Ecology 6

e turn in Research #3 now

* send answer to iClicker Question 34A now.

* Course Evaluations I: Biology department. unk

e disturbances & diversity S
e Research #3 answers & new data @
¢ iClicker Question 34B In-limg

No lab NEXT week;

= Phylogenetic Collection report due to TA’s mailbox in W-3-021 at
regular lab time.

Final Exam Wednesday 5/19 113 - 230 (info in Ecology 5)

e Last names A - G in McCormack Cafe

* Last names H - Z here (1 bonus point for going to correct place!)

Don’t forget SimUText (Ecology 2) - it will be on the final!
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1) What is the approximate lower limit of Mytilus” Fundamental Niche? 7~ 60 ow
2) What is the approximate lower limit of Mytilus’ Realized Niche? A | Yo e

3) Why does the removal of the Pisaster only affect the lower border of the Mytilus
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Organism August 1966 | March 1968 | June 1971 | April 1973
none /11 [0 0 0 0
barnacles [147 5 R 0 0

mussles TN 95 EN 100 100
seaweeds 3P A0 \Lo 0 0

sponges N\ _“]o Q 0 0

On a similar plot, they did 0\t remove Pisaster am;\tww:

Organism uly 1963 \ August 1966 | March 1968, | June 1971 [ April 1973

none 10 \ N 14

barnacles L1 \ N 38 Brian White Ph.D. © 2011
mussles 5 2

seaweeds 38 36
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Organism August 1966 June 1971 | April 1973
none V11 V|0 0 0 0
barnacles [147 5 0 0
mussles TN 95 95N\ 100 100
seaweeds 3 A0 {0 0 0
sponges N2\ _“|0 Q 0 0

On a similar plot, thqy did ot remove Pisaster and they saw:
Organism uly 1963 \ August 1966 | March 1968, | June 1971 | April 1973
none 10 \\ 14
barnacles L1 \ N 38
mussles i \ N |2
seaweeds 38 \ 36
sponges 5 \

4) Describe these reqults: what kinds of creatures Were found on the rocks before the Pisdgter

were removed and \rhat kinds were found during th¢ removal?
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5) Why did removing the Pisaster have the etfect that you described in your answer to question
4)?
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6) Why did they have to collect data from a plot where Pisaster were not removed? That is,
what explanation(s) does the result of this control experiment rule out?
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