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1  |  INTRODUC TION

Anthropogenic activities leading to large- scale habitat loss are known 
to have substantially impacted forest biodiversity (Bush et al., 2015; 
Clement et al., 2015; Helmus et al., 2014; Levis et al., 2017; Piperno 

et al., 2015; Stahl, 2015; Steadman, 1993). However, there is grow-
ing evidence that less intense, more subtle human impacts may also 
affect ecological communities, and in turn alter what we consider 
to be “natural” ecological and biogeographical patterns (Chaturvedi 
et al., 2017; Levis et al., 2017; Piperno et al., 2015; Singh et al., 2022).
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Abstract
Tropical forest tree communities are structured by a range of large- scale drivers in-
cluding elevation, certain high- impact anthropogenic activities (e.g., deforestation), 
and fires. However, low- impact human activities such as foraging may also be subtly 
but notably altering the composition of tropical forest tree communities. The study 
assessed the (i) differences in species diversity, patterns of relative abundance, and 
pairwise beta diversity between trees with edible and inedible fruits and seeds along 
an elevation gradient, and (ii) impact of human foraging on the forest tree communi-
ties in Oban Division of Cross River National Park, Nigeria. Fifteen permanent 40 by 
40 m plots were established along an elevational gradient (120– 460 m above mean 
sea level). All trees of 0.1 m diameter at breast height (dbh) and above were measured, 
identified, and, with the aid of structured questionnaires, classified into those with ed-
ible and inedible fruits/seeds. A total of 35 edible species with density of 128 stems/
hectare and basal area of 11.99 m2/hectare, and 109 inedible species with density of 
364 stems/hectare and basal area of 22.42 m2/hectare were sampled. However, the 
evenness of edible and inedible species was similar at pooled and plot levels. For in-
edible species, there was a positive relationship between pairwise beta diversity and 
elevation, and this was driven mainly by turnover. In contrast, edible species exhibited 
a non- significant trend between elevation and beta diversity. Thus, the study showed 
that human foraging of edible fruits may have subtly influenced patterns of species 
diversity and community structure in this tropical forest.

K E Y W O R D S
Africa, beta diversity, edible trees, evenness, human foraging, inedible trees, species 
abundance distribution, tropical rainforest
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For example, the modern floristic composition and structure of 
some natural forests, like the Amazonian forest, have been linked 
to past human activities in the forest (Levis et al., 2017). These ac-
tivities, such as cultivation, seed dispersal and propagation, in situ 
tending of useful resources, and hunting of large mammals that 
aid in seed dispersal have the capacity to both extend and reduce 
the abundance and distribution of tree species (Levis et al., 2017; 
Socolar et al., 2016). However, in contrast to the coarse- scale ef-
fects of forest loss and degradation (Alahuhta et al., 2017; Donoso 
et al., 2017; Gallardo- Cruz et al., 2009; García- Navas et al., 2020; 
Swenson et al., 2011), smaller scale impacts of anthropogenic activ-
ities on ecological patterns in tropical forests are left largely under-
studied, likely due to the difficulties in measuring and quantifying 
them. Thus, we still lack a comprehensive understanding of the mag-
nitude and dynamics of impacts from low- intensity anthropogenic 
activity on natural forest ecosystems (Levis et al., 2017; Piperno 
et al., 2015; Stahl, 2015).

One widespread example of low- intensity activities is the utili-
zation of forests for food by forest- dependent human communities, 
which in some cases has been found to leave lasting impacts on for-
est ecology and dynamics (Bush et al., 2015; Socolar et al., 2016; 
Steadman, 1993). The most important plant parts found to be 
utilized for food by human communities in tropical countries are 
underground storage organs, fruits and leaves (Welcome & Van 
Wyk, 2020). Friant et al.'s (2019) examination of dietary differences 
and associated changes in agriculture- forest frontiers of Cross River 
State, Nigeria, revealed that in addition to human hunting of wild an-
imals, the forest also acts as a source of nuts, seeds, and vegetables. 
These plant foods are thought to comprise a significant component 
of the daily diets of forest- dependent human communities. Although 
food- producing tree species have been largely identified and docu-
mented in many tropical forest regions, very little is known about 
the effect of varying degrees of human foraging on their abundance, 
and distribution in space. The continuous influence of humans on 
the forest, and at varying intensities, could, in principle, lead to a 
change in the forest community that might be reflected in contrast-
ing distribution and abundance patterns between different species 
(Verberk, 2012). Although it is expected that a typical tropical for-
est ecosystem will comprise a few species with high abundance and 
many species with low abundance (ter Steege et al., 2013), human 
activities can alter the species richness of, and the distribution of 
abundance between, tree species either through preferential plant-
ing or conservation of beneficial trees, or through intentionally or 
inadvertently influencing the propagule pool (McGill et al., 2007; 
Socolar et al., 2016). Thus, it is important to understand how less 
overtly destructive anthropogenic activities, such as foraging, can 
over time influence the species composition, and ultimately func-
tion, of the forest.

The hypothesis that harvesting tree- based food products affects 
community composition and relative abundance can be evaluated 
through a focus on two commonly studied biogeographical patterns: 
beta diversity and the species abundance distribution (SAD). Beta 
diversity is the dissimilarity in species composition between two 

or more communities (Anderson et al., 2011; Pound et al., 2019), 
and has been used as an effective indicator for assessing the im-
pact of anthropogenic activities on the composition of species in 
terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems (Da Silva et al., 2018; Dantas de 
Miranda et al., 2019; Elo et al., 2018; Gradstein et al., 2007; Kessler 
et al., 2009). Changes in beta diversity along elevational gradients 
have been a particular area of research interest in ecology (García- 
Navas et al., 2020; Guerin et al., 2013; Nascimbene & Spitale, 2017; 
Socolar et al., 2016; Yu et al., 2017). Elevation has also been used as a 
proxy for temperature to assess relationships with plant community 
diversity (Gallardo- Cruz et al., 2009; Nascimbene & Spitale, 2017; 
Swenson et al., 2011; Xu et al., 2017) and functional traits of plant 
species (Yu et al., 2017).

The SAD characterizes the abundance of all species found 
within a defined community (Matthews & Whittaker, 2015; McGill 
et al., 2007). It is an important ecological and biogeographical con-
cept because it provides insight on the structure, function, and other 
less visible aspects of ecological communities (Matthews et al., 2014; 
Verberk, 2012). Two primary types of empirical SAD shape are com-
monly observed in nature: logseries (with a dominance of very rare 
species) and lognormal (dominance of species with intermediate 
abundance) type shapes. Empirical SADs have been used to study 
the responses of ecological communities to anthropogenic distur-
bances such as land- use change and pollution, by evaluating how 
the form of the SAD changes in response to disturbance (Matthews 
et al., 2014; Matthews & Whittaker, 2015).

Human foraging in tropical forest could affect the beta diversity 
and SAD patterns of tree communities in various ways. For example, 
during food (seeds and fruits) gathering, forest- dependent commu-
nities cover a wider area of the forest as well as higher elevational 
gradients and in the process, promote the dispersal of edible spe-
cies (Levis et al., 2017), which may result in increasing their relative 
abundance and distribution, shifting the SAD from more uneven 
shapes (which are common in tropical tree communities; ter Steege 
et al., 2013) to more even shapes, and lowering the spatial beta di-
versity of edible species.

While low- intensity food collection should theoretically leave 
an imprint on beta diversity and the SAD (Adeyemi, 2016; Socolar 
et al., 2016; Verberk, 2012), higher- intensity activities, such as 
harvest of trees for timber, would also be expected to leave an 
imprint on stem diameter and density distributions of the forest 
(Adeyemi, 2016). However, high- intensity activities should affect 
species independently of their foraging value to humans, whereas 
low- intensity foraging should specifically alter the patterns of ed-
ible species. Analysis of forest structure can thus provide comple-
mentary insights to help narrow the range of possible causes behind 
changes in beta diversity or SADs.

The present study analyzes a tropical forest elevational gra-
dient and utilizes tree diameter distribution, stem density, beta 
diversity patterns, and SADs to assess how the utilization of tree 
species by humans for food influences the community composition 
and structure of food producing (herein “edible”) and non- food pro-
ducing (herein “inedible”) tree species in Oban Forest of Cross River 
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State, Nigeria. In turn, this enabled us to assess how low- intensity 
anthropogenic activities have influenced the ecological dynamics 
of the forest along an elevational gradient. We tested the following 
hypotheses:

1. Human movement of propagules along the elevational gradient 
will lead to more even distribution of abundance of edible 
species compared to inedible species.

2. Edible and inedible species will exhibit different turnover patterns 
along the elevational gradient in the forest.

3. Tree species utilization along elevational gradient will have differ-
ent effects on tree stem density and diameter class distributions 
of edible and inedible trees.

2  |  MATERIAL S AND METHODS

2.1  |  Study location

The study was carried out in an area of tropical rainforest located 
in Oban Division of Cross River National Park (CRNP), Nigeria 
(Figure 1b). The forest is situated between longitude 8°10′ and 8°55′ 
East and latitude 5°00′ and 5°50´ North and covers an estimated 
area of ~251,345 ha (Adeyemi, 2016; Jimoh et al., 2012; Olajide 
et al., 2008). In the North, South, and West, the forest is bounded by 
a number of forest- dependent and small- holder agricultural commu-
nities, and it is continuous with the Korup National Park and Ejagham 
Forest Reserve of Cameroon in the East (Adeyemi, 2016; Agaldo 
et al., 2016; Jimoh et al., 2012; Oluwatosin & Jimoh, 2016).

The forest vegetation is lowland and submontane moist tropical 
rainforest with mean annual precipitation ranging between 3000 
and 3500 mm, mean monthly temperature range of 23– 37°C, rug-
ged terrain and elevation ranging from ~100 m to over 1000 m above 
mean sea level (Agaldo et al., 2016; Aigbe & Omokhua, 2015; Jimoh 
et al., 2012). The forest is the last stronghold of pristine tropical 
forest in Nigeria (Agaldo et al., 2016). The Oban forest is also part 
of the “Gulf of Guinea biodiversity hotspots of conservation con-
cerns” in West Africa (Agaldo et al., 2016). It is known to house a 
large number of endemic flora and fauna species (Oates et al., 2004), 
including most of the 935 tree species identified in Nigeria (Lock & 
Keay, 1991), other herbaceous plant species, and a rich diversity of 
butterflies, birds, reptiles, amphibians, and a wide range of mammal 
species including ungulates, cats, buffalo, elephants, and primates, 
including the world's rarest lowland gorillas and others plant and an-
imal species (Asuk et al., 2018).

2.2  |  Plot establishment

To assess the impact of elevation on species diversity and the im-
pact of humans along these elevational gradients, plots were estab-
lished along an elevational gradient rising from about 100 to 500 m 
above sea level (Agaldo et al., 2016; Aigbe & Omokhua, 2015; Jimoh 

et al., 2012). Plot location was also consistent with some additional 
considerations (see Section S1.1 in Appendix S1) from Fores tPlots.
net (Phillips et al., 2018).

Between August 23, 2019, and September 9, 2019, along an el-
evational band of between 100 and 500 m above sea level, five plot 
clusters were established in three areas of the forest for the study 
(see Appendix S1, Table S1): one cluster in Erukut, and two clusters 
in Aking and Osomba each (Figure 1a,c,d,e). Three 40 by 40 m plots 
with varying elevation were established in each of the clusters, 
making a total of 15 sample plots (Figure 1c– e) with a total area of 
2.4 hectares. Due to the steep topography of Aking and Osomba 
locations, plots were established at closer horizontal intervals based 
on elevational differences of about 20 m.

2.3  |  Data collection

All trees with a minimum of 10 cm dbh in all 15 plots were measured 
and tagged with a unique number. The collected data included plot 
information (plot number and GPS coordinate of the four corners of 
plots using Garmin eTrex 10 Outdoor Handheld GPS Unit), tree dbh 
(diameter of a tree at 1.30 m from the base) using a diameter tape 
and LaserAce 1000 rangefinder for points of measurement too high 
for a diameter tape, species name, assigned tag number, and species 
group (edible and inedible species). Measurement of buttress trees, 
folk trees, leaning trees, or trees on a slope was completed using the 
African Tropical Rainforest Observation Network (AfriTRON) pro-
tocol (Phillips et al., 2018). Trees were identified to species level by 
a field taxonomist and in cases where there was uncertainty in the 
identification of species, tree locations were noted, and specimens 
collected and stored in herbarium presses for further taxonomic 
work.

Information on tree species producing edible fruits, nuts, and 
seeds for humans was collected from four out of 39 forest depen-
dent/support zone communities within the Oban Division of Cross 
River National Park (Enuoh & Ogogo, 2018; Ewah, 2013) using 
structured questionnaires (see Appendix S2). Two of the villages, 
Nsan and Aking, were selected based on proximity to the plot while 
Obutong, and Mkpot were selected to ensure a spread around the 
National Park. Mixed method interviews (Friant et al., 2019) com-
prising of group interviews with the council of chiefs, farming/gath-
ering household heads, and individual interviews. The respondents 
were restricted to those above 25 years of age who had lived in the 
area long enough to provide information on forest tree species use. 
The information generated from the interviews was compiled into 
a comprehensive list and used to categorize tree species into those 
producing edible products and those which only produce inedible 
ones (see Appendix S1 for further details). The study was reviewed 
and approved by the Humanities and Social Sciences Ethical Review 
Committee of the University of Birmingham. Consent letters on the 
collection, use and storage of data by research team, were read to 
all participants. Only respondent who consented voluntarily partic-
ipated in the study.
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4  |     ASUK et al.

F I G U R E  1  Topographic map of Oban Division showing the three areas selected for location of permanent sample plots and forest- 
dependent communities used for the study (a). Map of Nigeria showing the location of Oban Division of Cross River National Park (b). 
Clusters of plot clusters along elevational band withing the three study areas (c– e).
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    |  5ASUK et al.

2.4  |  Data processing and analysis

R (version 4.0.3) was used for all analyses (RStudio Team, 2021).

2.4.1  |  Comparing species abundance distributions 
(SADs) and the evenness of edible and inedible tree 
species along the elevational gradient

Species abundance distributions were calculated for the different 
species groups at the community level (i.e., all plots combined) using 
the “sads” and “gambin” R packages (Matthews et al., 2020; Prado 
et al., 2018). The histogram form of SAD plotting was used (Connolly 
& Dornelas, 2011; Matthews & Whittaker, 2014). As an additional 
SAD test, the gamma- binomial (gambin) model was fitted to the 
SAD data on a histogram of log- transformed octaves (Matthews & 
Whittaker, 2014). To create the abundance octaves, log2 transfor-
mation was used to double the abundance class of previous octave 
(Matthews et al., 2014). Thus, beginning from 0, each octave had 
an interval that was twice the preceding one (octave 0 = “1 individ-
ual”, 1 = “2– 3”, 2 = “4– 7”, 3 = “8– 15”, 4 = “16– 31”, and 5 = “32– 63”; 
Matthews et al., 2014; Prado et al., 2018; Verberk, 2012). The gambin 
model is a flexible SAD model with one free parameter (alpha) that 
provides a metric of SAD shape (Matthews et al., 2014), allowing us 
to compare the shape of edible and inedible species SADs. 95% con-
fidence intervals around the alpha values were calculated using boot-
strapping. As SAD form is known to be affected by sample size, we 
also calculated standardized alpha by subsampling all samples down 
to the smallest number of individuals in a plot (Matthews et al., 2014). 
The number of individuals in the smallest group was randomly sam-
pled from the groups with larger sample size, alpha value calculated 
and then this process repeated 999 times to generate the mean alpha 
values and standard deviations (Matthews et al., 2014).

Pielou's evenness index was used for comparing the evenness be-
tween edible and inedible species at the plot level and at the combined 
(pooled) plot level (Pielou, 1966). Pielou's evenness index (Equation 1) 
was computed using the vegan package in R (Oksanen et al., 2022), 
and plot level evenness for edible and inedible species were compared 
using a t- test from the “car” package in R (Fox et al., 2022).

where J = Pielou's evenness index, H = Shannon's diversity index, 
S = species richness.

2.4.2  |  Beta diversity and spatial species turnover 
along the elevational gradient

Pairwise beta diversity between all plots along the gradient was 
calculated using Sorensen's dissimilarity index (βsor). We also ana-
lyzed the turnover component of βsor, Simpson's dissimilarity index 

(βsim), which measures the replacement of species between pairs 
of plots independently of richness differences (Aspin et al., 2018; 
Baselga, 2010; Jarzyna & Jetz, 2018). The formulas (Equations 2 and 
3) for the computed indices are shown below (Baselga, 2010, 2012).

where a = number of species common to both locations, b = number of 
species present in the first location but absent in the second location 
and c = number of species present in the second site but absent in the 
first location.

The “betapart” R package was used to calculate the dissimilar-
ity indices using a vector of species incidence (Baselga et al., 2018). 
The incidence- based pairwise dissimilarities were regressed against 
elevation using a linear regression model to determine any general 
trend. Due to the non- independence of the data, Mantel correlation 
tests were undertaken relating the dissimilarity matrices to a matrix 
of elevational differences between plots to generate the correlation 
coefficient (and its significance) and respective confidence intervals, 
using the “ecodist” package in R (Goslee & Urban, 2017). In addition, 
to remove any possibility of spatial autocorrelation, a partial Mantel 
test (Legendre et al., 2015) was conducted using the species dissimi-
larity metrices, plot elevational matrix and plot distance matrix. This 
was done using the “vegan” R package (Oksanen et al., 2022). These 
analyses were undertaken for edible and inedible species separately.

Two null models were run to confirm that the trends in tree 
beta diversity and turnover with elevation observed in the edible 
and inedible species category were not due to chance (see details in 
Appendix S3). In addition, two sensitivity tests were conducted to 
check the effect of the ground distance between plots in Erukut and 
those in Aking and Osomba on the βsor and βsim trends observed in 
the edible and inedible species categories (see details in Appendix S3).

2.4.3  |  Stand density, basal area, and diameter size 
distribution

The dbh of all trees in the study area were transformed using natural 
logarithms and visualized on a relative density plot using the ggplot2 
package in R (RStudio Team, 2021; Wickham, 2016). Stand density 
per plot was also computed for each species category. The basal area 
(BA) and total BA of each measured tree were calculated from their 
diameter at breast height (Aigbe & Omokhua, 2015; Ojating, 2008).

Linear regression analysis was used to compare the effect of the 
elevational gradient, and the edible- inedible species category, on tree 
density (tree per ha) and total basal area (m2 per ha). Moran's I test 
(Moran, 1950) was used to check for spatial autocorrelation in the lin-
ear regression residuals. This was done with the “DHARMa” R package 
(Hartig, 2017). To determine whether the slopes and intercepts of the 

(1)J =
H

log(S)

(2)�sor =
b + c

2a + b + c

(3)�sim =
min(b, c)

a +min(b, c)
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linear regression lines differed between the species categories, for each 
dependent variable, ANCOVA was used. The ANCOVA models were 
developed using the “aov” function and type III sums of squares, using 
the “car” package (Fox et al., 2022) in R (see details in Appendix S4).

3  |  RESULTS

3.1  |  Summary of site information

We sampled 492 tree stems per hectare, with total basal area 
density of 34.41 m2 per hectare across the 15 plots (Table 1; Asuk 
et al., 2022). The sampled individuals were distributed among 144 
species in 105 genera and 49 families. Species identified as ed-
ible from group interviews with local villagers are shown in the 
Appendix S5 and Table S5. The total richness in this study was di-
vided into 35 edible species that provided food in the form of fruits 
and seeds for rural communities and 109 inedible species. Among 
the edible and inedible categories, 67.35% of families, 75.24% of the 
genera, 75.69% of the total species richness, and 65.15% of the total 
basal area belonged to the inedible species. The mean BA was higher 
in edible species (0.09 (SD: 0.37)) due to the presence of larger stems 
among the edible species category compared to inedible species. 
The 15 most abundant species had a total density of 10 stems per 
hectare, while the total stem density across all plots was 213 stem/
ha. The 15 most abundant species represented 43.29% of the total 
tree stand, and 23.37% of the total basal area.

These prevalent species included five edible species making up 
26.76% (57 stem/ha) of the stem density and 10 inedible species 
making up 73.24% (156 stem/ha) stems density.

3.2  |  SADs and evenness of edible and 
inedible species

3.2.1  |  All plots combined

The SAD of all species combined (Figure 2b) showed there were few 
highly abundant species and a higher proportion of rarer species, 

with the modal octave containing 2– 3 individuals representing the 
peak of the distribution. The alpha parameter of the gambin model 
was 3.1 (confidence interval of 2.4– 4.4). The alpha parameter of the 
gambin model was slightly lower for inedible (α = 3.1 and confidence 
interval of 2.2– 4.4) compared to edible (4.0 and confidence inter-
val of 2.1– 7.1) species. However, the confidence intervals of the two 
alpha values overlapped. A lower alpha was recorded for inedible 
category of 1.83 (SD = 0.30 and 95% CI of 1.37– 2.41) after stand-
ardizing the population of both categories. At this scale, the pooled 
(all plots combined) evenness index of the edible category was not 
different from the inedible.

3.2.2  |  Individual plots

At the scale of individual plots, Pielou's evenness index (Figure 2a) 
showed that the edible species had similar (p value < .348) evenness 
at the plot level compared to the inedible category. For edible spe-
cies, evenness ranged from 0.840 to 0.988 while for inedible species 
it ranged from 0.790 to 0.964.

3.3  |  Beta diversity and the turnover of edible and 
inedible species along the elevation gradient

3.3.1  |  Relationship between beta diversity and 
elevation in edible and inedible tree species

Pairwise dissimilarity plots (Figure 3a,d) showed that elevation 
had a strong positive effect on the differences in composition be-
tween plots in the study area when all species were considered 
together. There was a significant (p = .001) Mantel correlation 
value of 0.43 between both total beta diversity (a) and turnover 
(b) and elevation, indicating that both pairwise total beta diversity 
and turnover increased with increasing difference in elevation be-
tween plots.

Both the pairwise total beta diversity and replacement compo-
nent for edible species (Figure 3b,e) remained constant as the dif-
ference in elevation between plots increased. In contrast, inedible 

Variable Edible Inedible Total

Families 16 (32.65%) 33 (67.35%) 49

Genera 26 (24.76%) 79 (75.24%) 105

Total species richness 35 (24.31%) 109 (75.69%) 144

Total stem density (stem/ha) 128 (26.02%) 364 (73.98%) 492

Total Basal Area (m2/ha) 11.99 (34.85%) 22.42 (65.15%) 34.41

Mean Basal Area (m2/ha) 0.59 (SD: 0.42) 0.39 (SD: 0.12)

Prevalent species count 5 (33.33%) 10 (66.67%) 15

Prevalent species stem density (stem/ha) 57 (26.76%) 156 (73.24%) 213

Prevalent species basal area (m2/ha) 2.23 (27.74%) 5.81 (72.26%) 8.04

Abbreviation: SD, standard deviation.

TA B L E  1  Summary of total species, 
tree density per hectare, and total basal 
area in the forest
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    |  7ASUK et al.

species exhibited a significant positive correlation between total 
beta diversity and the replacement component, and elevation 
(Figure 3c,f). For both the total beta diversity and turnover plots, 
the Mantel correlation coefficients for edible and inedible species 
did not overlap, indicating significant differences in the patterns be-
tween the two subsets.

3.3.2  |  Sensitivity test and null model analyses

The sensitivity test to check the effect of the ground distance be-
tween plots on the βsor and βsim trends observed (see Appendix S6, 
Figures S1 and S2) yielded similar trends for both species categories, 
suggesting that the distance between plots in Erukut from those in 
Aking and Osomba were not driving the observed patterns. The p 
values from the partial Mantel's test which accounted for spatial au-
tocorrelation in the data yielded similar results as the Mantels test 
(see Appendix S6, Table S6). The fixed- fixed null model analysis (see 
Appendix S6, Table S7) revealed that the Mantel correlations for ed-
ible species were not significantly different from observed, but the 
observed correlations (both βsor and βsim) for the inedible species were 
significantly higher than expected. The interspecies randomized null 
model (see Appendix S6, Table S6) provided slightly contrasting 

results. The correlations for the edible species, for both βsor and βsim, 
were found to be significantly lower than expected, given the null 
model. Again, the observed correlations for inedible species were 
higher than expected, although they were non- significant.

3.4  |  Effect of tree species utilization on 
diameter size distribution, tree stem density, and BA 
along the gradient

3.4.1  |  Diameter size distribution

The diameter distribution for all species together, and edible and in-
edible species separately, all show a reverse J- shaped or negative 
exponential function characteristic of a natural uneven- aged tropi-
cal forest stand (Daniel et al., 2015; Marín et al., 2005), with the 
number of trees stems decreasing as tree dbh increases (Figure 4). 
The nonlinear relationship between dbh and stem density shown 
on the curve further indicated that there was regeneration and up-
growth of stems along diameter classes in the forest stand (Daniel 
et al., 2015; Marín et al., 2005). For lots of the dimeter distribution 
curves within plots (Figure 4b), the edible category (red line) was 
above the inedible (blue line) around point 4.

F I G U R E  2  (a) Boxplot of plot level Pielou's evenness index for edible, inedible and total species categories (pooled evenness total = 0.887, 
edible = 0.871 and inedible = 0.869) and (b) a species abundance distribution octave plot with the fit of the gambin model for edible, 
inedible, and all tree species in the forest. (octaves: 0 = “1 individual”, 1 = “2– 3”, 2 = “4– 7”, 3 = “8– 15”, 4 = “16– 31”, and 5 = “32– 63”). The 
brown bars are overlayed on the blue bars while the green bars are overlayed on the brown bars to preserve origin at zero.
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8  |     ASUK et al.

3.4.2  |  Tree stand and basal area densities along the 
elevational gradient

Linear regression models fitted to tree density (tree/hectare) 
against elevation (m) (Figure 5a) indicated a significant relationship 

only for inedible species. The R2 value (intercept = 141.25, 
slope = −0.05; p value = .65) for edible species was 0.02, while a 
significant (intercept = 283.50, slope = 0.29; p value = .02) posi-
tive association with elevation was observed for inedible species, 
with an R2 value of 0.34. Results from the ANCOVA model (see 

F I G U R E  3  Pairwise dissimilarity trend showing the association between both total beta diversity, BSor (a– c) and turnover, BSim (d– f), 
and elevation (m) for edible and inedible species in Oban Forest. The r values and confidence intervals (CIs) were generated from mantel 
correlation tests. The solid lines show ordinary least squares regression fits, only for significant associations.

F I G U R E  4  Tree diameter size distribution curve showing relative density of tree dbh in Oban Forest. (a) Tree diameter size distribution 
curve of all measured trees grouped into edible and inedible categories. (b) Tree diameter size distribution curve of trees measured in each 
plot categorized into edible and inedible.
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details in Appendix S4) with two covariates (species category 
and elevation) and with tree density as the dependent variable 
showed that the slopes of the regression lines differed between 
the edible- inedible categories (interaction term F value = 5.026; p 
value = .034). Results from the Moran's I test of spatial autocor-
relation for edible and inedible species categories yielded p val-
ues that were greater than .05 in all cases, thus indicating that 
there was no spatial autocorrelation in the residuals (see details in 
Appendix S7, Table S8).

No significant relationships were recorded between total BA 
and elevation (Figure 5b) for either category. ANCOVA with species 
category and elevation as covariates, and total basal area as the de-
pendent variable (see Appendix S4), showed that the slopes of the 
regression lines for both categories were not significantly different 
from each other (interaction term F value = 1.421; p value = .244). 
Moran's I test yielded a non- significant p value, indicating that there 
was no spatial autocorrelation in the model's residuals (Appendix S7, 
Table S8).

4  |  DISCUSSIONS

4.1  |  Potential effect of human activities along the 
elevational gradient on SADs and species evenness

The SAD plots (Figure 2) for the total community indicate that the 
sampled area of the forest exhibited a log- left skewed lognormal 
distribution type SAD, a pattern commonly observed in tropical for-
ests (Hubbell, 2001; Matthews & Whittaker, 2014). Pooled species 
richness was lower for edible species and higher for inedible species 
while the Pielou's evenness index was similar for both categories at 

pooled and plot levels. However, at the plot level, edible tree species 
recorded the highest evenness while inedible species recorded the 
lowest.

Despite the difference in species richness and stand density be-
tween both categories, the high evenness in edible category at plot 
and pooled levels might be due to sample size effects (Mackey & 
Currie, 2001) or linked to historical impacts of human influence on 
the abundance of species along the elevational gradient (Wilsey & 
Potvin, 2000) through tree management, deliberate planting, and 
conservation for food production (see Section 4.3). Conservation 
efforts have concentrated on the present species richness of the for-
est but previous an assessment of species abundances shows how 
the forest species composition and abundance has modified over 
time (Ellis et al., 2010, 2021; Wilsey & Potvin, 2000). This is further 
evident in the beta diversity results whereby inedible species exhib-
ited more turnover than edible species.

4.2  |  Difference in beta diversity and 
turnover in edible and inedible species along the 
elevational gradient

Elevation is an important variable that affects the distribution of 
trees in tropical rainforests (Lan et al., 2011). The pairwise beta di-
versity trends observed here showed that there was a positive as-
sociation between beta diversity and differences in elevation. The 
beta diversity and turnover trends of inedible species were similar to 
that for all species combined. In contrast, the beta diversity of edible 
species exhibited no trend with elevation (Figure 3).

In the absence of human influence, we may expect the constant 
turnover of species along the elevational gradient due to niche 

F I G U R E  5  Trend in stem density (a) and total basal area per hectare (b) per plot with increasing elevation for edible and inedible species
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filtering (i.e., the changing of abiotic conditions with increasing el-
evation) and/or dispersal limitation (Peters et al., 2019). This will re-
sult in increased pairwise spatial beta diversity between plots with 
increasing elevational distance, which is the pattern observed for in-
edible species. However, edible species did not exhibit a significant 
relationship between elevation and pairwise composition. This could 
be due to tree propagules being spread by humans along the gradi-
ent (both purposefully and indirectly), resulting in the spatial homog-
enization of community composition. However, for the spreading of 
seeds by humans to have this effect it must mean that (i) niche fil-
tering is not a dominant assembly mechanism and instead dispersal 
limitation is driving tree distributions in this forest (Hubbell, 2001), 
(ii) human- aided dispersal is occurring at such a rate that mass ef-
fects (Shmida & Wilson, 1985) are overriding any niche filters, or (iii) 
a combination of the two. Further research is needed to fully explore 
these different possibilities.

4.3  |  Trends in dbh distribution, tree species 
density, and BA along elevational gradient 
in the forest

The dbh, BA, and stem density distribution shown by certain species 
categories can indicate the type of human footprint in the forest (de 
Quesada & Kuuluvainen, 2020). Humans tend to favor propagation 
and conservation of certain tree species based on their utilization 
value. Thus, the dbh distribution of edible tree differed from that 
of inedible trees species (Marín et al., 2005). The interventions of 
humans include selective conservation, enrichment planting, and 
seed dispersal of desired species, while undesirable species may be 
harvested.

There was consistency of red line (edible) above blue line (inedi-
ble) around point 4 (Figure 4), which could be suggestive of a period 
of disturbance (mortality, gap in the forest that favor height growth 
or slowed diameter growth) in the inedible category not observed 
in the edible species category (Aigbe & Omokhua, 2015). However, 
the variability observed in individual plots of tree dbh also suggests 
that other variables maybe important. The diameter distribution of 
trees species can be affected by the mortality patterns in the for-
est (de Quesada & Kuuluvainen, 2020) or the distribution of species 
abundance. A study in an old growth forest in Costa Rica revealed 
that basal area and density of large trees is expected to increase with 
elevation (Muñoz Mazón et al., 2020). Even though inedible species 
had three times the species diversity, three times the stand density 
of edible species, they only had twice the total BA and a lower mean 
BA than edible species (see Table 1).

The level of impact that foraging by local communities has on for-
ests is likely to be linked to accessibility in some way, although this is 
not necessarily a simple function of elevation given the activity is low 
intensity and does not require heavy machinery, and thus, foragers 
have the capacity to cover a wider spatial range and along varying 
elevational gradients (Jimoh et al., 2012). For example, the villagers 
interviewed stated that they often foraged in the higher elevations of 

our gradient. However, there are additional human activities that may 
be more impactful at different parts of the elevation gradient, which 
may then influence species composition and distribution across the 
gradient (Socolar et al., 2016), although these should impact edible 
and inedible species equally. For instance, logging activities might be 
limited to more accessible areas at relatively low elevation.

Socolar et al. (2016) stated that human activities, taxa, and geo-
graphical location can determine the impact pattern on tree species 
composition and diversity. In a forest area, like the study location 
used here, with rough terrain, increasing elevational gradient, in-
accessible roads, and reasonable distance away from human habi-
tation, forest harvest for timber and/or farming at higher elevation 
might be difficult (Adeyemi, 2016; Aigbe & Omokhua, 2015; Jimoh 
et al., 2012; Olajide et al., 2008; Otu et al., 2012). Therefore, while 
some activities that occurred in the past may have been limited to 
the lower elevations or unevenly distributed along varying eleva-
tions, these activities such as harvesting of timber, farming, nomadic 
nature of some indigenous settlements, foraging, and others could 
have affected the distribution of tree stand density along the eleva-
tional gradient (Adnan et al., 2015; Aigbe & Omokhua, 2015; Asuk 
et al., 2021; Jimoh et al., 2012). In addition, conservation efforts by 
indigenous people would favor trees utilized for their seeds, fruits, 
and others more than those not used for food (Asuk et al., 2021). 
This would result in trees with food value having bigger girth with 
greater mean BA per hectare (see Table 1) and a more even distribu-
tion of stand density with elevation compared to species that may 
likely have been harvested prior to the creation of the National Park. 
Furthermore, as humans forage along the elevational gradient, they 
may be more likely to propagate seeds of desirable tree species at 
lower elevations in a bid to reduce their foraging distances. Although 
it is not possible to make a definitive attribution, the difference in BA 
and stand density trends observed in edible and inedible species for 
the study area (Figure 5) are therefore consistent with the expected 
impacts of human intervention.

However, it is worth highlighting that alternative explanations 
may also explain the observed patterns, or may be acting in tandem 
with the effects of human foraging (Adnan et al., 2015; Brockerhoff 
et al., 2017). First, edible and inedible species may have different 
trait values, especially if traits are linked with edibility (e.g., traits 
related to tissue density; Lueder et al., 2022; Waddell et al., 2020). 
If edibility- related traits also affect dispersal ability or the ability of 
species to cope with the abiotic environment (as in tissue density 
traits), then the edible- inedible comparison may not reflect the ef-
fect of humans but that of trait– environment interactions. Similarly, 
edible species might be functionally similar due to phylogenetic 
similarities, which are not accounted for in this study. Second, while 
we classified species as edible based on interviews with local villag-
ers, we cannot discount the role of other animal taxa in dispersing 
the edible species (Teitelbaum & Mueller, 2019). As data on species 
traits and interaction networks in the study area are not available, 
we recommend conducting further study involving abiotic factors 
and functional traits to validate these findings (Lueder et al., 2022; 
Waddell et al., 2020).
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4.4  |  Implications and additional considerations

The disparity in the trends observed in edible and inedible species 
could be due to selective dispersal of propagule during foraging, 
deliberate conservation, and management of desired species by 
humans for food production. These low- impact activities are theo-
rized to potentially modify the forest species composition overtime 
leaving observable footprints. Furthermore, large- scale disturbance 
of the forest due to timber harvesting, clear cutting for agriculture, 
or agroforestry practices are some other factors capable of modi-
fying the forest. These human interactions, that potentially modi-
fied the forest prior to the creation of the National Park, might have 
left some footprints which are still visible in the dbh abundance- size 
distribution. Even though the forest is now protected, low- intensity 
activities of human may continue to modify the species composi-
tion and structure of the forest. This supports the findings of Aigbe 
and Omokhua (2015) who pointed out that the species composi-
tion of the Oban forest might be recovering from past disturbances 
from tree mortality which occurred prior to acquiring the National 
Park status. Notwithstanding the data indicating human impact, 
Adeyemi (2016) was of the opinion that the hilly terrain, poor road 
network, and large water bodies adjoining the forest may have as-
sisted in reducing pressure on the forest from certain human activi-
ties such as logging, thus preserving the current species diversity of 
the forest. But as pointed out by Levis et al. (2017), some activities 
such as food gathering encourage forest- dependent communities to 
cover wider ranges thus promoting dispersal of edible species.

The results of this study, along with information of past distur-
bances that may have occurred in the forest (Adeyemi, 2016; Agaldo 
et al., 2016; Aigbe & Omokhua, 2015; Jimoh et al., 2012; Olajide 
et al., 2008; Otu et al., 2012), suggest that low- intensity human ac-
tivities have influenced the forest species distribution and structure. 
Earlier research has shown that more than 50% of the global tropical 
broadleaf forest show evidence of similar low- intensity human im-
pact (Ellis et al., 2010, 2021). Studies in the Amazon forests (Bush 
& Flenley, 2007; Clement et al., 2015; Piperno et al., 2015) also in-
dicate that low- intensity human activity has modified the forest. 
Furthermore, studies have shown that indigenous human societies 
have historically modified the structure and composition of terres-
trial biosphere dating back 12,000 years and 75% to 95% of these 
area might now be in seminatural states (Ellis et al., 2010, 2021; 
Helmus et al., 2014; Williams et al., 2020). Much focus has rather 
been placed on high- intensity activities such as logging, and it has 
been shown that many forests are not natural due to human farming, 
and nomadic settlements in the past. But our result show that even 
very low- intensity foraging, which is not visible from remote sens-
ing and field inventories is also possibly changing forest dynamics, 
which throws into question whether any forest can be classified as 
“natural”.

As a single case study, care is needed in extending these find-
ings elsewhere and further work at a broader scale will be needed 
to assess whether these patterns and interpretations hold true more 
widely across the continent and indeed tropical forests as a whole. In 

our opinion, the results presented indicate a role of human foraging 
on the distribution and structure of edible tree species.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
S.A., N.K., J.S., T.P., and T.M. conceived the ideas; S.A., V.E., and N.I. 
collected the data; S.A. analyzed the data; and S.A. led the interpre-
tation and writing with assistance from N.K., J.S., T.P., and T.M.

ACKNOWLEDG MENTS
We gratefully acknowledge the following people: for data collec-
tions: Mr Albert; for logistical support and field research assistance: 
Birmingham Institute of Forest Research (BIFOR), Sagan Friant's Risk 
laboratory, and staff of Cross River National Park— Nigeria; for com-
ments and suggestions: Adriane Esquivel Muelbert. Permission to 
established permanent sample plots and collect data was given by 
the Nigerian National Park Service. Funding was provided by the 
Petroleum Technology Development Fund (PTDF), Nigeria. This 
paper contributes towards the Strategic Research Areas BECC and 
MERGE.

CONFLIC T OF INTERE S T
The corresponding author confirms on behalf of all authors that 
there have been no involvements that might raise the question of 
bias in the work reported or in the conclusions, implications, or opin-
ions stated.

DATA AVAIL ABILIT Y S TATEMENT
The data that support the findings of this study are openly available 
in DRYAD at 10.5061/dryad.kh189328z. More details have been 
provided in the supporting information.

ORCID
Sijeh A. Asuk  https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4156-0202 

R E FE R E N C E S
Adeyemi, A. A. (2016). Site quality assessment and allometric models 

for tree species in the Oban Forest, Nigeria. Journal of Sustainable 
Forestry, 35(4), 280– 298. https://doi.org/10.1080/10549 
811.2016.1168306

Adnan, M., Tariq, A., & Shinwari, Z. K. (2015). Effects of human proximity 
and nomadic grazing on the diversity of medicinal plants in temper-
ate hindukush. Pakistan Journal of Botany, 47(1), 149– 157.

Agaldo, J., Gwom, T. G., & Apeverga, P. T. (2016). An assessment of pres-
ent threats and associated conservation implication to the Oban 
division Forest cross river national park; Nigeria's biodiversity 
hotspot. Ethiopian Journal of Environmental Studies and Management, 
9(2), 938– 950. https://doi.org/10.4314/ejesm.v9i2.1S

Aigbe, H. I., & Omokhua, G. E. (2015). Tree species composition and 
diversity in Oban Forest reserve, Nigeria. Journal of Agricultural 
Studies, 3(1), 10. https://doi.org/10.5296/jas.v3i1.6461

Alahuhta, J., Kosten, S., Akasaka, M., Auderset, D., Azzella, M. M., 
Bolpagni, R., Bove, C. P., Chambers, P. A., Chappuis, E., Clayton, J., 
de Winston, M., Ecke, F., Gacia, E., Gecheva, G., Grillas, P., Hauxwell, 
J., Hellsten, S., Hjort, J., Hoyer, M. V., … Heino, J. (2017). Global vari-
ation in the beta diversity of lake macrophytes is driven by environ-
mental heterogeneity rather than latitude. Journal of Biogeography, 
44(8), 1758– 1769. https://doi.org/10.1111/jbi.12978

 17447429, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/btp.13180 by T

est, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [09/12/2022]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.kh189328z
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4156-0202
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4156-0202
https://doi.org/10.1080/10549811.2016.1168306
https://doi.org/10.1080/10549811.2016.1168306
https://doi.org/10.4314/ejesm.v9i2.1S
https://doi.org/10.5296/jas.v3i1.6461
https://doi.org/10.1111/jbi.12978


12  |     ASUK et al.

Anderson, M. J., Crist, T. O., Chase, J. M., Vellend, M., Inouye, B. D., 
Freestone, A. L., Sanders, N. J., Cornell, H. V., Comita, L. S., Davies, 
K. F., Harrison, S. P., Kraft, N. J. B., Stegen, J. C., & Swenson, N. G. 
(2011). Navigating the multiple meanings of β diversity: A roadmap 
for the practicing ecologist. Ecology Letters, 14(1), 19– 28. https://
doi.org/10.1111/j.1461- 0248.2010.01552.x

Aspin, T. W. H., Matthews, T. J., Khamis, K., Milner, A. M., Wang, Z., 
O'Callaghan, M. J., & Ledger, M. E. (2018). Drought intensifica-
tion drives turnover of structure and function in stream inverte-
brate communities. Ecography, 41(12), 1992– 2004. https://doi.
org/10.1111/ecog.03711

Asuk, S., Kettridge, N., Sadler, J., Pugh, T., Matthews, T., Ebu, V., & 
Ifebueme, N. (2021). Does foraging impact tropical forest compo-
sition? EGU21. Copernicus Meetings. https://doi.org/10.5194/
EGUSP HERE- EGU21 - 8867

Asuk, S., Matthews, T., Sadler, J., Pugh, T., Ebu, V., Ifebueme, N., & 
Kettridge, N. (2022). Data from: Impact of human foraging on tree di-
versity, composition and abundance in a tropical rainforest. Retrieved 
October 30, 2022, from DRYAD website: https://doi.org/10.5061/
dryad.kh189 328z

Asuk, S. A., Ebu, V. T., & Ifebueme, N. M. (2018). Assessment of 
community- based ecotourism prospects in southern Nigeria: Case 
study of Iko Esai community. International Journal of Agricultural 
Policy and Research, 6(7), 111– 121. https://doi.org/10.15739/ 
IJAPR.18.013

Baselga, A. (2010). Partitioning the turnover and nestedness compo-
nents of beta diversity. Global Ecology and Biogeography, 19(1), 134– 
143. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466- 8238.2009.00490.x

Baselga, A. (2012). The relationship between species replacement, 
dissimilarity derived from nestedness, and nestedness. Global 
Ecology and Biogeography, 21(12), 1223– 1232. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1466- 8238.2011.00756.x

Baselga, A., Orme, D., Villeger, S., De Bortoli, J., Leprieur, F., Logez, M., 
& Henriques- Silva, R. (2018). Package “Betapart”: Partitioning Beta 
Diversity into Turnover and Nestedness Components. R Package 
Version 1.5.1. http://www.pwrc.usgs.gov/BBS/

Brockerhoff, E. G., Barbaro, L., Castagneyrol, B., Forrester, D. I., Gardiner, 
B., González- Olabarria, J. R., Lyver, P. B., Meurisse, N., Oxbrough, 
A., Taki, H., Thompson, I. D., van der Plas, F., & Jactel, H. (2017). 
Forest biodiversity, ecosystem functioning and the provision of 
ecosystem services. Biodiversity and Conservation, 26, 3005– 3035. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s1053 1- 017- 1453- 2

Bush, M. B., & Flenley, J. R. (2007). Tropical rainforest responses to cli-
matic change. Springer Berlin. https://doi.org/10.1007/978- 3- 
540- 48842 - 2

Bush, M. B., Mcmichael, C. H., Piperno, D. R., Silman, M. R., Barlow, J., 
Peres, C. A., Power, M., & Palace, M. W. (2015). Anthropogenic 
influence on Amazonian forests in pre- history: An ecological per-
spective. Journal of Biogeography, 42(12), 2277– 2288. https://doi.
org/10.1111/jbi.12638

Chaturvedi, R. K., Raghubanshi, A. S., Tomlinson, K. W., & Singh, J. S. 
(2017). Impacts of human disturbance in tropical dry forests in-
crease with soil moisture stress. Journal of Vegetation Science, 28(5), 
997– 1007. https://doi.org/10.1111/jvs.12547

Clement, C. R., Denevan, W. M., Heckenberger, M. J., Junqueira, A. B., 
Neves, E. G., Teixeira, W. G., & Woods, W. I. (2015). The domesti-
cation of Amazonia before european conquest. Proceedings of the 
Royal Society B: Biological Sciences, 282(1812), 20150813. https://
doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2015.0813

Connolly, S. R., & Dornelas, M. (2011). Fitting and empirical evaluation of 
models for species abundance distributions. Oxford University Press.

Da Silva, V., da Silva, V. L., Da Silva, V., Costa, D. D. A., da Silva, F. D. 
A., da Silva, G. M. B., & Christoffersen, M. L. (2018). Abundance 
of trees used As food by primates in fragments of Atlantic Forest. 
Environmental Smoke, 1(1), 20– 41. https://doi.org/10.32435/ envsm 
oke.20181 120- 41

Daniel, K. S., Jacob, D. E., & Udeagha, A. U. (2015). Tree species com-
position in selected sacred forests in Nigeria. International Journal 
of Molecular Ecology and Conservation, 5(7), 1– 10. https://doi.
org/10.5376/ijmec.2015.05.0007

Dantas de Miranda, M., Pereira, H. M., Corley, M. F. V., & Merckx, T. 
(2019). Beta diversity patterns reveal positive effects of farmland 
abandonment on moth communities. Scientific Reports, 9(1), 1549. 
https://doi.org/10.1038/s4159 8- 018- 38200 - 3

de Quesada, G., & Kuuluvainen, T. (2020). Tree diametric- species diver-
sity is affected by human impact in old scots pine dominated forest 
in boreal Fennoscandia. Forest Ecosystems, 7(1), 1– 12. https://doi.
org/10.1186/s4066 3- 020- 0219- 6

Donoso, I., García, D., Martínez, D., Tylianakis, J. M., & Stouffer, D. B. 
(2017). Complementary effects of species abundances and ecolog-
ical neighborhood on the occurrence of fruit- frugivore interactions. 
Frontiers in Ecology and Evolution, 5, 1– 12. https://doi.org/10.3389/
fevo.2017.00133

Ellis, E. C., Gauthier, N., Goldewijk, K. K., Bird, R. B., Boivin, N., Díaz, 
S., Fuller, D. Q., Gill, J. L., Kaplan, J. O., Kingston, N., Locke, H., 
McMichael, C. N. H., Ranco, D., Rick, T. C., Shaw, M. R., Stephens, L., 
Svenning, J.- C., & Watson, J. E. M. (2021). People have shaped most 
of terrestrial nature for at least 12,000 years. Proceedings of the 
National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, 118(17), 
e2023483118. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.20234 83118

Ellis, E. C., Goldewijk, K. K., Siebert, S., Lightman, D., & Ramankutty, 
N. (2010). Anthropogenic transformation of the biomes, 1700 to 
2000. Global Ecology and Biogeography, 19(5), 589– 606. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1466- 8238.2010.00540.x

Elo, M., Alahuhta, J., Kanninen, A., Meissner, K. K., Seppälä, K., & 
Mönkkönen, M. (2018). Environmental characteristics and anthro-
pogenic impact jointly modify aquatic macrophyte species diver-
sity. Frontiers in Plant Science, 9, 1– 15. https://doi.org/10.3389/
fpls.2018.01001

Enuoh, O. O. O., & Ogogo, A. U. (2018). Cross river national park and 
communities: Is authoritarian park protection the answer? Journal 
of Sustainable Development, 11(5), 212. https://doi.org/10.5539/jsd.
v11n5 p212

Ewah, J. O. (2013). Survival strategies of support zone communities 
in Cross River National Park Okwangwo Division, 1990 –  2010. 
International Journal of Humanities and Social Science, 3(1), 238– 245. 
http://www.ijhss net.com/journ als/Vol_3_No_1_Janua ry_2013/29.
pdf

Fox, J., Weisberg, S., Price, B., Adler, D., Bates, D., Baud- Bovy, G., 
Bolker, B., Ellison, S., Firth, D., Friendly, M., Gorjanc, G., Graves, S., 
Heiberger, R., Krivitsky, P., Laboissiere, R., Maechler, M., Monette, 
G., Murdoch, D., Nilsson, H., … R- Core. (2022). Package “car”. 
Retrieved from https://r- forge.r- proje ct.org/proje cts/car/

Friant, S., Ayambem, W. A., Alobi, A. O., Ifebueme, N. M., Otukpa, O. M., 
Ogar, D. A., Alawa, C. B. I., Goldberg, T. L., Jacka, J. K., & Rothman, 
J. M. (2019). Life on the rainforest edge: Food security in the 
agricultural- Forest frontier of Cross River state, Nigeria. Frontiers 
in Sustainable Food Systems, 3, 1– 14. https://doi.org/10.3389/
fsufs.2019.00113

Gallardo- Cruz, J. A., Pérez- García, E. A., & Meave, J. A. (2009). β- Diversity 
and vegetation structure as influenced by slope aspect and altitude 
in a seasonally dry tropical landscape. Landscape Ecology, 24, 473– 
482. https://doi.org/10.1007/s1098 0- 009- 9332- 1

García- Navas, V., Sattler, T., Schmid, H., & Ozgul, A. (2020). Temporal ho-
mogenization of functional and beta diversity in bird communities 
of the swiss Alps. Diversity and Distributions, 26, 900– 911. https://
doi.org/10.1111/ddi.13076

Goslee, S. C., & Urban, D. L. (2017). The ecodist package for dissimilarity- 
based analysis of ecological data. Journal of Statistical Software, 
22(7), 1– 19.

Gradstein, S. R., Kessler, M., & Pitopang, R. (2007). Tree species diver-
sity relative to human land uses in tropical rain forest margins in 

 17447429, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/btp.13180 by T

est, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [09/12/2022]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2010.01552.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2010.01552.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/ecog.03711
https://doi.org/10.1111/ecog.03711
https://doi.org/10.5194/EGUSPHERE-EGU21-8867
https://doi.org/10.5194/EGUSPHERE-EGU21-8867
https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.kh189328z
https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.kh189328z
https://doi.org/10.15739/IJAPR.18.013
https://doi.org/10.15739/IJAPR.18.013
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-8238.2009.00490.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-8238.2011.00756.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-8238.2011.00756.x
http://www.pwrc.usgs.gov/BBS/
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-017-1453-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-48842-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-48842-2
https://doi.org/10.1111/jbi.12638
https://doi.org/10.1111/jbi.12638
https://doi.org/10.1111/jvs.12547
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2015.0813
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2015.0813
https://doi.org/10.32435/envsmoke.20181120-41
https://doi.org/10.32435/envsmoke.20181120-41
https://doi.org/10.5376/ijmec.2015.05.0007
https://doi.org/10.5376/ijmec.2015.05.0007
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-38200-3
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40663-020-0219-6
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40663-020-0219-6
https://doi.org/10.3389/fevo.2017.00133
https://doi.org/10.3389/fevo.2017.00133
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2023483118
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-8238.2010.00540.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-8238.2010.00540.x
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2018.01001
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2018.01001
https://doi.org/10.5539/jsd.v11n5p212
https://doi.org/10.5539/jsd.v11n5p212
http://www.ijhssnet.com/journals/Vol_3_No_1_January_2013/29.pdf
http://www.ijhssnet.com/journals/Vol_3_No_1_January_2013/29.pdf
https://r-forge.r-project.org/projects/car/
https://doi.org/10.3389/fsufs.2019.00113
https://doi.org/10.3389/fsufs.2019.00113
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10980-009-9332-1
https://doi.org/10.1111/ddi.13076
https://doi.org/10.1111/ddi.13076


    |  13ASUK et al.

Central Sulawesi. In Stability of tropical rainforest margins (pp. 319– 
332). Springer Berlin Heidelberg. https://doi.org/10.1007/978- 3- 
540- 30290 - 2_16

Guerin, G. R., Biffin, E., & Lowe, A. J. (2013). Spatial modelling of species 
turnover identifies climate ecotones, climate change tipping points 
and vulnerable taxonomic groups. Ecography, 36(10), 1086– 1096. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600- 0587.2013.00215.x

Hartig, F. (2017). Package “DHARMa”: Residual Diagnostics for Hierarchical 
(Multi- Level/Mixed) Regression Models. Retrieved from http://flori 
anhar tig.github.io/DHARM a/

Helmus, M. R., Mahler, D. L., & Losos, J. B. (2014). Island biogeography 
of the Anthropocene. Nature, 513(7519), 543– 546. https://doi.
org/10.1038/natur e13739

Hubbell, S. P. (2001). The unified neutral theory of biodiversity and bioge-
ography. Princeton University Press Retrieved from https://press.
princ eton.edu/books/ paper back/97806 91021 287/the- unifi ed- 
neutr al- theor y- of- biodi versi ty- and- bioge ograp hy- mpb- 32

Jarzyna, M. A., & Jetz, W. (2018). Taxonomic and functional diversity 
change is scale dependent. Nature Communications, 9(1), 2565. 
https://doi.org/10.1038/s4146 7- 018- 04889 - z

Jimoh, S., Adesoye, P., Adeyemi, A., & Ikyaagba, E. (2012). Forest struc-
ture analysis in the Oban division of Cross River National Park, 
Nigeria –  ProQuest. Journal of Agricultural Science and Technology, 
2, 510– 518.

Kessler, M., Abrahamczyk, S., Bos, M., Buchori, D., Putra, D. D., 
Gradstein, S. R., Höhn, P., Kluge, J., Orend, F., Pitopang, R., Saleh, S., 
Schulze, C. H., Sporn, S. G., Steffan- Dewenter, I., Tjitrosoedirdjo, S. 
S., & Tscharntke, T. (2009). Alpha and beta diversity of plants and 
animals along a tropical land- use gradient. Ecological Applications, 
19(8), 2142– 2156. https://doi.org/10.1890/08- 1074.1

Lan, G., Hu, Y., Cao, M., & Zhu, H. (2011). Topography related spatial 
distribution of dominant tree species in a tropical seasonal rain for-
est in China. Forest Ecology and Management, 262(8), 1507– 1513. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2011.06.052

Legendre, P., Fortin, M. J., & Borcard, D. (2015). Should the mantel test 
be used in spatial analysis? Methods in Ecology and Evolution, 6(11), 
1239– 1247. https://doi.org/10.1111/2041- 210X.12425

Levis, C., Costa, F. R. C., Bongers, F., Peña- Claros, M., Clement, C. R., 
Junqueira, A. B., Neves, E. G., Tamanaha, E. K., Figueiredo, F. O., 
Salomão, R. P., Castilho, C. V., Magnusson, W. E., Phillips, O. L., 
Guevara, J. E., Sabatier, D., Molino, J. F., López, D. C., Mendoza, 
A. M., Pitman, N. C., … ter Steege, H. (2017). Persistent effects of 
pre- Columbian plant domestication on Amazonian forest compo-
sition. Science, 355(6328), 925– 931. https://doi.org/10.1126/scien 
ce.aal0157

Lock, J. M., & Keay, R. W. J. (1991). Trees of Nigeria. Kew Bulletin, 46(2), 
366. https://doi.org/10.2307/4110619

Lueder, S., Narasimhan, K., Olivo, J., Cabrera, D., Jurado, J. G., Greenstein, 
L., & Karubian, J. (2022). Functional traits, species diversity and 
species composition of a neotropical palm community vary in 
relation to Forest age. Frontiers in Ecology and Evolution, 10, 335. 
https://doi.org/10.3389/fevo.2022.678125

Mackey, R. L., & Currie, D. J. (2001). The diversity- disturbance relation-
ship: Is it generally strong and peaked? Ecology, 82(12), 3479– 3492. 
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012- 9658

Marín, G. C., Nygård, R., Rivas, B. G., & Oden, P. C. (2005). Stand dy-
namics and basal area change in a tropical dry forest reserve 
in Nicaragua. Forest Ecology and Management, 208(1– 3), 63– 75. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2004.10.072

Matthews, T., Borregaard, M. K., Ugland, K., & Gillespie, C. (2020, June). 
Package “gambin”: Fit the Gambin Model to Species Abundance 
Distributions. R Package 2.4.4. https://github.com/txm67 6/gambi n/

Matthews, T., & Whittaker, R. (2014). Fitting and comparing compet-
ing models of the species abundance distribution: Assessment 
and prospect. Frontiers of Biogeography, 6(2), 67– 82. https://doi.
org/10.21425/ F5FBG 20607

Matthews, T. J., Borregaard, M. K., Ugland, K. I., Borges, P. A. V., Rigal, F., 
Cardoso, P., & Whittaker, R. J. (2014). The gambin model provides a 
superior fit to species abundance distributions with a single free pa-
rameter: Evidence, implementation and interpretation. Ecography, 
37(10), 1002– 1011. https://doi.org/10.1111/ecog.00861

Matthews, T. J., & Whittaker, R. J. (2015). On the species abun-
dance distribution in applied ecology and biodiversity manage-
ment. Journal of Applied Ecology, 52(2), 443– 454. https://doi.
org/10.1111/1365- 2664.12380

McGill, B. J., Etienne, R. S., Gray, J. S., Alonso, D., Anderson, M. J., Benecha, 
H. K., Dornelas, M., Enquist, B. J., Green, J. L., He, F., Hurlbert, A. H., 
Magurran, A. E., Marquet, P. A., Maurer, B. A., Ostling, A., Soykan, 
C. U., Ugland, K. I., & White, E. P. (2007). Species abundance distri-
butions: Moving beyond single prediction theories to integration 
within an ecological framework. Ecology Letters, 10(10), 995– 1015. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461- 0248.2007.01094.x

Moran, P. A. (1950). A test for the serial independence of residuals. 
Biometrika, 37(1– 2), 178– 181. https://doi.org/10.1093/biome 
t/37.1- 2.178

Muñoz Mazón, M., Klanderud, K., Finegan, B., Veintimilla, D., Bermeo, 
D., Murrieta, E., Delgadob, D., & Sheil, D. (2020). How forest struc-
ture varies with elevation in old growth and secondary forest in 
Costa Rica. Forest Ecology and Management, 469, 118191. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2020.118191

Nascimbene, J., & Spitale, D. (2017). Patterns of beta- diversity along el-
evational gradients inform epiphyte conservation in alpine forests 
under a climate change scenario. Biological Conservation, 216, 26– 
32. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2017.09.021

Oates, J. F., Bergl, R. A., & Linder, J. M. (2004). Advances in applied 
biodiversity science: Africa's gulf of Guinea forests: Biodiversity 
patterns and conservation priorities. In Advances in applied bio-
diversity science (Vol. 6). Conservation International. https://doi.
org/10.1896/1- 88117 3- 82- 8

Ojating, I. (2008). Population analysis of emergent timber tree species 
(ETTS) in Iko Esai Forest reserve, Akamkpa, Cross River state, 
Nigeria. Global Journal of Agricultural Sciences, 7(1), 39– 43.

Oksanen, J., Simpson, G. L., Blanchet, F. G., Kindt, R., Legendre, P., 
Minchin, P. R., O'Hara, R. B., Solymos, P., Stevens, M. H. H., Szoecs, 
E., Wagner, H., Barbour, M., Bedward, M., Bolker, B., Borcard, D., 
Carvalho, G., Chirico, M., De Caceres, M., Durand, S., … Weedon, J. 
(2022). Package “vegan”: Community Ecology Package. R Package 
Version 2.6- 2. https://cran.r-proje ct.org/packa ge=vegan

Olajide, O., Udo, E. S., & Otu, D. O. (2008). Diversity and population 
of timber tree species producing valuable non- timber products 
in two tropical rainforests in Cross River state, Nigeria. Journal of 
Agriculture & Social Sciences, 4(1), 65– 68 Retrieved from http://
www.fspub lishe rs.org

Oluwatosin, B., & Jimoh, S. O. (2016). Pattern of plant species diver-
sity in a dry forest ecosystem of Department of forestry and Wood 
Technology, Federal University of Technology, Akure Department of 
Forest Resources Management, University of Ibadan, Nigeria Phone 
No: +2347038159005 For. 13, 31– 47.

Otu, D. O., Offiong, E., & Olajide, O. (2012). An assessment of timber 
trees producing valuable fruits and seeds in Cross River State. 
Global Journal of Pure and Applied Sciences, 18(1), 11– 14.

Peters, M. K., Hemp, A., Appelhans, T., Becker, J. N., Behler, C., Classen, 
A., Detsch, F., Ensslin, A., Ferger, S. W., Frederiksen, S. B., Gebert, F., 
Gerschlauer, F., Gütlein, A., Helbig- Bonitz, M., Hemp, C., Kindeketa, 
W. J., Kühnel, A., Mayr, A. V., Mwangomo, E., … Steffan- Dewenter, 
I. (2019). Climate– land- use interactions shape tropical mountain 
biodiversity and ecosystem functions. Nature, 568(7750), 88– 92. 
https://doi.org/10.1038/s4158 6- 019- 1048- z

Phillips, O., Baker, T., Feldpausch, T., Brienen, R., Almeida, S., Arroyo, 
L., Aymard, G., Chave, J., Cardozo, N. D., Chao, K., Higuchi, N., 
Honorio, E., Jiménez, E., Lewis, S. L., Lloyd, J., López-González, 
G., Malhi, Y., Marimon, B., Monteagudo, A., … Vásquez, R. (2018). 

 17447429, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/btp.13180 by T

est, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [09/12/2022]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-30290-2_16
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-30290-2_16
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0587.2013.00215.x
http://florianhartig.github.io/DHARMa/
http://florianhartig.github.io/DHARMa/
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature13739
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature13739
https://press.princeton.edu/books/paperback/9780691021287/the-unified-neutral-theory-of-biodiversity-and-biogeography-mpb-32
https://press.princeton.edu/books/paperback/9780691021287/the-unified-neutral-theory-of-biodiversity-and-biogeography-mpb-32
https://press.princeton.edu/books/paperback/9780691021287/the-unified-neutral-theory-of-biodiversity-and-biogeography-mpb-32
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-04889-z
https://doi.org/10.1890/08-1074.1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2011.06.052
https://doi.org/10.1111/2041-210X.12425
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aal0157
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aal0157
https://doi.org/10.2307/4110619
https://doi.org/10.3389/fevo.2022.678125
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2004.10.072
https://github.com/txm676/gambin/
https://doi.org/10.21425/F5FBG20607
https://doi.org/10.21425/F5FBG20607
https://doi.org/10.1111/ecog.00861
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2664.12380
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2664.12380
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2007.01094.x
https://doi.org/10.1093/biomet/37.1-2.178
https://doi.org/10.1093/biomet/37.1-2.178
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2020.118191
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2020.118191
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2017.09.021
https://doi.org/10.1896/1-881173-82-8
https://doi.org/10.1896/1-881173-82-8
https://cran.r-project.org/package=vegan
http://www.fspublishers.org
http://www.fspublishers.org
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-1048-z


14  |     ASUK et al.

RAINFOR field manual for plot establishment and remeasurement. 
Retrieved from https://www.fores tplots.net/uploa d/Manua lsEng 
lish/RAINF OR_field_manual_EN.pdf

Pielou, E. C. (1966). The measurement of diversity in different types of 
biological collections. Journal of Theoretical Biology, 13, 131– 144. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022- 5193(66)90013 - 0

Piperno, D. R., McMichael, C., & Bush, M. B. (2015). Amazonia and the 
Anthropocene: What was the spatial extent and intensity of human 
landscape modification in the Amazon Basin at the end of prehis-
tory? Holocene, 25(10), 1588– 1597. https://doi.org/10.1177/09596 
83615 588374

Pound, K. L., Lawrence, G. B., & Passy, S. I. (2019). Beta diversity re-
sponse to stress severity and heterogeneity in sensitive versus tol-
erant stream diatoms. Diversity and Distributions, 25(3), 374– 384. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/ddi.12865

Prado, P. I., Miranda, D., & Maintainer, A. C. (2018). Package “sads” title 
maximum likelihood models for species abundance distributions. 
Retrieved from http://pilab orato ry.github.io/sads, https://github.
com/piklp rado/sads

RStudio Team. (2021). RStudio: Integrated development environment for R. 
RStudio, PBC Retrieved from https://www.rstud io.com/

Shmida, A., & Wilson, M. V. (1985). Biological determinants of species di-
versity. Journal of Biogeography, 12(1), 1– 20 Retrieved from https://
about.jstor.org/terms

Singh, P. K., Prajapati, S. K., Sunita, K., & Chaturvedi, R. K. (2022). 
Disturbance induced changes in diversity of medicinal plants in a 
dry tropical Forest of India. Frontiers in Forests and Global Change, 4, 
1– 12. https://doi.org/10.3389/ffgc.2021.718930

Socolar, J. B., Gilroy, J. J., Kunin, W. E., & Edwards, D. P. (2016). How 
should Beta- diversity inform biodiversity conservation? Trends 
in Ecology and Evolution, 31(1), 67– 80. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
tree.2015.11.005

Stahl, P. W. (2015). Interpreting interfluvial landscape transformations in 
the pre- Columbian Amazon. Holocene, 25(10), 1598– 1603. https://
doi.org/10.1177/09596 83615 588372

Steadman, D. W. (1993). Biogeography of Tongan birds before and after 
human impact. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the 
United States of America, 90(3), 818– 822. https://doi.org/10.1073/
pnas.90.3.818

Swenson, N. G., Anglada- Cordero, P., & Barone, J. A. (2011). Deterministic 
tropical tree community turnover: Evidence from patterns of func-
tional beta diversity along an elevational gradient. Proceedings of 
the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences, 278(1707), 877– 884. https://
doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2010.1369

Teitelbaum, C. S., & Mueller, T. (2019). Beyond migration: Causes 
and consequences of nomadic animal movements. Trends in 
Ecology & Evolution, 34(6), 569– 581. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
tree.2019.02.005

ter Steege, H., Pitman, N. C. A., Sabatier, D., Baraloto, C., Salomao, R. 
P., Guevara, J. E., Phillips, O. L., Castilho, C. V., Magnusson, W. 
E., Molino, J.- F., Monteagudo, A., Vargas, P. N., Montero, J. C., 

Feldpausch, T. R., Honorio Coronado, E. N., Killeen, T. J., Mostacedo, 
B., Vasquez, R., Assis, R. L., & Silman, M. R. (2013). Hyperdominance 
in the Amazonian tree Flora. Science, 342(6156), 1243092. https://
doi.org/10.1126/scien ce.1243092

Verberk, W. (2012). Explaining general patterns in species abundance 
and distributions. Nature Education Knowledge, 3(10), 38.

Waddell, E. H., Chapman, D. S., Hill, J. K., Hughes, M., Bin Sailim, A., 
Tangah, J., & Banin, L. F. (2020). Trait filtering during exotic plant 
invasion of tropical rainforest remnants along a disturbance 
gradient. Functional Ecology, 34(12), 2584– 2597. https://doi.
org/10.1111/1365- 2435.13679/ SUPPINFO

Welcome, A. K., & Van Wyk, B. (2020). Spatial patterns, availability and 
cultural preferences for edible plants in southern Africa. Journal of 
Biogeography, 47(3), 584– 599. https://doi.org/10.1111/jbi.13743

Wickham, H. (2016). ggplot2: Elegant graphics for data analysis. Springer- 
Verlag New York Retrieved from https://ggplo t2.tidyv erse.org/

Williams, B. A., Venter, O., Allan, J. R., Atkinson, S. C., Rehbein, J. A., Ward, 
M., Di Marco, M., Grantham, H. S., Ervin, J., Goetz, S. J., Hansen, A. 
J., Jantz, P., Pillay, R., Rodríguez- Buriticá, S., Supples, C., Virnig, A. L. 
S., & Watson, J. E. M. (2020). Change in terrestrial human footprint 
drives continued loss of intact ecosystems. One Earth, 3(3), 371– 
382. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oneear.2020.08.009

Wilsey, B. J., & Potvin, C. (2000). Biodiversity and ecosystem functioning: 
Importance of species evenness in an old field. Ecology, 81(4), 887– 
892. https://doi.org/10.1890/0012- 9658(2000)081[0887:BAEFI 
O]2.0.CO;2

Xu, M., Ma, L., Jia, Y., & Liu, M. (2017). Integrating the effects of latitude 
and altitude on the spatial differentiation of plant community diver-
sity in a mountainous ecosystem in China. PLoS ONE, 12(3), 1– 18. 
https://doi.org/10.1371/journ al.pone.0174231

Yu, S., Katz, O., Fang, W., Li, D., Sang, W., & Liu, C. (2017). Shift of 
fleshy fruited species along elevation: Temperature, canopy cov-
erage, phylogeny and origin. Scientific Reports, 7, 1– 8. https://doi.
org/10.1038/srep4 0417

SUPPORTING INFORMATION
Additional supporting information can be found online in the 
Supporting Information section at the end of this article.

How to cite this article: Asuk, S. A., Matthews, T. J., Sadler, J. 
P., Pugh, T. A. M., Ebu, V. T., Ifebueme, N. M., & Kettridge, N. 
(2022). Impact of human foraging on tree diversity, 
composition, and abundance in a tropical rainforest. 
Biotropica, 00, 1– 14. https://doi.org/10.1111/btp.13180

 17447429, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/btp.13180 by T

est, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [09/12/2022]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://www.forestplots.net/upload/ManualsEnglish/RAINFOR_field_manual_EN.pdf
https://www.forestplots.net/upload/ManualsEnglish/RAINFOR_field_manual_EN.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-5193(66)90013-0
https://doi.org/10.1177/0959683615588374
https://doi.org/10.1177/0959683615588374
https://doi.org/10.1111/ddi.12865
http://pilaboratory.github.io/sads
https://github.com/piklprado/sads
https://github.com/piklprado/sads
https://www.rstudio.com/
https://about.jstor.org/terms
https://about.jstor.org/terms
https://doi.org/10.3389/ffgc.2021.718930
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2015.11.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2015.11.005
https://doi.org/10.1177/0959683615588372
https://doi.org/10.1177/0959683615588372
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.90.3.818
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.90.3.818
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2010.1369
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2010.1369
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2019.02.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2019.02.005
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1243092
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1243092
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.13679/SUPPINFO
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.13679/SUPPINFO
https://doi.org/10.1111/jbi.13743
https://ggplot2.tidyverse.org/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oneear.2020.08.009
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(2000)081%5B0887:BAEFIO%5D2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(2000)081%5B0887:BAEFIO%5D2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0174231
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep40417
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep40417
https://doi.org/10.1111/btp.13180

	Impact of human foraging on tree diversity, composition, and abundance in a tropical rainforest
	Abstract
	1|INTRODUCTION
	2|MATERIALS AND METHODS
	2.1|Study location
	2.2|Plot establishment
	2.3|Data collection
	2.4|Data processing and analysis
	2.4.1|Comparing species abundance distributions (SADs) and the evenness of edible and inedible tree species along the elevational gradient
	2.4.2|Beta diversity and spatial species turnover along the elevational gradient
	2.4.3|Stand density, basal area, and diameter size distribution


	3|RESULTS
	3.1|Summary of site information
	3.2|SADs and evenness of edible and inedible species
	3.2.1|All plots combined
	3.2.2|Individual plots

	3.3|Beta diversity and the turnover of edible and inedible species along the elevation gradient
	3.3.1|Relationship between beta diversity and elevation in edible and inedible tree species
	3.3.2|Sensitivity test and null model analyses

	3.4|Effect of tree species utilization on diameter size distribution, tree stem density, and BA along the gradient
	3.4.1|Diameter size distribution
	3.4.2|Tree stand and basal area densities along the elevational gradient


	4|DISCUSSIONS
	4.1|Potential effect of human activities along the elevational gradient on SADs and species evenness
	4.2|Difference in beta diversity and turnover in edible and inedible species along the elevational gradient
	4.3|Trends in dbh distribution, tree species density, and BA along elevational gradient in the forest
	4.4|Implications and additional considerations

	AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	CONFLICT OF INTEREST
	DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

	REFERENCES


