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A Corrigendum on

The Spatial Signature of Introgression After a Biological InvasionWith Hybridization

by Quilodrán, C. S., Tsoupas, A., and Currat, M. (2020). Front. Ecol. Evol. 8:569620.
doi: 10.3389/fevo.2020.569620

In the original article, there was a mistake in the legend for Figure 4 and Supplementary Figure S3

as published. Both figure legends state “The arrows indicate the direction of the increasing level

of introgression,” while they should read “The arrows indicate the direction of the invasive

taxon colonization.” The corrected legends appear below.

Figure 4. Effect of time since the onset of biological invasion on the level of introgression. Two
interacting taxa are represented with different colors (yellow and gray). The level of introgression
(%) is estimated in both the source of the expansion and the extreme corner in which both taxa are
present. The arrows indicate the direction of the invasive taxon colonization. Three scenarios of
biological invasion (see Figure 1) and five demographic sub-scenarios (seeTable 1) were simulated.
The demographic parameters of sub-scenarios for taxon 1 and taxon 2 are also presented (taxon 1
| taxon 2). Taxon 1 is considered to be local under the “whole area” and “restricted area” scenarios
but invasive under the “two invasions” scenario. Taxon 2 is always considered to be an invasive
taxon. The values of introgression are averaged over 10,000 simulations.

Supplementary Figure S3. Effect of time since the stop of hybridization after a biological
invasion. Two interacting taxa are represented with different colors (yellow and gray). The
level of introgression (%) is estimated in both the source of the expansion and the extreme
corner in which both taxa are present. The arrows indicate the direction of the invasive taxon
colonization. The explored scenario corresponds to the “whole area” (see Figure 1) and five
demographic sub-scenarios (see Table 1). The demographic parameters of sub-senarios for taxon
1 (local) and taxon 2 (invasive) are also presented (taxon 1 | taxon 2). Both taxa hybridize during
2,000 generations. The plotted values represent introgression during an additional time of 2,000
generations without interbreeding (4,000 generations in total). The values of introgression are
averaged over 10,000 simulations.

In the original article, there was a mistake in Figure 4 and Supplementary Figure S3

as published. The triangles and circles of both figure legends should read “Corner” and
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Quilodrán et al. Corrigendum: Spatial Patterns of Introgression

“Source,” respectively. They are interchanged in the

original published manuscript. The corrected Figure 4

and Supplementary Figure S3 appears below.
The authors apologize for this error and state that this does

not change the scientific conclusions of the article in any way.
The original article has been updated.

FIGURE 4 | Effect of time since the onset of biological invasion on the level of introgression. Two interacting taxa are represented with different colors (yellow and

gray). The level of introgression (%) is estimated in both the source of the expansion and the extreme corner in which both taxa are present. The arrows indicate the

direction of the invasive taxon colonization. Three scenarios of biological invasion (see Figure 1) and five demographic sub-scenarios (see Table 1) were simulated.

The demographic parameters of sub-scenarios for taxon 1 and taxon 2 are also presented (taxon 1 | taxon 2). Taxon 1 is considered to be local under the “whole

area” and “restricted area” scenarios but invasive under the “two invasions” scenario. Taxon 2 is always considered to be an invasive taxon. The values of

introgression are averaged over 10,000 simulations.

SUPPLEMENTARY FIGURE 3 | Effect of time since the stop of hybridization after a biological invasion. Two interacting taxa are represented with different colors

(yellow and gray). The level of introgression (%) is estimated in both the source of the expansion and the extreme corner in which both taxa are present. The arrows

indicate the direction of the invasive taxon colonization. The explored scenario corresponds to the “whole area” (see Figure 1) and five demographic sub-scenarios

(see Table 1). The demographic parameters of sub-senarios for taxon 1 (local) and taxon 2 (invasive) are also presented (taxon 1 | taxon 2). Both taxa hybridize during

2,000 generations. The plotted values represent introgression during an additional time of 2,000 generations without interbreeding (4,000 generations in total). The

values of introgression are averaged over 10,000 simulations.
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