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Interactive effects of plant 
neighbourhood and ontogeny 
on insect herbivory and plant 
defensive traits
Xoaquín Moreira1, Gaétan Glauser2 & Luis Abdala-Roberts3

Plant ontogenetic stage and features of surrounding plant neighbourhoods can strongly influence 
herbivory and defences on focal plants. However, the effects of both factors have been assessed 
independently in previous studies. Here we tested for the independent and interactive effects of 
neighbourhood type (low vs. high frequency of our focal plant species in heterospecific stands) and 
ontogeny on leaf herbivory, physical traits and chemical defences of the English oak Quercus robur. We 
further tested whether plant traits were associated with neighbourhood and ontogenetic effects on 
herbivory. We found that leaf herbivory decreased in stands with a low frequency of Q. robur, and that 
saplings received less herbivory than adult trees. Interestingly, we also found interactive effects of these 
factors where a difference in damage between saplings and adult trees was only observed in stands 
with a high frequency of Q. robur. We also found strong ontogenetic differences in leaf traits where 
saplings had more defended leaves than adult trees, and this difference in turn explained ontogenetic 
differences in herbivory. Plant trait variation did not explain the neighbourhood effect on herbivory. 
This study builds towards a better understanding of the concurrent effects of plant individual- and 
community-level characteristics influencing plant-herbivore interactions.

Plants grow in heterogeneous environments where the presence of conspecific or heterospecific neighbouring 
plants can greatly affect their growth, survival and reproduction1, 2, as well as their interactions with antagonists3–5 
and mutualists6. For example, in the case of plant-herbivore interactions, the frequency of a specific host plant 
species is lower in heterospecific relative to conspecific neighbourhoods (assuming total plant density is held 
constant in both cases) and this reduces the chance that herbivores will find and feed on focal plants (Resource 
Concentration Hypothesis7). Similarly, herbivore attack on host plant species may decrease in heterospecific rel-
ative to conspecific neighbourhoods due to the presence of one or more plant species which attract herbivores 
or interfere with herbivore location of the preferred host plant (i.e., associational resistance8). These differences 
in patterns of herbivore attack are in turn expected to drive concomitant changes in plant defence investment in 
response to damage8. Alternatively, studies have also reported that plant neighbourhood diversity or species com-
position can indirectly affect herbivory on focal plants by modifying plant nutritional quality (e.g., physical traits 
and secondary metabolites9–12), independently of resource concentration or associational effects. For example, 
competition for resources or facilitation among heterospecific plants or changes in abiotic conditions may alter 
plant growth or the nutritional value of plant tissues to herbivores13–15. However, despite a rich body of work on 
the effects of plant neighbourhood features (e.g., plant density, focal species frequency, species composition) on 
plant-herbivore interactions8, 16, 17, findings are highly variable among studies and the mechanisms underlying 
observed patterns in many cases remain poorly understood8, 18.

Plant investment in defences is known to vary with ontogeny19. In woody species, defence investment is 
expected to increase from the sapling to the young adult (pre-reproductive) stage once resource reserves are accu-
mulated and the plant can increase relative allocation to defences19, 20. Subsequently, defence investment may be 
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maintained or decrease during the adult stage19, 20. In addition to endogenous processes such as allocation con-
straints, plant variation in defence investment may also be explained by the risk of being attacked by herbivores. 
According to classic theory, plants that are easier to find (i.e., more apparent) either because they are larger in size, 
more abundant, or long-lived should invest more in defences than smaller, less abundant or ephemeral plants 
(Plant Apparency Theory21). Although studies testing this prediction have mostly focused on inter-specific com-
parisons, we could extend this framework to make predictions about intra-specific variation, particularly that 
occurring over ontogeny. In this case, adult plants, which are visually (due to their larger size) or chemically (due to 
greater emission of volatiles used as cues by herbivores) more conspicuous than young plants, should be easier to 
detect by insect herbivores and therefore experience higher herbivory and in turn greater investment in defences.

To date, theory on neighbourhood effects and the ontogeny of plant defence have developed independently 
for the most part, despite there being important insights to be gained from merging the two. The importance of 
joining these bodies of research resides in that there is a large potential for neighbourhood features and ontoge-
netic variation to interactively shape plant defences and herbivory. Neighbourhood effects on herbivory may be 
contingent on plant ontogeny if young and adult individuals vary in the risk of being detected by herbivores or if 
neighbourhood effects on plant defences (via plant-plant interactions) vary with plant age (e.g., due to differences 
in allocation constraints) and this in turn influences damage. Likewise, predictions for ontogenetic differences 
in herbivory and allocation to defences may vary depending on the neighbourhood context, where for example 
differences in apparency between adult and young plants of a focal plant species might be weaker in heterospe-
cific relative to conspecific neighbourhoods, or similarly, in heterospecific neighbourhoods with a high vs. low 
frequency of that host plant (i.e., resource concentration effects increasingly overrule ontogenetic differences with 
decreasing host plant frequency).

In the present study, we tested for the independent and interactive effects of plant neighbourhood type (low vs. 
high frequency of a focal plant species in heterospecific stands) and ontogenetic stage on insect leaf herbivory, and 
leaf physical traits (water content and specific leaf area), and leaf chemical defences (phenolic compounds) in the 
English oak, Quercus robur L. (Fagaceae), a long-lived tree common throughout western Europe. To understand 
the linkage between plant traits and herbivory, we further tested whether and which plant traits were associated 
(and potentially mediated) neighbourhood and ontogenetic effects on Q. robur leaf herbivory. To this end, we 
surveyed saplings and adult trees of Q. robur found in 20 field sites across north-west Spain. At each site, we 
selected two adjacent stands similar in size and total plant density: one with a high frequency of Q. robur indi-
viduals (>85% of the adult individuals were of the focal species) and another with a low frequency of this species 
(<35% of the adult individuals were of the focal species). In both cases, stands were composed of Q. robur plus 
two other tree species; the identity of these non-focal species was the same in all cases (i.e., tree species composi-
tion was held constant across stands). In addressing the above, this study builds towards a better understanding 
of the combined effects of plant neighbourhood and ontogeny on plant-herbivore interactions and plant traits 
associated with such effects.

Results
Effects of neighbourhood type and ontogeny on Q. robur leaf herbivory and leaf traits. Leaf 
herbivory. Both neighbourhood type and ontogenetic stage significantly affected leaf herbivory in Q. robur 
(Table 1, Fig. 1a). Leaf herbivory on individuals growing in Q. robur low-frequency stands was 42% lower than 
on those growing in high-frequency stands (Fig. 1a), and herbivory was 17% lower on saplings than on adult 
trees (Fig. 1a). However, beyond these independent effects we also found a significant interaction term where the 
difference in herbivory between saplings and adult trees was significant in Q. robur high-frequency stands but not 
in low-frequency stands (Fig. 1a), and where the magnitude of reduction in herbivory in low- vs. high-frequency 
stands was greater for adults (46%) compared with saplings (37%) (Fig. 1a).

Frequency Ontogeny Frequency × ontogeny

F1,19 P-value F1,198 P-value F1,198 P-value

Leaf herbivory 20.24 <0.001 11.45 <0.001 4.32 0.039

Flavonoids 0.31 0.581 0.25 0.616 0.76 0.384

Lignins 0.17 0.685 116.36 <0.001 1.56 0.213

Condensed tannins 0.27 0.608 96.80 <0.001 4.55 0.034

Hydrolysable tannins 3.48 0.078 8.45 0.004 0.00 0.996

Total phenolics 0.86 0.365 11.85 0.001 0.49 0.483

Water content 0.44 0.514 0.56 0.454 3.78 0.053

SLA 0.93 0.346 118.13 <0.001 0.76 0.384

Table 1. Summary of results from mixed models testing for the effects of neighbourhood type (high- vs low-
frequency of Quercus robur), ontogenetic stage (adult trees vs. saplings) and their interaction on leaf herbivory 
(proportion of herbivore-damaged leaves), leaf physical traits (proportion of water content and specific leaf 
area [SLA]) and concentration of leaf chemical defences (flavonoids, lignins, condensed and hydrolysable 
tannins and total phenolics) in Q. robur. Herbivory was estimated as the proportion of leaves damaged by insect 
herbivores for two randomly chosen low-hanging branches. Herbivory data were logit-transformed to achieve 
normality of residuals. Site and site × neighbourhood type were included as random factors. F-values, degrees of 
freedom and associated P-values of fixed factors are reported. Significant P-values (P < 0.05) are typed in bold.
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Chemical defences. Neighbourhood type did not significantly affect the concentration of leaf flavonoids (Table 1, 
Fig. 1b), lignins (Table 1, Fig. 1c), condensed tannins (Table 1, Fig. 1d), or hydrolysable tannins (Table 1, Fig. 1e), 
and similarly did not influence total leaf phenolics (Table 1, Fig. 1f). In contrast, we found that plant ontogenetic 
stage significantly affected the concentration of leaf lignins, condensed tannins, hydrolysable tannins, and total 
phenolics (Table 1). Specifically, the concentrations of leaf lignins, hydrolysable tannins, and total phenolics were 
94%, 33% and 24% higher, respectively in saplings than in adult trees (Fig. 1c,e,f), whereas the concentration 
of leaf condensed tannins was instead 56% lower for saplings than adult trees (Fig. 1d); there was no signifi-
cant effect of ontogeny on leaf flavonoids (Table 1, Fig. 2b). In addition, we found a significant neighbourhood 
type × ontogeny interaction for condensed tannins (Table 1), where the difference between adult trees and sap-
lings was greater in high- relative to low-frequency stands (Fig. 1d). The interaction was not significant for flavo-
noids, lignins, hydrolysable tannins, or total phenolics (Table 1; Fig. 1b,c,e).

Figure 1. Effect of plant neighbourhood composition and ontogeny on herbivory and plant chemical defences 
in Quercus robur. (a) Proportion of leaves damaged by insect herbivores, and concentration (mg g−1 d.w.) 
of leaf (b) flavonoids, (c) lignins, (d) condensed tannins, (e) hydrolysable tannins, and (f) total phenolics 
for adult reproductive trees (white bars) and saplings (grey bars) growing in Q. robur high-frequency and 
low-frequency stands. Bars are least square means ± standard error (N = 60). Asterisks indicate significant 
ontogenetic differences within each Q. robur stand type at P < 0.05 (*), P < 0.01 (**) and P < 0.001 (***). 
n.s. = non-significant.



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

4Scientific RepoRts | 7: 4047  | DOI:10.1038/s41598-017-04314-3

Physical traits. Neither stand type, ontogenetic stage, or their interaction significantly affected the proportion of 
leaf water content (Table 1, Fig. 2a). Ontogenetic stage (but not stand type or the interaction) significantly affected 
SLA (Table 1), where saplings exhibited a 32% greater mean value than adult trees (Fig. 2b).

Plant traits associated with effects of neighbourhood type and ontogeny on herbivory. The 
effects of neighbourhood type, ontogeny, and their interaction on herbivory remained significant after includ-
ing physical traits and chemical defences as covariates in the statistical model (Table 2). This suggests that 
neighbourhood and ontogenetic effects on herbivory were not mediated by the studied traits. Subsequently, we 
ran subsidiary mechanistic models including each group of phenolic compounds one at a time as covariate to 
uncover patterns that could be masked by using total phenolics. Results from these models indicated that the 
effect of ontogeny turned non-significant in the model where lignins were included (ontogeny effect: F1,191 = 3.86, 
P = 0.051; lignin effect: estimator: −0.0034 ± 0.0022, F1,191 = 2.37, P = 0.125); in all other cases ontogeny (and 
neighbourhood)  effects remained unchanged. This suggests that the difference in leaf herbivory between adult 
trees and saplings was mediated, to some extent at least, by the concentration of lignins in leaves. We also note 
that the fact that this group of phenolic compounds was negatively associated with herbivory (r = −0.18, p = 
0.005, N = 240) suggests that lignins drive a reduction in herbivory and thus confer resistance in Q. robur.

Discussion
Our simultaneous consideration of plant neighbourhood and ontogenetic effects on insect herbivory and plant 
defensive traits provides a novel contribution to research on plant-herbivore interactions. We demonstrate 
context-dependency of ontogenetic effects on plant defences and herbivory based on plant neighbourhood fea-
tures, and also that neighbourhood effects are contingent upon a plant’s phenotype, in this case controlled by 
ontogeny. Specifically, we first show that leaf herbivory on Q. robur was lower in stands where the frequency of 
this focal species was low, and that saplings suffered less herbivory than adult trees. Nonetheless, we also found 

Figure 2. Effect of plant neighbourhood composition and ontogeny on plant physical traits in Quercus 
robur. (a) Proportion of leaf water content and (b) specific leaf area (mm2 mg−1) in adult trees (white bars) 
and saplings (grey bars) growing in Q. robur high-frequency and low-frequency stands. Bars are least square 
means ± standard error (N = 60). Asterisks indicate significant ontogenetic differences within each Q. robur 
stand type at P < 0.001 (***). n.s. = non-significant.

Dfnum,den F P-value

Frequency 1,19 21.5 <0.001

Ontogeny 1,189 5.59 0.019

Frequency × ontogeny 1,189 5.02 0.026

Total phenolics 1,189 15.8 <0.001

Water content 1,189 1.11 0.293

SLA 1,189 0.56 0.455

Table 2. Summary of results from mixed models testing for the effects of neighbourhood type (high- vs low-
frequency of Quercus robur), ontogenetic stage (adult trees vs. saplings), their interaction, and the effects of 
leaf chemical defences (total phenolics, mg g−1 d.w.) and leaf physical traits (proportion of water content and 
specific leaf area [SLA]) on insect leaf herbivory in Q. robur. Herbivory was estimated as the proportion of 
leaves damaged by insect herbivores for two randomly chosen low-hanging branches. These data were logit-
transformed to achieve normality of residuals. Site and site × neighbourhood type were included as random 
factors. F-values, degrees of freedom and associated P-values of fixed factors are reported. Significant P-values 
(P < 0.05) are typed in bold.
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evidence that these two factors exerted interactive effects on herbivory. The ontogenetic effect on leaf herbivory 
was contingent upon neighbourhood type where the difference in damage between saplings and adult trees was 
only present in Q. robur high-frequency stands, and where the magnitude of reduction in herbivory in low- vs. 
high-frequency stands was greater for adults than saplings. Second, we found strong ontogenetic differences 
in leaf traits where saplings had thinner but more highly defended leaves than adult trees. In contrast, neigh-
bourhood type did not influence Q. robur leaf traits. Third, results suggest that ontogenetic differences in leaf 
herbivory were mediated by leaf chemical defences such that saplings had higher concentrations of lignins and 
in turn received less herbivore damage. In contrast, neither neighbourhood effects on herbivory nor variation in 
ontogenetic effects between neighbourhood types appeared to be associated with changes in the measured plant 
traits.

Research conducted over the last two decades has shown that the presence of conspecific vs. heterospecific 
plant neighbours has strong effects on herbivore abundance and damage on focal plants3, 5. In support of these 
findings, we observed substantially lower levels of leaf herbivory on individual plants of Q. robur in stands with 
low relative frequency of this species relative to stands where this species was found at a high frequency. Several 
mechanisms could explain this pattern. First, a lower frequency of Q. robur could have driven a decrease in 
encounter rates between herbivores and this plant, assuming some degree of herbivore dietary specificity to this 
oak species (i.e., Resource Concentration Hypothesis7, 22). Second, higher frequencies of heterospecific neigh-
bours in Q. robur low-frequency stands could have resulted in associational resistance8, 17 whereby one or both 
of the non-focal species were preferred hosts over Q. robur and therefore diverted herbivores away from the oak 
species (assuming they share some generalist herbivores) or interfered with herbivore location of Q. robur. Third, 
it is also possible that interactions with heterospecific neighbours present in higher abundances in low-frequency 
stands drove shifts in Q. robur defensive or nutritional traits (e.g., via competition or facilitation15) which in turn 
led to differences in herbivory. Our results suggest that the first two mechanisms are likely explanations for the 
observed pattern of herbivory, whereas the third mechanism is less probable since there were no differences in leaf 
physical or chemical traits between neighborhood types and the neighbourhood effect on herbivory was unaf-
fected by the inclusion of plant traits as covariates in the herbivory statistical model. We do note, however, that 
our ability to test for neighbourhood control over leaf traits (particularly phenolics) may have been constrained 
owing to the fact that we collected leaf samples late in the growing season. For example, phenolic compounds 
are photo-inducible and Q. robur is the only deciduous species of the three found in the studied stands, such that 
differences in light availability between low- and high-frequency stands could be influenced by this oak’s leafing 
phenology. In this case, light availability (and thus phenolic production) may have been greater in high- relative 
to low-frequency stands in the early summer when expanding leaves of Q. robur are small and canopy foliage is 
sparse, whereas differences in light conditions between stand types would be smaller (or absent) later in the sea-
son once Q. robur crowns are filled with fully expanded leaves. A further characterization of the light environment 
between stand types early vs. late in the season and its association with leaf defensive chemistry is necessary to 
assess this possibility.

Our finding that adult Q. robur trees exhibited higher leaf herbivory than saplings is in line with previous 
work showing that larger and more conspicuous plants (adults in this case) are easier to find and thus suffer more 
damage by herbivores23, 24. In addition, our findings indicated that saplings were more defended than adult trees, 
which also agrees with theoretical expectations of increased investment during the sapling and juvenile stages, 
and a subsequent reduction of defences in adults20 (but see Barton & Koricheva19). The negative association 
between herbivory and lignins further suggests that these compounds cause a reduction in leaf damage and thus 
confer resistance against insect herbivores, rather than variation in herbivory driving ontogenetic differences in 
defences (e.g., through induction).

Interestingly, we found interactive (i.e., non-additive) effects of plant ontogeny and neighbourhood type on 
herbivory, where a difference in damage between adult trees and saplings was observed in stands where Q. robur 
frequency was high but not in those where this species was growing in low frequencies. We argue that the pro-
posed difference in detectability by insect herbivores of saplings relative to adult plants in Q. robur high-frequency 
stands is superseded by a decrease in Q. robur frequency in low-frequency stands, which makes plants of this 
species overall less detectable regardless of ontogenetic stage. Only when Q. robur is present in a high enough fre-
quency does ontogeny matter. Therefore, presumably both apparency and resource concentration effects presum-
ably come into play in explaining the observed patterns of herbivory: apparency drives ontogenetic differences 
in damage in high-frequency stands (adults being more conspicuous), whereas resource concentration explains 
reduced damage in low-frequency stands as well as the contingency of ontogenetic effects on neighbourhood 
type (i.e., plants are consistently less attacked regardless of age when host plant frequency is low). Likewise, the 
magnitude of reduction in damage in low- vs. high-frequency neighbourhoods was greater for adults, suggesting 
that adult individuals benefit more from reductions in frequency probably because they are more conspicuous 
than saplings in Q. robur high-frequency stands.

Our findings suggest that the interactive effects of neighbourhood type and ontogeny on herbivory were not 
driven by changes in phenolic compounds, water content or SLA, as the interaction effect on herbivory remained 
significant after including plant traits in the statistical model. This suggests that the difference in leaf damage 
between saplings and adults in Q. robur high-frequency stands was not mediated by leaf traits (but rather by 
differences in apparency as explained above). Condensed tannins were the only leaf traits that were influenced 
by the interactive effects of neighbourhood type and ontogeny, but these compounds were not significantly asso-
ciated with herbivory (r = 0.08, P = 0.206, N = 240). Other compounds that were significantly associated with 
herbivory (lignins: r = −0.18, P = 0.005, N = 240; hydrolysable tannins: r = −0.16, P = 0.014, N = 240) did 
not exhibit patterns that were concomitant (and could have thus been associated) with the change in ontogenetic 
effects across neighbourhood types. We must note, however, that further studies are needed to determine whether 
other unmeasured defensive traits (e.g., terpenes) in Q. robur were associated with (and potentially mediated) the 
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interactive effects of neighbourhood type and ontogeny on herbivory in this oak species. It is also important to 
note that our measurement of herbivory represents the frequency of attack of leaves, not the actual amount of leaf 
area removed. Although careful field observations indicated relatively low leaf-to-leaf variation in the percent leaf 
area removed within as well as among individual plants (within: CV = 0.69; among: CV = 0.28), measurements 
of the proportion of damaged leaves may not necessarily match estimates of the amount of leaf area consumed. 
Therefore, these results should be interpreted exclusively in terms of frequency of leaf damage25.

Although there is good evidence for plant neighbourhood and plant ontogenetic effects on plant-herbivore 
interactions18, 20, few studies have looked at these effects simultaneously. Therefore, a key finding from this study is 
the realization that individual-level traits (phenotypic variation associated with ontogeny) and community-level 
properties (neighbourhood features) can interactively shape herbivory. This is to be expected since age-structured 
plant populations are embedded in communities with heterogeneous plant neighbourhoods that shape levels of 
herbivory, whereas neighbourhood effects are in turn contingent upon intra- and inter-specific phenotypic varia-
tion of focal plants. Based on this, we call for future work involving factorial experiments that test for non-additive 
effects arising from the joint influences of neighbourhood-level attributes and individual-level ontogenetic varia-
tion on herbivory. An important step to achieve a predictive understanding of these dynamics will be to disentan-
gle the mechanisms producing the observed patterns, including apparency and resource concentration effects, as 
well as determine the causal links between plant traits and herbivory.

Methods
Study system. The English oak Q. robur is a long-lived, deciduous tree native to most of Europe26. At our 
field site (Galicia, northwestern Spain), leaf burst usually occurs in early April and leaves usually turn brown 
and drop off in late October. Leaves are approximately 8–12 cm long with four to seven pairs of lobes, and have a 
short petiole. At our field site, Q. robur is fed upon several insect herbivores, mainly leaf chewers such as Tortrix 
viridana (Lepidoptera: Tortricidae), Lymantria dispar (Lepidoptera: Lymantridae), and Malacosoma neustria 
(Lepidoptera: Lasiocampidae)27. Leaf miners and gall formers are less common (<5% of the leaves; X. Moreira, 
personal observation).

Field sampling and leaf herbivory measurements. Towards the end of the growing season, from late 
September to mid October 2016, we surveyed 20 field sites in northwestern Spain which exhibited similar climatic 
conditions. Adjacent sites were separated by at least 10 km, and within each site we selected two stands containing 
at least 20 adult individuals of Q. robur; distance between stands within each site ranged from 1 to 3 km. At each 
site, one stand consisted of >85% of the adult trees represented by Q. robur (“Q. robur high-frequency stands” 
hereafter) whereas in the other stand <35% of the adult trees were Q. robur individuals (“Q. robur low-frequency 
stands” hereafter). In all stands, Q. robur was found growing with Pinus pinaster (Pinaceae) and Eucalyptus glob-
ulus (Myrtaceae) which were present in roughly similar relative frequencies in Q. robur low-frequency stands 
(0.346 ± 0.015 for Eucalyptus vs. 0.316 ± 0.015 for Pinus; F1,13 = 1.83, P = 0.199) and in Q. robur high-frequency 
stands (0.075 ± 0.022 for Eucalyptus vs. 0.057 ± 0.022 for Pinus; F1,13 = 0.32, P = 0.582). Although the effect of 
neighbourhood type was not experimentally manipulated while controlling for other unaccounted factors which 
could have co-varied with Q. robur frequency, we deliberately chose pairs of stands that were as consistent as 
possible in key features such as area (8287 ± 702 m2 for Q. robur high-frequency stands vs. 7431 ± 484 m2 for Q. 
robur low-frequency stands; F1,38 = 1.01, P = 0.322), adult tree density (202.7 ± 14.5 individuals/ha for Q. robur 
high-frequency stands vs. 230.0 ± 14.5 individuals/ha for Q. robur low-frequency stands; F1,14 = 1.77, P = 0.204) 
and sapling density (588.2 ± 73.4 individuals/ha for Q. robur high-frequency stands vs. 708.7 ± 73.4 individuals/
ha for Q. robur low-frequency stands; F1,14 = 1.35, P = 0.265). In addition, we sampled all sites towards the end 
of the growing season to minimize phenological differences in herbivory and plant defensive traits among sites. 
Sampling at the end of the season also provides an assessment of cumulative leaf damage occurring over the entire 
growing season, considering that Q. robur leaf longevity spans most of the growing season27, and is when leaf 
herbivory and chemistry are more stable throughout the year28.

Within each stand, we randomly selected three adult trees and three saplings. Mean diameter at breast height 
for adults was 32.12 ± 3.67 (±SE) cm (31.68 ± 1.82 cm for Q. robur high-frequency stands vs. 33.78 ± 2.57 cm 
for Q. robur low-frequency stands; F1,14 = 0.66, P = 0.429) and mean diameter at root collar for saplings was 
2.58 ± 0.30 cm (2.73 ± 0.22 cm for Q. robur high-frequency stands vs. 2.47 ± 0.22 cm for Q. robur low-frequency 
stands; F1,14 = 0.73, P = 0.407). To avoid confounding ontogeny and reproductive status (i.e., variation between 
reproductive vs. non-reproductive adults), we selected adult trees with no (or few) acorns produced during the 
current year. Distance among individuals within stands was at least 10 m. In total, we sampled 240 trees corre-
sponding to 20 sites × two Q. robur neighbourhood types × two ontogenetic stages × three individual trees.

For each adult tree, we visually inspected leaf herbivory for two randomly chosen low-hanging branches (1 
to 2 m above ground level). We estimated the proportion of herbivore-damaged leaves by randomly choosing 25 
leaves per branch and counting the number of leaves attacked by insect herbivores25, 27. Previous observations at 
each site indicated that the proportion of herbivore-damaged leaves was evenly distributed throughout the can-
opy (0.296 ± 0.088 for low-hanging branches vs. 0.336 ± 0.088 for the rest of the canopy; F1,17 = 0.22, P = 0.644) 
and therefore sampling low-hanging branches was a good proxy of damage at the whole-tree level27. In the case 
of saplings, we visually counted the number of herbivore-damaged leaves throughout the entire canopy and cal-
culated the proportion of damaged leaves for the whole plant. In all cases leaf herbivory damage was caused by 
insect herbivores. Mammalian herbivores are not very common in the studied region, and we did not find signs 
of leaf herbivory by mammals in either saplings or adult trees.

After recording leaf herbivory, we collected three fully expanded leaves per branch for adult individuals, and 
six fully expanded leaves in the terminal leader for saplings to quantify leaf chemical and physical traits (see 
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ahead). In all cases, we selected leaves with little or no evidence of insect damage or pathogen infection to reduce 
variation in defences caused by site-specific induction. However, sampling undamaged leaves does not eliminate 
systemic induced responses. Therefore, the concentration of chemical defences measured likely represented a 
mixture between constitutive levels of defence plus some unknown level of induction due to systemic responses.

The above sampling scheme followed a randomized split-plot design replicated across 20 sites, with Q. robur 
frequency stand (two levels: high and low frequency) as the whole factor and plant ontogenetic stage (two levels: 
adult trees and saplings) as the split factor.

Quantification of leaf physical traits and chemical defences. Physical traits. Immediately after 
leaf collection, we weighted fresh leaves and oven-dried the samples for 48 h at 40 °C until constant weight was 
achieved. We then weighted the dry leaves and estimated the proportion of leaf water content ([dry weight/fresh 
weight]) of each plant. We also calculated specific leaf area (SLA) for each plant by dividing the surface area of 
a 9.5-mm diameter disk by its dry mass in mg. We only measured a single leaf per plant because previous trials 
demonstrated relatively low leaf-to-leaf variation within individual plants. In particular, we found that the coeffi-
cient of variation within-individual trees ranged from moderate to low for both variables (SLA: CV = 0.73, water 
content: CV = 0.62). Water content (physiologically limiting for herbivores) and SLA (correlated with toughness 
and thus palatability) are both associated with leaf quality to insect herbivores. Previous work in other systems 
has shown that low values for both variables was associated with decreased leaf nutritional quality and palatability 
for insect herbivores29.

Chemical defences. After measuring physical traits, we grinded the leaves with liquid nitrogen for quantification 
of phenolic compounds. We chose phenolic compounds because previous work has reported that they confer 
resistance against insect herbivores in Q. robur30, 31. We extracted phenolic compounds using 20 mg of dry plant 
tissue with 0.8 mL of 70% methanol in an ultrasonic bath for 15 min, followed by centrifugation32. We diluted 
these methanolic extracts (1:6 vol:vol) with the extraction solvent and transferred them to chromatographic 
vials. We performed phenolic profiling according to Moreira et al.33. Briefly, we used ultrahigh-pressure liquid 
chromatography-quadrupole-time-of-flight mass spectrometry (UHPLC-QTOF-MS) to detect, identify and 
quantify phenolic compounds. The separation was carried out on a 50 × 2.1 mm Acquity UPLC BEH C18 column 
(Waters, Milford, CT, USA) using a gradient composed of water +0.05% vol. formic acid (solvent A) and ace-
tonitrile +0.05% vol. formic acid (solvent B). The QTOF-MS (Synapt G2, Waters) was operated in MSE negative 
mode over an m/z range of 85–1200 Da and internally calibrated by infusing a solution of leucine-enkephaline 
through the Lock SprayTM probe. We identified phenolic compounds on the basis of their molecular formula 
(as determined from exact mass measurements), fragment ions, and comparison with available databases such 
as the Dictionary of Natural Products (Chapman & Hall, CRC Informa, London; version 20.2) or ReSpect for 
Phytochemicals. We identified four groups of phenolic compounds (flavonoids, condensed and hydrolysable 
tannins and lignins). We quantified flavonoids as rutin equivalents, condensed tannins as catechin equivalents, 
hydrolysable tannins as gallic acid equivalents, and lignins as ferulic acid equivalents. We achieved the quantifi-
cation of these phenolic compounds by external calibration using calibration curves at 0.2, 0.8, 2, 5 and 20 μg/mL. 
We calculated total phenolics as the sum of flavonoids, lignins, condensed tannins and hydrolysable tannins, and 
expressed phenolic compound concentrations in mg g−1 tissue on a dry weight basis.

Statistical analyses. Effects of neighbourhood type and ontogeny on Q. robur herbivory and leaf traits. We 
analysed the effects of neighbourhood type, plant ontogeny, and their interaction on leaf herbivory (proportion 
of damaged leaves), leaf physical traits (proportion of leaf water content and SLA), and leaf chemical defences 
(total phenolics and separately for each group of phenolic compounds) with the proper mixed models solving 
for a split-plot design using PROC MIXED in SAS (SAS 9.4, SAS Institute, Cary, NC)34. Neighbourhood type (Q. 
robur high- vs. low frequency), ontogenetic stage (Q. robur adult trees vs. saplings), and their interaction were 
considered fixed factors. Site and site × neighbourhood type were included as random factors where the latter 
interaction specifies the appropriate test of neighbourhood type effect using stand as unit of replication (i.e., 
whole plot factor)34. We logit-transformed herbivory and water content data to achieve normality of residuals; in 
all other cases, residuals were normally distributed.

Plant traits associated with effects of neighbourhood type and ontogeny on herbivory. To determine whether the 
measured leaf traits were associated with effects of neighbourhood type and Q. robur ontogeny on leaf damage, we 
ran again the same herbivory model described above but now including as covariates total phenolics, water con-
tent, and SLA. We chose to include these three traits because they are weakly correlated (r = 0.08 to 0.23), there-
fore reducing the influence of colinearity. We expected that if physical traits or chemical defences mediate effects 
of neighbourhood type and ontogenetic stage on leaf herbivory, then significant effects of any of these factors (or 
their interaction) should turn non-significant once such traits are accounted for in the model. If neighbourhood 
type and ontogenetic stage effects remain significant after including these traits, this suggests that these factors 
influence herbivory through other unmeasured plant traits or via some other mechanism not associated with 
plant trait variation. Subsequently, we ran subsidiary mechanistic models including each group of phenolic com-
pounds at a time as covariate (total of four models, one per covariate) to uncover patterns that could be masked 
by using total phenolics. We used this approach instead of simultaneously including all groups of phenolics in a 
single model, because some of these compounds are highly correlated and this may complicate separating and 
testing for their individual effects on herbivory.



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

8Scientific RepoRts | 7: 4047  | DOI:10.1038/s41598-017-04314-3

References
 1. Waller, D. M. Neighborhood competition in several violet populations. Oecologia 51, 116–122 (1981).
 2. Silander, J. A. Jr. & Pacala, S. W. Neighborhood predictors of plant performance. Oecologia 66, 256–263 (1985).
 3. Underwood, N., Inouye, B. D. & Hambäck, P. A. A conceptual framework for associational effects: when do neighbors matter and 

how would we know? Q. Rev. Biol. 89, 1–19 (2014).
 4. Hambäck, P. A., Inouye, B. D., Andersson, P. & Underwood, N. Effects of plant neighborhoods on plant-herbivore interactions: 

Resource dilution and associational effects. Ecology 95, 1370–1383 (2014).
 5. Kim, T. N. & Underwood, N. Plant neighborhood effects on herbivory: damage is both density and frequency dependent. Ecology 

96, 1431–1437 (2015).
 6. Feldman, T. S. The plot thickens: does low density affect visitation and reproductive success in a perennial herb, and are these effects 

altered in the presence of a co-flowering species? Oecologia 156, 807–817 (2008).
 7. Root, R. B. Organization of a plant-arthropod association in simple and diverse habitats: The fauna of collards (Brassica oleracea). 

Ecol. Monogr. 43, 95–124 (1973).
 8. Barbosa, P. et al. Associational resistance and associational susceptibility: having right or wrong neighbors. Ann. Rev. Ecol. Evol. Syst. 

40, 1–20 (2009).
 9. Mraja, A., Unsicker, S., Reichelt, M., Gershenzon, J. & Roscher, C. Plant community diversity influences allocation to direct chemical 

defence in Plantago lanceolata. PLoS ONE 6, e28055 (2011).
 10. Moreira, X., Abdala-Roberts, L., Parra-Tabla, V. & Mooney, K. A. Positive effects of plant genotypic and species diversity on anti-

herbivore defenses in a tropical tree species. PLoS ONE 9, e105438 (2014).
 11. Kostenko, O., Mulder, P. P. J., Courbois, M. & Bezemer, T. M. Effects of plant diversity on the concentration of secondary plant 

metabolites and the density of arthropods on focal plants in the field. J. Ecol. 105, 647–660 (2017).
 12. Wäschke, N., Hancock, C., Hilker, M., Obermaier, E. & Meiners, T. Does vegetation complexity affect host plant chemistry, and thus 

multitrophic interactions, in a human-altered landscape? Oecologia 179, 281–292 (2015).
 13. Kos, M., Bukovinszky, T., Mulder, P. P. J. & Bezemer, T. M. Disentangling above- and belowground neighbor effects on the growth, 

chemistry, and arthropod community on a focal plant. Ecology 96, 164–175 (2015).
 14. Schädler, M., Brandl, R. & Haase, J. Antagonistic interactions between plant competition and insect herbivory. Ecology 88, 

1490–1498 (2007).
 15. Halpern, S. L., Bednar, D., Chisholm, A. & Underwood, N. Plant-mediated effects of host plant density on a specialist herbivore of 

Solanum carolinense. Ecol. Entomol. 39, 217–225 (2014).
 16. Agrawal, A. A., Lau, J. & Hämback, P. A. Community heterogeneity and the evolution of interactions between plants and insect 

herbivores. Q. Rev. Biol. 81, 349–376 (2006).
 17. Castagneyrol, B., Giffard, B., Pére, C. & Jactel, H. Plant apparency, and overlooked driver of associational resistance to insect 

herbivory. J. Ecol. 101, 418–429 (2013).
 18. Moreira, X., Abdala-Roberts, L., Rasmann, S., Castagneyrol, B. & Mooney, K. A. Plant diversity effects on insect herbivores and their 

natural enemies: current thinking, recent findings, and future directions. Cur. Opin. Ins. Sci. 14, 1–7 (2016).
 19. Barton, K. E. & Koricheva, J. The ontogeny of plant defense and herbivory: characterizing general patterns using meta-analysis. Am. 

Nat. 175, 481–493 (2010).
 20. Boege, K. & Marquis, R. J. Facing herbivory as you grow up: the ontogeny of resistance in plants. Trends Ecol. Evol. 20, 441–448 

(2005).
 21. Feeny, P. Plant apparency and chemical defense. Rec. Adv. Phytochem. 10, 1–40 (1976).
 22. Leonard, K. J. Factors affecting rates of stem rust increase in mixed plantings of susceptible and resistant oat varieties. Phytopathology 

59, 1845–1850 (1969).
 23. Smilanich, A. M., Fincher, R. M. & Dyer, L. A. Does plant apparency matter? Thirty years of data provide limited support but reveal 

clear patterns of the effects of plant chemistry on herbivores. New Phytol. 210, 1044–1057 (2016).
 24. Turcotte, M. M., Davies, T. J., Thomsen, C. J. M. & Johnson, M. T. J. Macroecological and macroevolutionary patterns of leaf 

herbivory across vascular plants. Proc. Roy. Soc. B 281, 20140555 (2014).
 25. Tack, A. J. M., Ovaskainen, O., Pulkkinen, P. & Roslin, T. Spatial location dominates over host plant genotype in structuring an 

herbivore community. Ecology 91, 2660–2672 (2010).
 26. Schwarz, O. In Flora Europaea, vol. 1: Lycopodiaceae to Platanaceae (eds Tutin, T. G. et al.) 61–64 (Cambridge University Press, 

1964).
 27. Abdala-Roberts, L. et al. Biotic and abiotic factors associated with altitudinal variation in plant traits and herbivory in a dominant 

oak species. Am. J. Bot. 103, 2070–2078 (2016).
 28. Salminen, J. P. et al. Seasonal variation in the content of hydrolyzable tannins, flavonoid glycosides, and proanthocyanidins in oak 

leaves. J. Chem. Ecol. 30, 1693–1711 (2004).
 29. Marquis, R. J., Ricklefs, R. E. & Abdala-Roberts, L. Testing the low latitude/high defense hypothesis for broad-leaved tree species. 

Oecologia 169, 811–820 (2012).
 30. Feeny, P. Seasonal changes in oak leaf tannins and nutrients as a cause of spring feeding by winter moth caterpillars. Ecology 51, 

565–581 (1970).
 31. Roslin, T. & Salminen, J. P. Specialization pays off: contrasting effects of two types of tannins on oak specialist and generalist moth 

species. Oikos 117, 1560–1568 (2008).
 32. Moreira, X. et al. Trade-offs between constitutive and induced defences drive geographical and climatic clines in pine chemical 

defences. Ecol. Lett. 17, 537–546 (2014).
 33. Moreira, X. et al. Specificity of induced defenses, growth, and reproduction in lima bean (Phaseolus lunatus, Fabaceae) in response 

to multispecies herbivory. Am. J. Bot. 102, 1300–1308 (2015).
 34. Littell, R. C., Milliken, G. A., Stroup, W. W., Wolfinger, R. & Schabenberger, O. SAS System for mixed models, second edition (2006).

Acknowledgements
We thank Silvana Poceiro and Patricia Toledo for their help with the fieldwork and chemical analyses. Comments 
and suggestions by three anonymous reviewers helped to improve the manuscript. This research was financially 
supported by a grant from the Regional Government of Galicia (IN607D 2016/001), a Spanish National Research 
Grant (AGL2015-70748-R) and the Ramón y Cajal Research Programme (RYC-2013-13230) to XM. LAR was 
supported by the CONACyT Repatriation Programme (#250934).

Author Contributions
Formulated the idea of the manuscript: X.M. Conceived and designed the experiment: X.M., L.A.R. Performed 
the experiment: X.M. Contributed reagents/materials/analysis tools: X.M., G.G. Performed the chemical analyses: 
G.G. Analysed the data: X.M. Wrote the manuscript: X.M., L.A.R.



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

9Scientific RepoRts | 7: 4047  | DOI:10.1038/s41598-017-04314-3

Additional Information
Competing Interests: The authors declare that they have no competing interests.
Publisher's note: Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Cre-
ative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not per-
mitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the 
copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.
 
© The Author(s) 2017

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Interactive effects of plant neighbourhood and ontogeny on insect herbivory and plant defensive traits
	Results
	Effects of neighbourhood type and ontogeny on Q. robur leaf herbivory and leaf traits. 
	Leaf herbivory. 
	Chemical defences. 
	Physical traits. 

	Plant traits associated with effects of neighbourhood type and ontogeny on herbivory. 

	Discussion
	Methods
	Study system. 
	Field sampling and leaf herbivory measurements. 
	Quantification of leaf physical traits and chemical defences. 
	Physical traits. 
	Chemical defences. 

	Statistical analyses. 
	Effects of neighbourhood type and ontogeny on Q. robur herbivory and leaf traits. 
	Plant traits associated with effects of neighbourhood type and ontogeny on herbivory. 


	Acknowledgements
	Figure 1 Effect of plant neighbourhood composition and ontogeny on herbivory and plant chemical defences in Quercus robur.
	Figure 2 Effect of plant neighbourhood composition and ontogeny on plant physical traits in Quercus robur.
	Table 1 Summary of results from mixed models testing for the effects of neighbourhood type (high- vs low-frequency of Quercus robur), ontogenetic stage (adult trees vs.
	Table 2 Summary of results from mixed models testing for the effects of neighbourhood type (high- vs low-frequency of Quercus robur), ontogenetic stage (adult trees vs.




