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45| (a) Diversity effect on disturbance
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Figure 2: Summary of published relationships between disturbance and diversity

(Hughes, A, 2012) 3
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(Harms et al., 2000, Lambers et al., 2002, Comita et al., 2014, Lamanna et al., 2017 )
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AIC
Models Pre-ice storm Post-ice storm
2006-2007 2008-2009 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012
Community level
Null 725.34 1101.09 4110.63 3579.85 3519.75
Seedling neighbors 724.28 1103.86 4057.77 3567.19 3508.36
Biotic Larger neighbors 718.45 1106.18 4093.83 3568.62 3506.07
All neighbors 721.82 1108.63 4050.95 3559.21 3501.41
Abiotic 727.49 1107.56 4097.1 3572.57 3511.36
Abiotic+Biotic 723.75 1110.4 4039.65 3546.23 3487.88
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