TAXONOMY OF MEXICAN DIPLOID
WILD POTATOES (SOLANUM
SECT. PETOTA): MORPHOLOGICAL
AND MICROSATELLITE DATA

Sabina I. Lara-Cabrera and David M. Spooner

ABSTRACT. Solanum sect. Petota, the potato and its wild relatives, contains about
200 wild species distributed from the southwestern United States to central Argentina
and adjacent Chile. Most species grow in the Andes, but the United States, Mexico, and
Central America contain about 30 diploid (2n = 24) taxa, as well as tetraploid
(2n = 48) and hexaploid (2n = 72) ones. Chloroplast DNA restriction site data showed
13 of these 30 taxa to form a clade containing only diploid species, but there
was low resolution within the clade. Some of these 13 taxa are similar
morphologically, and we questioned whether they were valid species. We analyzed
these and related taxa with morphological and microsatellite data. Morphological data
showed extensive overlap of putative species-specific characters, but most species could
be supported by multivariate techniques, except S. brachistotrichium and perhaps
S. stenophyllidium. Previously mapped nuclear microsatellite markers, developed
in S. tuberosum, also were explored for help to define species but performed
poorly, showing that these microsatellites have reduced phylogenetic
utility to analyze the United States, Mexican, and Central American diploid wild
potato species.

Key words: microsatellite, potato, simple sequence repeats, Solanum sect. Petota, SSR.
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olanum sect. Petota Dumort., the potato

and its wild relatives, contains about 200

wild species distributed from the south-

western United States to central
Argentina and adjacent Chile (Hawkes, 1990;
Spooner & Hijmans, 2001). Most species grow in
the Andes, but the United States, Mexico, and
Central America contain about 30 diploid taxa
(2n = 24), as well as tetraploid (2n = 48) and hexa-
ploid (2n = 72) ones. The United States, Mexico,
and Central American diploids are classified in
Solanum series Bulbocastana, Morelliformia,
Pinnatisecta, Polyadenia, and Tuberosa (Hawkes,
1990); see Table 1 for authorities of series, species,
and subspecies. For simplicity, we refer to species
from this region as Mexican or primarily Mexican
species. Some Mexican diploids appear very simi-
lar morphologically and led us to question
whether they were valid species. In this paper we
explore the use of morphology and microsatel-
lites (or simple sequence repeats, SSRs) to test the
validity of these primarily Mexican diploid
species.

Hawkes (1989, 1990) divided Solanum sect.
Petota into 21 series. Two of these series are non-
tuber-bearing, and 19 are tuber-bearing. Hawkes
(1989, 1990) placed the two non-tuber-bearing
series in subsection Estolonifera Hawkes, and the
remaining 19 tuber-bearing series in subsection
Potatoe Don of Solanum. He divided subsection
Potatoe into two superseries, Stellata Hawkes
and Rotata Hawkes, based on the corolla shape.
Hawkes (1990) and Hawkes and Jackson (1992)
proposed a phylogeny of subsection Potatoe of
Solanum based on data from morphology, bio-
geography, ploidy level, and Endosperm Balance
Number. The Endosperm Balance Number (EBN)
relates to a strong isolating mechanism in
Solanum sect. Petota and explains success or fail-
ure of intra- and interspecific crosses, due to the
functioning or breakdown of the endosperm
after fertilization. The EBNs are hypothetical
genetic factors independent of ploidy and empir-
ically determined, relative to crossing with stan-
dard test EBN crossers of known EBN. In potato,
these are 2x(1EBN), 2x(2EBN), 4x(2EBN), 4x(4EBN),

and 6x(4EBN). Species can cross within EBN, irre-
spective of ploidy (Hanneman, 1994).

Hawkes (1990) and Hawkes and Jackson (1992)
informally designated subsets of Solanum species
within each superseries with more “primitive” or
“advanced” morphological characters, providing
four groups, primitive Stellata, advanced Stellata,
primitive Rotata, and advanced Rotata. In this
theory the Mexican diploids are primitive Stellata
(in ser. Bulbocastana, Morelliformia, Pinnatisecta,
and Polyadenia). All Solanum species in these
series are 2x(1EBN). Representatives of these
primitive Stellata in Solanum migrated to South
America and remained primitive Stellata (ser.
Circaeifolia, Commersoniana, Lignicaulia,
Olmosiana). These then evolved to advanced
Stellata, then to primitive Rotata, and finally to
advanced Rotata. The species in Mexico that are
advanced Rotata (S. verrucosum of ser. Tuberosa,
and members of ser. Conicibaccata, Demissa, and
Longipedicellata) either remigrated back from
South America, or are products of hybridization
between these remigrants and primitive indige-
nous Mexican diploids. For the sake of simplicity,
all Solanum species of primitive Stellata in the
United States, Mexico, and Guatemala will here
be referred to as “primitive Mexican diploids.”

Spooner et al. (1991) investigated the Hawkes
(1990) Stellata—Rotata hypothesis using chloro-
plast DNA (cpDNA) restriction site analysis in
Solanum series Bulbocastana, Conicibaccata,
Demissa, Longipedicellata, = Morelliformia,
Pinnatisecta, Polyadenia, and Tuberosa. Their
results gave partial support to the Hawkes (1989,
1990) and Hawkes and Jackson (1992) hypothe-
ses, by supporting most primitive Mexican
diploids as basal, and other Mexican species as
advanced. Some putative primitive Stellata from
South America, however, such as Solanum cir-
caeifolium (ser. Circaeifolia), were later supported
as derived by further cpDNA restriction site stud-
ies (Spooner & Sytsma, 1992; Spooner & Castillo,
1997).

Two other cpDNA restriction site studies investi-
gated relationships of Mexican potatoes.
Spooner and Sytsma (1992) produced a clado-

200



TAXONOMY OF MEXICAN DIPLOID WILD POTATOES (SOLANUM SECT. PETOTA)

(SlLd M D) oxpduUEIEdR|UBIA JO S WD §
‘obueusljezand 03 obueuslanysny

wnyied -dsgns

wouy "pi :obueuddNYINH "VIVINILVND 9671 SOIMEH  00ZSLT wnuejse>oqing °s 6¢ 8
(SIAN *SILd ‘dv4INI 'DN4I)
sesoy se 03} ‘(eds1doa) Jesu wo.y) vyzzy sMeH (||9440D) winyed -dsqns
061 1Y Jo S W) 6 sedetyd "ODIXAN e 19 Jou00dS  6LE8SS wnuejsedoqing °s 8¢ L
wnjAydoydijop ~dsqns
(SILd) uewzno pepin) :odsljer "ODIXAN  J0OE weyeld 91945¢ wnuejse>oqing 's Ll 9
(SlLd 'DNaI " 'g)
ze|( OlIJI0d puUe 0dSPUeI4 UBS US3MIS] wnjjAydoydijop ~dsqns
‘seutieH 5da)eo) JO 3 0N "ODIXAN . ‘fe 19 uiel C¢SLSYS wnuejse>oqing 's (¥4 S
(SIA “SILd "X ‘DNdl dID) soyMeH (Jan1g) wnjAydoydijop “dsqns
sejlwijed seq :uedeopliNl "ODIXAN 291l eoysO 4404 wnuejsedoqing °s 14 14
(SILd '©N4dI) wnuejse>oqynqg -dsgns
ueq|eajuol Jo suini iexexeQ "ODIXIN  L6SL soimeH  v6lSLe wnuejse>oqing °s €¢ €
(SIM "SlLd ‘NX3AIN
‘q3| ‘'DN4gl) elelsIdAIUN pepnD ._wmc< wnuejse>oqynqg -dsgns
ues ap |ebaipad PLsIA [e49pad ‘ODIXIN  L8SL SO¥MEH  ¥8LSLT wnuejse>oqing 's (¥4 4
(SILd ‘nX3N 'DN4I) wnuejse>oging “dsgns sameH (‘gpAy)
UB[I11030) 3p 03D (0IXDIN "ODIXIN 651 SyMeH  861S/LC [eung wnuejse>oqing wnuejos euejse>oqng ¥4 l
(0661) SMMEH Aq ANEd0T [ RqUMN
Aed0 10193[[0D) Id uoxe] Judurade[d saLdg depy uoissady

"SIaqWINN UOIPNPOJIU| UB|d 9N ndLbY JO uswpedaq sa1els pauung ‘u1bLIO JO A1IUNO Y1 PUOASQ UOIILIO| UMOUNUN YLM SSI1|EI0| 01 SID43J N

pue e>uswy Yinos 01 s19)a4 S “| “Bi4 01 spuodsauiod Anjedo| dew ly v 'z "sbi4 0} spuodsaiiod Jaquinu uoIssdY *(021X3A] “edn|o] ul weuboud 03e10d
|euoneN uedIxa|A 9yl = d4INI ‘N4dd ‘ewl] Ul J93UaD) 03e10d |euOlleUISIU| = d]D) Uwin|od A}1jed0] 9y} Ul uollisodap Jo eleglay umous| JaYyio yum buoje
‘S|Ld }e paysodap aJe sI8YdNOoA wineq4aH "APN3s SIY3 Ul PAUIWEXS SUOISSIIIE 3Y} 4O U03ID|[0D pUE JaquINU |d ‘WNUEJOS UIYIM UOIIe]|IH}e S31ISS ‘Uoi3ed0T

T 419V

201



A FESTSCHRIFT FOR WILLIAM G. DARCY

(SlLd ‘NX3IN "X D "Hg) epeiojod

ela1] oypuey ‘ojjinyinbiy) |3 spiemoy
ypedy ay3 buoje wy| Og ‘i “AMH uo sowey
9p UodUlY WoJy :sapudljeIsenby "ODIXIIN

(SILd) “AmH d1ydedap 03
ejunr e ayl wouJj oyuens ues o1 “pJ buoje
uny Ly 3 eJouny e :enyenyiyd “0DIXaN

(SIM ‘SN ‘SiLd 'DN4dI dID) zaJenr pepnid
—enyenyiyd 1y ‘enyenyiyd ‘0dIXIN

(SN 'siLd 'DNAl D)
abe|[In ay3 Jeau ‘enyenyiyd Jo AAN

“Iw o ‘ed[efelN ‘enyenyiyd “OdIXIN

(SlLd) uowey

ues oypuey eIA pg| AmH Dadsyedsews)
—LedN|0] WOJ) OAeIg 3P 3]|eA

SpJemol w3 '8 1nhoge :0dIXdIAl "ODIXIIN

(SN 'SILd D) ednjoL wol) oAelg
9p 3||e SpJemol “py eljaIo\—-edn|oL
UleW 3Y3 WOy Wb Gyt :00D®IN "ODIXAIN

(SILd d "X D) efor e sp sjedje|n
‘ede|er 01 sebiA se wouy "pa Yy} uo
OJIX3I\| WO} GGOE W :ZndeIdA "0DIXIN

(SILd ‘dV4INI ‘'DNgI) Zanbdadayis
0O} "'PJ UO JIUSAIOd |3 JO alenbs

uMo} Jo N Wy || :sedeiyd "ODIX3IN

£0C |e 19 uie]

€1 1818 usey

90Zv1 eoY>0

vEZl saMeH

8y Je 19 uie|

E191 soymeH

8191 sojmeH

qizy
‘e 39 4suoods

2€8aS

€666t

186V

§920¢e

€00861

8leaLe

OcesLe

28€8SS

wniyLoIsIydeRIq °S

wniyLoIsIydeRIq °S

wniyLIoIsIydeIq °S

"qpAY (19119) wniydLosIydeIq °S

auLIojljjaJoW S

auLIojljjaJ0W S

YDUN\ B 191G dwogljjaiow S

[I3140D winsep s

soMeH
(‘qpAy) epasieuuld S

9l

9l

SOIMEH BIWLIOLI||SI0) €T

LC

9l

Sl

14

€l

cl

Ll

ol

Aedo

10193[[0D

Jd

uoxe]

(0661) s»mey 4q Aipedo]

Juaurade[d saLg

(Tquny

depy uoissady

"ANNIINOD T 19V ]L

202



TAXONOMY OF MEXICAN DIPLOID WILD POTATOES (SOLANUM SECT. PETOTA)

(SN ‘siLd "M )

UMO} JO 35S W) € ‘01e34aNnY "ODIXAIN  8ZFL SoyMeH  €1ZS/LT 1biaquaiys ~dsqns wnjifydoipies s 4! Lz
(SILd) Iso10d sIn ues "ODIXAN /€ weyeid  0ZSSSC lbsaquasys “dsqns wnjiAydoip.ed s 6 9
(SlLd “17) sede1edez spiemol
ODIXDIN WOJ} W §'9Z/ iseddjedez "ODIXAN  00LL soymeH  8pS98L l1bsaquasya “dsqns wnjAydoipaed s 4! 14
(SILd) Z0€z uoi3jjod
1S010( SIN7 ues 0} "pJ 8y} uo eielejepenn ojejod
woJ} Loz W :odsiief "ODIXIAN yeamuowwiod  LeZLyE Nbiaquatys “dsqns wnjjAydoipies s 8 74
(SLLd 'NOD3) Um0} 3Y3 JO MAS nbiaquaays -dsqns
‘oY [9p uenr ues :o1e3RuRNnd "ODIXAIN 9801 SayMeH  Z9/p8L wnjjAydoipies s 4} €2
(SN 'SILd " D) AmH sedaredez
0} S91UdI|eISenbYy ulew ay} WOl 1w GZ'|
‘013107 0} "PJ Y} UO Sajuaijedsenby J9N1g nbisquaiyas ~dsgns
wouy "lw / :sayusljersenby ‘ODIXIN 8L SMeH  2/T6LC wnjjAydoip.ies s Ll 44
wnyjAydoip.ed dsqns
(SILd) ODIXAW ~ ‘Usweyeln  €90€8C wnjjAydoipies s n ¥4
wnjifydoipied -dsqns
(SILd) ODIXAN  ‘u'sweyeln  790EST wnjiAydoipies s n 0z
(SILd) S31e3s eDEXRO—B|gaNd
Jo uopJoq 1e 1sowe ‘Gzl AmH Ysploq jo
9pIs e|gand dy3 uo "pJ uga ap uedenfeny wnj|Aydoip.ed ~dsqns
—uedenysy 4o apis Y3| :ejgand ‘ODIXIN daipz uiel  6SLLYVE “|pur wnjjAydoip.ed s 44 6l
(SILd) o118 pue sajudljedsenby %3
U3aM3Iq sayudlledsenBy ODIXIN X 9pE weyein  [7SSST wniyd1303s1ydeIq °s 8 8l
(SILd) 0431104
SpJemo} equuy ap se|jid|i sed dpeuy ay3
Buoje wy| z'g ‘so1ualjedsenby wouy wy| €€
1noge ‘0z ‘AmH sapudljedsenby ‘ODIXIN GLZ 1@ ulel  SL8SHS wniydLi3o3siydeiq °s 8 Ll
(0661) SMMeH Aq ANEd0] I_qUMN
Led0] 10199[[0D JId uoxe] Juaurdded sarrg dely uorssad0y

203



A FESTSCHRIFT FOR WILLIAM G. DARCY

(SlLd M) awnuo
|euonen jo abps ay3 1e youey Aemeseq
MO[3q 1sn[ ‘uoue) BUUOI ‘suIeIUNOA]

enyeduIy) 0D 3sIYD0) (euoZUY 'S’ L0ZL SOIMEH  TLLSLT nsawef g 14 e
(SIM ‘SILd) 350404
[euonen e|iD ‘AuD JOAIS JO MNS WX §'EF 8/ SpYny
‘06 AMH 0D JueID 0IX3N MON V'S ®wabn  €ey8sy nsawef g l €€
(SILd ") (081 "¥d) Banqgspio wouy
w21 AuD J3AIS ‘sutelunoly oling Big ay3
4O pud § “0D JueID (0JIXAN MBN V'S’ 9/LL S¥MeH  69LS/T nisawef g l 42
(SlLd)
(081 AMH wouy) Jadpew ‘1w €€ 3e ‘z] ‘AmH
uo uobeuy Jo N 'lw 9 Inoge e ‘Ajupia
9AIISRY 0D uoL1eD :0JIXBINl MON V'S’ LZ ‘e 19 sejes 6t70%795 nsswef s € L€
(SlLd) S£ p4 uo
W | 3 Usayl 999 1y UO S ‘1llu OM]} g_0>‘_wmw\_
UOS|SN Jesu "0) aypedy reuozuy 'SN pZ e 19 seles  LS0v9S nsawef g 14 0€
(SILd SINN) OEL 1Y
yum uompunl ayy Je sabe3z Jo Sw '€ 8£-9L dpyny
‘081 “AmH "0) aydedy ‘euozuy v's'n ®abn  STyssy oy jsawef g 14 6¢C
(SlLd dWVHINI) "p4 Jon0
abpliq 4O weasjsumop w Qg ‘ed “piJ Jo
9pIs § Uo “deAeus] 0ipad ues 0} "pJ Uo
"“pJ oneig 9p 9||ep—dadayedsews] ceor
4O M\S W §°9 102IX3N "ODIXIAN e 19 souoods 19410 f1uopuly °s 4 8z
(0661) smey 4q  Aneoo]  rqUINN
Aedo 10193[[0D) Id uoxe] Juaurade[d saLg depy uoissady

"ANNIINOD T 19V ]L

204



TAXONOMY OF MEXICAN DIPLOID WILD POTATOES (SOLANUM SECT. PETOTA)

(SlLd) 7652 pugAy aanend wnjAydoip.ed s x
eJdneWId e 9p ewsls :0dsijer "ODIX3IN zanblpoy wnuejse>oqing °s €l (72
(SILd "¥N “T7) elj210l\ :uedeolN "ODIXAN pZEpL UIMpleg  SLLOG6L wnyoasppeuurd g 0 4%
(SILd ‘NX3IN " ‘DN dI) JIoAISS [|ews Sy}
Aq ‘'umo} JO 355 W € :01eUBNYD "ODIXAN  pZPL SOIMEH  0€TSLT wnyoasppeuurd g 4! 137
(SN 'SlLd ‘NXIAN M ‘DNl D) uemtoleny
9p epuaidey A1D 0dIXa|\ 01 "p4 Y3} UO
elefejepend wouy ‘1w 67 :0dsifef ‘ODIXAN  SOSL SdIMeH  9€ZS/T wnydaspreuurd °§ €l l474
(SILd ‘NX3IN
‘DNl D) oJ|1Ased |3 ‘orenfeuens o0y "pJ ay1
uo ogjis woly ‘1w z :oyenfeuens ‘ODIXAN  §SpL SOIMEH  €€TSLT wnyaspeuurd g vl (17
(DYM ‘SILd ‘AN ‘NdIN
‘NXAN “T1 " 'DN4dl "4g) Aopey Juswad
3yl 40 35 Wy 7 ‘'uga :ojenfeuenn ‘ODIXAN €601 SMeH  $9/18l wnydasppeuurd °§ L o
(sn ‘siLd
‘NX3IN " ‘DNl D) seudljedsenby 03 -pi
9} UO UQT WO “Iw G| 0Isljef "ODIXAIN  9SpL SOYMeH  ¥ETSLT [eunq wnydaspzeuurd s €l 6€
(SILd ") ejiypiye)L
pJemol 3S yoedi ay3 buoje wy| 8| ‘edjer jo
MN W ZL ‘0 AmH :sedayedez "ODIXIN SZZ Jed ulel  SZ8SHS asuay.efeu s 8 8¢
(SlLd “M) obueuaye|L
Pp4eMO} ey 3y} buoje wf £'9 "edjer jo 4414
MS W 0L ‘pS AmY seasyesez "0DIXIN ey ulel  OZ8SYS asuay.efeu s 8 L€
(SILd) esa1a] "e1s 4o IN W §°L vo/z
Inoge ‘ejiuy "els Jeau :uefeN ‘ODIXIN e el [Z8SYS "qpAy (193119) asuayefeu s L 9€
(SILd dv4INI) 0Z1 1Y (wnydaspeuurd -s x wnuejsesoqing s
40 3pIS A\ UO ‘BIIRIOIN JO S 0Z1 "3y Buoje LL0b s uibuo aaneind) ‘qpAy
Jadplew |z w e :uedeowlN "ODIXIN /e 19 49uoods /685G (491319) wnuedeoydwx °§ (114 13
(0661) SMMeH Aq AEdo]  IdqUINN
A1ed0] 10199[[0D fld uoxe] Juaurdded sarrg depy uoISSa00y

205



A FESTSCHRIFT FOR WILLIAM G. DARCY

(SLLd ‘NX3N " D)
eoue|g enby a10jaq wy| § ‘ejrododefenH

4O S W 8z :objepiH "OdIX3aN

(SlLd ") obBupuejny
01 "pJ UO ‘sO||1IOqIA Jeau ‘ejjododefeny

JO0 S W | Inoge :zndesdsA "ODIXIIN

(5VM SILd ‘NXAN

" Y4 'D) s240|4 Se|OdIN SpJemo} “pJ buoje
wp| 17°9 ob ‘secuel] se 1e (ejedef/uedewiz)
68 AmH Ho Buiuiny :objepiH "ODIXAN

(SILd “X) ejeder 03 uedewnz ‘g8 Amy
‘seouel] se wouy :0bjepiH "ODIXIN

(SILd dV4INI) Jopedi jo

S wj §°0 Inoge ‘eselejepenn Jo N ‘(subis
wp| paysod Aq) w §°0Z “P4 4O dpIs A\ UO
‘eduelieg e| ap [BQOISLD UBS 0} UelsIsa]
0dsipueld Ues o} "pJ apis ised ‘eselejepenn
O 9pIs N W04} "pJ :03slfer "ODIX3aN

(SlLd "HDIN)

150304 SINT ues 0} A11> 0Je1RIaNY Wol) "pU
‘uolun e| ap obaiq ues Jo Aujedpiunw
‘ewisyng e :o3enfeuenn ‘O)IXIN

(SILd ‘AN

‘OIN "HDIIN 'DN4 ) 15010d sinT ues-A1D
ODIX3A pue ]S0}0d SinT Cmmlo._mu.@‘_wjo

JO speou Jo uoipun( uo ‘ureyunow

.fong |3, 40 s[|1y-100} :01e3949n0 "ODIXIN

/S ‘|e 1o uiel

95 e 39 usel

£SC '|e 19 uiel

6/ ‘1€ 12 uey

voly
‘e 39 Jsuoods

$9s¢
zanblipoy

£9s7
zanblpoy

EVO86Y

[474%%

80851S

8770861

097855

60¢t709

8117565

nusey °s

nusey °s

nuiey s

"Wa[H B sadyMmeH nusey g

Jo11g wnipijifydousys s

wnupnnquesx s

(wnydasneuurd g X
nbiaquaiys s s1 uiblo aneind)
‘qpAY wnupnquwesx '

9l

Sl

9l

9l

ol

8l

Ll

as

LS

0s

6

8

Ly

o

Aedo

10193[[0D

cld

uoxe]

(0661) s»mey 4q Aipedo]
Juaurade[d saLg depy

(Tquny
UOISSIY

"ANNIINOD T 19V ]L

206



TAXONOMY OF MEXICAN DIPLOID WILD POTATOES (SOLANUM SECT. PETOTA)

(SIM 'SILd dvA4INI)
ze|q OlIfIOd dp uejenyeln Jo S ‘@dojs

e dn pJ 40 w 0g INOge ‘L 'pEL W) 38 LY
‘G ¥ J0 9pis 3 buoje :edexeQ "ODIXAN /e 19 49uo0ds  GEF8SS 119159/ °§ 9z 19
(SILd ") "p4 [9Buy oudNgd-eIRXRQ 3Y} UO vi/L
uepenyelip JO S W §'GZ ‘eaexeQ "ODIXIAIN /e 19 saymeH  v69ThY 149159] 'S 9z 09
(SIAN ‘SILd dWvHINI) ejnjodsoday
uenr ues Jo §1snl ‘06 "3y 40 S W '€ SSlY
‘GZ1 ¥ JO 3PIS W\ UO ‘eaexeQ ‘ODIXIN /e 18 Jouoods  HER8SS "Ha[H 18 sayMmeH L83ss) 'S nosexng ejuspehjod 9z 65
(SILd) ODIXAW  Sp/Susbn  €lLTTe6e wnpipy s n 8
(SILd ‘NXIN S ‘'DNAI)
sad|y sO7 ‘uewizno pepni) Wodj P4 dY}
UO UBWI|O] O} UJN) WO W €] ‘ewljod
dp opendN J0 3dojs IN :0dslfef ‘ODIXIAN LSl SIMEH  HOLE]T wnpipy s Ll LS
(SlLd dWHINI)
"pJ J9MO) dAeMODIW SIYL JO Buluuibaqg
wouj wy| 6°g ‘osendede) Jo IN W §
Inoge Buluuibaq "ps HIP JO O "pJ J1SMO} 96801
dneMo.NIW Buoje :uedeoIN "ODIXIIN e 19 48uoods  08P8SS wnpiyy s Ll 9g
(SIN\ “SILd dWVAINI)
BULISS JO 3§ W §'Z ‘UBIdYD O} AN £82Y
0Z1 "}y WOl "pJ UO URdBOIIAl "ODIXIIN e 12 48uoods  8/#8SS wnpiyLy s 8L S
(SILd) AmH uedenin-uedeied 09 emeno
dY3 Uo gf W :uedeopIN "ODIXIIN epeued  ZySSSe [19440D winpy L} 'S LL S
(SI1d) orlpuag
0|ed Jeau ‘eyododefenH spiemoy edue|g
enby wolj wy 07 :0BlepIH "ODIXAN  [9€/ bumdlH  L¥90LS nuiey s 9l €9
(0661) SMMeH Aq ANEd0] I_qUMN
Led0] 10193[[0D <Id uoxe] Juaurdded sarrg dely uorssad0y

207



A FESTSCHRIFT FOR WILLIAM G. DARCY

savmeH

(SILd "M D ‘INg 'VV) oBlepIH "ODIXAIN 8591 SdyMeH  09ZSLT ‘IPHYDS wnsodniish °§ (‘apAy) esosaqny 9l 44
(SILd “M) >ed J9p3sny ‘suteunoly Aoseyng
enyeduiyd “0) asIydo) euozuy 'S’N 081 L saymeH €91G/T  SMeH Lajpuay dsqns Lsjpud) 'S ejejjadipadibuo] 4 1L
v881 1uswirios
(SILd) desid ‘edjeD :03zn) "NY3d dneg '3 €LesLT sebuep ajnedjubly s sdMeH eljnedjubi] VS 0L
(SlLd) £01S
eyenye||id ‘oquiepiedoned :00zn) ‘NYId e 19 SayMeH  TLEELY sebiep aejejjoues s Janig epereqidiuod Vs 69
(SILd) VNILNADYY ‘U’ uewjjoH 1G£99% [eunq JuosisWwwod 'S AOsedNg ejuosIsWWo) VS 89
(S1.Ld) edwedny| ‘epuspuadapul 1859
leau ‘efedofy :equieqeypo) "vIAINIOE /e 19 saxmeH 88186V J911g Wwnijoj1eesin s SOMeH ejjos1oedid VS L9
(SlLd ") Asepunoq ayess
|dNd-zNnJdeIa/\ pue ouand Usamiaq
‘0S1 1Y "pJ 0DIX9N-BgeZIIQ plO UO 1414
‘241 [9p OMdNd Jedu ZnadeidA "ODIXIIN ZowoD ¥ ulel 0LLLYE wniuapeAjod s 6l 99
(SILd “M) §°80Z W 3e “pJ |0} 12z
‘Znesp-0dIXIN MaN ‘Bjgand "ODIXIAN ZawoD B uiej 69LLVE wnjuapeAjod s T4 99
(SlLd ‘NX3N 1vD ‘NOD3)
oabnie Jeau :uedeoWIN ‘ODIXAN  ZEVL [19440D  8TLLIL wnjuapefjod s 74 9
(SIM 'SLLd dVHINI) Umo} jo do} 4o |lIyumop
W || ‘94 SIUES JO IS ‘DpueID 0413 O} LELY
"pJ J9MO} dABMOIDIW UO :0dsifer "ODIXIIN  je 19 J1auoods 05855 wniuapeAjod s €l €9
(SlLd)
$3.10|4 SB|0dIN O3 PeJ3 3y} uo Asnber je 3
w> 8 Inoge ‘sexuel] seT 1e ‘sjeyopunzwe|
0} uedewz ‘s “AMH :0BjepIH "ODIXIN  §9 /e 19 uJeL 9£086Y "WudaID wnjuspedjod g 44 29
(0661) smey 4q  Aneoo]  rqUINN
Aedo 10193[[0D) <Id uoxe] Juaurade[d saLg depy uoissady

"ANNIINOD T 19V ]L

208



TAXONOMY OF MEXICAN DIPLOID WILD POTATOES (SOLANUM SECT. PETOTA)

gram that divided the primitive Mexican diploid
species into these clades in Solanum: (1) series
Pinnatisecta, with internested series Polyadenia,
Bulbocastana (in part), and series Morelliformia;
(2) S. bulbocastanum and S. cardiophyllum; and
(3) S. verrucosum and all Mexican polyploid
species. The second clade was unexpected
because all prior hypotheses suggested that S.
bulbocastanum and S. cardiophyllum would asso-
ciate with the first clade. Solanum verrucosum,
on the other hand, was long recognized by mor-
phological and crossing data to truly be distinct
and to belong in the third clade. Rodriguez and
Spooner (1997) reanalyzed the Solanum bulbo-
castanum and S. cardiophyllum clade including
more accessions and all the subspecies of each
species. The resulting tree maintained all the sub-
species in the same clade except for all the acces-
sions of S. cardiophyllum subsp. ehrenbergii. This
subspecies was placed in the basal Mexican
diploid clade, most closely related to S. brachis-
totrichium and S. stenophyllidium.

The basal relationship of the primitive Stellata
within Solanum sect. Petota, including S. cir-
caeifolium of series Circaeifolia, was further
investigated by Kardolus (1998) using amplified
fragment length polymorphisms (AFLP). Solanum
circaeifolium was shown to be primitive by AFLPs
and nested with the Mexican diploids, unlike
cpDNA results (Spooner & Castillo, 1997), sug-
gesting a “chloroplast capture” event, known to
be common throughout angiosperms (Rieseberg
& Brunsfeld, 1992). Its primitive position, howev-
er, matched the Stellata/Rotata hypothesis of
Hawkes (1989, 1990) and Hawkes and Jackson
(1992).

Microsatellites are hypervariable molecular mark-
ers (Tautz, 1989; Powell et al., 1996), consisting of
tandem repeats of 1 to 6 bp (Provan et al., 1996b;
Rubinsztein et al., 1999; Bichara et al., 2000). They
have been used in cultivar identification
(Smulders et al.,, 1997; Lin & Walker, 1998),

germplasm analysis (Powell et al., 1996), the
development of quantitative trait loci (QTL)
(Arens et al., 1995; Areshchenkova & Ganal, 1999;
Winter et al., 1999; Lorieux et al., 2000), to detect
genetic polymorphisms (Russell et al., 1997; Nader
et al,, 1999; Teulat et al., 2000), and in phyloge-
netic studies (Kostia et al., 2000; Petren et al.,
1999; Clisson et al., 2000; Raker & Spooner, 2002).
In potato they have been used mainly for cultivar
identification (Milbourne et al., 1997; Schneider &
Douches, 1997), to develop linkage groups
(Milbourne et al., 1998), in germplasm identifica-
tion (Provan et al., 1996b), in analysis of intra-spe-
cific somatic hybrids (Provan et al., 1996a), and in
genetic analysis of anther-derived haploid pota-
toes (Veilleux et al., 1995).

Milbourne et al. (1998) developed microsatellite
primers and mapped them to all 12 linkage
groups of cultivated potato, S. tuberosum. We
wished to test their use to investigate the validity
and interspecific relationships of the primitive
Mexican diploids and other primitive and
advanced potatoes, including members of
Hawkes's (1990) primitive Stellata. Raker and
Spooner (2002) showed these primers to be of use
to distinguish the subspecies of S. tuberosum, but
this was the very germplasm base from which
these primers were developed. We needed these
data for our ongoing floristic studies of Solanum
sect. Petota in North America, Mexico, and
Central America. This included investigations of
hybrid origins for some of these species. These
hybrids and putative origins by Hawkes (1990) are
S. xmichoacanum (S. bulbocastanum x S. pinnati-
sectum), and S. xsambucinum (S. cardiophyllum
subsp. ehrenbergii x S. pinnatisectum). In addi-
tion, Rodriguez and Vargas-P. (1994) postulated a
new unnamed hybrid of S. bulbocastanum x S.
cardiophyllum (no subspecies designated for
either species). We include South American prim-
itive Stellata species to test the Hawkes (1989,
1990) and Jackson and Hawkes (1992) hypotheses
of relationships in Solanum.
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MATERIALS AND METHODS

PLANT MATERIAL

More than one accession per taxon was analyzed
(when available) from as many geographically
dispersed sites as possible (Table 1, Fig. 1). The
plants were grown in the greenhouse, because
many of the primitive Mexican diploids do not
thrive outdoors in Wisconsin. An average of three
plants per accession of the Mexican diploids were
grown, and one accession per series from the
South American diploids. Solanum stenophyllidi-
um had only one accession available as seeds, and
we analyzed two separate sets of three plants per
the same accession for morphological analysis.

MORPHOLOGY AND DATA ANALYSIS

Morphological characters were measured when
the plants were in full flower (Table 2). Significant
differences in character states for quantitative
characters were studied by the Tukey-Kramer

test, and qualitative characters by the Likelihood
Ratio Chi square test and Pearson Chi square test
in JMP statistical software v. 3.1.5 (SAS Institute
Inc., 1998). Phenetic analyses were performed
with NTSYS-pc (Rohlf, 1992). An operational tax-
onomic unit (OTU) was the average of three indi-
viduals per accession. Data were standardized
(STAND), and similarity matrices (in SIMINT), aver-
age taxonomic distance (DIST), Euclidean distance
(EUCLID), Manhattan distance (MANHAT), and
product-moment correlation (CORR) were gener-
ated. Clustering was performed with the
unweighted pair-group method, UPGMA (Sokal
& Sneath, 1963), and Neighbor Joining, NJ (Saitou
& Nei, 1987). Cophenetic correlation coefficients
(COPH, in MXCOMP) were used to measure the
distortion between similarity matrices and the
resultant four phenograms. Stepwise discriminate
analyses (SDA) were performed by SAS v.7 (SAS
Institute Inc., 1998) using Stepwise discriminate
analysis (STEPDISC).
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Figure 1. Distribution of wild potato accessions used in this study from the United States, Mexico, and Guatemala. Accessions
from South America are not mapped. Numbers correspond to generalized map localities in Table 1.
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TABLE 2.

Morphological characters measured. All values are in c¢m, unless otherwise indicated. The 35 of 56
statistically significant characters (P = 0.05, SAS Institute Inc., 1998) distinguishing all taxa (see text) are
marked with an asterisk (*).

STEM CHARACTERS

1. Stem pubescence length (mm)*. 2. Stem pubescence posture: pointing up (1), pointing down (2),
pointing out (3)*. 3. Stem diameter (mm)*. 4. Stem wings: present (1), absent (2). 5. Stem shape: angular
(1), rounded (2)*. 6. Pubescence type: glabrescent (1), pubescent (2)*.

LEAF CHARACTERS

7. Leaf width*. 8. Ratio: leaf length/width*. 9. Number of leaflet pairs. 10. Leaflet position: alternate
(1), opposite (2). 11. Widest leaflet pair: terminal (1), most distal lateral leaflet pair (2), second most distal
lateral leaflet pair (3)*. 12. Interstitial leaflets: present (1), absent (2)*. 13. Terminal leaflet width*. 14. Ratio:
length/width of terminal leaflet blade*. 15. Length from widest point of terminal leaflet blade to base of
blade*. 16. Ratio: length from widest point of terminal leaflet blade to base of blade/length of terminal
leaflet blade. 17. Petiolule length of terminal leaflet*. 18. Most distal lateral leaflet width*. 19. Ratio: length
of most distal lateral leaflet blade/width of most distal lateral leaflet*. 20. Length from widest point of most
distal lateral leaflet blade to base of blade*. 21. Ratio: length from widest point of most distal lateral leaflet
blade to base of blade/length of most distal lateral leaflet blade*. 22. Petiolule length of most distal lateral
leaflet*. 23. Second most distal lateral leaflet width*. 24. Ratio: length of second most distal lateral leaflet
blade/width of second most distal lateral leaflet*. 25. Length from widest point of second most distal later-
al leaflet blade to base of blade*. 26. Ratio: length from widest point of second most distal lateral leaflet
blade to base of blade/length of second most distal lateral leaflet blade. 27. Petiolule length of second most
distal lateral leaflet*. 28. Abaxial leaf pubescence length (mm)*. 29. Abaxial leaf pubescence posture: point-
ing up (1), pointing down (2), pointing out (3). 30. Lateral leaflet decurrency: decurrent (1), not decurrent
(2)*. 31. Petiole wings: present (1), absent (2)*. 32. Petiole length*. 33. Shape of pseudostipular leaflet:
pinnulate (1), lunate (2)*. 34. Spicy odor: present (1), absent (2)*.

FLORAL CHARACTERS (see Spooner & van den Berg, 1992, for illustrations of characters 49-52).

35. Peduncle length. 36. Length from the base to the articulation of the pedicel*. 37. Ratio: pedicel
length/length from base to the articulation of the pedicel. 38. Length of calyx (mm). 39. Ratio: length of
calyx lobe/length of calyx*. 40. Posture of calyx lobe: straight (1), bent over (2), curled around (3). 41.
Symmetry of calyx: symmetrical (1), asymmetrical (2). 42. Length of calyx acumen (mm)*. 43. Ratio: length
of calyx lobe/length of calyx acumen (mm). 44. Calyx color: green (1), purple (2), green and purple (3). 45.
Position of calyx and corolla: alternate (1), opposite (2). 46. Style exsertion (mm). 47. Length of anther
(mm). 48. Length of anther filament (mm). 49. Radius of the corolla measured from the center of the
corolla to the tip of the corolla lobes (mm). 50. Ratio: Radius of the corolla measured from the center of
the corolla to the tip of the corolla lobes/distance between the center of the flower and the junction of
the corolla lobes (mm)*. 51. Width of the corolla lobe measured at the base of the corolla junction (mm)*.
52. Ratio: width of the corolla lobe measured at the base of the corolla junction/length from a line drawn
across widest point of corolla lobes (mm). 53. Primary color of the abaxial surface of the corolla: white (1),
creamy white (2), purple (3)*. 54. Secondary color of the abaxial surface of the corolla: white (1), creamy
white (2), purple (3). 55. Posture of style: erect (1), curved (2).

FRUIT CHARACTERS
56. Fruit shape: globose (1), conical (2)*.
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We used stepwise discriminant analysis to discov-
er characters that best distinguished the nine
most phenetically similar primitive Mexican
diploid species (Solanum brachistotrichum, S. car-
diophyllum subsp. ehrenbergii, S. hintonii,
S. jamesii, S. xmichoacanum, S. nayaritense,
S. stenophyllidium, S. trifidum, S. tarnii), with all
procedures as above.

DNA EXTRACTION, AMPLIFICATION, AND DNA
FRAGMENT ANALYSIS

DNA was extracted using the protocol in Raker
and Spooner (2002). Forty-five mapped primers
were selected from Milbourne et al. (1998) that
were designed for S. tuberosum and screened for
ability to amplify a fragment in these species:
stm0001, stm0003, stm0007, stm0010, stm0013,
stm0014, stm0017, stm0019, stm0024, stm0025,
stm0028, stm0032, stm0037, stm0038, stm0051,
stm0052, stm1003, stm1005, stm1008, stm1017,
stm1020, stm1021, stm1024, stm1025, stm1029,
stm1031, stm1041, stm1049, stm1055, stm1058,
stm1064, stm1069, stm1100, stm1102, stm1104,
stm1106, stm2005, stm2012, stm2013, stm2020,
stm2022, stm2028, stm3009, stm3010, stm3016.
Forward primers were labeled with fluorescent
dyes FAM (blue), HEX (yellow), and TETRA
(green), from PE Biosystems, to amplify individual
accessions of all of the species. Reaction condi-
tions were optimized, modifying conditions listed
in Provan et al. (1996b). Conditions for a 25 pl
reaction included 1X PCR Buffer Il (Perkin Elmer),
1.5 mM MgCly, 0.2 mM dNTPs, 0.4 pM of each
primer pair, 1 unit of AmpliTaq Gold® (Perkin
Elmer), and 10-20 ng of DNA. The annealing
temperature followed Milbourne et al. (1998) or
1°C to 2°C below (Table 3). All reactions were
amplified in a 9600 PE thermocycler with the fol-
lowing times and temperatures: 1 cycle for 10
min. at 94°C, 2 min. to anneal temperature, 5
min. at 72°C, 29 cycles of 1 min. at 94°C, 45 sec. to
anneal, 5 min. at 72°C, ending with a 72°C hold
for 45 min.

The microsatellite products for each individual
were pooled in dye combinations of 3 pul FAM: 6
pl TETRA: 9 pul HEX, or in some cases each product

was analyzed separately. PCR products were sent
to the Biotechnology Center at the University of
Wisconsin-Madison for fragment separation.
Products were processed as follows: 1.5 pl
aliquots of PCR product were mixed with 1.8 pl
sample loading buffer (80% formamide, 10
mg/ml dextran blue, 5 mM EDTA at pH 8.0) and
0.45 pl of TAMRA 500 molecular weight standard
(PE Biosystems). The mixture was heated for 3
at 95°C and then placed on ice.
Approximately 1 pl of the cold samples was
loaded on a 5% LongRanger™ (FMC Bioproducts)
polyacrylamide/6M urea gel in a PE Biosystems
377XL DNA sequencing machine. Samples were
run at 3000 V with 2400 scans/hour in 36 cm well-
to-read plates. Data were collected using a PE
Biosystems DNA Sequencer data collection v. 2.0
and analyzed with GeneScan v. 2.1 (PE
Biosystems). Data were later imported in to
Genotyper v. 2.1 PE Applied Biosystems for allele
sizing, both automatically and manually. Peaks
were scored as allele sizes in bp and manually
translated into binary presence/absence.

min.

MICROSATELLITE DATA ANALYSIS

The multistate matrix was imported to Microsat v.
1.5d (Minch et al., 1997) to produce distance
matrices with two models, absolute difference
and delta mu squared (ap)Z, both of which
assume a step-wise mutation model (SMM)
(Goldstein et al., 1995). New mutations following
this model are obtained by adding or subtracting
repeats one by one (Goldstein et al., 1995). These
distance matrices were later imported into PAUP
4.0b3a (Swofford, 1998) to build trees with
UPGMA (Sokal & Sneath, 1963) and NJ (Saitou
& Nei, 1987).

The binary matrix was imported into PAUP 4.0b3a
(Swofford, 1998) to produce the distance matrix
of Nei and Li (1979) that applies the infinite allele
model (IAM), where every mutation produces a
new allele of potentially infinite size (Kimura &
Crow, 1964). The Nei and Li matrix was used to
build UPGMA (Sokal & Sneath, 1963) and NJ
(Saitou & Nei, 1987) trees.
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RESULTS

MORPHOLOGY

Thirty-five of the 56 characters were significantly
different among all taxa (Table 2) as determined
by the Tukey-Kramer test and the Likelihood
Ratio Chi square test and Pearson Chi square test
for qualitative characters in JMP v. 3.1.5 (SAS
Institute Inc., 1998) statistical software. The
cophenetic correlation coefficient determined
that the UPGMA tree constructed with EUCLID
had the highest (best) value of r = 0.835, followed
by DIST (r = 0.827), MANHAT (r = 0.812), and
CORR (r = 0.747). These four similarity matrices
with NJ always provided lower r scores. The
resulting UPGMA dendrogram (Fig. 2) supported
most of the species. We will concentrate discus-
sion of the primitive Mexican diploid species
because this morphological study was designed
mainly to search for phenetic support of these.
Figure 2 is labeled as clusters A-l for ease of
discussion.

Cluster A is well defined and includes all species
and subspecies in Solanum ser. Bulbocastana
(Solanum bulbocastanum subsp. bulbocastanum,
subsp. dolichophyllum, subsp. partitum, and
S. clarum). Both of these species perfectly support
Hawkes’s (1990) concept of this series. However,
Solanum bulbocastanum subsp. dolichophyllum is
intermixed with subspecies partitum. Cluster B
includes both species in Hawkes's series
Polyadenia (S. lesteri, S. polyadenium), likewise
providing support for this series.

Clusters C-I include all members of Hawkes's
(1990) series Pinnatisecta, plus other 2x(1EBN)
species from South America in series Circaeifolia,
Commersoniana, Lignicaulia, and S. santolallae
(2x[2EBN], ser. Conicibaccata). Cluster C includes S.
cardiophyllum subsp. cardiophyllum and S. xsam-
bucinum (both Solanum ser. Pinnatisecta) and S.
circaeifolium (ser. Circaeifolia). Solanum xsam-
bucinum was of putative origin with none of these
but with S. pinnatisectum and S. cardiophyllum
subsp. ehrenbergii and S. pinnatisectum. Cluster D
includes S. pinnatisectum and S. lignicaule
(ser. Lignicaulia). Cluster E includes species-specific
subclusters S. tarnii and S. trifidum that group

together, the putative hybrid S. xmichoacanum
(S. bulbocastanum x S. pinnatisectum), one “mis-
placed” or misidentified accession of S. brachisto-
trichium, the sole accession of S. hintonii (ser.
Pinnatisecta), and S. commersonii (ser. Commer-
soniana). Cluster F includes both accessions of S.
nayaritense (ser. Pinnatisecta) and the putative
hybrid S. bulbocastanum x S. cardiophyllum (con-
taining members of both ser. Bulbocastana and
Pinnatisecta; Rodriguez et al., 1995). Cluster G con-
tains all accessions of S. jamesii (ser. Pinnatisecta),
and cluster H all accessions of S. cardiophyllum
subsp. ehrenbergii plus one accession of S. brachis-
totrichium (ser. Pinnatisecta). Cluster | contains
four of the six accessions of S. brachistotrichium
and both replicate groups of the sole accession of
S. stenophyllidium (ser. Pinnatisecta), but they do
not group adjacent to each other.

In summary, the primitive Mexican diploid species
are well supported phenetically except for S.
brachistotrichium. Solanum stenophyllidium is
problematic, perhaps due to a single accession
examined, but groups with most accessions of S.
brachistotrichium. The putative hybrid S. xsam-
bucinum groups between its parents, and the
putative hybrids S. xmichoacanum and S. bulbo-
castanum x S. cardiophyllum away from their par-
ents. The principal component analysis (not
shown) presents a very similar clustering, or lack
of it, regarding S. brachistotrichium.

Stepwise discriminant analysis separated all taxa
by the following 21 morphological characters (cf.
see Fig. 3), arranged from highest to lowest dis-
criminant ability: (1) lateral leaflet decurrency
(character 30, Table 2); (2) stem pubescence type
(6); (3) spicy odor of leaves (34); (4) presence of
interstitial leaflets (12); (5) ratio: length from
widest point of most distal lateral leaflet blade to
base of blade/length of most distal lateral leaflet
blade (21); (6) shape of pseudostipular leaflet
(33); (7) abaxial leaf pubescence length (28); (8)
ratio: length of second most distal lateral leaflet
blade/width of second most distal lateral leaflet
(24); (9) presence of stem wings (4); (10) petiolule
length of most distal lateral leaflet (22); (11)
widest leaflet pair (11); (12) ratio: length of most
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S. brachistotrichium 18 Pinnatisecta
S. stenophyllidium 48 Pinnatisecta
S. brachistotrichium 14 Pinnatisecta
S. brachistotrichium 15 Pinnatisecta
S. stenophyllidium 48 Pinnatisecta
S. brachistotrichium 16 Pinnatisecta
S. brachistotrichium 13 Pinnatisecta
S. car. subsp. ehrenbergii 25 Pinnatisecta
| S. car. subsp. ehrenbergii 24 Pinnatisecta
S. car. subsp. ehrenbergii 26 Pinnatisecta
S. car. subsp. ehrenbergii 27 Pinnatisecta
S. car. subsp. ehrenbergii 22 Pinnatisecta
S. car. subsp. ehrenbergii 23 Pinnatisecta
. jamesii 32 Pinnatisecta
. S. jamesii 29 Pinnatisecta
. jamesii 30 Pinnatisecta
S.jamesii 33 Pinnatisecta
S. jamesii 34 Pinnatisecta
S. jamesii 31 Pinnatisecta
S.bul. xS. car. 45 Bul x Pin
——E S. nayaritense 36 Pinnatisecta
. nayaritense 37 Pinnatisecta
S hintonii 28 Pinnatisecta
S. trifidum 54 Pinnatisecta
S. trifidum 58 Pinnatisecta
S. trifidum 55 Pinnatisecta
S. trifidum 56 Pinnatisecta
S. trifidum 57 Pinnatisecta
S. tarnii 52 Pinnatisecta
S. tarnii 51 Pinnatisecta
S. tarnii 53 Pinnatisecta
S. tarnii 49 Pinnatisecta
S. tarnii 50 Pinnatisecta
S. xmichoacanum 35 Bul x Pin
S. brachistotrichium 17 Pinnatisecta
S. commersonii 68 Commersoniana
S. lignicaule 70 Lignicaulia
———— S. pinnatisectum 44 Pinnatisecta
S. pinnatisectum 43 Pinnatisecta
S. pinnatisectum 41 Pinnatisecta
S. pinnatisectum 39 Pinnatisecta
S. pinnatisectum %% innatisecta
S. car. subsp. cardiophyllum innatisecta
S. car. subsp. cardiophyllum 21 Pinnatisecta
S. santolallae 69 Conicibaccata
S. xsambucinum 46 Pinnatisecta
S. xsambucinum 47 Pinnatisecta
S. car. subsp. cardiophyllum 19 Pinnatisecta
S. circaeifolium 67 Circaeifolia
___: S. lesteri 60 Polyadenia
S. lesteri 61 Polyadenia
S. polyadenium 64 Polyadenia
S. polyadenium 66 Polyadenia
S. polyadenium 65 Polyadenia
S. s)olyadenium 62 Polyadenia
S. bul. subsp. bulbocastanum 3  Bulbocastana
S. bul. subsp. bulbocastanum 2  Bulbocastana
S. bul. subsp. bulbocastanum 1  Bulbocastana
S. bul. subsp. dolichophyllum 4  Bulbocastana
S. bul. subsp. partitum 8  Bulbocastana
S. bul. subsp. partitum 7  Bulbocastana
—3S. bul. subsp. dolichophyllum 6  Bulbocastana
L———S. bul. subsp. dolichophyllum 5  Bulbocastana
S.clarum 9  Bulbocastana

ILILIIIII]IIIIIIIIIII

1.83 3.95 6.07 8.19 10.31

Figure 2. UPGMA dendrogram (Euclidean similarity option) based on 35 of 56 morphological characters that differ significantly
among taxa. Species names and accession numbers, as in Table 1 and Figures 1 and 4, and phenetic groups as discussed

in the text.
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distal lateral leaflet blade/width of most distal lat-
eral leaflet (19); (13) terminal leaflet width (13);
(14) petiolule length of second most distal lateral
leaflet (27); (15) petiole wings (31); (16) number
of leaflet pairs (9); (17) petiolule length of termi-
nal leaflet (17); (18) most distal lateral leaflet
width (18); (19) length from widest point of sec-
ond most distal lateral leaflet blade to base of
blade (25); (20) length from widest point of the
terminal leaflet blade to base of blade (15); (21)
leaf width (7).

We also used stepwise discriminant analysis to
discover characters that best distinguished the
nine phenetically most similar primitive Mexican
diploid species. This analysis used the 14 morpho-
logical characters, arranged from highest to low-
est discriminant ability. Nine of these 14 are quan-
titative character distributions and are graphical-
ly displayed in Figure 3, while 5 character state
distributions are qualitative: (1) fruit shape: glo-
bose in all species except S. hintonii and S. tri-
fidum, which had conical fruits (56); (2) leaf
decurrence: all are laterally decurrent except S.
cardiophyllum subsp. ehrenbergii, S. hintonii, and
S. tarnii, which are not (30); (3) shape of pseu-
dostipular leaf: lunate in all species except pinnu-
late in S. jamesii (33); (4) only S. xmichoacanum
and S. tarnii lack interstitial leaflets (12); (5) ratio:
length of second most distal lateral leaflet
blade/width of second most distal lateral leaflet
(24); (6) abaxial leaf pubescence length (28); (7)
length of calyx acumen (42); (8) petiole length
(32); (9) width of second most distal lateral leaflet
(23); (10) secondary color of abaxial surface of
corolla: 100% white in S. hintonii, S. stenophyllid-
ium, S. tarnii, and S. trifidum, only 42.8% white in
S. brachistotrichium (the rest white with tones of
violet), 16.6% white in S. cardiophyllum subsp.
ehrenbergii and S. jamesii (the rest white with
tones of violet), and 50% white in S. nayaritense
(the rest white with tones of violet) (54); (11) style
exsertion (46); (12) length from widest point of
second most distal lateral leaflet blade to base of
blade (25); (13) stem diameter (3); (14) number of
leaflet pairs (9).

Significant differences in character states for this
reduced matrix of nine phenetically most similar
primitive Mexican diploid taxa, as determined by
the Tukey-Kramer test, found 21 characters (all
quantitative) best distinguish these taxa. These 21
characters include all 9 of the quantitative char-
acters mentioned above as determined by
STEPDISC. The means, ranges, and standard devi-
ations of these 21 characters are graphically pre-
sented in Figure 3. It shows that most of these
characters overlap considerably in range, and
provide few species-specific character states use-
ful for easy diagnoses of taxa. Some exceptions,
however, are low number of lateral leaflet pairs
in S. nayaritense (character 9), long petiolules
(17), long petioles (32), and wide corolla lobes as
measured at the base of the corolla junction (51)
in S. hintonii. This trend of the sole to predomi-
nant presence of overlapping character states to
define taxa is common in Solanum sect. Petota
(Spooner & van den Berg, 1992; Spooner &
Hijmans, 2001), and termed polythetic support. A
polythetic morphological species concept is one
where species are defined where they have the
greatest number of shared features, no single
feature of which is essential for group member-
ship or is sufficient to make an organism a mem-
ber of a group (Sokal & Sneath, 1963; Stuessy,
1990). Stated otherwise, species are distinguished
only by a complex set of character states that
overlap in ranges.

MICROSATELLITE PHENETICS

Only 12 of the 45 primers we tried, from 8 linkage
groups as mapped by Milbourne et al. (1998) for
Solanum tuberosum, gave useable results. There
were amplification failures in these 12 ranging
from 4% in stm0003 and stm3009, to 58% in
stm0007, with the average across all primers 22%
(Table 3). It is frequent in cross-species amplifica-
tion to reduce the annealing temperature in
order to obtain amplification (Ezenwa et al.,
1998). A range of up to 5°C less was attempted to
achieve amplification when no product otherwise
could be obtained, but with futile results. We
considered an amplification successful when the
positive control (S. tuberosum) amplified, as well
as most of the primitive Mexican diploids.
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TAXONOMY OF MEXICAN DIPLOID WILD POTATOES (SOLANUM SECT. PETOTA) B
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Figure 3. Means (dot), ranges (length of line), and one standard deviation of the mean (length of box) for 21 of the 35 statistical-
ly significant morphological characters of the phenetically most similar diploid wild species from the United States, Mexico, and
Central America. Included here are only the quantitative characters; the number preceding the character corresponds to Table 2.
All measurements are in cm except characters 1, 3, 28, 38, 42, 46, 48, and 51, which are in mm. Three-letter species codes fol-
low Spooner and Hijmans (2001): bst = S. brachistotrichium; ehr = S. cardiophyllum subsp. ehrenbergii; hnt = S. hintonii; jam = S.
Jjamesii; mch = S. Xmichoacanum; nyr = S. nayaritense; stp = S. stenophyllidium; trf = S. trifidum, trn = S. tarnii.

217



B A FESTSCHRIFT FOR WILLIAM G. D’ARCY

S. brachistotrichium 18, Pinnatisecta, I
S. brachistotrichium 13, Pinnatisecta, H
S. pinnatisectum 44, Pinnatisecta, D
S. morelliforme 11, Morelliformia
S. lesteri 61, Polyadenia, B
S. brachistotrichium 15, Pinnatisecta, I

S. brachistotrichium 14, Pinnatisecta, 1
 ~ S. stenophyllidium 48, Pinnatisecta, I
S. brachistotrichium 17, Pinnatisecta, E
S. polyadenium 64, Polgladenia, B

S. brachistotrichium 16, Pinnatisecta, I
: S. tarnii 49, Pinnatisecta, E
S. bul. subsp. partitum 7, Bulbocastana, A
S. morelliforme 10, Morelliformia
S. bul. subsp. dolichophyllum 4, Bulbocastana, A
S. polyadenium 66, Polyadenia, B
lyadenium 62, Polyadenia, B
. lesteri 59, Polyadenia, B
S. xmichoananum 35, (ser. Bulbocastana x Pinnatisecta), E
L S. pinnatisectum 43, Pinnatisecta, D
S. cardiophglum subsp. ehrenber%ii 23, Pinnatisecta, H
. polyadenium 63, Polyadenia, B
—— S. cardiophyllum subsp. ehrenbergii 24, Pinnatisecta, H

S. lesteri 60, Polyadenia, B
l______r—:S— S. m'?gel!liforme 12, Morelliformia
. verrucosum 72, Tuberosa

LS. santolallae 69, Conicibaccata, C
S. tarnii 53, Pinnatisecta, E
S. tarnii 52, Pinnatisecta, E
S. pinnatisectum 40, Pinnatisecta, D
S. pinnatisectum 39, Pinnatisecta, D

S. xsambucinum 46, Pinnatisecta, C
S. pinnatisectum 41, Pinnatisecta,
S. xsambucinum 47, Pinnatisecta, C
S. trifidum 57, Pinnatisecta, E

S. trifidum 55, Pinnatisecta, E
S. trifidum 56, Pinnatisecta, E
S. tarnii 51, Pinnatisecta, E

S. nayaritense 36, Pinnatisecta, F
E nayaritense 38, Pinnatisecta, F
S. tarnii 50, Pinnatisecta, E

S. nayaritense 37, Pinnatisecta, F

S. jamesii 32, Pinnatisecta, G

. jamesii 33, Pinnatisecta, G

S. lignicaule 70, Lignicaulia, D

S. polyadenium 65, Polyadenia, B

S. trifidum 54, Pinnatisecta, E

S.

S. jamesii 34, Pinnatisecta, G
S. jamesii 29, Pinnatisecta, G
S. jamesii 31, Pinnatisecta,
. pinnatisectum 42, Pinnatisecta, D
— S. bulbocastanugn subsp. bul. 3, Bllebé)castana, A
:—_ . bul. subsp. bul. 2, Bulbocastana,
LS. cardiophyllum subsp. ehrenbergii 22, Pinnatisecta, H
S. cardiophyllum subsp. ehrenbergii 26, Pinnatisecta, H
S. cardiophyllum subsp. ehrenbergii 27, Pinnatisecta, H
S. cardiophyllum subsp. ehrenbergii 25, Pinnatisecta, H
— S. bulbocastanum subsp. bulbocastanum 1, Bulbocastana, A

S. bulbocastanum subsp. dolichophyllum 6, Bulbocastana, A
‘—I__‘:S. clarum 9, Clara, A
S. commersonii 68, Commersoniana, E

S. bulbocastanum subsp. dolichophyllum 5, Bulbocastana, A
S. cardiophyllum subsp. cardiophyllum 21, Pinnatisecta, C
S. cardiophyllum subsp. cardiophyllum 19, Pinnatisecta, C
S. cardiophyllum subsp. cardiophyllum 20, Pinnatisecta, C

S. bulbocastanum subsp. partitum 8, Bulbocastana, A
S. hintonii 28, Pinnatisecta, E
L———— S. circaeifolium 67, Circaeifolia, C

L S. fendleri 71, Longipedicellata

B e a— S. bulbocastanum subsp. bul. x S. cardiophyllum subsp. car. (ser. Bul x Pin) 45, F
S. jamesii 30, Pinnatisecta, G

0.05 changes

Figure 4. Neighbor-joining dendrogram based on microsatellite data (Nei & Li, 1979, similarity). Species names and accession
numbers as in Table 1 and Figures 1 and 2, and phenetic groups from Figure 2.
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The trees obtained from the two stepwise muta-
tion model (SMM) matrices showed little to no
concordance with the morphology phenogram,
that is, they failed to cluster well-defined mor-
phological species (trees not presented). The infi-
nite allele model (IAM) with UPGMA and NJ clus-
tered taxa somewhat better but still very poorly
relative to the morphology phenogram (Fig. 2).
Our first analysis included all taxa, and NJ clus-
tered taxa best (shown in Fig. 4), but still only pro-
vided weak clustering of some accessions of some
species (such as a partial clustering of Solanum
cardiophyllum subsp. cardiophyllum, S. jamesii,
and S. nayaritense, all members of ser.
Pinnatisecta), but with failure to completely clus-
ter these and most other species. To attempt bet-
ter clustering of putatively related taxa, we ana-
lyzed just the most phenetically similar primitive
Mexican diploids S. brachistotrichium, S. cardio-
phyllum subsp. cardiophyllum, subspecies ehren-
bergii, S. nayaritense, and S. stenophyllidium (all
within ser. Pinnatisecta). This reduced analysis
(not presented) still intermixed accessions of all
species except for S. cardiophyllum subsp. cardio-
phyllum as in Figure 4; that is, it still showed little
to no species-specific clustering. Microsatellites
also were of no use to investigate hybrid origins
of S. xmichoacanum, S. xsambucinum, and the
putative hybrid S. bulbocastanum x S. cardiophyl-
lum (Rodriguez & Vargas-P., 1994). There were no
additive species-specific bands present to test
these hypotheses.

DisCUSSION

CONCORDANCE OF MORPHOLOGICAL DATA
WITH PRIOR HYPOTHESES OF RELATIONSHIPS
AND CHLOROPLAST DNA DATA

Our morphological results show areas of concor-
dance and discordance with cpDNA results of
Spooner and Sytsma (1992), Rodriguez and
Spooner (1997), and with prior hypotheses of
interspecific relationships (Hawkes, 1989, 1990;
Hawkes et al., 1988; Hawkes & Jackson, 1992). For
example, all members of Solanum ser.
Bulbocastana are well resolved and separated
from the rest of the Mexican diploids (Fig. 2, clus-
ter A). However, S. bulbocastanum subsp. bulbo-

castanum was the only subspecies relatively well
supported, not S. bulbocastanum subsp.
dolichophyllum and subspecies partitum. Our
morphological data also unite S. bulbocastanum
and S. clarum, supporting Hawkes (1990) who
united them in Solanum ser. Bulbocastana.
Chloroplast DNA data (Spooner & Sytsma, 1992;
Rodriguez & Spooner, 1997), however, supported
the sister-taxon relationship of S. bulbocastanum
and S. cardiophyllum (Fig. 2, clusters A and C, in
part), not S. bulbocastanum and S. clarum.

Solanum lesteri and S. polyadenium (cluster B)
form a good phenetic group, concordant with
cpDNA results (Spooner & Sytsma, 1992) and
Hawkes's (1990) placement in Solanum ser.
Polyadenia. Solanum xsambucinum clusters with
neither of its putative parents (S. cardiophyllum
subsp. ehrenbergii and S. pinnatisectum).
Solanum trifidum and S. tarnii (both ser.
Pinnatisecta) also form a good phenetic group
(cluster E), concordant with cpDNA data, and
recognition of their phenetic similarity by Hawkes
et al. (1988). Although not examined for cpDNA,
Hawkes (1990) intuitively noted a morphological
similarity of S. hintonii and S. trifidum, concor-
dant with our data (cluster E).

The cluster of Solanum nayaritense with the
putative hybrid of S. bulbocastanum x S. cardio-
phyllum (cluster F) is discordant with morpholog-
ical interpretations (Rodriguez et al., 1995) as S.
nayaritense has not been suggested as its pro-
genitor. The phenetic relationship of S. jamesii
(cluster G) and S. cardiophyllum subsp. ehren-
bergii (cluster H) has never been suggested
before, but is reasonable based on cpDNA results
that show them to be part of the same clade
(Spooner & Sytsma, 1992; Rodriguez & Spooner,
1997). The phenetic separation of S. cardiophyl-
lum subsp. ehrenbergii (cluster H) from sub-
species cardiophyllum (cluster C) is concordant
with cpDNA data (Rodriguez & Spooner, 1997).
The phenetic similarity of S. brachistotrichium
and S. stenophyllidium (cluster I) also has support
with cpDNA data (Spooner & Sytsma, 1992),
which places them on the same clade.
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MICROSATELLITE DATA ANALYSIS

There are two divergent hypotheses of
microsatellite evolution and its reflection on best
analytical methods for assessment of genetic dis-
tances and phylogeny. Schlétterer and Tautz
(1992) have shown slippage during replication,
which would support the use of the simple muta-
tion model (SMM) for analyses. However, Colson
and Goldstein (1999) studied microsatellite loci in
Drosophila and found that many mutation events
in microsatellites are more complex than assumed
by SMM. They advised the use of sequence data
to assess the accumulation of imperfections with-
in the microsatellite repeat, reducing the number
of consecutive repeats. These imperfections can
be insertions, deletions, or base substitutions,
which, along with stepwise mutation drift to
smaller sizes, have contributed to degradation of
microsatellite loci over time. The authors caution
against the use of microsatellite size alone for
population or phylogenetic relationships (Colson
& Goldstein, 1999). The SMM has been supported
by phylogeny reconstructions in bovine species
(MacHugh et al., 1997), fish (Ruzzante, 1998), and
human populations (Valdes et al., 1993; Shriver et
al., 1995; Kimmel et al., 1996). On the other hand,
the infinite allele model (IAM) has been support-
ed for data sets with numerous compound
microsatellites (Estoup et al., 1995), which would
be the case in our data set. In this study, the best
concordance with morphological data was pro-
duced with the IAM and the worst with the SMM,
but both were very poor. The IAM was the most
useful in analyzing subspecies differences in S.
tuberosum (Raker & Spooner, 2002).

MICROSATELLITE

CROSS-SPECIES AMPLIFICATION

Microsatellites are expensive to develop. One of
their appealing features is their potential use in
related groups beyond the mainly economic
plants where they were developed. There are
several examples of successful amplification
across species. Microsatellites distinguished two
closely related species in genus Sitobion
(Hemiptera: Aphidoidea) (Figueroa et al., 1999).
Microsatellites developed for the tropical tree
Pithecellobium elegans were conserved in several

species of the tribe Ingeae (Dayanandan et al.,
1997). Microsatellites from peach successfully
amplified fragments in apple, suggesting that
they might be useful as well in other fruit crops
(Cipriani et al., 1999). In the genus Dianthus,
microsatellite loci developed from the EMBL
database were tested in 26 species within the
genus, and successful amplification implied that
the species are closely related or that the primer
regions are well conserved (Smulders et al., 2000).
Eight of 17 microsatellite primer pairs designed
for Quercus petraea were successful in producing
amplifications in the related genus Castanea, and
4 of the 17 in Fagus. Twelve of these 136 amplifi-
cations were cloned and sequenced and shown to
be homologous to Quercus petraea; nevertheless,
the authors recognized a tendency for decreasing
ability to successfully amplify loci, with increasing
evolutionary distance across the family
(Steinkellner et al., 1997). The same relationship
between an increasing genetic distance and
decreasing success of microsatellite amplification
was observed in cassava (Manihot esculenta
Crantz), through tests with six Manihot wild
species (Roa et al., 2000).

In addition to problems producing microsatellite
fragments across species, there also are problems
with homology of the microsatellite fragment
that is necessary for correct phylogenetic inter-
pretations (Wendel & Doyle, 1998). For successful
amplification of homologous fragments the tar-
get sequence for the primers and flanking
sequence about the microsatellites must be suffi-
ciently conserved (Ezenwa et al., 1998).
Knowledge of these criteria is costly as it requires
sequencing the PCR fragments.

In our study the primers were developed through
a Genbank search of Solanum tuberosum
(Milbourne et al., 1998). Chloroplast DNA data
(Spooner & Sytsma, 1992) show the primitive
Mexican diploids to be the most distantly related
group to S. tuberosum in section Petota, and
microsatellites performed poorly for phylogenet-
ic reconstructions. Similar problems have been
found in other groups. Sequence variation and/or
variation in the number of repeats has been

220



TAXONOMY OF MEXICAN DIPLOID WILD POTATOES (SOLANUM SECT. PETOTA)

found by Peakall et al. (1998), who used 31 soy-
bean microsatellite loci in wild relatives and
found that cross-species amplification was low,
mainly in closely related genera. When cross-
species amplification was achieved there was
sequence variation in the flanking regions and
within the repeats (non-homologous amplifica-
tion). Westman and Kresovich (1998) tried to use
Arabidopsis primer pairs to amplify microsatel-
lites in the closely related genus Brassica, but
many amplified loci did not hybridize with
microsatellite probes, and probably did not con-
tain repeats. In animals, microsatellites derived
from two species of wasps successfully cross-
species amplified in different related genera from
the Vespidae. However, the loci from one species
were more conserved than those from the other,
warning that it is difficult to reach generaliza-
tions regarding conservation rates using data
from single species (Ezenwa et al., 1998). In avian
microsatellites, 73 primer sets from 16 species
across nine families were tested on Quelea
species. Only 22 of these 73 pairs produced
homologous amplification (Dallimer, 1999).

The issue of cross-species amplification is com-
plex. As seen above, it can be achieved across
genera within families, or not even occur across
species within a genus. To our knowledge there is
no comprehensive summary that addresses the
comparative extent of microsatellite conservation
or whether the failure of cross-species amplifica-
tion is due to primer design or phylogenetic dis-
tance. Clisson et al. (2000) sequenced primate
microsatellites with primers designed in humans
and found that alterations in the base composi-
tion of repeats, and insertions and deletions in
flanking regions, are important components of
the variation but introduced homoplasy (same
size but different composition) reducing their
phylogenetic utility.

CONCLUSIONS

Most of the species examined in our study were
supported by morphological characters, except
Solanum brachistotrichium and possibly S. steno-
phyllidium. However, microsatellites provided poor
to no support for species. This could be caused by
non-homology of repeat length between the

primers, or in our study by not having enough data
to provide phylogenetic signal. There continue to
be unanswered questions about microsatellites
regarding mutation processes, proper analytical
tools for phylogeny, and knowledge of the extent
of cross-species amplification. Our results show
that microsatellites developed from S. tuberosum
have reduced utility to establish good morpholog-
ical species from the phylogenetically distant
United States, Mexican, and Central American
diploid wild potato species. Lara-Cabrera and
Spooner (2004) addressed the validity of these
species and their interrelationships with AFLP data.

NOTE IN PROOF

These results, and those of Lara-Cabrera and
Spooner (2004), were instrumental in revising the
wild potatoes of North and Central America
(Spooner et al., 2004).
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