K. Clusters identified by Tess and Structure at higher values of K corre-
sponded to clades identified in the phylogenetic analyses, and to the species identified by
BP&P analysis. Similar to the phylogenetic analyses, these assignment tests also high-
light genetic uniqueness of the X. laevis sensu lato population from or near the Lendu
Plateau and that from Niewoudtville, and also distinguish populations in the northern
and southern portions of West Central Africa, the former of which corresponds to a
proposed subspecies X. l. sudanensis (Perret, Jean-Luc 1966).

5.4 Discussion

5.4.1 Phylogenetic incongruence among maternally inherited loci

We observed well supported, discordant relationships among lineages of two putatively
maternally inherited genomic regions in the frog X. laevis sensu lato: mtDNA and the
female-specific gene DM-W (Yoshimoto et al. 2008). This observation could reflect error
in phylogenetic inference (that is, an incorrect phylogeny may have been inferred in one
or both loci) or it could be a ‘real’ (biological) difference. Missing data, long-branch
attraction and model misspecification, for example, may affect phylogenetic inference
(Lemmon and Moriarty 2004; Kück et al. 2012; Roure et al. 2012). A biological differ-
ence in these phylogenies could arise if either of these markers was not strictly mater-
nally inherited, or if either experienced recombination. If individuals carrying DM-W
occasionally developed as phenotypic males, for instance, this could lead to a mode of in-
heritance that is not strictly maternal. Periodic phenotypic sex reversal coupled with sex
specific rates of recombination (specifically, a lower recombination in the heterogametic
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Figure 5.5: (A) Results of Tess analysis with population clusters (K)
ranging from 2–7. (B) The deviance information criterion (DIC) for each
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tion of this estimate across iterations. In (A), two localities are labeled
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(Lendu). Localities in South Africa include Kimberley, Victoria West
(VW), Niewoudtville, Beaufort West (BW), Laingsburg (Lain), Garden
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sex) has been proposed as a mechanism for maintaining nondiverged (homomorphic)
sex chromosomes in other frogs (Perrin 2009; Stöck et al. 2011), and indeed, X. laevis
has homomorphic sex chromosomes (Tymowska 1991). Further information on rates of
recombination in male and female X. laevis would be useful to evaluate the applicability
of this hypothesis to X. laevis. It is also possible that DM-W or its flanking region exist
in duplicate copies in some females, and that these copies could occasionally undergo
ectopic recombination events, even if this locus were strictly maternally inherited. While
evidence for recombination in mtDNA has been reported in various taxa (Piganeau et
al. 2004; Tsaousis et al. 2005), many statistical approaches to detect recombination are
prone to false positives (Innan and Nordborg 2002; Galtier et al. 2006; Sun et al. 2011),
and we view this as an unlikely explanation for our observations.

5.4.2 Statuses of previously proposed species

Our results provide novel perspectives on the evolutionary history of X. laevis sensu
lato, and argue for taxonomic revision from the standpoint of the GLC (De Queiroz
1998, 2007). Within X. laevis sensu lato, almost all of our analyses recovered support
for at least four evolutionarily diverged lineages in the following geographical regions:
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(i) southern Africa, including Malawi and South Africa, (ii) Central Africa, including
Nigeria, Cameroon, Zambia and Botswana and (iii) West Central Africa, including the
Republic of Congo, western DRC and Angola, and (iv) East Africa, including Kenya,
Uganda, Rwanda, Burundi, eastern DRC and Tanzania. Each of these groups was iden-
tified as a differentiated cluster in the population assignment tests, and lineages i–iii
were recovered in each of the phylogenetic analyses we performed (mtDNA, DM-W and
concatenated and species tree analysis of autosomal DNA). Lineage iv formed a clade
in the phylogenetic analyses of autosomal DNA and DM-W, but not in the analysis of
mtDNA. These four lineages, respectively, correspond to four currently or previously
recognized species: X. laevis, X. poweri, X. petersii and X. victorianus, but we argue for
a revised distribution for two of them (X. laevis and X. poweri). A revision of the distri-
butions of X. laevis and X. poweri is warranted because individuals from the north of the
Congo Basin (Cameroon, Nigeria) are more closely related to individuals from the south
of the Congo Basin (Zambia, Botswana) than they are to individuals from other parts
of Africa, including southern Africa, which is where X. laevis occurs. Thus, we reassign
the population of X. laevis sensu lato from Nigeria and Cameroon to X. poweri instead
of X. laevis. We note that a subspecies of X. laevis, X. l. sudanensis, from the Adamawa
Region in Cameroon was described by (Perret, Jean-Luc 1966). Our data potentially
support the transfer of X. l. sudanensis to the synonymy of X. poweri instead of X. laevis,
although additional data from the type localities or examination of the type specimens
is needed. Similarly, another subspecies of X. laevis, X. l. bunyoniensis (Loveridge 1932),
should be tentatively considered a synonym of X. victorianus, as evidenced by the in-
ferred phylogeography of X. laevis sensu lato and by phylogenetic position of our sample
from south-western Uganda. Although again we note that this study lacks samples di-
rectly from the type locality of X. l. bunyoniensis, which should be investigated in the
future. Under our proposed taxonomy, relationships among mtDNA variants of X. laevis,
and X. victorianus may be paraphyletic within each species; we note also that monophyly
is not a requirement of the GLC (De Queiroz 2007).

Although the question of whether further taxonomic division is warranted is beyond
the scope of this study, we do note that genetic variation within X. laevis, X. victorianus,
and X. poweri is substantial. Within X. laevis, differentiated populations were identified
in the following regions: (i) south-western Western Cape Province, (ii) Niewoudtville,
(iii) Kimberley, Victoria West and Malawi. The south-western Western Cape Province
lineage is comprised of two geographically clustered demes with admixture detected at
the location of Laingsburg. Individuals from south-western and north-eastern South
Africa also differ in body size and in the frequency of naturally occurring testicular
oocytes (Du Preez et al. 2009). Within X. poweri, a population from Cameroon and
Nigeria is differentiated from a population from Botswana and Zambia. Clades within
X. laevis and within X. poweri were delimited from one another by the species delim-
itation program BP&P. However, significant evidence was recovered for isolation by
distance using a partial Mantel test (data not shown), and these data therefore violate
an assumption (panmixia) of the BP&P analysis. Within X. victorianus, the population
from or near the Lendu Plateau is differentiated from other populations. The finding of
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substantial genetic differentiation in these species supports the point made by Du Preez
et al. (2009) that the geographic provenance of experimental animals is an important
experimental variable because of among-population variation in genetic backgrounds.

Our results, which include some of the individuals from Central Africa studied by
Evans et al. (2004) and Du Preez et al. (2009), but a different suite of individuals sam-
pled in South Africa from Du Preez et al. (2009), are consistent with the findings from
these and other studies (Grohovaz et al. 1996; Kobel et al. 1998; Measey and Channing
2003). Similar to Du Preez et al. (2009), we found evidence for extensive introgression
between populations south-west and north-east of the locality of Laingsburg. This was
evinced by (i) individuals from this locality having a diversity of evolutionary affinities
in the mtDNA, DM-W and concatenated analysis of autosomal DNA and (ii) admixed
population affinities that were identified by population assignment tests. We did not re-
cover qualitative evidence for extensive gene flow between other populations of X. laevis
sensu lato based on the population assignment tests. One possibility is that this could
be an artefact of missing genetic information from animals in the contact zones between
these lineages, for example in the Congo Basin and south of the Congo Basin, or be-
tween differentiated populations in South Africa (Fig. 5.1). Reciprocal crosses between
X. laevis sensu lato individuals that were probably from South Africa, and individuals
from Uganda or Botswana both produced fertile offspring of both sexes (Blackler et al.
1965; Blackler and Fischberg 1968). Thus, gene flow between these species is possi-
ble. Analysis of additional material from poorly sampled regions therefore could provide
novel insights into the nature of gene flow among species and populations identified here.

5.4.3 Phylogeographic implications

Vegetation in sub-Saharan Africa can be broadly classified into ‘savanna’ habitat, which
is open habitat where a C4 carbon fixation grass layer exists, and ‘non-savanna’ (i.e.
tropical forest) habitat, which is closed and lacks a C4 carbon fixation grass layer, with
the distribution of each habitat type being largely dependent on the extent and season-
ality of rainfall (Jacobs 2004; Lehmann et al. 2011). The distributions of these habitat
types cycled during climatic oscillations, with savanna habitat becoming more extensive
or shifting to lower latitudes during glacial periods (Dupont 2011). Within these habitat
types, there is also variation in the seasonality of rain, a factor that may have played
a role in the differentiation of X. laevis in South Africa (Grohovaz et al. 1996). Thus,
over the last 15 My or so, the evolution of X. laevis sensu lato took place on a varied
and dynamic ecological and climatic landscape. It is also likely that geological features
had an impact on population structure within X. laevis. In particular, the Great Escarp-
ment (Fig. 5.3) lies between the population that ranges from Victoria West to Malawi
and another population that ranges from Beaufort West to Laignsburg (Fig. 5.3). To
the south-west of the Great Escarpment, the Cape Fold Belt, including the Swartberge
Range and the Langeberg Range (Fig. 5.3), lie between the Beaufort West/Laignsburg
population and the coastal population in the south-western Western Cape Province,
South Africa. The Niewoudtville population is also on top of the Great Escarpment,
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and has a zone of contact with the south-western Western Cape Province population
nearby in Vredendal (Measey and Channing 2003), which is at the bottom of the Great
Escarpment.

We present four molecular clock analyses (mtDNA, DM-W , concatenated autoso-
mal DNA and species tree analysis of autosomal DNA) that assumed a strict molecular
clock that was calibrated in two different ways (Methods). Despite these different cali-
bration approaches, divergence times were quite similar across these analyses, although
this does not necessarily indicate that these estimates are accurate. We resorted to
relatively crude models of evolution in these analyses in order to achieve convergence
on the posterior distribution of the parameters. Clearly, error in divergence times and
evolutionary relationships could arise due to model misspecification, and other model
violations. For example, because *Beast does not account for migration, divergence
times may be underestimated in the presence of migration (Leaché et al. 2013).

Although our divergence estimates for species within X. laevis sensu lato predate the
Pleistocene, the geographic locations of proposed Pleistocene savanna refugia (see Fig. 2
in Lorenzen et al. 2012) coincide with the distributions of diverged evolutionary lineages
in X. laevis sensu lato. A possible mechanism for these congruent areas of endemism is
that diversification of many of these evolutionary lineages, including X. laevis sensu lato,
was sculpted by the distributions and connectivity of suitable habitat, which waned and
waxed over time. Being mostly aquatic, Xenopus presumably are particularly sensitive
to ecological factors such as the abundance and seasonality of rainfall that affect op-
portunities for dispersal over land and time to complete metamorphosis. Regions with
consistently habitable habitats potentially acted as ‘lifeboats’ that sustained divergent
lineages that evolved before habitat contraction (Evans et al. 2004).

5.4.4 Conclusions

This study reports for the first time, evidence of phylogenetic discordance between two
putatively maternally inherited genomic regions, mtDNA and DM-W , in the frog lineage
X. laevis sensu lato. We do not know of a methodological explanation for this discor-
dance, opening the possibility that there is a biological cause. Results also support the
recognition of X. laevis sensu stricto, X. victorianus, X. petersii and newly revalidated
X. poweri, but with the assignment of populations of X. laevis sensu lato from Nigeria
and Cameroon to X. poweri instead of X. laevis and with the assignment of populations
of X. laevis sensu lato from Botswana and Zambia to X. poweri instead of X. petersii.
In doing so, this study clarifies the evolutionary history of one of the most intensively
studied amphibian species in the context of its closely related relatives, and identifies
additional differentiated populations that may themselves be meritorious of species sta-
tus.
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Abstract The Cape platanna, Xenopus gilli, an endangered frog, hybridizes with the
African clawed frog, X. laevis, in South Africa. Estimates of the extent of gene flow
between these species range from pervasive to rare. Efforts have been made in the last
30 years to minimize hybridization between these two species in the west population of
X. gilli, but not the east populations. To further explore the impact of hybridization and
the efforts to minimize it, we examined molecular variation in one mitochondrial and 13
nuclear genes in genetic samples collected recently (2013) and also over two decades ago
(1994). Despite the presence of F1 hybrids, none of the genomic regions we surveyed
had evidence of gene flow between these species, indicating a lack of extensive introgres-
sion. Additionally we found no significant effect of sampling time on genetic diversity
of populations of each species. Thus, we speculate that F1 hybrids have low fitness and
are not backcrossing with the parental species to an appreciable degree. Within X. gilli,
evidence for gene flow was recovered between eastern and western populations, a finding
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that has implications for conservation management of this species and its threatened
habitat.
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6.1 Introduction

Gene flow (introgression) between species may facilitate adaptive evolution through the
exchange of beneficial genetic variation. This expedites the colonization of specialized
ecological niches (Anderson and Hubricht 1938; Dowling and Secor 1997; Rieseberg et
al. 2003), and affects future adaptive potential by increasing genetic and phenotypic
variation (Anderson et al. 1949; Dowling and Secor 1997; Arnold and Martin 2009; Fitz-
patrick et al. 2009; Stelkens et al. 2014). However, gene flow between species also poses
risks by eroding species boundaries (Arnold 2006), disrupting adaptively evolved com-
plexes of alleles (Rhymer and Simberloff 1996; Gilk et al. 2004), promoting the exchange
of genetic variation associated with disease (Simonti et al. 2016), influencing pathogen
emergence (Stukenbrock 2016), and facilitating species invasion (Figueroa et al. 2003;
Blair et al. 2012). As such, hybridization has important implications for biodiversity
conservation.

6.1.1 Hybridization in African clawed frogs

Hybridization features prominently in the evolutionary history of African clawed frogs
(genus Xenopus); 28 of 29 species are polyploid, and all of these are probably allopoly-
ploid (Evans 2008; Evans et al. 2015). When backcrossed in the laboratory, there is
variation among F1 X. gilli-laevis hybrid females with respect to whether or not their
progeny are polyploid (Kobel 1996). Laboratory studies indicate that in some crosses
(X. gilli-X. laevis and X. laevis-X.muelleri) F1 hybrid males are sterile, but female F1 hy-
brids are fertile (Kobel 1996; Malone et al. 2007). F1 X. gilli-X. laevis hybrid females are
capable of backcrossing with either parental species, and both sexes of the F2 backcross
generation can be fertile (Kobel 1996). Thus there exists the possibility that gene flow
among Xenopus species could occur in nature. At least three Xenopus hybrid zones are
thought to exist (Kobel et al. 1981; Yager 1996; Fischer et al. 2000), and hybrids in each
of these zones may have the same ploidy level as the parental species (pseudotetraploid;
Tymowska 1991).

6.1.2 The X. gilli / X. laevis hybrid zone

Classified by the IUCN as Endangered (South African Frog Re-assessment Group (SA-
FRoG), IUCN SSC Amphibian Specialist Group. 2010. Xenopus gilli. The IUCN Red
List of Threatened Species 2010: e.T23124A9417597 n.d.), X. gilli (Rose and Hewitt
1926) occurs in southwestern Western Cape Provence, South Africa (Picker and Villiers
1989; Evans et al. 1997, 1998; Fogell et al. 2013). X. gilli is a found in seasonal ponds
in lowland coastal fynbos habitat, a component of the Cape Floristic Region, which
is a biodiversity hotspot (Myers et al. 2000) with an extreme level of plant endemism
(Kier et al. 2009). These ponds have high concentrations of humic compounds derived
from the surrounding fynbos vegetation, and a characteristic dark color and low pH
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(Mitchell et al. 1986; Picker and Villiers 1989; Picker et al. 1993). The range of X. gilli
is disjunct and includes the Cape of Good Hope section of Table Mountain National
Park (CoGH), habitat near the town of Kleinmond, and habitat near the town of Pearly
Beach (Picker and Villiers 1989; Evans et al. 1997, 1998; Fogell et al. 2013, Fig. 6.1).
These three localities are interrupted by unsuitable, highly modified habitat that may
impede contemporary gene-flow (Fogell et al. 2013). As with many amphibians (Marsh
and Trenham 2001), habitat degradation is a major threat to X. gilli (Picker and Villiers
1989; Fogell et al. 2013).

In contrast, X. laevis (Daudin 1802), is found throughout southern Africa, in both
natural and disturbed areas of South Africa and Malawi (Tinsley and Kobel 1996; Fur-
man and Evans 2016). X. laevis is syntopic throughout the range of X. gilli (Picker and
Villiers 1989; Evans et al. 1997, 1998; Fogell et al. 2013) and can tolerate a broad spec-
trum of environmental challenges including extremes of desiccation, salinity, anoxia, and
temperature (Measey et al. 2012). Picker et al. (1993) proposed that there may be an
ecological basis for speciation of X. laevis and X. gilli centered on higher tolerance of
X. gilli embryos to low pH, allowing for habitat specialization.

Several aspects of external morphology readily distinguish these species, including
smaller size of X. gilli, the presence of longitudinal dorsal mottling that does not connect
over the midline in X. gilli only (for example, see Fig. 1 of Kobel et al. 1981), and orange
and black vermiculation on the venter of X. gilli. F1 hybrids between X. gilli and X. laevis
are readily identified based on individuals that are morphologically intermediate with
respect to size and coloration, and this identification has been confirmed by molecular
tests (Kobel et al. 1981; Picker 1985; Picker et al. 1996; Evans et al. 1998). The reported
abundance of F1 hybrids varies from relatively common (Picker 1985; Picker et al. 1996;
Fogell et al. 2013), to rare (Evans et al. 1997, 1998). Morphological variation of some
individuals has been previously interpreted as being derived from backcrosses of F1
hybrids with each parental species (Picker et al. 1996).

The western extent of the X. gilli distribution occurs within the CoGH (Picker and
Villiers 1989; Fogell et al. 2013). Following reports of hybrids and expansion of X. laevis
populations, steps were taken in the mid-1980s to minimize co-occurence of these two
species within the CoGH which included removal of X. laevis from X. gilli ponds, translo-
cation of X. gilli to new sites (Measey et al. 2011), and construction of a wall around
a known X. gilli pond (Picker and Villiers 1989; Villiers et al. 2016). The hope was to
minimize hybridization and resource competition, for example, if larger X. laevis indi-
viduals are able to outcompete X. gilli for food (Picker et al. 1996; Vogt et al. 2017).
With some interruptions, these efforts have continued for the last 30 years in the CoGH.
Similar efforts have not been made for eastern populations of X. gilli which are located
on private property, and in some ponds in these areas where X. gilli had been found in
the past, now only X. laevis are found (Fogell et al. 2013; Villiers et al. 2016).

To further investigate the effect of hybridization on gene flow between X. gilli and
X. laevis, we examined DNA sequence variation in these species from one mitochondrial
DNA (mtDNA) marker and 13 nuclear DNA (nDNA) markers. Genetic samples were
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collected from within managed (west) and unmanaged (east) portions of the range of
X. gilli. Samples were analyzed from both locations that were collected shortly after
management began, and then in the same areas again 20 years later. We expected that
if introgression was occurring in the populations during this time period, it would be
more pronounced in the east population. If efforts to minimize hybridization in the
west were successful, we expected more evidence of gene flow in the samples collected
soon after management began as compared to more recently. However, in both localities
and both sampling times, we found no evidence of shared mitochondrial haplotypes or
nuclear alleles between these species, suggesting that the F1 hybrids have low fitness
and are not backcrossing with the parental species to an appreciable degree, despite
potential fertility of F1 females (Kobel 1996). Within X. gilli, we recovered evidence of
gene flow between east and west populations, and found genetic diversity to be higher in
the unprotected eastern population. These findings have implications for management
and conservation of this endangered habitat specialist.

6.2 Materials and Methods

Genetic samples analyzed in this study were collected either in 1994 or in 2013. Some of
the samples from the earlier collection were also analyzed in two earlier studies (Evans
et al. 1997, 1998). The 2013 collection included X. gilli and X. laevis individuals from the
same or geographically close (within 5 km) sites as the 1994 collection, and both sampling
efforts used funnel traps. Animal sampling protocols approved by the Institutional
Animal Care and Use Committee at Columbia University and work was performed in
accordance with all relevant guidelines and regulations for animal experimentation, in
accordance with laws for studying wildlife in South Africa and with appropriate collection
permits from the Chief Directorate of Nature Conservation and Museums, and was
approved by the Animal Ethics Committee at the University of Cape Town and the
Stellenbosch University Research Ethics Committee: Animal Care and Use. Samples
were obtained east and west of False Bay for both species and for both time periods
(Fig. 6.1). We assigned individuals to species (X. gilli or X. laevis) based on dorsal
and ventral patterning, shape of head, and overall size (Kobel 1996; Villiers 2004).
Because this study aimed to explore genetic effects of backcrossed hybrids, for both
time points, we intentionally excluded individuals whose intermediate morphology (and
genetic analysis in the case of the 1994 individual (Evans et al. 1998)) indicated that
they were F1 hybrids (1 individual from 1994 and 9 from 2013).

DNA was extracted from tissue samples using Qiagen DNEasy tissue extraction kits
(Qiagen, Inc), following the manufacturer’s protocol, or a phenol-chloroform protocol.
A fragment of the mtDNA genome was amplified and sequenced for 36 and 33 X. gilli
and X. laevis individuals, respectively, using primers from Evans et al. (2004) that tar-
get a portion of the 16S ribosomal RNA gene (16S). Exons of 13 nDNA genes ranging
from 333–770 bp in length were sequenced for 20–41 X. gilli and 11–31 X. laevis indi-
viduals using paralog specific primers (primers are from Bewick et al. 2011). These
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Figure 6.1: Sampling locations. For each species, numbers indicate the
sum of number of individuals from each locality sampled in 1994 and
2013. An inset indicates the study area in southern Africa and altitude in
meters is indicated on the scale. The map was made using the R package
Marmap (Pante and Simon-Bouhet 2013) using topographic data from
the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, USA.

exons came from the genes B-Cell CLL/Lymphoma 9 (BCL9 ), BTB domain contain-
ing 6 (BTBD6 ), Chromosome 7 Open Reading Frame 25 (C7orf25 ), Fem-1 Homolog C
(FEM1C ), Microtubule Associated Serine/Threonine Kinase Like (MASTL), Mannosyl-
oligosaccharide glucosidase (MOGS-1 ), Nuclear Factor Interleukin 3 Regulated (NFIL-
3 ), protocadherin 1 (PCDH1 ), phosphatidylinositol glycan anchor biosynthesis class O
(PIGO), protein arginine methyltransferase 6 (PRMT6 ), Ras association domain family
member 10 (RASSF10 ), SURP and G-patch domain containing 2 (SUGP2 ), and zinc
finger BED-type containing 4 (ZBED4 ). A table of sample IDs and which loci were
amplified for which samples is available in Table E1.1. In the phylogenetic analysis of
individual genes (discussed below), we used as an outgroup a sequence from Xenopus
Silurana tropicalis from the genome assembly version 9.0 on Xenbase (Bowes et al. 2009).
When possible, we also included orthologous and homeologous sequences from X. laevis
from the genome assembly version 9.1 on Xenbase (Bowes et al. 2009), which was iden-
tified using BLAST (Altschul et al. 1997b); this was not possible when a homeologous
sequence was not identified, which could be due to gene loss or missing data in the
genome sequence. Sequence data were aligned using Mafft (Katoh and Standley 2013)
and corrected by eye. Coding frame was estimated using the ‘minimize stop codons’ op-
tion in Mesquite v.3.04 (Maddison and Maddison 2015), and alignments were trimmed
to begin at the first position and end at the third position of the reading frame.

We calculated the phase of nDNA alleles (i.e. haplotypes) using the ‘best guess’
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option of PHASE (Stephens and Donnelly 2003; Stephens and Scheet 2005) with default
parameters. Each individual’s allelic sequences for each locus were used in subsequent
population genetic, clustering, and gene tree analyses. Thus, for each nuclear locus, an
individual frog was represented by two sequences, each corresponding to one allele.

6.2.1 Gene trees

Gene trees were estimated for each phased nDNA exon and the mtDNA alignment using
Beast v1.8.3 (Drummond et al. 2012). Substitution models were selected based on the
Akaike Information Criterion using MrModelTest v.2 (Nylander 2004), and xml files
were prepared for Beast using BEAUTi (part of the BEAST package). For each nDNA
locus, we ran two Markov chain Monte Carlo runs for 25 million generations. For the
mtDNA, the model selected by MrModelTest2 (GTR+Γ) failed to converge on stable
parameter estimates, and we therefore instead used the simpler HKY+Γ model, and
ran two chains for 50 million generations. For each analysis, convergence of parameter
estimates on the posterior distribution was assessed using TRACER v.1.555 based on
an effective sample size (ESS) value > 200 and inspection of the trace of parameter
estimates against the MCMC generation number. Based on this, for all phylogenetic
analyses the first 25% of the posterior distribution was discarded as burn-in. Then,
using TreeAnnotator, we produced consensus trees from the post-burn-in posterior
distribution of trees.

6.2.2 Species tree

We also estimated a species tree (with the nuclear sequences used in the Structure
analysis, see below) using the multi-species coalescent model of *Beast (Heled and
Drummond 2010). We trimmed the dataset to include only nDNA genes with all popu-
lations sampled (see Genetic clusters section for details) and included only individuals
sampled for all genes. All X. laevis individuals were considered to be the same species
(17 individuals), and we separated the east and west X. gilli populations into separate
species (10 and 11 individuals, respectively), and X. tropicalis was considered its own
species. We set a simple HKY+Γ model joined for all data partitions (so that conver-
gence of parameter estimates could be reached), assumed a strict molecular clock joined
for all data partitions, and allowed the underlying gene tree structure to vary across
data partitions. We ran the 8 chains for 170 million generations and removed 50 million
generations as burn-in.

6.2.3 Genetic clusters

We used Structure v.2.3.4 (Pritchard et al. 2000) to estimate individual assignment
probabilities to genetic clusters using best-guess phased nDNA alleles on a subset of
individuals. Three loci lacked data from the east X. gilli 1994 population (exons of the
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genes MOGS-1 , PCDH1 that also lacked data from this exon for X. laevis east 1994
samples, and PIGO), so we excluded them from Structure analysis. We also excluded
individuals with > 50% missing data for the remaining 10 loci. This resulted in a
dataset of 13, 8, 11, and 6 X. gilli individuals from the following localities and years
respectively: east 1994, east 2013, west 1994, and west 2013, where east and west refer
to the sampling locations relative to False Bay. This analysis also included 9, 12, 6, 4
X. laevis individuals from east 1994, east 2013, west 1994, and west 2013 respectively. We
used the admixture model of Structure and assumed no correlation between alleles at
different loci. We ran the Markov chain Monte Carlo for 20 million generations, following
a two million generation burn-in. We tested a number of clusters (K) ranging from 1–8,
with 5 replicate analyses for each setting of K. To correct for label switching and to
average assignment probabilities across runs, we used Clumpp v.1.1.2 (Jakobsson and
Rosenberg 2007). We first computed the D statistic, following recommendations in the
Clumpp manual (Jakobsson and Rosenberg 2007), to decide on the particular algorithm
to employ for maximizing similarity across runs. We then used the ad hoc method of
Pritchard et al. (2000) and the method described by Evanno et al. (2005) to evaluate
the most likely number of genetic clusters (K).

6.2.4 Evolutionary models

As discussed below, our analyses did not detect mtDNA haplotypes or nuclear alleles
that were shared between X. laevis and X. gilli but did detect shared haplotypes and
alleles between populations of X. gilli and between populations of X. laevis. Because
X. gilli is of conservation concern, we evaluated the fit of data from this species to three
evolutionary models (Fig. 6.2). In the first (isolation) model, divergence of two X. gilli
populations was followed by no migration between each population. Under the isolation
model, all shared alleles between these populations would be due to incomplete lineage
sorting (ILS). In the second (ongoing migration) model, X. gilli population divergence
was followed by ongoing symmetrical migration between the populations. Under the
ongoing migration model, shared alleles would be due to ILS or migration, and some
of the alleles shared due to migration could have been exchanged millions of years ago.
In the third (secondary contact) model, X. gilli population divergence was followed by
a period of no migration and then by a period during which symmetrical migration
occurred between east and west populations. Under the secondary contact model, shared
alleles would again be due to ILS or migration, but alleles shared due to migration could
only have been exchanged recently.

All models include a parameter T , which is the time of separation between the X. gilli
populations and a parameter θ, which is the population polymorphism parameter of
the ancestral and both descendant populations. The second and third models have an
additional parameter m, which is the number of individuals in each population that are
replaced per generation by individuals from the other population (east vs west), divided
by the product of four times the effective population size of each population. The third
model includes another parameter τ , which is the proportion of T going back in time from
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Figure 6.2: Evolutionary models considered for X. gilli sequence data
from east and west populations included (a) population division without
subsequent gene flow, (b) separation followed by ongoing gene flow, and
(c) separation followed by secondary contact after a period of no gene
flow. Model parameters include the population polymorphism parameter
θ, which is assumed to be constant in the ancestral and both descendant
populations, the time of speciation T , the amount of migration m, and
the time of secondary contact τ .

the present that secondary contact began. Thus, the ongoing migration and isolation
models are special cases of the secondary contact model in which τ = 1, or τ = 1 and
m = 0, respectively. We note that several assumptions of these models are undoubtedly
violated (e.g., constancy of population size over time, equivalent population size of both
descendant and the ancestral populations) but we made them nonetheless so we could
complete the simulations (see below) within a reasonable amount of time, and because
of the relatively small size of the dataset.

The approximate likelihood of combinations of values for these parameters was esti-
mated using rejection sampling (Weiss and Haeseler 1998). In this approach, the likeli-
hood is approximated by the natural logarithm of the number of simulations for which
the sum of four summary statistics from a simulation (discussed next) were within ± ε
% of the sum of the observed four summary statistics from actual sequence data, divided
by the number of simulations, where ε = 25. The value of ε determined how close the
simulations must match the observed data in order to contribute to the likelihood, and
was selected based on a compromise between the computational efficiency of the likeli-
hood estimation and the accuracy of the estimate (Weiss and Haeseler 1998). For the
ongoing migration model and the secondary contact model, 40,000 simulations were per-
formed for each combination of parameter values we considered. For the isolation model,
no simulations had summary statistics within ± ε % of the observed; thus, 1,000,000
simulations were performed in order to achieve an upper bound for the likelihood esti-
mate. The likelihood of the data over all combinations of the following parameter value
intervals were estimated: T : every 1,000,000 generations in the interval of 0–20,000,000
generations; θ: every 0.001 units in the interval of 0.001–0.01 and every 0.01 units in the
interval of 0.01–0.1; τ : every 10% in the interval of 10–100%; m every 0.1 units in the
interval of 0–1 and every integer in the interval of 1–10.

We used the sum across loci of four summary statistics described by Becquet and
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Przeworski (2007) for these likelihood calculations, and simulations were performed using
the program mimarsim (Becquet and Przeworski 2009). These four summary statistics
include the number of sites with a derived polymorphism (i) in the west population of
X. gilli only, (ii) in the east population of X. gilli only, (iii) shared between the west and
east populations of X. gilli, or (iv) fixed in either the west or in the east population of
X. gilli. The simulations used a fixed value for the mutation rate equal to 2.69e−9 substi-
tutions per site per generation, which was estimated based on the average synonymous
divergence between a randomly selected X. gilli sequence and an orthologus sequence
from X. tropicalis, and assuming a divergence time of 65 million years for the separation
of these lineages (Bewick et al. 2012), and a generation time of one year. Each locus had
a mutation rate scalar based on synonymous divergence to X. tropicalis that accommo-
dated variation among loci in the rate of evolution. To minimize the influence of natural
selection on the polymorphism data, summary statistics and likelihood calculations were
based only on variation at synonymous positions. Confidence intervals were estimated
using the profile likelihood method (i.e., that the 95% confidence interval is defined by
the two points that are 1.92 log-likelihood (lnL) units from the maximum).

6.2.5 Population dynamics over time and space

We performed various analyses to assess whether the genetic diversity varied among
these species, over time, or among populations east and west of False Bay. Pairwise
FST (with significance computed by a permutation test) was quantified for the same
data used in the Structure analysis using Arlequin v3.5.2.2 (Excoffier and Lischer
2010). Nucleotide diversity (π) of each locus was calculated using the pegas package in
R (Paradis 2010; R Core Team 2017). We then calculated a mean value of π across loci
for each of the eight populations, weighting the estimate by gene length for each locus.
Confidence intervals were obtained by bootstrapping the weighted π values 5000 times.

Because allelic diversity is influenced by sample size, we used the program HP-Rare
to calculate rarefied estimates of allelic diversity (Kalinowski 2005), which involves down-
sampling data to the smallest number of samples in each population across all nuclear
loci for which there were data. This analysis was performed with the same data as
used in the Structure analysis. For X. laevis populations there was one exception; the
PRMT6 locus had only four sampled alleles for the X. laevis west 1994 population, thus
we did one run with all of the data (using four as the smallest number of sampled alle-
les) and another run excluding PRMT6 (in which case, eight was the smallest number
of sampled alleles). For all X. gilli populations, the smallest number of sampled alleles
was eight. We generated confidence intervals by bootstrapping of the allelic diversity
measurements 5000 times.

To statistically evaluate differences in genetic diversity over time, location and species,
we constructed linear mixed models using the R package lme4 (Bates et al. 2015). We
built models for the estimated values of nucleotide diversity (π) and allelic diversity
independently with diversity values measured for each locus, using time (1994 or 2014),
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location (east or west) and species (X. gilli or X. laevis) as fixed effects (all additive, no
interaction terms) and considering locus as a random effect. For each parameter of both
models, we also used lme4 to compute confidence intervals with the confint function.

6.3 Results

6.3.1 Molecular polymorphism and gene trees

In the mitochondrial and 13 nuclear gene trees, alleles from X. gilli and X. laevis clus-
tered in reciprocally monophyletic clades (Fig. 6.3, Fig. E1.1). No individuals were found
to have introgressed loci, which would have been evidenced by an allele in one species
having a closer relationship to the alleles of the other species (i.e., a paraphyletic relation-
ship). Similar to previous studies (Evans et al. 1997; Fogell et al. 2013), the mtDNA gene
tree identified divergence between the east and west populations of X. gilli (Fig. 6.3). We
identified one individual (Sample ID: XgUAE_08) from the west population of X. gilli
that carried a mtDNA haplotype that was more closely related to haplotypes that were
carried by individuals from the east population. This observation was also reported
previously, from different samples (Evans et al. 1997; Fogell et al. 2013). The *Beast
analysis recovered the expected species tree of these three species with posterior prob-
abilities of one (Fig. E1.2). This analysis estimated the divergence time of X. gilli and
X. laevis at about 14.05 my and divergence of the east and west X. gilli populations at
about 1 my (0.51–1.36 my 95% HDP; when a calibration point of 65 my from X. tropicalis
is assumed Bewick et al. 2012).

6.3.2 Genetic clusters

Structure analyses assigned each individual to groups that corresponded with species
assignment (Fig. 6.4a). All X. laevis individuals were assigned to a single genetic cluster
at K = 2–8, indicating a lack of allele frequency clustering, which is consistent with gene
flow across the population range. The X. gilli samples were assigned to two clusters cor-
responding to sampling location (east and west) at K = 3–8, indicating differences in
allele frequencies, which is consistent with restricted gene flow between them (Fig. 6.4a).
Assignment of individuals to clusters stabilized at K = 3, with no new clusters be-
ing detected at higher values of K (Fig. 6.4a). The likelihood plot plateaus at K = 3
(Fig. 6.4b); the Evanno method (Evanno et al. 2005) supports K = 2 and the ad hoc
method of Pritchard et al. (2000) supports K = 3.

6.3.3 Evolutionary models

Using simulations and summary statistics, we evaluated the fit of the X. gilli data to
evolutionary models with no migration after speciation, with ongoing migration after
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Figure 6.3: Representative gene trees that collectively provide no evi-
dence of genetic exchange between X. gilli and X. laevis. The phylogeny
on the left illustrates divergence between 16S rDNA mitochondrial se-
quences in the east and west populations of X. gilli, and with one shared
sequence (indicated with an arrow) that occurred on both sides of False
Bay. The nuclear phylogenies in the center and right provide examples
of no shared alleles and shared alleles between the east and west X. gilli
populations, respectively. Gene name acronyms are described in the Ma-
terials and Methods section. These and other phylogenies are depicted
with sample labels in Fig. E1.1.
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Figure 6.4: (a) Structure analyses for 10 loci, which had sequence data
for all populations. (b) Likelihood for each value of K.)

speciation, or with secondary contact after speciation. The lnL of the secondary contact
model was −8.032, the ongoing migration model was −8.987, and the isolation model was
< −13.815. We were not able to more precisely estimate the likelihood of the isolation
model because no simulations under this model resulted in data whose four summary
statistics were within ± ε of the observed values (see Methods).

Nested models can be compared by assuming that twice the difference between the
lnL of each model follows a χ2 distribution with degrees of freedom equal to the difference
in the number of parameters in each model (denoted χ2

1 for comparison between models
that differ in one parameter). However, because comparison between these successively
more complex models involves a boundary condition on one parameter (τ = 1 for the
ongoing migration model, m = 0 for the isolation model), this difference in model likeli-
hoods follows a mixture of χ2

0 and χ2
1 distributions (Self and Liang 1987). The secondary

contact model is thus not supported over the ongoing migration model (p = 0.08), but
the ongoing migration model is supported over the isolation model (p = 0.009). Overall
then, these results support an inference of gene flow between X. gilli populations, but
fail to discern substantial temporal heterogeneity in the level of gene flow.

The maximum likelihood parameter estimates and 95% confidence intervals for the
ongoing migration model were θ: 0.002 (0.001–0.003) and m: 0.7 (0.1–2) individu-
als/generation. The maximum likelihood estimate for T was 8,500,000 generations;
the 95% CI was unable to be estimated because it exceeded the boundaries we tested
(1,000,000–20,000,000), suggesting low statistical power to estimate this parameter.
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Figure 6.5: Genetic diversity statistics including rarefied estimates of al-
lelic diversity (top panels) and nucleotide diversity (π) weighted by length
of sequence; bottom panels). For allelic diversity, the analysis considered
the same 10 loci as were analyzed by the Structure analysis (see Mate-
rials and Methods). Allelic diversity for X. laevis did not include PRMT6
locus because this locus only had four alleles for the west 1994 population.

Comparisons to similar parameters estimated for African clawed frogs by other stud-
ies using other methods (Evans et al. 2011b, 2015; Furman et al. 2015) suggest that
these estimates are biologically plausible. Our intuition that the shared identical alleles
between east and west X. gilli populations are due to ongoing migration is thus sup-
ported, with caveats that several model assumptions, discussed below, are violated to
some degree.

6.3.4 Population dynamics over time and space

In line with results from Structure analysis, a high FST was measured in all pairwise
comparisons of the east and west populations of X. gilli (comparing within the same year
2013 east to 2013 west, and between years 1994 east to 2013 west and 2013 east to 1994
west; range: 0.55–0.60, p < 0.05). For X. gilli, between time points within each location
(east or west), FST was not significantly different from zero (east 1994 to east 2013 and
west 1994 to west 2013; p > 0.05, FST < 0.02). For X. laevis, pairwise comparisons of
east and west populations, within the same year (1994 east to 1994 west or 2013 east
to 2013 west) and between time points (1994 east to 2013 west and 2013 east to 1994
west), had intermediate FST values that departed significantly from zero (p < 0.05, FST

= 0.07–0.16). But within locations comparing time points (1994 east to 2013 east and
1994 west to 2013 west), FST was not significantly different from zero (p > 0.05, FST

= 0.04 for both comparisons).
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Both nucleotide diversity and allelic diversity did not change drastically over time, but
within species, both statistics were higher in the east population than the west (Fig. 6.5).
In the linear mixed model analysis of π, the effect of species was significant with X. laevis
higher than X. gilli by 0.00073 substitutions per site (95% CI: 0.00027–0.00119). The
effect of location was significant with π lower in the west than the east population by
0.00091 (95% CI: 0.00045–0.00137). The effect of time of sampling was not significant,
with the 2013 samples being lower by 0.00016 but the 95% CI of this difference spanning
zero (-0.0006–0.00030). Similar results were recovered for allelic diversity, with X. laevis
having higher allelic diversity than X. gilli (0.59, 95% CI: 0.21–0.97), the west being less
diverse than the east (-0.77, 95% CI: -1.14– -0.40), and no significant effect of sampling
time (-0.15, 95% CI: -0.52–0.21).

6.4 Discussion

6.4.1 Gene Flow between X. laevis and X. gilli

Previous investigations of the genetic consequences of hybridization between X. laevis
and X. gilli found no evidence of widespread genetic introgression (Evans et al. 1997,
1998), a result that seemed to be at odds with the incidence of morphologically and
genetically identified hybrids in this and other studies (Rau 1978; Kobel et al. 1981;
Picker 1985; Picker et al. 1996; Fogell et al. 2013). In this study, we analyzed many of the
samples from Evans et al. (1997, 1998) and also genetic samples that were collected more
recently. Evidence of introgression between X. laevis and X. gilli was not detected in
mtDNA or in any of 13 nuclear loci (Fig. 6.3;Fig. E1.1). Furthermore, each species formed
separate genetic clusters with no evidence for similarities in allele frequencies (Fig. 6.4a).
These findings were consistent in both sampling efforts examined here, which included
targeting both populations of X. gilli and sampling time points separated by about two
decades. Previous investigations into the extent of genetic introgression (Evans et al.
1998), used two nuclear loci that were not used in this study. Combining that study with
ours brings the total number of genomic regions studied to 15, and includes variation
from 6 of the 18 chromosome pairs based on gene location in the X. laevis version 9
genome, on Xenbase. This expanded sampling is thus consistent with the interpretation
by Evans et al. (1998) that genomic introgression is not extensive.

The lack of introgression is despite the continued identification (based on morphology)
of a low frequency of putative F1 hybrids in both localities. Though there could be an
adaptive benefit for hybridization because X. gilli embryos can tolerate ponds with higher
pH levels than X. laevis, which perhaps could allow for invasion of X. gilli habitat, we
found no evidence that hybridization has led to gene flow of the genetic basis of this
or other ecological adaptations that evolved after these two species diverged from their
most recent common ancestor. Although not the focus of this study, the relatively low
abundance of F1 hybrids argues against the possibility that a new species of hybrid origin
is evolving in this zone of sympatry between X. laevis and X. gilli. Reproductive isolation
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in amphibians has been shown to happen in a few million years for some lineages (Colliard
et al. 2010; Dufresnes et al. 2015). In Xenopus species, female individuals respond to
species-specific calls evoked by males (phonotaxis) (Picker 1980) and this presumably
acts to some degree as a prezygotic barrier to hybridization. However, an observation
is that at high densities, Xenopus individuals amplex indiscriminately (G. J.Measey,
personal observation), potentially overriding some prezygotic barriers. In some ponds,
X. gilli individuals can be outnumbered by X. laevis 3:141, and indiscriminate amplexus
could mean X. gilli males (which are also smaller) are outcompeted for access to females.
This may be why hybrids are occasionally seen, but the extended period of divergence
between these species (~14 million years (my)) appears to have resulted in strong post-
zygotic barriers preventing introgression.

Hybridization followed by back-crossing is expected to generate a mosaic of intro-
gressed and non-introgressed genomic regions. Variation among genomic regions in the
extent of introgression can be further augmented by natural selection favoring or dis-
advantaging genetic variants from one species in the genomic background of the other
(Arnold and Martin 2009). In California tiger salamanders (Ambystoma californiense),
for example, some loci are fixed for foreign alleles from the introduced barred tiger sala-
mander (A.mavortium), whereas other loci exhibit no sign of introgression (Fitzpatrick
et al. 2009). That the barred tiger salamander was introduced only 60 years ago suggests
that mosaicism of genomic introgression arose rapidly (in ~20 generations; Fitzpatrick
et al. 2009). In this study it is therefore possible that we failed to identify some intro-
gressed regions of the genome due to the relatively sparse sampling of genomic regions.
Future studies that survey variation across the entire genome, such as RADSeq (Davey
et al. 2011), could more precisely quantify the extent of gene flow between these species,
if it occurs.

6.4.2 Population structure in X. gilli and change over time

Analysis of mtDNA (Evans et al. 1997; Evans et al. 2004; Fogell et al. 2013) and skin
peptides secreted by these populations (Conlon et al. 2015) support the existence of
at least two distinct populations in X. gilli in the western and eastern portion of its
range. Our mitochondrial analysis, Structure analysis, and some of the gene trees
reported here (such as MOGS-1 and RASSF10 ) also exhibit substantial geographic
differences in X. gilli allele frequencies between these populations (Fig. 6.4,6.3,E1.1). In
contrast, genetic diversity in X. laevis has minimal geographic structure, with most alleles
occurring on both sides of False Bay, and Structure analyses assigning all X. laevis
individuals to a single genetic cluster (Fig. 6.4a,E1.1). This is similar to findings reported
by Evans et al. (1997).

When and why did population structure arise in X. gilli? Using mtDNA sequence
data and a relaxed molecular clock, Evans et al. (2004) estimated that the divergence
between X. gilli populations occurred 8.5 my (95% CI: 4.8–13.4), which is the same as
the estimate obtained here using our coalescent modeling approach. This estimate is
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older than the 1 my divergence time estimated by the *Beast analysis (Fig. E1.2), but
this is not unexpected because *Beast does not incorporate gene flow after divergence
in its model. Using similar data and a coalescent modeling approach, Fogell et al. (2013)
recovered a somewhat more recent divergence time of 4.63 my, but with confidence
intervals that overlapped with the previous estimate (95% CI: 3.17–6.38). Evans et al.
(1997) proposed that the two populations split following inundation of the Cape Flats.
Fogell et al. (2013) pointed out that marine inundation probably occurred multiple times
in the last few million years and that cycles of aridification also likely influenced the costal
fynbos habitat, on which X. gilli relies. Our finding of gene flow after divergence supports
the idea that these populations have been periodically reconnected, allowing exchange
of migrants. Therefore, whatever the cause of divergence was, it was demonstrably not
a permanent barrier.

Of note is that the evolutionary models we tested are almost certainly violated by the
system we explored in many ways, including variation over time and among populations
in population size, mutation rate, and migration rate. Although we do not anticipate
that these violations are influential enough as to negate the rejection of the isolation
model, a larger dataset might provide statistical power with which to better evaluate
more complex scenarios, such as the secondary contact model.

The FST and linear mixed model analyses suggest that allele frequencies have not
changed substantially in the last 20 years, though there is a trend of decreasing diversity
(Fig. 6.5 and from values obtained in linear mixed models indicated a non-significant
decline in diversity from 1994 to 2013). If generation time is about one year or less
(which is based on laboratory studies and could be an underestimate; Tinsley and Kobel
1996), this represents 20 generations. Changes in allelic diversity may signal population
declines earlier than nucleotide diversity, because loss of rare alleles (which happens
during population declines) would have a greater impact on count based metrics, such as
allelic diversity, than they would on frequency based metrics such as π (Greenbaum et al.
2014). Thus, though not significant, a declining trend seen for allelic diversity (Fig. 6.5)
may be an early indication of population declines. Linear mixed models allowing for
independent changes in diversity for each locus over time revealed declining genetic
diversity (except for two loci in the π models; results not shown).

6.4.3 Management

Hybridization and introgression has the potential to threaten species survival (Rhymer
and Simberloff 1996). In an attempt to reduce gene flow between species, three con-
servation actions were implemented in the mid-1980s. A wall was built around one
impoundment in CoGH (Picker and Villiers 1989), populations of pure X. gilli were
translocated to areas without X. laevis (Measey et al. 2011), and X. laevis were manu-
ally removed from CoGH (Picker and Villiers 1989; Villiers et al. 2016; Measey et al.
2017). Removal of X. laevis ceased in 2000, but resumed in 2011 (Picker and Villiers
1989; Villiers et al. 2016; Measey et al. 2017). The same management efforts have not
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been conducted for the population of X. gilli east of False Bay, most of which resides in
non-protected areas (Fogell et al. 2013; Villiers et al. 2016).

Interestingly, the CoGH has greater juvenile recruitment of X. gilli (Villiers et al.
2016) and fewer hybrids (2.5% vs 8–27% of individuals in ponds in the west and east
respectively; Fogell et al. 2013). Our results suggest that these hybrids are not producing
successful offspring via backcrossing with either parental species frequently enough to
produce large scale genomic impacts. These results suggest that the genomes of X. gilli
and X. laevis are largely genetically distinct. Thus, the major benefits to X. gilli of
removal of X. laevis from habitat shared with X. gilli probably stem from minimizing
competition for ecological resources between these species (Picker and Villiers 1989;
Villiers et al. 2016; Vogt et al. 2017).

For X. gilli and X. laevis, east populations harbor more genetic diversity than the
west populations (Fig. 6.5. Allelic diversity and heterozygosity reflect a population’s
ability to respond to selection (Caballero and García-Dorado 2013), and thus from a
genetic perspective conservation of east populations of X. gilli is paramount.

This study suggests that patterns of gene flow within X. gilli included genetic ex-
change between populations in the east and west. The ancestral distribution of X. gilli
was likely patchy to begin with and has contracted considerably in the last several
decades, including in locations now occupied only by X. laevis or X. laevis and hybrids
(Picker and Villiers 1989; Fogell et al. 2013). Ancestral patterns of gene flow are pre-
sumably imperiled by further habitat fragmented by human activity, including habitat
altering effects of invasive species such as Acacia saligna (Port Jackson Willow), Acacia
mearnsii (Black Wattle), and Hakea sericea (Silky Hakea) (Wilson et al. 2014). Con-
tinued efforts to conserve and restore coastal fynbos habitat both inside and outside
of protected areas (Villiers 2004), such as removal of invasive vegetation, restoration of
native vegetation, and removal of X. laevis, stands to benefit X. gilli. This is particularly
important in the east population of X. gilli near Kleinmond where genetic diversity is
highest and the population resides on private land.
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Supplementary Information accompanies this paper at doi:10.1038/s41598-017-01104-
9 and is available in Appendix E.

Accession Codes: Alignment for each locus, along with the corresponding Beast XML
files, resulting gene trees, and data for Structure analyses have been deposited in a Dryad
repository (doi:10.5061/dryad.g6g2r). Genbank accession number for the sequences in-
clude the following:

Rassf10: HQ221332–HQ221356, KY824194–KY824236, Sugp2: HQ221211–HQ221235,
KY824150–KY824193, c7orf25: HQ220710–HQ220732, KY824433–KY824476,
fem1c: HQ221309–HQ221331, KY824395–KY824432, mastl: HQ221046–HQ221070,
KY824354–KY824394, mogs: HQ221071–HQ221092, KY824311–KY824353, nfil3:
HQ221093–HQ221120, KP344016, KY852029–KY852072, BTBD6/p7e4: HQ220685–
HQ220709, KY824477–KY824517, pigo: HQ221144–HQ221167, KY824237–KY824280,
prmt6: HQ221168–HQ221178, HQ221180–HQ221190, zbed4: HQ221262–HQ221284,
KY824107–KY824149, bcl9: KP345721, KP345621, KY851962–KY852028, pcdh1:
HQ221129, KY824281–KY824310, 16s: KP345307, KP345309–KP345313, KP345315–
KP345318, KY852073–KY852133
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Chapter 7

Conclusions

More is known about Xenopus genomics than any other amphibian. Despite that, there
is still a great deal more left to discover. This thesis asks questions focusing on basic
elements of genome biology, along with questions focused more on species dynamics and
the basics of gene flow between individual Xenopus lineages using genetics. This work
has advanced our understanding of sex chromosomes in this group, the influence of the
individual diploid ancestors on subgenome evolution, species boundaries, and the genetic
threat to endangered Xenopus species.

The chapters on sex chromosomes (chapters 2,3) indicate that those of X. borealis
contain a number of genes homologous to other, independently evolved sex chromo-
some systems. This observation supports recent proposals that only some regions of the
genome are well suited to act as sex chromosomes, and will be continually co-opted to act
as the sex chromosomes (Graves and Peichel 2010; O’Meally et al. 2012). On the other
hand, the comparison of the two subgenera Xenopus sex chromosome systems (those of
X. laevis and X. borealis), reveals that the evolutionary path sex chromosomes take is
unpredictable. The long held belief that recombination suppression is progressive and
inevitable clearly does not hold in this group, where the younger sex chromosomes of
X. borealis have rapidly established widespread recombination suppression. One of the
interesting findings of these investigations, in need of further exploration, is the seem-
ingly suppressed recombination on the homeologous chromosome of the sex chromosome.
This autosome shares a great deal of sequence with the sex chromosome, and suppressed
recombination on this chromosome may indicate that sequence based recombination
modifiers may play a large role in recombination suppression on sex chromosomes. In
this case, whatever is targeting the sex chromosomes for recombination suppression may
be binding to off target sequence on this autosome. Ongoing investigations are assess-
ing signals of sexually antagonistic selection on the new sex chromosomes of X. borealis,
as well as cytological work is being performed to determine if inversions play a role in
recombination suppression.

Also present here is a subgenus Xenopus-wide investigation into the dynamics of
genome evolution post-allopolyploidization that leverages the ability to separate the two
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halves of the genome contributed by the diploid ancestors (chapter 4). We demonstrated
that the higher loss of S-subgenome genes, found by the genome sequencing effort of
X. laevis (Session et al. 2016), is a subgenus wide phenomena. We also determined that
differences in the degree of purifying selection between the S and L subgenomes were
likely present at the time of the whole genome duplication event (and if not, rapidly
established after), and have persisted until present day. This chapter thus provides
an animal perspective on allopolyploid evolution, and supports the notion of biased
fractionation, most heavily reported in the plant literature.

The chapter redefining the species boundaries of X. laevis has provided the genetic
history context for future studies that may see differences among individuals responses
(like Du Preez et al. 2009; chapter 5). As well, the chapter pointed to an interesting
genetic history of X. laevis, such as the differences between DM-W and mitochondrial
markers, which both should be strictly maternally inherited markers, and the reasons
behind the excessive genetic diversity found in the southern part of the species range.
Future work will hopefully explore the contributing factors to these oddities further. And
finally, this thesis demonstrated that the endangered species X. gilli does not show signs
of genomically widespread introgression (although whole genome sequencing is needed to
firmly establish this; chapter 6). Instead, the primary threat to this species by X. laevis
may instead be through ecological competition.

Together these chapters demonstrate that Xenopus species are useful to address a
wide array of questions important to the field of evolutionary genomics, and will remain
useful models to help scientists understand the diversity of life around us.
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Appendix A

Supplemental Information: Sequential turnovers of
sex chromosomes in African clawed frogs (Xenopus)
suggest some genomic regions are good at sex
determination

A1 Supplemental Methods

A1.1 Distinguishing orthologous and homeologous sequences

Our phylogenetic analyses involved tetraploid species, and it was crucial to distinguish
orthologous sequences (those that diverged from one another due to speciation events)
from homeologous sequences (those that diverged from one another due to genome du-
plication). To accomplish this, we used a phylogenetic approach. Because genome
duplication preceded speciation of the tetraploid species in our ingroup, orthologs of the
different species are more closely related to one another than to homeologs of any of the
species. In other words, a species will have a gene sequence that is more closely related
to the gene sequence of another species, than the duplicate copy of that same gene within
its own genome. Thus, we retained for analysis only those genes that had two deeply
diverged lineages in at least one species (corresponding to the two sets of homeologs for
that species) and assumed relationships within each of these lineages were orthologous.

To generate sequence alignments, we extracted putative coding sequence for every
gene in each transcriptome assembly using Get_orfs_or_cds.py, which is part of the
Galaxy Tool Shed (Cock et al. 2009; Blankenberg et al. 2014). We then used a modi-
fied reciprocal Blast (Altschul et al. 1997b) approach to collect homologous sequences.
We Blasted each transcriptome assembly and the Xenopus Xenopus laevis Unigene
database against the X. tropicalis Unigene database, and saved the top hit below a
threshold e-value (≤ e−10). We then blasted the X. tropicalis Unigene database back
against each transcriptome assembly, and saved all hits below this threshold e-value
(resulting in 15,109 X. tropicalis sequences with matching transcriptome sequence from
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the other species). We retained multiple sequences to ensure that we would capture
both homeologs in the tetraploids when present, although this then required us to fil-
ter these data based on phylogenetic relationships to remove redundant sequences that
were generated during transciptome assembly (see below). We retained for analysis only
those BLAST matches that had at least three ingroup species with at least one species
that had two sequences present (i.e., potential homeologs), leaving 7,794 sets of homol-
ogous sequences. Using a Perl script, we then generated individual sequence files for
each best-BLAST result. Each file had one X. tropicalis ortholog and sequences from
each tetraploid transcriptome matching that ortholog. We used Mafft v.7 (Katoh and
Standley 2013) to align each set of homologous sequences.

To ensure that we had enough data to make robust phylogenetic conclusions, we
filtered the data sets to those that had at least 300 base pairs (bp) of ungapped align-
ment. However, some files did not meet this requirement because some sequences were
short. Thus, we used a Perl script that, for alignments with less than 300 bp of un-
gapped alignment, would test for subsets of the data that a) match the previous taxon
requirement (three ingroup + at least one species with two sequences), and b) meet the
bp requirement of 300 ungapped sites. This script began by trying all combinations of
taxa in an alignment that was one less than the total number of sequences (e.g. if 10
sequences in the total alignment, then all combinations of nine taxa would be tested). If
none of these combinations met the taxa requirement, the file was discarded. If none of
the combinations met the bp requirement (but could meet the taxa requirement), then
all combinations of taxa that were two less than the total number of sequences were
inspected (e.g. all combinations of eight taxa in the above example). The script would
continue in this fashion, testing smaller and smaller combinations of taxa, until either
both requirements were met (at which point a new alignment file would be generated
with the particular combination of taxa), or the requirements could not be met and the
file was discarded. The only exception to this execution were files with >15 sequences
present. For these files only the total number of sequences minus one, and, if necessary,
the total number minus two were tested; further combinations were deemed too compu-
tationally intensive to explore. If these files did not meet the requirements by the total
number of sequences minus two, then they were discarded. If, at a given combination of
taxa, multiple sets met the requirements, the script would select the combination that
produced the longest ungapped alignment length. By doing this, we were able to salvage
datasets that did not initially meet the bp requirement. This process left us with 3,781
gene alignments.

In addition to potential homeologs and orthologs, these alignments frequently in-
cluded multiple slightly diverged but closely related sequences, which probably stemmed
from allelic differences, sequence errors, misassembled transcripts, segmental duplica-
tions, and splice variants. For each alignment, we therefore used a phylogenetic ap-
proach to select representative orthologous and homeologous sequences. First, maximum
likelihood trees were constructed using RAxML v.8.0.25 (Stamatakis 2014a) using the
GTRGAMMA model for all alignments, setting X. tropicalis as the outgroup, and with
other parameters at the default settings. We did not perform model testing for this step
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because it was performed on each of two downstream phylogenetic analyses for align-
ments that passed an initial filter. The resulting phylogenies were then parsed using a
script written in R (R Core Team 2017) and functions available in the ape (Paradis et al.
2004), phytools (Revell 2012), and phangorn (Schliep 2011) libraries (available with the
Dryad repository doi:10.5061/dryad.00db7). This R script checked whether a tree had
only two deeply diverged (putatively homeologous) sequences for at least one ingroup
species. The script did this by comparing the age of the most recent common ancestors
(MRCAs) of sequences within and between species; homeologs were expected to have
a deeper MRCA than that of the orthologs. By identifying and comparing the MRCA
of pairwise comparisons within and between species, we identified gene alignments in
which there were only two lineages of sequences within the ingroup and where at least
one species had one (putatively homeologous) sequence in each lineage. We then as-
sumed that these homeologs were generated by one whole genome duplication (WGD)
event prior to radiation of extant Xenopus species.

After building the maximum likelihood trees and filtering with the R script, we were
left with 1,644 alignments with two deeply diverged Xenopus lineages for at least one
species that we assumed were homeologous. We then built chronograms with each of
these gene alignments using Beast (Drummond et al. 2012). Each alignment was tested
for a model of evolution using MrModelTest v.2 (Nylander 2004), and one MCMC
chain was run for 25 million generations, using an estimated strict clock. We set the age
of the root to 65 million years (my), with a standard deviation of 4.62 following (Bewick
et al. 2012). Input files were prepared for Beast using a Perl script. After inspecting the
posterior distributions of parameter values from all analyses to ensure that stationarity
had been reached for parameter estimates, we applied a conservative 25% burnin to
all analyses and generated consensus trees using TreeAnnotator (part of the Beast
package). We then reinspected the trees with our R script, to confirm that there was still
two deeply diverged lineages and identifiable homeologs, which left 1,600 alignments. At
this point, because our best Blast approach retained all matching sequences below a
threshold e-value, some orthologs within each homeologous lineage were still represented
by multiple sequences. We then selected the longest sequence for each species within
each homeologous lineage using a Perl script. We then rebuilt the Beast trees using
two chains run for 75 million generations (substitution models selected as before) and
inspected all posterior distributions for convergence of parameter estimates (using the
R package mcmcse; Flegal et al. 2016), and re-inspected the trees with our R script to
ensure homeologs were still present.

The final data set consisted of 1,585 genes, with between five and 10 taxa (each
ingroup species had two, one, or zero sequences in each alignment, depending on whether
there was missing data from neither, one, or both homeologs). The individual gene
alignments were 382–13,911 bp (first and third quartiles = 978–1,981 bp). The total
aligned length of the data set had 2,696,030 bp, and an ungapped alignment had a total
length of 788,627 bp. The proportion of missing genes for each homeolog is X. borealis
= 0.55/0.58, X. clivii = 0.64/0.63, X. allofraseri = 0.52/0.51, X. largeni = 0.56/0.58,
X. laevis = 0.14/0.14.
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A2 Supplemental Results and Discussion

A2.1 Multigene Phylogenetic Analyses of Nuclear DNA

Hereafter we refer to each set of orthologous sequences within subgenus Xenopus as the
alpha and beta orthologs. The assignment of a particular set of orthologous sequences
to each of these categories was arbitrary. The chronograms and maximum likelihood
trees recovered from both concatenated data sets and the phylogeny recovered from the
MPest analysis all strongly supported a sister relationship of X. borealis and X. clivii in
both the alpha and beta orthologs (Fig.A2.2; maximum likelihood results not shown).
Similarly, the multigene *Beast analysis also recovered strong support for this sister
relationship (Fig. 2.1). This relationship had posterior/bootstrap support (chronograms
and MPest, respectively) of 1.0/100% in all analyses, which, in the case of the Beast
and RAxML analyses, may in part reflect overconfidence associated with analysis of
concatenated data (Kubatko and Degnan 2007).

The relationships among X. laevis, X. allofraseri, and X. largeni, remain unresolved in
all analyses. In fact, there was even conflict in the resolution of these three taxa between
the alpha and beta orthologs within the same analysis (Fig. A2.2). For instance, in the
concatenated Beast analysis with all data, in the alpha orthologs supported a sister
relationship of X. largeni and X. laevis, while the beta orthologs supported X. largeni and
X. allofraseri as sister (Fig.A2.2). For the concatenated Beast analysis with gapped
sites removed, the alpha orthologs had the same resolution as the alpha orthologs in the
full data set, but the beta orthologs supported X. laevis and X. allofraseri as sister taxa.
For both concatenated chronograms, these various resolutions had posterior support 1.0
and bootstrap values >80% (and up to 100%). The MPest analysis had the same
results as the concatenated analysis with gapped sites removed, with alpha orthologs
supporting X. laevis and X. largeni (93%) and beta orthologs supporting X. laevis and
X. allofraseri (55%; Fig.A2.2). The maximum likelihood analyses also had different
resolutions between the alpha and beta orthologs (results not shown). The *Beast
analysis also did not confidently resolve relationships among these three taxa, having
only 0.48 posterior support for a sister relationship of X. laevis and X. largeni (Fig. 2.1).

A2.2 Phylogenetic discordance of individual gene trees

Using an R function, sister clade relationships were counted across the concatenated
post burnin posterior distribution of each individual gene analysis (1,585 alignments;
Analysis (i) in Methods). A sister relationship was counted only when at least one
additional orthologous sequence was also present (to avoid inferring support when only
two species were present and limit the search to topologically interesting relationships).
Additionally, we collected the age of divergence for any inferred sister relationships for
each tree in the posterior distribution of each gene tree analysis.
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This analysis revealed considerable discordance among gene trees (Table A2.3). The
strongest support for any clade was a monophyletic group of X. borealis and X. clivii,
found in 52% and 47% of the alpha and beta orthologs, respectively, across the combined
post-burnin posterior distribution of trees (with each gene having the same number of
trees in the combined posterior distribution). The mean node age this group was 19.79
and 21.19 my for alpha and beta, respectively, and a large range (Table A2.3). A similar
number of trees in the posterior distribution placed either X. borealis or X. clivii as the
earliest branching 4x=36 tetraploid Xenopus species. Topologies that did not support
X. borealis and X. clivii as sister taxa, generally estimated an older age of divergence
(Table A2.3), which is consistent with the hypothesis that incomplete lineage sorting
contributes to the gene tree discordance. No strongly supported resolution of relation-
ships within the clade containing X. laevis, X. allofraseri, and X. largeni was recovered
across the gene trees, with each of the three possible sister relationships being nearly
equally supported, and with similar divergence times of about 13 my (Table A2.3). Less
than 10% of the trees in the combined posterior distribution of trees supported alternate
topologies that lacked the clade containing X. laevis, X. allofraseri, and X. largeni and
the clade containing X. borealis and X. clivii.

A2.3 The sex determining region of X. laevis is not homologous to that of
X. borealis.

The Genotype by Sequencing (GBS) results indicated that the sex determining regions
of X. borealis and X. laevis are non-homologous. To ensure that the region containing
DM-W is not sex linked in X. borealis, we amplified a gene linked to DM-W (as pre-
vious attempts to amplify DM-W in X. borealis have been unsuccessful; Bewick et al.
2011). The gene RAB6A has one homolog located physically close to DM-W (Uno
et al. 2013). We designed primers for both homeologs using the X. laevis genome v7.1
and amplified portions of both homeologs in our X. laevis cross. Molecular polymor-
phism in the homeolog of RAB6A, located on the unplaced scaffold 68,908, exhibited
a pattern of inheritance that was consistent with sex linkage in the X. laevis family,
with an insertion-deletion mutation in the mother inherited by all daughters and no
sons (11 daughters, seven sons; Fig. A2.4). Conversely, parental polymorphisms in both
homeologs of RAB6A in the X. borealis cross did not exhibit sex-linked inheritance; a
maternal SNP on the X. borealis ortholog of X. laevis scaffold 68,908 copy was shared
among daughters and sons including seven out of 11 daughters and four out of 10 sons
(the father appeared to carry a null allele but, similar to AR, this did not affect out
ability to determine a lack of sex linkage). A maternal SNP on the X. borealis ortholog
of the other RAB6A homeolog in X. laevis (located on scaffold 19,8991) was detected
in three out of six daughters and four out of eight sons, indicating that this RAB6A
homeolog is not sex-linked. A neighbor-joining tree of these sequences confirmed the
orthology and homeology of these sequences, with one homeolog in X. borealis grouping
with the sex-linked RAB6A sequences of X. laevis, and the other X. borealis sequences
forming their own clade.
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Figure A2.2: Analysis of nuclear data using Beast with either (a) all
gene alignments concatenated together or (b) concatenated gene align-
ment with gapped sites removed. Individual nuclear gene trees were also
analyzed with (c) MPest as described in the methods. In (c), grey lin-
eages have arbitrary branch lengths, CU indicates coalescent units, and
numbers indicate bootstrap support. Taxa with conflicting phylogenetic
placement within each homeologous lineage are highlighted in red; other
labeling follows Fig. 2.1
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Figure A2.3: Bayesian analysis of mtDNA alignments (after removing
poorly aligned regions, see methods) with a relaxed molecular clock. This
analysis produced an identical topology to that of the *Beast analysis
using nDNA (Fig. 2.1). Labeling follows Fig. 2.1.
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Figure A2.4: Not all SNPs are informative with respect to male versus
female heterogamy. Diagnosis of female heterogamy requires a sex-linked
SNP in the mother, and diagnosis of male heterogamy requires a sex-
linked SNP in the father. For each parent, genotypes include nucleotides
that are found in both parents (A) or only one (B) and that are linked to
the W, Z, X, or Y chromosomes (W, Z, X, or Y subscripts respectively)
or an autosome (A subscript)
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Figure A2.5: Attempts to amplify DM-W in wild X. clivii were only
successful in females. mtDNA was used as a positive control and failed
to amplify in one male.
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Table A2.1: Transcriptome and GBS sequencing statistics. Raw se-
quence is number of reads; Trimmomatic is number of reads that passed
our filter; Trinity is number of number of transcripts (N50 bp in brackets);
Tassel values reflect reads for both lanes of sequencing (merged) and the
total number of SNPs.

Species Raw Sequence Trimmomatic Trinity Tassel

X. allofraseri 20213893 18940455 96832 (1176) -
X. borealis 19593759 19296751 81696 (1078) -
X. largeni 19512126 19258973 82695 (1000) -
X. clivii 18056373 17441776 72019 (885) -
GBS 652154864 - - 88996
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Appendix B

Supplemental Information: Divergent evolutionary
trajectories of two young, homomorphic, and closely
related sex chromosome systems

B1 Supplemental Methods & Results

B1.1 Genotyping and filtering of reduced representation genome sequence
data

We generated reduced representation genome sequence data from one family each from
Xenopus Xenopus laevis and Xenopus Xenopus borealis as described in the main text.
For the X. borealis Genotype by Sequencing (GBS) data, we de-multiplexed, filtered,
and trimmed for sequencing quality using the processRADTags module of Stacks ver-
sion 1.30 (Catchen et al. 2011) (see Furman and Evans (2016) for details). For the
X. laevis restriction site associated DNA sequencing (RADSeq) data, we demultiplexed
and trimmed using RadTools (Baxter et al. 2011) followed by Trimmomatic (Bolger et
al. 2014), using default parameters. After processing, the average number of reads per
X. borealis offspring was 5,906,315 (406,950–14,594,650, range), with the mother having
69,647,769 and the father 100,997,934. The average number of reads per X. laevis off-
spring was 6,858,340 (2,010,213–14,611,364), with the mother having 5,434,242 and the
father 16,469,889.

We then aligned GBS or RADSeq data from each X. borealis or X. laevis individual
to the X. laevis genome version 9.1 (www.xenbase.org) using BWA mem v 0.7.8 with
default parameters (Li and Durbin 2009). To reduce memory requirements and ex-
pedite genotyping of these data, we first concatenated all X. laevis scaffolds that were
< 1,000 bp into a “super scaffold”, inserting 200 “N” bases between each scaffold when
joined; this super scaffold not used for subsequent analysis. We then removed unmapped
reads, retained only primary alignments, performed indel realignment of all samples us-
ing GATK version 3.4 IndelRealigner, and genotyped for each species separately all
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individuals together with UnifiedGenotyper (McKenna et al. 2010). We first filtered
the genotypes as the site level following recommendation in the GATK best practices
(QD < 2.0, MQ < 30.0, FS > 60.0, SQR > 4.0, MQRankSum < −12.5, ReadPosRand-
Sum < −8.0; DePristo et al. 2011). Several individuals in the X. borealis family had
an average coverage across all sites of less than one, and were removed (this minimum
coverage of one was arbitrarily chosen, and additional filters were subsequently applied
to the remaining higher coverage individuals, see below). This filtering step was not
necessary with X. laevis, because there were no individuals with very low coverage.

In order to generate a biallelic SNP set for our analyses of genetic linkage and recom-
bination, we implemented a series of genotype filters aimed at retaining only high quality
genotypes. For each variable position, we first required that both parents have geno-
types, that either one parent was heterozygous and the other was homozygous, or both
were heterozygous. Next, any individual genotypes with a read depth < 5 for X. borealis,
or < 15 for X. laevis, or a genotype quality < 20 for individuals of either family, were set
to missing. We used a less stringent cutoff for X. borealis because coverage was generally
lower and mapping to the X. laevis reference genome generally poorer for the X. borealis
GBS data. In order for a variable position to be included in our analyses, we required for
both datasets that at least 80% of offspring have genotypes, and that each variable site
not violate expectations for Mendelian segregation based on a χ2 test with significance
(P value) below 0.05.

Under-calling of heterozygous sites, where a heterozygous site were incorrectly geno-
typed as homozygous due to low coverage, is a concern with reduced representation
genome sequencing data (Glaubitz et al. 2014; Andrews et al. 2016). One hallmark of
this type of error is the observation of incompatible genotypes between parents and off-
spring (e.g., an A/A offspring genotype from parents with T/A and T/T genotypes). To
cope with this, for each variable position, if < 10% of offspring had incompatible geno-
types, we set these genotypes to missing data; if > 10% of offspring had incompatible
genotypes, the site was discarded. Additionally, for the X. laevis family only, we elimi-
nated SNPs that mapped to repetitive regions based on the annotation for the X. laevis
v.9.1 genome sequence. We did not impose this filter for the X. borealis family because
we had much less mapped data for that cross. We also thinned the X. laevis data to only
include a maximum of one SNP per RADTag, because dense marker maps with many
closely linked markers increased computation times needed to generate linkage maps.

The data sets for each species we studied had different characteristics. The X. laevis
data included about 500 more maternal SNPs than X. borealis, and was trimmed with
higher genotype quality and depth thresholds (see Methods). The X. borealis dataset
was more sparse, with a mean of 61.8 maternal SNPs per chromosome, compared to a
mean of 90 in X. laevis. The reason for the different number of SNPs is probably a com-
bined consequence of limitations in mapping the X. borealis data to the X. laevis genome,
generally lower coverage of the X. borealis GBS data than the X. laevis RADSeq data,
and possibly a lower overall level of polymorphism in X. borealis. Thus, less variation
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was recovered in X. borealis and there was greater potential for genotyping errors in this
species due to lower coverage.

Nonetheless, after filtering, both data sets had high (>20X) depth and high (>50)
genotype quality (Fig. B1.4). In general, the sparser panel of SNPs in X. borealis is
expected to yield poorer coverage of the sex linked region (and of the genome overall).
As well, in the sex linked region, genotyping errors could break the association between
sex phenotype and genotype, leading to fewer sex linked sites and an underestimation of
the size of the sex-linked region. Outside of the sex linked region, genotyping errors could
also lead to a false association of sex phenotype and genotype, but for this to happen
multiple individuals of the same sex would have to have the same genotype error. In
contrast to this possibility, in the X. borealis cross, all sex linked sites were associated
with sex in either 100% of offspring (with genotyping errors were evident as unlikely
phase changes, see Section B1.2), or associated with sex in 45 of the 47 offspring (see
Results; Fig. 3.1). This strong association is very unlikely to be a statistical anomaly
associated with the lower coverage and sparser SNP density of the X. borealis data. In
X. laevis, there were only a few SNPs associated with sex, and sparser data may have
missed this region completely.

Lower sample sizes of individuals could lead to false associations with phenotypic
sex due to sampling error of small numbers. Here the sample sizes of both families
are similar (37 X. laevis and 39 X. borealis). The probability of a false positives for an
individual 100% sex linked site in X. borealis is 0.539 = 1.8 ∗ 10−12 and in X. laevis is
0.537 = 7.3 ∗ 10−12. And the probability of a series of adjacent false positives 100%
sex-linked sites is vastly lower than these values.

B1.2 Haplotype (phase) estimation and genotype error detection

Our methods to estimate parental haplotypes (phase) from mapped offspring geno-
types and then use this information to remove putative genotype errors is presented
in Fig. B1.1.

B1.3 Biological replication of recombination suppression in X. borealis sex
chromosomes

To explore whether the sex-linked region we identified here and in Furman and Evans
(2016) using GBS data was present in other X. borealis individuals, we Sanger sequenced
two genes that occurred within the previously identified sex-linked region (SOX3.L and
NR5A1.L (alternatively known as SF-1 )) in a panel of adults and also in a second lab-
generated X. borealis family. This allowed us to test whether the sex chromosomes and
associated region of suppressed recombination that we observed in one X. borealis female
were shared by another female. This sequencing included 18 daughters and 12 sons.
PCR amplification and Sanger sequencing was performed with primers for NR5A1.L
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(also known as SF-1 ; AAAAAAGCCTTGATCCGTGCA and AATATGTTTGGCCT-
GATGTGTA) that were designed using a combination of the X. laevis genome, v9.1
from www.xenbase.org and the HiSeq data from our X. borealis parents of the initial
cross, outlined below. The other gene we amplified was SOX3.L, using primers from
Furman and Evans (2016). These two genes exist around 10 Mb (NR5A1.L) and 35 Mb
(SOX3.L) from the chromosome tip in the sex-linked region of chromosome 8L, accord-
ing to their positions in the X. laevis genome, spanning a large part of the sex-linked
region (Fig. 3.1). To extend this inference across more individuals, we also sequenced
these two genes in six females and six males from the same supplier to assess if they
contained the same sex specific SNPs as our initial cross (outlined above).

For all parents and offspring of this second X. borealis family, allelic variants of both
loci were co-inherited by sex, and in the panel of adults we surveyed SNPs were sex
associated (females possessed heterozygous sites males did not, and vice versa). We
identified one female specific SNP for NR5A1.L (SF-1 ) in the newly surveyed adults,
and it was shared with our initial X. borealis cross and was W-linked (Furman and Evans
2016). For SOX3.L, the newly surveyed adults had four sex specific SNPs, two of which
were shared with our original cross and were W-linked, and two where females were
heterozygous and males were not. Thus, the sex chromosomes and sex-linked region we
identified in our original cross is present in multiple X. borealis lineages. These shared
sex specific sites and co-inheritance of the two genes support chromosome 8L as the
sex chromosome in an independent panel of frogs, and is consistent with recombination
suppression of this large genomic region in the most recent common ancestor of all
X. borealis surveyed here. The unique mutations in the W-haplotype of each family
indicate that a single W-haplotype has not reached fixation in the species, probably
owing to the young age of the system. How long ago these two families diverged, or
whether fine-scale population structure exists in X. borealis (which could hinder fixation)
is currently unknown.

B1.4 Divergence of W and Z in X. borealis

We evaluated sex chromosome divergence in X. borealis using WGS data from the mother
and father of our cross. Shotgun WGS data were generated as described in the main
text. We used Trimmomatic (Bolger et al. 2014) and Scythe (https://github.com/
vsbuffalo/scythe) to clean reads and remove adapter sequences. We mapped the
resulting reads to the X. laevis v9.1 genome with BWA mem, and discarded unmapped
reads. We genotyped each parent using Samtools v1.3.1 mpileup (with the multi-allelic
model) followed by BCFTOOLS v1.3-27 call (Li et al. 2009; Li 2011) and removed
individual genotype calls with a depth < 20 or > 60 (with an expected coverage of
30x), and with a genotype quality of < 20 for variable positions. Nucleotide diversity
was different for most chromosomes of the female and male, with the female having
higher diversity overall (Fig. 3.4a). These inter-individual differences in levels of genome-
wide polymorphism may stem from several factors including independent origins from
populations of different sizes and differing degrees of inbreeding.
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To explore the effect of genome-wide differences in polymorphism, we standardized
the estimates of nucleotide diversity within each individual, dividing each estimate by
the genome-wide average of each individual. We then ran the same linear mixed model
analysis as described in the main text. This model (expectedly) now supported no
difference between the two individuals (estimate of scaled female diversity compared
to male: -0.002196, -0.0104–0.0061 95% CIs, t-stat = -0.522), but still supported a
significant interaction of sex (female and male) and genomic location (sex chromosome
and autosomes), with the female having higher diversity in the sex linked region above
the male in that region and the rest of the genome (estimate of scaled female diversity
in the sex linked region: 0.1175, 0.0571–0.1779, t-stat = 3.815).

B1.5 Synonymous and nonsynonymous divergence of X. borealis sex chro-
mosomes

We also explored whether there was a higher rate of synonymous or nonsynonymous
substitutions in genes on the non-recombining portion of the sex chromosomes compared
to other genomic regions. We calculated dS and dN in the female and male using the
gene coordinates for the X. laevis genome, as detailed in the gff file associated with
v9.1 (www.xenbase.org). This analysis considered only codons with no more than one
heterozygous position in order to avoid unknown phase between multiple mutations and
assessed, when a SNP in a codon was present, if the two possible codons were synonymous
or non-synonymous. To avoid undefined estimates of dN/dS generated by genes with
no synonymous mutations, we totaled the number of synonymous SNPs and divided by
the total number of synonymous sites for each region (i.e., the non-recombining portion
of the sex chromosomes and the rest of the genome), and did the same for the non-
synonymous SNPs and sites (similar to Mank et al. 2009). We only retained genes that
had at least 200 bp measured and eliminated any genes with a dS > 2. We tested for
significant differences between the non-recombining region of the sex chromosomes and
the rest of the genome using a permutation test and 1000 replicates.

Within coding regions, dN and dS were elevated in the sex-linked region compared
to the rest of the genome in the female (dS sex-linked = 0.0279, dS genome = 0.0226,
P = 0.000; dN sex-linked = 0.0053, dN genome = 0.0041, P = 0.005) and in the male
(dS sex-linked = 0.0271, dS genome = 0.0224, P = 0.006; dN sex-linked = 0.0050,
dN genome = 0.0041, P = 0.026), suggesting rapid evolution of genes in this region.
However, the overall rate of purifying selection, dN/dS, was not significantly elevated
in the sex-linked region of either sex (female: dN/dS sex-linked = 0.191, genome =
0.182; male: dN/dS sex-linked = 0.185, genome = 0.184). As stated above, in order
to avoid uncertainties in phase of alleles, this analysis only considered codons with one
heterozygous site. Consequently, not all SNPs on the sex chromosomes and autosomes
were included and this may account for the similarities of the ZZ and ZW values. As we
outline in the main text, the sex linked region of chromosome 8L did not have the largest
of any metric (dN , dS, or dN/dS) compared to the chromosomes individually. There
may not be a signal of faster evolution on the sex chromosomes, or there was too little
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data to infer the effect. Either way, it underscores that the W and Z are overall fairly
similar chromosomes. We note that our more comprehensive analysis, which considered
nucleotide diversity from all variable positions, did detect an elevated level of nucleotide
diversity on the ZW pair, above the ZZ chromosomes and the rest of the autosomes
(Fig. 3.4a-c).

B1.6 Coverage differences between female and male X. borealis

We tested for deletions in the sex-linked portion of the W chromosome in the WGS
data, which would be consistent with degeneration of this genomic region. If deletions
were present, then only reads from the maternal Z should map to X. laevis chromosome
8L, whereas in the father reads from both Z chromosomes should map to chromosome
8L. Thus, the mother should have substantially lower coverage in genomic regions that
were deleted on the W. To test for this pattern, we calculated site depth in 100 Kb
windows (created with bedtools v2.26 makewidows; Quinlan and Hall 2010) across
each chromosome using samtools bedcov with the same bam files used for genotyping
the mother and father HiSeq X data (see Methods). To account for sequencing coverage
differences, we then standardized depth estimates for each individual by dividing each
window by the median value of coverage of each individual. We searched for windows
where the mother had <70% standardized coverage of the read depth of the father. To
account for possible mismapping of reads between homeologous sequences, we also reran
the analysis with a threshold map quality of 30.

This analysis did not identify a strong signal of deletions on the sex-linked portion
of the X. borealis W chromosome. Overall, X. borealis chromosome 8L had the most (8)
100 Kb windows where the mother had less than 70% coverage of the father, but this
was relatively similar in magnitude to the other chromosomes (range = 1–6, mean =
3.5). With the higher map quality threshold of 30, we found that chromosome 8L had
the same number of windows as other chromosomes (chr8L = 6, range of autosomes =
1–6). In other words, the standardized coverage of the sex-linked portion of chromosome
8L relative to that of the rest of the genome of X. borealis was similar for the female and
male.
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Figure B1.2: SNPs from the X. borealis family heterozygous in the
mother mapped to the genome of X. laevis. Sex-linkage is calculated
following Goudet et al. (1996), followed by an FDR correction to account
for multiple testing (significant genotypes are indicated by black dots).
The gray lines in each plot represent the significance threshold of 0.05.
The sex-linked marker on chr5S can be mapped to chromosome 8S and
8L when a larger amount of sequence data is used (see Results).
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Figure B1.3: Phased parental haplotypes in X. borealis offspring for the
maternal (left column) and paternal (right column) linkage groups of chro-
mosome 8L. In the maternal haplotypes, the beginning of chromosome 8L
is completely linked to sex (all daughters with the same haplotype, 0,
and all sons had haplotype 1), apart from two recombination events near
the end. Note, this linkage map only spans the sex-linked region (see
Methods). For the paternal map, haplotypes are evenly shared between
the sexes, indicating non-sex-linked inheritance of the paternal Z chromo-
some. In the region of the paternal Z chromosomes that is homologous to
the sex-linked region of the maternal sex chromosomes, several recombi-
nation events are observed.
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Figure B1.4: Median depth (DP) and genotype quality (GQ) for off-
spring of the X. borealis and X. laevis families for maternal heterozygous
sites used in the sex linkage analysis of Fig. 3.1.
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Figure B1.5: SNPs from the X. laevis family heterozygous in the mother
mapped to the genome of X. laevis. Sex-linkage is calculated following
Goudet et al. (1996), followed by an FDR correction to account for multi-
ple testing (significant at 0.05 colored black). The gray lines in each plot
represent the significance threshold of 0.05.
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Figure C0.1: Chronogram for the Xenopus data used in the coding se-
quence length and pseudogenization rate analyses. The coloring of the
branches corresponds to the grouping of branches for the models fit. The
+ signs indicate that a missing data proportion is fit for the associated
taxa. The tree was constructed using *Beast without a calibration point
(see Furman and Evans (2016)), and then dates were assigned using mcm-
ctree, assuming a divergence from X. tropicalis of 65 my (Bewick et al.
2012).
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Figure C0.2: Results of the similarly fit time-subgenome model of
dN/dS rates from the Codeml analysis (see Fig. codeml.models). This
model was only 5 BIC units less than the best fit subgenome model. Error
bars are 95% confidence intervals based on 100 bootstrap replicates.
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Figure C0.3: Results of the similarly fit time-subgenome model from
the analysis of pseudogenization rates. Similar to the Codeml analyses,
this model was only 2 BIC units less than the preferred subgenome model.
Error bars are 95% confidence intervals are based on 1000 bootstrap repli-
cates.
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Table C0.1: Results of model-based analysis of temporal variation in
the rate of pseudogenization. Maximum likelihood estimates (parameter),
standard errors (SE), lower (LB) and upper bounds (UB) of the 95%
confidence intervals, and the Bayesian information criterion values are
tabulated for the four models. Pseudogenization rates are in units of genes
pseudogenized per nucleotide substitution (θ, with subscripts described in
the Methods section). Lastly, the proportion of missing data (δ) for each
species (indicated by subscripts) is also provided. The * indicates the BIC
preferred model.

model parameter SE LB UB

Homogeneous Rates

borealis/clivii clade θ 0.313 0.014 0.289 0.340
laevis clade θ 0.118 0.008 0.104 0.134

δ̂Xenopus Xenopus borealis(X. borealis) 0.442 0.015 0.414 0.473
δ̂Xenopus Xenopus clivii(X. clivii) 0.344 0.015 0.315 0.376

ln` = −7960.025 δ̂Xenopus Xenopus allofraseri(X. allofraseri) 0.501 0.012 0.479 0.524
BIC = -15963.59 δ̂Xenopus Xenopus largeni(X. largeni) 0.555 0.011 0.535 0.577

Subgenome Model

borealis/clivii clade θ̂S 0.358 0.017 0.327 0.392
borealis/clivii clade θ̂L 0.270 0.015 0.242 0.300

laevis clade θ̂S 0.144 0.011 0.123 0.164
laevis clade θ̂L 0.096 0.008 0.081 0.112
δ̂X. borealis 0.442 0.015 0.414 0.473
δ̂X. clivii 0.344 0.015 0.316 0.377

ln` = −7937.381 δ̂X. allofraseri 0.501 0.012 0.478 0.523
BIC = -15932.81 δ̂X. largeni 0.554 0.011 0.533 0.576

Time Model

borealis/clivii clade θ̂mid 0.411 0.063 0.292 0.534
laevis clade θ̂mid 0.046 0.015 0.018 0.077

borealis/clivii clade θ̂late 0.277 0.018 0.243 0.312
laevis clade θ̂late 0.139 0.010 0.120 0.159
δ̂X. borealis 0.445 0.015 0.416 0.477
δ̂X. clivii 0.347 0.015 0.319 0.381

ln` = −7949.44 δ̂X. allofraseri 0.494 0.012 0.470 0.517
BIC = -15956.93 δ̂X. largeni 0.548 0.011 0.527 0.571

Time-Subgenome Model

borealis/clivii clade θ̂mid,S 0.450 0.123 0.203 0.669
borealis/clivii clade θ̂mid,L 0.340 0.082 0.165 0.483

laevis clade θ̂mid,S 0.073 0.025 0.027 0.123
laevis clade θ̂mid,L 0.010 0.012 0.001 0.046

borealis/clivii clade θ̂late,S 0.319 0.036 0.255 0.393
borealis/clivii clade θ̂late,L 0.240 0.030 0.185 0.304

laevis clade θ̂late,S 0.167 0.014 0.140 0.195
laevis clade θ̂late,L 0.118 0.011 0.097 0.139

δ̂X. borealis 0.445 0.015 0.416 0.477
δ̂X. clivii 0.347 0.015 0.319 0.380

ln` = −7924.206 δ̂X. allofraseri 0.492 0.012 0.469 0.515
BIC = -15935.49 δ̂X. largeni 0.546 0.011 0.525 0.569
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C1 Timing of duplication

In order to generate additional estimates of the the maximum age of whole genome du-
plication to complement previous estimates (e.g., Bewick et al. 2011; Furman and Evans
2016; Session et al. 2016), we evaluated synonymous divergence between homeologs in
allotetraploid species from subgenus Xenopus, and also with respect to two outgroup
sequence that each permitted us to explore the effects of different calibration points.
The first ortholog was from humans and was obtained for each gene from the Human
Unigene database (downloaded December 2015) and recovered orthologs using tblastx
between the X. tropicalis sequence of each alignment and the database. We used an esti-
mated divergence of Anurans and Mammals of 350 million years (my) (340–381), which
was based on numerous calibration points and mitochondrial DNA (mtDNA) divergence
Igawa et al. 2008.

Outgroup sequences were aligned to the nucleotide alignments using Macse, and syn-
onymous divergence (dS) between the homeologs, when both were present in an align-
ment for a given species, and between each of the homeologs and the human ortholog was
calculated using yn00 Yang and Nielsen 2000; Yang 2007. When alignments had more
than one species with homeologous sequences, dS was taken as an average across all
species for a gene (none had both homeologs for all five species). We then used a linear
extrapolation of divergence between the homeologs and an outgroup (human) to infer
the age at which the homeologs separated. To calculate this, we divided the median dS
of the outgroup ortholog and the homeologs by the divergence time (and both bounds
of the 95% CI). We then divided the median dS between the homeologs by the previous
value.

The tblastx search between X. tropicalis sequences of each locus and the Human
Unigene database recovered 755 orthologous human sequences. For 16 of these align-
ments, dS values between homeologs were found to be above one and were excluded.
Using a linear extrapolation from the divergence time of amphibians and humans (350
my, 340–381 95% CI), the median age of the homeolog divergence (i.e., speciation of
the diploid progenitors of tetraploid Xenopus species) is estimated to be 32.5 my (31.6
– 35.4 95% CI). This date is provides independent support for the similar date of 34 my
estimated by Session et al. 2016, who used different calibration points and analyses.

C2 Rate of Pseudogenization Simulations

To test whether the proposed models can recover parameters successfully for data similar
to the Xenopus data on hand, we conducted simulations on the consensus tree (Fig. C0.1)
from the *Beast Heled and Drummond 2010 analysis from Furman and Evans 2016.
We simulated data using the geiger Harmon et al. 2008 package in R to emulate as
closely as possible the collection mechanism for the real Xenopus gene membership data.

157

http://www.mcmaster.ca/


Ph.D. Thesis – Benjamin L. S. Furman; McMaster University– Biological Sciences

For consistency with the dataset in the paper, each simulation contains a total of
1500 gene patterns. As well, one taxa out of the five on the tree is treated as the species
with complete data, similar to Xenopus Xenopus laevis (X. laevis) in the real analysis,
and we constrain the root of the tree to have two homeologs for each gene family (similar
to the requirements of Furman and Evans 2016). We start with an ancestral sequence
of ten thousand characters with state (1,1). Using this ancestral root sequence, we
simulate characters with states (0,1), (1,0), and (1,1) for all five taxa using geiger. Two
pseudogenization rates are sampled uniformly from [0.01, 0.5] for one of the lineages,
analogous to θclade1,L and θclade1,S). “Tree stretching" (i.e., using a multiplicative factor
on the branches of the tree when simulating data but using the original tree in the fitting)
is used for simulation on the other lineage in the tree. The ranges of the pseudogenization
rates sampled for the other clade ended up being (0.0004, 0.495)′ and (0.001, 0.500)′.
Because there are multiple characters being simulated (corresponding to each of the
four θ parameters for the real data analysis), a consequence of using the tree stretching
procedure is that the order of the θ parameters for one clade is the same as the order of
the θ parameters for the other clade. Hence, if θclade1,1 is greater (or lower) than θclade1,2,
the same order is simulated for θclade2, 1 and θclade2, 2. While these two combinations are
extensively explored in the simulation, the following combinations are not explored in the
simulation: θclade1, 1 < θclade1, 2 and θclade2, 1 > θclade2, 2; and θclade1, 1 > θclade1, 2 and
θclade2, 1 < θclade2, 2. This is mentioned for completeness regarding data simulation; this
is unimportant for model fitting as the model can fit all combinations regardless because
separate parameters are estimated and the estimation does not rely on any assumption
of any order between any sets of parameters.

Proportions of missing data for four of the five taxa (analogous to the Xenopus data)
are sampled uniformly from [0, 0.60]. Based on these missing data proportions, a cor-
responding number of (1,1)s are converted to (0,1), (1,0), and (0,0)s (cf. Table 4.2).
Similarly, some (0,1)s and (1,0)s are converted to (0,0)s. We filtered any observed pat-
terns that did not include at least one (1,1) or had three or more (0,0)s out of the dataset.
This reflects the sampling bias of the real data as the result of constraints discussed in
the Methods section. A total of 1, 000 data samples of 1500 genes patterns are run. Like
the main analysis in the paper, we estimated separate pseudogenization rate parameters
for the two subgenomes for the two lineages (four rate estimates in total). Thus, our
simulated data closely reflects the data in the paper, and our simulations investigate the
model’s ability to recover known parameters. Fig. C2.4 depicts the differences between
the true and estimated parameters for 1,000 simulated data sets with sampling bias sim-
ilar to the xenopus dataset for 1500 phyletic patterns. The estimates are close to the
generating parameters on average for all simulations. The range of differences between
the true and estimated proportions of missing data is small, with most of the weight
concentrated around zero.
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Figure C2.4: Histograms of the differences between the generated and
estimated rate (row one) and missing proportion (row two) parameters
from the simulation. The distribution is centered around zero and the
range of the differences is small. For these simulations, cladei,j refers to
the jth subgenome for the ith clade. These are analogous to the bore-
alis/clivii and laevis clades (i) and the L- and S-subgenomes (j) in the
analysis of the real data.
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Appendix D

Supplemental Information: Pan-African
phylogeography of a model organism, the African
clawed frog Xenopus laevis

D1 Supplemental Information

D1.1 Taxonomy

The Amphibian Species of the World database (Frost 2011) and AmphibiaWeb (Infor-
mation on Amphibian Biology and Conservation [Web Application] 2014) list Xenopus
Xenopus laevis sensu lato as comprising three species: X. laevis (the African clawed
frog), X. petersii (Peters’ clawed frog; including X. poweri as a junior synonym), and
X. victorianus (the Lake Victoria clawed frog). As currently recognized by these two
databases, X. laevis includes populations from southern Africa (e.g. South Africa,
Namibia, Botswana, Zimbabwe, southern Zambia, Malawi) and the northwestern portion
of Central Africa (e.g. Central African Republic, Cameroon, eastern Nigeria, Fig. 1),
and would thus include at least two named subspecies: X. l. laevis and X. l. sudanensis
(Perret, Jean-Luc 1966) in northern Central Africa.

X. petersii, originally described by Bocage (1895) based on specimens from Angola,
was later classified as a subspecies of X. laevis (Parker 1936b). The taxon was again
recognized as a distinct species by Channing (2001), and support for this classification
was also argued on the basis of divergence in mitochondrial DNA (Measey and Channing
2003). X. poweri (Hewitt 1927) was considered a subspecies of X. laevis by some authors
(Schmidt and Inger 1949; Poynton 1964), or a synonym with X. (laevis) petersii (e.g.,
Parker 1936b; Poynton and Broadley 1985). If X. poweri is a synonym of X. petersii, this
species occurs in northern Namibia, northern Botswana, northern Zimbabwe, Zambia,
Angola, the Democratic Republic of the Congo, Republic of the Congo, and southern
Gabon (Fig. 5.1 Frost 2011; Information on Amphibian Biology and Conservation [Web
Application] 2014).
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X. victorianus was described by Ahl (1924), subsequently synonymized with X. laevis
(Loveridge 1925, 1933), and was again recognized as a species by Channing and How-
ell (2006) and Pickersgill (2007). X. victorianus occurs in Tanzania, Burundi, Rwanda,
eastern Democratic Republic of the Congo, Uganda, southern South Sudan, and Kenya
(Fig. 5.1 Frost 2011; Information on Amphibian Biology and Conservation [Web Appli-
cation] 2014). The type locality of the subspecies X. laevis bunyoniensis (the western
shore of Lake Bunyonyi in southwest Uganda), described by Loveridge (1932), is also
situated in this region.

There are multiple lines of evidence to support the recognition of X. laevis,
X. victorianus, and X. petersii as separate species. For instance, X. laevis is larger than
X. petersii and X. victorianus, with females averaging 110 mm snout–vent length (Kobel
et al. 1996), although X. victorianus is of comparable size to X. petersii (females are ~62
or 65 mm respectively). X. laevis has flattened black claws; dorsal and ventral patterning
and coloration is highly variable, and the venter is often white or grey. X. victorianus
has more slender black claws, and highly variable coloration of the venter (Loveridge
1933), whereas X. petersii has narrow rounded black claws with a mottled black venter
(Loveridge 1933). Additionally, X. laevis and X. petersii differ in the number of sensory
organs surrounding the eye (the latter has 14 instead of 17; Channing 2001). All three
of these species have distinct mating calls (Vigny 1979; Tobias et al. 2011); X. laevis has
pronounced intraspecific variation in mating calls between animals from Malawi and the
Western Cape Province, South Africa (Tobias et al. 2011).

The recognition of X. laevis as including populations from southern Africa and also
populations from Central Africa (Fig. 5.1 Frost 2011; Information on Amphibian Biology
and Conservation [Web Application] 2014) is inconsistent with the current understanding
of evolutionary relationships within X. laevis sensu lato, which suggests that populations
from West Central Africa are more closely related to populations from East Africa than
to those from southern Africa (Evans et al. 2004; Evans et al. 2011a; Evans et al. 2011b).
If taxonomy is to reflect evolutionary relationships among diverged lineages, this could
be reconciled either by (i) splitting X. laevis sensu lato into more than one species – but
not in the way that X. laevis, X. victorianus, and X. petersii are currently recognized
by at least two taxonomic databases, or by (ii) recognizing only X. laevis, which would
include the currently recognized X. victorianus and X. petersii.

D2 Supplemental Tables and Figures

Table D2.1: Locality information for genetic samples used in this study
and details on sequence data collected for each sample. Please find spread-
sheet file with the published paper here.
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Appendix E

Supplemental Information: Limited genomic
consequences of hybridization between two African
clawed frogs, Xenopus gilli and X. laevis (Anura:
Pipidae)

E1 Results
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Table E1.1: Sample IDs and loci sequenced for each individual in this study. Locus acronyms are defined in the
main text. A 1 or a 0 indicates that the gene was or was not sequenced respectively

Sample ID 16s btbd6 c7orf25 fem1c mastl mogs nfil1 pcdh1 prmt6 rassf10 sugp2 zbed4 pigo bcl9

XgUAE_01_gilli_WestCape_2013 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
XgUAE_05_gilli_WestCape_2013 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1
XgUAE_02_gilli_WestCape_2013 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
XgUAE_08_gilli_WestCape_2013 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
XgUAE_66_gilli_WestCape_2013 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
XgUAE_04_gilli_WestCape_2013 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
XgUAE_07_gilli_WestCape_2013 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0
XgUAE_11_gilli_WestCape_2013 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1
XgUAE_06_gilli_WestCape_2013 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1
XgUAE_03_gilli_WestCape_2013 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
new_XgUAE_05_gilli_WestCape_2013 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
Xb_2_3_gilli_WestCape_1994 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Rg_1_gilli_WestCape_1994 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 0
Rg_0_3_gilli_WestCape_1994 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Rg_2_gilli_WestCape_1994 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 0
Sd_3_2_gilli_WestCape_1994 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rg_3_1_gilli_WestCape_1994 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Rg_0_2_gilli_WestCape_1994 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sd_2_0_gilli_WestCape_1994 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Rg_1_3_gilli_WestCape_1994 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Rg_2_3_gilli_WestCape_1994 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Sd_0_1_gilli_WestCape_1994 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Rg_0_1_gilli_WestCape_1994 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Xb_12_1_gilli_WestCape_1994 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1
Jd_0_2_gilli_WestCape_1994 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Jd_1_2_gilli_WestCape_1994 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1
Jd_3_0_gilli_WestCape_1994 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Jd_1_0_gilli_WestCape_1994 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Sd_3_1_gilli_WestCape_1994 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Rg_1_2_0_gilli_WestCape_1994 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sd_1_3_gilli_WestCape_1994 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Xb_1_2_gilli_WestCape_1994 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Xg_123_3_gilli_WestCape_1994 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Xb_12_13_gilli_WestCape_1994 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Rg_2_1_gilli_WestCape_1994 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1
Xg_23_1_gilli_WestCape_1994 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Rg_1_1_gilli_WestCape_1994 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Xb_3_0_gilli_WestCape_1994 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Xg_3_2_gilli_WestCape_1994 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
XgUAE_132_gilli_EastCape_2013 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
XgUAE_133_gilli_EastCape_2013 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
XgUAE_130_gilli_EastCape_2013 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
XgUAE_131_gilli_EastCape_2013 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
XgUAE_128_gilli_EastCape_2013 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
XgUAE_129_gilli_EastCape_2013 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1
XgUAE_127_gilli_EastCape_2013 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
XgUAE_134_gilli_EastCape_2013 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Xm_3_0_gilli_EastCape_1994 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 1
Xm_0_1_gilli_EastCape_1994 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 0
Xr_2_2_gilli_EastCape_1994 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0
Xr_16_gilli_EastCape_1994 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1
Xm_2_0_gilli_EastCape_1994 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Xr_3_12_gilli_EastCape_1994 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Sample ID 16s btbd6 c7orf25 fem1c mastl mogs nfil1 pcdh1 prmt6 rassf10 sugp2 zbed4 pigo bcl9

Xm_0_2_gilli_EastCape_1994 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 0
Xr_12_1_gilli_EastCape_1994 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Xr_3_1_gilli_EastCape_1994 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 0
Xr_3_2_gilli_EastCape_1994 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Km_1_gilli_EastCape_1994 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0
Xr_1_1_gilli_EastCape_1994 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1
Xm_2_1_gilli_EastCape_1994 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Xr_1_2_gilli_EastCape_1994 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1
Xs_92_gilli_EastCape_1994 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Xr_31_2_gilli_EastCape_1994 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0
Xr_2_1_gilli_EastCape_1994 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1
Xr_0_3_gilli_EastCape_1994 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1
Xr_2_12_gilli_EastCape_1994 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Km_2_gilli_EastCape_1994 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0
Km_01_3_gilli_EastCape_1994 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Xr_12_3_gilli_EastCape_1994 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
XgUAE_63_laevis_WestCape_2013 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
XgUAE_62_laevis_WestCape_2013 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
XgUAE_69_laevis_WestCape_2013 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
XgUAE_65_laevis_WestCape_2013 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
XgUAE_68_laevis_WestCape_2013 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
XgUAE_60_laevis_WestCape_2013 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Xl_2_0_laevis_WestCape_1994 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rgl_1_laevis_WestCape_1994 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1
Lg_12_0_laevis_WestCape_1994 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lg_2_1_laevis_WestCape_1994 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0
Xl_28_laevis_WestCape_1994 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lg_2_3_laevis_WestCape_1994 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rgl_2_laevis_WestCape_1994 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1
Lg_12_38_laevis_WestCape_1994 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lg_1_1_laevis_WestCape_1994 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Rgl_3_laevis_WestCape_1994 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1
Lg_2_2_laevis_WestCape_1994 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1
’XgUAE_124_laevis_EastCape_2013 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
XgUAE_103_laevis_EastCape_2013 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1
XgUAE_109_laevis_EastCape_2013 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
XgUAE_105_laevis_EastCape_2013 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
XgUAE_106_laevis_EastCape_2013 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1
XgUAE_123_laevis_EastCape_2013 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1
XgUAE_124_laevis_EastCape_2013 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1
XgUAE_108_laevis_EastCape_2013 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1
XgUAE_104_laevis_EastCape_2013 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1
XgUAE_100_laevis_EastCape_2013 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
XgUAE_102_laevis_EastCape_2013 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1
XgUAE_101_laevis_EastCape_2013 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1
XgUAE_107_laevis_EastCape_2013 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Ea_12_1_laevis_EastCape_1994 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
Kml_5_laevis_EastCape_1994 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
Kml_7_laevis_EastCape_1994 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1
Xsl_5_laevis_EastCape_1994 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1
Xsl_15_laevis_EastCape_1994 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1
Kml_8_laevis_EastCape_1994 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1
Ea_5_laevis_EastCape_1994 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1
Xsl_3_laevis_EastCape_1994 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
Xsl_7_laevis_EastCape_1994 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Kml_6_laevis_EastCape_1994 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1
Ea_6_laevis_EastCape_1994 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1
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Xsl_18_laevis_EastCape_1994 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0
Ea_7_laevis_EastCape_1994 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0
Xsl_4_laevis_EastCape_1994 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1
Ea_4_laevis_EastCape_1994 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

168

http://www.mcmaster.ca/


Ph.D. Thesis – Benjamin L. S. Furman; McMaster University– Biological Sciences

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●
●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●
●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●
●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

XgUAE_127_gilli_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_127_gilli_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_128_gilli_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_128_gilli_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_129_gilli_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_129_gilli_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_130_gilli_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_130_gilli_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_131_gilli_EastCape_2013a
XgUAE_131_gilli_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_132_gilli_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_132_gilli_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_133_gilli_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_133_gilli_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_134_gilli_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_134_gilli_EastCape_2013b

Km_1_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Km_1_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Km_2_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Km_2_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xm_0_1_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xm_0_1_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xm_3_0_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xm_3_0_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xr_0_3_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xr_0_3_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xr_16_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xr_16_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xr_1_1_gilli_EastCape_1994a
Xr_1_1_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xr_1_2_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xr_1_2_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xr_2_1_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xr_2_1_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xr_2_2_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xr_2_2_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xr_31_2_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xr_31_2_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xr_3_1_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xr_3_1_gilli_EastCape_1994b

XgUAE_06_gilli_WestCape_2013a
XgUAE_06_gilli_WestCape_2013b

XgUAE_07_gilli_WestCape_2013a

XgUAE_07_gilli_WestCape_2013b

XgUAE_08_gilli_WestCape_2013a

XgUAE_08_gilli_WestCape_2013b

XgUAE_11_gilli_WestCape_2013a

XgUAE_11_gilli_WestCape_2013b

XgUAE_66_gilli_WestCape_2013a

XgUAE_66_gilli_WestCape_2013b

Jd_0_2_gilli_WestCape_1994a

Jd_0_2_gilli_WestCape_1994b

Jd_1_2_gilli_WestCape_1994a

Jd_1_2_gilli_WestCape_1994b

Rg_1_3_gilli_WestCape_1994a

Rg_1_3_gilli_WestCape_1994b

Rg_1_gilli_WestCape_1994a

Rg_1_gilli_WestCape_1994b

Rg_2_1_gilli_WestCape_1994a

Rg_2_1_gilli_WestCape_1994b

Rg_2_gilli_WestCape_1994a

Rg_2_gilli_WestCape_1994b

Sd_1_3_gilli_WestCape_1994a

Sd_1_3_gilli_WestCape_1994b

Sd_2_0_gilli_WestCape_1994a

Sd_2_0_gilli_WestCape_1994b

Xb_12_1_gilli_WestCape_1994a

Xb_12_1_gilli_WestCape_1994b

Xb_3_0_gilli_WestCape_1994a

Xb_3_0_gilli_WestCape_1994b

Xg_123_3_gilli_WestCape_1994a

Xg_123_3_gilli_WestCape_1994b

Xg_3_2_gilli_WestCape_1994a

Xg_3_2_gilli_WestCape_1994b

XgUAE_100_laevis_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_100_laevis_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_101_laevis_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_101_laevis_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_102_laevis_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_102_laevis_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_103_laevis_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_103_laevis_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_104_laevis_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_104_laevis_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_106_laevis_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_106_laevis_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_107_laevis_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_107_laevis_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_108_laevis_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_108_laevis_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_109_laevis_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_109_laevis_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_124_laevis_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_124_laevis_EastCape_2013b

Ea_5_laevis_EastCape_1994a

Ea_5_laevis_EastCape_1994b

Ea_6_laevis_EastCape_1994a

Ea_6_laevis_EastCape_1994b

Ea_7_laevis_EastCape_1994a

Ea_7_laevis_EastCape_1994b

Kml_6_laevis_EastCape_1994a

Kml_6_laevis_EastCape_1994b

Kml_7_laevis_EastCape_1994a

Kml_7_laevis_EastCape_1994b

Kml_8_laevis_EastCape_1994a

Kml_8_laevis_EastCape_1994b

Xsl_15_laevis_EastCape_1994a

Xsl_15_laevis_EastCape_1994b

Xsl_18_laevis_EastCape_1994a

Xsl_18_laevis_EastCape_1994b

Xsl_4_laevis_EastCape_1994a

Xsl_4_laevis_EastCape_1994b

Xsl_5_laevis_EastCape_1994a

Xsl_5_laevis_EastCape_1994b

XgUAE_63_laevis_WestCape_2013a

XgUAE_63_laevis_WestCape_2013b

XgUAE_65_laevis_WestCape_2013a

XgUAE_65_laevis_WestCape_2013b

XgUAE_68_laevis_WestCape_2013a

XgUAE_68_laevis_WestCape_2013b

XgUAE_69_laevis_WestCape_2013a

XgUAE_69_laevis_WestCape_2013b

Lg_1_1_laevis_WestCape_1994a

Lg_1_1_laevis_WestCape_1994b

Lg_2_2_laevis_WestCape_1994a

Lg_2_2_laevis_WestCape_1994b

Rgl_1_laevis_WestCape_1994a

Rgl_1_laevis_WestCape_1994b

Rgl_2_laevis_WestCape_1994a

Rgl_2_laevis_WestCape_1994b
Rgl_3_laevis_WestCape_1994a

Rgl_3_laevis_WestCape_1994b

X. tropicalis

btbd6_L

btbd6_S
BTBD6

0204060
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XgUAE_127_gilli_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_127_gilli_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_128_gilli_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_128_gilli_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_129_gilli_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_129_gilli_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_130_gilli_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_130_gilli_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_131_gilli_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_131_gilli_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_132_gilli_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_132_gilli_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_133_gilli_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_133_gilli_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_134_gilli_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_134_gilli_EastCape_2013b

Km_1_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Km_1_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Km_2_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Km_2_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xm_0_1_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xm_0_1_gilli_EastCape_1994b
Xm_0_2_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xm_0_2_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xm_3_0_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xm_3_0_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xr_0_3_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xr_0_3_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xr_16_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xr_16_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xr_1_2_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xr_1_2_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xr_2_1_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xr_2_1_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xr_2_2_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xr_2_2_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xr_31_2_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xr_31_2_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xr_3_1_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xr_3_1_gilli_EastCape_1994b

XgUAE_05_gilli_WestCape_2013a

XgUAE_05_gilli_WestCape_2013b

XgUAE_06_gilli_WestCape_2013a

XgUAE_06_gilli_WestCape_2013b

XgUAE_07_gilli_WestCape_2013a

XgUAE_07_gilli_WestCape_2013b

XgUAE_08_gilli_WestCape_2013a

XgUAE_08_gilli_WestCape_2013b

XgUAE_11_gilli_WestCape_2013a

XgUAE_11_gilli_WestCape_2013b

XgUAE_66_gilli_WestCape_2013a

XgUAE_66_gilli_WestCape_2013b

Jd_0_2_gilli_WestCape_1994a

Jd_0_2_gilli_WestCape_1994b

Jd_1_2_gilli_WestCape_1994a

Jd_1_2_gilli_WestCape_1994b

Rg_1_3_gilli_WestCape_1994a

Rg_1_3_gilli_WestCape_1994b

Rg_2_1_gilli_WestCape_1994a

Rg_2_1_gilli_WestCape_1994b

Rg_2_gilli_WestCape_1994a

Rg_2_gilli_WestCape_1994b

Sd_1_3_gilli_WestCape_1994a

Sd_1_3_gilli_WestCape_1994b

Sd_2_0_gilli_WestCape_1994a

Sd_2_0_gilli_WestCape_1994b

Xb_12_1_gilli_WestCape_1994a

Xb_12_1_gilli_WestCape_1994b

Xb_3_0_gilli_WestCape_1994a

Xb_3_0_gilli_WestCape_1994b

Xg_123_3_gilli_WestCape_1994a

Xg_123_3_gilli_WestCape_1994b

Xg_3_2_gilli_WestCape_1994a

Xg_3_2_gilli_WestCape_1994b

XgUAE_100_laevis_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_100_laevis_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_101_laevis_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_101_laevis_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_102_laevis_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_102_laevis_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_103_laevis_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_103_laevis_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_104_laevis_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_104_laevis_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_105_laevis_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_105_laevis_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_106_laevis_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_106_laevis_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_107_laevis_EastCape_2013a
XgUAE_107_laevis_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_108_laevis_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_108_laevis_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_109_laevis_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_109_laevis_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_123_laevis_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_123_laevis_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_124_laevis_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_124_laevis_EastCape_2013b

Ea_5_laevis_EastCape_1994a

Ea_5_laevis_EastCape_1994b

Ea_6_laevis_EastCape_1994a

Ea_6_laevis_EastCape_1994b

Ea_7_laevis_EastCape_1994a

Ea_7_laevis_EastCape_1994b

Kml_6_laevis_EastCape_1994a

Kml_6_laevis_EastCape_1994b

Kml_7_laevis_EastCape_1994a

Kml_7_laevis_EastCape_1994b

Kml_8_laevis_EastCape_1994a

Kml_8_laevis_EastCape_1994b

Xsl_15_laevis_EastCape_1994a

Xsl_15_laevis_EastCape_1994b

Xsl_4_laevis_EastCape_1994a

Xsl_4_laevis_EastCape_1994b

Xsl_5_laevis_EastCape_1994a

Xsl_5_laevis_EastCape_1994b

XgUAE_63_laevis_WestCape_2013a

XgUAE_63_laevis_WestCape_2013b

XgUAE_65_laevis_WestCape_2013a

XgUAE_65_laevis_WestCape_2013b
XgUAE_68_laevis_WestCape_2013a

XgUAE_68_laevis_WestCape_2013b

XgUAE_69_laevis_WestCape_2013a

XgUAE_69_laevis_WestCape_2013b

Lg_1_1_laevis_WestCape_1994a

Lg_1_1_laevis_WestCape_1994b

Lg_2_1_laevis_WestCape_1994a

Lg_2_1_laevis_WestCape_1994b

Lg_2_2_laevis_WestCape_1994a

Lg_2_2_laevis_WestCape_1994b

Rgl_1_laevis_WestCape_1994a

Rgl_1_laevis_WestCape_1994b

Rgl_2_laevis_WestCape_1994a

Rgl_2_laevis_WestCape_1994b

Rgl_3_laevis_WestCape_1994a

Rgl_3_laevis_WestCape_1994b

X. tropicalis

c7orf25_L

c7orf25_S_pseudogeneC7orf25
0204060
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XgUAE_127_gilli_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_127_gilli_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_128_gilli_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_128_gilli_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_129_gilli_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_129_gilli_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_131_gilli_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_131_gilli_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_132_gilli_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_132_gilli_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_133_gilli_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_133_gilli_EastCape_2013b

XgUAE_134_gilli_EastCape_2013a

XgUAE_134_gilli_EastCape_2013b

Km_1_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Km_1_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Km_2_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Km_2_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xm_0_1_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xm_0_1_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xm_0_2_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xm_0_2_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xm_3_0_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xm_3_0_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xr_0_3_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xr_0_3_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xr_16_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xr_16_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xr_1_1_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xr_1_1_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xr_1_2_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xr_1_2_gilli_EastCape_1994b
Xr_2_1_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xr_2_1_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xr_2_2_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xr_2_2_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xr_31_2_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xr_31_2_gilli_EastCape_1994b

Xr_3_1_gilli_EastCape_1994a

Xr_3_1_gilli_EastCape_1994b

XgUAE_05_gilli_WestCape_2013a

XgUAE_05_gilli_WestCape_2013b

XgUAE_06_gilli_WestCape_2013a

XgUAE_06_gilli_WestCape_2013b

XgUAE_07_gilli_WestCape_2013a

XgUAE_07_gilli_WestCape_2013b

XgUAE_08_gilli_WestCape_2013a

XgUAE_08_gilli_WestCape_2013b

XgUAE_11_gilli_WestCape_2013a

XgUAE_11_gilli_WestCape_2013b

XgUAE_66_gilli_WestCape_2013a

XgUAE_66_gilli_WestCape_2013b

Jd_1_2_gilli_WestCape_1994a

Jd_1_2_gilli_WestCape_1994b

Rg_1_3_gilli_WestCape_1994a

Rg_1_3_gilli_WestCape_1994b
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Figure E1.1: Phylogenetic trees for all loci included in this study. Sam-
ple names included at tip labels.
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Figure E1.1: continued.
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Figure E1.1: continued.
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Figure E1.1: continued.
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Figure E1.2: *BEAST analysis of the same 10 loci used in the Structure
analysis (see Materials and Methods). The root of the tree was scaled to
a 65 my divergence time from X. tropicalis (Bewick et al. 2012). Error
bars represent 95% HDP on the height of a node.
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