Chapter 5 Increasing spatio-temporal scales: metacommunity ecology
Y BRHE ((REAEESEIIE= D1)

5.1 Introduction
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5.2 The varied theoretical perspectives on metacommunity
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5.2.1 Neutral
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5.2.2 Patch dynamics
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5.2.3 Species sorting
BREE D FE MK LTl x OFER R DN E RT 2 & (Thbb=y FOEW IRERN 7 1k X)
ICERZETRb 0,

5.2.4 Mass effect
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5.3 Metacommunity theory resolving MacArthur’s paradox
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5.4 As easy as a, B, y: the importance of scale
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5.5 Species-area relationships and metacommunity structure
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5.6 Effects of dispersal rates on local communities
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5.7 Local-regional richness relationship
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5.8 A synthesis of metacommunity
WS DD A ZREE T, MERGRII T 1t X L IRERRI T m-sz#l_Jij‘ b TE, plE, 1K
AEFEMEDGRITPIR LB E S @ W IGT Tl = > FOEWDFHRIC \Z72 % (Booth and Larson 1999;
Chase 2003, 2007),
< B AR >
Chase (2007)1Z LAUIE, FEELAEEE (T1E2) & B L 72 SEBRAIC IB T HELD 72V R EE CIE B-diversity
HIREERICHPILGHICESV T TRIE L, HEAZEEICMA TS IE=y FOEVWEEE LT
EFETADIEI VLY DT HIZ N,

5.9 Adding food web interactions into the equation
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5.10 Cross-ecosystem boundaries
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