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Abstract. 1. Dung beetles are frequently used to assess tropical biodiversity patterns
and recovery in human-modified forests. We conducted a comprehensive dung beetle
survey (coprophagous and necrophagous communities) within five habitat types, across
a land-use gradient, in the ecologically biodiverse Osa Peninsula, located in Costa Rica’s
south Pacific.
2. In addition to assessing species richness, abundance, and biomass, we also

assessed community level traits and species-specific responses using a generalised joint
attribute modelling approach.
3. We found that under favourable conditions (40–50 years of regeneration, close

proximity to contiguous old-growth forest and control of poaching), secondary rainforest
recovered similar levels of species richness, and key traits of old-growth forest dung bee-
tle communities. However, at the community-level, dung beetle abundance, richness,
biomass, and diversity varied between habitat types of different anthropogenic distur-
bance and land-use.
4. Generally, the carrion beetle community did not recover as well as the dung beetle

community and the abundance of dung beetles was a third lower in naturally regenerating
secondary forest compared with old growth. Regenerating secondary growth and planta-
tion forests showed community compositions similar to old growth forests, while open
and fragmented habitats had degraded and impoverished levels of dung beetle
biodiversity.
5. Overall, the levels of dung-beetle biodiversity detected are encouraging for natu-

rally regenerating secondary forest, suggesting a high potential value of these areas to
buffer the pressure of deforestation and habitat alteration on remaining old-growth trop-
ical forests.

Key words. Coleoptera, community composition, functional traits, landscape matrix,
secondary forest.

Introduction

To conserve rainforest biodiversity and ecosystem function, we
need to both protect remaining intact old growth forests
(Barlow et al., 2007a; Gibson et al., 2011; Poulsen
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et al., 2020) and regenerate secondary forests (Dunn, 2004;
Letcher & Chazdon, 2009). Old growth rainforest provides
the baseline measure of maximal biodiversity (Gibson
et al., 2011) against which we compare both regenerating and
human-modified forests. Studies have suggested that secondary
rainforests can contain species richness levels comparable to
those of old growth rainforests (Dunn, 2004; Letcher &
Chazdon, 2009) and can recover within a relatively short space
of time (80% recovery after 20 years and an average of 54 years
for full recovery; see Rozendaal et al., 2019). However, the
recovery of other biodiversity measures (community composi-
tion and ecosystem function) has shown to take longer to reach
levels associated with old growth reference forests (centuries
for biodiversity composition, if ever at all – an average of
780 years; see Dunn, 2004; Rozendaal et al., 2019). In addition
to recovery age, the types of surrounding forest, fragment size,
the distance to contiguous primary forest patches, and the scale
of past disturbance are all influential on the pace of recovery
and the composition of regenerating areas (Whitworth
et al., 2016).

Dung beetles are an indicator taxon frequently used to assess
tropical biodiversity patterns and recovery (Avendaño-Mendoza
et al., 2005; Gardner et al., 2008). These beetles carry out key
ecosystem functions such as dung removal and burial
(Alvarado et al., 2019) and carrion removal (Amézquita &
Favila, 2011), seed burial and dispersal (Andresen, 2002; Greg-
ory et al., 2015), nutrient cycling, and soil aeration and drainage.
In addition, dung beetles are positively correlated with other key
biodiversity groups (Barlow et al., 2007a; Gardner et al., 2008),
especially rainforest mammals (Estrada et al., 1998; Andresen &
Laurance 2007; Nichols et al., 2009).

The resilience of dung beetle assemblages to anthropogenic
disturbance is not ubiquitous to all regions. In one of the most
comprehensive assessments of rainforest dung beetles to date
(Nichols et al., 2007), it is suggested that land-uses which main-
tain a high degree of general forest cover (e.g. secondary forest
and agroforests) have similar community-level attributes (spe-
cies richness and abundance) to those found within old-growth
forests. In some cases, a high level of forest disturbance is asso-
ciated with higher species diversity (Nichols et al., 2007; Torppa
et al., 2020). Torppa (2020) found diverse communities of dung
beetles in highly degraded landscapes, but only when closed can-
opy forest was relatively nearby.

However, Audino et al. (2014) found that despite 18 years of
recovery in regenerating Atlantic forests of Brazil, dung beetle
species richness and abundance displayed an impoverished com-
munity of dung beetles compared with that of old-growth forest.
In some of the secondary forest sites species richness and abun-
dance of dung beetles were similar or lower than pastures.
Another study from Brazil also found contrasting findings to
those by Nichols et al. (2007). Species richness of secondary for-
est (14–19 years post abandonment) was �67% of that found in
old growth forest and abundance just �40% (Gardner et
al., 2008).

Focusing on dung beetle species richness alone may mask
important changes in the functional diversity of a given commu-
nity (Audino et al., 2014; Nunes et al., 2016). Dung beetle mor-
phological and life history traits like size, biomass, colour

activity period, and burial strategy have been shown to be valu-
able indicators of habitat condition and recovery. Heavily dis-
turbed areas such as open-grasslands, clear-cuts, and intensely
fragmented areas are often dominated by abundant small-bodied
species and few forest specialists (Nichols et al., 2007; Filgueiras
et al., 2011; Slade et al., 2011). This change in the composition
of morphological and life-history traits represents degraded
function and habitat health. For example, significantly lower
mean dung and seed removal rates have been detected in inten-
sively logged forest sites, whereas community measures of abun-
dance and richness appeared unchanged (Bui et al., 2020).

Although beetles in the subfamily Scarabaeinae are predomi-
nantly coprophagous, some species have a feeding preference
towards carrion – necrophagous species, and some beetles show
a more generalist feeding habit whereby they feed and bury both
dung and carrion. When we compared the tropical studies
assessed by Nichols et al. (2007) with recent studies from the last
decade (see Supporting Information Appendix S1 for details),
67% used dung-baited pitfall traps (n = 31), 4% used carrion-bai-
ted pitfall traps (n = 2), and 28%used both (n = 13).Where carrion
and dung baited pitfall traps were both utilised, their samples were
pooled to provide a representation of the overall community
(Klein, 1989; Diaz et al., 2010; Salom~ao et al., 2020; Quintero
et al., 2009). Such assessments lack detail upon the recovery of
specific sub-groups. Especially considering that dung or carrion
resources might be differentially affected by habitat type depend-
ing on how other wildlife utilise specific habitats.

Different sampling methodologies (either survey type or bait
choice) that target sub-groups of a taxon have been shown to pro-
duce different results in terms of biodiversity responses to habitat
change (Klingbeil & Willig, 2009; Whitworth et al., 2017). In
some cases, focusing on one method can lead to underestimating
the true proportion of species losses from the degradation or loss
of old growth forests (Whitworth et al., 2017). Variable responses
within taxa have been detected for butterflies (Whitworth
et al., 2018b,c), birds (Barlow et al., 2007b) and amphibians
(Whitworth et al., 2017), and the samemight be true for dung bee-
tles, whereby the environmental conditions of different habitats
are conducive for one group to be more diverse than the other.
As such, understanding how different feeding guilds (both
coprophagous and necrophagous) respond separately can give
better insight into how habitat disturbance and forest recovery
affect functional processes.

Costa Rica is an ideal location to study the value of recovering
landscapes and habitat matrices for biodiversity. Between 1940
and 1987, primary forest cover was reduced from 67% to just
17% (Sader & Joyce, 1988; Hall et al., 2000). Since then, many
interventions and changes (e.g. forestry laws and payment for
ecosystem services) have helped return forest cover to �51%.
Of this, 24% is classified as primary forest, 9% as planted forests,
and 67% as recovering secondary-growth forest (FAO, 2011).
As few areas of primary forest in Costa Rica are sufficiently large
enough to completely support genetically viable populations of
larger vertebrates (such as tapirs, white-lipped peccary, and spi-
der monkeys), secondary forest is thus likely to be important for
the persistence of species between contiguous key protected
areas (Vaughan, 2012), and associated biodiversity groups such
as dung beetles.
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We conducted a comprehensive dung beetle survey using both
carrion and dung baits to sample coprophagous and necropha-
gous beetle species, across five habitat types (old-growth pri-
mary forest, naturally regenerating secondary forest, recovering
secondary plantation forest, recently abandoned agricultural
land, and remnant forest strips within agricultural land). We
did this in a site that has been protected from hunting for over
18 years, in the ecologically biodiverse Osa Peninsula located
in Costa Rica’s south Pacific coastal region. Specifically, we
aimed to answer the following questions: (i) Do dung beetle
abundance, richness, biomass, and community evenness vary
along a land use gradient of different habitats? (ii) How do
species-specific responses underpin community-level responses
to habitat disturbance? and (iii) How are dung beetle community
morphological and life-history traits influenced by habitat
disturbance?

Methods

Site description

The Osa Peninsula in southwest Costa Rica is home to the
largest remaining tract of Pacific lowland wet forest in Meso-
america (Holdridge, 1967). The Osa Peninsula also exhibits a
unique landscape matrix of cattle farms, oil palm, pineapple, sec-
ondary forest (with an increase of 10.4% of secondary forest
between 1987 and 2017; Shrestha et al., 2018), interspersed with
primary forest of which less than half of the original area remains

(Weissenhofer et al., 2001). As much of the secondary forest in
Costa Rica is >30 years old, we would expect that the recovery
of dung beetles in secondary forests has had sufficient time to
recover at least 80% of original richness levels as those found
within old growth, if estimates of tropical meta-analyses are
accurate (Nichols et al., 2007).

The Osa hosts four protected areas – Corcovado and Piedras
Blancas National Parks, the Terraba del Sierpe Wetland, and
the Reserva Forestal Golfo Dulce. The climate is tropical, with
temperatures ranging between 23.4 �C and 28.8 �C (Whitworth
et al., 2018a). Rainfall averages 3000–7000 mm yr−1 (Taylor
et al., 2015) and is seasonal, with a rainy season from June to
November and a dry season from December to May.

We conducted this study in May to September 2017 at the Osa
Conservation Campus (formerly known as Piro Biological Sta-
tion; 8.40388�N, 83.336618�W; the study year saw an annual
total rainfall of 3975.7 mm, a temperature high of 32.9 �C and
low of 15.5 �C), situated in the biological corridor (the Golfo
Dulce Forest reserve) that buffers Corcovado National Park.
The Osa Conservation Campus comprises 1330 ha of privately
protected land with a variety of habitat types, including among
others; old-growth primary forest, naturally regenerating
secondary-growth forest (�35–45 years), secondary plantation
forest (cattle pastures that were converted to monoculture planta-
tions �30 years ago, enriched by recently planting 80 000 trees
of 50 native species over the past 5 years), recently abandoned
cattle pastures (cleared over �40 years ago and was actively
farmed), and remnant forest strips, which contain a variety of
mature fruiting trees that provided shade for cattle (Figures 1

Figure 1. Representative photographs of the five major habitat types we investigated in the study site on the south-eastern Pacific coastline of the Osa
Peninsula, southwest Costa Rica: (a) old-growth primary forest containing giant mature Ajo trees (Caryocar costarincense); (b) naturally regenerating
secondary-growth forest (�40 years old); (c) secondary plantation forest (initially cattle pasture, followed by monoculture-style plantation, with recent
enrichment planting); (d) active agricultural farmland; (e) and (f) remnant forest strips of varying widths (outside (e) and inside (f) perspective). [Color
figure can be viewed at wileyonlinelibrary.com]
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and 2). We combined three different sources of information for
categorising and mapping habitat types: (i) local historical
knowledge, (ii) a thesis detailing restoration in the secondary
plantation forest (Foster, 2002), and (iii) aerial imagery from
Google Earth, the National Geographic Society archives in San
Jose, and (Sandor & Chazdon, 2014). For further information
regarding land use history and vegetative characteristics of the
study site see Whitworth et al. (2018a).

Study approach, sampling design and sampling effort

We used a natural experimental approach (Hulbert, 1984),
choosing a study site within a location where historic human
disturbance had varied across a relatively small area. This
approach allows us to be confident that patterns identified asso-
ciated with bait type or disturbance history can be linked to
treatment effects (Davies & Gray, 2015). Studying within-site
differences in biodiversity at the site spatial scale can mitigate
confounding effects of large-scale drivers of spatial autocorre-
lation, such as climatic differences or differences in physical
geography. There were no geographic barriers (e.g. large rivers
such as those found in Amazonia, or high-elevation mountain
ranges) that could hinder dispersal across the site. This allows
for the interpretation of community composition as a response
to habitat variability and not heterogeneity at a larger spatial
scale (Barlow et al., 2007a).

A potential caveat of this small spatial scale is that transient
species can enter adjacent treatment types (Barlow
et al., 2007a), meaning that individuals might not necessarily

be able to survive in the habitats they are censused in but could
be recorded. This is true of all habitat types and should therefore
not dilute any observed differences in biodiversity.

Although our approach at the within-site scale can eliminate
the effects of large-scale confounding factors of between site
studies, an ideal situation would have been to have habitat types
equally interspersed to create a mixed survey design. We con-
trolled for the potentially confounding effect of altitude, yet
other subtle underlying factors, such as soil fertility, could play
an underlying confounding effect – even at a small spatial scale.
Such an interspersed design is not encountered under natural
conditions and disturbances are often localised in blocked areas
as the case in our study. There is no complete way to overcome
this confounding spatial challenge in our survey design, but we
do believe the within-site scale gives some confidence that our
design is not completely confounded between all habitats – for-
est strips and pastures were completely interspersed for
example.

To test whether human disturbance history differentially
impacted biodiversity distribution patterns dung beetles were
surveyed across 70 sampling locations, with 14 baited pitfall
traps set in each of the five habitat types (Krell, 2007; see
Fig. 2). We placed traps with a minimum spacing of
250 m and a minimum distance of 100 m from habitat
edges, which well exceeded the proposed minimum spacing
of 100 m to avoid trap interference (Giovâni et al., 2015a).
Trap survey areas covered approximately 120 ha of old
growth, 190 ha natural second growth, 100 ha of secondary
plantation forest, and 150 ha of abandoned pastures with for-
est strips.

Figure 2. Map of the study site within the Osa Peninsula. Where: green triangles = old growth forest; yellow diamonds = plantation forest; red
squares = secondary forest; lilac circles = forest strips; purple inverted triangles = grassland; grey lines = roads, blue lines = rivers; dashed
lines = trails; inset map shows the study location on the Osa Peninsula, highlighted by a red box. [Color figure can be viewed at wileyonlinelibrary.com]
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Field survey methodology – dung beetles and environmental
covariates

At each trapping location (Fig. 2), we installed a baited pitfall
trap by using an 473 cm3 (16 oz) plastic cup filled with water and
a small amount of unscented detergent buried flush into the
ground. Bait was suspended over the cup and protected from
the elements via a plastic plate roof (Larsen & Forsyth, 2005;
Krell, 2007). We used human dung, the most effective for sam-
pling dung beetles (Howden & Nealis, 1975), and carrion baits
(in separate trapping sessions) to ensure sampling of both
coprophagous and necrophagous beetles (Simmons & Ridsdill-
smith, 2011). Each trapping location underwent a single 24-h
trapping session with 30 g of human dung bait wrapped in nylon
thule and a single 24-h trapping session with 30 g of carrion bait
(butchers off-cuts; a pig, cow and chicken mix). We used a dung
bait size of 30 g and a 24-h sampling duration based on common
study design within tropical dung beetle research (Spector &
Ayzama, 2003; Flechtmann et al., 2009; Bicknell et al., 2014).
For each 24-h sampling period, we recorded total rainfall

(inches) from a weather station at the study site and moon illumi-
nation (%) for the Osa Peninsula from a global online database
(www.timeanddate.com). Both climatic variables were chosen
as they have shown to influence dung beetle activity (Dacke
et al., 2014; Batista et al., 2016; Latha, 2019) and we wanted
to account for any potential variation between different sampling
nights throughout the study period. We also calculated the eleva-
tion (m) using ArcGIS as altitude has been previously found to
correlate negatively with dung beetle species richness (Nunes
et al., 2016).
We stored captured dung beetles in 70% ethyl alcohol and

processed them. Processing involved identifying samples to
species-level using a handheld digital microscope and magnify-
ing glass by author EF using published literature containing
identification keys and specimen records for the region,
(Kohlmann et al., 1997, 2007; Solís & Kohlmann, 2012) and
online scarabaeinae archives (scarabaeinae.myspecies.info/).
Specimen morphological traits were measured and then dried
and pinned as a reference collection available at the Osa Conser-
vation Campus and the University of Costa Rica National Insect
Museum.

Measuring dung beetle species traits

We assessed four species traits: (i) overall size (body size and
wing loading), (ii) diel activity (nocturnal or diurnal), (iii) dung
burial strategy (roller – telecoprids, tunneller – paracoprids, or
dweller – endocoprids) and (iv) colour pattern (metallic, uni-
form and patterned). These traits were chosen due to their corre-
spondence to ecological function (Nichols et al. 2008). Body
size is tied to rate and amount of food acquisition, competitive
ability, soil digging depth ability, seed dispersal rate, and dung
removal rate (Slade et al., 2007; Braga et al., 2013; Audino
et al., 2014; Barnes et al., 2014; Giovâni et al., 2015b). Wing
loading is informative of travel distance and habitat-specific
flight requirements, such as perch availability and mammalian
predators (Larsen et al., 2008). Diel activity corresponds to

temporally specific resource availability and predator avoidance
(Larsen et al., 2008). Dung burial strategy can tell us about the
relative success of larval and adult beetles, linking to seed dis-
persal depth and rate, plant regeneration, and nutrient recycling
(Slade et al., 2007; Braga et al., 2013; Audino et al., 2014; Gio-
vâni et al., 2015b). Finally, colour is suggested to correspond to
palatability in relation to toxicity as a defence mechanism for
predators or competition linking to mammal community pres-
ence and predation pressures (Larsen et al., 2008).

We calculated overall body size as the product of elytra width
and body length (measured from the pygidium to the anterior
margin of the pronotum). To measure biomass, we dried beetles
in a drying oven at �100 �C for 24 hr or until mass had not
reduced for 1-h. We measured wing loading (body mass/wing
area) by placing a spread, flattened wing from each individual
onto a debit card and using the LesionMeter App (Version
1.0.7) – surface area measured in cm2. Body size, biomass and
wing loading were all measured from the same individuals –

between one and 25 individuals for each species (as in the study
by Larsen et al., 2008). For species that showed sexual dimor-
phism we pooled measurements for male (50%) and female
(50%), as we did not detect any clear sex differences. When less
than three individuals of a species were captured (three of the
33 species detected), measurements that would deform the spec-
imen (biomass and wing loading) were not collected as the indi-
viduals were required for reference specimen collections. For dry
biomass, we obtained the missing information from the litera-
ture; however, wing loading information was unavailable.

We classified diel activity profiles as species captured diur-
nally (06:00–18:00) or nocturnally (18:00–06:00). We obtained
activity profiles via pitfall trapping for 24 h with trap checks
every 2 h in four main habitat types (primary forest, secondary
forest, plantation forest and grassland) to ensure sampling of
all dung beetle species present at the study site and to ensure
activity did not change across habitat type. Burial strategy was
classified by: (i) tunneller (ii) roller or (iii) dweller. These catego-
ries were assigned based on existing literature and incidental in-
the-field observations by the field team (Kohlmann et al., 1997,
2007; Solís & Kohlmann, 2012). Dung beetle species were clas-
sified during sampling and when possible confirmed by existing
literature (Mehrabi et al., 2014). We categorised each species
into one of three colour patterns (metallic, non-metallic and pat-
terned) as the colour and patternation of some dung beetle spe-
cies may be aposematically related to their ability to produce
toxins to deter predators (Vulinec, 1997).

Statistical analyses

Community-level responses. To compare habitat-specific
diversity indices we used the iNEXT package (Hsieh
et al., 2016) in the R statistical environment (R Team, 2018).
We report extrapolated observed richness (q = 0) as individual
based rarefaction curves showed that habitats were not sampled
to saturation and a different number of individuals were captured
in each habitat type (Supporting Information Appendix S2).
Habitat-specific richness estimates, and their corresponding con-
fidence intervals, were calculated at 1750 individuals for all bait
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types, 1500 individuals for dung, and 250 individuals for car-
rion. Community structure was assessed using rank-abundance
(Whittaker) plots for each forest type with the vegan package
(Oksanen et al., 2016). Significant differences in slope between
the habitat types (assessed using a linear model with log relative
abundance as the response term and an interaction between spe-
cies rank and habitat type as continuous and categorical fixed
effects, respectively) was taken to reflect statistical support for
habitat-related variation in community skew/evenness.

Observation-level richness, abundance and biomass were
compared between forest types using linear mixed effects
models with the glmmTMB package (Brooks et al., 2017). We
defined observed richness as the number of unique species,
abundance as the number of individuals captured (irrespective
of species), and biomass as the number of individuals multiplied
by their species-specific dry biomass detected in a given 2-days
capture event. We included two categorical fixed-effects: habitat
type (old growth, secondary forest, plantation forest, forest strip
or grassland) and bait type (carrion or dung); and three continu-
ous fixed-effects: altitude (to control for topographical variation
in dung beetle activity), rainfall during the capture event
(to control for weather effects on trapping efficiency) and moon
phase (to control for lunar fluctuations in dung beetle activity).
Site was included as a random intercept term to control for the
non-independence of repeated samples (dung and carrion) from
the same survey location. In all models, a negative binomial fam-
ily (‘nbinom2’) was used to account for the overdispersion
detected in the count models. As all the covariates were plausible
and un-correlated, we ran every combination of the covariates
from the global model (including all predictors) to the null model
(no predictors). For each response term, we ran we ranked all
models by their AICc and defined a top model set as the models
ΔAIC ≤6 from the best supported model. To avoid interpretation
of spurious candidate variables, we removed all models from the
top model set which had a simpler nested-model with more rela-
tive support (Harrison et al., 2018; Richards et al., 2011). Infor-
mative covariates are discussed in terms of their relative support,
defined here as the sum of Akaike weights across all of the ‘top-
set’ models in which the covariate occurs, and in terms of their
absolute importance, defined here as the effect-size on the
response term.

Finally, to confirm that any potential spatial auto-correlation
between survey locations had been controlled for in the analysis,
a Moran’s I test, using inverted distance weighting, was carried
out on the residuals of each best-supported model to test if there
was any effect from spatial auto-correlation that might lead to
pseudo-replication.

Species-level responses. To characterise species-specific
responses to forest type whilst acknowledging that species
responses are not independent of one-another, we applied a gen-
eralised joint attribute model (GJAM) that explicitly accounts for
the residual covariance among species after controlling for the
fixed effects (Clark et al., 2017). Here, our response are species
counts (n = 33) for each 2-day survey site. As before, we
included the categorical effects of forest and bait type, and the
continuous effects of elevation and moon phase (rainfall was
not included as there was no strong evidence for this parameter

in the forest-type level analyses). We used a burn in of 75 000
and 150 000 iterations. For complete details on model specifica-
tion, see Clark et al. (2017). We focus on the interpretation of
species-specific effect sizes for each parameter and the residual
covariance matrix – which represents the covariance between
species beyond what has already been explained by the fixed
effects. The positive, neutral or negative covariance observed
between species can reflect co-occurrences arising through inter-
actions between species, common responses to unmeasured
environmental gradients, and other unexplained sources of error
(Blanchet et al., 2020). For the fixed effects, we deem any
parameter estimate whereby the 95% posterior credible intervals
do not span zero as evidence of statistical significance and dis-
cuss variable importance in terms of their effects size.

Trait-level responses. Finally, we generalised the species-
specific responses into community-weighted mean trait values
(de Bello et al., 2010) to explore the functional responses of
the dung beetle community to forest type, after controlling for
the other covariates. As such, the response terms in this model
were the continuous variables of body size and wing loading
(see above), and categorical terms of activity pattern (nocturnal,
diurnal), dung/carrion use strategy (roller, dweller, tunneller or
unknown), and colour (metallic, non-metallic and patterned).
Species without traits were removed from the model (n = 5; Sup-
porting Information Appendix S3). We used the same predictor
variables described in the species-specific modelling above.
We used a burn in of 20 000 iterations and a chain length of
100 000. For the fixed effects, we deem any parameter estimate
whereby the 95% credible intervals do not span zero as evidence
of statistical significance and discuss variable importance in
terms of their effects size.

Results

Capture summary

We captured a total of 2771 dung beetles of 33 species (see
Supporting Information Appendix S3 for species list). Of these,
1286 individuals of 24 species were captured in old growth for-
est (five of which were unique to old growth; the most abundant
was Canthon aequinoctalis); 818 individuals of 24 species in
secondary forest (three of which were unique to secondary for-
est; themost abundant wasOnthophagus batesi); 361 individuals
of 21 species in regenerating plantation forest (and one of which
was unique to plantation; the most abundant species was Can-
thon aequinoctalis); 99 individuals of seven species in the rem-
nant forest strips (no unique species; the most abundant was
Onthophagus batesi); and 207 individuals of four species in
abandoned pastures (consisting of two dominant species;Ontho-
phagus marginicollis and Canthon mutabalis – note: two of
these four species were found in just a single trap occasion; Sup-
porting Information Appendix S3). Old-growth forest contained
the most unique species and greatest number of necrophagous
species (carrion-feeders), secondary forest had the most
coprophagous species (dung-feeders).
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Community-level responses

Considering both baits together, the mean estimated richness
of dung beetles was similar in the old-growth, secondary, and
regenerating plantation habitats (26.4, 26.2 and 23.7 species,
respectively; Table 1 and Fig. 3a) but impoverished in the forest
strips and abandoned pastures (7.3 and 5.0 species, respectively).
The overall pattern was similar when considering the dung-
baited traps separately (Fig. 3b), with the only difference being
that the abandoned pastures (5.0 species) were estimated to have
a slightly higher richness than forest strips (4.0 species),
although both still significantly lower than the other three for-
ested habitats (old growth = 20.3, secondary = 21.5, regenerating
plantations = 17.9). When considering carrion-baited traps sepa-
rately, this pattern changes: old growth forest had a greater esti-
mated richness in carrion-baited traps than all other habitats
(17.2 species), secondary, regenerating plantation, and forest
strips all had similar levels (9.4, 8.0 and 7.6, respectively), with
the lowest levels estimated in abandoned pastures (2.0 species;
Fig. 3c).
The community evenness of old-growth forest (slope of

Whittaker rank abundance curve; Fig. 3d) was the most even
with a curve of a few dominant species followed by a long-tail
of increasingly rarely encountered species; typical of old-
growth forests. When comparing the old-growth slope to those
of the other habitats, secondary forest showed no difference
with similar evenness (P = 0.17), regenerating plantation was
steeper but not significantly so (P = 0.07). Forest strips
(P < 0.01) and grassland (P < 0.01) showed significantly
skewed, less even communities in comparison to old growth
forests. Canthon aequinoctalis was the most abundant species
within old growth forest, although its rank position dropped
in other habitats, except regenerating plantations where it
remained the dominant species. This species was also
completely absent from forest strips and grasslands and can
be considered a contiguous forest specialist – particularly old
growth forest. Onthophagus batesi was the second most abun-
dant species and Onthophagus acuminatus was the third most
abundant species in all habitats, except for abandoned pastures
where just a single individual of each species was captured.
These two species are the most dominant in old second growth
forests in place of C. aequinoctalis.

There was strong support for both bait type and habitat in pre-
dicting the raw abundance of dung beetles (R2 of best-supported
model – fixed effects = 38.4%, random effects = 3%,
total = 41.4%), observed species richness (R2 of best-supported
model–fixed effects=71.9%, randomeffects= 0%, total = 71.9%)
and biomass (R2 = 37.6%: calculated from linear model without
random effects, as the random intercept term possessed zero vari-
ance) of dung beetles (Fig. 4; Table 2; Supporting Information
Appendix S4). There was full support for dung-baited traps cap-
turing a greater number of individuals, more species, and a greater
biomass of dung beetles than carrion-baited traps for using the
same survey effort (Table 2). Comparison of habitat-specific con-
fidence intervals suggests that the difference in beetle abundance
between dung and carrion is clear in all habitats, whereas for spe-
cies richness, the difference is only clear between old-growth and
secondary forest and all other habitats, and for biomass the clearest
difference is between contiguous forests, and abandoned pastures
and forest strips. Old growth forest dung-baited traps typically
captured the greatest individual count and biomass of dung bee-
tles, but a similar number of species as the naturally regenerating
secondary forest (Fig. 4). Forest strips supported the lowest num-
bers of individual counts and observed species richness, but a
greater biomass than abandoned pasture sites (Fig. 4). Dung-
baited regenerating plantation traps had intermediate counts of
individuals and species detected, but a greater biomass than both
secondary forest and forest strips, but lower that reference old-
growth. Carrion-baited traps followed a very similar pattern,
although with consistently lower counts of individuals, species,
and biomass.

Testing of model residuals showed no evidence of spatial
auto-correlation between samples with very low correlations
and non-significant (range from P = 0.10–0.38) observed Mor-
an’s I values for all response variables (see Supporting Informa-
tion Appendix S6).

We assessed the explanatory power of three additional covari-
ates (rainfall, moon illumination and elevation) hypothesised to
influence dung beetle activity, habitat use, and capture rates. Ele-
vation and moon illumination had a weak positive effect on dung
beetle abundance, and elevation had a weak positive effect on
observed species richness (Table 2; Supporting Information
Appendix S5). None of these covariates had any effect on bio-
mass of dung beetles captured (Table 2).

Table 1. Summary of observed and estimated richness by bait type.

Habitat Sites Individuals

Total
observed
richness

Dung
observed
richness

Carrion
observed
richness

Total estimated
richness

Dung estimated
richness

Carrion
estimated
richness

Primary 14 1286 24 19 14 26.4 (20.2–32.6) 20.3 (16.4–24.2) 17.2 (12.0–22.5)
Secondary 14 818 24 19 9 26.2 (20.1–31.4) 21.5 (17.0–26.1) 9.4 (6.5–12.5)
Plantation 14 361 21 17 8 23.7 (15.5–31.8) 17.9 (12.2–23.6) 8.0 (5.8–10.2)
Forest
strip

14 99 7 4 7 7.3 (3.6–10.8) 4.0 (3.1–4.9) 7.6 (2.0–13.3)

Grassland 14 207 4 4 2 5.0 (4.3–5.6) 5.0 (4.2–5.8) 2.0 (1.6–2.4)

Where ‘estimated richness’ is the extrapolated mean value from the iNEXT analysis and the values in brackets are the corresponding lower and upper 95%
confidence intervals.
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Species-level responses

After controlling for the fixed effects (habitat, bait type,
elevation, and moon phase), there remains marked structure
in species co-occurrences (Fig. 5). Species segregate into
three co-varying clusters (Fig. 5a). Group one represents
15 species captured more frequently with dung bait in either
old growth, secondary or plantation forests. Group two con-
sists of species with similar habitat preferences to group one
species (commonly co-occurring at the same locations) but
with a preference for carrion bait. Group three represents
two apparent grassland specialist species (Canthon mutabilis
and Onthophagus margnincollis), which are largely absent
from forested habitats and do not co-occur with any other
species. The species falling outside of these groups show no
clear affinity to any habitat or covariate or were not captured

on a sufficient number of occasions for co-occurrences/covar-
iate associations to be determined.

Examining the species-specific responses to the habitat and
environmental covariates reveals that the general trends
observed in the community-level analyses are composed of a
suite of species-specific responses. Of all the species examined,
four of 22 were detected in higher abundance using carrion bait
than dung (Fig. 5b). Relative to the capture rate in old growth
forest, 14 species were detected more frequently in secondary
forest and five species more frequently in plantation forest. There
were two species with a clear affinity for grassland habitat,
Onthophagus marginicollis and Canthon mutabilis. In compari-
son to the habitat associations, there were far fewer species-
specific relationships with elevation and moon phase. Higher
elevation positively affects the capture rate of Coprophanaeus
pecki but negatively the capture rate of Canthon acutus and

Figure 3. Estimated species richness for all bait types (a), dung (b) and carrion (c) and community composition (d). Where: green triangles = old growth
forest; yellow diamonds = plantation forest; red squares = secondary forest; lilac circles = forest strips; purple inverted triangles = grassland; vertical
lines = 95% confidence intervals. Species specific labels: Canthon aequinoctalis = A, Onthophagus acuminatus = B, Onthophagus
coriaceoumbrosus = C, Ohnthophagus batesi = D, Coprophanaeus telamon = E, Onthophagus marginicollis = F, and Canthon mutabilis = G. [Color figure
can be viewed at wileyonlinelibrary.com]
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Canthon caelius. Greater moon illumination positively corre-
lated with the capture rate of three species: Onthophagus batesi,
Canthon caelius and Onthophagos marginicollis.

Trait-level responses

Decomposing the species-specific responses to community-
averaged traits revealed strong support for the necrophagous
beetles being larger, with a lower proportion of dwellers and rol-
lers, in comparison to the beetles attracted to dung bait (Fig. 6).

Carrion-bait also captured fewer non-metallic dung beetles.
The traits represented in old growth forest, secondary forest
and regenerating plantation were broadly similar, only more
tunnelling dung beetles we captured in secondary forest. Rolling
as a breeding strategy trait was generally most prevalent in old-
growth forest compared with other habitats, but only signifi-
cantly lower in forest strips and abandoned pastures. In addition
to fewer rollers, the forest strip communities had fewer metallic
dung beetles. The traits represented in the pasture forest commu-
nity were lacking in nocturnal, rolling, and non-metallic and
metallic dung beetles. This is driven by only patterned dung

Figure 4. Observed dung beetle abundance (a), richness (b) and biomass (c) by habitat type from the best supported models in Table 2. Points denote the
mean estimated value of each response term, and the whiskers represent 95% confidence intervals. For additional co-variate plots with support see Sup-
porting Information Appendix S5 and for the full model selection output see Supporting Information Appendix S4 [Color figure can be viewed at
wileyonlinelibrary.com]

Table 2. Model selection table for the factors influence dung beetle raw abundance, observed richness and biomass at each survey site.

Response term Int (Cond) Int (Disp) Habitat Bait Altitude Moon Rainfall df AICc ΔAIC wt

Raw 2.26 ✔ ✔ ✔ 0.23 9 930.5 0.00 0.65
Abundance 2.13 ✔ ✔ ✔ 0.58 9 932.3 1.77 0.27

2.30 ✔ ✔ ✔ 8 934.6 4.04 0.09
… … … … …

2.89 ✔ 3 1058.8 128.24 0.00
Observed 1.21 ✔ ✔ 0.25 8 484.6 0.00 0.70
Richness 1.29 ✔ ✔ 7 486.3 1.66 0.30

… … … … …

0.95 2 653.4 168.82 0.00
Biomass 8.24 ✔ ✔ ✔ 8 1909.9 0.00 0.84

7.90 ✔ ✔ −0.44 8 1912.6 3.35 0.16
… … … … …

7.04 ✔ 3 1964.4 55.2 0.00

Where all models above ‘...’ were included in the top model set; the model below the ‘...’ is the null model (for all models in between see Supporting
Information Appendix S4); the grey shading denotes the best supported model used to generate the predictions (Fig. 4); df = degrees of freedom;
AIC = Akaike information criterion; ΔAIC = the change in AIC relative to the best supported model; wt = model weight. For full model selection output
see Supporting Information Appendix S4.
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Figure 5. Species-specific residual co-occurrences (a) and mean posterior responses to covariates (b). Where colours show the direction of magnitude of
co-occurrence (a) and effect sizes (b); ‘+’ and ‘−’ denote positive and negative (respectively) posterior credibility intervals which do not span zero. The
standardised effect sizes shown in (b) are contrasts from old-growth forests and dung bait for the categorical covariates. Dotted lines show the delineations
for groups 1, 2 and 3. For full plots of species-specific credibility intervals see Supporting Information Appendix S7. [Color figure can be viewed at
wileyonlinelibrary.com]

Figure 6. Posterior credibility estimates for the effects bait, habitat type, elevation, and moon phase on dung beetle traits. Where colours show the direc-
tion of magnitude of the effect on a given trait and ‘+’/‘−‘denote positive and negative (respectively) posterior credibility intervals which do not span zero.
For categorical covariates, the effect sizes shown are contrasts from old grown forests and dung bait. For full plots of species-specific credibility intervals
see Supporting Information Appendix S8. [Color figure can be viewed at wileyonlinelibrary.com]
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beetle being in abandoned pastures. Neither elevation nor moon
phase showed any affect upon community trait composition.

Discussion

Under the favourable conditions of 40–50 years of regeneration,
close proximity to contiguous old growth forest, protection of
ongoing disturbance and the control of hunting, secondary rain-
forests not only recover similar levels of species richness, they
have the potential to recover key traits and functions (related to
seed dispersal, seed burial and soil aeration) of old-growth forest
dung-beetle communities. We find that at the community-level,
dung beetle abundance, richness, biomass, and diversity vary
between habitat types of different anthropogenic disturbance
and land-use in the Osa Peninsula –with the most notable differ-
ences between forested and non-forested habitats. Whereas con-
tiguous secondary growth and plantation forests showed
community compositions similar to that of old growth forests,
open and fragmented habitats had degraded and impoverished
levels of dung beetle biodiversity. Although Torppa
et al. (2020) found diverse communities of dung beetles in
highly degraded landscapes of Madagascar when closed canopy
forest was nearby, we did not, even though our grassland and for-
est strips were surrounded by contiguous high-quality habitat.
Torppa et al. (2020) discuss the reduction of mammals in the sur-
rounding forests as a potential contributing factor, whereas at our
site in Osa, informal communications with locals and site man-
agers who acquired the property almost 20 years ago, suggest
that many mammal species that were absent, like tapir, puma
and white-lipped peccary, have now returned (confirmed by the
use of camera trap surveys at the site).
The community-level changes observed were underpinned by

species-specific responses. Co-occurrence estimates suggested
the presence of three distinct groups. Two of these showed affin-
ity to contiguous forested habitat (regardless of disturbance his-
tory) and were largely absent from fragmented forest strips or
recently abandoned pastures. The species-specific differences
observed led to shifts in functional trait composition of each hab-
itat relating to diel activity, breeding strategy and colour.We dis-
cuss these findings in terms of the implications for recovery of
disturbed forests, within the Osa peninsula and beyond, below.
The old-growth rainforests of our study site contained the

highest dung beetle species richness, abundance, biomass, com-
munity evenness and counts of large-bodied, rolling, and dwell-
ing dung beetles. Naturally regenerating secondary forest had
overall high levels of species richness and a community even-
ness similar to old-growth forest, but community-level abun-
dance and biomass were lower. Old-growth forest generally
held the highest number of dung beetles that were dung rolling
species when compared with all other habitats, but secondary
forest had significantly higher captures of tunnelling species.
This is a positive outlook as to the health and recovery of second-
ary forests in the Osa, as other studies from other regions
(Navarrete & Halffter, 2008; Kudavidanage et al., 2012) have
reported a loss in large-tunnelling dung beetles (a group that con-
tributes significantly to aeration of soils and improved seed ger-
mination rates). The potential for high-quality forest recovery in

the Osa is likely high as there are substantial areas of old-growth
in the region and important seed dispersing wildlife species
remain present (Weghorst, 2007; Gutierrez et al., 2019); as such
this should be considered a ‘best-case scenario’ for recovery
potential (Ferraz et al., 2014; Whitworth et al., 2016). Other sec-
ondary forests that are isolated from old-growth and have suf-
fered defaunation of important seed-dispersing species might
not recover as quickly or to the same degree as the secondary for-
ests studied here. In some cases, the regeneration of disturbed
forests may move towards a completely different trajectory
whereby forests might completely fail to recover (Sloan
et al., 2015; Goosem et al., 2016; Lennox et al., 2018).

Regenerating plantations were not as effective as natural sec-
ond growth in facilitating dung beetle biodiversity, and narrow,
isolated forest strips were poorer still. The ability of dung beetles
to utilise plantation forests, albeit in lower abundances, has also
been detected by Medina et al. (2002). Reduced abundance of
dung beetles is suggested to be due to limited resources; for
example, regenerating plantations likely have fewer mammals,
birds, and other wildlife that both coprophagous and necropha-
gous dung beetles depend upon. It is also known that thermal tol-
erance varies across dung beetle species affecting their internal
functions and defining their ecological niche (Gaston &
Chown, 1999; Gimenez et al., 2017). As such, a lack of a closed
tall canopy and dry seasonally deciduous leaf fall by plantation
species such as Tectonia may present thermal barriers for old
growth adapted species found in the understory. The plantations,
although enrichment planted with a variety of other species in
recent years (Whitworth et al., 2018a), are still comprised of
mature trees that are predominantly Pochota fendleri, Termina-
lia amazonia, Tectona grandis and early successional species,
Vochysia guatemalensis and Xylopia frutescens. The enrichment
planted trees remain small and growing and as such are not yet
producing the fruits and resources needed by a diverse array of
wildlife. Furthermore, several of the most common species seed
with wind-dispersed samaras rather than fleshy fruits. For exam-
ple, in an unpublished thesis work at the same study site, spider
monkeys were detected within the regenerating plantations, but
records were far less frequent than in old-growth and secondary
forest (Connor & McGowan 2018 – thesis). Although forest
structure allows large-bodied primates to use the plantations, it
is likely that there is not yet the diversity of food resources to
maintain them in comparable densities to old-growth forest.
Thus, there are less dung and carrion resources available for
the brown-web detritivore community.

Despite forest strips containing a diversity of mature tree spe-
cies that can produce a variety of fruits, their isolation and degra-
dation means they are unlikely to support population levels of
other wildlife found in contiguous forest, with downstream con-
sequences for the dung beetle communities they support. Dung
beetles have been shown to be susceptible to edge effects and
fragmentation, with only larger fragments supporting more
abundant and diverse community assemblages (Estrada &
Coates-estrada, 2002; Andresen, 2003; Chapman & Chapman,
2003; Arellano et al., 2008). This is likely a combination of the
inability of small fragments to support other wildlife, and due
to the exposure of physical changes (e.g. light, heat and humid-
ity) that affect those species which need more specialised closed
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forest conditions. The mean average width of forest strips in our
study area was 42.5 m (range = 23.3–88.5 m), so despite con-
taining mature rainforest trees, they are narrow and fragmented;
enough to support just a subset of forest associated species. The
mechanisms described above are taken to extremes in grassland
habitat, and as with (Nichols et al., 2007), we find that the aban-
doned pastures were dominated by a hyper-abundance of just
two small-bodied tunnelling species which are rarely found else-
where. This could be due to the aggressive and competitive
nature of tunnellers in utilising the dung resources available
(Krell-westerwalbesloh, 2014).

When considered separately to the dung feeding community,
necrophagous beetles did not recover in secondary forest to the
same extent as the coprophagous feeders. Within-taxon hetero-
geneity in biodiversity recovery is not uncommon and has been
detected for other taxa such as butterflies (Whitworth,
et al., 2018b,c), birds (Barlow et al., 2007b) and amphibians
(Whitworth et al., 2017). In the case of dung beetles, just 4%
of studies we reviewed used carrion-baited pitfall traps (n = 2),
and only 28% used carrion in addition to dung (n = 13); but none
directly compared the response of both coprophagous and
necrophagous communities. Although the size of the necropha-
gous dung beetle community is smaller than the coprophagous
dung beetle community, the function and role this community
provides in terms of carrion-processing and removal from eco-
systems is critical. On average, the capture rate of necrophagous
dung beetles was �15% of the numbers captured using dung
bait. This suggests that necrophagous dung beetles are typically
rarer and potentially more specialised. This might explain why
their communities are slower to recover than the more abundant
dung-associated species. It is important to note that we con-
trolled for the effects of altitude, moon phase and rainfall pat-
terns when quantifying the effects of disturbance history on
dung beetle communities. Despite altitude, moon phase and rain-
fall being previously found to influence dung beetle community
richness and activity (Dacke et al., 2014; Batista et al., 2016;
Nunes et al., 2016; Latha, 2019), we found that their effects were
weak or completely absent at this scale. It is possible the impor-
tance of these covariates increases with the scale of the study,
and that these covariates are highly influential at landscape
scales.

In addition to assessing overall patterns of biodiversity, we
also investigated species-specific responses and functional
traits of the dung beetle community. There is a growing body
of literature investigating species-specific responses and
functional groups in tropical forests generally (Ding
et al., 2011; Carreño-rocabado et al., 2012; Hidasi-Neto &
Cianciaruso, 2012; Trimble & Van Aarde, 2014; de Coster
et al., 2015), and for dung beetles specifically (Larsen
et al., 2008; Nichols et al., 2013; Raine et al., 2018). This pro-
vides a better insight as to how shifts in communities might
affect specific ecosystem functions, or not. Where studies have
addressed the functional responses of dung beetle communities
to land-use change they have found that the most intense forms,
where forest is completely lost or highly fragmented, are asso-
ciated with the loss of large-bodied tunnelling species
(Navarrete & Halffter, 2008; Kudavidanage et al., 2012 – an
important group for soil aeration and nutrient recycling

services). However, rather than tunnelling species, we find that
it is the rolling, nocturnal and non-patterned species that are
underrepresented in abandoned pastures in the Osa Peninsula.
Abandoned pastures were dominated by two small-bodied
tunnelling, diurnal species that were strongly patterned. Such
patterning either reflects a warning to predators of toxicity or
as better camouflage in open well-lit habitats (as opposed to a
uniform or dark coloration that is better adapted for low-light
understorey rainforest conditions). The pasture species
detected here are widespread throughout Central America, typ-
ically occupying disturbed habitat. As they are not found in pri-
mary forest, their arrival represents a colonisation event from
other disturbed habitat in the area. That the tunnelling func-
tional trait was not lost in this case, highlights that loss of func-
tional traits under disturbance will be region/habitat-specific
dependent on the functional traits of colonising disturbance tol-
erant species. Promisingly, the naturally occurring second
growth forests in Osa showed little difference in the community
traits of old-growth forest, except for an increased occurrence
of tunnellers.

In conclusion, we suggest that under favourable conditions
and 40–50 years of regeneration, secondary rainforests not only
recover similar levels of species richness, that they have the
potential to recover key traits and functions of old-growth forest
dung-beetle communities; related to seed dispersal, seed burial
and soil aeration processes. However, we also found three pieces
of evidence for concern. Firstly, abundance is reduced in natu-
rally regenerating secondary forest compared with old-growth
(� a third lower in our study), which suggests the resource base
of secondary forest might need more time for recovery to
become equivalent to that of an ancient old-growth. Second,
the necrophagous community did not recover like the dung bee-
tle community, so some key functions associated with dung bee-
tles in terms of carrion-removal are not completely recovered, at
least within 50 years of regeneration. Third, given the close
proximity of old-growth forest, this work represents a ‘best-case
scenario’ for re-growth. More isolated and fragmented regener-
ating forests may not recover biodiversity with the same degree
of success via natural regeneration. However, the levels of
dung-beetle biodiversity detected here are encouraging for those
areas scoring highly under the ecosystem condition scoring sys-
tem (Ferraz et al., 2014) suggesting a high potential value of
regenerating secondary rainforest areas, and to a lesser degree
plantation forests, to recover some of the biodiversity losses
associated with deforestation and habitat alteration to old-growth
tropical forests.

Acknowledgements

The authors are thankful for the help of all staff, visitors, and vol-
unteers of Osa Conservation. Thanks to the Bobolink Founda-
tion and to the International Conservation Fund of Canada for
their support of conservation in the Osa. Thanks to SINAC-
ACOSA for issuing research permits for the project (INV-
ACOSA-042-17). In accordance with the research permit, we
have deposited a specimen collection at the University of Costa
Rica National Insect Museum.

© 2021 The Authors. Insect Conservation and Diversity published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of Royal Entomological
Society., Insect Conservation and Diversity, doi: 10.1111/icad.12470

450 Andrew Whitworth et al.



Data availability statement

The data that support the findings of this study are available
from the corresponding author upon reasonable request.

Supporting information

Additional supporting information may be found online in the
Supporting Information section at the end of the article.

Appendix S1 Supporting Information.

References

Alvarado, F., Dáttilo, W. & Escobar, F. (2019) Linking dung beetle
diversity and its ecological function in a gradient of livestock intensi-
fication management in the Neotropical region. Applied Soil Ecology,
143, 173–180. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsoil.2019.06.016.

Amézquita, S. & Favila, M.E. (2011) Carrion removal rates and diel
activity of necrophagous beetles (Coleoptera: Scarabaeinae) in a frag-
mented tropical rain forest. Environmental Entomology, 40(2),
239–246. https://doi.org/10.1603/EN10203.

Andresen, E. (2002) Dung beetles in a Central Amazonian rainforest and
their ecological role as secondary seed dispersers. Ecological Ento-
mology, 27(3), 257–270. https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2311.2002.
00408.x.

Andresen, E. (2003) Effect of forest fragmentation on dung beetle com-
munities and functional consequences for plant regeneration. Ecogra-
phy, 26(1), 87–97.

Andresen, E. & Laurance, S.G.W. (2007) Possible indirect effects of
mammal hunting on dung beetle assemblages in Panama. Biotropica,
39(1), 141–146. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-7429.2006.00239.x.

Arellano, L., Leon-Cortes, J.L. & Halffter, G. (2008) Response of dung
beetle assemblages to landscape structure in remnant natural and mod-
ified habitats in southern Mexico. Insect Conservation and Diversity,
1, 253–262.

Audino, L.D., Louzada, J. & Comita, L. (2014) Dung beetles as indica-
tors of tropical forest restoration success: is it possible to recover spe-
cies and functional diversity ? Biological Conservation, 169,
248–257. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2013.11.023.

Avendaño-Mendoza, C., Morón-Ríos, A., Cano, E.B. & León-Cortés, J.
(2005) Dung beetle community (Coleoptera: Scarabaeidae: Scarabaei-
nae) in a tropical landscape at the Lachua Region, Guatemala. Biodi-
versity and Conservation, 14(4), 801–822. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10531-004-0651-x.

Barlow, J., Gardner, T.A., Araujo, I.S., �Avila-Pires, T.C., Bonaldo, A.B.,
Costa, J.E., Esposito, M.C., Ferreira, L.V., Hawes, J., Hernandez, M.I.
M., Hoogmoed, M.S., Leite, R.N., Lo-Man-Hung, N.F., Malcolm, J.
R., Martins, M.B., Mestre, L.A.M., Miranda-Santos, R., Nunes-
Gutjahr, A.L., Overal, W.L., Parry, L., Peters, S.L., Ribeiro-
Junior, M.A., da Silva, M.N.F., da Silva, C. & Peres, C.A. (2007a)
Quantifying the biodiversity value of tropical primary, secondary,
and plantation forests. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sci-
ences of the United States of America, 104(47), 18555–18560.
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0703333104.

Barlow, J., Mestre, L.A.M., Gardner, T.A. & Peres, C.A. (2007b) The
value of primary, secondary and plantation forests for Amazonian
birds. Biological Conservation., 136, 212–231. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.biocon.2006.11.021.

Barnes, A.D., Emberson, R.M., Krell, F.T. & Didham, R.K. (2014) The
role of species traits in mediating functional recovery during matrix
restoration. PloS one, 9(12), e115385.

Batista, M.C., Lopes, S., Júnior, L., Marques, P. & Teodoro, A.V. (2016)
The dung beetle assemblage (Coleoptera: Scarabaeinae ) is differently
affected by land use and seasonality in northeastern Brazil. Entomo-
tropica, 31(13), 95–104.

Bicknell, J.E., Phelps, S.P., Davies, R.G., Mann, D.J., Struebig, M.J. &
Davies, Z.G. (2014) Dung beetles as indicators for rapid impact
assessments: evaluating best practice forestry in the neotropics. Eco-
logical Indicators, 43, 154–161. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.
2014.02.030.

Blanchet, F.G., Cazelles, K. & Gravel, D. (2020) Co-occurrence is not
evidence of ecological interactions. Ecology Letters, 23, 1050–1063.
https://doi.org/10.1111/ele.13525.

Braga, R.F., Korasaki, V., Andresen, E. & Louzada, J. (2013) Dung bee-
tle community and functions along a habitat- disturbance gradient in
the Amazon: a rapid assessment of ecological functions associated to
biodiversity. PLoS ONE, 8(2), e57786. https://doi.org/10.1371/
journal.pone.0057786.

Brooks, M.E., Kristensen, K., Van Benthem, K.J., Magnusson, A.,
Berg, C.W., Nielsen, A., Skaug, H.J., Mächler, M. & Bolker, B.M.
(2017) glmmTMB balances speed and flexibility among packages
for zero-inflated generalized linear mixed modeling. The R Journal,
9(2), 378–400.

Bui, V.B., Ziegler, T. & Bonkowski, M. (2020) Morphological traits
reflect dung beetle response to land use changes in tropical karst eco-
systems of Vietnam. Ecological Indicators, 108(August 2019),
105697. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2019.105697.

Carreño-rocabado, G., Peña-claros, M., Bongers, F., Licona, J. &
Poorter, L. (2012) Effects of disturbance intensity on species and func-
tional diversity in a tropical forest. Journal of Ecology, 100,
1453–1463. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2745.2012.02015.x.

Chapman, C.A. & Chapman, L.J. (2003) Fragmentation and alteration of
seed dispersal processes: an initial evaluation of dung beetles, seed
fate, and seedling diversity. Biotropica, 35(3), 382. https://doi.org/
10.1646/02149.

Clark, J.S., Nemergut, D., Seyednasrollah, B., Turner, P.J. & Zhang, S.
(2017) Generalized joint attribute modeling for biodiversity analysis:
median-zero, multivariate, multifarious data. Ecological Monographs,
87(1), 34–56. https://doi.org/10.1002/ecm.1241.

Connor, D., & McGowan, A. (2018). The effect of seed dispersal by spi-
der monkeys and their sleeping sites on the plant community structure
across a mosaic landscape. University of Exeter, 1–26.

De Coster, G., Banks-leite, C., Metzger, J.P. & Sp, P. (2015) Atlantic for-
est bird communities provide different but not fewer functions after
habitat loss. Proceedings of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences,
282(1811), 20142844.

Dacke, M., Jundi, B., Smolka, J., Byrne, M. & Baird, E. (2014) The role
of the sun in the celestial compass of dung beetles. Philosophical
Transactions of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences, 369,
20130036.

Davies, G.M. & Gray, A. (2015) Don’t let spurious accusations of pseu-
doreplication limit our ability to learn from natural experiments (and
other messy kinds of ecological monitoring). Ecology and Evolution,
5(22), 5295–5304. https://doi.org/10.1002/ece3.1782.

de Bello, F., Lavorel, S., Diaz, S., Harrington, R., Cornelissen, J.H.C.,
Bardgett, R.D., Berg, M.P., Cipriotti, P., Feld, C.K., Hering, D.,
Martins Da Silva, P., Potts, S.G., Sandin, L., Sousa, J.P., Storkey, J.,
Wardle, D.A. & Harrison, P.A. (2010) Towards an assessment of mul-
tiple ecosystem processes and services via functional traits. Biodiverse
Conserv, 19, 2873–2893. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-010-
9850-9.

© 2021 The Authors. Insect Conservation and Diversity published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of Royal Entomological
Society., Insect Conservation and Diversity, doi: 10.1111/icad.12470

Neotropical dung beetle community recovery 451

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsoil.2019.06.016
https://doi.org/10.1603/EN10203
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2311.2002.00408.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2311.2002.00408.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-7429.2006.00239.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2013.11.023
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-004-0651-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-004-0651-x
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0703333104
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2006.11.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2006.11.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2014.02.030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2014.02.030
https://doi.org/10.1111/ele.13525
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0057786
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0057786
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2019.105697
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2745.2012.02015.x
https://doi.org/10.1646/02149
https://doi.org/10.1646/02149
https://doi.org/10.1002/ecm.1241
https://doi.org/10.1002/ece3.1782
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-010-9850-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-010-9850-9


Diaz, A., Galante, E. & Favila, M.E. (2010) The effect of the landscape
matrix on the distribution of dung and carrion beetles in a fragmented
tropical rain forest. Journal of Insect Science, 10(81), 1–16. https://
doi.org/10.1673/031.010.8101.

Ding, Y., Zang, R., Letcher, S.G., Liu, S. & He, F. (2011) Disturbance
regime changes the trait distribution, phylogenetic structure, and com-
munity assembly of tropical rain forests.OIKOS, 000, 1–8. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1600-0706.2011.19992.x.

Dunn, R.R. (2004) Recovery of faunal communities during tropical for-
est regeneration. Conservation Biology, 18(2), 302–309.

Estrada, A., Anzures, A.D. & Coates-Estrada, R. (1998) Tropical rain
forest fragmentation, howler monkeys (Alouatta palliata), and dung
beetles at Los Tuxtlas, Mexico. American Journal of Primatology,
48(4), 253–262.

Estrada, A. & Coates-estrada, R. (2002) Dung beetles in continuous
forest, forest fragments and in an agricultural mosaic habitat Island
at Los Tuxtlas, Mexico. Biodiversity and Conservation, 11,
1903–1918.

FAO. (2011). State of theWorld’s Forests 2011. Forests and Agriculture:
land-Use Challenges and Opportunities.

Ferraz, S.F., Ferraz, K.M., Cassiano, C.C., Brancalion, P.H.S., da
Luz, D.T., Azevedo, T.N., Tambosi, L.R. & Metzger, J.P. (2014)
How good are tropical forest patches for ecosystem services provision-
ing? Landscape Ecology, 29(2), 187–200. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10980-014-9988-z.

Filgueiras, B.K.C., Iannuzzi, L. & Leal, I.R. (2011) Habitat fragmenta-
tion alters the structure of dung beetle communities in the Atlantic For-
est. Biological Conservation, 144(1), 362–369. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.biocon.2010.09.013.

Flechtmann, C.A.H., Tabet, V.G. & Quintero, I. (2009) Influence of car-
rion smell and rebaiting time on the efficiency of pitfall traps to dung
beetle sampling. Entomologia Experimentalis, 132, 211–217. https://
doi.org/10.1111/j.1570-7458.2009.00885.x.

Foster, A. G. (2002). Cerro Osa: A ten-year case study in tropical rain-
forest conservation management from the Osa Peninsula, Costa Rica.
M.S. thesis, University of Washington, Seattle, WA, USA.

Gardner, T.A., Hernández, M.I.M., Barlow, J. & Peres, C.A. (2008)
Understanding the biodiversity consequences of habitat change: the
value of secondary and plantation forests for neotropical dung beetles.
Journal of Applied Ecology, 45(3), 883–893. https://doi.org/10.1111/
j.1365-2664.2008.01454.x.

Gaston, K.J. & Chown, S.L. (1999) Elevation and climatic tolerance: a
test using dung beetles. Oikos, 86, 584–590.

Gibson, L., Lee, T.M., Koh, L.P., Brook, B.W., Gardner, T.A.,
Barlow, J., Peres, C.A., Bradshaw, C.J.A., Laurance, W.F.,
Lovejoy, T.E. & Sodhi, N.S. (2011) Primary forests are irreplaceable
for sustaining tropical biodiversity. Nature, 478(7369), 378–381.
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature10425.

Gimenez, V., Lomascolo, S.B., Zurita, G.A. & Ocampo, F. (2017) Daily
activity patterns and thermal tolerance of three sympatric dung beetle
species (Scarabaeidae: Scarabaeinae: Eucraniini) from the Monte
Desert, Argentina. Neotropical Entomolgy, 47(6), 821–827. https://
doi.org/10.1007/s13744-017-0567-2.

Giovâni, P., Isabel, M. & Hernández, M. (2015a) Scale-dependence of
processes structuring dung beetle metacommunities using functional
diversity and community deconstruction approaches. PLoS ONE, 10
(3), e0123030. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0123030.

Giovâni, P., Isabel, M. & Hernández, M. (2015b) Spatial patterns of
movement of dung beetle species in a tropical forest suggest a new trap
spacing for dung beetle biodiversity studies. PLoS ONE, 10(5),
e0126112. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0126112.

Goosem, M., Paz, C., Fensham, R., Preece, N., Goosem, S. &
Laurance, S.G.W. (2016) Forest age and isolation affect the rate of

recovery of plant species diversity and community composition in sec-
ondary rain forests in tropical Australia. Journal of Vegetation Sci-
ence, 27(3), 504–514. https://doi.org/10.1111/jvs.12376.

Gregory, N., Gómez, A., Oliveira, T.M.F.d.S. & Nichols, E. (2015) Big
dung beetles dig deeper: trait-based consequences for faecal parasite
transmission. International Journal for Parasitology, 45(2–3),
101–105. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpara.2014.10.006.

Gutierrez, B.L., Zambrano, A.M.A., Mulder, G., Ols, C., Zambrano, S.L.
A., Gil, C.A.Q. et al. (2019) Ecotourism: the ‘human shield’ for wild-
life conservation in the Osa Peninsula, Costa Rica. Journal of Ecotour-
ism, 0(0), 1–20. https://doi.org/10.1080/14724049.2019.1686006.

Hall, C. A. S., Hall, M., & Aquilar, B. (2000). A brief historical and
visual introduction to Costa Rica. Quantifying Sustainable Develop-
ment: The Future of Tropical Economies., 19–42.

Harrison, X.A., Donaldson, L., Correa-Cano, M.E., Evans, J., Fisher, D.
N., Goodwin, C.E.D., Robinson, B.S., Hodgson, D.J. & Inger, R.
(2018) A brief introduction to mixed effects modelling and multi-
model inference in ecology. PeerJ, 6, e4794. https://doi.org/10.7717/
peerj.4794.

Hidasi-Neto, J. & Cianciaruso, M. (2012) Bird functional diversity and
wildfires in the Amazon: the role of forest structure. Animal Conserva-
tion, 15, 407–415. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-1795.2012.
00528.x.

Holdridge, L. R. (1967). Life Zone Ecology. Tropical Sci- Ence Center.
Howden, H.F. & Nealis, V.G. (1975) Effects of clearing in a tropical rain
forest on the composition of the Coprophagous Scarab Beetle Fauna
(Coleoptera ). Biotropica, 7(2), 77–83.

Hsieh, T.C., Ma, K.H. & Chao, A. (2016) iNEXT: an R package for rar-
efaction and extrapolation of species diversity (Hill numbers).
Methods in Ecology and Evolution, 7(12), 1451–1456. https://doi.
org/10.1111/2041-210X.12613.

Hulbert, S.H. (1984) Pseudoreplication and the design of ecological field
experiments. Ecological Society of America, 54(2), 187–211.

Klein, B.C. (1989) Effects of forest fragmentation on dung and carrion
beetle communities in Central Amazonia. Ecology, 70(6), 1715–1725.

Klingbeil, B.T. &Willig, M.R. (2009) Guild-specific responses of bats to
landscape composition and configuration in fragmented Amazonian
rainforest. Journal of Applied Ecology, 46, 203–213. https://doi.org/
10.1111/j.1365-2664.2007.0.

Kohlmann, B., Elle, O., Soto, X. & Russo, R. (2007) Biodiversity, con-
servation, and hotspot atlas of Costa Rica: a dung beetle perspective
(Coleoptera: Scarabaeidae: Scarabaeinae). Zootaxa, 1457, 1–34.

Kohlmann, B., San, E.A.P., Costa, J. & Rica, C. (1997) The Costa Rican
species of Ateuchus (Coleoptera: Scarabaeidae). Revista de Biología
Tropical, 44(3), 1996–1997.

Krell-westerwalbesloh, S. (2014) Diel separation of Afrotropical dung
beetle guilds— avoiding competition and neglecting resources ( Cole-
optera: Scarabaeoidea ). Journal of Natural History, 38(17),
2225–2249.

Krell, F. (2007). Dung Beetle Sampling Protocols. Denver Museum of
Nature&Science.

Kudavidanage, E.P., Ser, J. & Lee, H. (2012) Linking biodiversity and
ecosystem functioning of dung beetles in South and Southeast
Asian tropical rianforests. The Raffles Bulletin of Zoology, 25,
141–154.

Larsen, T.H. & Forsyth, A. (2005) Trap spacing and transect design for
dung beetle biodiversity studies 1. Biotropica, 37(2), 322–325.

Larsen, T.H., Lopera, A. & Forsyth, A. (2008) Understanding trait-
dependent community disassembly: dung beetles, density functions,
and forest fragmentation. Conservation Biology, 22(5), 1288–1298.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2008.00969.x.

Latha, T. (2019). Seasonal activity of dung beetles ( Scarabaeinae ) in a
forest in South Western Ghats, 58–64.

© 2021 The Authors. Insect Conservation and Diversity published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of Royal Entomological
Society., Insect Conservation and Diversity, doi: 10.1111/icad.12470

452 Andrew Whitworth et al.

https://doi.org/10.1673/031.010.8101
https://doi.org/10.1673/031.010.8101
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0706.2011.19992.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0706.2011.19992.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10980-014-9988-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10980-014-9988-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2010.09.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2010.09.013
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1570-7458.2009.00885.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1570-7458.2009.00885.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2664.2008.01454.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2664.2008.01454.x
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature10425
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13744-017-0567-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13744-017-0567-2
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0123030
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0126112
https://doi.org/10.1111/jvs.12376
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpara.2014.10.006
https://doi.org/10.1080/14724049.2019.1686006
https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.4794
https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.4794
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-1795.2012.00528.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-1795.2012.00528.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/2041-210X.12613
https://doi.org/10.1111/2041-210X.12613
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2664.2007.0
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2664.2007.0
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2008.00969.x


Lennox, G.D., Berenguer, E., Gardner, T.A., Thomson, J.R., Ferreira, J.,
Lees, A.C., Nally, R.M., Arag~ao, L.E.O.C., Ferraz, S.F.B.,
Louzada, J., Moura, N.G., Oliveira, V.H.F., Pardini, R., Solar, R.R.
C., Vaz-deMello, F.Z., Vieira, I.C.G. & Barlow, J. (2018) Second rate
or a second chance? Assessing biomass and biodiversity recovery in
regenerating Amazonian forests, (August). Global Change Biology,
24(12), 5680–5694. https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.14443.

Letcher, S.G. & Chazdon, R.L. (2009) Rapid recovery of biomass, spe-
cies richness, and species composition in a forest chronosequence in
Northeastern Costa Rica. Biotropica, 41(5), 608–617. https://doi.org/
10.1111/j.1744-7429.2009.00517.x.

Medina, C.A., Escobar, F. & Kattan, G.H. (2002) Diversity and habitat
use of dung beetles in a restored Andean landscape. Biotropica, 34
(1), 181–187.

Mehrabi, Z., Slade, E.M., Solis, A. &Mann, D.J. (2014) The importance
of microhabitat for biodiversity sampling. PLoS One, 9(12), 1–18.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0114015.

Navarrete, D. & Halffter, G. (2008) Dung beetle (Coleoptera: Scarabaei-
dae: Scarabaeinae) diversity in continuous forest, forest fragments and
cattle pastures in a landscape of Chiapas, Mexico: the effects of
anthropogenic changes. Biodiversity and Conservation, 17(12),
2869–2898. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-008-9402-8.

Nichols, E., Gardner, T.A., Peres, C.A.&Spector, S. (2009)Co-declining
mammals and dung beetles: an impending ecological cascade. Oikos,
118(4), 481–487. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0706.2009.17268.x.

Nichols, E.L., Uriarte, M., Bunker, D.E., Favila, M.E., Slade, E.,
Vulinec, K., Larsen, T., Vaz-de-Mello, F.Z., Louzada, J.,
Naeem, S. & Spector, S. (2013) Trait-dependent response of dung bee-
tle populations to tropical forest conversion at local and regional
scales. Ecology, 94(1), 180–189.

Nichols, E., Larsen, T., Spector, S., Davis, A.L., Escobar, F., Favila, M.,
Vulinec, K. & The Scarabaeinae Research Network (2007) Global
dung beetle response to tropical forest modification and fragmenta-
tion: a quantitative literature review and meta-analysis. Biolgical Con-
servation, 137(1), 1–19.

Nichols, E., Spector, S., Louzada, J., Larsen, T., Amezquita, S. &
Favila, M.E. (2008) Ecological functions and ecosystem services
provided by Scarabaeinae dung beetles. Biological Conservation,
141(6), 1461–1474. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2008.
04.011.

Nunes, C.A., Braga, R.F., Figueira, J.E.C., De Siqueira Neves, F. &
Fernandes, G.W. (2016) Dung beetles along a tropical altitudinal gra-
dient: environmental filtering on taxonomic and functional diversity.
PLoS ONE, 11(6), 1–16. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.
0157442.

Oksanen, J., Blanchet, F.G., Kindt, R., Legendre, P., Minchin, P.R.,
O’Hara, R.B., Simpson, G.L., Solymos, P., Stevens, M.H., & Wagner,
H. (2016). Vegan: community ecology packet. R Package, 2, 3–3.

Poulsen, J.R., Medjibe, V.P., White, L.J.T., Miao, Z., Banak-Ngok, L.,
Beirne, C., Clark, C.J., Cuni-Sanchez, A., Disney, M., Doucet, J.L.,
Lee, M.E., Lewis, S.L., Mitchard, E., Nuñez, C.L., Reitsma, J.,
Saatchi, S. & Scott, C.T. (2020) Old growth Afrotropical forests criti-
cal for maintaining forest carbon. Global Ecology and Biogeography,
00, 1–14. https://doi.org/10.1111/geb.13150.

Quintero, I. &Halfter, G. (2009) Temporal changes in a community of dung
beetles (Insecta: Coleoptera: Scarabaeinae) resulting from the modifica-
tion and fragmentation of tropical rain forest.. Acta Zoológica Mexicana,
25(3), 625–649. https://www.redalyc.org/pdf/575/57512077014.pdf.

Raine, E.H., Gray, C.L., Mann, D.J. & Slade, E.M. (2018) Tropical dung
beetle morphological traits predict functional traits and show intraspe-
cific differences across land uses. Ecology and Evolution, 8(17),
8686–8696. https://doi.org/10.1002/ece3.4218.

Richards, S., Whittingham, M. & Stephens, P. (2011) Model selection
and model averaging in behavioural ecology: the utility of the IT-
AIC framework. Behavioral Ecology and Sociobiology, 65(1),
77–89. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00265-010-1035-8.

Rozendaal, D.M.A., Bongers, F., Aide, T.M., Alvarez-Dávila, E.,
Ascarrunz, N., Balvanera, P., Becknell, J.M., Bentos, T.V.,
Brancalion, P.H.S., Cabral, G.A.L., Calvo-Rodriguez, S., Chave, J.,
César, R.G., Chazdon, R.L., Condit, R., Dallinga, J.S., de Almeida-
Cortez, J.S., de Jong, B., de Oliveira, A., Denslow, J.S., Dent, D.H.,
DeWalt, S.J., Dupuy, J.M., Durán, S.M., Dutrieux, L.P., Espírito-
Santo, M.M., Fandino, M.C., Fernandes, G.W., Finegan, B.,
García, H., Gonzalez, N., Moser, V.G., Hall, J.S., Hernández-
Stefanoni, J.L., Hubbell, S., Jakovac, C.C., Hernández, A.J.,
Junqueira, A.B., Kennard, D., Larpin, D., Letcher, S.G., Licona, J.
C., Lebrija-Trejos, E., Marín-Spiotta, E., Martínez-Ramos, M.,
Massoca, P.E.S., Meave, J.A., Mesquita, R.C.G., Mora, F.,
Müller, S.C., Muñoz, R., de Oliveira Neto, S.N., Norden, N.,
Nunes, Y.R.F., Ochoa-Gaona, S., Ortiz-Malavassi, E., Ostertag, R.,
Peña-Claros, M., Pérez-García, E.A., Piotto, D., Powers, J.S.,
Aguilar-Cano, J., Rodriguez-Buritica, S., Rodríguez-Velázquez, J.,
Romero-Romero, M.A., Ruíz, J., Sanchez-Azofeifa, A., de
Almeida, A.S., Silver, W.L., Schwartz, N.B., Thomas, W.W.,
Toledo, M., Uriarte, M., de Sá Sampaio, E.V., van Breugel, M., van
der Wal, H., Martins, S.V., Veloso, M.D.M., Vester, H.F.M.,
Vicentini, A., Vieira, I.C.G., Villa, P., Williamson, G.B., Zanini, K.
J., Zimmerman, J. & Poorter, L. (2019) Biodiversity recovery of Neo-
tropical secondary forests. Science Advances, 5(3), eaau3114. https://
doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aau3114.

Sader, S.A. & Joyce, A.T. (1988) Deforestation rates and trends in Costa
Rica, 1940 to 1983. Biotropica, 20(1), 11–19.

Salom~ao, R.P., Favila, M.E. & González-Tokman, D. (2020) Spatial and
temporal changes in the dung beetle diversity of a protected, but frag-
mented, landscape of the northernmost Neotropical rainforest. Ecolog-
ical Indicators, 111, 105968. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2019.
105968.

Sandor, M.E. & Chazdon, R.L. (2014) Remnant trees affect species com-
position but not structure of tropical second-growth forest. PLoS ONE,
9(1), e83284. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0083284.

Shrestha, B.M., Chang, S.X., Bork, E.W. & Carlyle, C.N. (2018) Enrich-
ment planting and soil amendments enhance carbon sequestration and
reduce greenhouse gas emissions in agroforestry systems: a review.
Forests, 9(369), 1–18. https://doi.org/10.3390/f9060369.

Simmons, L.W. & Ridsdill-Smith, T.J. (2011) Reproductive competition
and its impact on the evolution and ecology of dung beetles. Ecology
and Evolution of Dung Beetles, pp. p. 1–20.Blackwell Publishing,
Oxford.

Slade, E.M., Mann, D.J. & Lewis, O.T. (2011) Biodiversity and ecosys-
tem function of tropical forest dung beetles under contrasting logging
regimes. Biological Conservation, 144(1), 166–174. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.biocon.2010.08.011.

Slade, E., Mann, D.J., Villanueva, J.F. & Lewis, O.T. (2007) Experimen-
tal evidence for the effects of dung beetle functional group richness
and composition on ecosystem function in a tropical forest. Journal
of Animal Ecology, 76, 1094–1104. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-
2656.2007.01296.x.

Sloan, S., Goosem, M. & Laurance, S.G. (2015) Tropical forest regener-
ation following land abandonment is driven by primary rainforest dis-
tribution in an old pastoral region. Landscape Ecology, 31, 601–618.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10980-015-0267-4.

Solís, �A. & Kohlmann, B. (2012) Article Checklist and distribution atlas
of the Scarabaeinae (Coleoptera: Scarabaeidae) of Costa Rica. Zoo-
taxa, 3482, 1–32.

© 2021 The Authors. Insect Conservation and Diversity published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of Royal Entomological
Society., Insect Conservation and Diversity, doi: 10.1111/icad.12470

Neotropical dung beetle community recovery 453

https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.14443
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-7429.2009.00517.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-7429.2009.00517.x
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0114015
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-008-9402-8
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0706.2009.17268.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2008.04.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2008.04.011
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0157442
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0157442
https://doi.org/10.1111/geb.13150
https://www.redalyc.org/pdf/575/57512077014.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1002/ece3.4218
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00265-010-1035-8
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aau3114
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aau3114
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2019.105968
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2019.105968
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0083284
https://doi.org/10.3390/f9060369
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2010.08.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2010.08.011
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2656.2007.01296.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2656.2007.01296.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10980-015-0267-4


Spector, S. &Ayzama, S. (2003) Rapid turnover and edge effects in dung
beetle assemblages (Scarabaeidae) at a Bolivian Neotropical Forest –
Savanna ecotone. Biotropica, 35(3), 394–404.

Taylor, P., Asner, G., Dahlin, K., Anderson, C., Knapp, D., Martin, R.,
Mascaro, J., Chazdon, R., Cole, R., Wanek, W., Hofhansl, F.,
Malavassi, E., Vilchez-Alvarado, B. & Townsend, A. (2015) Land-
scape-scale controls on aboveground forest carbon stocks on the Osa
Peninsula, Costa Rica. PLoS ONE, 10(6), 1–18. https://doi.org/10.
1371/journal.pone.0126748.

Team, R. D. C (2018) R: A Language and Environment for Statistical
Computing. R Core Team, Vienna, Austria.

Torppa, K.A., Wirta, H. & Hanski, I. (2020) Unexpectedly diverse forest
dung beetle communities in degraded rain forest landscapes in Mada-
gascar. Biotropica, 52(2), 351–365. https://doi.org/10.1111/btp.12767.

Trimble, M.J. & Van Aarde, R.J. (2014) Amphibian and reptile commu-
nities and functional groups over a land-use gradient in a coastal trop-
ical forest landscape of high richness and endemicity. Animal
Conservation, 17(5), 441–453.

Vaughan, C. (2012) Creating wildlands in Costa Rica: historical ecology
of the creation of Corcovado National Park Outline of Article. UNED
Research Journal, 4(1), 55–70.

Vulinec, K. (1997) Iridescent dung beetles: a different angle. Florida
Entomologist, 80(2), 132–141.

Weghorst, J.A. (2007) High population density of black-handed
spider monkeys (Ateles geoffroyi) in Costa Rican lowland wet
forest. Primates, 48, 108–116. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10329-006-
0025-y.

Weissenhofer, A., Huber, W., Weber, A., & Gonzalez, J. (2001). A brief
outline of the flora and vegetation of the Golfo Dulce region. An intro-
ductory field guide to the Flowering Plants of the Gulfo Dulce rainfor-
ests, Costa Rica.

Whitworth, A., Downie, R., May, R.V., Villacampa, J. & Macleod, R.
(2016) How much potential biodiversity and conservation value can
a regenerating rainforest provide? A ‘best-case scenario’ approach
from the Peruvian Amazon. Tropical Conservation Science, 9(1),
224–245. https://doi.org/10.1177/194008291600900112.

Whitworth, A., Villacampa, J., Serrano Rojas, S., Downie, R. &
Macleod, R. (2017) Methods matter: different biodiversity survey
methodologies identify contrasting biodiversity patterns in a human
modified rainforest—A case study with amphibians. Ecological Indi-
cators, 72, 821–832.

Whitworth, A., Beirne, C., Flatt, E., Huarcaya, R.P., Diaz, J.C.C.,
Forsyth, A., Molnár, P.K. & Soto, J.S.V. (2018a) Secondary forest is
utilized by Great Curassows (Crax rubra) and Great Tinamous (Tina-
mus major) in the absence of hunting. The Condor, 120(4), 852–862.
https://doi.org/10.1650/CONDOR-18-57.1.

Whitworth, A., Pillco Huarcaya, R., Gonzalez Mercado, H.,
Braunholtz, L.D. & MacLeod, R. (2018b) Food for thought.
Rainforest carrion-feeding butterflies are more sensitive indica-
tors of disturbance history than fruit feeders. Biological Conser-
vation, 217, 383–390. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2017.
11.030.

Whitworth, A., Pillco Huarcaya, R., Whittaker, L. & Braunholtz, L.
(2018c) Are we using the most appropriate methodologies to assess
the sensitivity of rainforest biodiversity to habitat disturbance? Tropi-
cal Conservation Science, 11, 8–11. https://doi.org/10.1177/
1940082918788445.

Accepted 31 December 2020

Editor/associate editor: Raphael Didham

© 2021 The Authors. Insect Conservation and Diversity published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of Royal Entomological
Society., Insect Conservation and Diversity, doi: 10.1111/icad.12470

454 Andrew Whitworth et al.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0126748
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0126748
https://doi.org/10.1111/btp.12767
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10329-006-0025-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10329-006-0025-y
https://doi.org/10.1177/194008291600900112
https://doi.org/10.1650/CONDOR-18-57.1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2017.11.030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2017.11.030
https://doi.org/10.1177/1940082918788445
https://doi.org/10.1177/1940082918788445

	 Recovery of dung beetle biodiversity and traits in a regenerating rainforest: a case study from Costa Rica's Osa Peninsula
	Introduction
	Methods
	Site description
	Study approach, sampling design and sampling effort
	Field survey methodology - dung beetles and environmental covariates
	Measuring dung beetle species traits
	Statistical analyses
	Community-level responses
	Species-level responses
	Trait-level responses


	Results
	Capture summary
	Community-level responses
	Species-level responses
	Trait-level responses

	Discussion
	Acknowledgements
	Data availability statement

	References


