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Abstract
Aim: Studies on latitudinal patterns in plant defence have traditionally overlooked the 
potential effect that resource availability may have in shaping plant defence. Likewise, 
latitudinal patterns of tolerance traits have rarely been studied, yet they can be a 
critical component of plant defence. Therefore, the aim of our study was to examine 
latitudinal variation in the production of tolerance and resistance traits against her-
bivory along a latitudinal range and a natural gradient of resource availability from 
upwelling conditions.
Location: North America (Canada, USA, Mexico).
Time period: Summer months of 2015.
Major taxa used: The seagrass Zostera marina.
Methods: We conducted experiments simulating macroherbivore (e.g., bird, fish) dam-
age on the seagrass Z. marina at 10 sites across the Eastern Pacific coast (Canada–
Mexico) and Quebec and analysed several traits related to resistance and tolerance 
strategies against herbivory. In addition, we examined the effects of potential sea-
grass changes in defence strategies by performing a series of feeding experiments 
with mesoherbivores in a subset of sites.
Results: We found that eelgrass resistance defences did not follow a linear latitudinal 
pattern but rather followed a bell-shaped curve which correlated with bottom-up 
control. In sites with higher nutrient availability, plants allocated resources to tol-
erance strategies and had lower resistance traits. Furthermore, seagrasses did not 
respond linearly to increased herbivory pressure; while they tolerated moderate lev-
els of herbivory, they underwent a significant reduction in tolerance and resistance 
under high herbivory levels, which also made them more susceptible to consumers in 
feeding experiments.
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1  | INTRODUC TION

Biotic interactions such as herbivory strongly influence plant fit-
ness and distribution patterns (Wisz et al., 2013) and consequently 
plants have evolved diverse defence strategies to tolerate and re-
sist herbivory (Núñez-Farfan et al., 2007; Strauss & Agrawal, 1999). 
Tolerance strategies mitigate the negative effects of herbivory to 
plant fitness, for example, by compensating the biomass lost through 
herbivory with compensatory growth or by accumulating resources 
belowground to invest in regrowth (Rosenthal & Kotanen,  1994; 
Tiffin,  2000). Resistance strategies reduce the feeding preference 
or performance of herbivores by, for instance, reducing plant palat-
ability or nutritional quality (Fritz & Simms, 1992). The strength of 
trophic interactions, and thus herbivory, is hypothesized to follow a 
latitudinal gradient with higher interactions towards lower latitudes 
(i.e., biotic interactions hypothesis, BIH; Schemske et al., 2009). This 
phenomenon has led to the proposal that plants are better defended 
towards lower latitudes (i.e., the latitudinal-herbivory-defence- 
hypothesis; LHDH; Coley & Aide,  1991). For instance, salt marsh 
plant palatability decreases towards lower latitudes as a result of 
lower leaf nitrogen content, higher toughness or higher content of 
secondary compounds (Ho & Pennings, 2013; Pennings et al., 2001; 
Siska et al., 2002). In the marine environment, algae collected from 
tropical sites have higher chemical defences (phenolic compounds), 
and thus lower palatability, when compared to temperate sites 
(Bolser & Hay, 1996; Demko et al., 2017).

However, both the BIH and the LHDH remain topics of contro-
versy (Anstett, Nunes, et al., 2016; Hillebrand, 2004; Moles, 2013) 
and recent reviews have found weak support for the LHDH both in 
terrestrial and marine environments. There is conflicting evidence in 
relation to plant chemical defences (e.g., plants have more chemical 
defences in temperate regions; Moles et al., 2011), and contradictory 
results in feeding patterns (Moles et  al.,  2011; Poore et  al.,  2012; 
Zhang et al., 2016). Importantly, these reviews, as well as many of 
the works therein, do not consider important aspects that can drive 
plant–herbivore interactions when examining these relationships 
besides chemical defence, such as nutritional quality, tolerance 
strategies or environmental resources. In fact, other mechanisms 

(e.g., changes in cost of defence due to biogeography; Kooyers 
et al., 2017) may explain the latitudinal variability observed in plant 
defence. It has been pointed out that the solution to this controversy 
requires new investigations that encompass broad latitudinal geo-
graphic areas and that use consistent standardized methods among 
sites. Also, studies need to consider more types of defence traits 
(Anstett, Nunes, et al., 2016; Schemske et al., 2009) including de-
fence induction (Anstett, Chen, et al., 2016) and nutritional quality 
(Moles et al., 2011), and incorporate the use of feeding preference 
experiments to understand the mechanisms of interaction.

Most studies exploring latitudinal patterns in plant defence 
have focused on herbivore damage and resistance strategies, while 
latitudinal patterns in tolerance strategies have been largely unex-
plored (Anstett, Nunes, et al., 2016), yet they are a critical element 
of plant defence strategies (Núñez-Farfan et  al.,  2007; Strauss & 
Agrawal, 1999). The few existing tolerance studies have only mea-
sured compensatory growth, and have yielded inconsistent results 
likely due to biogeographic effects such as similar regrowth re-
sponses driven by different selective pressures (e.g., leaf loss by 
freezing at high latitudes, and herbivore damage at low latitudes; 
Wieski & Pennings, 2014; Woods et al., 2012). Importantly, plants 
have several other tolerance traits against herbivory (e.g., below-
ground reserves) whose variations have not been examined in a lat-
itudinal context.

The availability of resources greatly influences the production 
of defensive traits, since resources allocated to defence can trade-
off with growth and reproduction (Strauss et  al.,  2002). The re-
source availability hypothesis (RAH; Coley et  al.,  1985) postulates 
that plants in resource-rich environments invest in induction of 
secondary metabolites (produced in response to herbivory) instead 
of investing in constitutive resistance (produced regardless of the 
risk of attack; Agrawal & Karban,  1999). However, recent works 
assessing the predictions of the RAH for intraspecific variations 
in plant defence (intraspecific-RAH), propose the opposite; that is, 
that plant populations from resource-rich environments have higher 
constitutive resistance, which is mediated by the higher herbivory 
pressure often found in these environments. Accordingly, in low-re-
source environments, inducibility of resistance traits should be more 
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effective and would trade-off with constitutive resistance (Hahn & 
Maron,  2016). Regarding tolerance strategies, resources have also 
been postulated to drive their production. For instance, the limiting 
resource model (LRM) proposes that plants are more tolerant to her-
bivory when limiting resources are available and if herbivore damage 
does not actually hamper the acquisition or use of those resources 
(Wise & Abrahamson, 2007).

Since environmental resources (e.g., light, nutrients) change with 
latitude, latitudinal patterns of both resistance and tolerance defence 
strategies are also likely to be influenced by resource availability in 
addition to herbivore pressure or damage. Furthermore, the level 
of herbivore pressure (i.e., duration and/or intensity) can also shift 
plant defence responses. While some traits may be more prevalent 
under high herbivory rates (e.g., induction of secondary metabolites; 
Dostálek et al., 2016), others are induced under moderate pressure 
(e.g., compensatory growth; Vergés et al., 2008). Understanding how 
resource availability and herbivory may interact to modify plant de-
fence traits in a latitudinal context is highly relevant, especially in 
marine environments, given that eutrophication is usually a concern 
in coastal areas and upwelling events are predicted to increase their 
intensity due to climate change (García-Reyes et al., 2015; Xiu et al., 
2018). However, to our knowledge no studies have analysed these 
interactions in a wide latitudinal range.

Beyond environmental factors, the suite of defence traits that 
plants exhibit against herbivory involve different traits that are her-
itable and influenced by genetic constraints that modulate the ex-
pression of these traits (e.g., genetic variation; Andrew et al., 2007; 
O’Reilly-Wapstra et al., 2002). In fact, reduction of genotypic rich-
ness or increased inbreeding reduce plant resistance to herbivory 
(Du et al., 2008; Moreira et al., 2014). Therefore, it is important to 
consider genetic variations in influencing patterns of plant defence, 
especially in wide spatial range investigations such as latitudinal 
studies.

Plant–herbivore interactions can have profound effects in eco-
systems, especially when involving foundation species, due to di-
rect (e.g., loss of feeding resources) and indirect (e.g., loss of refuge) 
impacts on associated species as well as on ecosystem properties 
(e.g., nutrient cycling; Silliman et al., 2013). As foundation species, 
seagrasses create critical coastal ecosystems and contribute to 
many ecosystem services (e.g., carbon burial, reduction of coastal 
erosion; Nordlund et al., 2016). Seagrasses are chemically defended 
(Zidorn,  2016) and studies have shown that some seagrass traits 
such as below- and aboveground biomass vary with latitude (Clausen 
et al., 2014; Ruesink et al., 2018; Soissons et al., 2018), yet, to our 
knowledge, no works have studied latitudinal variations in defences 
against herbivory in seagrasses. Importantly, given their critical role 
as foundation species, variations in the ecological roles of seagrasses 
are expected in concert with variations in plant traits and interac-
tions with herbivores.

The aim of this study was to investigate the applicability of the 
resource hypotheses (RAH, LRM) in explaining latitudinal patterns 
of plant tolerance and resistance traits against herbivory and the po-
tential inductive responses to different herbivory rates. Integrating 

these elements is necessary in wide latitudinal studies because plants 
are exposed to gradients of herbivory and resource availability, and 
thus, their allocation of resources to defence is likely constrained by 
the interaction between these two factors. We predicted that ma-
rine plants from regions with more resources available (e.g., upwell-
ing sites) would allocate more resources to tolerance (following the 
LRM), having higher (following the intraspecific-RAH) constitutive 
resistance and lower inducibility of secondary metabolites under 
grazing pressure. Consequently, we expected that herbivores would 
modify their feeding behaviour in response to changes in plant traits. 
We tested these predictions by performing a simulated herbivory 
experiment with the seagrass Zostera marina. Zostera marina is a 
dominant foundation species in estuaries and coastal areas across 
the Northern Hemisphere and is consumed by a wide variety of 
grazers including birds and small invertebrates (e.g., amphipods, iso-
pods), which can strongly influence eelgrass abundance and distri-
bution (Kollars et al., 2017; Reynolds et al., 2012; Tomas et al., 2011). 
Although, to our knowledge, there are no comprehensive studies on 
the levels of herbivory along the sites of this study, numerous herbi-
vores that feed on seagrass such as isopods, amphipods and water-
fowl are present in the study sites (personal observation, G.H., K.B., 
S.K., F.T., Duffy et al., 2013; Hayduk et al., 2019; Kollars et al., 2017; 
Reynolds et al., 2012). While the studies that have explored patterns 
in herbivory pressure in seagrasses do not find a consistent latitu-
dinal tendency (Vergés et al., 2018), temperate seagrasses are ex-
pected to suffer increasingly higher herbivory damage due to the 
poleward expansion of tropical herbivores (Hyndes et  al.,  2016; 
Vergés et al., 2014).

We replicated a simulated herbivory experiment on several sites 
across the US west coast, Mexico and Quebec to (a) examine the 
influence of latitude (and associated changes in some environmental 
factors) on plant defence strategies against herbivory and to (b) as-
sess the effects of latitude (and associated changes in environmen-
tal factors) and herbivory on these strategies and their trade-offs. 
We followed these manipulative experiments with feeding choice 
experiments to (c) investigate how herbivore-driven changes in plant 
traits affect seagrass palatability to other herbivores within the 
community.

2  | MATERIAL S AND METHODS

2.1 | Experimental design

We performed simulated herbivory experiments at 10 study sites 
(nine of them along the eastern coast of the Pacific Ocean) ranging 
approximately 20 degrees in latitude (52–32° N), from Calvert Island 
in Canada to Ensenada in Mexico (Figure 1, Supporting Information 
Figure S1 and Table S1). Along this latitudinal range, mean coastal sea 
surface temperature (SST) decreases from south to north (Figure 1) 
while the mean nutrient (i.e., NO3) concentration exhibits a maximum 
off the coast of California where coastal upwelling is most intense 
(Figure  1b and Supporting Information Figure S2). This upwelling 
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strongly influences the nutrient availability and community struc-
ture of coastal reefs (Menge & Menge, 2013) and estuaries in the 
US west coast (Hayduk et al., 2019; Hessing-Lewis & Hacker, 2013). 
Indeed, leaf N of seagrasses in study sites exhibits a significant posi-
tive correlation with NO3 values (Supporting Information Figure S3). 
Further descriptions about the abiotic factors of the study sites are 
provided in the Supporting Information (Study Site Description S1).

The experiment started the first week of May 2015 and was 
maintained for a total of 10–11  weeks in order to capture plant 
chemical and size changes. A total of fifteen 4-m2 experimental 
plots, five per treatment, were randomly distributed in shallow sub-
tidal (0.5–1 m at low tide) homogeneous monospecific meadows of 
Z.  marina (low wave exposure and low natural herbivory) avoiding 
the edges of meadows or patchy areas. Plots were separated by 3 m 
and the treatments were randomly assigned to each plot.

The experimental treatments consisted of three simulated herbivory 
levels; control (i.e., natural low levels), moderate (i.e., removal of 40% of 
maximum leaf length) and high (i.e., removal of 80% of maximum leaf 

length), with maximum leaf length being quantified initially as the av-
erage maximum leaf length of five plants measured per plot. Herbivory 
simulation was performed by leaf clipping, a standard procedure for 
simulating herbivory from macroherbivores such as fish or birds in 
seagrasses (Holzer & McGlathery, 2016; Sanmartí et al., 2014; Tomas 
et al., 2015; Valentine et al., 2004; Vergés et al., 2008) that produces 
similar effects to natural grazing in seagrasses (Fourqurean et al., 2010; 
Holzer & McGlathery,  2016). All the seagrass shoots in the plot and 
20 cm outside the plot were clipped every 2 weeks throughout the ex-
perimental period. At the end of the experiment, five to ten shoots were 
collected from the experimental plots to perform analyses of tolerance 
and resistance traits (see below and Supporting Information Table S2).

2.2 | Plant tolerance traits

Leaf relative growth rate and shoot size are tolerance traits related 
to compensatory growth response (Tiffin, 2000; Vergés et al., 2008; 

F I G U R E  1   (a) Mean May-June-July satellite sea surface temperature (SST) derived from the 1982–2008 Advanced Very High Resolution 
Radiometer Pathfinder Project data set. White contours indicate mean May-June-July NO3(µmol/L) from the 1878–2012 World Ocean Atlas 
data set. The locations of the study sites; Calvert (Hakai, Canada; HK), Baie St. Ludger (Quebec, Canada; QU), Tsawwaseen (British Columbia, 
Canada; BC), Willapa (Washington, US; WA), Yaquina Bay (Oregon, US; YB), Coos Bay (Oregon, US; CB), West side Regional Park (Bodega 
Bay, California, US; BB), Point Molate (San Francisco, California, US; SF), San Diego Bay (San Diego, California, US; SD) and Punta Banda 
Estuary (Ensenada, Baja California, Mexico; MX), are indicated with magenta circles. (b) Comparison of the May-June-July NO3(µmol/L; 
black) with the May-June-July SST (ºC; grey) and the SST anomaly (SST without latitudinal gradient; dashed light grey) along the Pacific coast. 
Note the reverse axis for the SST and the SST anomaly (i.e., detrended SST)
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Supporting Information Table  S2). Leaf relative growth rate (RGR; 
per day) was measured in five to ten shoots per plot by hole punch-
ing leaves 2 weeks before the end of the experiment following the 
method of Zieman (1974) and dividing the growth area by the total 
leaf area of the shoot and the number of days elapsed since punching. 
Leaf width, maximum leaf length, number of leaves, total leaf area, leaf 
biomass, sheath area (proxy of shoot size and unaffected by clipping; 
Ruesink et al., 2018), rhizome biomass and number of rhizome inter-
nodes were measured at the end of the experiment.

Nitrogen, carbon and sucrose of the three newest formed 
leaves (hereafter young leaves) and of rhizomes as well as be-
lowground (i.e., rhizome) starch content were analysed from 
pooled plant material collected at the end of the experiment. All 
these chemical traits are considered tolerance traits (Supporting 
Information Table  S2) since belowground resources can be re-
allocated to reproduction or regrowth after herbivory (Stowe 
et  al.,  2000; Tiffin,  2000). N and C in all tissues were analysed 
using a Carlo-Erba Instruments (Egelsbach, Germany) elemental 
analyser. Sucrose and starch were analysed with the anthrone 
assay. A more extensive explanation for the categorization of tol-
erance traits, and detailed methods for chemical analyses of plant 
traits are described in the Supporting Information (Methodology 
S1, Table S2).

2.3 | Plant resistance traits

Specific phenolic compounds, nitrogen, carbon, and fibre content 
in leaves are considered resistance traits (Supporting Information 
Table S2) due to their effects on the palatability or digestibility of 
the plant, and therefore herbivore preference (Hernán et al., 2019; 
Sieg & Kubanek,  2013). These traits were analysed in young 
leaves from pooled plant material collected at the end of the ex-
periment. Specific phenolic compounds were analysed with ultra-
performance liquid chromatography-tandem mass-spectrometry 
as in Hernán et  al.  (2017) with modifications (see Supporting 
Information Methodology S1). We identified seven phenolic com-
pounds; rosmarinic acid (RA), and six flavonoids [i.e., apigenin-
7-sulphate, APS; diosmetin-7-sulphate, DS; luteolin-7-sulphate, 
LUTS; luteolin-7-O-β-glucoside, LUTG; luteolin-7,3’-disulphate, 
LUTS2; luteolin-7-O-β-(6’’-malonyl) glucoside, LUTMG]. Specific 
leaf area (SLA  =  leaf area/ leaf weight; cm2/g), which is used to 
evaluate leaf toughness (with high SLA indicating low toughness; 
Paul et al., 2012), was quantified in five to ten shoots per plot at 
the end of the experiment. A detailed methodology for all chemical 
analyses of plant traits can be found in the Supporting Information 
(Methodology S1).

2.4 | Genetic metrics

Allelic richness and genotypic diversity (clonality) may follow a 
linear or unimodal latitudinal gradient, reflecting phylogeographic 

history in which range edges show low diversity and an overall 
attenuation from south to north. These variables were assessed 
to be used as covariates to control for genetic variance. Genetic 
metrics (allelic richness and genotypic richness) were assessed 
on 20 shoots per site (maintaining 2 m between shoots) with 24 
microsatellite loci. Details about the methodology for genetic 
metrics of eelgrass can be found in the Supporting Information 
(Methodology S2).

2.5 | Herbivore feeding assays

To examine the effect of simulated herbivory-driven changes on 
feeding behaviour of other herbivores within the community, we 
conducted a series of three-choice feeding experiments in which 
we measured tissue consumption (i.e., tissue consumed from one 
treatment relative to the total tissue consumed). The experiments 
were performed with an invertebrate grazer commonly found in 
Z. marina seagrass beds along the Central and North Pacific coast, 
the isopod Pentidotea resecata. The isopods were collected from 
two sites (Coos Bay and Yaquina Bay) and were offered fresh eel-
grass leaves without epiphytes collected from all three simulated 
herbivory treatments of their own sites. Additionally, in order to ex-
amine if the feeding patterns observed were driven by mechanical- 
structural or chemical traits, we performed three-choice feeding  
experiments with agar-based artificial food (Siska et  al.,  2002; 
Tomas et  al.,  2015). The experiments consisted of 10–15 repli-
cates and ended when approximately 50% of initial material was 
consumed. Further details about the methodology of the feeding 
assays are provided in the Supporting Information (Methodology 
S3).

2.6 | Statistical analyses

We calculated one mean value of the response variables measured 
per plot having thus five replicates per treatment and site. We per-
formed a principal component analysis (PCA) with all the 31 plant re-
sponse variables measured or calculated from the variables measured 
(e.g., rhizome biomass per internode  =  rhizome biomass/number of 
internodes; SLA; RGR) in order to visualize possible patterns of plant 
defence strategies across clipping treatments and sites (Figure  2). 
We tested our predictions (effects of latitude, resource availability 
and simulated herbivory treatments, and their interactions) while 
controlling for potential covariation introduced by the genetic traits 
using univariate general linear models (GLMs). Prior to performing the 
GLMs, we explored the correlation among our response variables to 
reduce the number of GLMs to fit (Supporting Information Figure S3) 
and selected 15 response variables that are also the more relevant as 
defence traits (i.e., leaf RGR, number of leaves, sheath area, rhizome 
biomass per internode, leaf nitrogen, carbon and sucrose content, 
rhizome nitrogen, carbon, sucrose and starch content, SLA, leaf fibre 
content, total flavonoids and specific phenolic compounds) to test our 
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hypotheses. We also explored the correlation between potential ex-
planatory variables (genetic covariates, SST, latitude and NO3) to avoid 
collinearity in the model fitting and discarded SST due to its high nega-
tive correlation with NO3 and latitude (R2 = −.7 for both; Supporting 
Information Figure S3). Consequently, NO3 and latitude were use as 
explanatory variables and genotypic richness as a covariate. We re-
duced the full GLM of each response variable using a stepwise selec-
tion procedure to find the model with the lowest Akaike information 
criterion (AIC) value to avoid type I errors (Supporting Information 
Table S3). The coefficients, standard errors and p-values of fixed ef-
fects in all minimum adequate models were estimated via iteratively 
reweighted least squares using the glm function of the core R-package 
(R Core Team, 2007). Standardized generalized variance-inflation fac-
tors were also calculated as an index of multicollinearity. All models 
were fitted considering a Gaussian (i.e., normal) distribution of errors. 
Hence, the distribution of the residuals (errors) was checked for nor-
mality and response variables were transformed when the distribution 
of the residuals deviated from normality.

For the results of the feeding assays, we tested whether the level of 
simulated herbivory affected the amount of eelgrass biomass consumed 

by P. resecata using the multivariate Hotelling’s T2 test without transfor-
mation of the variables. Post hoc analyses were performed with Tukey 
multiple comparisons of means. The detailed methodology for all statisti-
cal analyses is described in the Supporting Information (Methodology S4).

3  | RESULTS

3.1 | Latitudinal variation of defence traits

We found that both tolerance and resistance traits (except number 
of leaves and rhizome biomass per internode) varied with latitude.

The PCA (Figure 2) differentiates two groups in axis 1 (PC1); the 
sites at the extremes of the Z. marina distribution range, and the sites at 
intermediate latitudes where the shoots reach larger sizes with higher 
growth rates and belowground resources (PC1, Figure 2). The results of 
the analyses on tolerance and size traits show that leaf sucrose, sheath 
area and correlated morphometric traits (Supporting Information 
Figure S3) peaked at mid-latitudes (Figure 3 and Supporting Information 
Figure S4). Carbon-based belowground resources (i.e., rhizome starch, 
sucrose and C) increased with increasing latitude (Table  1, Figure 3), 
whereas belowground N and leaf relative growth rate were lower to-
wards higher latitudes (Table 1, Figure 3). Genotypic richness statisti-
cally influenced all tolerance traits, except rhizome C, but there were 
no overall consistent patterns with latitude (Table 1).

The PCA also shows a separation between mid-latitude and ex-
treme-range populations in relation to resistance traits. In particular, mar-
ginal populations seem to invest in mechanical and phenolic defences 
(Figures 2 and 4). SLA increased with increasing latitude, while leaf fibre, 
leaf C, and total flavonoids (driven by the most abundant compound; DS) 
exhibited their minimum values at mid-latitudes (Figure 4 and Supporting 
Information Figure S5). However, some less abundant flavonoids and 
RA exhibited the opposite pattern (Supporting Information Figure S5, 
Table S4). On the other hand, leaf N content peaked at mid-latitudes, 
decreasing more towards higher latitudes (Table 1, Figure 4).

3.2 | Resource availability and defence traits

Sheath area as well as rhizome C, N, sucrose and biomass (and 
correlated traits, Supporting Information Figures  S3, S6 and S7) 
increased with nitrate availability, while number of leaves and rhi-
zome starch decreased (Table 1, Figure 5). Leaf N, phenolic com-
pounds and flavonoids increased with higher nitrate availability, 
whereas leaf fibre content exhibited the opposite pattern (Table 1 
and Figure 6, Supporting Information Table S4, Figures S6 and S7).

3.3 | Latitudinal patterns of defence traits in 
response to herbivory

Plant traits did not differ between the control and the moder-
ate herbivory treatments, and only the high herbivory treatment 

F I G U R E  2   Principal component analysis. Arrows represent 
the loading of the variables. Dots represent the score of each 
replicate on principal component 1 (PC1) and PC2. Circles group 
the replicates within each site and sites are coded as in Figure 1. 
RGR = leaf relative growth rate; NL = number of leaves; LW = leaf 
width; LB = leaf biomass; LA = leaf area; MLL = maximum leaf 
length; SA = sheath area; LMA = leaf mass area; SL = sheath length; 
SW = sheath width; BRi = biomass of rhizome per internode; LSu = 
leaf sucrose content; RiSt = rhizome starch content; RiSu = rhizome 
sucrose content; RiN = rhizome nitrogen content; RiC = rhizome 
carbon content; RiCN = rhizome C/N; SLA = specific leaf area; 
LN = leaf nitrogen content; LC = leaf carbon content; LCN = leaf 
C/N; Fibr = leaf fibre; TF = total flavonoids; TPC = total phenolic 
compounds; flavonoids [LUTG = luteolin-7-O-β-glucoside; LUTS2 =  
luteolin-7,3’-disulphate; LUTM = luteolin-7-O-β-(6’’-malonyl) 
glucoside; LUTS = luteolin-7-sulphate; APS = apigenin-7-sulphate; 
DS = diosmetin-7-sulphate]; RA = rosmarinic acid
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had effects on defence traits in Z. marina, which affected most of 
the tolerance traits. For instance, plants exhibited a higher rela-
tive growth rate under high simulated herbivory, which was fur-
ther enhanced under high nutrient availability (Table 1, Figure 5). 
Number of leaves, rhizome biomass per internode, and sucrose 
content of both leaves and rhizomes were lower under the high 
herbivory treatments. In addition, rhizome C and sheath area 
only exhibited a significant decrease in high herbivory treat-
ments at high and mid latitudes, respectively (Table 1, Figure 3). 
The only traits related to resistance that increased significantly 
under the high herbivory treatment were SLA and leaf N, with 
the increase in leaf N being greater towards higher latitudes 
(Table 1, Figure 4).

3.4 | Herbivore responses to simulated  
herbivory-driven changes in plant palatability

Isopods from both Coos Bay and Yaquina Bay consumed signifi-
cantly higher amounts of fresh leaf biomass and agar-base food from 
the high herbivory treatment when compared to the control treat-
ment in the three-choice experiments (Figure 7).

4  | DISCUSSION

This work shows that most eelgrass defence traits against herbivory 
follow a bell-shaped distribution, which suggests that latitudinal dif-
ferences in defence traits of Z.  marina are strongly driven by bot-
tom-up forces, supporting the RAH. Tolerance traits (six of the nine 
traits) were strongly associated with high resource availability (i.e., 
upwelling) as expected by the LRM. On the other hand, we found 
higher investment in resistance traits towards both extremes of 
the distribution of eelgrass (and not only at lower latitudes), likely 
influenced by lower resources at these extremes in comparison to 
mid-latitudes (as proposed by the RAH and contrary to the intraspe-
cific-RAH). Furthermore, none of the Z. marina traits analysed was 
significantly affected by moderate (i.e., 40% loss) herbivore damage, 
while high herbivory induced compensatory growth, decreased re-
sistance, and increased palatability, which further enhanced suscep-
tibility to herbivory by other grazers within the community.

Most tolerance traits were higher in the sites with higher nu-
trient availability, coincident with the region of strong upwelling 
(Schwing & Mendelssohn,  1997). Upwelling brings nutrient-rich 
waters, which also have higher pCO2 (Feely et  al.,  2008), thus 
providing resources that generally limit seagrass productivity  

F I G U R E  3   Distribution of tolerance 
traits along the latitudinal gradient. 
Grey bands indicate 95% confidence 
boundaries for the control (C; dark 
brown), moderate (H; beige) and high (HH; 
green) herbivory treatment fitted curves 
(general linear models). Letters indicate 
statistical differences due to latitude 
(L), nitrate (N), high herbivore treatment 
(HH), and interactions. Rhi = rhizome; 
RGR = relative growth rate; g FW/inte  
r= grams of fresh weight per internode. 
The first panel shows in magenta the 
latitude of the study sites (n = 5 per 
treatment and site). Sites are coded as in 
Figure 1



8  |     HERNÁN et al.

TA B L E  1   Results of general linear model (GLM) on defence traits

Variable i βlat βH βHH βNO3 βG.R. βlat*H βlat*HH βNO3*H βNO3*HH

Sqrt (relative growth 
rate (per day)]

Est. 0.39 −0.003 0.002 0.013 −0.003 −0.099 0.007 0.011

SE 0.033 <0.001 0.012 0.012 0.004 0.026 0.005 0.05

p < .001 < .001 .892 .284 .45 < .001 .149 .027

Number of leaves Est. 2.825 0.106 −0.396 −0.239 3.117

SE 0.469 0.14 0.139 0.039 0.5

p < .001 .452 .06 < .001 < .001

Sheath area (cm2) Est. 22.102 0.757 4.214 12.944 2.324 −45.043 −0.148 −0.489

SE 8.28 0.159 9.423 9.423 0.386 5.008 0.225 0.225

p .009 < .001 .655 .172 < .001 < .001 .512 .031

Ln (rhizome biomass  
(gFW/internode))

Est. 0.665 −0.078 −0.671 0.387 −3.487

SE 0.512 0.153 0.153 0.042 0.546

p .196 .61 < .001 < .001 < .001

Leaf sucrose (%) Est. 5.276 0.318 −0.483 −1.855 −11.55

SE 3.966 0.058 0.878 0.878 3.155

p .186 < .001 .583 .037 < .001

Logit (rhizome starch 
(%))

Est. 0.216 0.03 −0.8

SE 0.33 0.008 0.032

p .514 < .001 .016

Arcsine (rhizome 
sucrose (%))

Est. −0.027 0.002 0.001 −0.004 0.006 −0.011

SE 0.009 <0.001 0.002 0.002 0.006 0.007

p .003 < .001 .537 .025 < .001 .135

Logit (rhizome C (%)) Est. −1.674 0.018 0.217 0.248 0.029 0.14 −0.006 −0.007

SE 0.125 0.002 0.142 0.142 0.006 0.076 0.003 0.003

p < .001 < .001 .13 .084 < .001 .066 .105 .037

Rhizome N (%) Est. 2.829 −0.027 0.044 −0.835

SE 0.309 0.005 0.019 0.247

p < .001 < .001 .023 < .001

SLA (cm2/g) Est. −419.589 23.442 23.189 178.176

SE 176.321 4.111 62.413 62.413

p .019 < .001 .711 .005

Logit (fibre (%)) Est. −0.157 −0.034 −0.148 1.326

SE 0.25 0.004 0.015 0.2

p .532 < .001 < .001 < .001

Logit (leaf C (%)) Est. −0.929 0.005 0.097

SE 0.076 0.001 0.061

p < .001 < .001 .112

Logit (leaf N (%)) Est. −1.231 −0.007 −0.045 −0.116 0.286 −0.231 0.001 0.005 −0.001 −0.016

SE 0.081 0.002 0.092 0.092 0.07 0.049 0.002 0.002 0.009 0.009

p < .001 < .001 .629 .21 < .001 < .001 .533 .02 .876 .081

Sqrt (TF (mg/gDW)) Est. 3.613 −0.045 0.078 1.81

SE 0.802 0.012 0.05 0.643

p < .001 < .001 .118 .006

Sqrt (TPC (mg/gDW)) Est. 3.007 0.027 0.143

SE 0.646 0.015 0.064

p < .001 .077 .027

Note: Intercept (i) and slopes of latitude (βlat), herbivory simulation moderate (βH) and high level (βHH), nitrate (βNO3), their interactions (marked 
with asterisk), and genotypic richness (βG.R). Sqrt, Ln, arcsin and logit indicate square root, Napierian logarithm, arcsine and logit transformation, 
respectively. SLA = specific leaf area; TF = total flavonoids; TPC = total phenolic compounds; gDW = grams of dry weight; gFW = grams of fresh 
weight; Est. = estimate; SE = standard error; p = p-value (n = 5 per treatment and site). Statistically significant results are shown in bold.
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(Beer et al., 2002; Lee et al., 2007). In accordance with the LRM, we 
observed higher belowground resources and aboveground growth 
rates with higher nutrient availability under herbivory. At mid- 
latitudes, higher resource availability appears to translate into 
higher aboveground (Ruesink et al., 2018) and belowground per cap-
ita biomass. Consequently, populations in high resource availability 
environments are likely to be better prepared to tolerate herbiv-
ory or other disturbances that can remove aboveground biomass 
(e.g., harsher hydrodynamic conditions), having more resources 
to invest for regrowth. Our study also indicates that summertime 
leaf relative growth rate decreases with increasing latitude, per-
haps due to lower temperatures in northern sites, which has been 
suggested as an important factor controlling annual seagrass pro-
ductivity (Clausen et al., 2014). In addition, towards the northern 
sites, carbon mainly accumulates into carbohydrate reserves in 
belowground tissues rather than being invested in plant growth, 
probably as an adaptation to overwintering (Clausen et al., 2014; 
Robertson & Mann, 1984; Soissons et al., 2018). Indeed, the non-
linearity of the relationship of some of the variables with nutrient 
availability is likely due to this adaptation, leading to lower values 
of some variables (e.g., number of leaves) at intermediate levels 
of nitrate concentrations, which correspond to high latitude sites. 
Moreover, genotypic richness appears to influence most seagrass 

size traits, which may be related to previous findings of higher 
eelgrass biomass in more genotypically diverse sites (Hughes & 
Stachowicz, 2004; Reusch et al., 2005). It has been suggested that 
higher genetic diversity increases positive interactions such as re-
source partitioning, improving performance in more genotypically 
diverse populations (Hughes et al., 2008).

The production of resistance traits also appears to be strongly 
influenced by available resources. As predicted by the RAH, plants 
from the sites with high nutrient availability tended to have higher 
nitrogen and lower fibre contents in leaves, and thus lower con-
stitutive resistance. Indeed, experimental evidence shows that in-
creases in nutrient availability usually lead to higher nutrient content 
(Hernán et al., 2019; Tomas et al., 2015) and lower fibre production 
in plant tissues (Goecker et al., 2005; Hernán et al., 2019). On the 
other hand, the pattern that we detected of lower resistance in 
high-resource areas does not follow the predictions of the intraspe-
cific-RAH, which predicts that resistance is mediated by the higher 
herbivory suffered at resource-rich sites. In fact, some plant species 
inhabiting high resource environments do not undergo high herbiv-
ory rates and thus, the predictions of the intraspecific-RAH may not 
always be applicable (Lamarre et al., 2012). Such lower investment in 
structural defences and higher nutritional quality typically enhance 
plant susceptibility to herbivory (e.g., Goecker et al., 2005; Hernán 

F I G U R E  4   Distribution of resistance 
traits along the latitudinal gradient. 
Grey bands indicate 95% confidence 
boundaries for the control (C; dark 
brown), moderate (H; beige) and high (HH; 
green) herbivory treatment fitted curves 
(general linear models). Letters indicate 
statistical differences due to latitude 
(L), nitrate (N), high herbivore treatment 
(HH), and interactions. SLA = specific leaf 
area; TF = total flavonoids; TPC = total 
phenolic compounds; gDW = grams of dry 
weight. The first panel shows in magenta 
the latitude of the study sites (n = 5 per 
treatment and site). Sites are coded as in 
Figure 1
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et al., 2019; Lucas, 2000; Tomas et al., 2011), and thus would likely 
make mid-latitude plants more susceptible to consumers.

Furthermore, according to the LHDH, we would expect a negative 
linear relationship between the concentrations of phenolic compounds 
and latitude (Anstett, Nunes, et al., 2016; Rasmann & Agrawal, 2011), 
and we would also expect an induction in the production of chemi-
cal defences in response to herbivory. Yet, we did not observe either 
of those phenomena. In fact, in our system, the production of chemi-
cal defences appears to be driven by resource availability rather than 
herbivory pressure. We found that total flavonoid compounds and total 
phenolic compounds were slightly higher in higher nutrient availability 
conditions. Nevertheless, specific compounds exhibited contrasting re-
sponses. The most abundant flavonoid (DS) was lower at mid-latitudes 
(Supporting Information Figure S5) while other less abundant flavonoids 
(LUTG, LUTMG, LUTS), some of which have been related to UV pro-
tection (LUTG, LUTMG; Mierziak et al., 2014), exhibited the opposite 
pattern (Supporting Information Figure S5), increasing with higher nu-
trient availability (Supporting Information Figure S7). Likewise, RA was 
one of the most abundant phenolic compounds found in this study. RA 
has been found to have antibacterial activity (Guan et  al.,  2019) and 
has been suggested to play a role in pathogen and herbivore protec-
tion (Khan et al., 2019; Simmonds et al., 2019). This compound exhib-
ited higher concentrations at mid-latitudes (Supporting Information 

Figure S5) and, in fact, previous studies have found a strong positive 
correlation between RA and leaf N in seagrasses (Ravn et al., 1994). The 
idiosyncratic responses in the content of specific phenolic compounds 
may affect the capacity of plants to defend against pathogens, herbi-
vores and UV-radiation. However, further studies need to be performed 
in order to actually determine the specific function of many of these 
particular compounds in seagrasses. On the other hand, genotypic rich-
ness seemed to influence some chemical resistance traits such as leaf N, 
total flavonoids and half of the phenolic compounds identified. Genetic 
identity influences the production of total phenolic compounds in Z. ma-
rina (Tomas et al., 2011), and intraspecific (genetically driven) differences 
in production of secondary metabolites have major ecosystem effects 
on Populus-based ecosystems (see reviews by Schweitzer et al., 2008; 
Whitham et al., 2006) highlighting the potential role that intraspecific 
genetic variations may have in driving chemical composition in eelgrass 
and consequently influencing herbivory and other important ecological 
processes (e.g., decomposition, nutrient cycling; Schweitzer et al., 2008; 
Whitham et al., 2006).

The only resistance trait that followed the predictions of the LHDH 
(i.e., more investment in defence at lower latitudes) was SLA, with south-
ern populations having tougher leaves (i.e., lower SLA). While lower SLA 
could potentially be a response to higher grazing impact at the south-
ern sites, it may also be related to higher temperature stress that plants 

F I G U R E  5   Distribution of tolerance 
traits along the nitrate availability 
gradient. Grey bands indicate 95% 
confidence boundaries for the control  
(C; dark brown), moderate (H; beige) and 
high (HH; green) herbivory treatment 
fitted curves (general linear models). 
Letters indicate statistical differences due 
to latitude (L), nitrate (N), high herbivore 
treatment (HH), and interactions. 
Rhi = rhizome; RGR = relative growth 
rate; gDW = grams of dry weight;  
g FW/inter = grams of fresh weight 
per internode. The first panel shows in 
magenta the latitude of the study sites 
(n = 5 per treatment and site). Sites are 
coded as in Figure 1
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suffer during low tides in southern sites (Ramírez-Valiente et al., 2014). 
On the other hand, higher SLA at northern sites may be a consequence 
of the need to increase plant photosynthetic capacity (and thus leaf area) 
due to light limitation (Enriquez & Sand-Jensen, 2003).

Regarding impacts of simulated herbivory, Z. marina plants ap-
pear to be able to tolerate moderate levels of herbivory throughout 
the latitudinal range examined, as those plants had similar traits to 
control plants, even though they were regularly being denuded of 
40% in leaf length. Thus, plants under moderate treatments were 
able to compensate for leaf loss, and this may have been achieved 
by increasing photosynthetic activity of the remaining leaf tissue 
(Tiffin,  2000). On the other hand, high leaf denudation rates did 
cause negative effects on plants. For example, Z. marina exhibited a 
compensatory growth response, which has been linked to a reduc-
tion in belowground resources (Sanmartí et al., 2014), and which was 
also observed in our study, with an important reduction in rhizome 
biomass per internode, and in sucrose content. Importantly, this re-
duction was attenuated at mid and high latitudes, likely as a result 
of higher resource availability (LRM; Wise & Abrahamson,  2007). 
Furthermore, rhizomes suffered a stronger reduction of carbon re-
serves towards northern latitudes, which may be driven by a limita-
tion in carbon uptake often observed at high latitudes as a result of 
light limitation (Reich & Oleksyn,  2004). In addition, given that at 

these northern sites leaves had higher nitrogen content (see below), 
lower C reserves may also be due to the use of carbon for nitrogen 
assimilation (Touchette & Burkholder, 2000).

Interestingly, plants under intense herbivory did not increase their 
resistance against consumption. On the contrary, we observed that high 
herbivory rates made leaves more palatable (with decreased toughness 
and higher nitrogen content), which may have resulted in part from a 
stimulation of nitrogen uptake due to defoliation under high herbivory 
(Jaramillo & Detling, 1988; Valentine et al., 2004). The increase of nitro-
gen pools under intense herbivory was particularly great at the north-
ern sites, and this may be a consequence of a lower use of nitrogen for 
growth (Kerkhoff et al., 2005; Reich & Oleksyn, 2004). The changes that 
we observed in SLA and nutrients under high herbivory would likely 
make these plants even more attractive to grazers. In fact, herbivores 
are known to perform ‘cultivation’ or ‘gardening’ grazing whereby they 
maintain certain species or plant tissues that optimize their foraging 
(Bjorndal, 1985; Preen, 1995), and we indeed observed that this her-
bivory-driven decrease in resistance made plants consistently more 
susceptible to consumption by isopods. Consequently, negative impacts 
of macroherbivores such as fish or waterfowl on eelgrass may be fur-
ther enhanced by facilitating susceptibility to other consumers within 
the community. Indeed, isopods from both populations tended to prefer 
the most clipped leaves, which were also the more nutritious (i.e., higher 

F I G U R E  6   Distribution of resistance 
traits along the nitrate availability 
gradient. Grey bands indicate 95% 
confidence boundaries for the control  
(C; dark brown), moderate (H; beige) 
and high (HH; green) herbivory 
treatment fitted curves (general linear 
models). Letters indicate statistical 
differences due to latitude (L), nitrate 
(N), high herbivore treatment (HH), and 
interactions. SLA = specific leaf area; 
TF = total flavonoids; TPC = total phenolic 
compounds. The first panel shows in 
magenta the latitude of the study sites 
(n = 5 per treatment and site). Sites are 
coded as in Figure 1
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leaf nitrogen content), more tender (i.e., higher SLA) and which had not 
exhibited any induction of phenolic compounds or other resistance 
traits. The fact that isopods exhibited the same preferences when we 
performed the agar-base feeding experiment suggests that nutritional 
quality and possibly structural traits are driving the feeding behaviour of 
this herbivore (Tomas et al., 2011, 2015).

Our study highlights the importance that resource availability has in 
shaping latitudinal patterns of plant defence strategies against herbivory 
in a dominant foundation species. Furthermore, our results also indicate 
that while eelgrass populations are highly tolerant to moderate levels of 
herbivory, they are not adapted to high herbivory. Importantly, tolerance 
to high herbivory was enhanced in the sites with high resource availability. 
Although there are no comprehensive studies on patterns of herbivory 
pressure on Z. marina, this adaptation to moderate herbivory could be pri-
marily driven by consumption by waterfowl (Kollars et al., 2017; Rivers 
& Short, 2007). Importantly, warming-driven range expansion of tropical 
herbivores, such as fish or sirenians, into temperate areas is already occur-
ring in many regions (e.g., Mediterranean Sea, Gulf of Mexico, Australian 
coast), strongly enhancing consumption pressure on benthic macrophytes 

(Hyndes et  al.,  2016; Vergés et  al.,  2014, 2016). The establishment of 
these new species will increase herbivory pressure on these systems, 
particularly at the lower edge of their distribution. Moreover, migration 
patterns of waterfowl species are being altered with climate change and 
degradation of habitats (Ward et al., 2005) and may shift spatial patterns 
of grazing pressure. These new scenarios of grazing could have strong 
detrimental effects on temperate seagrasses, not only by directly reducing 
plant standing stock, but also by reducing resistance traits and facilitating 
herbivory by other grazers in the community. Such processes could be 
especially problematic under conditions of high resource availability, be-
cause while more resources may initially enable plants to better tolerate 
herbivory, they also make plant tissues less resistant to herbivores.

ACKNOWLEDG MENTS
J. Máñez, M. Domínguez, J. Hayduk, A. Dennert, C. Prentice, A. Olson 
and Z. Monteith helped with fieldwork and sample processing and analy-
ses. GH was supported by the research personnel program co-funded by 
the European Social Fund and the Government of the Balearic Islands. 
This study was supported by grants from RESIGRASS (CGL2014-58829-
C2-2-R), the Ramón y Cajal and the José Castillejo Programs to FT, and 
in-kind support from author institutions. JA was supported by a Juan de 
la Cierva post-doc grant (ref. IJCI-2016-27681). MH-L was supported 
by the Tula Foundation. The Hakai Institute Nearshore team supported 
the work on Calvert Island. This work is part of the Zostera Experimental 
Network (ZEN). Funding for ZEN was provided by the National Science 
Foundation (BIO-OCE 1336905 and 1336206).

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
FT and GH conceived the experiment. GH, FT, JH, KB, SC, MC, CH, 
MH-L, SK, NK, KH, PJ, MIO, PLR, JR, EV performed the field experi-
ment. GH performed the chemical analyses. MJO performed phe-
nolic compounds analyses. JO performed the genetic analyses. GH 
and JA performed the statistical analyses. VC analyzed the SST, NO3 
and solar radiation data. FT, KB, MC, MJO, CH, MH-L, KH, PJ, MIO, 
JO and JR contributed with funding, field and laboratory material 
and analyses. GH and FT prepared the manuscript. All authors dis-
cussed and contributed to the manuscript.

DATA AVAIL ABILIT Y S TATEMENT
All data supporting the results in the paper are publicly available in 
the Figshare data repository: 10.6084/m9.figshare.13048871.

ORCID
Gema Hernán   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0806-9729 

R E FE R E N C E S
Agrawal, A. A., & Karban, R. (1999). Why induced defenses may be favored 

over constitutive strategies in plants. In R. Tollrian, & C. D. Harwell 
(Eds.), The ecology and evolution of inducible defenses (pp. 45–61). 
Princeton University Press. https://doi.org/10.1159/00033​1745

Andrew, R. L., Wallis, I. R., Harwood, C. E., Henson, M., & Foley, W. J. 
(2007). Heritable variation in the foliar secondary metabolite siderox-
ylonal in Eucalyptus confers cross-resistance to herbivores. Oecologia, 
153, 891–901. https://doi.org/10.1007/s0044​2-007-0784-1

F I G U R E  7   Meanpercentage of (a) fresh biomass and (b) 
agar-based reconstructed food of plant material from different 
experimental treatments eaten by isopods collected in Yaquina 
Bay and Coos Bay and fed seagrass from their respective bays. 
Error bars indicate standard error, and different letters indicate 
statistically significant differences across treatments (Tukey). 
Hotelling test results (T2) from samples collected in Yaquina Bay 
(T2

YB
) and Coos Bay (T2

CB
), p-value (p), and number of replicates (n) 

shown. C = control herbivory treatment; H = moderate herbivory 
treatment; HH = high herbivory treatment

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0806-9729
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0806-9729
https://doi.org/10.1159/000331745
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-007-0784-1


     |  13HERNÁN et al.

Anstett, D. N., Chen, W., & Johnson, M. T. J. (2016). Latitudinal gradients in 
induced and constitutive resistance against herbivores. Journal of Chemical 
Ecology, 42(8), 772–781. https://doi.org/10.1007/s1088​6-016-0735-6

Anstett, D. N., Nunes, K. A., Baskett, C., & Kotanen, P. M. (2016). Sources 
of controversy surrounding latitudinal patterns in herbivory and de-
fense. Trends in Ecology and Evolution, 31(10), 789–802. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.tree.2016.07.011

Beer, S., Bjork, M., Hellblom, F., & Axelsson, L. (2002). Inorganic car-
bon utilisation in marine angiosperms (seagrasses). Functional Plant 
Biology, 29, 349–354.

Bjorndal, K. A. (1985). Nutritional ecology of sea turtles. Copeia, 3, 736–
751. https://doi.org/10.2307/1444767

Bolser, R. C., & Hay, M. E. (1996). Are tropical plants better defended? 
Palatability and defenses of temperate vs. tropical seaweeds. 
Ecology, 77(8), 2269–2286.

Clausen, K. K., Krause-Jensen, D., Olesen, B., & Marbà, N. (2014). 
Seasonality of eelgrass biomass across gradients in temperature 
and latitude. Marine Ecology Progress Series, 506, 71–85. https://doi.
org/10.3354/meps1​0800

Coley, P. D., & Aide, T. M. (1991). Comparison of herbivory and plant de-
fenses in temperate and tropical broad-leaved forests. In P. W. Price, 
T. M. Lewinsohm, G. W. Fernandes, & W. W. Benson (Eds.), Plant-
animal interactions: Evolutionary ecology in tropical and temperate re-
gions (pp. 25–49). Wiley.

Coley, P. D., Bryant, J. P., & Chapin, F. S. (1985). Resource availability and 
plant antiherbivore defense. Science, 230(4728), 895–899.

Demko, A. M., Amsler, C. D., Hay, M. E., Long, J. D., McClintock, J. B., 
Paul, V. J., & Sotka, E. E. (2017). Declines in plant palatability from 
polar to tropical latitudes depend on herbivore and plant identity. 
Ecology, 98(9), 2312–2321. https://doi.org/10.1002/ecy.1918

Dostálek, T., Rokaya, M. B., Maršík, P., Rezek, J., Skuhrovec, J., Pavela, 
R., & Münzbergová, Z. (2016). Trade-off among different anti-herbi-
vore defence strategies along an altitudinal gradient. AoB Plants, 8, 
plw026. https://doi.org/10.1093/aobpl​a/plw026

Du, D., Winsor, J. A., Smith, M., DeNicco, A., & Stephenson, A. G. (2008). 
Resistance and tolerance to herbivory changes with inbreeding and 
ontogeny in a wild gourd (Cucurbitaceae). American Journal of Botany, 
95(1), 84–92. https://doi.org/10.3732/ajb.95.1.84

Duffy, J. E., Macdonald, K. S., Rhode, J. M., & Parker, J. (2013). Grazer 
diversity, functional redundancy and productivity in seagrass beds: 
An experimental test. Ecology, 82(9), 2417–2434.

Enriquez, S., & Sand-Jensen, K. (2003). Variation in light absorption prop-
erties of Mentha aquatica L. as a function of leaf form: Implications 
for plant growth. International Journal of Plant Sciences, 164(1), 125–
136. https://doi.org/10.1086/344759

Feely, R. A., Sabine, C. L., Hernandez-Ayon, J. M., Ianson, D., & Hales, 
B. (2008). Evidence for upwelling of corrosive “acidified” water onto 
the continental shelf. Science, 320(5882), 1490–1492. https://doi.
org/10.1126/scien​ce.1155676

Fourqurean, J., Manuel, S., Coates, K., Kenworthy, W., & Smith, S. 
(2010). Effects of excluding sea turtle herbivores from a seagrass 
bed: Overgrazing may have led to loss of seagrass meadows in 
Bermuda. Marine Ecology Progress Series, 419, 223–232. https://doi.
org/10.3354/meps0​8853

Fritz, R. S., & Simms, E. L. (Eds.). (1992). Plant Resistance to herbivores and 
pathogens: Ecology, evolution, and genetics. University of Chicago Press.

García-Reyes, M., Sydeman, W. J., Schoeman, D. S., Rykaczewski, R. R., 
Black, B. A., Smit, A. J., & Lin, P. (2015). Under pressure: Climate 
change, upwelling, and eastern boundary upwelling ecosystems. 
Frontiers in Marine Science, 2(109), 1–10. https://doi.org/10.3389/
fmars.2015.00109

Goecker, M. E., Heck, K. L., & Valentine, J. F. (2005). Effects of nitro-
gen concentrations in turtlegrass Thalassia testudinum on consump-
tion by the bucktooth parrotfish Sparisoma radians. Marine Ecology 
Progress Series, 286, 239–248. https://doi.org/10.3354/meps2​86239

Guan, C., Saha, M., & Weinberger, F. (2019). Chemical defence of a 
seagrass against microfoulers and its seasonal dynamics. Applied 
Sciences, 9, 1258. https://doi.org/10.3390/app90​61258

Hahn, P. G., & Maron, J. L. (2016). A framework for predicting intraspe-
cific variation in plant defense. Trends in Ecology and Evolution, 31(8), 
646–656. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2016.05.007

Hayduk, J. L., Hacker, S. D., Henderson, J. S., & Tomas, F. (2019). 
Evidence for regional-scale controls on eelgrass (Zostera marina) 
and mesograzer community structure in upwelling-influenced es-
tuaries. Limnology and Oceanography, 64, 1120–1134. https://doi.
org/10.1002/lno.11102

Hernán, G., Castejón, I., Terrados, J., & Tomas, F. (2019). Herbivory 
and resource availability shift plant defense and herbivore feeding 
choice in a seagrass system. Oecologia, 189(3), 719–732. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s0044​2-019-04364​-6

Hernán, G., Ortega, M. J., Gándara, A. M., Castejón, I., Terrados, J., & Tomas, 
F. (2017). Future warmer seas: Increased stress and susceptibility to 
grazing in seedlings of a marine habitat-forming species. Global Change 
Biology, 23(11), 4530–4543. https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.13768

Hessing-Lewis, M. L., & Hacker, S. D. (2013). Upwelling-influence, mac-
roalgal blooms, and seagrass production; temporal trends from lat-
itudinal and local scales in northeast Pacific estuaries. Limnology 
and Oceanography, 58(3), 1103–1112. https://doi.org/10.4319/
lo.2013.58.3.1103

Hillebrand, H. (2004). On the generality of the latitudinal diversity 
gradient. The American Naturalist, 163(2), 192–211. https://doi.
org/10.1086/381004

Ho, C. K., & Pennings, S. C. (2013). Preference and performance in 
plant-herbivore interactions across latitude-A study in U.S. Atlantic 
salt marshes. PLoS ONE, 8(3), 1–11. https://doi.org/10.1371/journ​
al.pone.0059829

Holzer, K. K., & McGlathery, K. J. (2016). Cultivation grazing response 
in seagrass may depend on phosphorus availability. Marine Biology, 
163(4), 1–11. https://doi.org/10.1007/s0022​7-016-2855-5

Hughes, A. R., Inouye, B. D., Johnson, M. T. J., Underwood, N., & Vellend, M. 
(2008). Ecological consequences of genetic diversity. Ecology Letters, 
11(6), 609–623. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2008.01179.x

Hughes, A. R., & Stachowicz, J. J. (2004). Genetic diversity enhances the 
resistance of a seagrass ecosystem to disturbance. Proceedings of the 
National Academy of Sciences USA, 101(24), 8998–9002. https://doi.
org/10.1073/pnas.04026​42101

Hyndes, G. A., Heck, K. L., Vergés, A., Harvey, E. S., Kendrick, G. A., 
Lavery, P. S., McMahon, K., Orth, R. J., Pearce, A., Vanderklift, M., 
Wernberg, T., Whiting, S., & Wilson, S. (2016). Accelerating tropi-
calization and the transformation of temperate seagrass meadows. 
BioScience, 66(11), 938–948. https://doi.org/10.1093/biosc​i/biw111

Jaramillo, V., & Detling, J. K. (1988). Grazing history, defoliation, and 
competition: Effects on shortgrass production and nitrogen accumu-
lation. Ecology, 69(5), 1599–1608. https://doi.org/10.2307/1941657

Kerkhoff, A. J., Enquist, B. J., Elser, J. J., & Fagan, W. F. (2005). Plant al-
lometry, stoichiometry and the temperature-dependence of primary 
productivity. Global Ecology and Biogeography, 14, 585–598. https://
doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-822x.2005.00187.x

Khan, S., Taning, C. N. T., Bonneure, E., Mangelinckx, S., Smagghe, G., 
Ahmad, R., Fatima, N., Asif, M., & Shah, M. M. (2019). Bioactivity-
guided isolation of rosmarinic acid as the principle bioactive com-
pound from the butanol extract of Isodon rugosus against the pea 
aphid, Acyrthosiphon pisum. PLoS ONE, 14(6), 1–14. https://doi.
org/10.1371/journ​al.pone.0215048

Kollars, N. M., Henry, A. K., Whalen, M. A., Boyer, K. E., Cusson, M., 
Eklöf, J. S., Hereu, C. M., Jorgensen, P., Kiriakopolos, S. L., Reynolds, 
P. L., Tomas, F., Turner, M. S., & Ruesink, J. L. (2017). Meta-analysis 
of reciprocal linkages between temperate seagrasses and waterfowl 
with implications for conservation. Frontiers in Plant Science, 8, 1–14. 
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2017.02119

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10886-016-0735-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2016.07.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2016.07.011
https://doi.org/10.2307/1444767
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps10800
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps10800
https://doi.org/10.1002/ecy.1918
https://doi.org/10.1093/aobpla/plw026
https://doi.org/10.3732/ajb.95.1.84
https://doi.org/10.1086/344759
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1155676
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1155676
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps08853
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps08853
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2015.00109
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2015.00109
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps286239
https://doi.org/10.3390/app9061258
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2016.05.007
https://doi.org/10.1002/lno.11102
https://doi.org/10.1002/lno.11102
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-019-04364-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-019-04364-6
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.13768
https://doi.org/10.4319/lo.2013.58.3.1103
https://doi.org/10.4319/lo.2013.58.3.1103
https://doi.org/10.1086/381004
https://doi.org/10.1086/381004
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0059829
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0059829
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00227-016-2855-5
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2008.01179.x
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0402642101
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0402642101
https://doi.org/10.1093/biosci/biw111
https://doi.org/10.2307/1941657
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-822x.2005.00187.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-822x.2005.00187.x
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0215048
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0215048
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2017.02119


14  |     HERNÁN et al.

Kooyers, N. J., Blackman, B. K., & Holeski, L. M. (2017). Optimal defense 
theory explains deviations from latitudinal herbivory defense hypothe-
sis. Ecology, 98(4), 1036–1048. https://doi.org/10.1002/ecy.1731

Lamarre, G. P. A., Baraloto, C., Fortunel, C., Dávila, N., Mesones, I., Grandez-
Rios, J., Ríos, M., Valderrama, E., Pilco, M. V., & Fine, P. V. A. (2012). 
Herbivory, growth rates, and habitat specialization in tropical tree lin-
eages: Implications for Amazonian beta-diversity. Ecology, 93(8), 195–
210. http://www.esajo​urnals.org/doi/full/10.1890/11-0397.1

Lee, K.-S., Park, S. R., & Kim, Y. K. (2007). Effects of irradiance, tempera-
ture, and nutrients on growth dynamics of seagrasses: A review. 
Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology, 350(1–2), 144–
175. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2007.06.016

Lucas, P. (2000). Mechanical defences to herbivory. Annals of Botany, 
86(5), 913–920. https://doi.org/10.1006/anbo.2000.1261

Menge, B. A., & Menge, D. N. L. (2013). Dynamics of coastal meta-eco-
systems: The intermittent upwelling hypothesis and a test in rocky 
intertidal regions. Ecological Monographs, 83(3), 283–310. https://doi.
org/10.1890/12-1706.1

Mierziak, J., Kostyn, K., & Kulma, A. (2014). Flavonoids as important 
molecules of plant interactions with the environment. Molecules, 19, 
16240–16265. https://doi.org/10.3390/molec​ules1​91016240

Moles, A. (2013). Dogmatic is problematic: Interpreting evidence for 
latitudinal gradients in herbivory and defense. Ideas in Ecology and 
Evolution, 6(1), 1–4. https://doi.org/10.4033/iee.2013.6.1.c

Moles, A. T., Bonser, S. P., Poore, A. G. B., Wallis, I. R., & Foley, W. J. 
(2011). Assessing the evidence for latitudinal gradients in plant de-
fence and herbivory. Functional Ecology, 25(2), 380–388. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365-2435.2010.01814.x

Moreira, X., Abdala-Roberts, L., Parra-Tabla, V., & Mooney, K. A. (2014). 
Positive effects of plant genotypic and species diversity on anti-her-
bivore defenses in a tropical tree species. PLoS ONE, 9(8), e105438. 
https://doi.org/10.1371/journ​al.pone.0105438

Nordlund, L. M., Koch, E. W., Barbier, E. B., & Creed, J. C. (2016). Seagrass 
ecosystem services and their variability across genera and geograph-
ical regions. PLoS ONE, 11(10), 1–23. https://doi.org/10.1371/journ​
al.pone.0163091

Núñez-Farfan, J., Fornoni, J., & Valverde, P. (2007). The evolution of 
resistance and tolerance to herbivores. Annual Review of Ecology, 
Evolution, and Systematics, 38, 541–566. https://doi.org/10.1146/
annur​ev.ecols​ys.38.091206.095822

O’Reilly-Wapstra, J. M., McArthur, C., & Potts, B. M. (2002). Genetic variation 
in resistance of Eucalyptus globulus to marsupial browsers. Oecologia, 
130(2), 289–296. https://doi.org/10.1007/S0044​20100797

Paul, G. S., Montagnini, F., Berlyn, G. P., Craven, D. J., van Breugel, M., 
& Hall, J. S. (2012). Foliar herbivory and leaf traits of five native tree 
species in a young plantation of Central Panama. New Forests, 43(1), 
69–87. https://doi.org/10.1007/s1105​6-011-9267-7

Pennings, S. C., Siska, E. L., & Bertness, M. D. (2001). Latitudinal dif-
ferences in plant palatability in Atlantic coast salt marshes. Ecology, 
82(5), 1344–1359.

Poore, A. G. B., Campbell, A. H., Coleman, R. A., Edgar, G. J., Jormalainen, V., 
Reynolds, P. L., Sotka, E. E., Stachowicz, J. J., Taylor, R. B., Vanderklift, 
M. A., & Emmett Duffy, J. (2012). Global patterns in the impact of 
marine herbivores on benthic primary producers. Ecology Letters, 
15(8), 912–922. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2012.01804.x

Preen, A. (1995). Impacts of dugong foraging on seagrass habitats: 
Observational and experimental evidence for cultivation grazing. 
Marine Ecology Progress Series, 124, 201–213. http://www.int-res.
com/artic​les/meps/124/m124p​201.pdf

R Core Team (2007). R: A language and environment for statistical comput-
ing. R Foundation for Statistical Computing.

Ramírez-Valiente, J. A., Valladares, F., Sánchez-Gómez, D., Delgado, A., & 
Aranda, I. (2014). Population variation and natural selection on leaf 
traits in cork oak throughout its distribution range. Acta Oecologica, 
58, 49–56. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actao.2014.04.004

Rasmann, S., & Agrawal, A. A. (2011). Latitudinal patterns in plant de-
fense: Evolution of cardenolides, their toxicity and induction fol-
lowing herbivory. Ecology Letters, 14(5), 476–483. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2011.01609.x

Ravn, H., Pedersen, M. F., Borum, J., Andary, C., Anthoni, U., Christophen, 
C., & Nielsen, P. H. (1994). Seasonal variation and distribution of two 
phenolic compounds, rosmarinic acid and caffeic acid, in leaves and 
roots-rhizomes of eelgrass (Zostera marina L.). Ophelia, 40(1), 51–61.

Reich, P. B., & Oleksyn, J. (2004). Global patterns of plant leaf N and P 
in relation to temperature and latitude. Proceedings of the National 
Academy of Sciences USA, 101(30), 11001–11006. https://doi.
org/10.1073/pnas.04035​88101

Reusch, T. B. H., Ehlers, A., Hämmerli, A., & Worm, B. (2005). Ecosystem 
recovery after climatic extremes enhanced by genotypic diversity. 
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences USA, 102(8), 2826–
2831. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.05000​08102

Reynolds, L. K., Carr, L. A., & Boyer, K. E. (2012). A non-native amphipod 
consumes eelgrass inflorescences in San Francisco Bay. Marine Ecology 
Progress Series, 451, 107–118. https://doi.org/10.3354/meps0​9569

Rivers, D. O., & Short, F. T. (2007). Effect of grazing by Canada 
geese Branta canadensis on an intertidal eelgrass Zostera marina 
meadow. Marine Ecology Progress Series, 333, 271–279. https://doi.
org/10.3354/meps3​33271

Robertson, A. I., & Mann, K. H. (1984). Disturbance by ice and life-his-
tory adaptations of the seagrass Zostera marina. Marine Biology, 80(2), 
131–141. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF021​80180

Rosenthal, J. P., & Kotanen, P. M. (1994). Terrestrial plant tolerance to 
herbivory. Trends in Ecology and Evolution, 9(4), 145–148. https://doi.
org/10.1016/0169-5347(94)90180​-5

Ruesink, J. L., Stachowicz, J. J., Reynolds, P. L., Boström, C., Cusson, M., 
Douglass, J., Eklöf, J., Engelen, A. H., Hori, M., Hovel, K., Iken, K., 
Moksnes, P.-O., Nakaoka, M., O'Connor, M. I., Olsen, J. L., Sotka, E. 
E., Whalen, M. A., & Duffy, J. E. (2018). Form–function relationships 
in a marine foundation species depend on scale: A shoot to global 
perspective from a distributed ecological experiment. Oikos, 127(3), 
364–374. https://doi.org/10.1111/oik.04270

Sanmartí, N., Saiz, L., Llagostera, I., Pérez, M., & Romero, J. (2014). 
Tolerance responses to simulated herbivory in the seagrass 
Cymodocea nodosa. Marine Ecology Progress Series, 517, 159–169. 
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps1​1084

Schemske, D. W., Mittelbach, G. G., Cornell, H. V., Sobel, J. M., & Roy, K. 
(2009). Is there a latitudinal gradient in the importance of biotic inter-
actions? Annual Review of Ecology, Evolution, and Systematics, 40(2009), 
245–269. https://doi.org/10.1146/annur​ev.ecols​ys.39.110707.173430

Schweitzer, J. A., Madritch, M. D., Bailey, J. K., Leroy, C. J., Fischer, D. 
G., Rehill, B. J., Lindroth, R. L., Hagerman, A. E., Wooley, S. C., Hart, 
S. C., & Whitham, T. G. (2008). From genes to ecosystems: The ge-
netic basis of condensed tannins and their role in nutrient regulation 
in a Populus model system. Ecosystems, 11, 1005–1020. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s1002​1-008-9173-9

Schwing, F. B., & Mendelssohn, R. (1997). Increased coastal upwelling 
in the California Current System. Journal of Geophysical Research: 
Oceans, 102, 3421–3438. https://doi.org/10.1029/96JC0​3591

Sieg, R. D., & Kubanek, J. (2013). Chemical ecology of marine angiosperms: 
Opportunities at the interface of marine and terrestrial systems. 
Journal of Chemical Ecology, 39, 687–711. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s1088​6-013-0297-9

Silliman, B. R., Mccoy, M. W., Angelini, C., Holt, R. D., Griffin, J. N., & van de 
Koppel, J. (2013). Consumer fronts, global change, and runaway collapse 
in ecosystems. Annual Review of Ecology, Evolution, and Systematics, 44, 
503–538. https://doi.org/10.1146/annur​ev-ecols​ys-11051​2-135753

Simmonds, M. S., Stevenson, P. C., & Hanson, F. E. (2019). Rosmarinic acid 
in Canna generalis activates the medial deterrent chemosensory neurone 
and deters feeding in the tobacco hornworm Manduca sexta. Physiological 
Entomology, 44, 140–147. https://doi.org/10.1111/phen.12284

https://doi.org/10.1002/ecy.1731
http://www.esajournals.org/doi/full/10.1890/11-0397.1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2007.06.016
https://doi.org/10.1006/anbo.2000.1261
https://doi.org/10.1890/12-1706.1
https://doi.org/10.1890/12-1706.1
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules191016240
https://doi.org/10.4033/iee.2013.6.1.c
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2435.2010.01814.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2435.2010.01814.x
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0105438
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0163091
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0163091
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ecolsys.38.091206.095822
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ecolsys.38.091206.095822
https://doi.org/10.1007/S004420100797
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11056-011-9267-7
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2012.01804.x
http://www.int-res.com/articles/meps/124/m124p201.pdf
http://www.int-res.com/articles/meps/124/m124p201.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actao.2014.04.004
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2011.01609.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2011.01609.x
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0403588101
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0403588101
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0500008102
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps09569
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps333271
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps333271
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02180180
https://doi.org/10.1016/0169-5347(94)90180-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/0169-5347(94)90180-5
https://doi.org/10.1111/oik.04270
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps11084
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ecolsys.39.110707.173430
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10021-008-9173-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10021-008-9173-9
https://doi.org/10.1029/96JC03591
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10886-013-0297-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10886-013-0297-9
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-ecolsys-110512-135753
https://doi.org/10.1111/phen.12284


     |  15HERNÁN et al.

Siska, E. L., Pennings, S. C., Buck, T., & Hanisak, M. D. (2002). Latitudinal 
variation in palatability of salt-marsh plants: Which traits are respon-
sible? Ecology, 83(12), 3369–3381.

Soissons, L. M., Haanstra, E. P., van Katwijk, M. M., Asmus, R., Auby, I., 
Barillé, L., Brun, F. G., Cardoso, P. G., Desroy, N., Fournier, J., Ganthy, F., 
Garmendia, J.-M., Godet, L., Grilo, T. F., Kadel, P., Ondiviela, B., Peralta, 
G., Puente, A., Recio, M., … Bouma, T. J. (2018). Latitudinal patterns in 
European seagrass carbon reserves: Influence of seasonal fluctuations 
versus short-term stress and disturbance events. Frontiers in Plant 
Science, 9, 88. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2018.00088

Stowe, K. A., Marquis, R. J., Hochwender, C. G., & Simms, E. L. (2000). 
The evolutionary ecology of tolerance to consumer damage. Annual 
Review of Ecology and Systematics, 31, 565–595. http://www.jstor.
org/stabl​e/221743

Strauss, S. Y., & Agrawal, A. A. (1999). The ecology and evolution of plant 
tolerance to herbivory. Trends in Ecology and Evolution, 14(5), 179–
185. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0169​-5347(98)01576​-6

Strauss, S. Y., Rudgers, J. A., Lau, J. A., & Irwin, R. E. (2002). Direct 
and ecological costs of resistance to herbivory. Trends in Ecology 
and Evolution, 17(6), 278–285. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0169​
-5347(02)02483​-7

Tiffin, P. (2000). Mechanisms of tolerance to herbivore damage: What 
do we know? Evolutionary Ecology, 14(4–6), 523–536. https://doi.
org/10.1023/A:10108​81317261

Tomas, F., Abbott, J. M., Steinberg, C., Balk, M., Williams, S. L., & 
Stachowicz, J. J. (2011). Plant genotype and nitrogen loading 
influence seagrass productivity, biochemistry, and plant-her-
bivore interactions. Ecology, 92(9), 1807–1817. https://doi.
org/10.1890/10-2095.1

Tomas, F., Martinez-Crego, B., Hernan, G., & Santos, R. (2015). Responses 
of seagrass to anthropogenic and natural disturbances do not equally 
translate to its consumers. Global Change Biology, 21(11), 1–10. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.13024

Touchette, B. W., & Burkholder, J. A. M. (2000). Overview of the phys-
iological ecology of carbon metabolism in seagrasses. Journal of 
Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology, 250(1–2), 169–205. https://
doi.org/10.1016/S0022​-0981(00)00196​-9

Valentine, J. F., Blythe, E. F., Madhavan, S., & Sherman, T. D. (2004). 
Effects of simulated herbivory on nitrogen enzyme levels, assimi-
lation and allocation in Thalassia testudinum. Aquatic Botany, 79(3), 
235–255. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquab​ot.2004.04.001

Vergés, A., Doropoulos, C., Czarnik, R., McMahon, K., Llonch, N., & 
Poore, A. G. B. (2018). Latitudinal variation in seagrass herbivory: 
Global patterns and explanatory mechanisms. Global Ecology and 
Biogeography, 27, 1068–1079. https://doi.org/10.1111/geb.12767

Vergés, A., Doropoulos, C., Malcolm, H. A., Skye, M., Garcia-Pizá, M., 
Marzinelli, E. M., Campbell, A. H., Ballesteros, E., Hoey, A. S., Vila-
Concejo, A., Bozec, Y.-M., & Steinberg, P. D. (2016). Long-term em-
pirical evidence of ocean warming leading to tropicalization of fish 
communities, increased herbivory, and loss of kelp. Proceedings of the 
National Academy of Sciences USA, 113(48), 13791–13796. https://
doi.org/10.1073/pnas.16107​25113

Vergés, A., Pérez, M., Alcoverro, T., & Romero, J. (2008). Compensation 
and resistance to herbivory in seagrasses: Induced responses to sim-
ulated consumption by fish. Oecologia, 155(4), 751–760. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s0044​2-007-0943-4

Vergés, A., Steinberg, P. D., Hay, M. E., Poore, A. G. B., Campbell, A. H., 
Ballesteros, E., Heck, K. L., Booth, D. J., Coleman, M. A., Feary, D. A., 
Figueira, W., Langlois, T., Marzinelli, E. M., Mizerek, T., Mumby, P. J., 
Nakamura, Y., Roughan, M., van Sebille, E., Gupta, A. S., … Wilson, 
S. K. (2014). The tropicalization of temperate marine ecosystems: 
Climate-mediated changes in herbivory and community phase shifts. 
Proceedings of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences, 281(1789), 1–10. 
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2014.0846

Ward, D. H., Reed, A., Sedinger, J. S., Black, J. M., Derksen, D. V., & 
Castelli, P. M. (2005). North American Brant: Effects of changes in 

habitat and climate on population dynamics. Global Change Biology, 
11(6), 869–880. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2005.00942.x

Whitham, T. G. W., Bailey, J. K., Schweitzer, J. A., Shuster, S. M., Bangert, 
R. K., LeRoy, C. J., Lonsdorf, E. V., Allan, G. J., DiFazio, S. P., Potts, B. 
M., & Wooley, S. C. (2006). A framework for community and eco-
system genetics: From genes to ecosystems. Nature Review Genetics, 
7(7), 510–523. https://doi.org/10.1038/nrg1877

Wieski, K., & Pennings, S. (2014). Latitudinal variation in resistance and 
tolerance to herbivory of a salt marsh shrub. Ecography, 37(8), 763–
769. https://doi.org/10.1111/ecog.00498

Wise, M. J., & Abrahamson, W. G. (2007). Effects of resource availability 
on tolerance of herbivory: A review and assessment of three oppos-
ing models. The American Naturalist, 169(4), 443–454. https://doi.
org/10.1086/512044

Wisz, M. S., Pottier, J., Kissling, W. D., Pellissier, L., Lenoir, J., Damgaard, 
C. F., Dormann, C. F., Forchhammer, M. C., Grytnes, J.-A., Guisan, 
A., Heikkinen, R. K., Høye, T. T., Kühn, I., Luoto, M., Maiorano, 
L., Nilsson, M.-C., Normand, S., Öckinger, E., Schmidt, N. M., … 
Svenning, J.-C. (2013). The role of biotic interactions in shaping dis-
tributions and realised assemblages of species: Implications for spe-
cies distribution modelling. Biological Reviews, 88(1), 15–30. https://
doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-185X.2012.00235.x

Woods, E. C., Hastings, A. P., Turley, N. E., Heard, S. B., & Agrawal, A. 
A. (2012). Adaptive geographical clines in the growth and defense 
of a native plant. Ecological Monographs, 82(2), 149–168. https://doi.
org/10.1890/11-1446.1

Xiu, P., Chai, F., Curchitser, E. N., & Castruccio, F. S. (2018). Future 
changes in coastal upwelling ecosystems with global warming: The 
case of the California current system. Scientific Reports, 8, 2866. 
https://doi.org/10.1038/s4159​8-018-21247​-7

Zhang, S., Zhang, Y., Ma, K., & Shefferson, R. (2016). Latitudinal vari-
ation in herbivory: Hemispheric asymmetries and the role of cli-
matic drivers. Journal of Ecology, 104(4), 1089–1095. https://doi.
org/10.1111/1365-2745.12588

Zidorn, C. (2016). Secondary metabolites of seagrasses (Alismatales 
and Potamogetonales; Alismatidae): Chemical diversity, bioactiv-
ity, and ecological function. Phytochemistry, 124, 5–28. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.phyto​chem.2016.02.004

Zieman, J. (1974). Methods for the study of the growth and production 
of turtlegrass, Thalassia testudinum Konig. Aquaculture, 4, 139–143.

BIOSKE TCH

We are a group of researchers of the Zostera Experimental 
Network (http://zensc​ience.org/) interested in conducting co-
ordinated research in beds of eelgrass (Zostera marina) through-
out the Northern Hemisphere to tackle big questions about how 
biodiversity, climate change, and natural variability across the 
globe influence ecosystem structure and functioning.

SUPPORTING INFORMATION
Additional Supporting Information may be found online in the 
Supporting Information section.

How to cite this article: Hernán G, Ortega MJ, Henderson J, 
et al. Latitudinal variation in plant defence against herbivory 
in a marine foundation species does not follow a linear 
pattern: The importance of resource availability. Global Ecol 
Biogeogr. 2020;00:1–15. https://doi.org/10.1111/geb.13217

https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2018.00088
http://www.jstor.org/stable/221743
http://www.jstor.org/stable/221743
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0169-5347(98)01576-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0169-5347(02)02483-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0169-5347(02)02483-7
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1010881317261
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1010881317261
https://doi.org/10.1890/10-2095.1
https://doi.org/10.1890/10-2095.1
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.13024
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-0981(00)00196-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-0981(00)00196-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquabot.2004.04.001
https://doi.org/10.1111/geb.12767
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1610725113
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1610725113
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-007-0943-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-007-0943-4
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2014.0846
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2005.00942.x
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrg1877
https://doi.org/10.1111/ecog.00498
https://doi.org/10.1086/512044
https://doi.org/10.1086/512044
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-185X.2012.00235.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-185X.2012.00235.x
https://doi.org/10.1890/11-1446.1
https://doi.org/10.1890/11-1446.1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-21247-7
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2745.12588
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2745.12588
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.phytochem.2016.02.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.phytochem.2016.02.004
https://doi.org/10.1111/geb.13217

