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ABSTRACT
Understanding the interactions between plants and pollinators within a system can
provide information about pollination requirements and the degree to which species
contribute to floral reproductive success. Past research has focused largely on
interactions within monocultured agricultural systems and only somewhat on wild
pollination networks. This study focuses on the culturally significant Three Sisters
Garden, which has been grown and tended by many Indigenous peoples for
generations in the Great Lakes Region. Here, the plant-pollinator network of the
traditional Three Sisters Garden with the inclusion of some additional culturally
significant plants was mapped. Important visitors in this system included the
common eastern bumble bee, Bombus impatiens Cresson (Hymenoptera: Apidae),
and the hoary squash bee, Xenoglossa pruinosa (Say) (Hymenoptera: Apidae), as
determined by their abundances and pollinator service index (PSI) values.
Understanding the key pollinators in the Three Sisters Garden links biological
diversity to cultural diversity through the pollination of culturally significant plants.
Further, this information could be of use in supporting Indigenous food sovereignty
by providing knowledge about which wild pollinators could be supported to increase
fruit and seed set within the Three Sisters Garden. Our findings can also lead to more
effective conservation of important wild pollinator species.

Subjects Conservation Biology, Ecology, Entomology, Plant Science
Keywords Plant-pollinator network, Pollination, Culturally significant plants, Pollinator
conservation, Conservation, Ecological interactions

INTRODUCTION
Pollination is a mutualistic interaction between two levels of the food web—plants and
their pollinators (Jordano, 1987; Carvalheiro, Barbosa & Memmott, 2008; Ings et al., 2009;
Willis Chan & Raine, 2023). Network theory has been used in the evaluation of mutualistic
interactions, and the interactions are cumulatively referred to as a plant-pollinator network
(Jordano, 1987; Ings et al., 2009; Kaiser-Bunbury & Blüthgen, 2015; Jolls et al., 2019). While
plant-pollinator network characteristics (such as asymmetry and nestedness) (Bascompte
et al., 2003; Bascompte, Jordano & Olesen, 2006;Montoya, Pimm & Solé, 2006) make them
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theoretically robust, there is potential for anthropogenically driven environmental
disturbance to eventually collapse plant-pollinator networks (Kearns, Inouye & Waser,
1998; Potts et al., 2010; Brosi & Briggs, 2013; Tucker & Rehan, 2016; Tscharntke, 2021).

Plant-pollinator networks are negatively impacted by various factors including habitat
fragmentation and land use changes (Spiesman & Inouye, 2013), conventional agricultural
practices (e.g., pesticides), non-native species introductions (Kearns & Inouye, 1993), and
increasingly, climate change (Memmott et al., 2007). Documenting these mutualisms and
modeling how they respond to change are integral to the conservation and restoration of
ecological networks (Memmott, 2009; Kaiser-Bunbury & Blüthgen, 2015; Tucker & Rehan,
2016). Studying plant-pollinator networks helps to fill in baseline information about the
ecological role of wild bees and to understand the stability and/or resiliency of the network
to environmental change (Tucker & Rehan, 2016). The loss of even a single species can
have significant effects on reproductive success of the plants within a system (Brosi &
Briggs, 2013). Declines of pollinators within a network can contribute to negative feedback
of less floral reproduction, which then in turn contributes to fewer resources for pollinators
(Tscharntke, 2021). Wild pollinators provide significant levels of pollination services to
crops (Garibaldi et al., 2011), yet the details (e.g., the level of pollinator abundance or
diversity required to provide adequate pollination) of these relationships remain relatively
unknown (Kovács‐Hostyánszki et al., 2017; Danforth, Minckley & Neff, 2019). Pollination
deficits are a threat to global food security (Tscharntke, 2021).

There have been efforts recently to increase food production without increasing the level
of environmental harm from agriculture (Pretty & Bharucha, 2014; Tscharntke, 2021;
Ramirez & Wright, 2023). Intercropping is a practice that may increase yield and promote
sustainable land and resource use (Tscharntke, 2021; Ramirez & Wright, 2023).
Intercropping has also been suggested as a method of reducing agricultural causes of
pollinator decline (Kovács‐Hostyánszki et al., 2017; Tscharntke, 2021). The Three Sisters
method of cultivation is a polyculture practice (intercropping) involving the growth of
multiple crops simultaneously (Eames-Sheavly, 1993; Kuepper, Dodson & Duncan, 2016).

Archaeobotanical remnants in the forests and prairies of Canada show evidence of corn
domestication as early as 500 A.D. (Boyd & Surette, 2010) and common bean and squash
cultivation in the Woodland period (1000 B.C.–1000 A.D.) (Boyd et al., 2014). The Three
Sisters were grown for 500 years pre-contact by the Seneca people in western New York
and were referred to as “Diohe’ko”, which translates to “these sustain us” (Lewandowski,
1987). The Haudenosaunee people (people of the long house) of the Eastern United States
and Canada have traditionally planted the Three Sisters Garden (Eames-Sheavly, 1993).
Broadly, it has been reported that the Three Sisters were grown by all tribes who practiced
agriculture in northeastern North America (Lewandowski, 1987). This study aims to better
understand the pollinator community and plant-pollinator network in a Three Sisters
Garden (TSG). The Three Sisters Garden is composed of corn (Zea mays L. (Poales:
Poaceae)), common bean (Phaseolus vulgaris L. (Fabales: Fabaceae)), and squash
(Cucurbita L. sp. (Cucurbitales: Cucurbitaceae)) (Boyd et al., 2014).

Cucurbita plants (pumpkins, squash, gourds) are monoecious and rely on insect
pollination; each plant has both pistillate (female) and staminate (male) flowers
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(Stapleton, Wien &Morse, 2000;Whitaker & Davis, 2012; Brochu, Fleischer & Lopez-Uribe,
2021,Willis Chan & Raine, 2021a). Flowers open at dawn and close by noon each day, and
pollination must occur within this window (Nepi & Pacini, 1993, Willis Chan & Raine,
2021a). Xenoglossa pruinosa (Say) (Hymenoptera: Apidae) is an oligolectic bee species,
foraging only on the flowers of Cucurbita crops and wild Cucurbita spp. where they are
present (Hurd & Linsley, 1964; Willis Chan, 2020; Brochu, Fleischer & Lopez-Uribe, 2021).
The hoary squash bee’s natural geographic range has increased over the past 1,000 years
following the spread of squash planting for agricultural purposes (Brochu, Fleischer &
Lopez-Uribe, 2021). Domesticated squash has been receiving pollination by wild
pollinators prior to the introduction of the western honey bee, Apis mellifera L.
(Hymenoptera: Apidae) (López-Uribe et al., 2016). Phaseolus vulgaris is self-compatible,
i.e., able to self-pollinate as the flower opens and provides little, if any, nectar (Ibarra-Perez
et al., 1999; de Souza Paulino et al., 2023). It is also noted, however, that the reproductive
success of the plant (seed yield) can be increased by visits from larger bees (e.g., carpenter
bees, bumble bees, etc.) (Ibarra-Perez et al., 1999). Phaseolus coccineus L. has been found to
set few pods without the presence of insect visitors (Darwin, 1876; Free, 1966; Free &
Racey, 1968; Kendall & Smith, 1976). Zea mays is wind pollinated and therefore does not
rely on insects for pollination; however, insects may visit the flowers (Johnson & Hayes,
1932; Wheelock, Rey & O’Neal, 2016; Rondeau, Willis Chan & Pindar, 2022).

In some cases, sunflowers would be grown along one side of the Three Sisters Garden
(Kuepper, Dodson & Duncan, 2016); it has been reported that this was done to attract
pollinators to the garden (Native Seeds Search, 2024a; Rodale Institute, 2020). Other plants,
including Hopi tobacco (Nicotiana rustica L. (Solanales: Solanaceae)), purple coneflower
(Echinacea purpurea (L.) Moench (Asterales: Asteraceae)), common milkweed (Asclepias
syriaca L. (Gentianales: Apocynaceae)), wild bergamot (Monarda fistulosa L. (Lamiales:
Lamiaceae)), Oswego tea/bee balm (Monarda didyma L.), and American vervain (Verbena
hastata L. (Lamiales: Verbenaceae)), are also planted in some food and medicine gardens
(Our Sustenance, 2020; Peel Aboriginal Network and Toronto and Region Conservation
Authority (PAN) and (TRCA), 2020).

The Three Sisters Garden (TSG) is a growing method with long biological and cultural
roots, and medicine plants are important to many Indigenous cultures (Densmore, 1928;
Lewington, 1990; Padulosi, Leaman & Quek, 2004; Genuisz, 2015; Peel Aboriginal Network
and Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (PAN) and (TRCA), 2020). A better
understanding of the pollinator community and plant-pollinator network in the Three
Sisters Garden will provide information about the wildlife that provides ecological services
to this kind of garden and thus the pollinators that are connected to Indigenous food and
medicine sovereignty. Intercropping also offers a sustainable agricultural practice that may
be useful, specifically in urban agriculture (Ramirez & Wright, 2023).

The objective of this study is to map the plant-pollinator network in the culturally
significant Three Sisters garden and determine if and how the pollinator community in the
garden differs from the local wild pollinator community based on pan-trap sampling in
adjacent, natural sites and in the context of other regional studies. These baseline
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conditions will be useful for predicting how the Three Sisters Garden system may be
impacted by environmental change into the future.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Study sites and land acknowledgment
This research was undertaken on the traditional territories of multiple First Nations.
The campus of York University is located on the traditional territory of the Anishinabe
Nation, the Haudenosaunee Confederacy, the Huron-Wendat, and the Métis.
The current treaty holders in this location are the Mississaugas of the New Credit First
Nation, and the land is subject to the Dish with One Spoon Wampum Belt Covenant.
The eastern Ontario field sites are located on unceded Algonquin territory and are subject
to Treaty 27 and Treaty 27 1/4. We acknowledge the generations of caretaking of the land
by the many Indigenous peoples who have and still do call these places home. Plot A is
located in Arnprior, Ontario, Plot B is located in Pakenham, Ontario, and Plot C is
located in Lanark, Ontario. A map of sampling sites (Fig. 1) was generated in R using the
packages raster (Hijmans, 2022), rgdal (Bivand, Keitt & Rowlingson, 2022), and sf
(Pebesma, 2018), with the spatial data for political boundaries downloaded from
GADM data (https://gadm.org/data.html) and lakes downloaded from Natural Earth
(https://www.naturalearthdata.com/).

Planting
Seeds for this study were sourced from Urban Harvest (www.urbanharvest.ca) and
included scarlet runner (Phaseolus coccineus) and true red cranberry beans (Phaseolus
vulgaris), delicata (Cucurbita pepo L. ‘Delicata’) and pattypan squash (Cucurbita pepo
‘Patty Pan’), bloody butcher corn (Zea mays ‘Bloody Butcher’), purple coneflower
(Echinacea purpurea), bee balm (Monarda didyma), and sunflowers (Helianthus annuus L.
‘Autumn Beauty’ (Asterales: Asteraceae)). Pots with purple coneflower, Oswego tea, and
American vervain (Verbena hastata) were added to the garden sites since growing these
plants from seeds is a multi-year process. Sunflowers and medicine plants were added to
replicate the addition of these plants to the traditional TSG system. Seeds (including corn,
squash, and beans) were started indoors in April using Organic ProMix and Jiffy pots (4″).
The soil was kept moist until germination, and light was provided using a TOLYS 1,000 W
LED light. At each site, the earth was tilled with a shovel, and soil amendments were added
as follows: two 85 L bags of Organic ProMix and four bags of composted sheep manure per
plot.

Traditional planting methods were followed (Native Seed Search, 2024b), which
included mounds of soil placed with the centre of each mound 5 ft from the centre of the
next mound for a total of 18 mounds. Each mound was 18″ across and 12″ high. Four corn
plants were planted in a 6″ square in alternating mounds. Beans were planted 3″ from each
corn plant, creating a square in each corn/bean mound. Squash plants were planted in the
remaining mounds, with two plants spaced 4″ apart (alternating mounds of ‘Patty Pan’ and
‘Delicata’ squash). Plots A, B, and C in eastern Ontario were used, and each contained a
30 ft × 30 ft garden plot of the Three Sisters. Various medicine plants were also added to all
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three plots, where some grew more succesfully than others. Plot A also had purple
coneflower, Oswego tea, milkweed, and American vervain growing in the garden. Plots B
and C also had purple coneflower, bee balm, and sunflowers.

Insect interaction observations, collection and curation
In 2020, for 4 days per week and over 8 weeks, sweep-net sampling for the plant-pollinator
network was conducted, rotating between morning and afternoon sessions, resulting in a
total of four sampling sessions per garden per week at three sites in eastern Ontario (Plots
A, B, and C) (total of 96 sampling sessions). Morning sessions were between 8 AM and
noon, and afternoon sessions between 1 PM and 5 PM (as in Tucker & Rehan, 2016).
Previous work sampling the plant-pollinator network in a garden setting used similar
methods (Gotlieb, Hollender & Mandelik, 2011). The garden plot was sampled by walking
down each of the rows and up the next row for 20 min. Each pollinator on a flower or
inflorescence was collected using a sweep net and placed in an insect vial, and the plant
species was noted on the vial. It was not determined whether pollen was deposited; rather,
a visit to the flower was used to signal an interaction. Vials were placed in a small lunch
cooler containing icepacks until the end of the 20-min session. At the end of each session,
the cooler was emptied, with each specimen that could be identified on the wing identified
and released (Apis mellifera and Bombus Latrielle spp. (Hymenoptera: Apidae)). A
voucher of each species was prepared to represent each species collected in the field
(Kearns & Inouye, 1993; Packer et al., 2018). Each specimen not identified in the field was
labelled with the floral species, site, and date. Collected specimens were placed in 70%
ethanol (Kearns & Inouye, 1993) and pinned at the end of each sampling day throughout
the season.

Pan trap sampling was conducted in the natural areas adjacent to the gardens—Pan
traps were placed 500 m away from the garden site at two sites. Small plastic coloured

Figure 1 Map of study sites. Location of study sites (A–C) in the great lakes region. Map credit: Natural
Earth. Full-size DOI: 10.7717/peerj.17401/fig-1
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bowls (yellow, blue, and white) were placed on the surface of the ground and filled with
soapy water. A 100 m transect was used, and pan traps were placed every ~15 m in a
repeating order of yellow, blue, and white (for a total of six traps per transect). Pan traps
were set in place for 24-h periods on sweep sampling days.

Bee identification
Vouchered collected specimens are stored at Dr. Sheila Colla’s laboratory at York
University, Toronto, Canada. The records were identified to species or morphospecies and
include preserved, physical, and some imaged specimens (e.g., Xenoglossa Smith and
Bombus). Pan trap samples were identified to species. Bees were identified to genus (and
species for genera that are monotypic in Eastern Canada) using the key of Packer, Genaro
& Sheffield (2007). Species-level identifications were made with reference to the keys and
taxon concepts of De Silva (2012) for Coelioxys Latreille (Hymenoptera: Megachilidae);
Gardner & Gibbs (2022) for metallic weak-veined Lasioglossum Curtis (Hymenoptera:
Halictidae); Gibbs et al. (2013) for non-metallic weak-veined Lasioglossum; Laverty &
Harder (1988) and Williams et al. (2014) for Bombus; McGinley (1986) for strong-veined
Lasioglossum; Mitchell (1960) for Halictus Latreille (Hymenoptera: Halictidae); Mitchell
(1962) for Melissodes Latreille (Hymenoptera: Apidae) and Osmia Panzer (Hymenoptera:
Halictidae); Onuferko (2017, 2018) for Epeolus Latreille (Hymenoptera: Apidae); Oram
(2018) for Hylaeus Fabricius (Hymenoptera: Colletidae); Portman et al. (2022) for
Augochlora Smith (Hymenoptera: Halictidae) and Augochlorella Sandhouse
(Hymenoptera: Halictidae); Rehan & Sheffield (2011) for Ceratina Latreille (Hymenoptera:
Apidae); Mitchell (1962) and Rowe (2017) for non-Osmia Osmiini; Mitchell (1962) and
Sheffield et al. (2011) for Megachile Latreille (Hymenoptera: Megachilidae); and Stephen
(1954) and Mitchell (1960) for Colletes Latreille (Hymenoptera: Colletidae). It was not
possible to distinguish some females of Ceratina dupla Say from C. mikmaqi Rehan &
Sheffield, so they were treated as a single morphospecies in data analysis, as Ceratina
dupla/mikmaqi.

Statistical analysis
Statistical analysis was conducted in R (R version 3.6.2 (2019-12-12) (R Core Team, 2019)).
The R package ‘vegan’ (Oksanen et al., 2020) was used to run species accumulation
estimates from abundance data (Gardener, 2014). The R package ‘bipartite’ (Dormann,
Gruber & Fründ, 2008) was used to run community (function networklevel) and species
(function specieslevel) level network analyses. Data were pooled together from all three
sites. Community level analysis was conducted including calculations of weighted
nestedness and weighted connectance (Tucker & Rehan, 2018). Nestedness refers to the
level of overlap between generalist and specialist interactions, where values closer to “1”
indicate a high degree of overlap and values closer to 0 indicate a low degree of overlap
(Tucker & Rehan, 2018; Delmas et al., 2019). Connectance refers to the proportion of
possible interactions that have been realized in the network (Kearns, Inouye & Waser,
1998; Tucker & Rehan, 2018; Delmas et al., 2019) and is a measure of the community’s
ability to respond to change such as species loss (Dunne, Williams & Martinez, 2002;
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Tucker & Rehan, 2016). Species level analysis included estimation and comparisons of
weighted degree and Pollination Service Index (PSI) values (Dormann, Gruber & Fründ,
2008; Tucker & Rehan, 2018). Degree measures the diet breadth of the pollinators or the
number of unique interactions of floral visitors (Tucker & Rehan, 2016). The PSI measures
the relative importance of each pollinator species to the functioning of the community
(1 = the species is critical to ecosystem functioning, 0 = community could function without
the species) (Dormann, Gruber & Fründ, 2008). PSI is calculated by first determining the
proportional representation of the plant species visited by a pollinator and second the
proportional representation of the bee species that visit a plant (Dormann & Fründ, 2024).
Third, these proportions are multiplied to determine the PSI value for each pollinator
species (Dormann & Fründ, 2024).

RESULTS
Abundance and diversity
A total of 310 interactions were observed during the sampling period (July–August 2020)
across all sites. Thirty-seven bee species/morphospecies were identified at all sites
combined (Fig. 2), with 14 recorded at Plot A, 19 at Plot B, and 22 at Plot C. A total of ten
plant varieties were present across all sites combined (Fig. 2), with eight species at Plot A,
five species at Plot B, and seven species at Plot C. The species accumulation estimate using
the Chao 1 and ACE tests was 63 (se.chao1 = 18) for all plots combined. The observed 37
species represent 59% of the ~63 bee species estimated to occur in the plant community.
Bees of the following three families were recorded: Apidae, Megachilidae, and Halictidae.
No Andrenidae or Colletedae were recorded in the interaction sampling. The most
frequent family was Apidae (n = 200), the most frequent genus was Bombus (n = 93), and
the most frequent species were Bombus impatiens (n = 88) and the hoary squash bee,
Xenoglossa pruinosa (n = 81). The Shannon’s Diversity for the garden sampling was 2.37.

A total of 397 bee specimens were collected from pan-trap sampling. Bees of 19 genera
and 53 species were collected in the pan trap samples. Bees of five families were collected
(Apidae, Megachilidae, Andrenidae, Colletidae, and Halictidae). Halictidae (n = 228) was
the most frequent bee family collected and Andrenidae was the least frequent (Table 1).
Halictus (n = 88) was the most frequent genus, and Halictus ligatus (n = 68) was the most
frequent species (Table 1). The species accumulation estimate using the Chao 1 and ACE
tests was 62 (se.chao1, 6). The observed 53 species represent 85% of the ~62 bee species
estimated to occur at the sites. The Shannon’s Diversity for the pan trap sampling was 3.22.
Fourteen genera were recorded in the blue pan traps, 15 genera in the white pan traps, and
12 genera in the yellow pan traps (Table 2).

Plant-pollinator network
For the garden sampling, the most common interactions observed across sites were
between Cucurbita pepo ‘Patty Pan’ and X. pruinosa (53 interactions) and B. impatiens
(54 interactions) (Fig. 2). Weighted connectance was 0.08 and weighted nestedness was
0.47. Bombus impatiens had the highest degree (6) and X. pruinosa (42) and B. impatiens
(41) had the highest PSI (Table 3).
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Cucurbita pepo ‘Patty Pan’ was associated with the highest number of bees (127),
followed by Nicotiana rustica ‘Hopi’, which was associated with the second highest
number (69) (Fig. 3). Phaseolus coccineus ‘Scarlet Runner’ and Verbena hastata were
associated with the lowest number of bees (four) (Fig. 3). Nicotiana rustica ‘Hopi’ was
associated with the highest number of bee species (19), followed by C. pepo ‘Patty Pan’ (11)

Figure 2 Plant-pollinator network. Interaction network displaying plant (species level) and pollinator
(species level) interactions (n = 310) observed in the three sisters garden plots. Interaction line width is
proportional to abundance. Full-size DOI: 10.7717/peerj.17401/fig-2
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Table 1 Bee species in pan traps. List and abundance of bees collected during pan trap sampling.

Andrenidae 3

Calliopsis Smith 3

andreniformis Smith 3

Apidae 103

Apis L. 2

mellifera L. 2

Bombus Latreille 37

borealis Kirby 1

griseocollis (De Geer) 11

impatiens Cresson 9

rufocinctus Cresson 8

terricola Kirby 4

vagans Smith 4

Ceratina Latreille 24

calcarata Robertson 10

dupla Say 1

mikmaqi Rehan & Sheffield 13

Epeolus Latreille 1

scutellaris Say 1

Xenoglossa Smith 2

pruinosa (Say) 2

Melissodes Latreille 37

desponsus Smith 18

druriellus (Kirby) 1

illatus Lovell & Cockerell 3

subillatus LaBerge 13

trinodis Robertson 1

Colletidae 6

Colletes Latreille 3

latitarsis Robertson 3

Hylaeus Fabricius 3

mesillae (Cockerell) 1

modestus Say 2

Halictidae 228

Augochlora Smith 2

pura (Say) 2

Augochlorella Sandhouse 62

aurata (Smith) 62

Halictus Latreille 88

confusus Smith 16

ligatus Say 68

rubicundus (Christ) 4

(Continued)
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(Fig. 3). Phaseolus coccineus ‘Scarlet Runner’ was associated with only one species of bee
(Fig. 3). The most common bee species recorded were B. impatiens (n = 88) and
X. pruinosa (n = 81) (Fig. 4). Seventeen bee species were recorded only once (Fig. 4). There
were no interactions recorded for corn flowers.

Table 1 (continued)

Lasioglossum Curtis 76

coriaceum (Smith) 4

cressonii (Robertson) 3

hitchensi Gibbs 11

imitatum (Smith) 1

leucocomus (Lovell) 7

leucozonium (Schrank) 8

lineatulum (Crawford) 2

oceanicum (Cockerell) 7

pectorale (Smith) 4

perpunctatum (Ellis) 1

pilosum (Smith) 2

tegulare (Robertson) 2

versatum (Robertson) 20

zephyrus (Smith) 3

zonulus (Smith) 1

Sphecodes Latreille 1

sp. 1

Megachilidae 56

Coelioxys Latreille 20

rufitarsis Smith 20

Heriades Spinola 5

carinata Cresson 4

leavitti Crawford 1

Hoplitis Klug 4

producta (Cresson) 3

spoliata (Provancher) 1

Megachile Latreille 27

brevis Say 4

campanulae (Robertson) 2

inermis Provancher 2

latimanus Say 15

mendica Cresson 1

rotundata (Fabricius) 3

Osmia Panzer 1

distincta Cresson 1

Note:
Bold styling indicates Family and Genus.
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Table 2 Bee genera by pan trap colour. Bee genera collected in blue, white, and yellow pan traps during
sampling in the natural environment adjacent to the Three Sisters Garden plots.

Blue

Andrena

Augochlorella

Augochloropsis

Bombus

Ceratina

Coelioxys

Dufourea

Epeolus

Eucera

Halictus

Hoplitis

Hylaeus

Lasioglossum

Megachile

White

Andrena

Apis

Augochlorella

Augochloropsis

Bombus

Ceratina

Coelioxys

Dufourea

Halictus

Hoplitis

Lasioglossum

Megachile

Osmia

Protandrena

Sphecodes

Yellow

Andrena

Augochlorella

Augochloropsis

Bombus

Ceratina

Coelioxys

Halictus

Hoplitis

Hylaeus

(Continued)
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Table 2 (continued)

Lasioglossum

Megachile

Perdita

Table 3 Pollinator service index. Species level network statistics in the Three Sisters Garden including
Degree and Pollinator Service Index (PSI). Degree is the diet breadth of the insect species. PSI is the
relative importance of each pollinator species to the functioning of the plant community.

Insect species All sites

Degree PSI

Apis mellifera L. 1 0.02

Augochlora pura (Say) 5 0.1

Augochlorella aurata (Smith) 4 0.34

Bombus bimaculatus Cresson 2 0.01

Bombus impatiens Cresson 6 0.41

Bombus vagans Smith 1 0.04

Ceratina calcarata Robertson 3 0.21

Ceratina dupla Say/mikmaqi Rehan & Sheffield 1 0.39

Coelioxys octodentatus Say 1 0.14

Halictus rubicundus (Christ) 1 0.02

Heriades leavitti Crawford 1 0.02

Lasioglossum atwoodi Givvs 1 0.04

Lasioglossum coriaceum (Smith) 2 0.02

Lasioglossum cressonii (Robertson) 1 0.02

Lasioglossum hitchensi Gibbs 2 0.02

Lasioglossum laevissimum (Smith) 1 0.02

Lasioglossum leucocomus (Lovell) 2 0.4

Lasioglossum leucozonium (Schrank) 1 0.13

Lasgioglossum lineatulum (Crawford) 1 0.02

Lasioglossum macoupinense (Robertson) 2 0.05

Lasioglossum oceanicum (Cockerell) 1 0.02

Lasioglossum perpunctatum (Ellis) 1 0.03

Lasioglossum quebecense (Crawford) 1 0.02

Lasioglossum tegulare (Robertson) 3 0.15

Lasioglossum truncatum (Robertson) 1 0.02

Lasioglossum versatum (Robertson) 3 0.1

Lasioglossum zephyrus (Smith) 1 0.02

Megachile brevis Say 1 0.02

Megachile inermis Provancher 1 0.3

Megachile latimanus Say 3 0.16

Megachile lippiae Cockerell 1 0.25

Megachile montivaga Cresson 1 0.14
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DISCUSSION
The most abundant visitor to the Three Sisters gardens, and the visitor with the highest
PSI, was X. pruinosa. The most common interactions were between X. pruinosa and
C. pepo ‘Patty Pan’ and between B. impatiens and C. pepo ‘Patty Pan’. Based on PSI,
X. pruinosa is one of the key species within the Three Sisters Garden system. There were
only two records of X. pruinosa in the pan trap samples, which can be explained by this
species’ specialization on Cucurbita. Xenoglossa pruinosa had the highest PSI at all sites
combined as well as at Plots A and B and was most frequently collected while visiting
C. pepo ‘Patty Pan’ and C. pepo ‘Delicata’.

As highlighted by Willis Chan (2020) and Willis Chan & Raine (2021a, 2021b, 2023),
X. pruinosa has a close association with Cucurbita crops grown for agricultural purposes in

Figure 3 Bee diversity in garden plots. Bee species richness and abundance on each plant species in the
Three Sisters Garden plots. Full-size DOI: 10.7717/peerj.17401/fig-3

Table 3 (continued)

Insect species All sites

Megachile pugnata Say 1 0.06

Megachile rotundata (Fabricius) 2 0.2

Megachile desponsus Smith 1 0.02

Melissodes trinodis Robertson 2 0.5

Xenoglossa pruinosa Say 4 0.42
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Ontario. The range of X. pruinosa in Ontario is outside of the range of wild Cucurbita
(López-Uribe et al., 2016). The range of X. pruinosa has been found to be impacted by
agricultural expansion in North America (Pope et al., 2023). The history of the Three
Sisters Garden and the remnants of domesticated beans and squash during the woodland
period (Boyd et al., 2014), as well as the close association still found today between
X. pruinosa and Cucurbita crops, highlight the importance of continued research focusing
on managing threats to X. pruinosa in a changing environment to ensure continued
pollination services by wild bees to this culturally and economically significant food plant.
There were also other bee species interacting with C. pepo including Apis mellifera,
Augochlora pura (Say), Augochlorella aurata (Smith), Bombus spp., Halictus rubicundus
(Christ), Lasioglossum spp., Megachile brevis Say, and Melissodes spp. Future studies
should examine the role of these bee species to pollination of Cucurbita.

The diversity of bees collected in the natural environment was higher than that in the
TSG system. The Shannon’s Diversity Index for the garden samples was 2.37, and for the

Figure 4 Bee abundance in garden plots. Bee species abundance (n = 310) collected in the Three Sisters Garden plots.
Full-size DOI: 10.7717/peerj.17401/fig-4
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pan traps was 3.22. Based on the species accumulation estimates, our results represent 59%
of bee species estimated to occur in the TSG system, indicating that more extensive
sampling is warranted for getting a more accurate representation of the pollinator
community. The interaction sampling recorded three bee families whereas pan trap
sampling recorded five bee families. Perhaps increased sampling effort would have
recorded Andrenidae and Colletidae in the interaction sampling. The absence of Andrena
Fabricius (Hymenoptera: Andrenidae) (the largest genus of andrenids in Eastern Canada)
from our samples may be explained by our sampling having taken place during the
summer and Andrena being most active in the spring.

Current management recommendations for X. pruinosa in agroecosystems are as
follows: (1) minimize pesticide exposure, (2) provide nesting sites, (3) maintain yearly field
proximity, (4) monitor populations, parasites, and pathogens, and (5) limit deep tillage
(Brochu, Fleischer & Lopez-Uribe, 2021). Therefore, some of the TSG growing methods
may already be implementing some of these practices, such as not using pesticides and
limiting deep tillage. With information about the importance of X. pruinosa to the TSG
and current management recommendations, it is possible to both maintain healthy
pollinator populations and ensure adequate pollination of culturally significant food
plants. In the absence of squash bees, honey bees and bumble bees are known to be
effective pollinators of Cucurbita crops (McGrady, Troyer & Fleischer, 2020). Bumble bees
are also at peak numbers during the pollination window for Cucurbita plants (Willis Chan
& Raine, 2021a). Therefore, using management recommendations for squash bees, such as
reducing pesticide exposure (Willis Chan & Raine, 2021c), can reduce harm to these
important pollinators.

Based on abundance, B. impatiens and X. pruinosa were the most common floral visitor
bee species in the TSG system. Tucker & Rehan (2016) found B. impatiens to be the most
abundant species in their recent study as well. Bombus impatiens is a bumble bee species
with a broad distribution in North America that is also used as a managed pollinator
(including outside its native range) (Ratti & Colla, 2010). It has a wide diet breadth,
frequently found on both native and introduced plant species (Williams, Colla & Xie, 2009;
Colla & Dumesh, 2010; Richards et al., 2011; Colla et al., 2012;Williams et al., 2014). In this
study, B. impatiens had the highest overall diet breadth of all bee species, which would
explain its ubiquitousness in wild and managed systems. Bumble bees are good pollinators
of Cucubita, able to deposit more pollen grains per stigma and come in contact with the
stigma more frequently than squash bees or honey bees (Artz & Nault, 2011).Willis Chan
& Raine (2021a) found that bumble bees in Ontario are active during the daily crop
pollination window, as are the squash bees. While honey bees are found visiting Cucurbita
flowers, it is likely that the pollen has been depleted and the bees are foraging for nectar
(Percival, 1947; Artz & Nault, 2011; Brochu et al., 2020). Pollen supply on staminate
flowers has been found to decrease by approximately 60% within the first hour after the
flowers open (Brochu et al., 2020; Willis Chan & Raine, 2021a). This information further
highlights the importance of X. pruinosa to the TSG system. Willis Chan & Raine (2021a)
found the pollination window of Cucurbita in Ontario to be between 6 AM and 8 AM.
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Future studies investigating the role of X. pruinosa to the TSG in Ontario should take this
into account during experimental design.

Within a pollination network, high connectance and high interaction diversity are
associated with stability and resilience (Tscharntke, 2021). The overall weighted
connectance of 0.08 is the same value found in wild bee pollination networks in northern
New England (Tucker & Rehan, 2016). The weighted nestedness of 0.47 is similar to this
study as well (0.51) (Tucker & Rehan, 2016). The authors concluded that both connectance
and nestedness were low, indicating that the pollination network in their study may not be
resilient to change and may be impacted by significant disturbances (Tucker & Rehan,
2016).

Based on the similar results of our study, we deduce that the TSG plant-pollinator
network may not be resilient to environmental perturbations. Brosi & Briggs (2013) suggest
that plant-pollinator networks overestimate the resiliency of pollination networks to
perturbations and found that the removal of one pollinator species can affect the quality of
reproduction of plant species in the system. Brosi & Briggs (2013) suggest that this is
because when a pollinator is removed, the plant-pollinator network finds species within
the system that will replace the pollination service to the plants visited by this particular
pollinator species, but in doing so the network does not consider the pollinator
effectiveness of each species. Pollinator effectiveness refers to how well a species of
pollinator moves pollen and sets fruits and seeds for a particular plant (Brosi & Briggs,
2013; McGrady, Troyer & Fleischer, 2020). Therefore, it is important to study not only the
plant-pollinator network but also particular interactions between a plant species and its
specific pollinators. If X. pruinosa were not present, Bombus species could provide
adequate pollination in terms of pollen grains deposited (McGrady, Troyer & Fleischer,
2020), however, and visits would be within the peak pollination window (Willis Chan,
2020).

The second most frequently visited plant in this study was N. rustica. Hopi tobacco is a
culturally significant plant to many Indigenous peoples (Brokenleg & Tornes, 2013; Sadik,
2014). Nicotiana rustica is a plant reported to produce up to two thirds of its seeds through
self-pollination and is pollinated by bees (Mather & Vines, 1952). In this study, N. rustica
supported the highest diversity of bee species and the second highest abundance of bee
visits. Augochlorella aurata represented 16% of the records in the pan trap samples from
the wild bee families, suggesting growing N. rustica may provide important foraging
resources to wild bees. While N. rustica is self-compatible (Mather & Vines, 1952, Raguso
et al., 2003), visits by insects increase its reproductive success (Adler et al., 2012; Gibson
et al., 2022). Augochlorella aurata belongs to the family Halictidae (sweat bees), which like
most other sweat bees, nests in bare soil (Buckley, Zettel Nalen & Ellis, 2019), but it is a
species that has also been found to be an important pollinator of N. rustica (Gibson et al.,
2022).

Management recommendations for Halictidae includes providing appropriate nesting
and foraging resources (Buckley, Zettel Nalen & Ellis, 2019). Avoiding tilling the soil is a
key factor in providing nesting space for sweat bees (Buckley, Zettel Nalen & Ellis, 2019).
Lewandowski (1987) reported that upon observation of European agriculture, the Seneca
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people who had traditionally grown the Three Sisters Garden were shocked by the
“wounding of Mother Earth” occurring, which was a reference to the tillage of the soil.
In some cases, however, mild tilling has had a positive impact on ground-nesting bee
abundance in agricultural areas (Cusser et al., 2023).

Beans, forming a large component of the Three Sisters Garden, had some of the lowest
observed rates of bee visitation. Only B. impatiens was observed visiting P. coccineus,
despite the other genera being present and visiting other plants within the plant
community. Overall, bee visitation to both bean varieties was quite low. Beans are mostly
self-pollinated with limited floral resources available, and yield is only marginally increased
by insect pollination (Ibarra-Perez et al., 1999).

Indigenous and other local communities support pollinator conservation through (1)
supporting biocultural (biological and cultural) diversity, (2) landscape management,
and (3) diversified farming systems (Hill et al., 2019). Here, we examine one of those
diversified farming systems. The Three Sisters is a key feature of northeastern North
American Indigenous agriculture (Lewandowski, 1987). The intercropping growing
method of the Three Sisters Garden has been found to support not just humans
physically and spiritually but also a wide diversity of wild pollinators through foraging and
nesting provisions. Supporting the cultivation of culturally appropriate foods, and
therefore food sovereignty, simultaneously supports and depends on the conservation of
wild bee species.

CONCLUSIONS
In this study we aimed to determine the plant-pollinator network in a Three Sisters Garden
in the Great Lakes Region. The results of this study highlight Bombus impatiens and
Xenoglossa pruinosa as important pollinators in the TSG system. Three of five bee families
found in nearby natural areas were also found in the garden system. One limitation of this
study is the lack of sweep net sampling in natural areas, which may be an avenue for future
research. Future directions may also include more research efforts focused on the critical
role of wild pollinators in culturally significant plants and the applied policies and
programs towards promoting their conservation and diversity.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
We thank Ben Shearer for field assistance on this project, and the private landowners who
volunteered their land for the study. Thank you to Dana Prieto, Research Associate for the
Finding Flowers Project.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION AND DECLARATIONS

Funding
This work was supported by the Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council of
Canada (NSERC), (PGSD3-547190-2020) and the Government of Canada’s New Frontiers
in Research Fund (NFRF), (NFRFE-2018-00485). The funders had no role in study design,
data collection and analysis, decision to publish, or preparation of the manuscript.

Gibson et al. (2024), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.17401 17/24

http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.17401
https://peerj.com/


Grant Disclosures
The following grant information was disclosed by the authors:
Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council of Canada (NSERC): PGSD3-547190-
2020.
Government of Canada’s New Frontiers in Research (NFRF): NFRFE-2018-00485.

Competing Interests
Dr. Sheila R. Colla is an Academic Editor for PeerJ.

Author Contributions
. Shelby D. Gibson conceived and designed the experiments, performed the experiments,
analyzed the data, prepared figures and/or tables, authored or reviewed drafts of the
article, and approved the final draft.

. Thomas M. Onuferko analyzed the data, prepared figures and/or tables, authored or
reviewed drafts of the article, and approved the final draft.

. Lisa Myers conceived and designed the experiments, authored or reviewed drafts of the
article, and approved the final draft.

. Sheila R. Colla conceived and designed the experiments, analyzed the data, prepared
figures and/or tables, authored or reviewed drafts of the article, and approved the final
draft.

Data Availability
The following information was supplied regarding data availability:

The data are available at Mendeley: Gibson, Shelby (2023), “Three Sisters Garden and
natural area”, Mendeley Data, V1, http://dx.doi.org/10.17632/jr9z897tm7.1.

REFERENCES
Adler LS, Seifert MG, Wink M, Morse GE. 2012. Reliance on pollinators predicts defensive

chemistry across tobacco species. Ecology Letters 15(10):1140–1148
DOI 10.1111/j.1461-0248.2012.01838.x.

Artz DR, Nault BA. 2011. Performance of Apis mellifera, Bombus impatiens, and Peponapis
pruinosa (Hymenoptera: Apidae) as pollinators of pumpkin. Journal of Economic Entomology
104:1153–1161 DOI 10.1603/EC10431.

Bascompte J, Jordano P, Melián CJ, Olesen JM. 2003. The nested assembly of plant-animal
mutualistic networks. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of
America 100(16):9383–9387 DOI 10.1073/pnas.1633576100.

Bascompte J, Jordano P, Olesen JM. 2006. Asymmetric coevolutionary networks facilitate
biodiversity maintenance. Science 312(5772):431–433 DOI 10.1126/science.1123412.

Bivand R, Keitt T, Rowlingson B. 2022. rgdal: bindings for the ‘geospatial’ data abstraction library.
R package version 1.5-32. Available at https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=rgdal.

Boyd M, Surette C. 2010. Northernmost precontact Maize in North America. American Antiquity
75(1):117–133 DOI 10.7183/0002-7316.75.1.117.

Boyd M, Surette C, Lints A, Hamilton S. 2014. Wild rice (Zizania spp.), the three sisters, and the
woodland tradition in Western and Central Canada. Midwest Archaeological Conference Inc.
Occasional Papers 1(1):7–32.

Gibson et al. (2024), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.17401 18/24

http://dx.doi.org/10.17632/jr9z897tm7.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2012.01838.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1603/EC10431
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1633576100
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1123412
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=rgdal
http://dx.doi.org/10.7183/0002-7316.75.1.117
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.17401
https://peerj.com/


Brochu KK, Fleischer SJ, Lopez-Uribe MM. 2021. Biology of the squash bee, Eucera (Peponapis)
pruinosa. University Park: Penn State Extension, 1–16 DOI 10.26207/x4w5-8813.

Brochu KK, van Dyke MT, Milano NJ, Petersen JD, McArt SH, Nault BA, Kessler A,
Danforth BN. 2020. Pollen defenses negatively impact foraging and fitness in a generalist bee
(Bombus impatiens: Apidae). Scientific Reports 10:3112 DOI 10.1038/s41598-020-58274-2.

Brokenleg I, Tornes E. 2013.Walking toward the sacred: out great lakes tobacco story. Great Lakes
Inter-Tribal Epidemiology Center.

Brosi BJ, Briggs HM. 2013. Single pollinator species losses reduce floral fidelity and plant
reproductive function. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of
America 110(32):13044–13048 DOI 10.1073/pnas.1307438110.

Buckley K, Zettel Nalen C, Ellis J. 2019. Common name: sweat bees, halictid bees. Gainesville:
University of Florida. Available at http://entnemdept.ufl.edu/creatures/misc/bees/halictid_bees.
htm (accessed 11 February 2021).

Carvalheiro LG, Barbosa ERM, Memmott J. 2008. Pollinator networks, alien species and the
conservation of rare plants: Trinia glauca as a case study. Journal of Applied Ecology
45(5):1419–1427 DOI 10.1111/j.1365-2664.2008.01518.x.

Colla SR, Dumesh S. 2010. The bumble bees of southern Ontario: notes on natural history and
distribution. Journal of the Entomological Society of Ontario 141:1–39.

Colla SR, Gadallah F, Richardson L, Wagner D, Gall L. 2012. Assessing declines of North
American bumble bees (Bombus spp.) using museum specimens. Biodiversity and Conservation
21(14):3585–3595 DOI 10.1007/s10531-012-0383-2.

Cusser S, Jha S, Lonsdorf E, Ricketts T. 2023. Public and private economic benefits of adopting
conservation tillage for cotton pollination. Agriculture, Ecosystems and Environment
342(November 2022):108251 DOI 10.1016/j.agee.2022.108251.

Danforth BN, Minckley RL, Neff JL. 2019. The solitary bees: biology, evolution, conservation.
Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Darwin C. 1876. The effects of cross and self fertilization in the vegetable kingdom. London: John
Murray.

De Silva N. 2012. Revision of the cleptoparasitic bee genus Coelioxys (Hymenoptera: Megachilidae)
in Canada. MSc thesis, York University, Toronto, Canada.

de Souza Paulino C, Carneiro LT, Almeida NM, Santa-Martinez E, Castro CC. 2023. Neutral
influence of animal pollination in the common bean (Phaseolus vulgaris L., Fabaceae)
production and seed germination. Scientia Horticulturae 318(April):112096. Elsevier B.V
DOI 10.1016/j.scienta.2023.112096.

Delmas E, Besson M, Brice M‐H, Burkle LA, Dalla Riva GV, Fortin M‐J, Gravel D,
Guimarães PR Jr., Hembry DH, Newman EA, Olesen JM, Pires MM, Yeakel JD, Poisot T.
2019. Analyzing ecological networks of species interactions. Biological Reviews 94(1):16–36
DOI 10.1111/brv.12433.

Densmore F. 1928. Strength of the earth. In: The Classic Guide to Ojibwe Uses of Native Plants.
Paul, MN: Minnesota Historical Society Press.

Dormann CF, Fründ J. 2024. Calculate various indices for network properties at the species level.
Available at https://search.r-project.org/CRAN/refmans/bipartite/html/specieslevel.html.

Dormann CF, Gruber B, Fründ J. 2008. Introducing the bipartite package: analyzing ecological
networks. R News 8:8–11.

Gibson et al. (2024), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.17401 19/24

http://dx.doi.org/10.26207/x4w5-8813
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-58274-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1307438110
http://entnemdept.ufl.edu/creatures/misc/bees/halictid_bees.htm
http://entnemdept.ufl.edu/creatures/misc/bees/halictid_bees.htm
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2664.2008.01518.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10531-012-0383-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2022.108251
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2023.112096
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/brv.12433
https://search.r-project.org/CRAN/refmans/bipartite/html/specieslevel.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.17401
https://peerj.com/


Dunne JA, Williams RJ, Martinez ND. 2002. Food-web structure and network theory: the role of
connectance and size. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of
America 99(20):12917–12922 DOI 10.1073/pnas.192407699.

Eames-Sheavly M. 1993. The Three Sisters: exploring an Iroquois garden. Ithaka: Cornell
University. Available at www.mediasrv.cornell.edu.

Free JB. 1966. The pollination of the beans Phaseolus multiflorus and Phaseolus vulgaris by
honeybees. Journal of Apicultural Research 5:87–91 DOI 10.1080/00218839.1966.11100139.

Free JB, Racey PA. 1968. The pollination of runner beans (Phaseolus multiflorus) in a glasshouse.
Journal of Apicultural Research 7:67–69 DOI 10.1111/j.1570-7458.1968.tb02048.x.

Gardener M. 2014. Community ecology: analytical methods using R and Excel. Exeter: Pelagic
Publishing.

Gardner J, Gibbs J. 2022.New and little-known Canadian Lasioglossum (Dialictus) (Hymenoptera:
Halictidae) and an emended key to species. The Canadian Entomologist 154(1):1–37
DOI 10.4039/tce.2021.47.

Garibaldi LA, Aizen MA, Klein AM, Cunningham SA, Harder LD. 2011. Global growth and
stability of agricultural yield decrease with pollinator dependence. Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 108(14):1–6 DOI 10.1073/pnas.1012431108.

Genuisz M. 2015. Plants have so much to give us, all we have to do is ask. In: Anishinaabe Botanical
Teachings. Minneapolis, MN: University of Minnesota Press.

Gibbs J, Packer L, Dumesh S, Danforth BN. 2013. Revision and reclassification of Lasioglossum
(Evylaeus), L. (Hemihalictus) and L. (Sphecodogastra) in eastern North America (Hymenoptera:
Apoidea: Halictidae). Zootaxa 3672(1):1–117 DOI 10.11646/zootaxa.3672.1.1.

Gibson SD, Halvorson KS, Myers L, Colla SR. 2022. Insect visitation and pollination of a
culturally significant plant, Hopi tobacco (Nicotiana rustica). iScience 25(12):105613
DOI 10.1016/j.isci.2022.105613.

Gotlieb A, Hollender Y, Mandelik Y. 2011. Gardening in the desert changes bee communities and
pollination network characteristics. Basic and Applied Ecology 12(4):310–320
DOI 10.1016/j.baae.2010.12.003.

Hijmans R. 2022. raster: geographic data analysis and modeling. R package version 3.5-21.
Available at https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=raster.

Hill R, Nates-Parra G, Quezada-Euán JJG, Buchori D, LeBuhn G, Maués MM, Pert PL,
Kwapong PK, Saeed S, Breslow SJ, Carneiro da Cunha M. 2019. Biocultural approaches to
pollinator conservation. Nature Sustainability 2(3):214–222 DOI 10.1038/s41893-019-0244-z.

Hurd PD, Linsley EG. 1964. The squash and gourd bees-genera Peponapis Robertson and
Xenoglossa Smith-inhabiting America north of Mexico (Hymenoptera: Apoidea). Hilgardia
35(15):375–477 DOI 10.3733/hilg.v35n15p375.

Ibarra-Perez FJ, Barnhart D, Ehdaie B, Knio KM, Waines JG. 1999. Effects of insect tripping on
seed yield of common bean. Crop Science 39(2):428–433
DOI 10.2135/cropsci1999.0011183X0039000200022x.

Ings TC, Montoya JM, Bascompte J, Blüthgen N, Brown L, Dormann CF, Edwards F,
Figueroa D, Jacob U, Jones JI, Lauridsen RB. 2009. Ecological networks-foodwebs and
beyond. Journal of Animal Ecology 78(1):253–269 DOI 10.1111/j.1365-2656.2008.01460.x.

Johnson IJ, Hayes HK. 1932. Comparison of hand and wind pollination in making F1 crosses in
inbred lines of corn. Journal of the American Society of Agronomy 23(2):85–90.

Gibson et al. (2024), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.17401 20/24

http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.192407699
www.mediasrv.cornell.edu
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00218839.1966.11100139
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1570-7458.1968.tb02048.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.4039/tce.2021.47
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1012431108
http://dx.doi.org/10.11646/zootaxa.3672.1.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.isci.2022.105613
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.baae.2010.12.003
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=raster
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41893-019-0244-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.3733/hilg.v35n15p375
http://dx.doi.org/10.2135/cropsci1999.0011183X0039000200022x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2656.2008.01460.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.17401
https://peerj.com/


Jolls CL, Inkster JN, Scholtens BG, Vitt P, Havens K. 2019. An endemic plant and the
plant-insect visitor network of a dune ecosystem. Global Ecology and Conservation 18:e00603
DOI 10.1016/j.gecco.2019.e00603.

Jordano P. 1987. Patterns of mutualistic interactions in pollination and seed dispersal:
connectance, dependence asymmetries, and coevulation. American Naturalist 129(5):657–677.

Kaiser-Bunbury CN, Blüthgen N. 2015. Integrating network ecology with applied conservation: a
synthesis and guide to implementation. AoB Plants 7:plv076 DOI 10.1093/aobpla/plv076.

Kearns CA, Inouye DW. 1993. Techniques for pollination biologists. Niwot, Colorado: University
Press of Colorado.

Kearns CA, Inouye DW, Waser NM. 1998. Endangered mutualisms: the conservation of
plant-pollinator interactions. Annual Review of Ecology and Systematics 28:83–112.

Kendall DA, Smith BD. 1976. The pollinating efficiency of honeybee and bumblebee visits to
flowers of the runner bean (Phaseolus coccineus L.). British Ecological Society 13(3):749–752.

Kovács‐Hostyánszki A, Espíndola A, Vanbergen AJ, Settele J, Kremen C, Dicks LV. 2017.
Ecological intensification to mitigate impacts of conventional intensive land use on pollinators
and pollination. Ecology letters 20(5):673–689 DOI 10.1111/ele.12762.

Kuepper G, Dodson M, Duncan J. 2016. Companion planting & botanical pesticides: concepts &
resources. ATTRA Sustainable Agriculture 1–20.

Laverty TM, Harder LD. 1988. The bumble bees of Eastern Canada. The Canadian Entomologist
120(11):965–987 DOI 10.4039/Ent120965-11.

Lewandowski S. 1987. Diohe’ko, the three sisters in senca life: implications for a native agriculture
in the finger lakes region of New York State. Agriculture and Human Values 4(2–3):76–93
DOI 10.1007/BF01530644.

Lewington A. 1990. Plants for people. New York, NY: Oxford University Press, Inc.

López-Uribe MM, Cane JH, Minckley RL, Danforth BN. 2016. Crop domestication facilitated
rapid geographical expansion of a specialist pollinator, the squash bee Peponapis pruinosa.
Proceedings of the Royal Society B Biological Sciences 283(1833):20160443
DOI 10.1098/rspb.2016.0443.

Mather K, Vines A. 1952. The inheritance of H of Nicotiana rustica. In: Reeve ECR,
Waddington CH, eds. Quantitative Inheritance. London: H.M.S.O, 49–79.

McGinley RJ. 1986. Studies of Halictinae (Apoidea: Halictidae), I: revision of New World
Lasioglossum Curtis. Smithsonian Contributions to Zoology 429:1–294.

McGrady CM, Troyer R, Fleischer SJ. 2020.Wild bee visitation rates exceed pollination thresholds
in commercial Cucurbita agroecosystems. Journal of Economic Entomology 113(2):562–574
DOI 10.1093/jee/toz295.

Memmott J. 2009. Food webs: a ladder for picking strawberries or a practical tool for practical
problems? Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences
364(1524):1693–1699 DOI 10.1098/rstb.2008.0255.

Memmott J, Craze PG, Waser NM, Price MV. 2007. Global warming and the disruption of
plant-pollinator interactions. Ecology Letters 10(8):710–717
DOI 10.1111/j.1461-0248.2007.01061.x.

Mitchell TB. 1960. Bees of the eastern United States. North Carolina Agricultural Experiment
Station Technical Bulletin I:1–538.

Mitchell TB. 1962. Bees of the eastern United States. North Carolina Agricultural Experiment
Station Technical Bulletin 152:1–557.

Gibson et al. (2024), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.17401 21/24

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gecco.2019.e00603
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/aobpla/plv076
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ele.12762
http://dx.doi.org/10.4039/Ent120965-11
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01530644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2016.0443
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jee/toz295
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2008.0255
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2007.01061.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.17401
https://peerj.com/


Montoya M, Pimm SL, Solé RV. 2006. Ecological networks and their fragility. Nature
442(July):259–264 DOI 10.1038/nature04927.

Native Seeds Search. 2024a. About Us. Available at https://www.nativeseeds.org/.

Native Seed Search. 2024b. How to Grow a Three Sisters Garden. Available at https://cdn.shopify.
com/s/files/1/0157/0808/files/How_to_Grow_a_3_sisters_Garden.pdf?v¼1676047148.

Nepi M, Pacini E. 1993. Pollination, pollen viability, and pistil receptivity in Cucurbita pepo.
Annals of Botany 72(6):527–536 DOI 10.1006/anbo.1993.1141.

Oksanen J, Guillame Blanchet F, Friendly M, Kindt R, Legendre P, McGlinn D, Minchin PR,
O’Hara RB, Simpson GL, Solymos P, Stevens MHH, Szoecs E, Wagner H. 2020. Package
‘vegan’. Available at https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/vegan/vegan.pdf.

Onuferko TM. 2017. Cleptoparasitic bees of the genus Epeolus Latreille (Hymenoptera: Apidae) in
Canada. Canadian Journal of Arthropod Identification 30:1–62 DOI 10.3752/cjai.2017.30.

Onuferko TM. 2018. A revision of the cleptoparasitic bee genus Epeolus Latreille for Nearctic
species, north of Mexico (Hymenoptera, Apidae). ZooKeys 755(1):1–185
DOI 10.3897/zookeys.755.23939.

Oram RJ. 2018. Revision of the genus Hylaeus Fabricius (Hymenoptera: Colletidae) in Canada.
M.Sc. thesis, University of Regina, Regina, Saskatchewan, Canada.

Our Sustenance. 2020. The medicines. Available at http://oursustenance.ca/gardening-101/the-
medicines/.

Packer L, Genaro JA, Sheffield CS. 2007. The bee genera of Eastern Canada. Canadian Journal of
Arthropod Identification 3:1–62 DOI 10.3752/cjai.2007.03.

Packer L, Monckton SK, Onuferko TM, Ferrari RR. 2018.Validating taxonomic identifications in
entomological research. Insect Conservation and Diversity 11(1):1–12 DOI 10.1111/icad.12284.

Padulosi S, Leaman D, Quek P. 2004. Challenges and opportunities in enhancing the conservation
and use of medicinal and aromatic plants. Journal of Herbs, Spices & Medicinal Plants
9(4):243–267 DOI 10.1300/j044v09n04_01.

Pebesma E. 2018. Simple features for R: standardized support for spatial vector data. The R Journal
10(1):439–446 DOI 10.32614/RJ-2018-009.

Peel Aboriginal Network and Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (PAN) and (TRCA).
2020. Medicine Wheel Garden. Gitigaan Mashkiki (Ojibway). Available at http://www.trca.on.
ca/dotAsset/149974.pdf.

Percival M. 1947. Pollen collection by Apis mellifera. New Phytology 46:142–165.

Pope NS, Singh A, Childers AK, Kapheim KM, Evans JD, López-Uribe MM. 2023. The
expansion of agriculture has shaped the recent evolutionary history of a specialized squash
pollinator. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America
120(15):e2208116120 DOI 10.1073/pnas.2208116120.

Portman ZM, Arduser M, Lane IG, Cariveau DP. 2022. A review of the Augochloropsis
(Hymenoptera, Halictidae) and keys to the shiny green Halictinae of the midwestern United
States. ZooKeys 1130(1):103–152 DOI 10.3897/zookeys.1130.86413.

Potts SG, Biesmeijer JC, Kremen C, Neumann P, Schweiger O, Kunin WE. 2010. Global
pollinator declines: trends, impacts and drivers. Trends in Ecology & Evolution 25(6):345–353
DOI 10.1016/j.tree.2010.01.007.

Pretty J, Bharucha ZP. 2014. Sustainable intensification in agricultural systems. Annals of Botany
114(8):1571–1596 DOI 10.1093/aob/mcu205.

R Core Team. 2019. R: A language and environment for statistical computing. Vienna, Austria:
R Foundation for Statistical Computing. Available at https://www.R-project.org/.

Gibson et al. (2024), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.17401 22/24

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature04927
https://www.nativeseeds.org/
https://cdn.shopify.com/s/files/1/0157/0808/files/How_to_Grow_a_3_sisters_Garden.pdf?v&equals;1676047148
https://cdn.shopify.com/s/files/1/0157/0808/files/How_to_Grow_a_3_sisters_Garden.pdf?v&equals;1676047148
https://cdn.shopify.com/s/files/1/0157/0808/files/How_to_Grow_a_3_sisters_Garden.pdf?v&equals;1676047148
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/anbo.1993.1141
https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/vegan/vegan.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.3752/cjai.2017.30
http://dx.doi.org/10.3897/zookeys.755.23939
http://oursustenance.ca/gardening-101/the-medicines/
http://oursustenance.ca/gardening-101/the-medicines/
http://dx.doi.org/10.3752/cjai.2007.03
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/icad.12284
http://dx.doi.org/10.1300/j044v09n04_01
http://dx.doi.org/10.32614/RJ-2018-009
http://www.trca.on.ca/dotAsset/149974.pdf
http://www.trca.on.ca/dotAsset/149974.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2208116120
http://dx.doi.org/10.3897/zookeys.1130.86413
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2010.01.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcu205
https://www.R-project.org/
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.17401
https://peerj.com/


Raguso RA, Levin RA, Foose SE, Holmberg MW, McDade LA. 2003. Fragrance chemistry,
nocturnal rhythms and pollination syndromes in Nicotiana. Phytochemistry 63(3):265–284
DOI 10.1016/S0031-9422(03)00113-4.

Ramirez C, Wright AJ. 2023. Microclimate and growth advantages in the Three sisters planting
food system in an urban garden. Plant and Soil 45(2):189 DOI 10.1007/s11104-023-06419-3.

Ratti CM, Colla SR. 2010. Discussion of the presence of an eastern bumble bee species (Bombus
impatiens Cresson) in western Canada. The Pan-Pacific Entomologist 86(2):29–31
DOI 10.3956/2009-19.1.

Rehan SM, Sheffield CS. 2011. Morphological and molecular delineation of a new species in the
Ceratina dupla species-group (Hymenoptera: Apidae: Xylocopinae) of eastern North America.
Zootaxa 2873(1):35–50 DOI 10.11646/zootaxa.2873.1.3.

Richards MH, Rutgers-Kelly A, Gibbs J, Vickruck JL, Rehan SM, Sheffield CS. 2011. Bee
diversity in naturalizing patches of Carolinian grasslands in Southern Ontario. Canada
Canadian Entomologist 143(3):279–299 DOI 10.4039/n11-010.

Rodale Institute. 2020. The three sisters… and that fourth sister no one really talks about. Blogpost.
Available at https://rodaleinstitute.org/blog/the-three-sistersand-that-fourth-sister-no-one-really-
talks-about/.

Rondeau S, Willis Chan DS, Pindar A. 2022. Identifying wild bee visitors of major crops in North
America with notes on potential threats from agricultural practices. Frontiers in Sustainable
Food Systems 6:3516 DOI 10.3389/fsufs.2022.943237.

Rowe G. 2017. A taxonomic revision of the Canadian non-Osmia Osmiini (Hymenoptera
Megachilidae). MSc thesis, York University, Toronto, Canada.

Sadik T. 2014. Traditional use of tobacco among indigenous peoples in North America. Available
at https://cottfn.com/wp-content/uploads/2015/11/TUT-Literature-Review.pdf.

Sheffield CS, Ratti C, Packer L, Griswold T. 2011. Leafcutter and mason bees of the genus
Megachile Latreille (Hymenoptera: Megachilidae) in Canada and Alaska. Canadian Journal of
Arthropod Identification 18:1–107 DOI 10.3752/cjai.2011.18.

Spiesman BJ, Inouye BD. 2013. Habitat loss alters the architecture of plant-pollinator interaction
networks. Ecology 94(12):2688–2696 DOI 10.1890/13-0977.1.

Stapleton SC, Wien HC, Morse RA. 2000. Flowering and fruit set of pumpkin cultivars under field
conditions. HortScience 35(6):1074–1077 DOI 10.21273/HORTTECH.11.1.152C.

Stephen WP. 1954. A Revision of the bee genus Colletes in America north of Mexico
(Hymenoptera, Colletidae). The University of Kansas Science Bulletin 36(6):149–527.

Tscharntke T. 2021. Disrupting plant-pollinator systems endangers food security. One Earth
4(9):1217–1219 DOI 10.1016/j.oneear.2021.08.022.

Tucker EM, Rehan SM. 2016.Wild bee pollination networks in northern New England. Journal of
Insect Conservation 20(2):325–337 DOI 10.1007/s10841-016-9870-1.

Tucker EM, Rehan SM. 2018. Farming for bees: annual variation in pollinator populations across
agricultural landscapes. Agricultural and Forest Entomology 20(4):541–548
DOI 10.1111/afe.12287.

Wheelock MJ, Rey KP, O’Neal ME. 2016. Defining the insect pollinator community found in iowa
corn and soybean fields: implications for pollinator conservation. Environmental Entomology
45(5):1099–1106 DOI 10.1093/ee/nvw087.

Whitaker TW, Davis GN. 2012. Cucurbits: botany, cultivation & utilization. Delhi, India: Biotech
Books.

Gibson et al. (2024), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.17401 23/24

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0031-9422(03)00113-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11104-023-06419-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.3956/2009-19.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.11646/zootaxa.2873.1.3
http://dx.doi.org/10.4039/n11-010
https://rodaleinstitute.org/blog/the-three-sistersand-that-fourth-sister-no-one-really-talks-about/
https://rodaleinstitute.org/blog/the-three-sistersand-that-fourth-sister-no-one-really-talks-about/
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fsufs.2022.943237
https://cottfn.com/wp-content/uploads/2015/11/TUT-Literature-Review.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.3752/cjai.2011.18
http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/13-0977.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.21273/HORTTECH.11.1.152C
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.oneear.2021.08.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10841-016-9870-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/afe.12287
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ee/nvw087
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.17401
https://peerj.com/


Williams P, Colla S, Xie Z. 2009. Bumblebee vulnerability: common correlates of winners and
losers across three continents. Conservation Biology 23(4):931–940
DOI 10.1111/j.1523-1739.2009.01176.x.

Williams PH, Thorp RW, Richardson LL, Colla SR. 2014. The bumble bees of North America.
Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.

Willis Chan S. 2020.Where wild meets cultivated: implications of the close association between the
hoary squash bee (Eucera (Peponapis) pruinosa (Say, 1837)) and cucurbita crops in Ontario,
Canada. Doctoral dissertation, University of Guelph, Guelph, Ontario, Canada.

Willis Chan DS, Raine NE. 2021a. Hoary squash bees (Eucera pruinosa: Hymenoptera: Apidae)
provide abundant and reliable pollination services to cucurbita crops in Ontario (Canada).
Environmental Entomology 50(4):968–981 DOI 10.1093/ee/nvab045.

Willis Chan DS, Raine NE. 2021b. Phenological synchrony between the hoary squash bee (Eucera
pruinosa) and cultivated acorn squash (Cucurbita pepo) flowering is imperfect at a northern site.
Current Research in Insect Science 1:100022 DOI 10.1016/j.cris.2021.100022.

Willis Chan DS, Raine NE. 2021c. Population decline in a ground-nesting solitary squash bee
(Eucera pruinosa) following exposure to a neonicotinoid insecticide treated crop (Cucurbita
pepo). Scientific Reports 11:4241 DOI 10.1038/s41598-021-83341-7.

Willis Chan DS, Raine NE. 2023. Sharing the wealth: pollen partitioning in a cucurbita pepo crop
pollination system with reference to female wild hoary squash bees (Eucera Pruinosa). Journal of
Pollination Ecology 33:228–238 DOI 10.26786/1920-7603(2023)751.

Gibson et al. (2024), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.17401 24/24

http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2009.01176.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ee/nvab045
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cris.2021.100022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-83341-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.26786/1920-7603(2023)751
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.17401
https://peerj.com/

	Determining the plant-pollinator network in a culturally significant food and medicine garden in the Great Lakes region
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusions
	flink6
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile (None)
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth 8
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth 8
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


