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Non-native species can serve as a prey resource for native predators. Yet because there is often no shared evolutionary history
between the predator and prey, individuals within a predator population may vary greatly in their willingness to consume a recently
introduced, yet profitable prey. Here, we measured individual variation in diet, behavior, and demographic traits of the native preda-
tory mud crab, Panopeus herbstii, and evaluated how these traits influenced an individual’s consumption of a recently introduced,
non-native crab, Petrolisthes armatus, using both simultaneous and no-choice assays. These same individual predatory mud crabs
were also assayed to quantify their antipredator reaction and exploratory behavior. Results indicated significant variation in the diets
of individual predators with 45% specializing on native mussels, 14% specializing on non-native Petrolisthes, and the remainder eat-
ing multiple prey species. When given a choice of alternative prey, individual Panopeus predators that consumed a larger propor-
tion of Petrolisthes were female, smaller, and more likely to flee in response to predators. When given no choice of alternative prey,
Petrolisthes was consumed more frequently by Panopeus that were female and less exploratory. We suggest that individuals that more
readily consume non-native Petrolisthes may be attempting to reduce competition with conspecifics that are larger, more aggressive,
exploratory, and male. Our results suggest that at least initially following invasion, adoption of a non-native prey species into the diet
of a native predator may not occur universally within the population. Such nonuniform predation pressure could contribute to the non-
native prey’s release from natural enemies.
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INTRODUCTION species with a narrow niche (Mayr 1965; Ehrlich 1989). Indeed, this
hypothesis has provided a useful framework for testing the relation-
ship between traits that typically correlate with niche generalism (i.e.,
ecological flexibility, behavioral innovation, and diet breadth) and the

Introductions of non-native species often alter predator—prey interac-
tions, which are important drivers of many ecological and evolution-

ary processes (Mooney and Cleland 2001; Freeman and Byers 2006; . . . )
Salo et al. 2007; Sih et al. 2010). However, because of the emphasis ability of species to invade novel environments (Lefebvre et al. 1997,
Reader and MacDonald 2003). Likewise, this same framework could

be used to understand traits that contribute to a native species’ ability
to successfully adapt to novel changes in its environment, such as the
arrival of a non-native prey. Regardless of whether the predator or
prey is non-native, evidence in support of the relationship between
niche generalism and response to novelty has been mixed (Veltman
et al. 1996; McLain et al. 1999; Kolar and Lodge 2001; Overington
et al. 2011). For example, species with a generalist dietary niche (i.c.,
dictary generalism = niche generalism) do not always succeed in
novel environments (Overington et al. 2011).

One reason for the variability in success among species that are
dietary generalists is that these species may differ in terms of how
variable generalist diets are among individuals in the population

placed on understanding the negative impacts of invasive species,
most studies of non-native species introductions have focused almost
exclusively on the predatory roles of invaders as opposed to their role
as prey (Carlsson et al. 2009). As prey, non-native species can serve as
a new food source for native predators. Yet, the prevalence and suc-
cess of many non-native species suggests that not all native predators
readily adopt non-native prey into their diets (Colautti et al. 2004).
Conventional wisdom suggests that species with a wide ecological
niche are more likely to succeed in adapting to novel conditions than
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(Bolnick et al. 2003). For example, although the incorporation of
new prey species into the diet of native predators might be associ-
ated with differences in niche breath at the species level, there is
also increasing evidence for variation in diet breadth at the indi-
vidual level (Bolnick ct al. 2003; Tinker et al. 2008). Generalist
populations of fish, amphibians, and marine mammals are often
composed of collections of individual specialists (Ford et al. 1998;
Saulitis et al. 2000; Tinker et al. 2008), whereby some individuals
specialize on one prey type and others within the same population
specialize on a different prey type. An individual’s diet could influ-
ence the consumption of a new prey species, depending on vari-
ous factors such as the similarity between the native and non-native
prey, ease of transferring foraging skills across species, and relative
profitability of alternative prey types (Estes et al. 2003). This prev-
alence of within-population individual variation in diet can have
important implications for the spread of novel behaviors (use of a
novel resource) through a population as well as the amount of biotic
resistance from predation pressure experienced by non-native prey.

Additionally, predator response to recently introduced, non-
native prey might also be linked to within-population individual
differences in personality (or alternatively behavioral syndromes,
coping styles, or temperament) (Koolhaas et al. 1999; Gosling 2001;
Sih et al. 2004; Reale et al. 2007). For example, individuals that are
less exploratory might be more neophobic (Van Oers et al. 2005,
but see Mettke-Hofmann et al. 2002; Herborn et al. 2010) and,
thus, may be expected to be slower to adopt a new prey species into
its diet. In contrast, an individual that is more exploratory might
be less neophobic (i.e., neophilic) and, thus, faster to consume
a novel food item. Yet an individual’s initial response to novelty
(i.e., neophobia) or willingness to explore might not necessarily be
indicative of its propensity to incorporate a newly introduced prey
species in the longer term (Marples and Brakefield 1995; Marples
and Kelly 1999; Liebl and Martin 2014). Rather some individuals
that overcome an initially fearful or neophobic response may still
exhibit long-term avoidance of novel food, commonly referred to
as dietary conservatism (Marples et al. 1998). The prevalence of
dietary conservatism within a predator population has been shown
to control the initial spread of prey phenotypes (e.g., prey color
morphs within a population) within a population (Thomas et al.
2003, 2010; Marples and Mappes 2011) but could be equally as
applicable to the spread of a novel, introduced species in a com-
munity. Therefore, individual variation in personality traits related
to novelty could explain why a profitable introduced species may or
may not be consumed by a native predator and ultimately elucidate
how some non-native species escape their natural enemies.

A final factor that may influence dietary generalism in preda-
tors 1s demographic traits, such as body size and sex, which are
also often found to influence diet (MacNulty et al. 2009; Hierlihy
et al. 2013). For example, males and females often differ in dietary
requirements (e.g., increased energy requirements for reproduc-
tion in females), which can lead to selection of different prey items
(Williams and McBrayer 2011; Hierlihy et al. 2013). Body size
often imposes fundamental and sometimes opposing constraints
on predatory behaviors (e.g., larger fish have bigger gape sizes and
bite force but slower burst acceleration to pursue prey; Nilsson and
Bronmark 2000), which can influence the dietary niche of individu-
als (MacNulty et al. 2009). The most dramatic examples of body
size affecting diet are exemplified by ontogenetic niche shifts such
as those seen in freshwater fish (Osenberg et al. 1992). By affecting
predator diet choice, intraspecific variation in behavior and mor-
phology of native predators likely has important implications for
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understanding how non-native species escape their natural enemies
following introduction and, more broadly, for understanding opti-
mal foraging and the evolution of diet breadth.

The recent invasion of the non-native, filter-feeding green por-
celain crab, Petrolisthes armatus, in the South Atlantic Bight provides
a potential prey item for the common mudcrab predator, Panopeus
herbstii. Petrolisthes is a tropical crab that is historically reported
from the coast of Brazil and the Pacific coast of Central America
(Oliveira and Masunari 1995) and was first discovered near Cape
Canaveral, FLL (USA), around 1994 and has since spread north.
By 2004, Petrolisthes was found to be fairly abundant in oyster reefs
along the Georgia and South Carolina coasts (Hollebone and Hay
2007a, 2007b). Its expansion further northward is likely limited by
cooler temperatures (Canning-Clode et al. 2011). In mesocosm tri-
als, Petrolisthes was opportunistically consumed by some native fish
and crab species, including Panopeus (Hollebone and Hay 2008), a
relatively abundant native predator within oyster reefs occupied
by Petrolisthes (Hollebone and Hay 2007a), and a known general-
ist predator, consuming oysters, mussels, and crabs (Dame and
Vernberg 1982; Grabowski and Powers 2004). Although Panopeus
has been shown to consume FPetrolisthes (Hollebone and Hay 2007a),
the rapid spread and continued high abundance of Petrolisthes along
the Georgia coast 10 years following the initial invasion suggests
that it might not experience high predation pressure by mud crabs.
To evaluate the factors underlying the adoption of a recently intro-
duced, abundant prey item into a predator’s diet, we use the inva-
sion of Petrolisthes to ask 1) Do individual Panopeus predators differ
in their overall diet breadth? 2) Do individual Panopeus predators
differ in their willingness to consume a recently introduced, non-
native prey species? 3) Do differences in behavior (antipredator
response and exploratory behavior) and demographic traits (size
and sex) explain variation among individuals in the consumption of
a recently introduced, non-native prey?

METHODS
Overview of experiments

To examine within-population individual variation in diet, behav-
ior, and morphology, we tested 30 individual Pangpeus predators
across 4 experiments in August 2010 at the Skidaway Institute of
Oceanography, Savannah, Georgia. These same individuals were
tracked and tested repeatedly within and across experiments in order
to quantify the repeatability and consistency of diet and behavior of
these predators. Non-native Petrolisthes had been present at this site
for approximately 6 years, and therefore, Panopeus predators were
not naive to Petrolithes as prey prior to the experiment. First, indi-
vidual Panopeus were assayed in 2 behavioral experiments to quan-
tify each individual’s aggressiveness and exploratory behavior. Then
these same 30 individual Panopeus predators were used in 2 prey
choice experiments to evaluate whether individual Panopeus differ
in their diet and consumption of non-native Petrolisthes. In the first
prey choice experiment, we quantified the proportion of Petrolisthes
consumed when each predator was given a choice among Petrolisthes
and alternative native prey (simultaneous choice). In the second prey
choice experiment, we quantified the consumption of PFetrolisthes
when predators were given no choice of alternative prey. To quan-
tify individual differences in morphology, we recorded the size and
sex of each individual used in the behavioral and prey choice assays.

We conducted the behavioral assays and simultaneous choice
assays within 19-L rectangular, plastic tubs containers (Sterilite)
filled with 6.6-L of seawater and aerated to maintain oxygen levels.
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The no-choice assay was conducted in a 1.9-L, 33-cm diameter,
round plastic tank filled 15-cm deep with seawater. During the
course of all 4 experiments, we housed individual Pangpeus within
their experimental tank and we completely changed the seawater
each day within each tub.

Experimental animals

We collected Panopeus, FPetrolisthes, and 3 mnative prey species by
hand from oyster reefs and dock pilings in the Wilmington River,
Savannah, GA. Native prey used in the experiment included native
ribbed mussels, Geukensia demissa, native clams Mercenaria mercenaria,
native juvenile Panopeus mud crabs (crabs can be cannibalized by
larger conspecifics), and non-native Petrolisthes. Species were held
separately within flowing, seawater tables for 3 days before being
used in experiments. A subsample of each prey species (z = 10 indi-
viduals) was measured using standard measurements for each prey
type. Size ranges for each prey species included mussels (18-26 mm
length), clams (15-19mm length), juvenile mudcrabs (13-20mm
carapace width), and Petrolisthes (6-9 mm carapace width). Although
juvenile mudcrabs had a larger carapace width than Petrolithes, total
body size was generally comparable. Furthermore, juvenile mud-
crabs were well within the size range that the larger focal Panopeus
predators could consume.

To account for the influence of size and gender of Panopeus pred-
ators, prior to the experiments, we recorded the carapace length
(mm) and sex of each Panopeus (Panopeus is not sexually dimorphic
in size). Additionally, we marked each individual with a unique
number using paint pens. We used Panopeus from a single year-
class, with individuals ranging in size from 27.05 to 40.02 mm. One
experimental Panopeus did not consume any prey, nor did it display
any behavior during the entire experimental period and was elimi-
nated from the data set. Thus, the final sample size of individuals
tested in this study was n = 29. We fed focal Panopeus individuals
G. denussa, M. mercenaria, and juvenile Panopeus, ad libitum and then
deprived them of food for 12-h prior to the experiment to stan-
dardize hunger.

Individual variation in behavior

Exploratory behavior

Tests of exploratory behavior are frequently conducted in the
context of exploration of a novel environment (Dingemanse et al.
2002, 2012; Mainwaring and Hartley 2013). Here, introduction
of each Panopeus into its experimental tank prior to any other
experiment being performed represented the exposure to a novel
environment. Thus, on introduction, we continually measured
its activity (i.e., movement) for 20min. We defined movement as
moving at least one whole body length during the 5-s observation
period. Observation periods were spaced every 60 s. The propor-
tion of time spent moving in a novel environment was estimated
and used to represent an individual’s exploratory behavior.

Antipredatory response

Crabs respond to a direct threat of a predator by either fleeing
(walking away) or fighting (raising their claws) (Wasson and Lyon
2005). This fight or flee response has been frequently used as an
indicator of an individual’s antipredator response (Pintor et al.
2008; Morishita et al. 2009; de Barros et al. 2010; Huffard et al.
2010). Here, we threatened the crabs by approaching the front
of the crab with a 10-inch piece of 1/4-inch-diameter PVC pipe
starting from approximately 15cm in front of the crab and then

slowly moving the PVC pipe toward the crab until it was approxi-
mately 0.5cm in front of the crab. We recorded the response of
the crab as either 1) claw raise, 2) move away, or 3) no response.
The threat approach was repeated 3 times within a single assay
(5min total). To estimate the repeatability of an individual’s anti-
predator response, we repeated the entire assay on each of the
2 following days. We used the proportion of times an individual
raised a claw or fled to represent variation in an individual’s anti-
predator response.

It is often important to formally test whether individuals not only
differed in behavior but also consistently exhibited different behav-
ioral types (i.e., some individuals consistently exhibit a flee response,
whereas others consistently exhibit a fight response). Therefore, to
ensure that antipredator response was a good trait to characterize
individual differences in behavior, we estimated the repeatability of
this behavior over the 3 testing days. Repeatability measures the
extent to which individual differences in behavior (i.e., antipreda-
tor response) are consistent over time, for example, an individual
that would exhibit a fight response consistently does so on each test-
ing day (Lessells and Boag 1987; Bell et al. 2009). Formally, repeat-
ability is equal to r =53 /(s* + s53), where s is the variance among
individuals and §? is the variance within individuals over time. We
used a one-way Anova with individual Panopeus as a fixed effect
to estimate the repeatability of aggressiveness (Lessells and Boag
1987). Standard errors were estimated as in Becker (1984).

Individual variation in diet

Simultaneous prey choice assay

To quantify individual differences in general diet and the propor-
tion of Petrolisthes consumed by Panopeus, we quantified the number
and identity of prey species consumed when Panopeus were given a
choice of alternative prey. At the start of the experiment, we added
3 individuals of each of the 4 prey types to each focal Panopeus’s
experimental tank (12 prey items total). Prey were randomly distrib-
uted throughout the entire tank. Once prey were added, the experi-
ment began. We recorded the number and type of prey consumed
every 60min over a 6-h period of time (z = 6 observations total). At
each hour observation, we replaced any prey that was eaten with a
new, live prey to minimize the effect of prey choice being a conse-
quence of decreased density or encounter rate with preferred prey.
Between observations, the room was darkened to minimize distur-
bance and encourage foraging. At the end of the 6-h observation
period, we removed any remaining prey and performed a complete
water change. We then repeated the entire experiment on the same
individuals on each of the subsequent 2 days. Repeating the experi-
ment allowed us to estimate the repeatability (as described above)
or consistency in the proportion of Petrolisthes consumed by Panopeus
when given a choice among alternative prey. We used the total pro-
portion of Petrolisthes consumed over the 3 testing days as a measure
of Petrolisthes consumption by Panopeus when given a choice of alter-
native native prey.

To quantify and characterize individual differences in the diet
of Panopeus predators, we used the proportional similarity index
(PS,) adapted to individual-level analyses to measure the amount of
overlap in diet between an individual and the sampled population
(Schoener 1968; Bolnick et al. 2002). More explicit details for the
index can be found in Schoener (1969), Feinsinger et al. (1981), and
Bolnick et al. (2002). Briefly, let /' be a matrix of diet data, where
element 7; represents the number of diet items in individual ¢’s diet

i
that fall into category j. This raw data matrix was then transformed
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into a proportion matrix P with the variable p; describing the pro-
portion of the j-th resource category in individual 7’s diet, and ¢
describes the proportion of the j-th resource category in the popu-
lation’s observed diet and are equal to:

n 2”]

i

—_— —_— 1
pg'_ > 4; =
2”.1’/ 2”;;2”;;
- - >

J

The diet overlap between an individual ¢ and the population is
equal to:

PS, =1-0.5 | p; = ¢, [= Y min(p;.q,)
J J

PS; values range from 0 to 1, where values near 1 indicate that an
individual eats the same proportion of prey types as the popula-
tion as a whole (i.e., conforms to the mean diet of the population),
whereas values near 0 indicate that an individual does not conform
to the diet of the population as a whole. Thus, we used an indi-
vidual Panopeus predator’s PS; score to characterize the degree to
which the individual exhibited a diet that was different from the
population on average. Furthermore, for individuals that exclu-
sively eat a single prey type (i.e., specialize), j, PS; takes on the value
of ¢; For individuals within the sampled population that specialized
on 1 prey item, we quantified the percentage of those individual
that specialized on each of the 4 prey types. We used the mean PS;
value across all individuals tested to describe the population-level
incidence of diet specialization.

No-choice prey assay

We used a no-choice assay to quantify the consumption of
Petrolisthes by Panopeus when predators were given no choice of
alternative native prey. The no-choice assay was conducted 1 day
after the completion of the simultaneous choice assay. Many
details of the experimental setup were similar to those used in the
simultaneous choice assay, but briefly, 3 Petrolisthes individuals were
added into the experimental tank with the marked, focal Panopeus.
Once Petrolisthes were added, the experiment began and the num-
ber of Petrolisthes consumed was recorded every 15min over a 6-h
time period (n = 24 observations per individual). Any Petrolisthes
that were consumed were replaced. At the end of the 6-h obser-
vation period, we removed any remaining prey and performed a
complete water change. The entire experiment was then repeated
a second day in order to estimate the repeatability of an individ-
ual’s consumption of Petrolisthes. We summed the total number of
Petrolisthes consumed by an individual Panopeus over the 2 testing
days. However, data were not normally distributed, so we analyzed
consumption of Petrolisthes by Panopeus as a bivariate data set with
individuals scored as either having consumed or not consumed
Petrolisthes.

Data analysis for prey choice experiments

To examine whether the diet of individual Panopeus was consistent
over the 3 testing days for the simultaneous choice assay (e.g., indi-
viduals that ate a larger proportion of Petrolisthes did so across the
3 testing days) and 2 testing days for the no-choice assay, we esti-
mated repeatability of diet. Similar to estimates of repeatability in
aggressiveness, we used a one-way Anova with individual Panopeus
as a fixed effect to estimate the repeatability of the proportion
of Petrolisthes consumed both in the choice and no-choice assays
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(Lessells and Boag 1987). We also accounted for potential changes
in diet over time as Panopeus learned to eat different items by includ-
ing experiment day as a fixed effect in the models. Specifically, this
allowed us to evaluate whether exposure to Petrolisthes on day 1 of
the trial influenced the consumption of Petrolisthes on days 2 and 3
for the simultaneous choice assay and day 2 of the no-choice assay.
Standard errors were estimated as in Becker (1984).

We also examined all continuous predictor variables for evidence
of multicolinearity using Spearman’s rank correlations. No signifi-
cant correlations between predictor variables were found (explor-
atory behavior vs. size: r = 0.07, P = 0.71; exploratory behavior vs.
antipredator response: r = 0.34, P = 0.07; antipredator response vs.
size: = 0.05, P = 0.81).

To evaluate how variation in exploratory behavior, antipreda-
tor response, sex, and size of Panopeus explained the proportion
of Petrolisthes in an individual’s diet when given a choice among
prey (i.e., simultaneous choice assay), we ran a series of general
linear models. Residuals were visually examined to check assump-
tions of normality. These models included an empty, null model
and then all possible single, 2-, 3-, and 4-factor models. The most
parsimonious model was identified according to Akaike’s informa-
tion criterion corrected for small sample sizes (AIC)) (Burnham
and Anderson 2002; Symonds and Moussalli 2011). AAIC, scores
and Akaike weights (w;) were used to compare the different mod-
els and assess the relative strengths of each of the candidate mod-
els (Burnham and Anderson 2002; Symonds and Moussalli 2011).
Akaike weights close to 1 indicated greater confidence in the
selection of the best model. We also used the model weights to
estimate the relative importance of the 4 predictor variables (i.e.,
RVI scores). Specifically, we summed the Akaike weights for each
model in which a variable appeared. These summed weights were
then used to rank the 4 predictors in terms of their importance
in explaining the proportion of Pelrolisthes in the diet of Panopeus
predators.

Next, to evaluate factors that influence whether an individual
Panopeus consumed Petrolisthes when given no choice among prey
(i.e., no-choice assay), we ran a series of logistic regressions explor-
ing the roles of exploratory behavior, antipredator response, sex,
and size of Panopeus. We also included the average proportion of
Petrolisthes consumed in the simultaneous choice assay in the model
to account for any influence of prior exposure and consumption of
Petrolisthes in the simultaneous choice assay, which was run before
the no-choice assay. These models included an empty, null model
and then all possible single, 2-, 3-; 4-, and 5-factor models. As in
the general linear models above, the most parsimonious model was
identified according to AIC.. All statistical analyses were run in
JMP, Version 10. Finally, we ran a series of general linear mod-
els and logistic regressions using conventional hypothesis testing.
Opverall, results were very similar to those reported using Akaike’s
criterion.

RESULTS

Individual variation in behavior (exploratory and
antipredator response)

Individuals within the sampled population varied considerably in
exploratory behavior with individuals actively exploring a novel
environment on average 27.6%, £SD 18.4% of the 20-min obser-
vation period, and ranging from 0% to 55%. Individuals also varied
considerably in aggressiveness. Individuals exhibited a claw raise
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antipredator response on average 14.1% of the time, 2SD 23.1%,
and responses ranged from 0% to 92%. Repeatability of antipreda-
tor response was equal to 7 = 0.33, £SE 0.10. Repeatability of this
behavior was slightly lower relative to the average repeatability
of behaviors found in other studies (average » = 0.37, Bell et al.
2009). Exploratory behavior and antipredator response were not
significantly correlated (Pearson’s correlation coefficient, » = 0.34,
P = 0.07), but there was a trend toward a positive relationship.
Additionally, there was no effect of sex and size of predators on
exploration (sex: P = 0.42, size: P = 0.90) or antipredator response
(sex: P =0.38, size: P = 0.80).

Individual variation in the diet of native
Panopeus

Simultaneous choice feeding trials

The sampled Panopeus population as a whole consumed 82%
mussels, 16% Petrolisthes, 1% clams, and 1% juvenile mudcrabs.
Individual PS; scores ranged from 0.16 to 0.98, with the average
PS; score being equal to 0.75. Individuals with a PS; score near 1
exhibit a diet that conforms with the population as a whole (e.g.,
82% mussels, 16% Petrolisthes, ctc.), whereas individuals with a PS;
score approaching 0 exhibited a diet that did not conform (i.e., ate
something other than predominantly mussels). Note that although
individuals that conformed to the population diet consumed all 4
prey types, they largely specialized on mussels. Individuals within
the sample population varied considerably in diet, with 37.9% con-
forming to the diet exhibited by the population as a whole, 44.8%
eating exclusively mussels, 13.8% eating exclusively Petrolisthes, and
3.4% ecating a relatively equal proportion of mussels and Petrolisthes.

Individuals within the sampled population varied considerably
in the proportion of Petrolisthes consumed by an individual Panopeus
when given a choice of alternative native prey: mean percent of
Petrolisthes in the diet = 22.4%, *SD 34.9%, range = 0-100%
(Anova, individual Panopeus: Fyq go = 5.22, P < 0.0001). There was no
significant effect of experiment day, suggesting that individuals did
not increase or decrease their consumption of Petrolisthes from day
1 through 3 of the experiment (Anova, experiment day: It go = 1.4,
P = 0.17). Repeatability of the proportion of Petrolisthes consumed
over the 3 testing days was equal to » = 0.48, £SE 0.11. Individuals
also varied considerably in the total number of Petrolisthes consumed
when given a choice of alternative native prey: mean number of
Petrolisthes in the diet = 0.46, £SD 0.98, range 0-7.

AIC, model comparison indicated that a 2-variable model con-
taining sex and size was the best model predicting the proportion
of Petrolisthes in the diet of Panopeus predators (Table 1). Specifically,
Panopeus that were female and smaller in size had a greater propor-
tion of Petrolisthes in their diet in comparison to males (Figure 1).
There was also evidence that sex in combination with antipredator
response and sex alone predicted the proportion of Petrolisthes con-
sumed. Specifically, individuals that fled in response to a predator
and that were smaller in size had a higher proportion of Petrolisthes
in their diet. Sex, however, was a predictor in all top models and
its relative importance in predicting the proportion of Petrolisthes in
the diet was more than 2 times higher (RVI,, = 0.98) than size
(RVIg,. = 0.43) and 3 times higher than antipredator response
(RVL,,, = 0.25).

agg

No-choice feeding trials

Thirty-four percent of the Panopeus individuals tested consumed
Petrolisthes when given no alternative choice of prey. Individuals
within the sampled population varied considerably in the total

Table 1

Best-ranked general linear models (models whose AAIC, scores
were <5) examining the effect of demographic and behavior
predictor variables on the proportion of Petrolisthes consumed
by Panopeus predators during the simultaneous choice assay

Model k AIC, AAIC, w;
1 SX + SZ 2 17.226 0 0.316
2 SX 1 17.511 0.285 0.274
3 SX + AGG 2 18.438 1.212 0.172
4 SX + SZ + EXP 3 20.082 2.856 0.076
5 SX + EXP 2 20.183 2.957 0.072
6 SX + EXP + AGG 3 21.253 4.027 0.042
7 SX + SZ + EXP + AGG 4 21.867 4.6409 0.031

SX, sex; SZ, size; EXP, exploratory behavior; AGG, aggressive behavior.
o

—

0.8

0.2

PROPORTION OF PETROLISTHES IN DIET

|

MALE

FEMALE

Figure 1

On average, female Panopeus herbstiu predators consumed a significantly
greater proportion of Petrolithes armatus than males (means, *CI) in the
simultaneous choice assay.

number of Petrolisthes consumed when given no choice of alterna-
tive native prey, average number of Petrolisthes consumed per indi-
vidual = 0.72, £5SD 1.22, range = 0-4 (Anova, individual Panopeus:
Fyg5; = 20.90, P < 0.0014). There was no significant effect of
experiment day, suggesting that individuals did not increase or
decrease their consumption of Petrolisthes from day 1 to day 2 of
the experiment (Anova, experiment day: F,5; = 0.02, P = 0.79).
Repeatability of the total number of Petrolisthes consumed over the
2 testing days was equal to r = 0.54, £SE 0.13. Eighty-six percent
of individuals that did not consume Petrolisthes during the simulta-
neous choice assay also did not consume them during the no-choice
assay, further showing that individuals exhibit consistent individual
differences in the consumption of Petrolishtes and that exposure to
Petrolisthes in the previous simultaneous choice assay did not influ-
ence their consumption tendencies in the no-choice assay. Results of
the AIC, model comparison indicated that a single-variable model
containing exploratory behavior was the best model predicting
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whether Panopeus predators would consume Petrolisthes when given
no choice of alternative prey (Table 2). Specifically, individuals that
were less exploratory (i.e., spent less time actively moving) ate more
Petrolisthes. There was also evidence that exploratory behavior in
combination with sex explained the consumption of Petrolisthes by
Panopeus predators. Specifically, individuals that were females more
frequently consumed Petrolisthes when given no choice of alternative
prey. Exploratory behavior, however, was a predictor in the most
top models and its relative importance in predicting the consump-
tion of Petrolisthes was approximately 2 times higher (RVI,,, = 0.78)
than sex (RVI,, = 0.42).

sex

DISCUSSION

Although Panopeus is thought to be a generalist predator, results of
our prey choice assays suggest that there are within-population,
individual differences in diet, with some individuals specializing
or predominantly consuming mussels, others eating only the non-
native Petrolisthes, and others consuming a mixed diet. There were
consistent, repeatable differences in the proportion or general con-
sumption of non-native Petrolisthes among individuals, with some
individuals consistently consuming many Fetrolisthes and other indi-
viduals consuming none. Similarly, there were consistent, individual
differences in antipredator response (e.g., fight or flee). Model com-
parisons indicated that individual Panopeus that consumed a larger
proportion of Petrolisthes when given a choice of alternative native
prey were female and also tended to be smaller and would flee in
response to a predator. However, sex was approximately 3 times
as important at explaining the proportion of Petrolisthes consumed
in comparison to size and antipredator response. When given no
choice of alternative prey, model comparisons indicated that indi-
viduals that would readily consume Petrolisthes were those that were
less exploratory and female. Exploratory behavior was twice as
important at explaining variation in the consumption of Petrolisthes
in contrast to predator sex. Thus, our results show that individual
variation among Panopeus predators in behavior and morphol-
ogy affects its rates of consumption of this recently introduced,
non-native prey.

Table 2

Best-ranked logistic regression models (models whose AAIC,
scores were <5) examining the effect of demographic and
behavior predictor variables on whether Panopeus predators
consumed Petrolisthes when given no choice of alternative prey

Model k AIC, AAIC, w;
1 EXP 1 40.932 0 0.275
2 SX + EXP 2 42.137 1.205 0.151
3 EXP + PP 2 43.460 2.528 0.078
4 EXP + AGG 2 43.584 2.652 0.073
5 SX 1 43.851 2919 0.064
6 SX + SZ + EXP 3 44.800 3.868 0.040
7 SX + EXP + AGG 3 44.963 4.031 0.037
8 SX + EXP + PP 3 45.014 4.082 0.036
9 PP 1 45.689 4.757 0.256
10 AGG 1 46.086 4.989 0.227

The proportion of Petrolisthes consumed during the previous simultaneous
choice experiment was also included as an predictor variable in the models.
Relative variable of importance scores were as follows: RVI, = 0.78,

RVI, = 0.42, RV, = 0.24, RVI,,, = 0.24, and RV, = 0.16. SX,, sex; SZ,
size; EXP, exploratory behavior; AGG, aggressive behavior; PP, proportion of
Petrolisthes consumed in simultaneous choice assay.

Behavioral Ecology

These consistent, individual differences in the diet and the con-
sumption of Petrolisthes prey more than 6 years postinvasion suggest
a longer-term avoidance of Petrolisthes. In other words, we suggest
that a proportion of this Panopeus predator population exhibits
dietary conservatism. Even when given no alternative choice of
food, some individual predators would consistently not consume
Petrolisthes prey, despite Petrolisthes being fully edible and energetically
as profitable per gram of tissue as mussels (Hostert 2014). This con-
tributes to the growing body of work demonstrating variation in
the expression of dietary conservatism within populations of birds
(Marples and Brakefield 1995; Thomas et al. 2003, 2004; Kelly
and Marples 2004), fish (Thomas et al. 2010; Richards et al. 2014),
and now, invertebrates. The majority of these previous studies have
looked at predators choosing among different color morphs of the
same prey species and found that the prevalence of dietary conser-
vatism in the predator population is often strong enough to drive
a novel color morph in the prey population from initial rarity to
fixation (i.e., abundance) within a population. Here, we suggest that
the prevalence of dietary conservatism could be a mechanism driv-
ing a novel species (e.g., non-native Petrolisthes) from initial rarity to
abundance within an invaded ecosystem and may contribute to the
escape of many non-native species from their natural enemies fol-
lowing introduction.

Optimal foraging theory provides additional insights into why
some, but not all, individual Panopeus predators exhibit a longer-
term avoidance of non-native Petrolisthes. Changes in the encoun-
ter rates with prey following invasion, along with differences in
handling time among alternative prey, might make a non-native
prey less profitable for certain individuals. For example, variation
in learning and memory can generate differences in foraging effi-
ciency and handling time (Hughes et al. 1992; Estes et al. 2003).
These differences have been shown to contribute to individual vari-
ation in feeding rates on particular prey species and prey prefer-
ences within and across populations (Edwards and Huebner 1977;
Dunkin and Hughes 1984; Hughes and Dunkin 1984). If individ-
ual Panopeus predators are foraging optimally, then individuals with
longer handling times of Petrolisthes might avoid them for a longer
period of time in favor of more profitable native prey species.

Individuals that did not exhibit dietary conservatism and would
consume Petrolisthes were small females that would consistently flee
in response to a predatory threat. Of these 3 influential traits (size,
sex, and antipredator response), sex was the most important vari-
able predicting the proportion of Petrolisthes consumed. Differences
in diet between males and females are often common, particularly
during the breeding season (Shine 1991; Williams and McBrayer
2011). Reproduction is energetically expensive for females, which
could suggest that specializing on Fetrolisthes is related to nutritional
benefits. Alternatively, claw morphology in crabs strongly influ-
ences prey choice (Smith and Palmer 1994; Seed and Hughes 1995)
and could generate differences in diet between males and females,
who tend to have weaker claws (Buck et al. 2003). For example,
species that typically consume rapidly moving prey (e.g., FPetrolisthes)
generally have fast, but weaker claws, whereas those that specialize
on slower or sedentary, more heavily armored prey (e.g., Guekensia
mussels) have slower, but stronger claws (Seed and Hughes 1995).
These species-level differences in diet and claw morphology can
also apply within a species and contribute to differences in the pro-
portion of fast-moving, mobile Petrolisthes consumed relative to sed-
entary native prey.

Although predator size and antipredator response had lower
relative importance in the top models explaining the proportion of
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Petrolisthes consumed by individual Panopeus predators, their contrib-
uting influence, along with sex, suggests that consumption of novel
prey might be related to social dominance. Specifically, smaller size
and a flee response are traits typically associated with individuals
that are subordinate in a population (Hazlett 1981; Sneddon et al.
1997). Therefore, individual Panopeus predators that were female,
smaller in size, and fled in response to predators might specialize or
consume a greater proportion of Petrolisthes because they are poor
competitors for native prey. These subordinate individuals might
choose to consume Petrolisthes in order to reduce the cost of compe-
tition over familiar, preferred prey. Taken together, this suggests that
Petrolisthes may be the less profitable prey item and that subordinate
individuals might consume a greater proportion of the non-native
prey to avoid competition with more dominant Panopeus individuals.

When given no choice, individuals that were female and that had
less exploratory personalities would actively consume FPetrolisthes.
Individuals that are less exploratory are often also less aggres-
sive (Koolhaas et al. 1999), which could further suggest that con-
sumption of Petrolisthes may be associated with social dominance.
However, greater consumption of Petrolisthes by less exploratory
females may also be associated with predatory tactics. For exam-
ple, individuals with less exploratory personalities have been often
shown to exhibit sit-and-wait predatory tactics in contrast to more
exploratory individuals who display more active search tactics
(Wilson and McLaughlin 2007; Kobler et al. 2009). Sit-and-wait or
ambush predators tend to consume different prey (Shine and Sun
2003; Hagman et al. 2008; Staudinger and Juanes 2010), which
are often more mobile (e.g., mobile crabs vs. sedentary mussels)
than the prey types consumed by active predators (Elliott 2005).
Therefore, differences in consumption of Petrolisthes may be associ-
ated with individual variation in predatory tactics of Panopeus.

Variation in the consumption of novel, non-native prey among
individuals within a native predator population may have impor-
tant implications for the invasion success and control of Petrolisthes.
Panopeus 1s a widespread, relatively abundant predator in oyster reef
communities. However, if only a proportion of individuals in the
population are consuming Petrolisthes, the population as a whole
might not exert strong enough predation pressure to deter an inva-
sion or control a non-native prey’s abundance following establish-
ment. Over time, population-wide predation rates might change as
individuals gain experience and learn to consume non-native prey.
However, if variation in predation rates of Fetrolisthes is due to its
lower quality or profitability relative to native prey, then control of
Petrolisthes abundance might only arise if predators experience sig-
nificant reductions in native prey and increase consumption of the
more abundant Petrolisthes. In the meantime, if predation on novel,
non-native prey is largely a function of static individual differences
in behavior of a predator population, then lower overall predation
levels on the non-native prey could be an important mechanism
that contributes to the prey’s release from natural enemies following
introduction into a new ecosystem.

FUNDING

Funding was from the University of Georgia Office of VP for
Research and The Ohio State University’s Ohio Agriculture
Research and Development Center.

We would like to acknowledge C. Yeager for assistance with collecting
organisms for the experiments and J. Carlton for assistance with species
identification. We would also like to thank Dr L. Simmons, Dr J. Mappes,

and 2 anonymous reviewers for their helpful and constructive comments
on the manuscript. We dedicate this article to J. Carlton, who continues to
inspire and advance a deeper understanding of invasion ecology.

Handling editor: Johanna Mappes

REFERENCES

de Barros FC, de Carvalho JE, Abe AS, Kohlsdor T. 2010. Fight versus
flight: the interaction of temperature and body size determines anti-
predator behaviour in tegu lizards. Anim Behav. 79:83-88.

Becker WA. 1984. A manual of quantitative genetics. Pullman (WA):
Academic Enterprises.

Bell AM, Hankison SJ, Laskowski KL. 2009. The repeatability of behav-
iour: a meta-analysis. Anim Behav. 77:771-783.

Bolnick DI, Svanback R, Fordyce JA, Yang LH, Davis JM, Hulsey CD,
Forister ML. 2003. The ecology of individuals: incidence and implica-
tions of individual specialization. Am Nat. 161:1-28.

Bolnick DI, Yang LH, Fordyce JA, Davis JM, Svanback R. 2002. Measuring
individual-level resource specialization. Ecology. 83:2936-2941.

Buck TL, Breed GA, Pennings SC, Chase ME, Zimmer M, Carefoot TH.
2003. Diet choice in an omnivorous salt-marsh crab: different food types,
body size, and habitat complexity. J Exp Mar Biol Ecol. 292:103-116.

Burnham KP, Anderson DR. 2002. Model selection and multimodel infer-
ence: a practical information-theoretic approach. New York: Springer.

Canning-Clode J, Fowler AE, Byers JE, Carlton JT, Ruiz GM. 2011.
‘Caribbean Creep’ chills out: climate change and marine invasive species.
PLoS One. 6(12):¢29657. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0029657.

Carlsson NOL, Sarnelle O, Strayer DL. 2009. Native predators and exotic
prey—an acquired taste? Front Ecol Environ. 7:525-532.

Colautti RI, Ricciardi A, Grigorovich IA, Maclsaac HJ. 2004. Is invasion
success explained by the enemy release hypothesis? Ecol Lett. 7:721-733.

Dame REF, Vernberg FJ. 1982. Energetics of a population of the mud
crab Panopeus herbstii (Milne Edwards) in the North Inlet Estuary, South
Carolina. J Exp Mar Biol Ecol. 63:183-193.

Dingemanse NJ, Both C, Drent PJ], Van Oers K, Van Noordwijk AJ. 2002.
Repeatability and heritability of exploratory behaviour in great tits from
the wild. Anim Behav. 64:929-938.

Dingemanse NJ, Bouwman KM, van de Pol M, van Overveld T, Patrick SC,
Matthysen E, Quinn JL. 2012. Variation in personality and behavioural
plasticity across four populations of the great tit Parus major. J Anim Ecol.
81:116-126.

Dunkin SD, Hughes RN. 1984. Behavioral components of prey-selection by
dogwhelks, Nucella lapillus (L), feeding on barnacles, Semibalanus balanoides
(L), in the laboratory. ] Exp Mar Biol Ecol. 79:91-103.

Edwards DC, Huebner JD. 1977. Feeding and growth rates of Polinices
duplicatus preying on Mya arenaria at Barnstable Harbor, Massachusetts.
Ecology. 58:1218-1236.

Ehrlich PR. 1989. Attributes of invaders and the invading processes: ver-
tebrates. In: Drake JA, editor. Biological invasions: a global perspective.
New York: Wiley & Sons. p. 315-328.

Elliott JM. 2005. Contrasting diel activity and feeding patterns of four
instars of Rhyacophila dorsalis (Trichoptera). Freshw Biol. 50:1022-1033.
Estes JA, Riedman ML, Staedler MM, Tinker MT, Lyon BE. 2003.
Individual variation in prey selection by sea otters: patterns, causes and

implications. ] Anim Ecol. 72:144-155.

Feinsinger P, Spears EE, Poole RW. 1981. A simple measure of niche
breadth. Ecology. 62:27-32.

Ford JKB, Ellis GM, Barrett-Lennard LG, Morton AB, Palm RS, Balcomb
KC. 1998. Dietary specialization in two sympatric populations of killer
whales (Oreinus orca) in coastal British Columbia and adjacent waters. Cian
J Zool. 76:1456-1471.

Freeman AS, Byers JE. 2006. Divergent induced responses to an invasive
predator in marine mussel populations. Science. 313:831-833.

Gosling SD. 2001. From mice to men: what can we learn about personality
from animal research? Psychol Bull. 127:45-86.

Grabowski JH, Powers SP. 2004. Habitat complexity mitigates trophic
transfer on oyster reefs. Mar Ecol Prog Ser. 277:291-295.

Hagman M, Phillips BL, Shine R. 2008. Tails of enticement: caudal lur-
ing by an ambush-foraging snake (Acanthophis praelongus, Elapidae). Funct
Ecol. 22:1134-1139.

Hazlett BA. 1981. The behavioral ecology of hermit crabs. Annu Rev Ecol
Syst. 12:1-22.

GTOZ ‘T AInc uoeibioe Jo A1sBAlun e /B10'sfeuIno[piojxo 0dsyeq//:dny wolj papeojumoqd


http://beheco.oxfordjournals.org/

804

Herborn KA, Macleod R, Miles WTS, Schofield ANB, Alexander L,
Arnold KE. 2010. Personality in captivity reflects personality in the wild.
Anim Behav. 79:835-843.

Hierlihy CA, Garcia-Collazo R, Tapia CBC, Mallory FE. 2013. Sexual
dimorphism in the lizard Sceloporus siniferus: support for the intraspecific
niche divergence and sexual selection hypotheses. Salamandra. 49:1-6.

Hollebone AL, Hay ME. 2007a. Population dynamics of the non-native
crab Petrolisthes armatus invading the South Atlantic Bight at densities of
thousands m—2. Mar Ecol Prog Ser. 336:211-223.

Hollebone AL, Hay ME. 2007b. Propagule pressure of an invasive crab
overwhelms native biotic resistance. Mar Ecol Prog Ser. 342:191-196.
Hollebone AL, Hay ME. 2008. An invasive crab alters interaction webs in a

marine community. Biol Invasions. 10:347-358.

Hostert LE. 2014. The role of individual variation in the consumption of
non-naive prey: implications for the evolution of diet specialization and
biological invasions. Columbus (OH): The Ohio State University.

Huffard CL, Boneka F, Caldwell RL. 2010. Male-male and male-female
aggression may influence mating associations in wild octopuses (Abdopus
aculeatus). ] Comp Psychol. 124:38-46.

Hughes RN, Dunkin SD. 1984. Effect of dietary history on selection of
prey, and foraging behavior among patches of prey, by the dogwhelk,
Nucella laprllus. ] Exp Mar Biol Ecol. 79:159-172.

Hughes RN, Kaiser MJ, Mackney PA, Warburton K. 1992. Optimizing for-
aging behavior through learning. J Fish Biol. 41:77-91.

JMP®, Version 10. 1989-2007. Cary, NC: SAS Institute Inc.

Kelly DJ, Marples NM. 2004. The effects of novel odour and colour cues on food
acceptance by the zebra finch, Taeniopygia guttata. Anim Behav. 68:1049-1054.

Kobler A, Engelen B, Knaepkens G, Eens M. 2009. Temperament in bull-
heads: do laboratory and field explorative behaviour variables correlate?
Naturwissenschaften. 96:1229-1233.

Kolar CS, Lodge DM. 2001. Progress in invasion biology: predicting invad-
ers. Trends Ecol Evol. 16:199-204.

Koolhaas JM, Korte SM, De Boer SE Van Der Vegt BJ, Van Reenen CG,
Hopster H, De Jong IC, Ruis MAW, Blokhuis HJ. 1999. Coping styles
in animals: current status in behavior and stress-physiology. Neurosci
Biobehav Rev. 23:925-935.

Lefebvre L, Whittle P, Lascaris E, Finkelstein A. 1997. Feeding innovations
and forebrain size in birds. Anim Behav. 53:549-560.

Lessells CM, Boag PT. 1987. Unrepeatable repeatabilities—a common mis-
take. Auk. 104:116-121.

Liebl AL, Martin LB. 2014. Living on the edge: range edge birds consume
novel foods sooner than established ones. Behav Ecol. 25:1-8.

MacNulty DR, Smith DW, Mech LD, Eberly LE. 2009. Body size and pred-
atory performance in wolves: is bigger better? J Anim Ecol. 78:532-539.

Mainwaring MC, Hartley IR. 2013. Hatching asynchrony and offspring sex
influence the subsequent exploratory behaviour of zebra finches. Anim
Behav. 85:77-81.

Marples NM, Brakefield PM. 1995. Genetic variation for the rate of recruitment
of novel insect prey into the diet of a bird. Biol J Linnean Soc. 55:17-27.

Marples NM, Kelly DJ. 1999. Neophobia and dietary conservatism: two
distinct processes? Evol Ecol. 13:641-653.

Marples NM, Mappes J. 2011. Can the dietary conservatism of predators
compensate for positive frequency dependent selection against rare, con-
spicuous prey? Evol Ecol. 25:737-749.

Marples NM, Roper TJ, Harper DGC. 1998. Responses of wild birds to
novel prey: evidence of dietary conservatism. Oikos. 83:161-165.

Mayr E, editor. 1965. The nature of colonizing bird species. New York:
Academic Press.

McLain DK, Moulton MP, Sanderson JG. 1999. Sexual selection and
extinction: the fate of plumage-dimorphic and plumage-monomorphic
birds introduced onto islands. Evol Ecol Res. 1:549-565.

Mettke-Hofmann C, Winkler H, Leisler B. 2002. The significance of ecologi-
cal factors for exploration and neophobia in parrots. Ethology. 108:249-272.

Mooney HA, Cleland EE. 2001. The evolutionary impact of invasive spe-
cies. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA. 98:5446-5451.

Morishita VR, Buchmann FSD, Christofoletti RA, Volpato GL, Barreto
RE. 2009. Prior residence and body size influence interactions between
black sea urchins. Behav Process. 80:191-195.

Nilsson PA, Bronmark C. 2000. Prey vulnerability to a gape-size limited
predator: behavioural and morphological impacts on northern pike
piscivory. Oikos. 88:539-546.

Oliveira E, Masunari S. 1995. Population structure of Petrolisthes armatus
(Gibbes) (Decapoda, Anomura, Porcellanidae) from Farol Isle, Matinhos,
Parana, Brazil. Rev Bras Zool. 12:355-371.

Behavioral Ecology

Osenberg CW, Mittelbach GG, Wainwright PC. 1992. 2-Stage life histories
in fish—the interaction between juvenile competition and adult perfor-
mance. Ecology. 73:255-267.

Overington SE, Griffin AS, Sol D, Lefebvre L. 2011. Are innovative spe-
cies ecological generalists? A test in North American birds. Behav Ecol.
22:1286-1293.

Pintor LM, Sih A, Bauer ML. 2008. Differences in aggression, activity and
boldness between native and introduced populations of an invasive cray-
fish. Oikos. 117:1629-1636.

Reader SM, MacDonald K. 2003. Environmental variability and primate
behavioural flexibility. In: Reader SM, Laland KN, editors. Animal inno-
vation. Oxford: Oxford University Press. p. 83-116.

Reale D, Reader SM, Sol D, McDougall PT, Dingemanse NJ. 2007.
Integrating animal temperament within ecology and evolution. Biol Rew.
82:291-318.

Richards EL, Alexander LG, Snellgrove D, Thomas RJ, Marples NM,
Cable J. 2014. Variation in the expression of dietary conservatism within
and between fish species. Anim Behav. 88:49-56.

Salo P, Korpimaki E, Banks PB, Nordstrom M, Dickman CR. 2007. Alien
predators are more dangerous than native predators to prey populations.
Proc R Soc B Biol Sci. 274:1237-1243.

Saulitis E, Matkin C, Barrett-Lennard L, Heise K, Ellis G. 2000. Foraging
strategies of sympatric killer whale (Orcinus orca) populations in Prince
William Sound, Alaska. Mar Mammal Sci. 16:94-109.

Schoener TW. 1968. Anolis lizards of Bimni: resources partitioning in a
complex fauna. Ecology. 49:704-726.

Schoener TW. 1969. Models of optimal size for solitary predators. Am Nat.
103:277-313.

Seed R, Hughes RN. 1995. Ciriteria for prey size-selection in molluscivorous
crabs with contrasting claw morphologies. ] Exp Mar Biol Ecol. 193:177-195.

Shine R. 1991. Intersexual dietary divergence and the evolution of sexual
dimorphism in snakes. Am Nat. 138:103-122.

Shine R, Sun LX. 2003. Attack strategy of an ambush predator: which
attributes of the prey trigger a pit-viper’s strike? Funct Ecol. 17:340-348.

Sih A, Bell AM, Johnson JC. 2004. Behavioral syndromes: an ecological
and evolutionary overview. Trends Ecol Evol. 19:372-378.

Sih A, Bolnick DI, Luttbeg B, Orrock JL, Peacor SD, Pintor LM, Preisser E,
Rehage JS, Vonesh JR. 2010. Predator-prey naivete, antipredator behav-
ior, and the ecology of predator invasions. Oikos. 119:610-621.

Smith LD, Palmer AR. 1994. Effects of manipulated diet of size and per-
formance of Branchyuran crab claws. Science. 264:710-712.

Sneddon LU, Huntingford FA, Taylor AC. 1997. Weapon size versus body
size as a predictor of winning in fights between shore crabs, Carcinus mae-
nas (L.). Anim Behav. 41:237-242.

Staudinger MD, Juanes F. 2010. Feeding tactics of a behaviorally plastic
predator, summer flounder (Paralichthys dentatus). ] Sea Res. 64:68—-75.

Symonds MRE, Moussalli A. 2011. A brief guide to model selection, mul-
timodel inference and model averaging in behavioural ecology using
Akaike’s information criterion. Behav Ecol Sociobiol. 65:13-21.

Thomas R]J, Bartlett LA, Marples NM, Kelly DJ, Cuthill IC. 2004. Prey
selection by wild birds can allow novel and conspicuous colour morphs to
spread in prey populations. Oikos. 106:285-294.

Thomas RJ, King TA, Forshaw HE, Marples NM, Speed MP, Cable J.
2010. The response of fish to novel prey: evidence that dietary conserva-
tism is not restricted to birds. Behav Ecol. 21:669-675.

Thomas RJ, Marples NM, Cuthill IC, Takahashi M, Gibson EA. 2003.
Dietary conservatism may facilitate the initial evolution of aposematism.
Oikos. 101:458-466.

Tinker MT, Bentall G, Estes JA. 2008. Food limitation leads to behavioral
diversification and dietary specialization in sea otters. Proc Natl Acad Sci
USA. 105:560-565.

Van Oers K, Klunder M, Drent PJ. 2005. Context dependence of person-
alities: risk-taking behavior in a social and a non-social situation. Behav
Ecol. 16:716-723.

Veltman CJ, Nee S, Crawley MJ. 1996. Correlates of introduction success in
exotic New Zealand birds. Am Nat. 147:542-557.

Wasson K, Lyon BE. 2005. Flight or fight: flexible antipredatory strategies
in porcelain crabs. Behav Ecol. 16:1037-1041.

Williams SC, McBrayer LD. 2011. Attack-based indices, not movement
patterns, reveal intraspecific variation in foraging behavior. Behav Ecol.
22:993-1002.

Wilson ADM, McLaughlin RL. 2007. Behavioural syndromes in brook
charr, Salvelinus fontinalis: prey-search in the field corresponds with space
use in novel laboratory situations. Anim Behav. 74:689-698.

GTOZ ‘T AInc uoeibioe Jo A1sBAlun e /B10'sfeuIno[piojxo 0dsyeq//:dny wolj papeojumoqd


http://beheco.oxfordjournals.org/

