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Abstract 

Resource partitioning is an ecological and evolutionary mechanism that allows species to 

share resources such as food or space. Resource partitioning may be key to reducing competition 

and promoting species coexistence. Resource partitioning occurs differently in various habitats 

but there are few field studies done on small mammals in an undisturbed chaparral habitat. 

Browsers in a central California maritime chaparral, Fort Ord Natural Reserve, could be 

partitioning sandmat manzanita (Arctostaphylos pumila). My study used motion-sensitive 

cameras to passively observe browsing activity of two dominant browsers, Monterey dusky-

footed woodrat (Neotoma fuscipes luciana) and brush rabbit (Sylvilagus bachmani). I compared 

browsing activity to see how woodrats and rabbits are partitioning sandmat manzanita. I also 

compared browsing activity near and far to oak woodlands and if predator activity was a possible 

influence on browsing activity. My results suggest that woodrats and rabbits are partitioning 

sandmat manzanita by browsing height and across the reserve by location, near and away oak 

woodlands. Woodrats browsed at higher heights and closer to oak woodlands than rabbits. 

Assessing how predators influence browsing activity of woodrats and rabbits requires additional 

data. Documenting resource partitioning in an undisturbed habitat is beneficial for understanding 

the plant-animal interactions and predict the possible consequences of disturbances, such as fire, 

that would change the composition of the habitat. 
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Introduction 

 Species sharing the same abiotic and biotic conditions (niche) may have to compete for 

resources (Hutchinson 1957). This competition for resources can be interspecific (different 
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species) or intraspecific (same species) and can lead to resource partitioning, an ecological and 

evolutionary mechanism that allows species to share their resources and reduce competition 

(Chesson 2000; Morris 2003). How species partition and what factors influence resource 

partitioning are common questions asked in research to understand how species coexist to 

maintain the biodiversity of an ecosystem.  

Resource partitioning occurs when species share resources, such as space, time, or food, 

and partitioning varies with different species and ecosystems (Schoener 1976). Resource 

partitioning differs among animal species and habitats (Farnworth et al 2002; Makhabu 2018; 

Singer 2007; Cameron and Toit 2003). As an example, resource partitioning among 3 sympatric 

species of woodrats (Neotoma albigula, N. devia, and N. stephensi) in  scrub desert and juniper 

woodland habitats occurs in both space and time. The woodrats partition by having diet 

preference for different genera of evergreen plants and dominance for den space based on 

aggression levels (Dial 1988). Another example is in brown hares (Lephus europaeus) and 

European rabbits (Oryctolagus cuniculus) in pastural farmlands, where the species partitioned 

their diet by selecting different species of grasses (Lush et al 2017). 

As a way to partition their food and reduce competition, browsers may feed at different 

vegetation heights due to their body size and/or behaviors. This feeding-height separation 

hypothesis was first tested in 4 different sized species of browsers, giraffe, kudu, impala, and 

steenbok, in an African savanna habitat (du Toit 1990). Giraffes are capable of feeding on the 

lower vegetation heights but feed at higher vegetation heights when smaller browsers are present. 

This feeding height preference helps reduce the long-term exploitative competition with the 

smaller species of browsers that rely on the lower vegetation. Hulbert and Andersen’s (2001) 
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study on partitioning between roe deer and brown hares also supported the feeding-height 

separation hypothesis with roe deer feeding more on higher browse and brown hares on grass.  

 In some cases where resources are not limited, predator-prey interactions or past 

competition may influence how species use resources. Predators affect resource partitioning and 

competition between their prey by changing the behavior of their prey, specifically anti-predator 

adaptions. Some anti-predation behaviors observed in small mammals have been temporal 

changes in activity (Fenn and Macdonald 1994), reduced activity range (Borowski 1998) and 

differences in foraging efforts in locations with high or low predation risk (Koivisto and 

Pusenius 2003).   

 Partitioning among mammals has not been studied in maritime chaparral habitats. Fort 

Ord Natural Reserve (FONR) has a maritime chaparral habitat dominated by sandmat manzanitas 

(Arctostaphylos pumila; manzanita hereafter). My study used motion-sensitive cameras to 

passively document resource partitioning at FONR between two browsers that both utilize 

manzanita, the Monterey dusky-footed woodrat (Neotoma fuscipes luciana; woodrat hereafter) 

and brush rabbit (Sylvilagus bachmani; rabbit hereafter). The body size of both woodrats and 

rabbits make it easier than other browsers to passively observe browsing activities within the 

dense chaparral shrubs. Hypothesizing that woodrats and rabbits partition manzanita, my specific 

questions are: 1) Are the two browsers partitioning manzanita by height? and 2) Are the two 

browsers partitioning across the reserve by location near and away from oak woodland and if so, 

does predator activity affect that?  

To address these questions, I first, documented plant use by woodrats, which can climb, 

and rabbits, which are not known to climb. I predicted that woodrats and rabbits partition 

manzanita by browsing height, following the feeding-height-separation hypothesis (du Toit 
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1990). Woodrats would browse more on manzanita branches that are higher than where rabbits 

browse. Secondly, I documented the distribution of different browsing height in an area close to 

oak woodlands and an area that is away from oak woodland and compared it to the number of 

predators in the specific area. I predicted (1) more browsing activity on manzanita on higher 

branches than on  lower branches in area close to oak woodlands; (2) more browsing activity on 

manzanita on low branches in area away from oak woodland; (3) less browsing activity when 

there is more predator activity; and (4) more browsing by woodrat near oak woodlands and more 

browsing by rabbits away from oak woodland in more a chaparral habitat.  

Documenting how species partition resources contribute to the study of the effects of 

species loss on an ecosystem. This will help to better implement conservation of the ecosystem, 

especially when faced with ecological changes such as in climate or frequency of disturbances. 

Methods and Materials 

Study area 

I conducted my research at the Fort Ord Natural Reserve (FONR), part of an old army 

base in Marina, CA (36.680924oN, -121.7794933oW). Surrounded by farmlands and 

urbanization, FONR is approximately 242 hectares of central California maritime chaparral 

mixed with oak woodlands. Many endemic species, found only at FONR, are also species of 

conservation concern (Griffin 1978; Sawyer et al. 2009). Maritime chaparral communities are 

shrubland habitats along the coast of California, bordering the Pacific Ocean. 

Much of California has a Mediterranean-like climate. Mediterranean-like climate consists 

of summer months that are generally dry and wet winters. Winter in Mediterranean-like climate 

varies in length year to year but is generally shorter than summer. During my study period, July 

2018-December 2018, the summer at FONR was generally dry and foggy (average temperature = 
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15.6C) until approximately September when the rainfall started. Historical reports show a 

decrease in frequent fires in the Monterey Bay (central California coast) (Greenlee and 

Langenheim 1990). Without frequent fires or other disturbances, FONR mainly consists of 

matured shrubs. 

Study Organisms   

Undisturbed by fire, manzanita dominates the chaparral at FONR and both woodrats and 

rabbits utilize manzanita for either nest building or their diet. The size of woodrats and rabbits is 

ideal to passively observe browsing activities because I am able to accurately identify them 

browsing in videos. For these reasons, I have chosen woodrats, rabbits, and manzanita as my 

study organisms.  

Monterey dusky-footed woodrats are a subspecies of woodrat endemic the Monterey Bay 

area. Woodrats utilize their surroundings to build nests from plant material such as twigs. 

Woodrat nests are often passed down to other woodrats and shared with other species (Meserve 

1974; Cranford 1982; Carraway and Verts 1991). This unique nest-building behavior allows their 

nest to be studied and to get a better understanding of the environment’s natural history through 

their building material used. Woodrats nest mainly in oak woodland, but are also found in 

chaparral (Horton and Wright 1944). Woodrats breed between March and April (Donat 1933). 

The home range of woodrats is 0.17-7.38 ha.  Males generally have larger home range than 

females (Innes et al. 2009). Individual woodrat nests may lay central to their home range and 

activities (McGinley 1984). 

Brush rabbits live in ground burrows underneath dense vegetation cover, like chaparral 

(Orr 1935; Chapman and Litvaitis 2003). They breed between January to May (Mossman 1955; 
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Chapman and Harman 1972). Rabbit home ranges in chaparral habitat are 0.14-0.57 ha (Connell 

1954). Population density possibly influences the home range of rabbits (Zoloth 1969). 

Arctostaphylos pumila (sandmat manzanita) is an endemic shrub found at FONR 

(http://ucjeps.berkeley.edu/eflora/). Manzanita is one of the dominant shrubs at FONR; it is 

abundant and spread throughout the chaparral. Manzanita grows as dense mounds that provide 

cover to many mammalian species such as the brush rabbit.  

Transects 

 I set up 4 transect lines that started from the western borders of polygons A1 and A3 as a 

baseline to move cameras and document browsing heights. Each transect was about 100m apart 

and was in oak woodlands and chaparral habitats at different segments of the transects. The 

length of transect segments varied depending on the chaparral growth. Some chaparral shrubs 

were too dense for me to navigate through, so I restarted the transects at the other side of the 

dense vegetation. 

Browsing Height 

From late July 2018 to December 2018, I studied browsing heights of both woodrats and 

rabbits by documenting their browsing activity within manzanita in the northern reserve of 

FONR (Figure 1); with 4 motion-sensitive cameras ( Browning dark ops2017, model BTC-6HD-

940). I set out my cameras for a total of 298 camera days, starting at FONR’s western border in 

polygons A1 and A3. After 3 to 7 days at a time, I moved my cameras east approximately 40m 

apart along the 4 transects. I set up each motion-sensitive camera in front of an individual 

manzanita where I had observed browsing (e.g. clipped branches, piles of litterfall). I disregarded 

the age of the manzanita. The cameras recorded 1 min videos when triggered by motion with 30 

sec intervals before responding to motion again. The cameras captured 604 counts of activities 
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from 15 different species (Table 1) from July 2018 to December 2018.  I measured browsing 

height of woodrat and rabbits in videos using ImageJ (ImageJ 1.52a) with images of the specific 

manzanita. I included a one-meter stick in the still photo of each manzanita that I had a camera 

viewing to calibrate ImageJ. I tested the accuracy of heights measured by ImageJ by taking 

photos of the manzanita from the same positions as when I recorded browsing and measured 

actual heights of different branches. I measured the height of the same branches on ImageJ to 

compare to the actual heights (y= 1.2116x + 0.2882, R2 = 0.9284; Figure 2).  

Browsing Activity and Predators 

I studied the effects of predators on the number of browsing episodes and the location of 

browsing by recording the browsing height that I saw along the same 4 transects as my cameras 

but only used data across the A1 and A3 polygon. Only data from polygon A1 and A3 was used 

because they were the closest polygons to the stationary cameras at FONR that I had data from 

(Figure 1). I used data from 2 stationary cameras at FONR that faced chaparral and chaparral/oak 

woodland border with wide viewing scope that captured both vegetation and predator activity. 

The stationary cameras were on for the entire duration of the month. For the browsing height, I 

only compared data from A1 and A3 polygons during August 2018 and September 2018 because 

they were the two polygons with the most consist overlap in data from both the stationary 

cameras at FONR and my camera data.  I recorded data from the stationary cameras at FONR 

which included the species seen in the picture and the date the picture. I used a one-meter stick to 

measure browsing heights along the transects . Then I categorized browsing height as low (0-

30cm) or high (30-60cm and up). The average distance of each browsing observation from oak 

woodland was measured using Google Earth Pro. 

Data Analysis 
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 I used Adobe Bridge CC 2019 to record video data from my 4 cameras. I tagged the full 

common name of species seen in the video, polygon, type of activity and the height of any 

browsing. I had 3 subcategories of activities: browsing, foraging, and others. I called an activity 

“browsing” if I saw an individual actively removing biomass from manzanita. “Foraging” is 

species actively searching for food such as nose down and scratching at parts of the manzanita 

shrub. The “Others” category included other activities such as walking by the camera. I only 

used browsing activities of woodrats and rabbits in analyzing browsing heights; I compared 

heights using a t-test with unequal variance (Microsoft Office 365, Excel).  

 For the browsing activity in regard to predator activity, I used my camera data from 

polygon A1 and A3 and the camera data from the 2 stationary FONR cameras. There was a 

combined total of 314 camera days from my cameras and the stationary cameras in polygons A1 

and A3 from July 2018 to December 2018 (Figure 4), which was used to compare the relative 

number of species at the polygons. I categorized species from my data and the stationary cameras 

at FONR into their trophic level; omnivore, herbivore, seed feeder, or predator (Table 2). I found 

the number of observations per day of each category by dividing the number of species seen by 

the camera’s total of days deployed, which accounts for the varying differences in the length of 

camera deployments. I compared the low and high browsing heights that I observed on the 

transects in A1 and A3 during August and September to the monthly number of predators seen 

on the FONR cameras in the same polygons during the same time. From browsing height 

activities that I observed from my camera data (Figure 3), I associated low browsing heights with 

rabbits (0cm to 30cm) and high browsing heights with woodrats (30cm and up). I compared the 

average distance of browsing observations from oak woodland using a t-test with unequal 

variance (Microsoft Office 365, Excel).  
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Results 

I set out my cameras for a total of 298 camera days, from late July 2018 to December 

2018. The 4 motion-sensitive cameras captured 604 counts of activities from 15 different 

species. 

Browsing Height  

Woodrats and rabbits were in 349 of the 604 total counts of activity. Woodrats were in 

221 out of the 349 total counts of recorded activity, but only browsed 14 separate times. Within 

the same time frame, there were fewer rabbits (128), but rabbits actively browsed in 

approximately half of those (51 times).  

Both woodrats and rabbits browsed at a wide range of heights with some overlap but 

there was a clear distinction in their average browsing height. Woodrats browsed at heights from 

0cm (ground level) to 56cm. Rabbits browsed at heights from 0cm to 30cm. Overall, woodrats 

browsed significantly higher on the manzanitas and over a wider range of heights than rabbits 

(31.2cm  4.7cm (SE), and 6.4cm 1.7cm (SE), respectively; t(14)= 4.9, p = 0.00022; Figure 3). 

Browsing Activity and Predators 

Surprisingly, there were more predators than seed feeders, omnivores, and herbivores 

during July 2018 and August 2018 in polygons A1 and A3. Predator activity declined during 

September 2018 before rising again in November 2018 and December 2018 (Figure 5). No 

predator data from the stationary FONR camera was available for October 2018. 

Woodrat browsing activity on manzanita along transects in polygon A1 was significantly 

(t(8) =5.185, p=0.00084) closer to oak woodlands (mean = 11.9m  7.4m (SE)) than in polygon 

A3 (mean = 54.21m   22.40m (SE)). There were more woodrat browsing activity than rabbit 

browsing activity in polygon A1 during August 2018 and September 2018 (Figure 6a), but more 
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rabbit browsing activity than woodrat browsing activity in polygon A3 during the same time 

(Figure 6b). In polygons A1 and A3 during August 2018, there were more predators seen on the 

stationary FONR cameras than woodrat and rabbit browsing activity observed on the transects 

(Figure 6a, 6b). In polygons A1 and A3 during September 2018, there were fewer predators seen 

than browsing observed (Figure 6a, 6b). 

Discussion 

Browsing Height 

 The woodrats and rabbits at FONR browsed at different heights on manzanita, an 

unlimited resource at FONR.  Prior to this study, partitioning by feeding height was mainly 

supported between significantly larger browsers and small browsers in other ecosystems (du Toit 

1999; Hulbert and Andersen 2001). It is possible that the feeding-height separation I observed 

between woodrats and rabbits at FONR could be influenced by another factor other than body 

size.  

My study was limited in that it documented browsing only during the months of July-

December. A long-term study that accounts for breeding seasons, of the woodrats and rabbits, 

and environmental variability, such as more rainfall, that could affect browsing activity would be 

best to accurately conclude that woodrats and rabbits do browse at different heights, supporting 

the feeding-height separation hypothesis. Future studies could also see what specific parts of 

manzanita woodrats and rabbits are using.  

Browsing and Predators 

 From the browsing heights of woodrats and rabbits measured in my study, I hypothesized 

that the low browsing on manzanita that I observed on my transects was from rabbits and the 

high browsing were from woodrats. Based on this, I conclude that woodrats browse closer to oak 
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woodlands while rabbits browse farther away. Woodrats center activities around their nests 

(Horton and Wright 1944) and as expected, from reduced activity range as an anti-predator 

response, would be browsing closer to their nests to reduce the risk of predation. Similarly, 

rabbits would browse closer to their burrows under dense chaparral shrubs (Chapman and 

Litvaitis 2003). Although risk of predation is a plausible explanation for the difference in 

browsing location between woodrats and rabbits, it is not the only possible explanation. Foraging 

energetic cost could influence how far woodrats and rabbits browse and furthermore, vary with 

breeding season (Horton and Wright 1944; Chapman and Litvaitis 2003) 

My study was limited in the range of data. I only compared data in polygons A1 and A3 

during August and September because it was the months and polygons that I had the most 

consistent data. A long-term study with consistent data from other polygons and longer duration 

would be best to account for possible variations like weather. A long-term study would also 

assess the possible explanation that browsing range varies due to breeding season. My study only 

measured the distance of browsing observations to nearby oak woodland. It would be more 

accurate to compare distance from oak woodland if there was also an assessment of the number 

of woodrat nests and rabbit burrows in the same areas. 

Conclusion 

My short-term study on the browsing activities of woodrats and rabbits suggest that they 

are partitioning manzanita by browsing height. Data from both my study and stationary cameras 

at FONR also suggest that they may be partitioning at a larger spatial scale with woodrats closer 

to oak woodlands and rabbits closer to chaparral. A long-term study on the browsing activities of 

FONR would be best to support the findings of my study. Documentation of browsing activities 

at FONR is beneficial in understanding the plant-animal interactions of the undisturbed chaparral 
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and predict the possible consequences of disturbances, such as fire, that would change the 

composition of the habitat. 

Acknowledgement 

 This project was supported by a Norris Center Student Award from the Kenneth S. Norris 

Center for Natural History and a Koret Scholarship from the Koret Scholars Program. I thank the 

UC Natural Reserves for allowing me to do my research at Fort Ord Natural Reserve; Dr. Laurel 

Fox for her guidance on the research and paper; Joe Miller, manager of FONR, for technical help 

and data from reserve’s cameras; FONR interns, Konstantin Gerbig, Alexandria Bevan, and 

Kimiya Ghadiri who helped me organize my data; Tatiana Delgadillo for helpful comments. 

 

  

 

 

   



Lor Resource partitioning in maritime chaparral 13 
 

Literature Cited 

Borowski, Z. (1998). Influence of weasel ( Mustela nivalis Linnaeus, 1766) odour on spatial 

behaviour of root voles ( Microtus oeconomus Pallas, 1776). Canadian Journal of 

Zoology, 76(10), 1799–1804. https://doi.org/10.1139/z98-121 

Carraway, L. N., & Verts, B. J. (1991). Neotoma fuscipes. Mammalian Species, (386), 1. 

doi:10.2307/3504130 

Cameron, E. Z., & Toit, J. T. (2003). Winning by a Neck:Tall Giraffes Avoid Competing with 

Shorter Browsers. American Naturalist, 169(1), 130–135. Retrieved from 

http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/t-and-c 

Chapman, J. A., and A. L. Harman. (1972) The breeding biology of a brush rabbit 

population.Jour. Wildl. Mgt. 36:816-823 

Chapman, J. A. and Litvaitis, J. A. (2003) Eastern cottontail (Sylvilagus floridanus and allies). 

Pp.101–125 in Wild mammals of North America:biology, management, and conservation 

(G. A. Feldhamer, B. C. Thompson, and J. A. Chapman, eds.). 2nd ed. Johns Hopkins 

University Press, Baltimore, Maryland. 

Chesson, P. (2000). General theory of competitive coexistence in spatially-varying environments. 

Theoretical Population Biology (Vol. 58). https://doi.org/10.1006/tpbi.2000.1486 

Dial, K. P. (1988). Three sympatric species of Neotoma: dietary specialization and coexistence. 

Oecologia (Vol. 76). https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00397865 

Donat, F. (1933). American Society of Mammalogists Notes on the Life History and Behavior of 

Neotoma Fuscipes. Source: Journal of Mammalogy (Vol. 14). Retrieved from  

https://www.jstor.org.oca.ucsc.edu/stable/pdf/1374028.pdf?refreqid=search%3Ab15304 

92c9a9121f817f7faa8d2bee 

du Toit, J. T. (1990). Feeding‐height stratification among African browsing ruminants. African 

Journal of Ecology, 28(1), 55–61.https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2028.1990.tb01136.x 

- (1993). The feeding ecology of a very small ruminant, the steenbok. African Journal of 

Ecology 31:35–48. 

Fenn, M. G. P., & Macdonald, D. W. (2006). Use of Middens by Red Foxes: Risk Reverses 

Rhythms of Rats. Journal of Mammalogy (Vol. 76). https://doi.org/10.2307/1382321 

Greenlee, J. M., & Langenheim, J. H. (2006). Historic Fire Regimes and Their Relation to 

Vegetation Patterns in the Monterey Bay Area of California. American Midland 

Naturalist (Vol. 124). https://doi.org/10.2307/2426173 

Griffin, J. R. (1978) Maritime chaparral and endemic shrubs of the Monterey Bay Region. 

Madrofno 25: 65-112. 

Horton, J. S., & Wright, J. T. (1944). The wood rat as an ecological factor in southern California 

watersheds. Ecology,25(3), 341-351.doi:10.2307/1931281 

Hulbert, I. A., & Andersen, R. (2001). Food competition between a large ruminant and a small 

hindgut fermentor: The case of the roe deer and mountain hare. Oecologia, 128(4), 499 

508. https://doi.org/10.1007/s004420100683 

Hutchinson, G.E. (1957). Concluding remarks.- Cold Spring Harbor Symp. Quant. Biol. 22, p. 

415-427. 

Innes, R. J., Van Vuren, D. H., Kelt, D. A., Wilson, J. A., & Johnson, M. L. (2009). Spatial 

Organization of Dusky-footed Woodrats (Neotoma Fuscipes). Journal of Mammalogy, 

90(4), 811–818. https://doi.org/10.1644/08-mamm-a-126.1 

Kelly, V. R., & Parker, V. T. (2006). Seed Bank Survival and Dynamics in Sprouting and 



Lor Resource partitioning in maritime chaparral 14 
 

Nonsprouting Arctostaphylos Species. American Midland Naturalist (Vol. 124). 

https://doi.org/10.2307/2426084 

Koivisto, E., & Pusenius, J. (2003). Effects of temporal variation in the risk of predation by least 

weasel (Mustela nivalis) on feeding behavior of field vole (Microtus agrestis). 

Evolutionary Ecology (Vol. 17). https://doi.org/10.1023/B:EVEC.0000005594.40721.17 

Lush, L., Ward, A. I., & Wheeler, P. (2017). Dietary niche partitioning between sympatric brown 

hares and rabbits. Journal of Zoology, 303(1), 36–45. https://doi.org/10.1111/jzo.12461 

Makhabu, S. W. (2005). Resource partitioning within a browsing guild in a key habitat, the 

Chobe Riverfront, Botswana. Journal of Tropical Ecology, 21(6), 641–649. 

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0266467405002701 

McGinley, M. A. (1984). Central place foraging for non-food items: determination of the stick 

size–value relationship of house building materials collected by eastern woodrats. 

American Midland Naturalist 123:841–853. 

Meserve, P. L. 1974. Ecological relationships of two sympatric woodrats in a California coastal 

sage scrub community. Journal of Mammalogy, 55:442-447 

Morris, D. W. (2003). Toward an ecological synthesis: A case for habitat selection. Oecologia, 

136(1), 1–13. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-0031241-4 

Mossman, A. S. (1955). Reproduction of the brush rabbit in California. Jour. Wildlife 

Mgt.19:177-184. 

Orr, R. T. 1935. The rabbits of California. Occas. Papers California Acad. Sci. 19:1-227 

 ⎯ 1940. The rabbits of California. Occasional Papers of the California Academy of 

Sciences 19:1–227. 

Sawyer, J. O., T. Keeler-Wolf, and J. M. Evens. (2009). A manual of California vegetation, 2nd 

edn. California Native Plant Society, Sacramento,CA. 

Schoener, T. W. (1974). Resource Partitioning in Ecological Communities. New Series 

(Vol.185). Retrieved from https://www.jstor.org.oca.ucsc.edu/stable/pdf/1738612.pdf? 

refreqid=excelsior%3A9742d2188a52318bc98eee75cb0f2764 

Singer, F. J. (2007). Habitat Partitioning and Wildfire Relationships of Cervids in Glacier 

National Park, Montana. The Journal of Wildlife Management (Vol. 43). 

https://doi.org/10.2307/3800353 

Zoloth, S. R. (1969). Observations of the population of brush rabbits on Ano Nuevo Island,

 California. Wasmann Journal of Biology 27:149– 161 

  



Lor Resource partitioning in maritime chaparral 15 
 

Tables 

Table 1. Summary of observations: The number of separate observations of browse, forage, and “others” 

activities for species (rows) in the videos from my camera data. The total sum of individual species is 

given in the far-right column; the bottom row is the total sum of the 3 categories of activities.  

Species Browse Forage Others Total 

Misc. bird 1 15 105 121 

Bobcat 0 0 12 12 

Quail 0 0 1 1 

Coyote 0 0 1 1 

Deer 0 1 6 7 

Fox 0 0 1 1 

Lizard 0 0 3 3 

Opossum 0 0 2 2 

Rabbit 51 10 67 128 

Raccoon 0 0 14 14 

Red squirrel 0 0 3 3 

Scrub jay 0 1 0 1 

Skunk 0 0 1 1 

Small mammal 1 8 79 88 

Woodrat 14 15 192 221 

Grand Total 67 50 487 604 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Lor Resource partitioning in maritime chaparral 16 
 

Table 2. Species classified by trophic role: Specific species (left column) were classified into their trophic 

role of either herbivore, omnivore, predator, or seed feeder (right column). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Species Role 

Deer Herbivore 

Rabbit Herbivore 

Woodrat Herbivore 

Opossum Omnivore 

Quail Omnivore 

Raccoon Omnivore 

Skunk Omnivore 

Bobcat Predator 

Coyote Predator 

Fox Predator 

Mountain lion Predator 

Turkey vulture Predator 

White tailed kite Predator 

Misc. bird Seed feeder 

Blue jay Seed feeder 

California thrasher Seed feeder 

Small mammal Seed feeder 

Squirrel Seed feeder 
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Figures 

 

Figure 1. Fort Ord Natural Reserve, Northern Reserve: The Northern Reserve is the largest of two parts 

of FONR. The reserve is divided into polygons. I collected browsing heights of woodrats and rabbits 

within the polygons shown (red). Only browsing observations and predator activity from polygons A1 

and A3 during August and September were used to compare browsing activity to predator activity.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Lor Resource partitioning in maritime chaparral 18 
 

 

 

 

Figure 2. Heights measured from ImageJ compared to the actual browsing height measured in the field: 

Browsing height in videos could predict the actual browsing height in the field (y= 1.2116x + 0.2882; R2 

= 0.9284). 

y = 1.2116x + 0.2882
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Figure 3. Browsing heights of rabbits (Sylvilagus bachmani) and woodrats (Neotoma fuscipes luciana) 

across FONR (Fig 1) from July 2019 to December 2019 was measured using ImageJ in the videos. 

Rabbits  browsed more in low heights while woodrats browsed more in high heights. The browsing 

heights of woodrats and rabbits overlapped in the lower browsing heights.  
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Figure 4. Total number of camera days per month in polygons A1 and A3 during July 2018 through 

December 2018: During the month of October 2018, no data from stationary FONR cameras was 

available which explains the missing predator activity data during that month (Figure 5). 
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Figure 5. Daily number of seed feeders, omnivores, herbivores and predators from my data and FONR 

cameras: During July 2018 to August 2018, there were more predator activities compared to total seed 

feeders, omnivores, and herbivores in polygons A1 and A3. This trend was reversed during the months of 

September 2018 but reversed again during November 2018 and December 2018. There are no predator 

data from the FONR cameras for the month of October 2018.  
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Figure 6. The number of low/high browsing observed on transects and predators on stationary FONR 

cameras during August and September in polygons A1(a) and A3(b). Both polygons had high and low 

browsing but A1 had more total browsing than A3. A1 which is closer to oak woodlands had more 

browsing observed at high heights while A3 which is farther from oak woodland had more browsing at 

low heights. The number of predators and browsing observations in polygon A1 were higher in August 

2018 than September 2018. In polygon A3, the number of predators was higher in August 2018 than 

September 2018, but there were more browsing observations in September 2018 than August 2018. 
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