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Meta-analysis of studies of the impact of herbivory on plant biomass and species
composition across a precipitation gradient. In areas of higher precipitation, plant
growth following grazing was higher than in areas of low precipitation. However,
increased precipitation caused a greater difference in species composition due to
grazing than areas of less precipitation.
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Crawley, M. J. 1997. Plant-herbivore dynamics. In Plant ecology, M. J. Crawley, ed.
Oxford: Blackwell Science.
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productivity, herbivory rate increases and herbivore biomass increases; these patterns
were stronger in aquatic systems. The article was brief, so specifics of study methods
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greenhouse. There was no effect of bison saliva on growth (they measured blade,
sheath, crown and root growth) or on C14 allocation to the roots. Unclipped plants
had higher total biomass than clipped, but most of new growth in clipped plants was
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Study of herbivory by large ungulates on above-ground and below-ground grassland
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well-described.
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This study examined the individual impacts of multiple herbivores on
Hormathophylla spinosa, a shrub found in the Sierra Nevada of Spain. The authors
documented impacts of insects and birds observationally, and ungulates through
exclosures. Reproductive output was estimated based on floral buds at the beginning
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drawn from an odd mix, primarily anuran (lentic organisms) manipulation studies
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doesn’t seem useful to draw conclusions about terrestrial interactions.
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Meta-analysis examining trophic cascades: the effects of predator removal on
herbivore density, plant damage and plant biomass. Regarding impacts of herbivory
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plants are most effective in the absence of herbivory and “compensating” plants in the
presence of herbivory. Of interest, the propose increased competition, or invasion, of
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include the complexity of real-world conditions, such as resource availability or
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McNaughton, S. J., M. Oesterheld, D. A. Frank, and K. J. Williams. 1989.
Ecosystem-level patterns of primary productivity and herbivory in terrestrial
habitats. Nature. 341:142-144.
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overcompensation.



