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Weevils are an unusually species-rich group of phytophagous insects for
which there is increasing evidence of frequent involvement in brood-site
pollination. This study examines phylogenetic patterns in the emergence
of brood-site pollination mutualism among one of the most speciose beetle
groups, the flower weevils (subfamily Curculioninae). We analysed a
novel phylogenomic dataset consisting of 214 nuclear loci for 202 weevil
species, with a sampling that mainly includes flower weevils as well as
representatives of all major lineages of true weevils (Curculionidae). Our
phylogenomic analyses establish a uniquely comprehensive phylogenetic
framework for Curculioninae and provide new insights into the relation-
ships among lineages of true weevils. Based on this phylogeny, statistical
reconstruction of ancestral character states revealed at least 10 independent
origins of brood-site pollination in higher weevils through transitions
from ancestral associations with reproductive structures in the larval stage.
Broadly, our results illuminate the unexpected frequency with which true
weevils—typically specialized phytophages and hence antagonists of
plants—have evolved mutualistic interactions of ecological significance
that are key to both weevil and plant evolutionary fitness and thus a
component of their deeply intertwined macroevolutionary success.
1. Introduction
Flowering plants have evolved a diversity of strategies to attract pollinators.
Among these strategies, brood-site (or nursery) pollination is a peculiar mutu-
alism in which the plant provides a brood-site to the insect as a reward
for being pollinated [1]. This intimate interaction begins early in the life cycle
of the insect because the larva develops directly in the host plant tissue.
Fig-wasps pollinating the flowers of Ficus (Moraceae) constitute a textbook
example of brood-site pollination [2–5]. Brood-site pollination mutualisms are
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Table 1. Classification and hosts of the weevil genera included in this study that are known to engage in plant brood-site pollination mutualism. Genera
marked with * contain species formally involved in brood-site pollination (experimental demonstration), others are suggested based on ecology, behaviour, host
plant morphology and phenology; see details in Haran et al. [12]. For the genera marked with **, the specific species engaged in brood-site pollination was
included in the sampling. For the genera marked with †, only representatives of the same tribe or subfamily were included. Systenotelus is indicated as a
representative of Derelomini, but this genus is not involved in brood-site pollination of its host.

higher rank genera hosts key references

Curculioninae

Derelomini Derelomus** Schoenherr Arecaceae; Ebenaceae; Fabaceae; etc Düfay & Anstett [6]; Anstett [20]

Cotithene* Voss Cyclanthaceae Valente et al. [21]

Grasidius** Champion Arecaceae Auffray et al. [22]

Ebenacobius Haran Ebenaceae Haran et al. [18,23]

Elaeidobius** Kuschel Arecaceae Syed [24]

Notolomus LeConte Arecaceae Brown [25]

Perelleschus** Wibmer & O’Brien Cyclanthaceae Franz & O’Brien [26]

Systenotelus Anderson & Gomez Cyclanthaceae Franz & Valente [10]

Eugnomini Udeus*† Champion Urticaceae Mendonça [27]

Ochyromerini Endaeus* Schoenherr Annonaceae Dao et al. [28]

Storeini Elleschodes* Blackburn Eupomatiaceae Amstrong & Irvine [29]

Molytinae

Molytini Tranes** Schoenherr Zamiaceae Toon et al. [11]

Amophocerini Porthetes** Schoenherr Zamiaceae Toon et al. [11]

Baridinae Montella*† Bondar Orchidaceae Nunes et al. [13]
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known to involve insects in the orders Coleoptera, Diptera,
Hymenoptera, Lepidoptera and Thysanoptera and a diversity
of plant lineages [1,6–8]. Such interactions are often highly
specialized and provide opportunities to investigate the
evolutionary dynamics of plant–insect interactions [8].

With more than 62 000 known species, weevils (Coleoptera:
Curculionoidea) comprise the most species-rich radiation of
phytophagous beetles [9]. Notably, they also exhibit an extra-
ordinary diversity of brood-site pollination interactions with
plants [10–12]—far more than any other group of insects.
Approximately 250 plant species belonging to 72 genera (includ-
ing a diversity of gymnosperms, eudicots and monocots) have
been documented to exhibit brood-site pollination interactions
with approximately 300 species of weevils. These ecologically
important mutualisms are mainly documented from tropical
and subtropical biomes [12]. The overall picture of this mutualis-
tic system is far from being complete—and thus, our estimates
of their number are certain to be substantial underestimates—
because new brood-site pollination interactions are regularly
reported in the scientific literature [13] and entire clades of wee-
vils engaged in these interactions are still awaiting formal
description (e.g. [10,11,14]. In our current knowledge, plant–
weevil pollination mutualisms involving brood-sites have
evolved independently at least 12 times across different weevil
families [12]. These mutualisms sometimes involve compara-
tively ancient weevil and plant lineages, such as the weevil
family Belidae in association with cycads in the family Zamia-
ceae; however, the actual taxa involved (weevil subtribe
Allocorynina and cycad genera Dioon and Zamia) are much
younger diversifications [15–17] and the temporal origins of
their mutualisms are therefore also indicated to be relatively
recent. In true weevils, the evolutionary dynamics of host prefer-
ence inferred in a tribe of flower weevil pollinators (Derelomini)
suggests that new associations among pollinator clades have
also emerged fairly recently, during the Pliocene, approximately
5 million years ago (specifically, between Derelomus Schoenherr
and Ebenaceae [18]).

Weevils involved in pollination mutualism often display a
high level of host plant specificity at the species level and
host plant consistency at the genus level [10]. However, host
plant associations in Derelomini appear to be less constrained
at deeper evolutionary scales than in other insect lineages
involved in co-evolution or co-speciation, because shifts
between unrelated plant lineages have been inferred [4,5,7,18].
Thus, weevils provide a potentially informative model for infer-
ring the ecological and evolutionary processes underlying the
evolution of brood-site pollination mutualism [19].

The vast majority of weevil lineages engaged in brood-
site pollination are currently classified in the flower weevil
subfamily Curculioninae, a globally distributed group of pre-
dominantly seed-feeders with about 4500 described species
in 350 genera (table 1) [12,30–32]. However, the classification
of the subfamily into natural groups is inconsistent and contro-
versial, and none of the molecular phylogenetic studies of
weevils conducted to date have produced a robust and consist-
ent phylogenetic hypothesis nor used a dense enough
sampling of Curculioninae to elucidate the relationships
among the flower weevils [15,33–37]. Curculioninae in the cur-
rent concept [32] are frequently recovered as a polyphyletic
group with high statistical support [15,35–38], their relation-
ships with other curculionid subfamilies in the CCCMS clade
(Conoderinae, Cossoninae, Curculioninae, Molytinae and
Scolytinae [37]) are not yet resolved and no morphological
characters have been identified as synapomorphies for the
Curculioninae. Thus, the current concept of Curculioninae
(and of the tribes included in it) is based largely on vague
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morphological data, the interpretation of which varies, some-
times considerably so, among authors. Many weevil groups
traditionally comprising Curculioninae lack relevant apo-
morphic features [32]. For example, 18 of the 34 tribes of
Curculioninae included in a recent comprehensive revision
lack clear boundaries, three are monotypic and could not be
related to any existing groups of Curculioninae and 12 genera
were treated as incertae sedis [32]. This ambiguity applies to
several tribes that have brood-site pollinators. For instance,
despite Derelomini being the most well-studied group of
flower weevils, the relationship between Eastern and
Western Hemisphere genera placed in the tribe remained
unclear [14,32,39].

Therefore, the evolutionary history of true weevils remains
poorly understood, and hypotheses underlying the emergence
of specific lifestyles have not yet been addressed. In the case of
weevil pollinators, it is unclear (i) whether the brood-site polli-
nation lifestyle emerged early in the diversification of true
weevils and persisted in only a small number of clades of Cur-
culioninae, and if so, (ii) whether this pollination mechanism
also re-emerged relatively recently (secondarily) in Curculioni-
dae and in many groups independently [14,40,41]. Under the
first scenario, plant-weevil pollination mutualism would be
primarily an ancient reproductive system, as suggested by
the fact that the involved plant families are predominantly
ancient tropical lineages [12,42]. By contrast, the latter scenario
would reflect a more dynamic system wherein weevils engage
in mutualistic relationships at more recent evolutionary scales
[18,43]. Also unknown in both situations are the lifestyle strat-
egies that promoted the emergence of this ecologically and
evolutionarily significant mutualism. The larvae of Curculioni-
nae develop mostly in the reproductive tissues of their host
plants [9,32], a condition that is thought to have promoted
the shift from parasitism to mutualism. The evolution of mutu-
alism, in this case, relates to the behaviour of adults, which
move between inflorescences of conspecific plant species
to mate and oviposit, potentially pollinating them [12]. This
assertion, however, requires confirmation because some cycad-
associated weevils (Amorphocerini) have been postulated to
have switched from an ancestral lifestyle of trunk-boring
to brood-site pollination mutualism, suggesting that alternative
pathways to pollination mutualism have evolved [41].

To test these hypotheses, we reconstructed the phylo-
genetic relationships and evolutionary dynamics of host use
in weevil tribes involved in brood-site mutualism in the con-
text of a dense, global sampling of weevils belonging to the
flower weevil subfamily. We first evaluated the monophyly
of the currently recognized tribes and assessed their inter-
relationships in Curculioninae to determine the level of
phylogenetic conservatism associated with brood-site mutu-
alism. Then, to gain insights into the transitions associated
with the emergence of brood-site pollination mutualism, we
inferred the ancestral lifestyle character states for the larvae
of the weevils included in this study.
2. Material and methods
(a) Taxon sampling
Twenty-nine tribes of Curculioninae sensu Caldara et al. [32] were
sampled, representing approximately 85% of the 34 currently
recognized, with 1–20 genera sampled from each tribe, including
the type genera in 27 cases. Six additional genera currently
classified as incertae sedis in Curculioninae were also included.
Representatives of other subfamilies in the CCCMS clade (sensu
[44] and [37], all but Conoderinae, including type genera) were
also included, as previous phylogenetic reconstructions reported
unresolved relationships between them and Curculioninae
[15,33,35–37,45]; furthermore, several lineages of brood-site polli-
nators are known from these subfamilies (table 1; see also [12]
for a review). The sampledweevil species included representatives
of most weevil lineages engaged in brood-site pollination [32];
table 1). We also included a few genera for which this behaviour
is assumed but not verified to date (e.g. Acalyptus Schoenherr,
Eudelodes Zimmerman,Notolomus LeConte) and genera of lineages
containing brood-site pollinators but whose species actually polli-
nating their hosts could not be obtained for this study (Endaeus
Schoenherr, Elleschodes Blackburn, Udeus Champion). In all, the
ingroup selection included a worldwide sample of six weevil sub-
families, 44 tribes and 130 genera, including 14 genera (10%) with
species known to engage in plant brood-site pollinationmutualism
(table 1, see specimen details in electronic supplementarymaterial,
table S1).

Selection of outgroups was based on previously inferred
relationships for weevils [15,35,37]. The following closely related
outgroups from the CEGH clade (Cyclominae, Entiminae, Gonip-
terini, Hyperinae) (‘broad-nosed’ weevils; see [37] were sampled:
Cyclominae (four tribes, seven genera), Entiminae (11 tribes, 12
genera) and Hyperinae (two tribes, three genera). More distant
outgroups were chosen from the curculionid subfamilies Brachy-
cerinae and Dryophthorinae and the family Brentidae. Vouchers
of specimens newly sequenced were mounted, dried and depos-
ited in the Continental Arthropod Collection at Centre de
Biologie pour la Gestion des Populations, Montpellier, France
(CBGP doi:10.15454/D6XAKL) or are maintained as part of the
1 K Weevils Project voucher collection in the McKenna Lab at
the University of Memphis (Memphis, TN, USA).

(b) DNA extraction, library preparation and sequencing
Evolutionary relationships were inferred in a phylogenomic
framework using anchored hybrid enrichment (AHE) probes
developed for Coleoptera [15,46], especially Phytophaga [15,47].
This set of probes targets 522 highly conserved nuclear protein-
coding genes with more variable flanking regions. Data were
newly generated for 146 of the 202 specimens/species included
in this study. Data for the other 56 specimens/species have been
previously published [15,47,48]. Our DNA extraction, library
preparation and sequencing protocols followed Shin et al. [15].
Briefly, tissues from 96 ethanol-preserved or dry collection speci-
mens (see Supplementary Information 2) were extracted non-
destructively using an EZ-10 96-well plate DNA Kit (Biobasic
Inc., Canada) with an overnight lysis step. Genomic DNA was
sonicated at equal quantities to fragment sizes of 300–600 bp on
a Bioruptor Pico (Diagenode; 15 s ON, 90 s OFF, eight cycles).
Library enrichment was performed following the user manual of
the NEBNext Ultra II DNA Library Prep Kit for Illumina (New
England Biolabs, Ipswich, MA, USA). Each library was inline
indexed and we applied 15 PCR cycles for the final enrichment.
We pooled 16 libraries per pool at equal quantities and used
myBaits Hyb Capture kits for AHE, following manufacturer
instructions (Arbor Biosciences, Ann Arbor, MI, USA). The AHE
libraries were paired-end (PE) sequenced on a 2 × 150 bp SP lane
using an Illumina NovaSeq sequencer (Illumina, San Diego, CA,
USA) at Montpellier GenomiX platform (MGX).

(c) Assembly, extraction and analysis of phylogenetic
markers

For all samples included in this study, read cleaning, assembly,
orthologue prediction and cross-contamination cleaning followed
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the pipeline of Breinholt et al. [49]. In brief, this pipeline uses a
probe-baited iterative assembly that extends beyond the probe
region, checks for quality and cross-contamination due to barcode
leakage, removes paralogues and returns a set of aligned ortholo-
gues for each locus and taxon of interest. Raw reads were
assembled using an iterative baited assembly (IBA) after filtering
with TrimGalore! v.0.4.0 (bioinformatics.babraham.ac.uk). Orthol-
ogy was determined using the Tribolium castaneum genome
(GCA_000002335.3) as a reference, and single-hit and genome
mapping location criteria were used with NCBI Blastn [50].
Cross-contamination checks were conducted with USEARCH
[51], and sequenceswith >99% identity across different subfamilies
were identified and removed. Cleaned sequences were aligned in
MAFFT v.7.245 [52], and isoform consensuses were generated
using FASconCAT-G 1.02 [53]. Two datasets were created as fol-
lows: a first dataset composed of alignments including only the
probe regions of each targeted gene, hereafter called probe-based
alignments (PBA), and a second dataset including full-length
alignments (i.e. probe region + flanking regions of each targeted
gene), hereafter called full-length alignments (FLA).

Following Li et al. [54], a long-branch detection protocol was
used to investigate the possibility of external contamination, para-
logous sequences and/or large sequencing/assembly errors
(longbranchpruner.pl available on Osiris, http://galaxy-dev.cnsi.
ucsb.edu/osiris/). First, AliView v1.18 [55] was used to manually
check each nucleotide probe-based alignment to ensure the probe
region is in the correct open reading frame (ORF). Then, based
on the nucleotide (NT) multiple sequence alignment of the
probe-based alignments, gene trees (for each probe) were inferred
using IQ-TREE v.2.1.3 [56], conducting a full model test for each
probe region. Tip sequences that exceeded eight standard devi-
ations from the mean tip length (species tree) of the gene tree
were pruned from the full-length alignments. Additionally, to
check for possible contamination in old samples (e.g. museum
specimens), we also screened for traces of multiple mitochondrial
genomes using MitoFinder V.1.4.1 [57]. Each mitochondrial frag-
ment recovered was identified using BLAST on the GenBank
database [58] and a laboratory-hosted database (source and
result available from Zenodo). Two samples containing mitochon-
drial fragments clustering with distinct species were discarded (Ita
chavanoni Meregalli & Borovec, Itini, JHAR03289; Anchonocranus
oleae Marshall, incertae sedis, JHAR02096; both are not included in
the species count above).
(d) Supermatrix construction and inferences
Cleaning of non-homologous sequences and dubious parts of full-
length alignments was performed with HMMcleaner using a
threshold value of 9. At this stage, marker sequences included
both probe sequences (known to be coding sequences) and flank-
ing regions, but the alignment was lost due to the HMMcleaner
procedure. To be able to treat the probe region and the flanking
regions differently, each marker was then realigned with its associ-
ated probe sequence using MUSCLE. Flanking regions that could
not be aligned with confidence were excluded from the matrix.
Nucleotide sites presenting more than 50% of gaps were removed
using a custom Perl script (source and result available from
Zenodo). Loci found in less than 70% of species were excluded
from further analyses. Based on the alignment with the probe
sequence, up to three partitions were created for each full-length
alignment, corresponding to the 30 flanking region, the probe
region and the 50 flanking region. Partitions with less than 20
nucleotides were discarded from further analyses. This partition-
ing allowed us to perform different alignment strategies for
probe and flanking regions. While flanking regions were aligned
with MAFFT (using default settings [52], probe regions were
aligned using the pipeline implemented in OMM_MACSE [59],
version 11.05b). The latter is specifically developed for aligning
coding sequences and ensuring the open reading frame is
respected. Then, for each marker, flanking and probe regions
were concatenated and gene tree inferences were performed with
IQ-TREE based on up to five partitions, corresponding to one
partition per flanking region and three codon partitions for the
coding probe region. For each full-length alignment, a heuristic
search was performed in IQ-TREE with a small perturbation
strength (-pers 0.2) and ModelFinder (option -m MFP +MERGE);
this allowed us to determine further the best partition scheme
based on the Bayesian information criterion (BIC). We identified
and applied the best-fitting models to the following phylogenetic
reconstructions performed in IQ-TREE with 100 separate heuristic
searches. We applied nearest-neighbor interchange (NNI) branch
swapping to improve the tree search and limit overestimating
statistical measures of nodal support due to severe model viola-
tions (‘-bnni’ command). Nodal support was computed using
1000 ultra-fast bootstrap (‘-B’ command) replicates [60,61] and
SH-like approximate likelihood ratio tests (SH-aLRT; ‘-alrt’ com-
mand) [62]. Nodes with ultra-fast bootstrap values (uBV) higher
than 95% and/or SH-aLRT values higher than 80% were con-
sidered robust. Dating analyses were not undertaken on this
dataset due to a lack of well-characterized fossils for calibration
in the CCCMS clade [63] and due to the generally poor perform-
ance of outgroup calibrations on ingroup ages (making this
approach unsatisfying) in analyses of a previous AHE dataset for
weevils [15].
(e) Ancestral character state reconstruction
We used ancestral character state estimation (ASE) to reconstruct
the use of specific plant tissues by larvae ofweevils and to help illu-
minate the conditions that promoted the emergence of brood-site
pollination in the CCCMS clade. Brood-site pollinationwas charac-
terized and scored at the genus level (with either ‘yes’ or ‘no’)
based on the results of a recent review [12], where brood-site polli-
nation is either inferred based on ecology, behaviour, host plant
morphologyandphenologyor based on formal experimental dem-
onstrations (table 1). For the paraphyletic genus Endaeus, only one
instance of brood-site pollination was coded in the corresponding
ASE analysis to limit the risk of overestimating the number of inde-
pendent origins of brood-site mutualism. Tissue specialization of
larvae was categorized into the following lifestyles: (i) develop-
ment in reproductive structures (seeds, fruits, ovaries, flower
structures, pollen), (ii) leaf mining, (iii) development on leaves,
(iv) development in root systems, (v) development in stems and
(vi) development in dead wood.

As a guide tree, we used the best ML tree inferred with
IQ-TREE; this tree was further modified in Mesquite v3.70 [64]
by removing all taxa except those belonging to the CCCMS
clade. For each character, species for which states could not be
unequivocally determined were removed from the dataset by
pruning the corresponding terminal branches in the guide tree;
following this treatment, 141 terminals were retained for the ana-
lyses of brood-site pollination and 129 terminals were retained
for the analyses of tissue specialization of larvae. Ancestral
character state estimation (ASE) was further carried out with
the phytools [65] package in R [66] by fitting and comparing
different rate transition matrices of the Markov k state (Mk)
model for discrete characters. The performances of three Mk
models were compared: (i) the equal-rates model (ER), where a
single parameter governs all transition rates; (ii) a symmetric
model (SYM), where forward and reverse transitions share the
same parameter; and (iii) an all-rates-different model (ARD),
where each rate is a unique parameter. For the evolution of
brood-site pollination, as it is a binary trait, the ER model is
equivalent to the SYM model, so only two models (ER and
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Figure 1. Maximum-likelihood tree resulting from analyses of 214 nuclear protein-coding genes (focus on the CEGH clade and outgroups). Support at node refers to SH-
aLRT values≥ 80% and uBV≥ 95% (**). A single asterisk * refers to SH-aLRT values≥ 80% only. Clades with black branches and highlighted in blue are classified in
Curculioninae sensu Caldara et al., [32]. Taxa displayed on the left: 1 Hypsomus sp. (Styphlini); 2 Myllorhinus sp. (Storeini s. lat.); 3 Encosmia sp. (Storeini s. lat.).
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ARD) were compared. All models were further fitted on the
pruned tree with the fitMk function, and the best-fit model
was selected based on AIC weights (aic.w function). Finally,
ASE analyses with the best-fit model were conducted using a
continuous-time-reversible Markov model with the make.simmap
function with 1000 simulations.
3. Results
(a) Phylogenetic analyses
In total, 214 loci were retained in the alignment (56 509 bp,
approx. 22% of missing data), corresponding to ca. 29 900 vari-
able sites and 26 500 parsimony-informative sites. Overall
branch support for ML analyses was high for SH-aLRT
(94.5% of nodes≥ 80% and 78.4% = 100%) and moderate for
uBV (66.3% of nodes≥ 95% and 58.3%= 100%; figures 1 and 2;
electronic supplementary material, S1 and S2). The topology
inferred for deeper relationships among Curculionoidea was
consistent with previous reconstructions [15,37,47], with the
early-diverging lineages (Brentidae, Bagoinae, Brachycerinae,
Dryophthorinae, Errirhininae, Platypodinae) recovered as
successive sister lineages of a well-supported clade encom-
passing the more derived CEGH and CCCMS clades
(SH-aLRT and uBV of 100%). These latter clades were both
highly supported (SH-aLRT and uBV of 100%) and included
representatives of the subfamilies traditionally recognized
in them (Cyclominae, Entiminae, Gonipterini, Hyperinae /
Curculioninae,Conoderinae,Cossoninae,Molytinae, Scolytinae,
respectively) except for the Styphlini and some Storeini sensu
lato. Formal transfers are not undertaken here due to limited
sampling in the CEGH clade, but suggestions of classificatory
changes based on the topologies inferred are attached in
electronic supplementary material, S1.

The subfamily Curculioninae was recovered as a polyphy-
letic lineage intermixed with the other subfamilies in the
CCCMS clade (figure 2). Node support in this clade was
high for SH-aLRT, but the deeper nodes showed weaker sup-
port for uBV. The topology inferred revealed three main
subclades in the CCCMS clade: (i) a first small clade (I; SH-
aLRT of 100%, uBV of 73%) encompassing only a part of
Tychiini (Sibinia Germar and Tychius Germar) and the genus
Notolomus (Derelomini) and forming the sister group of the
rest of the CCCMS clade; (ii) a second clade (II: SH-aLRT of
99.4%, uBV of 47%) encompassing several tribes of Curculioni-
nae (mainly Acalyptini, Anthonomini, Derelomini (part),
Microstylini and Rhamphini), part of Conoderinae (supertribes
Ceutorhynchitae and Bariditae) and Scolytinae; (iii) a third
large clade (III: SH-aLRT of 100%, uBV of 58%) including the
remaining tribes of Curculioninae, part of Conoderinae (super-
tribe Conoderitae), Cossoninae and Molytinae. The tribes
Anthonomini, Cionini, Curculionini, Eugnomini, Mecinini,
Ochyromerini and Smicronychini classified in Curculioninae
weremonophyletic as sampled, with high support, but Derelo-
mini, Rhamphini, Storeini and Tychiini were notmonophyletic
for the genera sampled. Regarding the tribes containing
pollinators, the Derelomini were found to be polyphyletic,
comprising four unrelated lineages corresponding to the
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Figure 2. Maximum-likelihood tree resulting from analyses of 214 nuclear protein-coding genes (focus on the CCCMS clade). Node support values refer to SH-aLRT
values≥ 80% and uBV≥ 95% (**). Single * refer to SH-aLRT values≥ 80% only. Clades with black branches and highlighted in blue are classified in Curculioninae
sensu Caldara et al., [32]. Clades highlighted in darker blue contain genera engaged in brood-site pollination mutualism and the corresponding genera are high-
lighted in orange (higher taxonomic rank when specific genera are not included in the tree). Other lineages of the CCCMS clade are in bold font. Taxa displayed on
the right: 1 Tychius sp. (Tychiini); 2 Anthonomus sp. (Athonomini); 3 Tachyerges sp. (Rhamphini); 4 Derelomus sp. (Derelomini); 5 Cionus sp. (Cionini); 6 Daeneus sp.
(Ochyromerini); 7 Meriphus sp. (Eugnomini); 8 Archarius sp. (Curculionini); 9 Dorytomus sp. (Ellescini); 10 Cleopomiarus sp. (Mecinini).
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subtribes Notolomina, Phyllotrogina and Derelomina of Franz
[14] andGrasidius Champion placed separately from the rest of
the genera. These results confirm the status of Acalyptini as a
distinct tribe [32,39] and indicate that Derelomini sensu stricto
are restricted to the Old World and that the New World Phyl-
lotrogina constitute a different, separate lineage (see electronic
supplementary material, S1 for further discussion). Tranes
Schoenherr was found nested in a clade containing several
tribes of Molytinae (Cryptorhynchini, Mesoptiliini and Moly-
tini; SH-aLRT of 100%, uBV of 77%) and Amorphocerini
(Amorphocerus Schoenherr and Porthetes Schoenherr)
clustered with Cossoninae (SH-aLRT of 100%, uBV of 88%).
(b) Ancestral character state estimation
The evolution of brood-site pollination mutualism was inferred
at least eight times in the CCCMS clade through the correspond-
ing ASE analyses (best-fit model: ER; AIC weight of 0.631). For
the clades of pollinators with denser taxon sampling, this con-
dition was recovered as the ancestral state in Derelomina
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(excluding Grasidius) and Phyllotrogina (sensu [14] but not in
Ochyromerini. Ancestral states for the deepest nodes in the
CCCMS cladewere all inferred as non-pollinators withmaximal
support (electronic supplementary material, figure S3).

The condition of larval development in the reproductive
tissues of host plants was recovered as the ancestral state for
the CCCMS clade as sampled (best-fit model: ER; AIC
weight of 0.7254 versus 0.2745 for SYM and 2.4 × 10−5 for
ER). From this condition, the ASE analysis inferred four tran-
sitions to development in dead wood, one to development on
leaves, one to development in root systems, eleven to
development in stems and five to leaf mining (figure 3;
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electronic supplementary material, figure S3). Larval specializ-
ation on reproductive structures was inferred as the ancestral
state for all lineages with species engaged in brood-site
pollination mutualism.
ietypublishing.org/journal/rspb
Proc.R.Soc.B

290:20230889
4. Discussion
(a) Dismantling the concept of Curculioninae
This study constitutes the first formal molecular investi-
gation of the phylogenetic relationships among the flower
weevil subfamily. Based on a dense and worldwide
sampling of lineages in this clade, we infer that the current
concept of Curculioninae (sensu [32]) is not satisfactory, as
it is unambiguously polyphyletic. Indeed, several lineages
previously assigned to Curculioninae due to their long ros-
trum and endophytic larvae (typical conditions for
CCCMS and Curculioninae in particular [9,32]) clustered
in the CEGH clade, whose members generally have a short
rostrum and ectophytic larvae [67] (see electronic sup-
plementary material, S1). The condition of the elongated
rostrum was previously reported in other genera of this
clade, such as Phrynixus, Gerynassa and other Hyperinae
and several genera of different tribes of Cyclominae [68].
Furthermore, many of the Australian genera here found to
belong in the CEGH clade (Cydmaea Pascoe, Empolis Black-
burn, Encosmia Blackburn, Epacticus Blackburn, Erytenna
Pascoe, Misophrice Pascoe, Ochrophoebe Pascoe) and also the
South African Hypsomus Schoenherr possess iridescent
scales, probably due to three-dimensional photonic scales,
which appear to be an autapomorphic character of the
CEGH clade [69]. The inclusion in CEGH of all these
genera with an elongated rostrum and endophytic larvae
and their distribution in the phylogenetic tree suggest that
these traits may also be plesiomorphic conditions in this
clade and that the short rostrum and ectophytic larva of
most Hyperinae, Entiminae and Cyclominae have evolved
secondarily and several times. As with bark and ambrosia
beetles [35,70], this provides an example of how the
interpretation of similar but apparently convergent features
(long rostrum and endophytic larva) has led to
classifications of Curculioninae not reflecting phylogenetic
relationships. A more definitive resolution of directionality
in the evolution of these traits may be achieved in future
studies by mapping these features on a more comprehen-
sively sampled phylogenetic tree of the CEGH clade.

The topology inferred for the CCCMS clade also suggests
that the generally well-supported tribes of Curculioninae are
intermixed with other subfamilies (Conoderinae, Cossoni-
nae, Molytinae and Scolytinae). Though the deeper nodes
of the CCCMS clade were not fully resolved, it is clear
that the concept of the flower weevil subfamily (Curculioni-
nae) in its narrow or widest sense [30–32,71] requires
substantial revision. This conclusion agrees with previous
preliminary investigations of these relationships based on
molecular data [15,33,35–37] and also emphasizes the chal-
lenge of identifying this subfamily based on adult and/or
larval morphological characters [32,72]. A formal rearrange-
ment of major clades is not undertaken here and postponed
until the hard polytomy at the base of the CCCMS clade
can be more definitively resolved and taxon sampling
reflects the relative importance of all subfamilies clustering
in this clade.
(b) Multiple independent origins of brood-site
pollination in weevils

All lineages that contain brood-site pollinators and were
included in this study clustered into the CCCMS clade,
which is consistent with the current classification of their sub-
families, as sampled in previous molecular phylogenies
[15,32,37]. However, we did not recover a single lineage
associated with this lifestyle. Instead, brood-site pollinators
clustered into eight distinct clades of Curculioninae, and
Derelomini alone constituted four distinct lineages, with Aca-
lyptini confirmed as a further separate lineage [39]. When
accounting for all lineages included in this study, ten events
of the emergence of brood-site pollination mutualism are
inferred, and this number reaches 15 when including
weevil lineages not sampled here (Trypetidini; undet. Stor-
eini, Curculioninae) and those outside the CCCMS clade
(Belidae: Allocorynina) Brentidae, with only one species of
Antliarhinus with a minor role in pollination [12]. Conse-
quently, the number of independent origins of brood-site
pollination mutualism is larger than previously thought
[18,23]. The evolutionary dynamic of brood-site mutualism
in weevils, therefore, sharply contrasts with those of other
insect systems showing brood-site pollination, in which the
current diversity appears to originate from only one coloniza-
tion event of a host lineage by a specific insect family [4,5,8]
(but see [7,73]). Our results reinforce the patterns observed in
Derelomini, where the colonization of palms led to diversifi-
cation in association with this plant lineage, followed by
secondary shifts onto unrelated dicotyledonous lineages,
sometimes including parallel colonizations [18].

The evolutionary and ecological context promoting
repeated and extreme host shifts, such as those inferred in
the case of brood-site pollination mutualisms involving
weevil and plant life histories, is unclear, in particular in
insects with endophytic larvae for which development is
expected to be associated with host-specific physiological
adaptations. In other brood-site pollination systems involving
endophytic pollinators, host shifts have only been inferred
within one plant family, which is expected to present more
structural and physiological similarities in the brood-sites
colonized [74–76]. Weevils engaged in brood-site interactions
thus simultaneously exhibit highly specialized relationships
with plants at the plant species level and on ecological time-
scales [12] and a remarkable ability to colonize new plant
lineages on evolutionary timescales.

(c) Transitions from detrimental to mutualistic
relationships

The condition of larvae antagonistically associated with the
reproductive structures of plants was recovered as the ances-
tral state in the CCCMS clade as sampled in this study.
Reproductive plant organs (buds, flowers, fruits and seeds)
are generally nutrient-rich substrates (although sometimes
strongly defended by chemical compounds) that were poss-
ibly easier to use by larvae of early diverging weevil
lineages in this clade. The other tissues used (stems, dead
wood, leaves) are usually associated with specific adaptations
or mutualism for larval development (e.g. galling, symbiosis
with microorganisms, horizontal gene transfer conveying
novel metabolic capabilities [48,77,78]. It should be noted,
however, that this pattern may be biased due to the
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unbalanced sampling in favour of Curculioninae, whose
lineages are predominantly associated with these tissues
[32]. Because ancestral character state estimation analyses
are sensitive to sampling bias, a definitive conclusion on
the ancestral substrate of the CCCMS is pending a future
assessment including more balanced sampling among the
subfamilies in this clade.

The evolution of brood-site pollination in weevils was
generally inferred as transitions from mostly detrimental
associations with reproductive structures of plants to mutual-
ism, a trend widely documented in brood-site pollination
mutualistic systems [8,79]. In the case of weevils, the diversity
of lineages developing in reproductive structures [9,32], and
associated flower-visiting behaviour, was recently suggested
as a context promoting the emergence of mutualism [12].
Indeed, adults in these lineages generally visit flowers to feed
on pollen, mate and oviposit in buds, ovaries and fruits, in
which larval development occurs. As these specialized beetles
fly between host plant conspecifics to find new resources, they
can carry pollen and potentially pollinate them. In specific
environments such as tropical biomes, in which pollen limit-
ation is a major constraint due to the absence or limited
availability of non-specific pollination systems (anemophily
and generalist entomophily [80–82]), such behaviour probably
facilitated the emergence of specialized pollination systems
such as brood-site pollination mutualisms.
5. Conclusion
This study provides a first assessment of the phylogenetic
relationships of the subfamily Curculioninae and highlights
the need for a complete recasting of the classification of the
‘true weevils’. The topology inferred further reveals the
unique ability of higher weevils to engage in novel pollination
mutualismswith plants. This pattern originates predominantly
in their ancestral associationwith the reproductive structures of
plants and a remarkable propensity to shift between host
plant lineages.

Ethics. This work did not require ethical approval from a human
subject or animal welfare committee.

Data accessibility. Illumina reads have been submitted to the Short Read
Archive (SRA) of the National Center for Biotechnology Information
(NCBI) and are available under BioProject number PRJNA1021960.
AHE assemblies, phylogenetic dataset, corresponding tree and
other supplementary materials are available from Zenodo [83].

The data are provided in electronic supplementary material [84].
Declaration of AI use. We have not used AI-assisted technologies in
creating this article.
Authors’ contributions. J.H.: conceptualization, funding acquisition, vali-
dation, writing—original draft; X.L.: data curation, formal analysis,
methodology, writing—review and editing; R.A.: data curation,
formal analysis, methodology, software, validation, writing—review
and editing; S.S.: data curation, formal analysis, resources, writing—
review and editing; L.B.: data curation, methodology; R.G.O.: vali-
dation, writing—review and editing; B.D.F.: resources, writing—
review and editing; S.D.J.B.: resources, writing—review and editing;
R.A.B.L.: resources, writing—review and editing; G.J.K.: conceptualiz-
ation, data curation, formal analysis, methodology, writing—review
and editing; D.D.M.: conceptualization, funding acquisition, writ-
ing—review and editing.

All authors gave final approval for publication and agreed to be
held accountable for the work performed therein.
Conflict of interest declaration. We declare we have no competing interests.

Funding. This study was funded by a grant from the US National
Science Foundation DEB 1355169 to D.D.M. and by recurring fund-
ing from CIRAD (J.H. & L.B.) and INRAE (R.A. & G.J.K.). R.A.B.L.
was supported in part by Marsden Fund Te P�utea Rangahau
(Contract LCR1902).

Acknowledgements. We thank colleagues Jean Pelletier (Monnaie, France)
and the late Charles O’Brien (Green Valley, Arizona) for providing
specimens sequenced for this project. We thank Michael Charles
(University of Memphis, USA) for assistance with DNA extraction
and Dave Clarke (University of Memphis, USA) for assistance with
specimen loans. Miguel A. Alonso-Zarazaga (Museo Nacional de
Ciencias Naturales, Madrid, Spain) is acknowledged for fruitful
discussions on the arrangement of weevil lineages arising from
this study.
References
1. Sakai S. 2002 A review of brood-site pollination
mutualism: plants providing breeding sites for their
pollinators. J. Plant Res. 115, 161–168. (doi:10.
1007/s102650200021)

2. Janzen DH. 1979 How to be a fig. Annu. Rev. Ecol.
Syst. 10, 13–51. (doi:10.1146/annurev.es.10.
110179.000305)

3. Wiebes JT. 1979 Co-evolution of figs and their insect
pollinators. Annu. Rev. Ecol. Syst. 10, 1–12. (doi:10.
1146/annurev.es.10.110179.000245)

4. Pellmyr O. 2003 Yuccas, yucca moths, and
coevolution: a review. Ann. Mo. Bot. Gard. 90,
35–55. (doi:10.2307/3298524)

5. Herre AE, Jandér KC, Machado CA. 2008 Evolutionary
ecology of figs and their associates: recent progress
and outstanding puzzles. Annu. Rev. Ecol. Evol. Syst.
39, 439–458. (doi:10.1146/annurev.ecolsys.37.
091305.110232)

6. Dufaÿ M, Anstett MC. 2003 Conflicts between
plants and pollinators that reproduce within
inflorescences: evolutionary variations on a theme.
Oikos 100, 3–14. (doi:10.1034/j.1600-0706.2003.
12053.x)

7. Kawakita A, Kato M. 2009 Repeated independent
evolution of obligate pollination mutualism in the
Phyllantheae–Epicephala association. Proc. R. Soc. B
276, 417–426. (doi:10.1098/rspb.2008.1226)

8. Hembry DH, Althoff DM. 2016 Diversification and
coevolution in brood pollination mutualisms:
windows into the role of biotic interactions in
generating biological diversity. Am. J. Bot. 103,
1783–1792. (doi:10.3732/ajb.1600056)

9. Oberprieler RG, Marvaldi AE, Anderson RS. 2007
Weevils, weevils, weevils everywhere. Zootaxa 520,
5326. (doi:10.11646/zootaxa.1668.1.24)

10. Franz NM, Valente RM. 2005 Evolutionary trends
in derelomine flower weevils (Coleoptera:
Curculionidae): from associations to homology.
Invertebr. Syst. 19, 499–530. (doi:10.1071/IS05026)

11. Toon A, Terry LI, Tang W, Walter GH, Cook LG. 2020
Insect pollination of cycads. Austral Ecol. 45,
1033–1058. (doi:10.1111/aec.12925)
12. Haran J, Kergoat GJ, de Medeiros BAS. 2023 Most
diverse, most neglected: weevils (Coleoptera:
Curculionoidea) are ubiquitous specialized brood-
site pollinators of tropical flora. Peer Community J.
3, e279. (doi:10.24072/pcjournal.279)

13. Nunes PCE, Maruyama PK, Azevedo-Silva M, Sazima
M. 2018 Parasitoids turn herbivores into mutualists
in a nursery system involving active pollination.
Curr. Biol, 28, 980–986. (doi:10.1016/j.cub.2018.
02.013)

14. Franz NM. 2006 Towards a phylogenetic system of
derelomine flower weevils (Coleoptera:
Curculionidae). Syst. Entomol. 31, 220–287. (doi:10.
1111/j.1365-3113.2005.00308.x)

15. Shin S et al. 2018 Phylogenomic data yield new and
robust insights into the phylogeny and evolution of
weevils. Mol. Biol. Evol. 35, 823–836. (doi:10.1093/
molbev/msx324)

16. Salas-Leiva DE, Meerow AW, Calonje M, Griffith MP,
Francisco-Ortega J, Nakamura K, Stevenson DW,
Lewis CE, Namoff S. 2013 Phylogeny of the cycads

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s102650200021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s102650200021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.es.10.110179.000305
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.es.10.110179.000305
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.es.10.110179.000245
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.es.10.110179.000245
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3298524
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ecolsys.37.091305.110232
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ecolsys.37.091305.110232
http://dx.doi.org/10.1034/j.1600-0706.2003.12053.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1034/j.1600-0706.2003.12053.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2008.1226
http://dx.doi.org/10.3732/ajb.1600056
http://dx.doi.org/10.11646/zootaxa.1668.1.24
http://dx.doi.org/10.1071/IS05026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/aec.12925
http://dx.doi.org/10.24072/pcjournal.279
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2018.02.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2018.02.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3113.2005.00308.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3113.2005.00308.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msx324
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msx324


royalsocietypublishing.org/journal/rspb
Proc.R.Soc.B

290:20230889

10

 D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
ttp

s:
//r

oy
al

so
ci

et
yp

ub
lis

hi
ng

.o
rg

/ o
n 

11
 O

ct
ob

er
 2

02
3 
based on multiple single-copy nuclear genes:
congruence of concatenated parsimony, likelihood
and species tree inference methods. Ann. Bot. 112,
1263–1278. (doi:10.1093/aob/mct192)

17. Condamine FL, Nagalingum NS, Marshall CR,
Morlon H. 2015 Origin and diversification of living
cycads: a cautionary tale on the impact of the
branching process prior in Bayesian molecular
dating. BMC Ecol. Evol. 15, 65. (doi:10.1186/s12862-
015-0347-8)

18. Haran J, Procheş Ş, Benoit L, Kergoat GJ. 2022b
From monocots to dicots: host shifts in Afrotropical
derelomine weevils shed light on the evolution of
non-obligatory brood pollination mutualism.
Biol. J. Linnean Soc. 137, 15–29. (doi:10.1093/
biolinnean/blac069)

19. de Medeiros BAS, Farrell BD. 2020 Evaluating insect-
host interactions as a driver of species divergence in
palm flower weevils. Commun. Biol. 3, 749. (doi:10.
1038/s42003-020-01482-3)

20. Anstett M-C. 1999 An experimental study of the
interaction between the dwarf palm (Chamaerops
humilis) and its floral visitor Derelomus
chamaeropsis throughout the life cycle of the
weevil. Acta Oecologica 20, 551–558. (doi:10.1016/
S1146-609X(00)86622-9)

21. Valente RM, Da Silva PAL, de Medeiros BAS. 2019
The first species of Cotithene Voss (Coleoptera:
Curculionidae: Curculioninae) from Amazonian
Brazil, with notes on its role as a pollinator of
Evodianthus funifer (Poit.) Lindm. (Cyclanthaceae).
Zootaxa 4576, 461–482. (doi:10.11646/zootaxa.
4576.3.3)

22. Auffray T, Frérot B, Poveda R, Louise C, Beaudoin-
Ollivier L. 2017 Diel patterns of activity for insect
pollinators of two oil palm species (Arecales:
Arecaceae). J. Insect Sci. 17, 1–6. (doi:10.1093/
jisesa/iex018)

23. Haran J, Benoit L, Procheş Ş, Kergoat GJ. 2022
Ebenacobius Haran, a new southern African genus of
flower weevils (Coleoptera: Curculioninae:
Derelomini) associated with dicotyledonous plants.
Eur. J. Tax. 818, 1–54. (doi:10.5852/ejt.2022.
818.1771)

24. Syed RA. 1979 Studies on oil palm pollination by
insects. Bull. Entomol. Res. 69, 213–224. (doi:10.
1017/S0007485300017673)

25. Brown KE. 1976 Ecological studies on the cabbage
palm. Sabal palmetto. Principes 20, 3–10.

26. Franz NM, O’Brien CW. 2001 Revision and
phylogeny of Perelleschus (Coleoptera:
Curculionidae), with notes on its association with
Carludovica (Cyclanthaceae). Trans. Am. Entomol.
Soc. 127, 255–287. (https://www.jstor.org/stable/
25078744)

27. Mendonça EN. 2004 Aspectos da autoecologia de
Cecropia glaziovii Snethl. (Cecropiaceae),
fundamentos para o manejo e conservaçao de
populaçoes naturais da especie. Dissertation,
Programa de Pós-Graduação em Biologia Vegetal.
Departamento de Botânica. Centro de Ciências
Biológicas. Universidade Federal de Santa Catarina,
Florianópolis, Brazil.
28. Dao ZA, Romba R, Jaloux B, Haran J, Ouedraogo A,
Gnankine O. In press. Pollination syndrome of the
African custard apple (Annona senegalensis Pers.)
reveals reliance on specialized brood-site weevil
pollinators in Annonaceae. Int. J. Trop. Insect Sci.
(doi:10.1007/s42690-023-01041-3)

29. Armstrong JE, Irvine AK. 1990 Functions of
staminodia in the beetle-pollinated flowers of
Eupomatia laurina. Biotropica 22, 429–431. (doi:10.
2307/2388563)

30. Thompson RT. 1992 Observations on the
morphology and classification of weevils
(Coleoptera, Curculionoidea) with a key to major
groups. J. Nat. Hist. 26, 835–891. (doi:10.1080/
00222939200770511)

31. Alonso-Zarazaga MA, Lyal CHC. 1999 A world
catalogue of families and genera of Curculionoidea
(Insecta: Coleoptera) (excepting Scolytidae and
Platypodidae). Barcelona, Spain: Entomopraxis S.C.P.

32. Caldara R, Franz NM, Oberprieler RG. 2014
Curculioninae Latreille, 1802. In Handbook of
zoology. Coleoptera, beetles: morphology and
systematics (eds RAB Leschen, RG Beutel),
pp. 589–628. Berlin: De Gruyter.

33. McKenna DD, Sequeira AS, Marvaldi AE, Farrell BD.
2009 Temporal lags and overlap in the
diversification of weevils and flowering plants. Proc.
Natl Acad. Sci. USA 106, 7083–7088. (doi:10.1073/
pnas.0810618106)

34. McKenna DD et al. 2018 Morphological and
molecular perspectives on the phylogeny, evolution
and classification of weevils (Coleoptera:
Curculionoidea): Proceedings from the 2016
International Weevil Meeting. Diversity 10, 64.
(doi:10.3390/d10030064)

35. Haran J, Timmermans MJTN, Vogler AP. 2013
Mitogenome sequences stabilize the phylogenetics of
weevils (Curculionoidea) and establish the
monophyly of larval ectophagy. Mol. Phylogenet. Evol.
67, 156–166. (doi:10.1016/j.ympev.2012.12.022)

36. Gillett CPDT, Crampton-Platt A, Timmermans MJTN,
Jordal BH, Emerson BC, Vogler AP. 2014 Bulk de
novo mitogenome assembly from pooled total DNA
elucidates the phylogeny of weevils (Coleoptera:
Curculionoidea). Mol. Biol. Evol. 31, 2223–2237.
(doi:10.1093/molbev/msu154)

37. Gunter NL, Oberprieler RG, Cameron SL. 2016
Molecular phylogenetics of Australian weevils
(Coleoptera: Curculionoidea): exploring relationships
in a hyperdiverse lineage through comparison of
independent analyses. Aust. Entomol. 55, 217–233.
(doi:10.1111/aen.12173)

38. Leschen RA, Davis S, Brown SD, Brav-Cubitt T,
Buckley TR. 2022 The enigmatic dead-leaf miner
Geochus Broun (Coleoptera: Curculionidae):
phylogenetic placement, a new species, and
lectotype designations. Coleopterists Bull. 76, 1–35.
(doi:10.1649/0010-065X-76.1.1)

39. Kojima H, Morimoto K. 2005 Weevils of the tribe
Acalyptini (Coleoptera: Curculionidae:
Curculioninae): redefinition and a taxonomic
treatment of the Japanese, Korean and Taiwanese
species. Esakia 35, 238–245.
40. Brenner ED, Stevenson DW, Twigg RW. 2003 Cycads:
evolutionary innovations and the role of plant-
derived neurotoxins. Trends Plant Sci. 8, 446–452.
(doi:10.1016/S1360-1385(03)00190-0)

41. Oberprieler RG. 2004 ‘Evil weevils’ – the key to cycad
survival and diversification? In The biology, structure
and systematics of the Cycadales. Proceedings of the
6th international conference on cycad biology (ed. AJ
Lindstrom, pp. 170–194. Chonburi, Thailand: Nong
Nooch Tropical Botanical Garden.

42. Salzman S, Crook D, Crall JD, Hopkins R, Pierce NE.
2020 An ancient push-pull pollination mechanism
in cycads. Science Advances 6, eaay6169. (doi:10.
1126/sciadv.aay6169)

43. Haran J, Beaudoin-Ollivier L, Benoit L, Kergoat GJ.
2021 The origin of an extreme case of sister-species
sympatry in a palm-pollinator mutualistic system.
J. Biogeogr. 48, 3158–3169. (doi:10.1111/jbi.14273)

44. Oberprieler RG, Anderson RS, Marvaldi AE. 2014
Curculionoidea Latreille, 1802: introduction, phylogeny.
In Handbook of zoology: arthropoda: insecta. Part 38.
Coleoptera, beetles volume 3: morphology and
systematics (phytophaga) (eds RAB Leschen, RG
Beutel), pp. 285–300. Berlin, Germany: Walter de
Gruyter.

45. McKenna DD. 2011 Temporal lags and overlap in
the diversification of weevils and flowering plants:
recent advances and prospects for additional
resolution. Am. Entomol. 57, 54–55. (doi:10.1093/
ae/57.1.54)

46. Haddad S, Shin S, Svacha P, Ślipiński A, Windsor D,
Moriarty-Lemmon E, Lemmon A, McKenna DD. 2017
Phylogenomics resolves the enigmatic higher-level
phylogeny of longhorned beetles (Cerambycidae).
Syst. Entomol. 43, 68–89. (https://resjournals.
onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/syen.12257)

47. Baird HP, Shin S, Oberprieler RG, Hullé M, Vernon P,
Moon KL, Adams RH, McKenna DD, Chown SL. 2021
Fifty million years of beetle evolution along the
Antarctic Polar Front. Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA 118,
e2017384118. (doi:10.1073/pnas.2017384118)

48. Johnson AJ, McKenna DD, Jordal BH, Cognato AI,
Smith-Cognato SM, Lemmon AR, Lemmon EL, Hulcr
J. 2018 Phylogenomics clarifies repeated
evolutionary origins of inbreeding and fungus
farming in bark beetles (Curculionidae, Scolytinae).
Mol. Phylogenet. Evol. 127, 229–238. (doi:10.1016/
j.ympev.2018.05.028)

49. Breinholt JW, Earl C, Lemmon AR, Lemmon EM,
Xiao L, Kawahara AY. 2018 Resolving relationships
among the megadiverse butterflies and moths with
a novel pipeline for anchored phylogenomics. Syst.
Biol. 67, 78–93. (doi:10.1093/sysbio/syx048)

50. Camacho C, Coulouris G, Avagyan V, Ma M,
Papadopoulos J, Bealer K, Madden TL. 2009
BLAST+: architecture and applications. BMC Bioinf.
10, 421. (doi:10.1186/1471-2105-10-421)

51. Edgar RC. 2010 Search and clustering orders
of magnitude faster than BLAST. Bioinformatics
26, 2460–2461. (doi:10.1093/bioinformatics/
btq461)

52. Katoh K, Standley DM. 2013 MAFFT multiple
sequence alignment software version 7:

http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/aob/mct192
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12862-015-0347-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12862-015-0347-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/biolinnean/blac069
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/biolinnean/blac069
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s42003-020-01482-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s42003-020-01482-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1146-609X(00)86622-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1146-609X(00)86622-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.11646/zootaxa.4576.3.3
http://dx.doi.org/10.11646/zootaxa.4576.3.3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jisesa/iex018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jisesa/iex018
http://dx.doi.org/10.5852/ejt.2022.818.1771
http://dx.doi.org/10.5852/ejt.2022.818.1771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0007485300017673
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0007485300017673
https://www.jstor.org/stable/25078744
https://www.jstor.org/stable/25078744
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42690-023-01041-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2388563
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2388563
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00222939200770511
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00222939200770511
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0810618106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0810618106
https://doi.org/10.3390/d10030064
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2012.12.022
https://doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msu154
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/aen.12173
http://dx.doi.org/10.1649/0010-065X-76.1.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1360-1385(03)00190-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aay6169
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aay6169
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jbi.14273
https://doi.org/10.1093/ae/57.1.54
https://doi.org/10.1093/ae/57.1.54
https://resjournals.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/syen.12257
https://resjournals.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/syen.12257
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2017384118
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2018.05.028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2018.05.028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/sysbio/syx048
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2105-10-421
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btq461
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btq461


11

 D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
ttp

s:
//r

oy
al

so
ci

et
yp

ub
lis

hi
ng

.o
rg

/ o
n 

11
 O

ct
ob

er
 2

02
3 
improvements in performance and usability. Mol.
Biol. Evol. 30, 772–780. (doi:10.1093/molbev/
mst010)

53. Kück P, Longo GC. 2014 FASconCAT-G: extensive
functions for multiple sequence alignment
preparations concerning phylogenetic studies. Front.
Zool. 11, 81. (doi:10.1186/s12983-014-0081-x)

54. Li X et al. 2021 Phylogeny of gracillariid leaf-mining
moths: evolution of larval behaviour inferred from
phylogenomic and Sanger data. Cladistics 38, 1–24.
(doi:10.1111/cla.12490)

55. Larsson A. 2014 AliView: A fast and lightweight
alignment viewer and editor for large datasets.
Bioinformatics 30, 3276–3278. doi:10.1093/
bioinformatics/btu531

56. Nguyen LT, Schmidt HA, von Haeseler A, Minh BQ.
2015 IQ-TREE: a fast and effective stochastic
algorithm for estimating maximum-likelihood
phylogenies. Mol. Biol. Evol. 32, 268–274. (doi:10.
1093/molbev/msu300)

57. Allio R, Schomaker-Bastos A, Romiguier J,
Prosdocimi F, Nabholz B, Delsuc F. 2020 MitoFinder:
Efficient automated large-scale extraction of
mitogenomic data in target enrichment
phylogenomics. Mol. Ecol. Resource 20, 892–905.
(doi:10.1111/1755-0998.13160)

58. Clark K, Karsch-Mizrachi I, Lipman DJ, Ostell J,
Sayers EW. 2015 GenBank. Nucleic Acids Res. 44,
67–72. (doi:10.1093/nar/gkv1276)

59. Ranwez V, Chantret N, Delsuc F. 2021 Aligning
protein-coding nucleotide sequences with MACSE.
In Multiple sequence alignment (ed. K Katoh).
New York, NY: Humana.

60. Hoang DT, Chernomor O, von Haeseler A, Minh BQ,
Vinh LS. 2018 UFBoot2: improving the ultrafast
bootstrap approximation. Mol. Biol. Evol. 35,
518–522. (doi:10.1093/molbev/msx281)

61. Minh BQ et al. 2019 The evolution and genomic
basis of beetle diversity. PNAS 116, 24 729–24 737.
(doi:10.1073/pnas.1909655116)

62. Guindon S, Dufayard J-F, Lefort V, Anisimova M,
Hordijk W, Gascuel O. 2010 New algorithms and
methods to estimate maximum-likelihood
phylogenies: assessing the performance of PhyML 3.0.
Syst. Biol. 59, 307–321. (doi:10.1093/sysbio/syq010)

63. Clarke DJ, Limaye A, McKenna DD, Oberprieler RG. 2019
The weevil fauna preserved in Burmese amber—
snapshot of a unique, extinct lineage (Coleoptera:
Curculionoidea). Diversity 11, 1. (doi:10.3390/d11010001)

64. Maddison WP, Maddison DR. 2021 Mesquite: a
modular system for evolutionary analysis. Version
3.70. See http://www.mesquiteproject.org

65. Revell LJ. 2012 phytools: an R package for
phylogenetic comparative biology (and other
things). Methods Ecol. Evol. 3, 217–223. (doi:10.
1111/j.2041-210X.2011.00169.x)

66. Core Team R. 2022 R: A language and environment
for statistical computing. Vienna, Austria: R
Foundation for Statistical Computing.

67. Marvaldi AE, Lanteri AA, del Río MG, Oberprieler RG.
2014 3.7.5. Entiminae Schoenherr, 1823. In
Handbook of zoology, vol. 3. Coleoptera, beetles.
Morphology and systematics (eds RA Leschen, RG
Beutel), p. 684. Berlin, Germany: De Gruyter.

68. Oberprieler RG. 2010 A reclassification of the weevil
subfamily Cyclominae (Coleoptera: Curculionidae).
Zootaxa 2515, 1–35. (doi:10.11646/zootaxa.2515.1.1)

69. Seago AE, Oberprieler RG, Saranathan VK. 2019
Evolution of insect iridescence: origins of three-
dimensional photonic crystals in weevils
(Coleoptera: Curculionoidea). Integr. Comp. Biol. 59,
1–9. (doi:10.1093/icb/icz040)

70. Jordal BH, Sequeira AS, Cognato AI. 2011 The
age and phylogeny of wood boring weevils
and the origin of subsociality. Mol. Phylogenet.
Evol. 59, 708–724. (doi:10.1016/j.ympev.2011.03.
016)

71. Kuschel G. 1995 A phylogenetic classification of
Curculionoidea to families and subfamilies. Memoirs
of the Entomological Society of Washington 14, 5–33.

72. Anderson RS. 2002 131. Curculionidae Latreille
1802. In American beetles, vol. 2. Polyphaga:
Scarabaeoidea through Curculionoidea (eds RHJ
Arnett, MC Thomas), pp. 722–815. Boca Raton, FL:
CRC Press.

73. Smith CI, Pellmyr O, Althoff DM, Balcazar-Lara M,
Leebens-Mack JH, Segraves KA. 2008 Pattern and
timing of diversification in Yucca (Agavaceae):
specialized pollination does not escalate rates of
diversification. Proc. R. Soc. B 275, 249–258.
(doi:10.1098/rspb.2007.1405)

74. Althoff DM, Segraves KA, Smith CI, Leebens-Mack J,
Pellmyr O. 2012 Geographic isolation trumps
coevolution as a driver of yucca and yucca moth
diversification. Mol. Phylogenet. Evol. 62, 898–906.
(doi:10.1016/j.ympev.2011.11.024)

75. Hembry DH, Kawakita A, Gurr NE, Schmaedick MA,
Baldwin BG, Gillespie RG. 2013 Non-congruent
colonizations and diversification in a coevolving
pollination mutualism on oceanic islands.
Proc. R. Soc. B 208, 20130361. (doi:10.1098/rspb.
2013.0361)

76. Finch JTD, Power SA, Welbergen JA, Cook JM. 2018
Two’s company, three’s a crowd: co-occurring
pollinators and parasite species in Breynia
oblongifolia (Phyllanthaceae). BMC Evol. Biol. 18,
193. (doi:10.1186/s12862-018-1314-y)

77. McKenna DD et al. 2019 The evolution and genomic
basis of beetle diversity. Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA
116, 24 729–24 737. (doi:10.1073/pnas.
1909655116)

78. McKenna DD. 2020 Symbiotic microbes mediate
host range of herbivorous beetles. Curr. Biol. 30,
R893–R896. (doi:10.1016/j.cub.2020.05.089)

79. Thompson JN. 1994 The coevolutionary process.
Chicago, IL: University of Chicago Press.

80. Regal PJ. 1982 Pollination by wind and animals:
ecology of geographic patterns. Annu. Rev. Ecol.
Syst. 13, 497–524. (doi:10.1146/annurev.es.13.
110182.002433)

81. Williams G, Adam P. 1994 A review of rainforest
pollination and plant-pollinator interactions with
particular reference to Australian subtropical
rainforests. Australian Zoologist 29, 177–212.
(doi:10.7882/AZ.1994.006)

82. Vizentin-Bugoni J, Maruyama PK, de Souza CS,
Ollerton J, Rech AR, Sazima M. 2018 Plant-
pollinator networks in the Tropics: a review. In
Ecological networks in the tropics (eds W Dáttilo, V
Rico-Gray), pp. 73–91. Cham, Switzerland: Springer.

83. Haran J, et al. 2023 Code for: Phylogenomics
illuminates the phylogeny of flower weevils
(Curculioninae) and reveals ten independent origins
of brood-site pollination mutualism in true weevils.
Zenodo. (doi:10.5281/zenodo.
7849369)

84. Haran J et al. 2023 Phylogenomics illuminates the
phylogeny of flower weevils (Curculioninae) and
reveals ten independent origins of brood-site
pollination mutualism in true weevils. Figshare.
(doi:10.6084/m9.figshare.c.6845617)

http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/molbev/mst010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/molbev/mst010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12983-014-0081-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/cla.12490
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btu531
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btu531
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msu300
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msu300
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1755-0998.13160
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkv1276
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msx281
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1909655116
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/sysbio/syq010
https://doi.org/10.3390/d11010001
http://www.mesquiteproject.org
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.2041-210X.2011.00169.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.2041-210X.2011.00169.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.11646/zootaxa.2515.1.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/icb/icz040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2011.03.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2011.03.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2007.1405
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2011.11.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2013.0361
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2013.0361
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12862-018-1314-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1909655116
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1909655116
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2020.05.089
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.es.13.110182.002433
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.es.13.110182.002433
http://dx.doi.org/10.7882/AZ.1994.006
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.7849369
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.7849369
http://dx.doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.c.6845617

	Phylogenomics illuminates the phylogeny of flower weevils (Curculioninae) and reveals ten independent origins of brood-site pollination mutualism in true weevils
	Introduction
	Material and methods
	Taxon sampling
	DNA extraction, library preparation and sequencing
	Assembly, extraction and analysis of phylogenetic markers
	Supermatrix construction and inferences
	Ancestral character state reconstruction

	Results
	Phylogenetic analyses
	Ancestral character state estimation

	Discussion
	Dismantling the concept of Curculioninae
	Multiple independent origins of brood-site pollination in weevils
	Transitions from detrimental to mutualistic relationships

	Conclusion
	Ethics
	Data accessibility
	Declaration of AI use
	Authors' contributions
	Conflict of interest declaration
	Funding
	Acknowledgements
	References


