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Reef-fish diversity models, unlike general diversity-gradient hypotheses, assume food

specialization by reef fishes is too low to influence community structure. This

assumption may be an artifact of low taxonomic resolution in studies of fish diets. I

performed detailed dietary analyses on adults of eight small, cryptic, diurnal fish

species from the spur-and-groove habitat outside Kaneohe Bay, Oahu, Hawaii to test

whether dietary specialization may facilitate high species richness in reef fish

communities. Mean dietary overlap (0.179) among these fishes is similar to overlap

in communities thought to be structured by fine-scale food specialization. Dietary

studies with high taxonomic resolution indicate a significant decrease in food overlap

among fishes as latitude decreases. These results, along with the generally recognized

increase in prey diversity toward the tropics, are consistent with diversity-gradient

hypotheses and suggest that food specialization allows the local coexistence of many

fish species on coral reefs. Local relative abundances of reef fishes may be influenced

by prey availability. The densities of five of six fish species were related to densities of

important prey. Food choice and availability may influence richness and relative

abundances, respectively, in reef fishes, and reef-fish communities may be structured

in the same manner as other tropical communities.

A small set of conceptual models, summarized
by Jones (1991), forms the framework for

more than three decades of research into the
determinants of coral-reef-fish community struc-
ture. The high species richness of fishes on coral
reefs is part of a general increase in diversity
toward the tropics that has been recognized for
over a century. Empirical evidence, generated
primarily from terrestrial studies (Sale, 1977), led
to the development of several hypotheses about
the cause of this diversity gradient (Pianka,
1966). All of these diversity-gradient models
suggest that greater resource specialization by
residents or greater resource availability in the
habitat leads to higher species richness in
tropical regions.

Reef-fish-diversity models represent a signifi-
cant departure from diversity-gradient models by
assuming that community structure is not influ-
enced by food specialization. Smith and Tyler
(1972, 1973) and Sale (1974) explicitly state that
dietary overlap among coral reef fishes is too
high to explain high diversity. Goldman and
Talbot (1976), Bohnsack and Talbot (1980), and
Doherty (1981), in arguing that reef fish popula-
tions are held below carrying capacity, imply that
food specialization is not capable of influencing
community structure.

This assumption has never been critically
examined, even though specialization on food
resources is thought to allow the coexistence of
species in many other systems. In a review of
resource use, Schoener (1974) found that food

was the most important resource in 40 of the 80
systems examined and noted that similar species
living in the same habitat usually eat different
foods. Ross’ (1986) review of resource use in
fishes suggests that trophic separation is the most
important factor allowing species to coexist,
especially in marine systems.

The reef-fish-diversity models cite the dietary
studies of Hiatt and Strasburg (1960) and
Randall (1967) as evidence of high food overlap
among coral reef fishes. Later studies by Hobson
(1974) and Harmelin-Vivien (1979) provided
more supporting evidence. These studies, al-
though remarkable in scope, were not designed
to test whether dietary specialization influences
reef-fish diversity. A potential problem with using
them to draw conclusions about dietary overlap is
that prey were grouped into broad taxonomic or
pseudo-taxonomic categories (Jones et al., 1991).
The degree to which resource states are separat-
ed can have a major influence on overlap values
(Colwell and Futuyma, 1971). This effect is
demonstrated by studies that identified prey to
species and presented data in a fashion that can
be used in an overlap index (Table 1). Overlap
estimates depend greatly on whether prey are
identified to species (high resolution) or to levels
(class or order) typically seen in dietary studies of
reef fishes (low resolution). Dietary overlap
appears significantly higher when taxonomic
resolution is low. Of special interest is Kohn’s
(1959, 1968) work on predatory snails, which has
been cited as an example of fine-scale resource
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specialization in coral-reef organisms. Based on
dietary studies on fishes, Sale (1977) suggested
Kohn’s results were exceptional for the tropics.
However, Kohn identified prey to a level not seen
in reef fish studies. Ironically, if he had used the
categories typical for reef fishes, Kohn’s results
would have indicated broad or complete dietary
overlap (Table 1).

Food has traditionally been assumed to be
abundant on coral reefs (Sale, 1977; Smith,
1978), but Jones (1991) listed several lines of
evidence suggesting that food availability may
influence the post-recruitment abundance of
reef fishes. Changes in food levels can alter
demographic patterns in reef fishes (Forrester,
1990; Clarke, 1992; Clifton, 1995). Jones and
McCormick (2002) and Hixon and Webster
(2002) note that although predation is likely to
be the proximate cause of changes in post-
recruitment population size, reduction in growth
as a result of competition for food and resulting
in greater predation on slower growing fishes
may be the ultimate cause of mortality. Also, food
availability can potentially affect settlement,
migration, and riskiness of foraging behavior.
All of these factors can affect post-recruitment
population size and thus the relative abundances
of fishes in coral-reef assemblages.

I use dietary analysis to evaluate the assump-
tion that food specialization does not contribute
to species richness on coral reefs. I examine
dietary overlap in a group of fishes that reside
(and feed) in the same habitat. I compare my
results to those of other studies where food
specialization is thought to allow the local
coexistence of species. These results are incor-

porated into an analysis of latitudinal trends in
dietary specialization among fishes. Low dietary
overlap among coral-reef fishes, along with
a trend toward increased dietary specialization
among tropical fishes, would challenge a basic
assumption of reef-fish diversity models; whereas
high dietary overlap and/or no evidence of
increased dietary specialization among tropical
fishes would support the reef-fish diversity
models. Finally, I examine whether food avail-
ability can be related to the relative abundance of
reef fishes on a local (tens of meters) scale. I
compare densities of the most abundant fishes
within a coral-reef habitat to densities of their
prey. Significant relationships between densities
of fishes and their prey will be considered
corroborative evidence that abundances of cor-
al-reef fishes are influenced by prey availability.
Because changes in single species abundance
affect relative abundances of the whole commu-
nity, significant relationships will provide evi-
dence that local relative abundances are influ-
enced by prey abundance.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Dietary analysis.—Twenty-seven fish collections
were made in an approximately one-hectare tract
of spur-and-groove habitat outside Kaneohe Bay,
Oahu, Hawaii (21u289250N, 157u469420W). Sam-
pling was conducted between 0900 and 1200 h
in depths of 11–15 m using SCUBA from 14
March to 29 September 1996 as sea conditions
permitted.

For each collection, a sampling area was
haphazardly chosen. A rotenone solution (1.5 L

TABLE 1. A COMPARISON OF DIETARY OVERLAP WHEN TAXONOMIC RESOLUTION IS HIGH VS. LOW. Values in the ‘‘high’’
column represent mean overlap calculated from data presented in species-level dietary analyses, whereas the ‘‘low’’
values were calculated from the same data grouped into more-inclusive taxa typically used in dietary analyses of reef

fishes. A paired two-tailed t-test results indicate overlap values differ significantly (P 5 0.00004).

Study

Mean overlap w/ resolution:

High Low

Arculeo et al., 1993 0.417 0.956
Hacunda, 1981 0.519 0.737
Jenni, 1969 0.397 0.544
Kohn, 1959 0.067 0.575
Kohn, 1968 (Chagos Islands) 0.103 1.000
Kohn, 1968 (Maldives) 0.115 1.000
Maitland, 1965 0.692 0.979
Martell and McClellan, 1994 0.265 0.633
Newton, 1967 0.091 0.956
Paine, 1963 0.313 0.575
Prochazka, 1998 0.106 0.523
Ueckert and Hansen, 1971 0.422 0.988

Mean 0.292 0.790
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PrentoxH synpren-fish toxicant, 250 g powdered
Derris root, and 0.5 L clear IvoryH dishwashing
liquid) was applied within an area defined by
prominent features on that part of the reef. The
average area sampled was 10.3 m2. All fish were
collected in hand nets, fixed in a solution of one
part 37% formaldehyde to eight parts fresh water
for two days, soaked in water for 24 h, then
preserved in 70% isopropanol.

Voucher specimens of each species analyzed
were deposited at the California Academy of
Sciences. Dietary analysis was performed on
a total of 20 randomly-selected, adult-size speci-
mens of each of the following seven species: the
blenniid Cirripectes vanderbilti (CAS 78981), the
cirrhitids Amblycirrhitus bimacula (CAS 211164)
and Cirrhitops fasciatus (CAS 224412), the cree-
diids Crystallodytes cookei (CAS 224414) and
Limnichthys donaldsoni (CAS 224411), the gobiid
Eviota epiphanes (CAS 218096), and the scorpae-
nid Scorpaenodes kelloggi (CAS 224413). Another
blenniid, Exallias brevis (CAS 224439), was stud-
ied by Carlson (1992). I analyzed four stomachs
from this species to compare with Carlson’s
results (which showed a diet of 100% coral
tissue). These eight species were chosen because
they are diurnal, benthic feeders and the most
abundant species in the spur-and-groove habitat,
representing 79.0% of the total number of
chemically-collected, cryptic individuals.

Diets were analyzed by removing the stomach,
or a portion of the gut to a prominent feature
(e.g., a turn or constriction for C. cookei, L.
donaldsoni, and E. epiphanes), identifying prey to
the lowest possible taxonomic unit, and record-
ing their presence, numerical abundance, and
volume. Volume was estimated using a technique
modified from Ross (1974). Here, prey items
were squashed to a constant thickness between
two glass plates and the volume of the prey item
was estimated from a regression equation for the
volume of a liquid versus its diameter when
squashed between the same plates. An index of
relative importance (Pinkas et al., 1971) was
calculated for each prey category. Important
prey, defined here as the fewest number of
species needed to make up at least 50% of
cumulative index of relative importance values,
were identified for each fish species. Voucher
specimens of prey have been deposited at Bishop
Museum under accession number 2007-005.

Some prey taxa (e.g., harpacticoid copepods)
have not been adequately described for the
Hawaiian Islands. I sorted these into morpho-
types based on body shape and differences in
appendages. Other taxa (e.g., polychaetes, dec-
apods, and mysids) were often missing body parts
necessary for the use of existing aids to identifi-

cation. These were separated into morphotypes
based on structures that persisted after the
organism was eaten (e.g., jaws and setae of
polychaetes, carapace shape of crabs, telson
shape and ornamentation of decapod shrimp,
and telson shape and anterior appendages of
mysids).

Substrate use.—The habitat use of fishes was
observed directly using SCUBA. For secretive
species, collections using small volumes (ca.
0.5 L) of rotenone were made to determine
which fishes use a given subhabitat (e.g., rubble,
coral skeletons, live corals, holes).

Potential prey were collected from each of 16
microhabitat types identified in the study area
(reef rock, sandy rock, overhangs, holes, rubble,
sand, cracks, dead Pocillopora meandrina, Porites
lobata, Porites compressa, Montipora flabellata, Mon-
tipora patula, Montipora verrucosa, Pavona duerdeni,
Pavona varians, and Pocillopora meandrina) from
20–23 February 2001 in the same one-hectare
tract described above. For each microhabitat type
that could easily be removed from the field
(rubble, sand, dead P. meandrina, live P. mean-
drina and P. compressa), I filled an 18.9-L bucket
with substrate samples from various locations
within the study area. Invertebrates were fixed in
formalin for 24 h, then removed from rubble
and corals by shaking and rinsing, or removed
from sand using a shake and decant procedure
(Bell et al., 1986). Invertebrates were strained
from fixative with a muslin (29 threads/cm) bag,
placed in flowing seawater for 24 h, then pre-
served in 70% isopropanol. I used a SCUBA-
operated suction sampler (Hiscock and Hoare,
1973) fitted with changeable muslin bags (29
threads/cm) to collect invertebrates from sub-
strates that could not easily be removed from the
field (reef rock, sandy rock, overhangs, holes,
cracks, and each species of encrusting coral). I
visited various locations within the study area to
vacuum a cumulative total of approximately one
m2 for each microhabitat. Vacuum bags were
closed and put through the killing, fixing, rinsing,
and preserving procedure described above.

For each microhabitat sample, the presence or
absence of each of 18 important, discrete, and
countable prey types was noted. If present, a prey
type was subjectively judged as common (at least
,10% of the total number of individuals
collected for that species) or not in each
microhabitat.

Dietary overlap of reef fishes.—Data used for dietary
overlap analysis are presented in Longenecker
(2001). I used Morisita’s original index of
similarity (Morisita, 1959) to calculate overlap
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based on the number of each prey species eaten.
This index reduces bias due to small sample size
or fishes using a large number of resources
(Smith and Zaret, 1982; Krebs, 1999). Bias is
further reduced by using a constant (n 5 20)
sample size (Krebs, 1999).

To evaluate the degree of dietary overlap
among coral-reef fishes, I compared overlap
values from this study to those from studies that
were cited by Schoener (1974) as examples of
communities where food specialization is the
primary factor allowing species to coexist, iden-
tified prey to species, and presented data in
a form that could be used in an overlap index
(Morisita’s original or simplified Morisita [Horn,
1966]). A Friedman (nonparametric) ANOVA
was used to test for a significant difference
among overlap values. Pairwise comparisons were
made with Tukey’s test.

Latitudinal trends in dietary overlap.—I used over-
lap values from this and other dietary studies to
examine, via regression analysis, latitudinal
trends in food overlap. To be included in the
analysis, a study must have examined at least two
species from the same geographical region, in
a fully marine environment, on a continental
shelf (or equivalent depth); collected all speci-
mens using the same technique; identified prey
with high taxonomic resolution (i.e., at least
genus when the higher taxon is a major prey item
of more than one species); and presented data in
a format that allows calculation of one of the
Morisita overlap indices. Further, only bony
fishes with at least 15 specimens of adult size
examined were included in the analysis. These
nine criteria were intended to control for the
effects of location, sampling technique, and
ontogeny within a study; salinity, depth, taxo-
nomic resolution in dietary analysis, and (to
a degree) phylogeny among studies; and to
provide reasonable assurance that the diet was
adequately described (many species were omitted
from analysis because only a few individuals were
examined). Whenever possible, I used the
Morisita (1959) original index to estimate dietary
overlap among species within a study. This index
requires the absolute number of each prey type
eaten. When I could not back-calculate to
absolute numbers, I used the closely related
Morisita simplified index (Horn, 1966).

I evaluated whether the relationship between
latitude and dietary overlap is significant and
positive using a randomization test for regression
(Steel and Torrie, 1980). This null model
approach uses Student’s t as a test criterion to
compare the slope generated from least squares
regression (sample statistic) to the mean of all

3,928 possible between-study slope calculations
using the same data (the expected slope if the
latitudinal pattern is random).

Relationships between fish and prey densities.—Rote-
none causes the death or emergence of gill-
breathing invertebrates (pers. obs.). Each time
a fish collection was made, invertebrates were
semi-quantitatively sampled by haphazardly
sweeping a hand net (fitted with a polyester
knit-cloth bag) through the water column imme-
diately above the sampling area for two minutes
immediately after the rotenone was released
(and prior to collecting fishes). Invertebrates
were washed over a 125-mm sieve, fixed in
a solution of one part 37% formaldehyde to
eight parts fresh water for two days, then
preserved in 70% isopropanol.

The area covered by each of the 16 microhab-
itat types listed earlier was estimated with a point
intercept method. A braided lead-core line,
marked at 20-cm intervals, was placed in contact
with the substrate across the short axis of
a groove. The substrate type found below each
mark was then recorded. This procedure was
repeated at 1-m intervals along the long axis of
the sampling area. To calculate area, 0.2 m2 of
a given substrate type was assumed to be present
under each mark. This method was chosen over
other methods because Kinzie and Snider
(1978), using a computer simulation, found the
point intercept to be as effective as the others, yet
less labor intensive.

The abundance of six fish species (Amblycir-
rhitus bimacula, Cirrhitops fasciatus, Crystallodytes
cookei, Limnichthys donaldsoni, Eviota epiphanes, and
Scorpaenodes kelloggi) and their important prey was
determined for each sample. These fishes were
chosen because they were abundant enough for
statistical analyses, and their prey occurred as
discrete, countable units (i.e., coral- and detritus-
feeding fishes were omitted). Abundances were
converted to densities using estimates of the area
for each preferred or common microhabitat. If
a fish species was encountered in a sample, yet its
preferred microhabitat was not, the area of that
microhabitat was assumed to be 0.2 m2 for the
purpose of estimating fish densities. If a fish
species was not present in a sample and its
microhabitat was also missing, that point was
omitted from analysis.

I used best-subsets regression (Neter et al.,
1989) to identify the simplest, most explanatory
relationships between fish and prey densities. A
model with fewer variables was chosen over those
with more variables but only slightly more
explanatory power. Densities of Amblycirrhitus
bimacula and Crystallodytes cookei were square-root
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transformed to satisfy the assumptions of re-
gression analysis. All results are presented as
untransformed data.

RESULTS

All fishes examined fed on benthic prey.
Except for the blennies, Cirripectes vanderbilti
and Exallias brevis, all species fed on benthic
crustaceans and included a large number of prey
types in their diets (mean, 43; range, 21–75);
however, the majority of the diet of each species
was composed of only a few prey species (3.25 6

1.75 SD on average). Further, important prey
(the fewest species comprising at least 50% of
cumulative IRI values) differed among fish
species (Table 2). These important prey were
consumed throughout the seven-month study
period (Table 3).

Most dietary overlap values are low, with
a mean overlap (the average overlap for all
possible pairs of species) of 0.179 (60.241 SD).
Species pairs with the lowest overlap values (0.00)
include either one of the blenniids (Cirripectes
vanderbilti or Exallias brevis) with any other
species. Cirripectes vanderbilti feeds exclusively on
detritus and E. brevis feeds exclusively on coral
tissue. Neither of these foods is used by another
species in this study. At the other extreme are the
creediids, Crystallodytes cookei and Limnichthys
donaldsoni; these sand-dwelling fishes have dietary
overlap values of 1.00. The cirrhitids, Amblycir-
rhitus bimacula and Cirritops fasciatus, have an

overlap value of 0.592, very close to the value
(0.600) arbitrarily considered ‘‘high’’ (Zaret and
Rand, 1971). On average, overlap among the
cryptic reef fishes studied here is comparable to,
and at the lower end of the range of, mean
overlap in studies cited by Schoener (1974) as
examples of dietary specialization (Table 4).

Only 15 of 484 publications examined met the
criteria for inclusion in an analysis of global
patterns of dietary overlap. By far, the limiting
factor was the degree of taxonomic resolution
used in dietary analysis. Linear regression anal-
ysis indicates the relationship between dietary
overlap and latitude is positive (Fig. 1). Compar-
ing the slope of the regression to the mean slope
generated from the null model indicates the
relationship between latitude and overlap is not
random (t 5 3.587, n 5 3928, P , 0.0005).
Overlap decreases toward the tropics.

Total densities of five out of six fish species are
significantly related (P # 0.05) to the densities of
their prey (Table 5). The relationship between
the hawkfishes, Amblycirrhitus bimacula and Cirrhi-
tops fasciatus, and their prey both contain three
first-order predictor variables. These relation-
ships cannot be graphically illustrated, but both
explain a large portion of the variability in fish
density (60.8% for A. bimacula and 50.7% for C.
fasciatus).

Prey densities explain 73.1% of the variability
in densities of Crystallodytes cookei. However, the
regression equation is strongly influenced by
a single sample with high densities of the

TABLE 2. IMPORTANT PREY OF EIGHT CRYPTIC FISH SPECIES FROM THE KANEOHE BAY FOREREEF. Numbers are % Index of
Relative Importance (IRI), where IRI 5 (% Number + % Volume) N % Frequency of Occurrence.

Prey item
Cirripectes
vanderbilti

Exallias
brevis

Amblycirrhitus
bimacula

Cirrhitops
fasciatus

Eviota
epiphanes

Crystallodytes
cookei

Limnichthys
donaldsoni

Scorpaenodes
kelloggii

Detritus 100.0
Coral 100.0
Ischyrocerus oahu 27.6
Munna acarina 16.2
Harpacticoid ‘‘2’’ 6.5
Ampithoe ramondi 20.0
Anatanais insularis 6.7
Gammaropsis atlantica 10.3 18.9 8.3
Leptochelia dubia 15.8 16.6
Harpacticoid ‘‘3’’ 26.4
Harpacticoid ‘‘11’’ 12.1
Amphilochus menehune 8.5
Cymadusa hawaiiensis 11.8
Gastropod ‘‘4’’ 8.9 17.4
Chironomid 8.7 32.5
Shrimp 27.9
Cerapus species 17.1
Gammaropsis alamoana 9.1
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amphipod, Cymadusa hawaiiensis (Fig. 2A). When
this point is omitted and the remaining data
points plotted along with the predicted response
surface, the regression equation is also adequate-
ly descriptive at low prey densities (Fig. 2B).

A less complicated, but less predictive (adjust-
ed R2 5 23.9%) equation relates densities of
Limnichthys donaldsoni to densities of the same
prey used by the confamilial Crystallodytes cookei,
with which it shares the same microhabitat
(Fig. 2C). These fishes have 100% dietary over-
lap, but each species appears to respond differ-
ently to availability of important prey (Figs. 2A–
C). Densities of Eviota epiphanes are most strongly
related to a synergistic effect between the tanaid,
Leptochelia dubia, and harpacticoid ‘‘11’’
(Fig. 2D). The predictive value of prey to fish
density is high for this species (41.1%). The
predictive value of the regression relating densi-
ties of Scorpaenodes kelloggi and its important prey
is low (13.6%), but a trend is suggested by the
regression probability value (0.105). Densities of
S. kelloggi may respond to either an increase in
the amphipod Gammaropsis alamoana or shrimp
(Fig. 2E).

DISCUSSION

My success in demonstrating relationships
between cryptic fishes and their prey is due in

TABLE 3. OCCURRENCE OF IMPORTANT PREY IN FISH STOMACHS BY MONTH. X 5 present, 0 5 absent, blank 5 fish
collected that month not randomly selected for analysis.

Fish (# empty) Prey Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep

A. bimacula (4)
I. oahu X X X X 0 X
M. acarina X X X X X 0
Harpacticoid ‘‘2’’ X X 0 0 X X

C. fasciatus (1)
A. ramondi 0 X X 0 0 X
L. dubia 0 X X 0 0 X
G. atlantica 0 X X X 0 X
A. insularis 0 X X 0 X X

C. cookei (4)
G. atlantica X X X X
C. hawaiiensis X X X 0
Gastropod ‘‘4’’ 0 0 X X
Chironomid 0 X X X
A. menehune 0 X X X

L. donaldsoni (2)
Chironomid 0 X X X X
Gastropod ‘‘4’’ 0 X X 0 X
G. atlantica 0 X X X X

E. epiphanes (0)
Harpacticoid ‘‘3’’ X 0 X 0 X
L. dubia X 0 X 0 X
Harpacticoid ‘‘11’’ X X X 0 X

S. kelloggi (5)
Shrimp X X X X
Cerapus species 0 0 X X
G. alamoana 0 0 X X

TABLE 4. A COMPARISON OF DIETARY OVERLAP IN CRYPTIC

CORAL REEF FISHES TO THAT OF OTHER STUDIES (FROM

SCHOENER, 1974) WHERE DIETARY SPECIALIZATION IS

THOUGHT TO ALLOW LOCAL COEXISTENCE OF SPECIES.
Values that are not statistically different share the

same superscript.

Study Mean overlap (6 SD)

Kohn, 1959 0.066 (0.152)a

Newton, 1967 0.091 (0.167)a, b

Kohn, 1968 (Chagos) 0.103 (0.224)a, b

Kohn, 1968 (Maldives) 0.115 (0.256)b

This study 0.179 (0.241)
Paine, 1963 0.313 (0.246)
Jenni, 1969 0.397 (0.302)c

Ueckert and Hansen, 1971 0.422 (0.277)c

Maitland, 1965 0.693 (0.179)

548 COPEIA, 2007, NO. 3



large part to a detailed knowledge of their diets,
a detailed analysis of fish and prey microhabitat
use, and working on a scale appropriate to the
assemblage. Small, cryptic fishes often have small
home ranges ( Jones and Thompson, 1980;
Goncalves and Almada, 1998; Munday and Jones,
1998), allowing their substrate requirements to
be easily and precisely defined (Depczynski and
Bellwood, 2004), and providing confidence that
food can be sampled in the areas where fish are
feeding. These fishes also have short post-
settlement life spans (Depczynski and Bellwood,
2005; Longenecker and Langston, 2005). These

short life spans increase the possibility of
identifying relationships between fish abundance
and other environmental variables because pat-
terns in fish abundance should be a result of
recent events rather than the integration of
events over a long period.

The fishes studied here represent, in many
ways, the dominant part of coral-reef-fish com-
munities. Most of these model animals are
mobile invertebrate feeders, which comprise the
most widespread and abundant trophic guild on
coral reefs (Ferreira et al., 2004; Floeter et al.,
2004). Small, cryptic fishes in particular have
historically been a little-studied component of
coral reef fish assemblages. However, they are the
most abundant fishes on coral reefs (Greenfield,
2003). They are also the most speciose and,
despite low cumulative biomass, appear to use
a considerable portion of the energy required by
reef fishes. Due to their high metabolic demand
and rapid population turnover, fishes smaller
than 100 mm may use nearly 60% of the total
energy required by epibenthic coral reef fishes
(Ackerman and Bellwood, 2000).

Dietary overlap among reef fishes.—Reef-fish diversity
models assume food does not structure reef-fish
communities, yet this appears to be invalid. The
fishes examined in this study do not have broadly
overlapping diets as postulated by reef-fish di-
versity models. High-resolution dietary analyses
show an average overlap of 0.179 among these
eight coral-reef fishes. This value falls comfortably
within the range of overlap values from studies
cited by Schoener (1974) as examples of dietary
specialization (Table 4). It is significantly higher
(P , 0.05) than Kohn (1959, 1968) found for
coral-reef gastropods, yet significantly (P , 0.05)
lower than those for some terrestrial organisms
(Jenni, 1969; Ueckert and Hansen, 1971). There is
a large difference between mean overlap in these

Fig. 1. Latitudinal trend in dietary overlap
among fishes. Overlap 5 0.077 + 0.0093 (degrees
latitude). Slope differs from that expected in
a randomization model (P , 0.0005). Data from
(A) Shpigel and Fishelson, 1989; (B) Robertson
and Polunin, 1981; (C) Cox, 1994; (D) Present
study; (E) Clements and Choat, 1997; (F) Lund-
berg and Golani, 1995; (G) Barry and Ehret, 1993;
(H) Prochazka, 1998; (I) Horn et al., 1982; ( J)
Arculeo et al., 1993; (K) Martell and McClelland,
1994; (L) Hacunda, 1981; (M) Murie, 1995; (N)
Yang and Livingston, 1986; (O) Hoines and
Bergstad, 1999.

TABLE 5. BEST SUBSETS REGRESSION ANALYSIS RELATING DENSITIES OF FISHES AND THEIR IMPORTANT PREY. Ai 5 Anatanais
insularis, Ch 5 Cymadusa hawaiiensis, CH 5 chironomid, Gal 5 Gammaropsis alamoana, Gat 5 Gammaropsis atlantica,
H2 5 harpacticoid ‘‘2’’, H11 5 harpacticoid ‘‘11’’, Io 5 Ischyrocerus oahu, Ld 5 Leptochelia dubia, Ma 5 Munna

acarina, SH 5 shrimp.

Functional relationship Adjusted R2 P

A. bimacula 5 [2.26 – 0.30(Io) + 0.087(Ma) 2 0.52(H2) 2 0.0016(Io3Ma) +
0.057(Io3H2) 2 0.0053(Ma3H2)]2 60.8% 0.008

C. fasciatus 5 2.13 – 0.013(Ld) + 0.018(Gat) – 0.30(Ai) 2 0.0021(Ld3Gat) 2

0.0049(Ld3Ai) + 0.0060(Gat3Ai) 50.7% 0.024
C. cookei 5 [0.20 + 0.82(Ch) + 0.17(CH) 2 0.33(Ch3CH)]2 73.1% ,0.001
L. donaldsoni 5 0.66 + 0.45(Ch) 2 0.72(CH) 23.9% 0.025
E. epiphanes 5 1.48 – 0.029(Ld) + 0.0043(H113Ld) 41.1% 0.002
S. kelloggi 5 20.11 + 0.0037(Gal) + 0.013(SH) 2 0.00007(Gal3SH) 13.6% 0.105
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Fig. 2. The predicted (grid) and observed (points) relationship between densities of cryptic reef fishes
and their important prey. (A) Crystallodytes cookei vs. the amphipod, Cymadusa hawaiiensis, and chironomid
larvae. (B) Fig. 2A with an extreme value truncated. (C) Limnichthys donaldsoni vs. the amphipod, Cymadusa
hawaiiensis, and chironomid larvae. (D) Eviota epiphanes vs. the tanaid, Leptochelia dubia, and harpacticoid
‘‘11.’’ (E) Scorpaenodes kelloggi vs. the amphipod, Gammaropsis alamoana, and shrimp.
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Hawaiian cryptic reef fishes and the high mean
overlap among fishes from higher latitudes (Mait-
land, 1965). Results of the present study, however,
differ remarkably from Bellwood et al. (2006) who
found no dietary specialization among wrasses
when broad taxonomic and pseudo-taxonomic
categories were used for dietary analysis.

I suggest the latter difference is due mainly to
the degree of taxonomic resolution. In fact,
overlap among some species pairs in the present
study would be even lower had diets been
analyzed below the species level. For instance,
the tanaid, Leptochelia dubia, is an important prey
of Eviota epiphanes and Cirrhitops fasciatus. How-
ever, C. fasciatus preys primarily on males,
whereas E. epiphanes ate exclusively females. The
corallivore Exallias brevis would appear to have
high dietary overlap with many butterflyfishes
(not examined in this study); however, butterfly-
fishes eat polyps from coral colonies, whereas E.
brevis scrapes the coenosarc (tissue connecting
polyps) from the surface of corals.

Patterns of overlap among these fishes were
stable during the study period. Dietary overlap
among cryptic reef fishes is not likely to vary due
to seasonal dietary change (Table 3) or a high
degree of opportunism. Ephemeral prey, when
superabundant, do not appear in the diets of
these fishes (pers. obs.). I compared diets of
fishes collected along with large numbers of
calanoid copepods, zoea, or phyllosoma larvae to
the diets of a size- and species-composition-
matched group of fishes collected when these
prey were absent. None of these ephemeral prey,
individually or pooled, was eaten more frequent-
ly when superabundant.

This comparison does not eliminate the
possibility that these prey are sometimes taken
when superabundant, but it does show that, at
least for the small, cryptic, reef fishes in this
study, opportunism does not occur with the
frequency suggested by Smith and Tyler (1973).
Similarly detailed analyses on serranids show that
larger, coral-reef piscivores are not the opportu-
nistic generalists they are commonly assumed to
be (Beukers-Stewart and Jones, 2004). The
results from this dietary overlap analysis, along
with evidence (Table 1) that the taxonomic
detail typically used in studies of fish diets can
result in falsely elevated overlap values, suggest
that assumptions downplaying the importance of
food specialization in structuring reef fish com-
munities should be reexamined.

Food and species richness.—Most general hypothe-
ses (Pianka, 1966) about the causes of latitudinal
gradients in species richness suggest that high
diversity in the tropics is, at least partially,

allowed by increased resource specialization by
tropical organisms. The increased dietary spe-
cialization among tropical fishes demonstrated
here is consistent with that view. In a review of
resource use in fish communities, Ross (1986)
suggested that trophic separation may be more
important in coral-reef fish assemblages than
previously thought: trophic partitioning was
suggested to be important in all reef-fish studies
that examined food use.

These results do not demonstrate the cause of
fine-scale food specialization in these fishes. Low
overlap values are often used as evidence of
resource partitioning. Formally defined, resource
partitioning is a competition-induced, genetical-
ly-based shift in the fundamental niche of
coexisting species after coming into sympatry
(Walter, 1991). Ecologists have long been warned
that overlap values are not indicative of competi-
tion, past or present (Colwell and Futuyma, 1971;
Connell, 1980; Krebs, 1999), and I have not
performed the tests necessary to demonstrate
competition. Plausible alternatives, such as phy-
logenetic constraints on feeding, can explain the
low overlap observed here. Also, because pisci-
vores may confine these cryptic fishes to refugia,
and most prey of these cryptic fishes are habitat
specialists (Longenecker, 2001), fishes confined
to a habitat may also be confined to a limited
suite of prey.

Regardless of the cause of low dietary overlap
in this study, results of regression analysis (Fig. 1)
demonstrate a non-random, positive relationship
between latitude and dietary overlap among
fishes. Variation in these data is high, but similar
levels of variability are commonly seen in large-
scale biogeographic analyses. For instance lati-
tude explained only 15% of the variation in coral
reef-fish-diversity patterns (Bellwood and
Hughes, 2001).

Because the data examined here were ob-
tained from separate studies, there is no control
for phylogenetic relationships among the fishes
examined, season or duration of study, ocean, or
location within an ocean basin. Attempting to
include these controls would make any compar-
ison impossible. I suspect these and other
variables are likely contributors to the low
explanatory power of the regression. For in-
stance, some studies used numerical data for
overlap analysis, whereas others used biomass or
volume data. Remarkably, overlap estimates can
differ by 1150% depending on which measure is
used (Hall et al., 1990). Until a systematic study
incorporating high-resolution dietary analysis to
compare communities worldwide is conducted,
these suggestions will remain speculative. The
salient point is that a pattern emerged from
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a global analysis of dietary overlap: coral-reef
fishes are more specialized than fishes in higher
latitudes.

A decrease in dietary overlap alone may permit
high species richness in coral reef fishes, but the
possibility of food influencing global diversity
patterns is increased when patterns of prey
diversity are considered. Species richness of
potential prey increases in tropical waters (San-
ders, 1968; Kohn, 1971; Roy et al., 1998),
suggesting that more consumer species can be
supported in tropical waters. Because few higher
taxa are limited to the tropics, this pattern is seen
only at high taxonomic resolution of potential
prey. These patterns in prey use and diversity are
consistent with the diversity-gradient hypotheses
(Pianka, 1966), suggesting that resource special-
ization and an expanded resource base permits
the local coexistence of fishes on coral reefs.

Food and relative abundance.—Reef fishes require
an appropriate habitat for survival and reproduc-
tion; however, the factors that control the relative
abundance of species within a habitat have
remained elusive. Several authors suggested that
food availability strongly influences the distribu-
tion and abundance of reef fishes (Clarke, 1992;
Polunin and Klumpp, 1992; Risk, 1997). Re-
duced food supply is correlated with decreased
survival and growth (Kokita and Nokazono,
2001) and condition (Pratchett et al., 2004).
Conversely, just five daily minutes of supplemen-
tary feeding causes an increase in body condition
(McCormick, 2003). Perhaps the latter explains
why small-scale differences in physiological con-
dition correlate with prey availability in the field
(Berumen et al., 2005).

Food supplementation increases the growth
rate of juvenile reef fishes ( Jones, 1986). This
response can be rapid (Kavanagh, 2005) and
increase the number of juveniles reaching
maturity (Forrester, 1990). For adults, increased
feeding rates coincide with increased growth rate
and fecundity (Clarke, 1992). These food-related
demographic changes suggest that, ultimately,
the abundances of reef fishes can be influenced
by food availability.

Until recently no studies have simultaneously
monitored changes in fish abundances and food
levels ( Jones, 1987). We now know the biomass
of large herbivores correlates well with algal
production (Russ, 2003), and strong positive
relationships exist between the abundance of
reef fishes and their food (Wilson, 2001; Connell,
2002; Gregson and Booth, 2005). Stewart and
Jones (2001) demonstrated such a relationship
for a large, coral-reef piscivore during an 18-
month period of dramatic prey fluctuations.

Perhaps the most striking examples of food
levels influencing reef-fish abundance are seen in
early life-history stages. Food-supplemented lar-
vae had higher growth and condition but lower
mortality (Booth and Alquezar, 2002) and were
two (Booth and Hixon, 1999) to four (Booth and
Beretta, 2004) times more likely than low
condition individuals to persist when returned
to the reef. Conversely, laboratory experiments
resulted in all low- but only 33% of high-
condition individuals being eaten by predators
(Booth and Beretta, 2004).

All of the above studies were based on one
species or functional group (e.g., large herbi-
vores). Although a significant change in abun-
dance of a single species affects all relative
abundance measures within an assemblage, the
ability to relate food to the abundance of many
species within an assemblage would provide
stronger evidence that food structures commu-
nities. Here I examined six species representing
69.3% of the total small, cryptic individuals
collected during the study. That five significant
(P , 0.05) regression equations and one strong
trend (P 5 0.105) occurred in the six fish species
I examined (Table 5, Fig. 2) suggests that densi-
ties of individual species within approximately
10 m2 areas are strongly related to the abun-
dance of different suites of prey.

Clearly, food plays a significant role in the local
assemblage structure of the cryptic reef fishes
studied here, contradicting an assumption com-
mon to models that have profoundly influenced
the direction of reef-fish-diversity research dur-
ing the past 35 years and consistent with general
models about the causes of global diversity
patterns. Granted, a number of factors (e.g.,
historical biogeography, phylogenetic constraints
among temperate taxa, and global differences in
levels of competition and predation) acting
independently or synergistically with food re-
source use may influence reef-fish-diversity pat-
terns. Nonetheless, these findings are driven by
detailed observations of prey identity and abun-
dance and provide clear justification for consid-
ering food use and availability as important
factors that structure reef fish diversity.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

My dissertation committee, D. Greenfield, J.
Parrish, J. Randall, C. Smith, and J. Stimson
helped greatly with the expanded version of this
manuscript. Thanks to G. Aeby, B. Font, and R.
Wolff for identifying chironomids and R.
Langston, J. Mendez, and K. Sherwood (and
many others) for help in the field. Support for
this research, in the form of graduate assistant-
ships, was provided by the University of Hawaii

552 COPEIA, 2007, NO. 3



Department of Zoology and the Hawaii Institute
of Marine Biology. This work was conducted
under University of Hawaii IACUC protocol
#93-048. This is HIMB contribution #1248 and
contribution 2007-001 of the Hawaii Biological
Survey.

LITERATURE CITED

ACKERMAN, J. L., AND D. R. BELLWOOD. 2000. Reef fish
assemblages: a re-evaluation using enclosed rote-
none stations. Marine Ecology Progress Series
206:227–237.

ARCULEO, M., C. FORGLIA, AND S. RIGGIO. 1993. Food
partitioning between Serranus scriba and Scorpaena
porcus (Perciformes) on the infralittoral ground of
the South Tyrrhenian Sea. Cybium 17:251–258.

BARRY, J. P., AND M. J. EHRET. 1993. Diet, food
preference, and algal availability for fishes and
crabs on intertidal reef communities in southern
California. Environmental Biology of Fishes 37:
75–95.

BELL, S. S., J. C. KERN, AND K. WALTERS. 1986.
Sampling for meiofaunal taxa in seagrass systems:
lessons from studies of a subtropical Florida
estuary, USA, p. 239–245. In: Biology of Benthic
Marine Organisms: Techniques and Methods as
Applied to the Indian Ocean. M. Thompson, R.
Sarojini, and R. Nagabhushanam (eds.). Oxford
and IBH Publishing Company, New Delhi.

BELLWOOD, D. R., AND T. P. HUGHES. 2001. Regional-
scale assembly rules and biodiversity of coral reefs.
Science 292:1532–1534.

BELLWOOD, D. R., P. C. WAINWRIGHT, C. J. FULTON, AND

A. S. HOEY. 2006. Functional versatility supports
coral reef biodiversity. Proceedings of the Royal
Society B: Biological Sciences 273:101–107.

BERUMEN, M. L., M. S. PRATCHETT, AND M. I.
MCCORMICK. 2005. Within-reef differences in diet
and body condition of coral-feeding butterflyfishes
(Chaetodontidae). Marine Ecology Progress Series
287:217–227.

BEUKERS-STEWART, B. D., AND G. P. JONES. 2004. The
influence of prey abundance on the feeding
ecology of two piscivorous species of coral reef
fish. Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and
Ecology 299:155–184.

BOHNSACK, J. A., AND F. H. TALBOT. 1980. Species
packing by reef fishes on Australian and Carribean
reefs: an experimental approach. Bulletin of
Marine Science 30:710–723.

BOOTH, D., AND R. ALQUEZAR. 2002. Food supplemen-
tation increases larval growth, condition and
survival of Acanthochromis polyacanthus. Journal of
Fish Biology 60:1126–1133.

BOOTH, D., AND G. A. BERETTA. 2004. Influence of
recruit condition on food competition and pre-
dation risk in a coral reef fish. Oecologia 140:
289–294.

BOOTH, D., AND M. A. HIXON. 1999. Food ration and
condition affect early survival of the coral reef
damselfish, Stegastes partitus. Oecologia 121:
364–368.

CARLSON, B. A. 1992. The Life History and Re-
productive Success of the Coral Blenny, Exallias
brevis (Kner, 1868). Unpubl. Ph.D. diss., University
of Hawaii, Honolulu, Hawaii.

CLARKE, R. D. 1992. Effects of microhabitat and
metabolic rate on food intake, growth and fecun-
dity of two competing coral reef fishes. Coral Reefs
11:199–205.

CLEMENTS, K. D., AND J. H. CHOAT. 1997. Comparison
of herbivory in the closely-related marine fish
genera Girella and Kyphosus. Marine Biology
127:579–586.

CLIFTON, K. E. 1995. Asynchronous food availability
on neighboring Caribbean coral reefs determines
seasonal patterns of growth and reproduction for
the herbivorous parrotfish Scarus iserti. Marine
Ecology Progress Series 116:39–46.

COLWELL, R. K., AND D. J. FUTUYMA. 1971. On the
measurement of niche breadth and overlap.
Ecology 52:567–576.

CONNELL, J. H. 1980. Diversity and the coevolution of
competitors, or the ghost of competition past.
Oikos 35:131–138.

CONNELL, S. D. 2002. Effects of a predator and prey
on a foraging reef fish: implications for under-
standing density-dependent growth. Journal of Fish
Biology 60:1551–1561.

COX, E. F. 1994. Resource use by corallivorous
butterflyfishes (Family Chaetodontidae) in Hawaii.
Bulletin of Marine Science 54:535–545.

DEPCZYNSKI, M., AND D. R. BELLWOOD. 2004. Micro-
habitat utilization patterns in cryptobenthic coral
reef fish communities. Marine Biology 145:455–
463.

DEPCZYNSKI, M., AND D. R. BELLWOOD. 2005. Shortest
recorded vertebrate lifespan found in a coral reef
fish. Current Biology 15:R288–R289.

DOHERTY, P. J. 1981. Coral reef fishes: recruitment-
limited assemblages? Proceedings of the 4th In-
ternational Coral Reef Symposium 2:465–470.

FERREIRA, C. E. L., S. R. FLOETER, J. L. GASPARINI, B. P.
FERREIRA, AND J. C. JOYEUX. 2004. Trophic structure
patterns of Brazilian reef fishes: a latitudinal
comparison. Journal of Biogeography 31:1093–
1106.

FLOETER, S. R., C. E. L. FERREIRA, A. DOMINICI-
AROSEMENA, AND I. R. ZALMON. 2004. Latitudinal
gradients in Atlantic reef fish communities: trophic
structure and spatial use patterns. Journal of Fish
Biology 64:1680–1699.

FORRESTER, G. E. 1990. Factors influencing the
juvenile demography of a coral reef fish. Ecology
71:1666–1681.

GOLDMAN, B., AND F. H. TALBOT. 1976. Aspects of the
ecology of coral reef fishes, p. 125–154. In: Biology
and Geology of Coral Reefs. O. A. Jones and R.
Endaean (eds.). Academic Press, New York.

GONCALVES, E. J., AND V. C. ALMADA. 1998. A
comparative study of territiorality in intertidal
and subtidal blennioids (Teleostei, Blennioidei).
Environmental Biology of Fishes 51:257–264.

GREENFIELD, D. W. 2003. A survey of the small reef
fishes of Kaneohe Bay, Oahu, Hawaii. Pacific
Science 57:45–76.

LONGENECKER—FOOD AND REEF-FISH DIVERSITY 553



GREGSON, M. A., AND D. J. BOOTH. 2005. Zooplankton
patchiness and the associated shoaling response of
the temperate reef fish Trachinops taeniatus. Marine
Ecology Progress Series 299:269–275.

HACUNDA, J. S. 1981. Trophic relationships among
demersal fishes in a coastal area of the Gulf of
Maine. Fishery Bulletin 79:775–788.

HALL, S. J., D. RAFFAELLI, D. J. BASFORD, M. R.
ROBERTSON, AND R. FRYER. 1990. The feeding
relationships of the larger fish species in a Scottish
sea lock. Journal of Fish Biology 37:775–791.

HARMELIN-VIVIEN, M. L. 1979. Ichthyofaune des recifs
coralliens de Tulear (Madagascar): ecologie et
relations trophiques. Unpubl. Ph.D. diss., Univer-
sity of Aix-Marseilles, Aix-Marseilles, France.

HIATT, R. W., AND D. W. STRASBURG. 1960. Ecological
relationships of the fish fauna on coral reefs of the
Marshall Islands. Ecological Monographs 30:65–
127.

HISCOCK, K., AND R. HOARE. 1973. A portable suction
sampler for rock epibiota. Helgoländer Wis-
senschaftliche Meeresuntersuchungen 25:35–38.

HIXON, M. A., AND M. S. WEBSTER. 2002. Density
dependence in reef fish population, p. 303–325. In:
Coral Reef Fishes. Dynamics and Diversity in
a Complex Ecosystem. P. F. Sale (ed.). Academic
Press, San Diego.

HOBSON, E. S. 1974. Feeding relationships of teleos-
tean fishes on coral reefs in Kona, Hawaii. Fishery
Bulletin 72:915–1031.

HOINES, A. S., AND O. A. BERGSTAD. 1999. Resource
sharing among cod, haddock, saithe and Pollack
on a herring spawing ground. Journal of Fish
Biology 55:1233–1257.

HORN, H. S. 1966. Measurement of overlap in
comparative ecological studies. American Natural-
ist 100:419–423.

HORN, M. H., S. N. MURRAY, AND T. W. EDWARDS. 1982.
Dietary selectivity in the field and food preferences
in the laboratory for two herbivorous fishes
(Cebidichthys violaceus and Xiphister mucosus) from
a temperate intertidal zone. Marine Biology
67:237–246.

JENNI, D. A. 1969. A study of the ecology of four
species of herons during the breeding season at
Lake Alice Alachua County, Florida. Ecological
Monographs 39:245–270.

JONES, G. P. 1986. Food availability affects growth in
a coral reef fish. Oecologia 70:136–139.

JONES, G. P. 1987. Some interactions between
residents and recruits in two coral reef fishes.
Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and
Ecology 114:169–182.

JONES, G. P. 1991. Postrecruitment processes in the
ecology of coral reef fish populations: a multifacto-
rial perspective, p. 294–328. In: The Ecology of
Fishes on Coral Reefs. P. F. Sale (ed.). Academic
Press, New York.

JONES, G. P., D. J. FERRELL, AND P. F. SALE. 1991. Fish
predation and its impact on the invertebrates of
coral reefs and adjacent sediments, p. 156–179. In:
The Ecology of Fishes on Coral Reefs. P. F. Sale
(ed.). Academic Press, New York.

JONES, G. P., AND M. I. MCCORMICK. 2002. Numerical
and energetic processes in the ecology of coral reef
fishes, p. 221–238. In: Coral Reef Fishes. Dynamics
and Diversity in a Complex Ecosystem. P. F. Sale
(ed.). Academic Press, San Diego.

JONES, G. P., AND S. M. THOMPSON. 1980. Social
inhibition of maturation in females of the temper-
ate wrasse Pseudolabrus celidotus and a comparison
with the blennioid Tripterygion varium. Marine
Biology 59:247–256.

KAVANAGH, K. D. 2005. Boom-or-bust growth in coral
reef lagoons. Marine Ecology Progress Series
286:307–310.

KINZIE, R. A., III, AND R. H. SNIDER. 1978. A simulation
study of coral reef survey methods, p. 231–250. In:
Coral Reefs: Research Methods. D. R. Stoddart and
R. E. Johannes (eds.). UNESCO, Paris.

KOKITA, T., AND A. NAKAZONO. 2001. Rapid response
of an obligately corallivorous filefish Oxymona-
canthus longirostris (Monacanthidae) to a mass coral
bleaching event. Coral Reefs 20:155–158.

KOHN, A. J. 1959. The ecology of Conus in Hawaii.
Ecological Monographs 29:47–90.

KOHN, A. J. 1968. Microhabitats, abundance, and food
of Conus in atoll reefs in the Maldive and Chagos
Islands. Ecology 49:1046–1061.

KOHN, A. J. 1971. Diversity, utilization of resources,
and adaptive radiation in shallow-water marine
invertebrates of tropical oceanic islands. Limnolo-
gy and Oceanography 16:332–348.

KREBS, C. J. 1999. Ecological Methodology, 2nd

Edition. Addison Wesley Longman, New York.
LONGENECKER, K. R. 2001. The role of food in the

community structure of reef fishes. Unpubl. Ph.D.
diss., University of Hawaii, Honolulu, Hawaii.

LONGENECKER, K. R., AND R. LANGSTON. 2005. Life
history of the Hawaiian blackhead triplefin, En-
neapterygius atriceps (Blennioidei, Tripterygiidae).
Environmental Biology of Fishes 73:243–251.

LUNDBERG, B., AND D. GOLANI. 1995. Diet adaptations
of Lessepsian migrant rabbitfishes, Siganus luridus
and S. rivulatus, to the algal resources of the
Mediterranean coast of Israel. Marine Ecology
16:73–89.

MAITLAND, P. S. 1965. The feeding relationships of
salmon, trout, minnows, stoneloach, and three-
spined sticklebacks in the River Endrick, Scotland.
Journal of Animal Ecology 34:109–133.

MARTELL, D. J., AND G. MCCLELLAND. 1994. Diets of
sympatric flatfishes, Hippoglossoides platessoides, Pleur-
onectes ferrugineus, Pleuronectes americanus, from
Sable Island Bank, Canada. Journal of Fish Biology
44:821–848.

MCCORMICK, M. I. 2003. Consumption of coral
propagules after mass spawning enhances larval
quality of damselfish through maternal effects.
Oecologia 136:37–45.

MORISITA, M. 1959. Measuring of the interspecific
association and similarity between communities.
Memoirs of the Faculty of Science, Kyushu
University. Series E. Biology 3:65–80.

MUNDAY, P. L., AND G. P. JONES. 1998. The ecological
implications of small body size among coral-reef

554 COPEIA, 2007, NO. 3



fishes. Oceanography and Marine Biology Annual
Review 36:373–411.

MURIE, D. J. 1995. Comparative feeding ecology of
two sympatric rockfish congeners, Sebastes caurinus
(copper rockfish) and S. maliger (quillback rock-
fish). Marine Biology 124:341–353.

NETER, J., W. WASSERMAN, AND M. H. KUTNER. 1989.
Applied Linear Regression Models. Irwin, Boston.

NEWTON, I. 1967. The adaptive radiation and feeding
ecology of some British finches. Ibis 190:33–98.

PAINE, R. T. 1963. Trophic relationships of 8
sympatric predatory gastropods. Ecology 44:63–73.

PIANKA, E. R. 1966. Latitudinal gradients in species
diversity: a review of concepts. American Naturalist
100:33–46.

PINKAS, L., M. S. OLIPHANT, AND I. L. K. IVERSON. 1971.
Food habits of albacore, bluefin tuna and bonito in
Californian waters. California Fish and Game
152:1–105.

POLUNIN, N. V. C., AND D. W. KLUMPP. 1992. Algal
food supply and grazer demand in a very pro-
ductive coral-reef zone. Journal of Experimental
Marine Biology and Ecology 164:1–15.

PRATCHETT, M. S., S. K. WILSON, M. L. BERUMEN, AND

M. I. MCCORMICK. 2004. Sublethal effects of coral
bleaching on an obligate coral feeding butterfly-
fish. Coral Reefs 23:352–356.

PROCHAZKA, K. 1998. Spatial and trophic partitioning
in cryptic fish communities of shallow subtidal
reefs in False Bay, South Africa. Environmental
Biology of Fishes 51:201–220.

RANDALL, J. E. 1967. Food habits of reef fishes of the
West Indies. Studies in Tropical Oceanography
5:665–847.

RISK, A. 1997. Effects of habitat on the settlement and
post-settlement success of the ocean surgeonfish
Acanthurus bahianus. Marine Ecology Progress
Series 161:51–59.

ROBERTSON, D. R., AND N. V. C. POLUNIN. 1981.
Coexistence: symbiotic sharing of feeding territo-
ries and algal food by some coral reef fishes from
the Western Indian Ocean. Marine Biology 62:
185–195.

ROSS, S. T. 1974. Resource partitioning in searobins
(Pisces: Triglidae) on the West Florida Shelf.
Unpubl. Ph.D. diss., University of South Florida,
St. Petersburg, Florida.

ROSS, S. T. 1986. Resource partitioning in fish
assemblages: a review of field studies. Copeia
1986:352–388.

ROY, K., D. JABLONSKI, J. W. VALENTINE, AND G.
ROSENBERG. 1998. Marine latitudinal diversity gra-
dients: tests of causal hypotheses. Proceedings of
the National Academy of Sciences of the United
States of America 95:3699–3702.

RUSS, G. R. 2003. Grazer biomass correlates more
strongly with production than with biomass of algal
turfs on a coral reef. Coral Reefs 22:63–67.

SALE, P. F. 1974. Mechanisms of co-existence in a guild
of territorial fishes at Heron Island. Proceedings of

the 2nd International Coral Reef Symposium
1:193–206.

SALE, P. F. 1977. Maintenance of high diversity in
coral reef fish communities. American Naturalist
111:337–359.

SANDERS, H. L. 1968. Marine benthic diversity:
a comparative study. American Naturalist 102:
243–282.

SCHOENER, T. W. 1974. Resource partitioning in
ecological communities. Science 185:27–39.

SHPIGEL, M., AND L. FISHELSON. 1989. Food habits and
prey selection of three species of groupers from the
genus Cephalopholis (Serranidae: Teleostei). Envi-
ronmental Biology of Fishes 24:67–73.

SMITH, C. L. 1978. Coral reef fish communities:
a compromise view. Environmental Biology of
Fishes 3:109–128.

SMITH, C. L., AND J. C. TYLER. 1972. Space resource
sharing in a coral reef fish community. Bulletin of
the Natural History Museum of Los Angeles
County 14:125–170.

SMITH, C. L., AND J. C. TYLER. 1973. Direct observa-
tions of resource sharing in coral reef fish.
Helgoländer Wissenschaftliche Meeresuntersu-
chungen 24:264–275.

SMITH, E. P., AND T. M. ZARET. 1982. Bias in estimating
niche overlap. Ecology 63:1248–1253.

STEEL, R. G. D., AND J. H. TORRIE. 1980. Principles and
Procedures of Statistics: A Biometrical Approach.
2nd Edition. McGraw-Hill, New York.

STEWART, B. D., AND G. P. JONES. 2001. Associations
between the abundance of piscivorous fishes and
their prey on coral reefs: implications for prey-fish
mortality. Marine Biology 138:383–397.

UECKERT, D. N., AND R. M. HANSEN. 1971. Dietary
overlap of grasshoppers on sandhill rangeland in
Northeastern Colorado. Oecologia 8:276–295.

WALTER, G. H. 1991. What is resource partitioning?
Journal of Theoretical Biology 150:137–143.

WILSON, S. 2001. Multiscale habitat associations of
detritivorous blennies (Blenniidae: Salariini). Cor-
al Reefs 20:245–251.

YANG, M. S., AND P. A. LIVINGSTON. 1986. Food habits
and diet overlap of two congeneric species,
Athersthes stomias and Atheresthes evermanni, in the
eastern Bering Sea. Fishery Bulletin 82:615–623.

ZARET, T. M., AND A. S. RAND. 1971. Competition in
tropical stream fishes: support for the competitive
exclusion principle. Ecology 52:336–342.

DEPARTMENT OF ZOOLOGY, UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII,
2538 THE MALL, HONOLULU, HAWAII 96822, AND

HAWAII INSTITUTE OF MARINE BIOLOGY, P.O. BOX

1346, KANEOHE, HAWAII 96744. PRESENTADDRESS:
BISHOP MUSEUM, 1525 BERNICE STREET, HONO-

LULU, HAWAII, 96817. E-mail: klongenecker@
bishopmuseum.org. Submitted: 4 July 2005.
Accepted: 20 March 2007. Section editor: C. M.
Taylor.

LONGENECKER—FOOD AND REEF-FISH DIVERSITY 555


