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Abstract
Ecological communities are the result of not only present ecological processes, such as competition among species
and environmental filtering, but also past and continuing evolutionary processes. Based on these assumptions, we
may infer mechanisms of contemporary coexistence from the phylogenetic relationships of the species in a community. We studied the phylogenetic structure of plant communities in four cerrado sites, in southeastern Brazil. We
calculated two raw phylogenetic distances among the species sampled. We estimated the phylogenetic structure by
comparing the observed phylogenetic distances to the distribution of phylogenetic distances in null communities. We
obtained null communities by randomizing the phylogenetic relationships of the regional pool of species. We found
a phylogenetic overdispersion of the cerrado species. Phylogenetic overdispersion has several explanations, depending on the phylogenetic history of traits and contemporary ecological interactions. However, based on coexistence
models between grasses and trees, density-dependent ecological forces, and the evolutionary history of the cerrado
flora, we argue that the phylogenetic overdispersion of cerrado species is predominantly due to competitive interactions, herbivores and pathogen attacks, and ecological speciation. Future studies will need to include information on
the phylogenetic history of plant traits.
Keywords: assembly rules, cerrado, competitive exclusion, phylogenetic overdispersion, phylogenetic structure.

Dispersão filogenética de espécies de plantas em savanas no Sudeste do Brasil
Resumo
Comunidades ecológicas resultam não somente de processos ecológicos atuais, como a competição e os filtros ambientais, mas também de processos evolutivos passados e contínuos. Com base nessas premissas, podemos inferir
mecanismos de coexistência contemporânea a partir das relações filogenéticas das espécies em uma comunidade.
Estudamos a estrutura filogenética das comunidades de plantas de quatro áreas de cerrado, no Sudeste do Brasil.
Calculamos duas medidas das distâncias filogenéticas das espécies amostradas. Estimamos a estrutura filogenética
comparando suas distâncias observadas com a distribuição dessas distâncias em comunidades nulas. Obtivemos comunidades nulas aleatorizando as relações filogenéticas do banco regional de espécies. Encontramos uma dispersão
filogenética de espécies de cerrado. Há várias explicações para essa dispersão, dependendo da história filogenética dos
traços e das interações ecológicas contemporâneas. Entretanto, com base nos modelos de coexistência entre árvores e
gramíneas, nas forças ecológicas dependentes da densidade e na história evolutiva da flora do cerrado, argumentamos
que a dispersão filogenética das espécies do cerrado é predominantemente devida às interações competitivas, aos
ataques de herbívoros e patógenos e à especiação ecológica. Estudos futuros precisarão incluir informações sobre a
história filogenética dos traços das plantas.
Palavras-chave: regras de assembléia, cerrado, exclusão competitiva, dispersão filogenética, estrutura filogenética.

1. Introduction
Ecological communities are assemblages of
c o-occurring species that potentially interact with one
another. They are the result of not only present ecological processes, such as competition among species
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(Hutchinson, 1959; Leibold, 1998) and environmental
filtering (Weiher and Keddy, 1995; Chase, 2003), but
also past and continuing evolutionary processes (Tofts
and Silvertown, 2000; Ackerly, 2003; Reich et al., 2003).
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Based on these assumptions, Webb et al. (2002) proposed a logical framework to infer mechanisms of contemporary coexistence: if functional traits are conserved
in the evolution of species lineages (i.e. traits are more
similar between closely related species; Ackerly, 2003;
Reich et al., 2003) and environmental filtering is the
dominant ecological process (Weiher and Keddy, 1995;
Webb, 2000), levels of co-occurrence among closely
related species are expected to be high (phylogenetic
clustering). On the other hand, if functional traits are
phylogenetically conserved and competition for limited
resources is the main ecological process, closely related
species are expected to show low levels of co-occurrence
(phylogenetic overdispersion; Webb et al., 2002), because of the competitive exclusion of one or more functionally similar species (Leibold, 1998). Nevertheless, if
functional traits evolve convergently and closely related
species tend to be functionally different, environmental
filtering is expected to favour co-occurrence of more distantly related species (Webb et al., 2002). Competition,
in this case, is expected to remove any systematic associations, resulting in assemblages indistinguishable from
random (Webb et al., 2002).
In addition, the phylogenetic structure of a community is also expected to depend on phylogenetic and spatial
scale at which the community is defined (Cavender-Bares
et al., 2004; 2006; Swenson et al., 2006) and on densitydependent forces such as attacks by specialist herbivores
or pathogens (Becerra, 2007; Gilbert and Webb, 2007).
Studies conducted on small scales (local communities)
have frequently found patterns of phylogenetic overdispersion (Cavender-Bares et al., 2004, 2006; Slingsby
and Verboom, 2006). This phylogenetic overdispersion
occurs because competition among species is greater on
small spatial scales than large scales, limiting the cooccurrence of close relatives (Slingsby and Verboom,
2006). Likewise, herbivores and pathogens may also
promote a phylogenetic overdispersion of plant communities (Becerra, 2007; Gilbert and Webb, 2007). The
likelihood that a herbivore or a pathogen can infect two
plant species decreases continuously with phylogenetic
distance between the plants (Becerra, 2007; Gilbert and
Webb, 2007). As a consequence, herbivores and pathogens acting as a density-dependent force tend to constrain the co-occurrence of close relatives.
The Brazilian Cerrado is the major savanna region
in America and once covered about 2 million km2,
mainly in the Brazilian Central Plateau (Gottsberger
and Silberbauer-Gottsberger, 2006). Disjunct areas also
occur in the southern boundaries of its domain, such as
in São Paulo state (Durigan et al., 2003). The cerrado
has a seasonal climate and experiences a pronounced
dry season (Gottsberger and Silberbauer-Gottsberger,
2006). The soils are nutrient poor and acidic, with low
cation exchange capacities and high levels of aluminum
saturation (Gottsberger and Silberbauer-Gottsberger,
2006). The cerrado also undergoes frequent fires that
consume mainly the grassy ground layer, prejudicing
2

seedling development of woody species (Gottsberger
and Silberbauer-Gottsberger, 2006). Despite these environmental constraints, however, the cerrado presents one
of the richest floras of the tropics (Mittermayer et al.,
1999). This rich cerrado flora is spatially distinct and
heterogeneous, with more than half of its woody species
being found in restricted floristic provinces (Bridgewater
et al., 2004). Thus, understanding the cerrado floristic
richness rests partly on understanding the phylogenetic
structure of local cerrado communities.
Recent studies have investigated the phylogenetic structure of plant communities (Webb, 2000;
Cavender-Bares et al., 2004, 2006). However, we did
not find any study examining the phylogenetic structure
of cerrado plant communities. About half of the cerrado
flora is endemic and represented by many congeners
(Gottsberger and Silberbauer-Gottsberger, 2006). This
suggests that cerrado plant species evolved predominantly in situ (Pennington et al., 2006). In these particular
areas of high endemism and with little influence of surrounding different floras, ecological speciation tends to
generate a pattern of species phylogenetic overdispersion
(Gillespie, 2004; Pennington et al., 2006). Here, we investigated the phylogenetic structure of local plant communities in four cerrado areas, in southeastern Brazil.
We tried to answer a main question: Is the phylogenetic
structure of the studied cerrado areas overdispersed relative to a regional pool of species?

2. Material and Methods
2.1. Data collection
We surveyed a cerrado site at Itirapina, São Paulo
state, southeastern Brazil, approximately at 22° 13’ S and
47° 51’ W, 760 m above sea level. The site is a woodland
cerrado, classified as cerrado sensu stricto following
Coutinho’s (1978) classification. According to Köppen’s
(1931) system, the climate is Cwa, that is, macrothermic temperate with rainy summer and not severely dry
winter. The area belongs to the São Paulo state Forestry
Institute. In this site, there is a permanent grid of 200
plots (each one with 25 m2), of which we randomly selected 50. In these 50 plots, we sampled all plants in the
reproductive period, in 12 monthly surveys, from August
2005 to July 2006. In the last survey, we also sampled the
species that we did not find previously in the reproductive stage. We identified the sampled species by comparing the collected material to vouchers deposited at the
Federal University of São Carlos and State University of
Campinas herbaria.
We also compiled the species from floristic surveys
carried out in another three cerrado areas in São Paulo
state: in 1) Botucatu city (22° 50’ S and 48° 29’ W;
Gottsberger and Silberbauer-Gottsberger, 2006), where
1 ha of cerrado woodland was sampled; 2) Moji-Guaçu
city (21° 15’ S and 47° 08’ W; Mantovani, 1983), where
about 300 ha of cerrado ranging from shrub savanna to
Braz. J. Biol., 69(2): 631-637, 2009
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woodland were sampled; and 3) Santa Rita do Passa
Quatro city (21° 38’ S and 47° 37’ W; Batalha and
Mantovani, 2001), where about 1200 ha of cerrado ranging from savanna woodland to woodland were sampled.
All these floristic surveys were taken under the same
regional climate (Cwa; Köppen, 1931) and dystrophic
soil conditions, and sampled all life-forms of cerrado
species.
2.2. Regional pool of species
Species pool may be defined as ‘a set of species that
are potentially capable of coexisting in a certain community’ (Eriksson, 1993). Consequently, a species pool
is ecologically delineated and is related to a given community type, the ‘target community’ (Pärtel et al., 1996).
Southern cerrado areas are assembled in a distinct floristic province (the southern province; Bridgewater et al.,
2004). These areas present the plant species whose presence defines the vegetation type, as well as the characteristic species of the southern cerrado province (about
12% of the cerrado flora; Bridgewater et al., 2004).
Considering that the studied cerrado sites (the target
communities) belong to the southern province and their
species are potentially capable of occurring in the entire
province (Bridgewater et al., 2004), we determined the
regional pool of species as the sum of species of the four
sites.
According to Kraft et al. (2007), the size of the local
community in relation to that of the regional pool influences the power of the phylogenetic analysis of plant
community structure. In general, the greatest power is
obtained for communities of intermediate size, ranging
from approximately 30% to 60% of the pool. Therefore,
caution should be taken in rejecting the null hypothesis
in cases where the community is very species poor or
rich in relation to the regional pool (Kraft et al., 2007).
2.3. Phylogenetic data
We constructed a phylogenetic tree for the all species by using Phylomatic software, a phylogenetic database and toolkit for the assembly of phylogenetic
trees (Webb and Donoghue, 2005). The tree generated
was based on information from numerous published
molecular phylogenies (Figure 1; Phylomatic reference
tree R20050610). The branch length was based on minimum ages of nodes determined for genera, families, and
higher orders from fossil data (Wikström et al., 2001), by
spacing undated nodes in the tree evenly between dated
nodes. This was done using an averaging algorithm in
Phylocom (Webb et al., 2007) called BLADJ (Branch
Length Adjustment).

Acanthaceae
Bignoniaceae
Lamiaceae
Scrophulariaceae
Verbenaceae
Gesneriaceae
Convolvulaceae
Solanaceae
Apocynaceae
Loganiaceae
Gentianaceae
Rubiaceae
Boraginaceae
Apiaceae
Araliaceae
Asteraceae
Campanulaceae
Ebenaceae
Myrsinaceae
Sapotaceae
Styracaceae
Symplocaceae
Amaranthaceae
Caryophyllaceae
Cactaceae
Portulacaceae
Nyctaginaceae
Dilleniaceae
Anacardiaceae
Burseraceae
Meliaceae
Rutaceae
Sapindaceae
Bixaceae
Malvaceae
Caryocaraceae
Chrysobalanaceae
Clusiaceae
Erythroxylaceae
Euphorbiaceae
Lacistemataceae
Malpighiaceae
Ochnaceae
Passifloraceae
Turneraceae
Salicaceae
Celastraceae
Connaraceae
Oxalidaceae
Cucurbitaceae
Fabaceae
Polygalaceae
Moraceae
Rhamnaceae
Rosaceae
Combretaceae
Lythraceae
Melastomataceae
Myrtaceae
Vochysiaceae
Vitaceae
Loranthaceae
Opiliaceae
Proteaceae
Menispermaceae
Annonaceae
Myristcaceae
Lauraceae
Monimiaceae
Aristolochiaceae
Alstroemeriaceae
Smilacaceae
Arecaceae
Bromeliaceae
Cyperaceae
Poaceae
Commelinaceae
Iridaceae
Orchidaceae
Dioscoreaceae

2.4. Community phylogenetic structure

Figure 1. Summary of the phylogenetic tree assembled for
the cerrado species, southeastern Brazil. The relationship
among families was based on Phylomatic reference tree
R20050610 (Webb and Donoghue, 2005).

We conducted all analyses of community phylogenetic structure by using the Phylocom 3.41 software
package (Webb et al., 2007). We calculated two raw
phylogenetic distances among the species of each site.
Each phylogenetic distance captures a different aspect
of the species phylogenetic relatedness (Webb, 2000).

The mean pairwise distance (MPD) was calculated
as the mean phylogenetic distance among all pairwise
combinations of species, and the mean nearest neighbor distance (MNND) was calculated as the mean phy-
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logenetic distance to the nearest relative for all species
(Webb, 2000). Both MPD and MNND were reported in
terms of millions of years (million year).
To determine whether the phylogenetic structure of
the cerrado sites differed from the phylogenetic community structure expected by chance, we compared observed
phylogenetic distances among species to the distribution of
phylogenetic distances for randomly generated null communities (Gotelli and Graves, 1996). We generated null
communities by randomizing the phylogenetic relationships among species. This procedure is implemented in
Phylocom, which shuffles species labels across the entire
phylogeny (Webb et al., 2007). This null model assumes
that all species of the regional pool are equally able to colonize any plot within the region, whether in cerrado or not.
Then, we calculated the net relatedness index (NRI)
and the nearest taxon index (NTI; Webb, 2000). The NRI
was defined as [–(MPD – MPDnull)/sd.MPDnull], where
MPDnull was the mean MPD for the cerrado species from
999 null communities and sd.MPDnull was the standard
deviation of MPD for the cerrado species from these
999 null communities (Webb et al., 2007). NRI has been
proposed as a measure of tree-wide phylogenetic distance of species (Webb, 2000). Positive NRI scores indicate that species occurring together are more phylogenetically related than expected by chance. Negative NRI
scores indicate that co-occurring species are less phylogenetically related than expected by chance. The NTI
was defined as [–(MNND – MNNDnull)/ sd.MNNDnull],
where MNNDnull was the mean MNND for the cerrado
species from 999 null communities and sd.MNNDnull
was the standard deviation of MNND for the cerrado
species from these 999 null communities (Webb et al.,
2007). NTI has been proposed as a measure of terminal
(branch tip) phylogenetic clustering of species on a phylogeny (Webb, 2000). NTI scores tend to be positive due
to this terminal phylogenetic clustering of species when
species occur together with other closely related species
(e.g., with congeners or confamilials). When species do
not occur together with other closely related species,
NTI scores tend to be negative.

3. Results
We sampled 103 plant species belonging to 38 families
in Itirapina, southeastern Brazil. We included in the regional pool 764 plant species belonging to 80 families
(Figure 1), following the Angiosperm Phylogeny Group’s
(2003) classification. The percentage of sampled species
in Itirapina, Botucatu, Moji-Guaçu, and Sta Rita do Passa
Quatro relative to that of the regional pool were respectively 13.5, 36.6, 67.3, and 46.3%.
We found an overall phylogenetic overdispersion
in the cerrado sites. The MPDs of the plant species in
the cerrado sites were larger than expected by chance
(Table 1, p < 0.05). The mean value of the MPDs was
254.153 ± 2.546 million year. The mean value of the NRIs
was smaller than zero (–3.784 ± 1.087). Thus, the cerra4

do species seem to be separated by more nodes than expected by chance. However, only the MNNDs of the species in Itirapina and Sta Rita do Passa Quatro were larger
than expected by chance (p < 0.05). In the other sites, the
MNNDs were not different from random (Table 2). The
mean value of the MNNDs was 65.163 ± 14.055 million
year. The mean value of the NTIs was smaller than zero
(–1.186 ± 1.274). As a consequence, there was a tendency of the species to not occur together with congeners.

4. Discussion
We assessed the phylogenetic relationship of cerrado species and found a phylogenetic overdispersion.
Considering that plant species show commonly a high degree of evolutionary stasis (Qian and Ricklefs, 2004) and
niche conservatism (Ackerly, 2003; Reich et al., 2003),
we suggest three explanations for this pattern of phylogenetic structure: 1) competitive exclusion of close relatives (Cavender-Bares et al., 2004, 2006); 2) attacks by
specialist herbivores or pathogens (Becerra, 2007; Gilbert
and Webb, 2007); and 3) ecological speciation of populations that evolved in situ (Pennington et al., 2006).
The cerrado plant community might be predominantly assembled by competitive interactions. In this
case, competitive exclusion between co-occurring species may limit the coexistence of closely related plants
within a cerrado site (Webb et al., 2002; Cavender-Bares
et al., 2006). The knowledge of cerrado plant interactions
is far from reasonable and much of our comprehension
comes from studies of other savannas (Gottsberger and
Silberbauer-Gottsberger, 2006). The theory of species
coexistence in these savannas has been based on competition models between two functional groups, grasses
and trees (Sankaran et al., 2004). According to these
models, water and nutrients are the main resources for
which they compete: grasses and trees coexist because
of their differential ability to acquire and partition these
resources (Sankaran et al., 2004). For instance, grasses
and trees have a root niche separation because they explore different soil profiles (Langevelde et al., 2003) and
a phenological niche separation because they bloom,
crop, and shoot in different periods of the year (House
et al., 2003). Nevertheless, if the niche separation reduces the competitive interactions between grasses and
trees (Sankaran et al., 2004), it is expected that, within
these two functional groups, the competition is larger
and causes exclusion of close relatives (Leibold, 1998).
We analysed the phylogenetic structure of grass and trees
species of cerrado and the phylogenetic overdispersion
we found supports this expectation.
In addition, we observed a small tendency of the species to not occur together with congeners. Competition
for limited resources may lead to exclusion of closely
related species when the functional traits are conserved
in the plant lineages (Webb et al., 2002), resulting in a
pattern of terminal phylogenetic overdispersion in the
phylogenetic trees of local communities (Webb, 2000).
Braz. J. Biol., 69(2): 631-637, 2009
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Table 1. Number of species, observed mean pairwise phylogenetic distance (MPD), mean MPD for the cerrado species from
999 null communities (MPDnull), standard deviation of the MPDnull (sd.MPDnull), and the net relatedness index (NRI;
Webb, 2000). Values of MPD, MPDnull, and sd.MPDnull are in millions of years. The p-value and the suggested pattern of
phylogenetic structure for each cerrado site reflect the departure of the observed MPD value from the null model.

Site
Itirapina
Botucatu
Moji-Guaçu
Sta Rita P. Quatro

n. species
103
280
514
356

MPD MPDnull sd.MPDnull
254.684 245.669
4.504
257.578 245.538
2.454
250.709 245.602
1.301
253.640 245.619
1.863

NRI
–2.002
–4.905
–3.924
–4.305

p
0.012
0.001
0.001
0.001

Pattern
overdispersion
overdispersion
overdispersion
overdispersion

Table 2. Number of species, observed mean nearest neighbour distance (MNND), mean MNND for the cerrado species
from 999 null communities (MNNDnull), standard deviation of the MNNDnull (sd.MNNDnull), and the nearest taxon index
(NTI; Webb, 2000). Values of MNND, MNNDnull, and sd.MNNDnull are in millions of years. The p-value and the suggested pattern of terminal structure of the phylogenetic tree for each cerrado site reflect the departure of the observed MNND
value from the null model.

Site
Itirapina
Botucatu
Moji-Guaçu
Sta Rita P. Quatro

n. species
103
280
514
356

MNND
88.687
60.631
51.433
59.900

MNNDnull
74.805
59.900
51.900
56.289

For that reason, the role of the environmental constraints
in determining the phylogenetic structure of local cerrado communities may be secondary in some sites and
the competitive exclusion may predominantly lead to a
phylogenetic overdispersion of cerrado species.
Specialist herbivores or pathogens might limit the
number of closely related species that can co-occur within
a cerrado site. Due to a high degree of evolutionary stasis
and niche conservatism in plants (Reich et al., 2003; Qian
and Ricklefs, 2004), close relatives tend to share similar
defence traits. Consequently, closely related species are
more likely to be susceptible to the same herbivores and
pathogens (Gilbert and Webb, 2007). Thus, herbivores
and pathogens fed on several closely related congeneric
plants, by acting as a density-dependent force, tend to
assemble distantly related species. In cerrado, herbivores
present a high degree of specificity (Marquis et al., 2002)
and they may promote the assembly of distantly related
plants in local communities as well.
The ecological speciation of the cerrado plants might
also generate a species phylogenetic overdispersion. The
high level of endemism and number of congeners in cerrado (Gottsberger and Silberbauer-Gottsberger, 2006)
suggests that most of the evolutionary events of plants
occurred in situ (Pennington et al., 2006). In these particular areas, ecological speciation tends to generate similar
functional types in different lineages (Gillespie, 2004).
When local environmental conditions constrain a community to a few functional types, they tend to assemble
species with similar phylogenetic history of adaptation,
but from different lineages (Gillespie, 2004), generating
Braz. J. Biol., 69(2): 631-637, 2009

sd.MNNDnull
5.217
2.105
1.066
1.660

NTI
–2.661
–0.347
0.438
–2.174

p
0.006
0.366
0.330
0.018

Pattern
overdispersion
overdispersion

a pattern of species phylogenetic overdispersion. In oak
forests in Florida, for instance, the ecological speciation
of oak species has lead to phylogenetic overdispersion in
oak lineages (Cavender-Bares et al., 2004). Taking into
account that the cerrado-type climate has been around
for 25 million years (Gottsberger and SilberbauerGottsberger, 2006), it seems to be a sufficient time for
multiple colonizations in the cerrado environment by
phylogenetically-divergent lineages. Furthermore, selection for traits that confer advantages in the cerrado habitat probably came at a cost, making it disadvantageous
for plants to survive in other habitats. This increases the
probability of ecological speciation in cerrado.
However, it is recognized that vicariant rainforest
species constitute an important element of the woody
component of the cerrado flora, which converges to
similar niches of typical cerrado species (Gottsberger
and Silberbauer-Gottsberger, 2006). Of 261 genera reported for the cerrado, 205 genera also have species
in the Atlantic forest and 200 in the Amazon forests
(Gottsberger and Silberbauer-Gottsberger, 2006). If cerrado congeners are more closely related to each other
than to rainforest species, ecological speciation in situ
must account for the observed pattern of phylogenetic
overdispersion (Pennington et al., 2006). Alternatively,
if rainforest and cerrado species are resolved as pairs
of species, habitat switching must have played the predominant role in generating the woody cerrado species
(Pennington et al., 2006). This issue deserves more attention in future investigations of phylogenetic history
of cerrado plants.
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Finally, competitive interactions among closely related plants, density-dependent forces, and ecological
speciation may concomitantly generate the phylogenetic
overdispersion of cerrado plants. However, species interactions with environmental filtering could give rise to
this pattern of phylogenetic overdispersion, if functional
traits evolve convergently and closely related species are
functionally different (Webb et al., 2002). Further studies will need to include information on the functional
traits of plant species as well as on the evolutionary history of these traits in cerrado to determine the relative
importance of environmental filtering in structuring local
cerrado communities.
Acknowledgements –– We are grateful to Fapesp for financial
support; to CNPq, for the scholarship granted to the first author;
to São Paulo Forestry Institute, for research permission; to UAC
herbarium staff; to PK Amorim, GH Carvalho, MV Cianciaruso,
AVF Jardim, MO Maia, FQ Martins, DM Silva, for help in the
field; and to JM Polo and FR Martins, for allowing us to use the
permanent grid.

References
ACKERLY, DD., 2003. Community assembly, niche
conservatism and adaptive evolution in changing environments.
International Journal of Plant Sciences, vol. 164, no. S5,
p. S165-S184.
Angiosperm Phylogeny Group - APG, 2003. An update of the
Angiosperm Phylogeny Group classification for the orders and
families of flowering plants: APG II. Botanical Journal of the
Linnean Society, vol. 141, no. 4, p. 399-436.
BATALHA, MA. and MANTOVANI, W., 2001. Floristic
composition of the cerrado in the Pé-de-Gigante reserve (Santa
Riata do Passa Quatro,southeastern Brazil). Acta Botanica
Brasilica, vol. 15, no. 3, p. 289-304.
BECERRA, JX., 2007. The impact of herbivore-plant
coevolution on plant community structure. Proceedings of the
National Academy of Science of the United States of America,
vol. 104, no. 18, p. 7483-7488.
BRIDGEWATER, S., RATTER, JA. and RIBEIRO, FR.,
2004. Biogeographic patterns, β-diversity and dominance in
the cerrado biome of Brazil. Biodiversity and Conservation,
vol. 13, no. 12, p. 2295-2318.
CAVENDER-BARES, J., ACKERLY, DD., BAUM, DA. and
BAZZAZ, FA., 2004. Phylogenetic overdispersion in Floridian
oak communities. American Naturalist, vol. 163, no. 6,
p. 823‑843.
CAVENDER-BARES, J., KEEN, A. and MILES, B., 2006.
Phylogenetic structure of Floridian plant communities depends
on taxonomic and spatial scale. Ecology, vol. 87, no. S7,
p. S109-S122.
CHASE, JM., 2003. Community assembly: when should history
matter?. Oecologia, vol. 136, no. 4, p. 489-498.
COUTINHO, LM., 1978. O conceito do cerrado. Revista
Brasileira de Botânica, vol. 1, no. 1, p. 17-23.
DURIGAN, G, SIQUEIRA, MF., FRANCO, GGDC.,
BRIDGEWATER, S. and RATTER, JA., 2003. The vegetation of

6

priority areas for cerrado conservation in São Paulo State, Brazil.
Edinburgh Journal of Botany, vol. 60, no. 2, p. 217‑241.
ERIKSSON, O., 1993. The species-pool hypothesis and plant
community diversity. Oikos, vol. 68, no. 2, p. 371-374.
GILBERT, GS. and WEBB, CO., 2007. Phylogenetic signal
in plant pathogen-host range. Proceedings of the National
Academy of Science of the United States of America, vol. 104,
no. 12, p. 4979-4983.
GILLESPIE, R., 2004. Community assembly through adaptive
radiation in Hawaiian spiders. Science, vol. 303, no. 5656,
p. 356-359.
GOTELLI, NJ. and GRAVES, GR., 1996. Null models in
ecology. Washington: Smithsonian Institution Press. 368p.
GOTTSBERGER, G., and SILBERBAUER-GOTTSBERGER,
I., 2006. Life in the cerrado: a South American tropical seasonal
vegetation. Vol. 1. Origin, structure, dynamics and plant use.
Ulm: Reta Verlag. 277p.
HOUSE, J., ARCHER, S., BRESHEARS, DD., SCHOLES,
RJ. and NCEAS Tree-grass Interaction Participants, 2003.
Conundrums in mixed woody-herbaceous plant systems.
Journal of Biogeography, vol. 30, no. 11, p. 1763-1777.
HUTCHINSON, GE., 1959. Homage to Santa Rosalia, or why
there are so many kinds of animals?. American Naturalist,
vol. 93, no. 870, p. 145-159.
KÖPPEN, W., 1931. Grundriss der Klimakunde. Berlin:
Gruyter. 388p.
KRAFT, NJB., CORNWELL, WK., WEBB, CO. and
ACKERLY, DD., 2007. Trait evolution, community assembly,
and the phylogenetic structure of ecological communities.
American Naturalist, vol. 170, no. 2, p. 271-283.
LANGEVELD, F., VAN DE VIJVER, CADM., KUMAR,
L., VAN KOPPEL, J., DE RIDDER, N., VAN ANDEL, J.,
SKIDMORE, AK., HEARNE, JW., STROOSNIJDER, L.,
BOND, WJ., PRINS, HH. and RIETKERK, M., 2003. Effects
of FIRE and herbivory on the stability of savanna ecosystems.
Ecology, vol. 84, no. 2, p. 337-350.
LEIBOLD, M., 1998. Similarity and local coexistence of
species in regional biotas. Evolutionary Ecology, vol. 12, no. 1,
p. 95-100.
MANTOVANI, W., 1983. Composição e similaridade florística,
fenologia e espectro biológico do cerrado da reserva biológica
de Moji-Guaçu, Estado de São Paulo. Campinas: Universidade
Estadual de Campinas. Dissertação de Mestrado.
MARQUIS, RJ., MORAIS, HC. and DINIZ, IR., 2002.
Interactions among cerrado plants and their herbivores: unique
or typical?. In Oliveira, PS. and Marquis, RJ. (Eds.). The
cerrados of Brazil: ecology and natural history of a neotropical
savanna. New York: Columbia University Press. p. 306-328.
MITTERMEYER, RA., MYERSM, N. and MITTERMEIER,
CG., 1999. Hotspots Earth’s biologically richest and most
endangered terrestrial ecoregions. Mexico: Conservation
International. 432p.
PÄRTEL, M., ZOBEL, M., ZOBEL, K. and VAN de MAAREL,
E., 1996. The species pool and its relation to species richness:
evidence from Estonian plant communities. Oikos, vol. 75,
no. 1, p. 111-117.

Braz. J. Biol., 69(2): 631-637, 2009

Phylogenetic overdispersion of plant species in savannas

PENNINGTON, RT., RICHARDSON, JE. and LAVIN, M.,
2006. Insights into the historical construction of species-rich
biomes from dated plant phylogenies, neutral ecological theory
and phylogenetic community structure. New Phytologist,
vol. 172, no. 4, p. 605-616.
QIAN, H. and RICKLEFS, RE., 2004. Geographical distribution
and ecological conservatism of disjunct genera of vascular
plants in eastern Asia and eastern North America. Journal of
Ecology, vol. 92, no. 2, p. 253-265.
REICH, P., WRIGHT, I., CAVENDER-BARES, J., CRAINE,
J., OLEKSYN, J., WESTOBY, M. and WALTERS, M., 2003.
The evolution of plant functional variation: traits, spectra and
strategies. International Journal of Plant Sciences, vol. 164,
no. S3, p. S143-S164.
SANKARAN, M., RATNAM, J. and HANAN, NP., 2004.
Tree-grass coexistence in savannas revisited – insights from
an examination of assumptions and mechanisms invoked in
existing models. Ecology Letters, vol. 7, no. 6, p. 480-490.
SLINGSBY, JA. and VERBOOM, GA., 2006. Phylogenetic
relatedness limits co-occurrence at fine spatial scales: evidence
from the Schoenoid sedges (Cyperaceae: Schoeneae) of the
Cape Floristic Region, South Africa. American Naturalist,
vol. 168, no. 1, p. 14-27.
SWENSON, NG., ENQUIST, BJ., PITHER, J., THOMPSON,
J. and ZIMMERMAN, JK., 2006. The problem and promise
of scale dependency in community phylogenetics. Ecology,
vol. 87, no. 10, p. 2418-2424.

Braz. J. Biol., 69(2): 631-637, 2009

TOFTS, R. and SILVERTOWN, J., 2000. A phylogenetic
approach to community assembly from a local species pool.
Proceedings of the Royal Society of London B, vol. 267,
no. 1441, p. 363-369.
WEBB, CO. and DONOGHUE, MJ., 2005. Phylomatic: tree
assembly for applied phylogenetics. Molecular Ecology Notes,
vol. 5, no. 1, p. 181-183.
WEBB, CO., 2000. Exploring the phylogenetic structure of
ecological communities: an example for rain forest trees.
American Naturalist, vol. 156, no. 2, p. 145-155.
WEBB, CO., ACKERLY, DD. and KEMBEL, SW., 2007.
Phylocom: software for the analysis of community phylogenetic
structure and character evolution. Version: 3.41. Available from:
http://www.phylodiversity.net/phylocom. Access in: 19 de
Fevereiro de 2009.
WEBB, CO., ACKERLY, DD., McPEEK, MA. and
DONOGHUE, MJ., 2002. Phylogenies and community
ecology. Annual Review of Ecology and Systematics, vol. 33,
p. 475-505.
WEIHER, E. and KEDDY, PA., 1995. Assembly rules, null
models, and trait dispersion: new questions from old patterns.
Oikos, vol. 74, no. 1, p. 159-164.
WIKSTRÖM, N., SAVOLAINEN, V. and CHASE, MW.,
2001. Evolution of the angiosperms: calibrating the family
tree. Proceedings of the Royal Society of London B, vol. 268,
no. 1482, p. 2211-2220.

7

