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Abstract: If deterministic processes consistently structure ecological communities, similar patterns in species 
interactions should be observed in different geographic areas that experience similar environmental conditions. I tested 
for convergent patterns in dietary diversity of fruit-eating birds inhabiting similar latitude forests in the Northern and 
Southern hemispheres. I observed birds foraging for fruits over two fruiting seasons in both Nelson Lakes National Park, 
South Island, New Zealand, and the Pacific Rim National Park, Vancouver Island, Canada. I then conducted rarefaction 
analyses to compare community-level and species-level dietary diversity between geographic locales. Relationships 
between the size of each bird species and the average size of fruits consumed were also assessed. Results showed 
that the New Zealand bird community had greater overall dietary diversity than the Canadian community. However, 
similar levels of dietary diversity were observed among species within communities in both hemispheres. Positive 
relationships between bird size and fruit size were observed in New Zealand, but not in Canada. Therefore, while 
results showed some support for dietary convergence between hemispheres, several substantial differences were also 
observed, leading to mixed support for convergent patterns in the diets of fruit-eating birds between hemispheres.___________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
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Introduction
Fleshy-fruits are an important component of the diet of 
many terrestrial bird species. However, few birds consume 
fleshy-fruits exclusively and their importance in bird diets 
varies in space and time. Frugivory is thought to be more 
common in the tropics, where a higher fraction of plant 
species produce fleshy-fruits (van der Pijl 1969). Frugivory 
is also thought to be more important during migratory 
periods, and less important when birds breed, because 
fruits typically contain low levels of protein needed for 
reproduction (see Levey & Martínez del Rio 2001). But 
beyond coarse generalisations, little is known about broad-
scale patterns in the diets of fruit-eating birds.

Birds have been shown to select fruits based on 
a variety of characteristics, including fruit chemistry 
(Tewksbery & Nabhan 2001; Tang et al. 2005), colour 
(Burns & Dalen 2002; Schaefer et al. 2006), size (Korine 
et al. 2000; McConkey & Drake 2002), shape (Lord 2004; 
Forget et al. 2007) and energetic reward (Edwards 2006; 
Martínez et al. 2007). However, there is little evidence 
indicating that birds consistently prefer particular fruit 
traits (Herrera 2002). Avian fruit preferences often vary 
substantially among individuals, species and years (see 
Whelan & Wilson 1994; Fuentes 1995; Herrera 1998; 
Levey & Benkman 1999). Although abundances of birds 

and fruits are typically correlated through space and time 
(Burns 2004; Sapir et al. 2004; Hanya 2005; Tellería et 
al. 2008; Guitían & Munilla 2008), spatial variation in 
bird–fruit interactions are under-studied, particularly at 
biogeographic scales (but see Bleher & Böhning-Gaese 
2000; Márquez et al. 2004; Böhning-Gaese 2007; Kissling 
et al. 2008).

Geographically isolated locales that experience 
similar climatic conditions often contain analogous plant 
and animal communities. For example, the ‘Mediterranean’ 
climates of California, Central Chile, Western Australia, 
South Africa and Southern Europe support structurally 
similar scrublands comprised of distantly related 
species (Cody & Mooney 1978). This suggests that 
similar environments select for similar phenotypes in 
a process known as ‘convergence’ (see Macarthur & 
Levins 1967). Tests for convergence have traditionally 
focused on the effects of competition (e.g. Harmon et al. 
2005). However, convergence can also result from other 
ecological processes, such as mutualistic interactions 
(Elias et al. 2008).

Here, I test for convergent patterns in dietary 
composition of fruit-eating birds inhabiting two temperate 
forests located in similar environments in the Northern and 
Southern hemispheres. I quantified bird-fruit interactions 
over two fruiting seasons both on Vancouver Island, 
Canada, and on the South Island, New Zealand. Data 
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were used to test for biogeographic similarity in: (1) 
community-level dietary diversity, or the total number 
of fruit species consumed per foraging bout by all bird 
species in each locale; (2) species-level dietary diversity, 
or the number of fruit species consumed per foraging bout 
by each bird species within locales; and (3) size-related 
constraints on the diets of fruit-eating birds.

Methods
Study sites and species
Observations in Canada were made in an old-growth 
forest within the Pacific Rim National Park, on 
Vancouver Island, British Columbia, Canada (48°50' N, 
125°22' W; Fig. 1). The region receives nearly 3000 mm 
of precipitation annually and has an average temperature 
of c. 10ºC. The prevailing vegetation type is conifer 
forest dominated by Sitka spruce (Picea sitchensis), 
western red cedar (Thuja plicata) and western hemlock 
(Tsuga heterophylla), all of which are wind-dispersed 
(nomenclature follows Hitchcock & Cronquist 1994). 
Fleshy-fruited trees and shrubs are common in the forest 
understorey. Eight fruit species were observed during the 
course of observations: Cornus stolonifera, Gaultheria 
shallon, Lonicera involucrata, Rhamnus purshiana, 
Rubus parviflorus, R. spectabilis, Sambucus racemosa and 
Vaccinium parvifolium. Although sometimes consumed 
by bears (Ursus americanus), fleshy-fruits are commonly 
consumed by birds. Seven fruit-eating bird species were 
observed during the course of observations: the American 

robin (Turdus migratorius), cedar waxwing (Bombycilla 
cedrorum), European starling (Sturnus vulgaris), 
hermit thrush (Catharus guttatus), northwestern crow 
(Corvus caurinus), Steller’s jay (Cyanocitta stelleri) and 
Swainson’s thrush (Catharus ustulatus). All consume fruits 
to supplement diets comprised mostly of invertebrates, 
and all but one species (the European starling) are native 
to the area. Observations were made between July and 
August, during the annual peak in fruit production, in 
2001 and 2007. Detailed descriptions of the site’s natural 
history, climate and geology are in Klinka et al. (1989). 
Burns (2004, 2005a,b,c) provides a detailed description 
of the local seed dispersal mutualism.

Observations in New Zealand were made in Nelson 
Lakes National Park, which is located in the northern 
region of the South Island (41º48' S, 172º50' E; Fig. 1). 
The area experiences a mild climate with approximately 
1000 mm annual precipitation and the same average 
temperature (c. 10°C) as the Canadian site. The prevailing 
vegetation type is Nothofagus forest (see Wardle 1984), 
which is dominated by three tree species, Nothofagus 
fusca, N. menziesii and N. solandri, all of which are wind-
dispersed (nomenclature follows Allan (1961) and Connor 
& Edgar (1987)). Fleshy-fruited trees and shrubs are 
common beneath the forest canopy. Fourteen species were 
observed during the course of observations: Carpodetus 
serratus, Coprosma foetidissima, C. linariifolia, 
C. propinqua, C. rigida, Coriaria arborea, Elaeocarpus 
hookerianus, Griselinia littoralis, Halocarpus biformis, 
Leucopogon fasciculatus, Myrsine divaricata, Neomyrtus 
pedunculatus, Pittosporum divaricatum, Pseudopanax 

Figure 1. Map illustrating the location 
of study sites.
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colensoi and P. crassifolius. New Zealand lacks native 
mammals (aside from two species of bat), so fleshy-
fruits are dispersed mostly by birds (but see Duthie et al. 
2006). Six fruit-eating bird species were observed. Three 
species are endemic to New Zealand, bellbird (Anthornis 
melanura), brown creeper (Mohoua novaeseelandiae) 
and tūī (Prosthemadera novaeseelandiae). One species, 
waxeye (Zosterops lateralis), naturally colonised New 
Zealand sometime in the last 200 years, and two were 
introduced from Europe, song thrush (Turdus philomelos) 
and blackbird (T. merula). Observations were made 
between March and April in 2007 and 2008, during the 
annual peak in fruit production. Detailed descriptions 
of the site’s natural history, climate and geology are in 
Wardle (1984) and Dawson (1988).

The two study sites were chosen because of their 
ecological and climatic similarities. Arguably the strongest 
similarity between sites is the representation of dispersal 
mechanisms within each plant community. Both sites 
contain structurally simple forests dominated by a small 
number of canopy tree species that are all wind-dispersed. 
However, the understorey of both forests contains a much 
larger diversity of small tree and shrub species, nearly 
all of which produce fleshy-fruits. Therefore, vegetation 
structure, particularly as it pertains to seed dispersal 
mechanisms, is strongly similar between regions. Both 
sites are also situated on islands located at similar latitudes. 
They therefore experience similar climates, which are mild 
in comparison with other geographic locales at similar 
latitudes, due to their close proximity to the ocean.

Despite these similarities, the two sites differed in 
several notable respects. First, they have strongly divergent 
evolutionary histories. New Zealand separated from 
Gondwana c. 80 million years ago; therefore, much of the 
New Zealand flora and fauna has clear phylogenetic links to 
other Gondwanan landmasses, such as Australia and South 
America (Gibbs 2006). In contrast, Vancouver Island was 
attached to North America during the last glacial maximum, 
approximately 12 000 years ago and has a much shorter 
history of geologic isolation (Clague & James 2002); 
most of its flora and fauna are undifferentiated from the 
mainland. Other notable differences are the composition 
and migratory tendencies of their respective avifaunas. 
New Zealand has witnessed the extinction of nearly half 
its avifauna since the arrival of humans c. 750 years ago 
(Wilson 2004; Wilmshurst et al. 2008), and in the past 
century a variety of European birds have been introduced 
and are now commonplace. Conversely, there are relatively 
few introduced songbirds at the Canadian study site. Also 
many fruit-eating birds in Canada are strongly migratory 
and winter at lower latitudes. Conversely, all but two 
species of New Zealand songbirds are sedentary. The two 
sites also differ by approximately 7 degrees of latitude, with 
the Canadian site being located farther from the equator. 
However, the New Zealand site is located at a much higher 
elevation (approximately 650 m) than the Canadian site, 

which is located at sea level. Therefore, while the climatic 
conditions are not identical, they are similar.

Sampling
Bird diets were quantified with the field observation 
protocol described by Burns (2005b). In both locales I 
made daily observations of birds foraging for fruits along 
a circular walking track, which took approximately 2 h to 
traverse. It was often difficult to accurately count individual 
fruits consumed by foraging birds, but observing foraging 
‘visits’, wherein birds visited fruiting plants to consume 
fruits, whatever the exact number, was straightforward. 
Therefore, I scored a frugivore ‘visit’ when I observed a 
bird approach a plant and consume at least one fruit. Bird 
diets were then characterised by the number of times each 
bird species visited each plant species. To avoid multiple 
observations of the same bird during each census period, 
observations were halted after each sighting and resumed 
10 m down the trail.

The size of all fruit species in each geographic locale 
was measured with vernier callipers. For each species, five 
fruits were randomly selected from five accessible plants 
growing along the observation route. Three measurements 
were made to the nearest millimetre. Fruit length was 
measured as the linear distance between the tip of the 
fruit and the point of petiole attachment. Fruit width was 
measured as the longest distance perpendicular to the 
length measurement. The shortest perpendicular width 
was also measured, because several fruit species had a 
pronounced flattened appearance in three dimensions. Both 
the longest and shortest widths were then averaged to obtain 
a single fruit-width measurement. Overall fruit size was 
then quantified as the product of fruit length and width 
measurements following Forget et al. (2007). Bird length 
measurements were taken from Heather & Robertson 
(2005) and Scott (1994) to characterise bird sizes.

Analyses
I conducted rarefaction analysis to test for community-
level and species-level dietary diversity between locales. 
Rarefaction is commonly used to estimate species diversity 
on a per unit individual, rather than unit area basis 
(Simberloff 1972). The procedure uses a bootstrapping 
algorithm to randomly select subsets of individuals from 
the total pool sampled to obtain an expected species 
richness value for a given number of individuals (analytical 
solutions to this procedure are also available; see Gotelli 
& Colwell 2001). This bootstrapping procedure can then 
be repeated across a range of abundance values to obtain 
a rarefaction ‘curve’, relating species richness to the total 
number of individuals sampled. Rarefaction curves can 
also be bounded by confidence intervals to help compare 
curves representing different communities.

Although rarefaction is commonly used to 
characterise species diversity per unit sampling effort, it 
can also be used to solve other ecological problems. Here, 
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I used it to test for community-level differences in dietary 
diversity between geographic locales. More specifically, 
I used it to characterise the relationship between the total 
number of visits by fruit-eating birds at each locale to the 
total number of fruit species consumed. I used rarefact 
1.0 (http://people.hofstra.edu/j_b_bennington/research/
paleoecology/rarefact.html) to conduct the bootstrapping 
procedure, which generated a rarefaction curve from 
the total number of visits made to each fruit species in 
each locale, along with its 95% confidence interval. The 
resulting curves for each geographic locale therefore 
represent the total number of fruit species consumed 
(i.e. ‘dietary diversity’) for a given sampling effort (i.e. 
‘visits’). Differences in dietary diversity between locales 
were established by visually comparing community-level 
rarefaction curves and their corresponding confidence 
intervals (Gotelli & Colwell 2001).

I also used rarefaction to evaluate species-level 
dietary diversity within locales. However, in this instance 
I used a slightly different application of the technique. I 
compared the observed number of fruit species consumed 
by each bird species in each locale to an expected value 
based on each species’ total number of visits. Expected 
values of dietary diversity were obtained by calculating 
the number of fruit species consumed based on random 
samples of ‘visits’ from the total pool observed in that 
locale. Differences between observed and expected values 
of species-level dietary diversity were assessed using 
simple linear regression in SPSS (2007). Significant, 
positive relationships between observed and expected 
dietary diversity values indicate that dietary diversity was 
similar among species within each locale (i.e. birds show 
little tendency to specialise on particular fruit species). 
Maximum likelihoods were used to estimate slope and 
intercept parameters and their 95% confidence intervals. 
Slope parameters that do not differ from one, and intercept 
values that do not differ from zero, indicate similar patterns 
in species-level dietary diversity among species within 
each bird community.

Relationships between bird size and the size of fruits 
they consumed were assessed using the general linear 
model procedure in SPSS (2007) following Engqvist 
(2005). The average size (log10 transformed to improve 
normality and homoscedasticity) of all fruits consumed 
by each species was used as the dependent variable. Bird 
length was included in the model as a covariate. Geographic 
locale was considered a fixed factor with two levels. The 
full model was assessed, including the fixed-factor, the 
covariate, and their interaction. Where the slope of the 
relationship between bird size and fruit size differed as 
indicated by a significant interaction between the fixed-
factor and the covariate, separate linear regressions were 
conducted for each locale to identify functional differences 
in the relationships.

Results
Rarefaction curves relating the cumulative number of 
foraging observations (visits) to total dietary diversity (the 
total number of fruit species consumed) were asymptotic 
for both geographic locales (Fig. 2). Therefore, the total 
number of foraging observations made in each geographic 
locale provided an adequate estimate of total dietary 
diversity. Two aspects of the rarefaction curves differed 
between regions. First, the asymptote for New Zealand 
was higher than that for Canada, indicating that total 
dietary richness was higher in New Zealand. Second, 
dietary diversity per foraging observation was higher in 
New Zealand. For instance, at 100 foraging observations 
the mean and 95% confidence interval for total dietary 
diversity in New Zealand sat well above that for Canada 
(Fig. 2).

Similar relationships between observed and expected 
species-level dietary diversity were observed for each 
locale (Fig. 3). In Canada, the observed dietary diversity 
of each bird species was positively correlated with the 
expected dietary diversity values generated by rarefaction 
(r2 = 0.904, P < 0.001). The slope of this relationship 
was statistically indistinguishable (±95% CI) from 1 
(0.984 ± 0.256) and the intercept was indistinguishable 
from zero (−0.532 ± 1.420). In New Zealand, the 
observed number of fruit species was again correlated 
with the expected number of fruit species (r2 = 0.898,  
P = 0.006). The slope of this relationship was statistically 
indistinguishable (±95% CI) from 1 (0.808 ± 0.266) and 
the intercept was indistinguishable from zero (0.628 ± 
2.042).

Figure 2. Rarefaction curves relating the total number of 
fruit species consumed by bird communities in Canada and 
New Zealand to the total number of foraging observations 
collected at each site. Solid lines show averages for each 
locale and hatched lines the upper and lower 95% confidence 
intervals.
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Figure 4. Relationship between the size of each frugivore 
species (bird length, cm) and the average size of the fruits 
they consumed (fruit length × fruit width, mm). Bird size was 
correlated with fruit size in New Zealand (closed symbols, 
regression line), but not in Canada (open symbols, no regression 
line). Numbers refer to bird species as in Fig. 3.

Figure 3. Relationship between the observed number of fruit 
species consumed by each bird species and the expected number 
generated by rarefaction analyses. Canadian bird species are 
shown as open symbols and New Zealand bird species as 
closed symbols. Numbers beside symbols refer to bird species 
(Canada: 1. American robin, 2. cedar waxwing, 3. European 
starling, 4. hermit thrush, 5. northwestern crow, 6. Steller’s jay, 
7. Swainson’s thrush; New Zealand: 8. bellbird, 9. blackbird, 
10. brown creeper, 11. song thrush, 12. tūī, 13. waxeye).

Size-related coupling of bird–fruit interactions was 
observed in New Zealand but not Canada (Fig. 4). The size 
of each fruit-eating bird species was positively correlated 
with the average size of fruits they consumed (F1,10 = 
10.925, P = 0.008). However, an interaction was observed, 
indicating that the slopes of relationships between average 
fruit size and bird size differed between geographic locales 
(F1,10 = 5.467, P = 0.041). Average fruit size increased 
with bird size in New Zealand (r2 = 0.707, P = 0.023), 
but not in Canada (r2 = 0.030, P = 0.407).

Discussion
Several marked differences were observed between the 
diets of fruit-eating birds in Canada and New Zealand. 
New Zealand birds consumed greater total numbers of 
fruit species, as well as greater numbers of fruit species 
per foraging visit. New Zealand birds also consumed 
fruits according to their size, with bigger bird species 
consuming larger fruits than smaller bird species. However, 
size-related coupling of birds and fruits was not observed 
in Canada. Although species-level dietary specialisation 
was similar between locales, overall results did not 
show strong support for dietary convergence between 
geographic locales.

Differences in community-level dietary diversity 
between study sites likely resulted from a higher regional 
diversity of fleshy-fruited plant species, which is typically 
higher per unit area in southern hemisphere than northern 
forests (Burns 2007). Given the insularity of New Zealand, 
several lineages of fleshy-fruited plants have also radiated 
extensively, resulting in large numbers of closely related 
fruit species. The genus Coprosma is particularly diverse 
and >10 species co-occur in the Nelson Lakes area. New 
Zealand bird species may therefore have included more 
fruit species in their diets simply because there were more 
fleshy-fruited plant species available for consumption. 
However, regional abundances of fleshy-fruited plant 
species were not measured, so this explanation for greater 
dietary diversity in New Zealand remains speculative.

Patterns of species-level dietary diversity suggest that 
bird species in the two communities did not specialise on 
particular fruit species. Dietary diversity of species in both 
geographic locales was closely associated with predicted 
values of dietary diversity based on random subsamples of 
all foraging observations collected in each locale. In other 
words, the number of fruit species consumed increased 
with sampling effort at the same rate among bird species 
in both locales. Therefore, species-level dietary diversity 
did not differ between locales, even though community-
level dietary diversity differed geographically.

This result supports a ‘non-equilibrial’ or ‘neutral’ 
view of dietary diversity (see Herrera 1998, 2002; Levey 
& Benkman 1999), whereby fruit-eating birds show 
undifferentiated or random preferences for particular 
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fruit species (cf. Hubbell 2001; Whitfield 2002; Chave 
2004). According to this view, plant and bird species are 
functionally redundant and play similar ecological roles 
in the mutualism (Zamora 2000). Approximately 35% of 
all species interactions at the New Zealand site involved 
bird species introduced from Europe, all of which lack an 
evolutionary history with the New Zealand flora. Results 
from this site therefore may not be surprising. However, an 
almost identical relationship was observed at the Canadian 
site, where the contribution of introduced species to the 
avifauna was much reduced. Burns (2006) showed that 
Canadian birds foraged randomly for fruits, and that 
differences in dietary composition between species resulted 
from correspondence between the migratory schedules 
of bird species and the fruit phenology of plant species. 
These circumstances led to random but predictable fruit 
choice patterns.

Although the number of fruit species in the diets of 
New Zealand birds showed few interspecific differences, 
the types of fruit species included in the diets of each bird 
species varied non-randomly. More specifically, bigger 
birds tended to eat bigger fruits and smaller birds tended 
to eat smaller fruits. This result supports a large number 
of studies documenting size-related coupling of bird–fruit 
interactions in other locales (see Diamond 1973; Noma 
& Yumoto 1997; Herrera 2002) and likely results from 
physical constraints imposed by differences in the size 
of birds and fruits. For example, the largest fruit species  
at the New Zealand study site, Elaeocarpus hookerianus, 
is simply too large to be consumed by the smallest 
bird species, Zosterops lateralis. It might also be more 
energetically efficient for bigger bird species to specialise 
on big fruits, because handling costs are likely to be higher 
for smaller fruits (Stephens & Krebs 1986).

Interestingly, no evidence for size-related coupling 
was observed in the diets of Canadian birds. The biggest 
fruit species in Canada, Rubus spectabilis, is too large to 
be consumed whole by the smallest bird species, Catharus 
ustulatus. However, fruits produced by R. spectabilis are 
composite drupes, and because of their composite nature, 
they are typically torn apart prior to consumption and 
eaten piecemeal (author’s observations). Other large-sized 
fruit species have similar, composite fruit morphology. 
Therefore, the large size of Canadian fruits does not 
impose a physical constraint against their consumption by 
smaller sized birds. No fruit species in New Zealand can be 
dismembered in this way and all must be consumed whole. 
Therefore, geographic differences in size-related coupling 
of bird diets result from differences in fruit morphology 
and the capacity of birds to eat them piecemeal.

Overall, the results of my study failed to find 
strong evidence for convergence in the dietary diversity 
of fruit-eating birds between sites in the northern and 
southern hemispheres. While one notable similarity was 
observed, several strong dietary differences were also 
found. Incongruence is a common feature in the literature 

on avian frugivory (Levey & Martínez del Rio 2001; 
Herrera 2002). Many previous studies have documented 
deterministic patterns in fruit choice, whereas others have 
documented stochastic patterns in fruit diets. However, 
previous work is dominated by studies documenting 
population-level processes on fine spatial and temporal 
scales (see Stanton 2003). Relatively few studies have 
focused on biogeographic processes across larger scales 
(e.g. Böhning-Gaese 2007). Results of the present study 
suggest that focusing on larger scales may provide a fresh 
perspective to help reconcile the often conflicting results 
of population-level studies.

References
Allan HH 1961. The Flora of New Zealand. Vol. 1. 

Wellington, Government Printer.
Bleher B, Böhning-Gaese K 2000. Seed dispersal by birds 

in a South African and a Malagasy Commiphora 
species. Ecotropica 6: 43–53.

Böhning-Gaese K 2007. Do seed dispersers matter? 
A biogeographical approach. In: AJ Dennis, EW 
Schupp, RJ Green, DA Westcott eds Seed dispersal: 
Theory and its application in a changing world. 
Wallingford, CABI. Pp. 545–560.

Burns KC 2004. Scale and macroecological patterns in seed 
dispersal mutualisms. Global Ecology Biogeography 
13: 289–293.

Burns KC 2005a. A multi-scale test for dispersal filters in an 
island plant community. Ecography 28: 552–560.

Burns KC 2005b. Does mimicry occur between 
fleshy-fruits? Evolutionary Ecology Research 7: 
1067–1076.

Burns KC 2005c. Is there limiting similarity in the 
phenology of fleshy-fruits? Journal of Vegetation 
Science 16: 617–624.

Burns KC 2006. A simple null model predicts fruit–
frugivore interactions in a temperate rainforest. 
Oikos 115: 427–432.

Burns KC 2007. Is tree diversity different in the Southern 
Hemisphere? Journal of Vegetation Science 18: 
307–312.

Burns KC, Dalen JL 2002. Foliage color contrasts and 
adaptive fruit color variation in a bird dispersed plant 
community. Oikos 96: 463–469.

Chave J 2004. Neutral theory and community ecology. 
Ecology Letters 7: 241–253.

Clague JJ, James TS 2002. History and isostatic effects 
of the last ice sheet in southern British Columbia. 
Quaternary Science Reviews 21: 71–87.

Cody ML, Mooney HA 1978. Convergence versus non-
convergence in Mediterranean-climate ecosystems. 
Annual Review of Ecology, Evolution and 
Systematics 9: 265–321.

Connor HE, Edgar E 1987. Name changes in the indigenous 



58	 NEW ZEALAND JOURNAL OF ECOLOGY, VOL. 33, NO. 1, 2009

New Zealand flora, 1960–1986 and Nomina Nova 
IV, 1983–1986. New Zealand Journal of Botany 25: 
115–170.

Dawson J 1988 Forest vines to snow tussocks: the 
story of New Zealand plants. Wellington, Victoria 
University Press.

Diamond JM 1973. Distributional ecology of New Guinea 
birds. Recent ecological and biogeographical theories 
can be tested on the bird communities of New Guinea. 
Science 179: 759–769.

Duthie C, Gibbs G, Burns KC 2006. Seed dispersal by 
weta. Science 311: 1575.

Edwards W 2006. Plants reward seed dispersers in 
proportion to their effort: the relationship between 
pulp mass and seed mass in vertebrate dispersed 
plants. Evolutionary Ecology 20: 365–376.

Elias M, Gompert Z, Jiggins C, Willmott K 2008. 
Mutualistic interactions drive ecological niche 
convergence in a diverse butterfly community. PLoS 
Biology 6(12): e300.

Engqvist L 2005. The mistreatment of covariate interaction 
terms in linear model analyses of behavioural and 
evolutionary ecology studies. Animal Behaviour 
70: 967–971.

Forget P-M, Dennis AJ, Mazer PA, Jansen PA, Kitamura 
S, Lambert JE, Westcott DA 2007. Seed allometry 
and disperser assemblages in tropical rainforests: A 
comparison of four floras on different continents. In: 
Levey DJ, Silva WR, Galetti, M eds Seed dispersal 
and frugivory: ecology, evolution and conservation. 
Wallingford, CABI. Pp. 161–175.

Fuentes M 1995. How specialized are fruit-bird 
interactions? Overlap of frugivore assemblages within 
and between plant species. Oikos 74: 324–330.

Gibbs G 2006. Ghosts of Gondwana: the history of life 
in New Zealand. Nelson, Craig Potton.

Gotelli NJ, Colwell RK 2001. Quantifying biodiversity: 
procedures and pitfalls in the measurement and 
comparison of species richness. Ecology Letters 4: 
379–391.

Guitián J, Munilla I 2008. Resource tracking by avian 
frugivores in mountain habitats of northern Spain. 
Oikos 117: 265–272.

Hanya G 2005. Comparisons of dispersal success between 
the species fruiting prior to and those at the peak of 
migrant frugivore abundance. Plant Ecology 181: 
167–177.

Harmon LJ, Kolbe JJ, Cheverud, JM, Losos JB 2005. 
Convergence and the multidimensional niche. 
Evolution 59: 409–421.

Heather, B., Robertson, H. 2005. Field guide to the birds 
of New Zealand. Auckland, Viking Press. 

Herrera CM 1998. Long-term dynamics of Mediterranean 
frugivorous birds and fleshy fruits: a 12-year study. 
Ecological Monographs 68: 511–538.

Herrera CM 2002. Seed dispersal by vertebrates. In: 

Herrera CM, Pellmyr O eds Plant–animal interactions: 
an evolutionary approach. Oxford, Blackwell 
Scientific. Pp. 185–208.

Hitchcock LC, Cronquist A 1994. Flora of the Pacific 
Northwest. Seattle, University of Washington 
Press. 

Hubbell, SP. 2001. The unified neutral theory of 
biodiversity and biogeography. Princeton, Princeton 
University Press.

Kissling WD, Field R, Böhning-Gaese K 2008. Spatial 
patterns of woody plant and bird diversity: functional 
relationships or environmental effects? Global 
Ecology and Biogeography 17: 327–339.

Klinka K, Krajina VJ, Ceska A, Scagal AM 1989. Indicator 
plants of coastal British Columbia. Vancouver, 
University of British Columbia Press.

Korine C, Kalko EKV, Herre EA 2000. Fruit characteristics 
and factors affecting fruit removal in a Panamanian 
community of strangler figs. Oecologia 123: 
560–568.

Levey DJ, Benkman CW 1999. Fruit–seed disperser 
interactions: timely insights from a long-term 
perspective. Trends in Ecology and Evolution 14: 
41–43.

Levey DJ, Martínez del Rio C 2001. It takes guts (and 
more) to eat fruit: lessons from avian nutritional 
ecology. The Auk 118: 819–831.

Lord JM 2004. Frugivore gape size and the evolution 
of fruit size in southern hemisphere floras. Austral 
Ecology 29: 430–436.

Márquez AL, Real R, Vargas JM 2004. Dependence of 
broad-scale geographical variation in fleshy-fruited 
plant species richness on disperser bird species 
richness. Global Ecology and Biogeography 13: 
295–304.

Martínez I, García D, Obeso JR 2007. Allometric allocation 
in fruit and seed packaging conditions the conflict 
among selective pressures on seed size. Evolutionary 
Ecology 21: 517–533.

Macarthur R, Levins R 1967. The limiting similarity, 
convergence, and divergence of coexisting species. 
American Naturalist 101: 377–385.

McConkey KR, Drake DR 2002. Extinct pigeons and 
declining bat populations: are large seeds still being 
dispersed in the tropical Pacific? In: Levey DJ, Silva 
WR, Galetti M eds Seed dispersal and frugivory: 
ecology, evolution and conservation. Wallingford, 
CABI. Pp. 381–395.

Noma N, Yumoto T 1997. Fruiting phenology of animal-
dispersed plants in response to winter migration of 
frugivores in a warm temperate forest on Yakushima 
Island, Japan. Ecological Research 12: 119–129.

Sapir N, Abramsky Z, Shochat E, Izhaki I 2004. Scale-
dependent habitat selection in migratory frugivorous 
passerines. Naturwissenschaften 91: 544–547.

Schaefer HM, Levey DJ, Schaefer V, Avery ML 2006. 



59BURNS: BIRD DIET BIOGEOGRAPHY

The role of chromatic and achromatic signals for 
fruit detection by birds. Behavioral Ecology 17: 
784–789.

Scott SL ed. 1994. Field guide to North American 
birds. Washington, DC, The National Geographic 
Society.

Simberloff D 1972. Properties of the rarefaction diversity 
measurement. American Naturalist 106: 414–418.

SPSS 2007. Version 14 for Windows. Lead 
Technologies.

Stanton ML 2003. Interacting guilds: moving beyond 
the pairwise perspective on mutualisms. American 
Naturalist 162: S10–S23.

Stephens DW, Krebs JR 1986. Foraging theory. Princeton, 
Princeton University Press.

Tang AMC, Corlett RT, Hyde KD 2005. The persistence 
of ripe fleshy fruits in the presence and absence of 
frugivores. Oecologia 142: 232–237.

Tellería JL, Ramirez A, Pérez-Tris J 2008. Fruit tracking 
between sites and years by birds in Mediterranean 
wintering grounds. Ecography 31: 381–388.

Tewksbery JJ, Nabhan GP 2001. Directed deterrence by 
capsaicin in chillies. Nature 412: 403–404.

Editorial Board member: Mike Winterbourn
Received 6 November 2008; accepted 7 January 2009

Van der Pijl L 1969. Principles of dispersal in higher 
plants. Berlin, Springer. 

Wardle J 1984. The New Zealand beeches. Christchurch, 
New Zealand Forest Service. 

Whelan CJ, Willson MF 1994. Fruit choice in migrating 
North American birds: field and aviary experiments. 
Oikos 71: 137–151.

Whitfield J 2002. Neutrality versus the niche. Nature 
417: 480–481. 

Wilmshurst JM, Anderson AJ, Higham TFG, Worthy 
TH 2008. Dating the late prehistoric dispersal of 
Polynesians to New Zealand using the commensal 
Pacific rat. Proceedings of the National Academy of 
Sciences USA 105: 7676–7680. 

Wilson K-J 2004. Flight of the huia: ecology and 
conservation of New Zealand’s frogs, reptiles, birds 
and mammals. Christchurch, Canterbury University 
Press. 

Zamora R 2000. Functional equivalence in plant–
animal interactions: ecological and evolutionary 
consequences. Oikos 88: 442–447.


