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1  |  INTRODUC TION

Life history theory predicts functional traits related to resource up-
take, use and storage to be related to growth, survival and reproduc-
tion, following the live fast—live slow continuum (Díaz et al., 2016; 
Reich, 2014; Stearns, 1999). At one end of the spectrum, trees with 
larger (thinner) leaves and higher phosphorous and nitrogen content 
represent an acquisitive leaf function, prioritizing a rapid resource 

uptake (higher photosynthetic capability) and higher turnover (lower 
leaf lifespan) (Wright et al., 2004; but see Osnas et al., 2013). Such 
a trait combination will generally imply faster growth, leading to 
lighter wood with lower resistance to mechanical stress, which in 
turn may lead to higher mortality (Kraft et  al.,  2010). This strat-
egy is often linked to rapid reproduction, where a higher number 
of smaller seeds are produced with a lower construction cost per 
seed unit (Adler et al., 2014; Poorter et al., 2008). In the tropics, taxa 
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Abstract
1.	 Leaf and wood functional traits of trees are related to growth, reproduction, and 

survival, but the degree of phylogenetic conservatism in these relationships is 
largely unknown. In this study, we describe the variability of strategies involving 
leaf, wood and demographic characteristics for tree genera distributed across the 
Amazon Region, and quantify phylogenetic signal for the characteristics and their 
relationships.

2.	 Leaf and wood traits are aligned with demographic variables along two main axes 
of variation. The first axis represents the coordination of leaf traits describing 
resource uptake and use, wood density, seed mass, and survival. The second axis 
represents the coordination between size and growth. Both axes show strong 
phylogenetic signal, suggesting a constrained evolution influenced by ancestral 
values, yet the second axis also has an additional, substantial portion of its vari-
ation that is driven by functional correlations unrelated to phylogeny, suggesting 
simultaneously higher evolutionary lability and coordination.

3.	 Synthesis. Our results suggest that life history strategies of tropical trees are gen-
erally phylogenetically conserved, but that tree lineages may have some capa-
bility of responding to environmental changes by modulating their growth and 
size. Overall, we provide the largest-scale synopsis of functional characteristics 
of Amazonian trees, showing substantial nuance in the evolutionary patterns of 
individual characteristics and their relationships.

K E Y W O R D S
ecophysiology, functional traits, life history, macroecology, phylogenetic conservatism, tree 
physiology, tropical ecology
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presenting these characteristics are typically identified as pioneers, 
with a higher capability to reach and rapidly colonize disturbed 
areas, as well as a lower tolerance to mechanical stress, herbivory 
and pathogens (Turner, 2001), and a prioritization of fecundity over 
longevity (Adler et al., 2014). At the other end of the spectrum trees 
have a conservative leaf function, with well-defended leaves with 
higher construction costs (longer leaf lifespan) but slower return 
on investment of nutrients (lower photosynthetic capacity) (Wright 
et  al.,  2004). This trait combination is most frequently associated 
with slower growth rates that result in denser and more resilient 
wood (Adler et al., 2014; Chave et al., 2009). Trees with this strategy 
often have higher investment per unit seed, which constrains the 
amount of seeds that a given individual can produce in a given year, 
but increases seed and seedling's probability to survive, including 
in shaded conditions (Moles & Westoby, 2006). This strategy may 
also be related with a longer lifespan, and then, lifetime seed pro-
duction may be high even when presenting a low annual produc-
tion (Moles,  2018). In the tropics, these genera are identified as 
stress-tolerant, prioritizing longevity over fecundity. Despite slower 
growth rates, they can reach bigger sizes through longer lifespans 
and greater resistance to disturbances (Turner, 2001).

The fast-slow continuum may not always hold however, partic-
ularly in the highly diverse tropics, where different combinations of 
functional traits may appear. This is the case of the coordination of 
leaf size and chemistry and the decoupling of wood and leaf traits 
(Baraloto et al., 2010; Fortunel et al., 2012). Trees with a slower re-
turn on investment of nutrients and dry mass in leaves can have a 
lighter wood while trees with a faster return on investment in leaves 
can present denser wood. It has also been shown that species with a 
fast strategy can also reach large sizes (long-lived pioneers) (Poorter 
et al., 2008; Rüger et al., 2018). Other studies have shown repro-
ductive strategy to be independent of the fast-slow continuum and 
describe a growth-survival continuum (Salguero-Gómez et al., 2016) 
that is related to size and chance to become a reproductive indi-
vidual, or adult (Rüger et  al.,  2018). Finally, some recent results 
show that the relationship between growth and mortality may not 
always be evident in the tropics (Russo et  al.,  2021) and that the 
fast-slow continuum does not capture the demographic strategy of 
long-lived pioneer species, especially important in the tropics (Rüger 
et al., 2020). Therefore, even if general patterns related to the fast-
slow continuum seem to hold, some results suggest there may be 
a higher complexity in these hyper diverse ecosystems that may 
benefit from new analytical frameworks that move beyond an axis-
decomposition perspective.

Accounting for evolutionary history, for example, with phyloge-
nies, when analysing relationships between plant function and de-
mography can also help clarify the meaning of these patterns, testing 
whether a given strategy appeared multiple times in recent evolu-
tionary time (referred to as labile evolution) or whether it appeared 
in deeper evolutionary time and was subsequently maintained in de-
scendants (referred to as conserved evolution). Individual traits re-
lated to leaf and wood function (Flores et al., 2014; Sanchez-Martinez 
et al., 2020) and to demography (Coelho de Souza et al., 2016) have 

been reported to show phylogenetic, or evolutionary, conservatism, 
as measured by phylogenetic signal (the degree of correlation be-
tween phylogenetic relatedness and trait value similarity). However, 
whether these patterns are independent for each trait or shared 
amongst traits cannot be elucidated from individual trait patterns, 
and individual trait patterns give little insight into process.

To address this issue, we quantify phylogenetic conservatism in 
trait correlations themselves, by quantifying the amount of correla-
tion amongst traits that is related to phylogeny. When the correla-
tion between a pair of traits is strongly related to phylogeny, this 
indicates that the correlation is present at both deep and shallow 
evolutionary timescales, that is, across ancestral lineages, genera 
and species, which we label as a pattern of phylogenetic conser-
vatism and interpret as being due to constrained trait evolution. 
Alternatively, when trait correlations are independent of the phy-
logeny, processes leading to their covariation may be acting in more 
recent evolutionary timescales (e.g., across genera or species only) 
independently of their ancestry, pointing to a more labile, yet still 
coordinated evolution (Sanchez-Martinez et al., 2020). Thus, exam-
ining the phylogenetic structure of trait correlations can give greater 
insight into the evolutionary processes that have shaped trait vari-
ation amongst taxa than simply examining phylogenetic signal for 
individual traits one by one.

A quantification of phylogenetic conservatism in the correlations 
of functional traits and demographic characteristics in tropical tree 
taxa is still lacking, despite its heuristic value. Our study evaluates 
the evolutionary conservatism (or lack thereof) for Amazonian tree 
genera in the coordination of functional characteristics describing 
leaf function (resource uptake, use and storage) and wood function 
(resistance to stress, and size) with those describing demography 
(growth, reproduction and mortality). First, we describe the general 
trade-offs between functional and demographic characteristics in 
Amazonian tree taxa and quantify phylogenetic conservatism in the 
main axes of variation and their correlations. Then, we further ex-
plore the degree of phylogenetic conservatism in individual trait–
trait correlations to extend the two-axis perspective.

2  |  METHODS

2.1  |  Data

We first assembled a list of all tree species present across the 
Amazon Basin Region within the ATDN network of 2186 plots, which 
span the major environmental gradients of the region (ter Steege 
et al., 2013, 2020) (see ter Steege et al., 2020 for a description of the 
dataset and its geographical extent). We compiled genus-level data 
on: (1) specific leaf area (m2 kg−1, specific leaf area)—related to pho-
tosynthesis and herbivore defence; (2) leaf nitrogen, phosphorous 
and carbon content (g m−2, N, P, and C, respectively)—related to pho-
tosynthesis, nutrition and support function (Baraloto et  al.,  2010; 
Fortunel et al., 2012; Kattge et al., 2020; Kraft et al., 2008; Paine 
et al., 2012; Patiño et al., 2012); (3) wood density (g cm−3)—related 
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to mechanical support function; and (4) maximum diameter as a 
proxy of whole plant size (cm, Diametermax)—related to structural 
support and access to light. We also compiled data on three func-
tional characteristics related to demography: (1) maximum growth 
rate (cm year−1, Growth R.max)—related to growth capability; (2) mor-
tality rate (% of trees with diameter at breast height [DBH] >10 cm 
dying year−1, Mortality R.)—related to lifespan (Coelho de Souza 
et al., 2016); and (3) seed mass (g)—related to reproductive potential 
(Foster & Janson, 1985; Hammond & Brown, 1995). As seed mass 
varies over several orders of magnitude, we used a logarithmic scale 
(Hammond & Brown, 1995; ter Steege & Hammond, 2001). We de-
cided to use seed mass as a proxy of reproductive strategy based on 
its data availability and its widely reported positive relationship with 
seedling emergence and successful sapling recruitment (Henery & 
Westoby,  2001; Mazer,  1990; Moles & Westoby,  2006; Westoby 
et al., 1996). However, we acknowledge that seed mass may not fully 
represent the whole range of reproductive strategies. All variables 
were checked for normality, and mortality rate, maximum growth 
rate, and maximum diameter were subsequently log-transformed to 
improve normality.

We calculated genus-level mean trait values, and matched 
them with a previously published genus-level phylogeny (Neves 
et  al.,  2020) using the ape R package (Paradis & Schliep,  2019). 
Overall, we obtained trait values for 1036 genera which were repre-
sented in the phylogeny (Table S1 to see the number of genera with 
data for each trait). We focused our analyses at the genus level due 
to challenges with identification to the species-level in the tropics, 
particularly for trees where data are often collected from sterile in-
dividuals, that is, without flowers or fruits (Baker et al., 2017). Our 
analyses therefore focus on deep evolutionary patterns related to 
the diversification of genera in Amazon trees.

2.2  |  Principal component analyses

We implemented principal component analyses (PCA) on leaf and 
wood functional traits (specific leaf area, leaf N, P, and C content, 
wood density and maximum diameter) and demographic character-
istics (maximum growth rate, mortality rate and seed mass) sepa-
rately and jointly (the latter referred to as the integrative PCA) using 
the prcomp function of the stats R package (R Core Team, 2020). In 
each case, plots showing the first principal components were gener-
ated using the factoextra R package (Kassambara & Mundt, 2020). 
Principal component analyses were conducted using those genera 
with complete observations for all the variables (N = 197). To en-
sure that the higher number of functional traits in relation to demo-
graphic characteristics did not affect the structure of the integrative 
PCA, we repeated the PCA using the same number of functional and 
demographic variables, keeping the functional traits with the low-
est correlation values (specific leaf area, wood density and maximum 
diameter). Results did not differ (Figure  S1). To test for the sensi-
tivity of the integrative PCA to the taxa included, we performed a 
bootstrap procedure randomly sampling 95% of the data available 

and performed a PCA on that sample. This procedure was repeated 
100 times. We show how the first principal components converge 
to similar values (Figure  S2a–c) and that their difference with the 
PCA reported in the main text (i.e., using the whole dataset) is mainly 
distributed around zero (Figure S2d–f). Phylogenetic principal com-
ponent analyses were also implemented by means of the phytools R 
package (Revell, 2009) to ensure that the structure of the PCA was 
similar with this approach (Figure S3). We acknowledge that using 
principal component analyses with a low number of variables may 
not be very useful in terms of dimensionality reduction. This could 
be the case particularly for principal components calculated for de-
mographic characteristics (maximum growth rates, mortality rates, 
and seed mass). However, PCA was the best approach to extract 
orthogonal axis of variation related to function and demography, al-
lowing us to focus on the correlation between these axes (i.e., corre-
lation between main axes of variation related to different functional 
and demographic strategies). This allowed us to complement the 
trait-by-trait analyses with a more general evaluation of the coordi-
nation between functional and demographic axes.

2.3  |  Phylogenetic Signal calculation

We estimated the level of phylogenetic conservatism for individual 
traits by calculating their phylogenetic variance, which is a measure 
of the amount of variance explained by the phylogenetic structure, 
ranging from 0 (no variance related to the phylogeny) to 1 (100% 
of the variance explained by the phylogeny). (Table  S1). To do so, 
we used the computeVarianceCovariancePartition function of the 
package TrEvol (Sanchez-Martinez et al., 2024). That function uses 
Bayesian phylogenetic mixed models (BPMMs) from the MCMCglmm 
R package (Hadfield, 2010) to estimate phylogenetic variance (Vphylo, 
amount of variance in a given trait that is related to the phylogenetic 
structure) and residual variance (Vres, non-phylogenetically related 
variance). Phylogenetic signal is described as the amount of variance 
for a given trait that is related to the phylogeny, divided by the total 
trait variance (Pagel, 1999), and is calculated as it follows:

As the Bayesian framework operates with posterior distributions 
of estimates, we calculated phylogenetic signal for the posterior dis-
tributions of the variance portions, obtaining a distribution for each 
phylogenetic signal measure from which mean and credible intervals 
were calculated. p-Values related to the probability that the distribu-
tion contained zero were calculated in the TrEvol package, importing 
functions from the BayesR R package (Makowski et al., 2019).

2.4  |  Correlation calculation

We calculated the total correlation between individual pairs 
of traits, which was then decomposed into a phylogenetically 

PS =

Vphylo

Vphylo + Vres

.
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conserved portion and non-phylogenetically conserved portion 
by means of phylogenetic mixed models (Table S2). The two por-
tions sum to the total correlation. The phylogenetically conserved 
correlation refers to the portion of the total correlation that is 
phylogenetically structured, while the non-phylogenetically con-
served correlation is the portion of the total correlation that is 
independent of the phylogenetic structure. To calculate these co-
efficients we used the computeVarianceCovariancePartition func-
tion of the TrEvol package (Sanchez-Martinez et al., 2024), which 
uses BPMMs from the MCMCglmm R package (Hadfield, 2010) to 
partition the amount of variance–covariance on pairwise traits 
related to the genus-level phylogeny. Correlation coefficients are 
calculated as follows:

 

 

where COVT1,T2

phylo
 and COVT1,T2

res
 are phylogenetic and non-phylogenetic 

(residual) covariances between two traits (T1 and T2), Vphylo and Vres 
are phylogenetic and non-phylogenetic (residual) variances for each 
trait. As with the analyses of phylogenetic signal, we obtained a dis-
tribution of correlation estimates in each case from which mean and 
credible intervals were calculated as well as a p-value related to the 
probability of the distribution containing zero. Correlation coefficients 
were calculated for each pair of traits as well as for each pair of prin-
cipal components coming from distinct principal component analyses 
(i.e., using just leaf and wood functional traits vs. just demographic 
characteristics).

We acknowledge that some of the studied traits may present 
directional relationships (i.e., variability in one trait being the mech-
anism driving variability in others), which could be characterized, 
for instance, by means of phylogenetic comparative methods such 
as phylogenetic least squares (Symonds & Blomberg, 2014). We did 
not use this methodology because our main aim was to characterize 
phylogenetic conservatism in trait covariances, for which correlation 
frameworks are more suitable (Westoby et al., 2023). Future works 
elucidating the causal trait networks will help complement the cor-
relation perspective, elucidating directional effects between func-
tional and demographic traits.

We used the plotVcv and the plotNetworks functions of the TrEvol 
package (Sanchez-Martinez et al., 2024) to display phylogenetic sig-
nal and correlation results. In the latter case, the function calculates 

network metrics (He et al., 2020). These metrics are edge density 
(ED), describing the proportion of actual connections amongst 
nodes out of all possible connections, and the maximum and mean 
absolute correlation coefficient (|r|max and |r|mean) as a measure of the 
strength of the correlation amongst traits. In this framework, high 
ED represents high coordination between all traits, and high |r|max 
and |r|mean represent networks with a higher dependence amongst 
related traits (He et al., 2020). We used the plotData function of the 
TrEvol R package to plot principal components on the phylogeny.

3  |  RESULTS

3.1  |  Functional traits and demography conform to 
two main axes of variation in Amazonian tree taxa

Wood and leaf functional traits (wood density, maximum diameter, 
specific leaf area, and leaf N, P, and C content) related to the whole 
plant economic spectrum (Reich,  2014) and demographic char-
acteristics (maximum growth rate, mortality rate, and seed mass) 
conformed to two main integrative principal components, which 
summarized 51% of the total variance in demographic and functional 
characteristics. The first integrative principal component, explaining 
31% of the variance, represented the trade-off between resource 
acquisitiveness versus longevity and investment per unit seed. High 
scores represented genera with higher wood density and lower spe-
cific leaf area, leaf N, and P content. These genera also tended to 
present higher seed mass and lower mortality rates. Low scores rep-
resented genera with lower wood density and higher specific leaf 
area, leaf N, and leaf P content. These genera also tended to present 
lower seed mass and higher mortality rates (Figure 1).

The second integrative principal component explained 20% of 
the functional variance and was mainly related to size (maximum di-
ameter), leaf C content and maximum growth rates. High scores rep-
resented genera with larger sizes, higher leaf C content, and higher 
maximum growth rates. Low scores represented genera with smaller 
sizes, lower carbon content in leaves, and slower growth (Figure 1). 
The third integrative principal component explained 16.9% of the 
variance and showed a correlation between growth and mortality 
(Figure S4).

Principal component analyses based only on functional traits or 
only on demographic characteristics supported these general pat-
terns. The first functional trait principal component, explaining 40% 
of the variance, represented the correlation between wood density 
and leaf economics (represented by specific leaf area, leaf N, and P 
content). The second functional principal component explained 20% 
of the functional trait variance and represented the correlation be-
tween maximum diameter and leaf C content (Figure S5a). The first 
demographic principal component, explaining 55% of demographic 
characteristics variance, described the negative correlation between 
seed mass and mortality rates. The second demographic principal 
component, explaining 27% of the variance was related to maximum 
growth rate (Figure S5b).

Total correlation =

COVT1,T2

phylo
+ COVT1,T2

res
√
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3.2  |  Phylogenetic Signal in functional traits and 
demography

Individual functional traits had significantly non-zero phylogenetic 
variance (referred to as phylogenetic signal hereafter), ranging from 
0.30 (mortality rates) to 0.79 (seed mass), and phylogenetic structure 
explained the majority of the trait variance (i.e., >50% or phyloge-
netic signal >0.5) for wood density, leaf N content, maximum diame-
ter, and seed mass (4 of the 9 traits) (Figure 2b,c, pie charts, Table S1). 
The first two integrative principal components had Phylogenetic 
Signals of 0.61 and 0.51, respectively (61% and 51% of their variance 
was phylogenetically structured, respectively). The first and the sec-
ond functional trait principal components, representing variability in 
leaf and wood functional traits, had Phylogenetic Signals of 0.45 and 
0.51, respectively. The first and the second demographic principal 
components, representing variability in demographic characteris-
tics, had Phylogenetic Signals of 0.42 and 0.51, respectively.

3.3  |  Phylogenetic conservatism in the 
coordination of functional traits and demography

The phylogenetically conserved portion of trait-to-trait correlations 
was greater than the non-phylogenetic portion in 24 of the 27 sig-
nificant correlations found (Figure S6; Table S2), consistent with the 
Phylogenetic Signal for integrative principal components summariz-
ing overall functional trait and demographic variability.

Leaf functional traits (specific leaf area, leaf N, and leaf P) showed 
positive correlations with each other and were negatively correlated 
with wood density (Figure  2). These results describe how genera 

with larger and/or thinner leaves with greater N and P contents tend 
to have lower wood density while those with smaller leaves and/
or thicker leaves with lower N and P contents tend to have a higher 
wood density. Maximum diameter was largely uncorrelated to leaf 
functional traits and wood density.

Positive correlations amongst specific leaf area, leaf N, and 
leaf P content showed both phylogenetically conserved and non-
phylogenetically conserved portions. Meanwhile, leaf C content 
was correlated with leaf P and N content in a non-phylogenetically 
conserved manner. The coordination between leaf traits and wood 
density was attributed entirely to the phylogenetically conserved 
portion (Figure  2b,c), meaning that covariation between leaf and 
wood functional traits is phylogenetically structured.

Demographic characteristics also showed significant correla-
tions, with some portions of those correlations showing phylogenetic 
structure. Mortality rate was positively correlated with maximum 
growth rate and negatively with seed mass. This result shows how 
genera with higher maximum growth rates and lower seed mass tend 
to have high mortality rates. The correlation between mortality rate 
and maximum growth rate showed no phylogenetic conservatism, 
while the correlation between mortality rate and seed mass showed 
a higher phylogenetic conservatism (Figure 2b,c).

Leaf and wood functional traits showed significant correlations 
with maximum growth rate, mortality rate, and seed mass, confirm-
ing results from the principal components analyses. Specific leaf 
area, leaf N, and leaf P content showed positive correlations with 
mortality rate and maximum growth rate and negative correla-
tions with seed mass. Leaf C content showed only a low negative 
correlation with mortality rate and a low positive correlation with 
seed mass. Wood density was negatively correlated with mortality 

F I G U R E  1  Functional, demographic, and integrative axis of variation. First principal components using leaf (specific leaf area; nitrogen, 
phosphorous, and carbon content, N, P, and C) wood (wood density, and maximum diameter, Diametermax) and demographic characteristics 
(maximum growth rate, Growth R.max; mortality rate, Mortality R. and seed mass). Only genera with complete data for all variables are 
represented (197 genera). Variable contributions are shown as arrows, coloured in light blue (leaf and wood functional traits) and red 
(demographic characteristics). Principal-axis interpretation is shown in bold letters. Pictures of seeds (fruit when no seed images are 
available), leaves and whole trees for four species representing the four extreme strategies are shown. Phylogenetic signal and amount of 
variance explained by each axis in percentage are shown for each axis.
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rate and maximum growth rate and positively correlated with seed 
mass. These results described how genera with larger and/or thinner 
leaves with greater N and P contents and low wood density tend to 
have higher maximum growth rate and mortality rate and lower seed 
mass. Genera with small and/or thicker leaves with lower N and P 
content and high wood density tend to have lower maximum growth 
rate and mortality rate and higher seed mass (Figure 2a). Maximum 
diameter was mainly positively correlated to maximum growth rate, 
but also showed a positive correlation with seed mass and negative 
correlation with mortality rate.

The correlations amongst leaf and wood functional traits and 
demographic characteristics showed a strong phylogenetic struc-
ture. However, there was some degree of independence from the 

genus-level phylogeny for some of these correlations. Correlations 
with significant non-phylogenetic portions were: the positive cor-
relations of leaf C and P content with seed mass, the negative cor-
relation of wood density with mortality rate and maximum growth 
rate, and the positive correlation of maximum diameter with maxi-
mum growth rate.

The trait-network approach allowed us to calculate network 
metrics describing the overall structure in the correlation matrix 
amongst functional and demographic characteristics. Network 
metrics clearly show that there is a higher structure in the phyloge-
netically conserved portion of the trait-to-trait correlation matrix. 
The trait network constructed using the phylogenetically con-
served portion showed higher Edge Density (ED) and higher mean 

F I G U R E  2  Variance–covariance networks. Trait correlation networks among leaf (specific leaf area; nitrogen, phosphorous and carbon 
content, N, P, and C), wood (wood density, and maximum diameter, Diametermax) and demographic characteristics (maximum growth rate, 
Growth R.max; mortality rate, Mortality R. and seed mass). Leaf and wood functional traits are represented as nodes (circles) in light blue 
and demographic functional traits are shown in light red. Edges (lines connecting nodes) represent (a) total correlation, (b) phylogenetically 
conserved portion of the correlation and (c) non-phylogenetically conserved portion of the total correlation. Solid green lines represent 
statistically significant positive correlation coefficients and dashed red lines represent significant negative correlation coefficients. Line 
width is proportional to the absolute value of the correlation coefficient. Pie charts in b and c represent trait variance related to the 
phylogeny (i.e., phylogenetic signal) and trait variance not related to the phylogeny, respectively. Node size is proportional to the number of 
connections per node (i.e., degree). Three network metrics are shown in each case.
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and maximum absolute correlation coefficients (|r|mean and |r|max). A 
higher ED means there is a higher number of significant correlations 
amongst traits, that is, higher evolutionary integration.

To summarize the trait correlation network perspective, we also 
explored the correlation between the main axes of variation related 
to function and demography. To do so, we tested for phylogenetic 
conservatism in the correlation between the first two functional 
principal components obtained using leaf and wood functional traits 
and the first two demographic principal components obtained using 
demographic characteristics. The first functional component rep-
resenting the negative correlation of specific leaf area, leaf P, and 
leaf N content with wood density (i.e., acquisitive to conservative 
resource-use strategies) was correlated to the first demographic 
component representing the negative correlation between mortality 
rate and seed mass (i.e., R to K reproduction and survival strategies). 
This correlation was explained entirely by the phylogenetically con-
served portion of the correlation.

The second functional component representing the posi-
tive correlation between maximum diameter and leaf C content 
(i.e., small to large trees) was positively correlated to the second 

demographic component representing maximum growth rates. This 
correlation presented both phylogenetically conserved and non-
phylogenetically, that is, evolutionarily labile, correlation portions 
(Figure  3). The first functional principal component was not cor-
related with the second demographic principal component, and the 
second functional principal component was not correlated with the 
first demographic principal component.

4  |  DISCUSSION

4.1  |  Leaf and wood function is coordinated with 
tree survival and reproduction, while stature is 
coordinated with growth in Amazonian tree taxa

Amazonian tree genera show a diverse range of relationships be-
tween functional traits and demographic characteristics, which can 
be aligned broadly along two axes of variation. The first axis describes 
the coordination between leaf and wood functional traits associated 
with carbon uptake and stress tolerance (Reich, 2014), highlighting 

F I G U R E  3  Functional and demographic axis correlations. Total, phylogenetically conserved and non-phylogenetically conserved 
correlation portions between functional and demographic principal components. Phylogenetic signal is also shown and represented as pie 
charts for each principal component. Values for genera with complete observations are plotted on the genus-level phylogeny. Bars are 
coloured by taxonomic order and the most important taxonomic order names are shown. Signif. codes: “***”: p < 0.001; “ns”: p > 0.1.
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the coordination between the leaf and the wood economics spec-
trum (Chave et al., 2009; Wright et al., 2004), which are aligned in 
turn with seed mass and mortality rates. This axis describes, at one 
end, how genera with relatively larger and/or thinner leaves with 
higher N and P content tend to have lower wood density, potentially 
related to a higher water transport capability, lower defence and/
or higher vulnerability to disturbances such as strong winds (Chave 
et al., 2009). This combination of trait values represents an acquisi-
tive strategy in leaf and wood functional traits. These genera also 
have a lower life expectancy and smaller seeds, the latter potentially 
leading to a higher total production of seeds per year and better colo-
nization ability (Moles & Westoby, 2006). This combination of traits 
points to a prioritization of annual fecundity over survival, where fe-
cundity is more strongly influencing mean fitness (Adler et al., 2014), 
and corresponds to the classic definition of an R strategy (MacArthur 
& Wilson, 1967; Pianka, 1970).

The opposite end of the first axis describes genera with smaller 
and/or thicker leaves and lower N and P contents, likely related to 
lower productivity and a higher leaf lifespan (Wright et al., 2004). 
These genera show higher wood density, potentially related to lower 
water transport capability but higher tolerance to hydraulic and me-
chanical stress, pathogens, and parasites (Chave et al., 2009). This 
combination of trait values represents a conservative strategy in leaf 
and wood functional traits. These genera also have longer lifespans, 
potentially emerging from a higher stress tolerance, while also pre-
senting a higher investment per unit seed, potentially leading to a 
lower production of seeds and less frequent recruitment but with 
a higher probability of success (Moles & Westoby,  2006; Smith & 
Fretwell, 1974). This combination of traits points to a prioritization 
of survival over annual fecundity, with survival more strongly influ-
encing mean fitness (Adler et al., 2014), characteristic of the classic K 
strategy (MacArthur & Wilson, 1967; Pianka, 1970) (Figure 1).

This first axis corresponds partially to the previously reported 
shade-tolerance and size axis (Turner, 2001), and to the fast-slow con-
tinuum (Stearns, 1999). However, we show that the fast (pioneer) to 
slow (stress-tolerant) continuum is largely decoupled from correlated 
characteristics of maximum growth rate and maximum size, which in-
stead form a second integrative axis of variation, as reported in global 
analyses (Díaz et al., 2016). Genera with a high growth capability and 
faster growth tend to reach larger stature, independently of their 
resource-use strategy, lifespan, or reproductive strategy. At the other 
end of the axis, genera that grow more slowly tend to present smaller 
sizes (Figure 1). Functional traits related to leaf and wood economics 
(Chave et al., 2009; Wright et al., 2004) may be constraining life history 
traits related to survival and reproduction, while they are relatively in-
dependent of an axis related to size and growth at the genus level. It 
is worth noting however that we characterized size as maximum size 
(i.e., adult size), related to access to light in the reproductive stage, 
which even if shown to be related to seedling growth (Poorter, 2007), 
may have a weak relationship in some cases (Needham et al., 2022). 
We did not detect the independence of reproductive strategy from 
the fast-slow continuum as previously reported (Rüger et  al.,  2018; 
Salguero-Gómez et  al.,  2016). However, we acknowledge that the 

characterization of reproductive strategies in our study is limited to 
seed mass and may not be representing all its variability.

While tropical tree genera can occupy any portion of functional-
demographic space along these two axes (Figure 1), it can be heuris-
tically useful to broadly group genera based on ‘end point’ strategies 
related to resource uptake and use, stress tolerance, reproduction, 
survival, growth, and stature. The first group is characterized by an 
acquisitive R strategy with large size and fast growth and can be iden-
tified as the large pioneer strategy (e.g., Ceiba). The second group pres-
ents a conservative K strategy with a larger size and faster growth and 
can be identified as the large stress-tolerant strategy (e.g., Manilkara). 
The third group displays an acquisitive R strategy with a smaller size 
and relatively slower growth (in terms of diameter increments) and 
can be identified as a small pioneer strategy (e.g., Quararibea). Finally, 
the fourth group shows a conservative K strategy with a smaller size 
and slower growth and can be identified as a small stress-tolerant strat-
egy (e.g., Psidium). Note that these groups represent extreme relation-
ships as described by the two integrative principal components and 
that intermediate strategies are the most prevalent.

Analysing trait-to-trait relationships in a pairwise manner tends 
to support the main axes of variation that we have described, 
but also reveals substantial nuance in trait-to-trait relationships 
(Figure 2). For instance, these results show how the two integrative 
axes are connected by means of the positive correlation between 
growth rates and leaf nitrogen content, by a negative correlation 
between growth rates and wood density, and by the positive cor-
relation between mortality and growth rates. Higher leaf nitrogen 
content is related to higher growth rates, which leads to lower wood 
density related to higher mortality rates, linking the fast-slow axis 
with growth. This is consistent with the tendency of pioneer strate-
gies to present faster growth, even though our results show how this 
coordination is not strong.

4.2  |  The coordination of leaf and wood function 
with survival and reproductive strategies is 
phylogenetically conserved, while the size-growth 
coordination shows a substantial element of 
evolutionarily lability

The coordination between resource uptake and use (leaf and wood 
economics), stress tolerance, reproduction, and survival was almost 
entirely phylogenetically structured. As a result, their covariation is 
conserved through evolutionary time leading to a pattern of phy-
logenetic conservatism that involves multiple functional and demo-
graphic components. Under this scenario, lineages may not be able 
to rapidly change their functional and demographic strategies related 
to reproduction and survival, evidenced by closely related species 
having similar strategies (Losos, 2008). This pattern likely emerges 
from conserved and slow adaptation in response to edapho-climatic 
drivers (Crisp & Cook, 2012), leading to a predominant effect of en-
vironmental filtering influencing the distribution of those strategies 
over environmental gradients (light, water, and nutrient availability 
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gradients, amongst and within sites). As a result, phylogenetic posi-
tion of genera is expected to be informative of resource economics, 
survival and reproductive strategies in Amazonian trees.

The coordination between size and growth has similar phyloge-
netic conservatism but also a substantial portion of its correlation 
showing evolutionary lability. This result suggests that the evolution 
of different maximum growth rates and maximum sizes is partially 
evolutionarily constrained but, on top of that, there is some vari-
ance that presents a correlated, but phylogenetically independent, 
pattern of change.

Overall, these results suggest that the distribution of leaf and 
wood economics, survival, and reproductive strategies has likely 
been constrained over deep evolutionary timescales in Amazonian 
trees. In contrast, changes in growth rates may allow Amazonian 
trees to adjust to different levels of resource availability, which may 
also affect maximum size. These traits are interconnected and their 
variability is determined by multiple processes, leading to a mixed 
pattern where evolutionary lability and phylogenetic conservatism 
coexist.

4.3  |  The meaning of phylogenetic 
conservatism and evolutionary lability and in the 
coordination of plant function and demography

The quantification of Phylogenetic Signal in individual characteris-
tics, such as functional traits, is a common application of phylogenetic 
comparative methods that helps compare the evolution of different 
characters (Ackerly,  2009; Freckleton et  al.,  2002; Losos,  2008). 
However, its capability to show how functional strategies are dis-
tributed or originate is limited, as these strategies often involve 
several traits related to different biological processes. Looking at 
the phylogenetic structure of trait correlations can help reveal how 
evolution drove the co-occurrence of different trait values, which 
in turn represent coordinated strategies, moving past the univariate 
perspective (Sanchez-Martinez et al., 2024; Westoby et al., 2023). 
We posit that quantifying the phylogenetic conservatism in trait cor-
relations underlying life-history strategies can help in hypothesizing 
eco-evolutionary processes shaping them.

Phylogenetic correlation may appear as an effect of phenotyp-
ical and genetic common factors that constrain the evolution of 
multiple traits, leading to phylogenetic autocorrelation in trait syn-
dromes. However, this phylogenetic conservatism in trait relation-
ships could also result from a conserved pattern of adaptation (i.e., 
phylogenetic niche conservatism) (Sanchez-Martinez et  al.,  2020). 
In this case, even if a common underlying genotype or phenotype 
may not exist, specific trait values may tend to be selected under a 
given set of environmental conditions as they represent successful 
ecological strategies. This scenario, coupled with stabilizing selec-
tion may lead to a pattern whereby closely related taxa present sim-
ilar strategies in response to similar environmental conditions (i.e., 
phylogenetic niche conservatism) (Crisp & Cook, 2012). For example, 
let us consider the pioneer strategy, which benefits from resource 

availability ensuring a fast resource uptake and use. This strategy 
may be selected against when resources are scarce, constraining the 
appearance of new variations in traits conforming it in descendant 
taxa. The stress-tolerant strategy may be similarly constrained to 
environments with a higher resource limitation, showing trait syn-
dromes that are not able to uptake and use resources fast. Under 
stabilizing selection, these trait syndromes are expected to be main-
tained within lineages over evolutionary times. Therefore, ecological 
strategies under stabilizing selection are expected to strongly deter-
mine the persistence of taxa under different conditions, conforming 
to a pattern of phylogenetic niche conservatism.

Some correlations amongst traits appear to consistently have 
both phylogenetically conserved and non-phylogenetically con-
served portions in Amazonian tree taxa, such as the correlation 
amongst specific leaf area, leaf N, and P content, or the correlation 
between size and growth rates. These trait relationships may pres-
ent a hardwired integration potentially underlined by phenotypic 
and genetic causal effects. Therefore, these traits' variability and 
their covariation may be influenced by slow adaptation related to 
the general characterization of the species' ecological niche, while 
also being responsive to more recent variability in environmental 
conditions. A lower number of trait correlations appear only to have 
significant, non-phylogenetic portions. One important example is 
the correlation amongst size, growth, and mortality rates. These 
evolutionarily labile correlations indicate that large taxa with high 
mortality and high growth rates appeared multiple times in distantly 
related lineages. These evolutionarily labile strategies may be more 
able to change in response to recent environmental modifications 
happening on shorter evolutionary timescales. This variability can 
be detected as a small correlation between ancestor and descendant 
values, which can lead to a higher divergence in trait values in closely 
related taxa. These strategies may be more flexible, responding to 
environmental changes over shorter timescales, by, for instance, 
increasing growth rates when conditions are favourable, which will 
affect tree size.

4.4  |  Caveats and future directions

The current study has some caveats, such as the use of a genus-level 
phylogeny and mean trait values for genera, which may be under-
estimating intra-generic functional and demographic diversity and 
phylogenetic structure. Genus-level data were used because of the 
high uncertainty in both species identification and species-level phy-
logenies in the tropics (Baker et al., 2017). Focusing on the genus-
level allowed us to better elucidate the effects of deep evolutionary 
divergence in functional ecology. In the future, species-level analy-
ses will further clarify whether these patterns are maintained and 
extend to more recent evolutionary timescales. In this regard, fu-
ture studies characterizing the predictability of species values from 
genus means will be of great interest.

Our estimates of the Phylogenetic Signal may be prone to some 
bias related to the fact that we lack trait or DNA sequence data for 
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many tree genera in the Amazon. Moreover, we did not use data 
from angiosperms with non-tree growth forms or environments 
outside the lowland tropical rainforest. However, previous studies 
have addressed this issue and reported that even if this may be true, 
Phylogenetic Signal metrics bring meaningful information (Molina-
Venegas & Rodríguez, 2017). Moreover, in our case, we found similar 
patterns of phylogenetic conservatism in PCAs using the subset of 
genera for which we have complete trait data (197) as in pairwise 
analyses of individual traits where sample sizes often exceeded 400 
genera.

We also included a limited set of functional traits and demo-
graphic characteristics, those which had wide data availability. A 
better characterization of functional strategies and demographic 
strategies will allow further elucidation of tropical trees' ecological 
strategies and their macroevolutionary patterns. Our results will 
need to be revisited once more functional and demographic data 
become available for Amazonian taxa. In this regard, the inclusion 
of hydraulic and photosynthetic traits will allow us to better under-
stand the mechanistic link between resource uptake and use, stress 
tolerance, and demography (Tavares et  al.,  2023). Including more 
functional traits related to reproduction will also allow to better 
characterize different strategies that we may not have been able to 
represent in the current work. Finally, the inclusion of environmental 
data in future studies will help elucidate the adaptive meaning of the 
strategies described.

We acknowledge that functional traits and demography may act 
at different scales (i.e., individual physiology to population ecology) 
and selective pressures on them may differ. However, we believe 
that understanding the patterns of variation and covariation in these 
variables in different locations can help better understand the pro-
cesses underlying their evolution. In this study, we use principal 
component analyses jointly with trait networks to describe general 
patterns in functional and demographic strategies while elucidating 
the deep nuance in the data and results. By doing so, we show for 
the first time, a pattern of phylogenetic conservatism in the coor-
dination of leaf and wood economics spectra with demographic 
characteristics in Amazonian tree taxa. This pattern can be used to 
perform data imputation in tropical tree taxa, which can help with 
the data scarcity problem in highly diverse regions. These predic-
tions would enable explanation of the geographical distribution of 
functional characteristics and assessment of climate change impacts 
on ecosystems but needs to be complemented by sampling efforts 
to assess whether these macroevolutionary patterns hold at the 
level of species and intra-generic clades.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
Pablo Sanchez-Martinez, Kyle G. Dexter, Hans ter Steege and Freddie 
C. Draper designed the study; Pablo Sanchez-Martinez analysed the 
data and wrote the first draft of the manuscript with contributions 
from Kyle G. Dexter, Hans ter Steege and Freddie C. Draper. Chris 
Baraloto, Iêda Leão do Amaral, Luiz de Souza Coelho, Francisca 
Dionízia de Almeida Matos, Diógenes de Andrade Lima Filho, Rafael 
P. Salomão, Florian Wittmann, Carolina V. Castilho, Marcelo de 

Jesus Veiga Carim, Juan Ernesto Guevara, Oliver L. Phillips, William 
E. Magnusson, Daniel Sabatier, Juan David Cardenas Revilla, Jean-
François Molino, Mariana Victória Irume, Maria Pires Martins, José 
Renan da Silva Guimarães, José Ferreira Ramos, Olaf S. Bánki, Maria 
Teresa Fernandez Piedade, Dairon Cárdenas López, Nigel C. A. 
Pitman, Layon O. Demarchi, Jochen Schöngart, Bruno Garcia Luize, 
Evlyn Márcia Moraes de Leão Novo, Percy Núñez Vargas, Thiago 
Sanna Freire Silva, Eduardo Martins Venticinque, Angelo Gilberto 
Manzatto, Neidiane Farias Costa Reis, John Terborgh, Katia Regina 
Casula, Euridice N. Honorio Coronado, Abel Monteagudo Mendoza, 
Juan Carlos Montero, Flávia R. C. Costa, Ted R. Feldpausch, Adriano 
Costa Quaresma, Nicolás Castaño Arboleda, Charles Eugene 
Zartman, Timothy J. Killeen, Beatriz S. Marimon, Ben Hur Marimon-
Junior, Rodolfo Vasquez, Bonifacio Mostacedo, Rafael L. Assis, 
Dário Dantas do Amaral, Julien Engel, Hernán Castellanos, Marcelo 
Brilhante de Medeiros, Marcelo Fragomeni Simon, Ana Andrade, 
José Luís Camargo, William F. Laurance, Susan G. W. Laurance, 
Lorena Maniguaje Rincón, Juliana Schietti, Thaiane R. Sousa, 
Emanuelle de Sousa Farias, Maria Aparecida Lopes, José Leonardo 
Lima Magalhães, Henrique Eduardo Mendonça Nascimento, 
Helder Lima de Queiroz, Gerardo Aymard, Roel Brienen, Pablo R. 
Stevenson, Alejandro Araujo-Murakami, Bruno Barçante Ladvocat 
Cintra, Tim R. Baker, Yuri Oliveira Feitosa, Hugo F. Mogollón, Carlos 
A. Peres, Miles R. Silman, Leandro Valle Ferreira, José Rafael Lozada, 
James A. Comiskey, José Julio de Toledo, Gabriel Damasco, Nállarett 
Dávila, Roosevelt García-Villacorta, Aline Lopes, Alberto Vicentini, 
Fernando Cornejo Valverde, Alfonso Alonso, Luzmila Arroyo, 
Francisco Dallmeier, Vitor H. F. Gomes, David Neill, Maria Cristina 
Peñuela Mora, Janaína Costa Noronha, Daniel P. P. de Aguiar, Flávia 
Rodrigues Barbosa, Yennie K. Bredin, Rainiellen de Sá Carpanedo, 
Fernanda Antunes Carvalho, Fernanda Coelho de Souza, Kenneth 
J. Feeley, Rogerio Gribel, Torbjørn Haugaasen, Joseph E. Hawes, 
Marcelo Petratti Pansonato, John J. Pipoly, Marcos Ríos Paredes, 
Domingos de Jesus Rodrigues, Jos Barlow, Erika Berenguer, Izaias 
Brasil da Silva, Maria Julia Ferreira, Joice Ferreira, Paul V. A. Fine, 
Marcelino Carneiro Guedes, Carolina Levis, Juan Carlos Licona, 
Boris Eduardo Villa Zegarra, Vincent Antoine Vos, Carlos Cerón, 
Flávia Machado Durgante, Émile Fonty, Terry W. Henkel, John 
Ethan Householder, Isau Huamantupa-Chuquimaco, Marcos 
Silveira, Juliana Stropp, Raquel Thomas, Doug Daly, William Milliken, 
Guido Pardo Molina, Toby Pennington, Ima Célia Guimarães Vieira, 
Bianca Weiss Albuquerque, Wegliane Campelo, Alfredo Fuentes, 
Bente Klitgaard, José Luis Marcelo Pena, J. Sebastián Tello, Corine 
Vriesendorp, Jerome Chave, Anthony Di Fiore, Renato Richard 
Hilário, Luciana de Oliveira Pereira, Juan Fernando Phillips, Gonzalo 
Rivas-Torres, Tinde R. van Andel, Patricio von Hildebrand, William 
Balee, Edelcilio Marques Barbosa, Luiz Carlos de Matos Bonates, 
Hilda Paulette Dávila Doza, Ricardo Zárate Gómez, Therany 
Gonzales, George Pepe Gallardo Gonzales, Bruce Hoffman, André 
Braga Junqueira, Yadvinder Malhi, Ires Paula de Andrade Miranda, 
Linder Felipe Mozombite Pinto, Adriana Prieto, Agustín Rudas, 
Ademir R. Ruschel, Natalino Silva, César I. A. Vela, Stanford Zent, 
Egleé L. Zent, Angela Cano, Yrma Andreina Carrero Márquez, Diego 



    |  13SANCHEZ-­MARTINEZ et al.

F. Correa, Janaina Barbosa Pedrosa Costa, Bernardo Monteiro 
Flores, David Galbraith, Milena Holmgren, Michelle Kalamandeen, 
Guilherme Lobo, Luis Torres Montenegro, Marcelo Trindade 
Nascimento, Alexandre A. Oliveira, Maihyra Marina Pombo, Hirma 
Ramirez-Angulo, Maira Rocha, Veridiana Vizoni Scudeller, Maria 
Natalia Umaña, Geertje van der Heijden, Emilio Vilanova Torre, 
Cláudia Baider, Henrik Balslev, Sasha Cárdenas, Luisa Fernanda 
Casas, William Farfan-Rios, Cid Ferreira, Reynaldo Linares-Palomino, 
Casimiro Mendoza, Italo Mesones, Germaine Alexander Parada, 
Armando Torres-Lezama, Daniel Villarroel, Roderick Zagt, Miguel N. 
Alexiades, Edmar Almeida de Oliveira, Riley P. Fortier, Karina Garcia-
Cabrera, Lionel Hernandez, Walter Palacios Cuenca, Susamar 
Pansini, Daniela Pauletto, Freddy Ramirez Arevalo, Adeilza Felipe 
Sampaio, Elvis H. Valderrama Sandoval, Luis Valenzuela Gamarra, 
Masha van der Sande and Lourens Poorter contributed providing 
data and revised the manuscript.

AFFILIATIONS
1School of Geosciences, University of Edinburgh, Edinburgh, UK; 2CREAF, 
Barcelona, Spain; 3Departament de Biologia Animal, Biologia Vegetal i 
Ecologia, Universitat Autonòma de Barcelona, Cerdanyola del Vallès, 
Spain; 4Department of Life Sciences and Systems Biology, University of 
Turin, Turin, Italy; 5Department of Geography and Planning, University of 
Liverpool, Liverpool, UK; 6International Center for Tropical Botany (ICTB) 
Department of Biological Sciences, Florida International University, 
Miami, Florida, USA; 7Coordenação de Biodiversidade, Instituto Nacional 
de Pesquisas da Amazônia—INPA, Manaus, Brazil; 8Programa Professor 
Visitante Nacional Sênior na Amazônia—CAPES, Universidade Federal 
Rural da Amazônia, Belém, Brazil; 9Coordenação de Botânica, Museu 
Paraense Emílio Goeldi, Belém, Brazil; 10Wetland Department, Institute of 
Geography and Geoecology, Karlsruhe Institute of Technology—KIT, 
Rastatt, Germany; 11Ecology, Monitoring and Sustainable Use of Wetlands 
(MAUA), Instituto Nacional de Pesquisas da Amazônia—INPA, Manaus, 
Brazil; 12Centro de Pesquisa Agroflorestal de Roraima, Embrapa Roraima, 
Boa Vista, Brazil; 13Departamento de Botânica, Instituto de Pesquisas 
Científicas e Tecnológicas do Amapá—IEPA, Macapá, Brazil; 14Grupo de 
Investigación en Biodiversidad, Medio Ambiente y Salud-BIOMAS, 
Universidad de las Américas, Quito, Ecuador; 15Keller Science Action 
Center, The Field Museum, Chicago, Illinois, USA; 16School of Geography, 
University of Leeds, Leeds, UK; 17Coordenação de Pesquisas em Ecologia, 
Instituto Nacional de Pesquisas da Amazônia—INPA, Manaus, Brazil; 
18AMAP (botAnique et Modélisation de l'Architecture des Plantes et des 
végétations), Université de Montpellier, CIRAD, CNRS, INRAE, IRD, 
Montpellier, France; 19Amcel Amapá Florestal e Celulose S.A., Santana, 
Brazil; 20Naturalis Biodiversity Center, Leiden, The Netherlands; 
21Herbario Amazónico Colombiano, Instituto SINCHI, Bogotá, Colombia; 
22Collections, Conservation and Research, The Field Museum, Chicago, 
Illinois, USA; 23Departamento de Biologia Vegetal, Instituto de Biologia, 
Universidade Estadual de Campinas—UNICAMP, Campinas, Brazil; 
24Divisao de Sensoriamento Remoto—DSR, Instituto Nacional de 
Pesquisas Espaciais—INPE, São José dos Campos, Brazil; 25Herbario 
Vargas, Universidad Nacional de San Antonio Abad del Cusco, Cusco, 
Peru; 26Biological and Environmental Sciences, University of Stirling, 
Stirling, UK; 27Departamento de Ecologia, Centro de Biociências, 
Universidade Federal do Rio Grande do Norte, Natal, Brazil; 
28Departamento de Biologia, Universidade Federal de Rondônia, Porto 
Velho, Brazil; 29Programa de Pós- Graduação em Biodiversidade e 
Biotecnologia PPG- Bionorte, Universidade Federal de Rondônia, Porto 
Velho, Brazil; 30Department of Biology and Florida Museum of Natural 
History, University of Florida, Gainesville, Florida, USA; 31Centre for 
Tropical Environmental and Sustainability Science and College of Science 
and Engineering, James Cook University, Cairns, Queensland, Australia; 
32Instituto de Investigaciones de la Amazonía Peruana (IIAP), Iquitos, Peru; 

33School of Geography and Sustainable Development, University of St 
Andrews, St Andrews, UK; 34Jardín Botánico de Missouri, Oxapampa, 
Peru; 35Instituto Boliviano de Investigacion Forestal, Santa Cruz, Bolivia; 
36Geography, College of Life and Environmental Sciences, University of 
Exeter, Exeter, UK; 37Agteca-Amazonica, Santa Cruz, Bolivia; 38Programa 
de Pós-Graduação em Ecologia e Conservação, Universidade do Estado de 
Mato Grosso, Nova Xavantina, Brazil; 39Facultad de Ciencias Agrícolas, 
Universidad Autónoma Gabriel René Moreno, Santa Cruz, Bolivia; 
40Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services, Instituto Tecnológico Vale, Belém, 
Brazil; 41Centro de Investigaciones Ecológicas de Guayana, Universidad 
Nacional Experimental de Guayana, Puerto Ordaz, Venezuela; 42Embrapa 
Recursos Genéticos e Biotecnologia, Parque Estação Biológica, Brasilia, 
Brazil; 43Projeto Dinâmica Biológica de Fragmentos Florestais, Instituto 
Nacional de Pesquisas da Amazônia—INPA, Manaus, Brazil; 44Programa de 
Pós-Graduação em Ecologia, Instituto Nacional de Pesquisas da 
Amazônia—INPA, Manaus, Brazil; 45Laboratório de Ecologia de Doenças 
Transmissíveis da Amazônia (EDTA), Instituto Leônidas e Maria Deane, 
Manaus, Brazil; 46Instituto de Ciências Biológicas, Universidade Federal do 
Pará, Belém, Brazil; 47Programa de Pós-Graduação em Ecologia, 
Universidade Federal do Pará, Belém, Brazil; 48Empresa Brasileira de 
Pesquisa Agropecuária, Embrapa Amazônia Oriental, Belém, Brazil; 
49Diretoria Técnico-Científica, Instituto de Desenvolvimento Sustentável 
Mamirauá, Tefé, Brazil; 50Programa de Ciencias del Agro y el Mar, Herbario 
Universitario (PORT), Guanare, Venezuela; 51Laboratorio de Ecología de 
Bosques Tropicales y Primatología, Universidad de los Andes, Bogotá, 
Colombia; 52Museo de Historia Natural Noel Kempff Mercado, 
Universidad Autónoma Gabriel Rene Moreno, Santa Cruz, Bolivia; 
53Birmingham Institute for Forest Research, University of Birmingham, 
Birmingham, UK; 54Programa de Pós-Graduação em Biologia (Botânica), 
Instituto Nacional de Pesquisas da Amazônia—INPA, Manaus, Brazil; 
55Endangered Species Coalition, Silver Spring, Maryland, USA; 56School of 
Environmental Sciences, University of East Anglia, Norwich, UK; 57Biology 
Department and Center for Energy, Environment and Sustainability, Wake 
Forest University, Winston Salem, North Carolina, USA; 58Facultad de 
Ciencias Forestales y Ambientales, Instituto de Investigaciones para el 
Desarrollo Forestal, Universidad de los Andes, Mérida, Venezuela; 
59Inventory and Monitoring Program, National Park Service, 
Fredericksburg, Virginia, USA; 60Center for Conservation and 
Sustainability, Smithsonian Conservation Biology Institute, Washington, 
District of Columbia, USA; 61Universidade Federal do Amapá, Ciências 
Ambientais, Macapá, Brazil; 62Gothenburg Global Biodiversity Centre, 
University of Gothenburg, Gothenburg, Sweden; 63Centro para la 
Restauración y Bioeconomía Sostenible—CREBIOS, Lima, Peru; 64Peruvian 
Center for Biodiversity and Conservation (PCBC), Iquitos, Peru; 
65Postgraduate Program in Clean Technologies, UniCesumar and Cesumar 
Institute of Science, Technology, and Innovation (ICETI), UniCesumar, 
Maringá, Brazil; 66Andes to Amazon Biodiversity Program, Madre de Dios, 
Peru; 67Department of Biology, University of Turku, Turku, Finland; 
68Environmental Science Program, Geosciences Department, 
Universidade Federal do Pará, Belém, Brazil; 69Universidad Estatal 
Amazónica, Puyo, Ecuador; 70Universidad Regional Amazónica IKIAM, 
Tena, Ecuador; 71ICNHS, Federal University of Mato Grosso, Sinop, Brazil; 
72Procuradoria-Geral de Justiça, Ministério Público do Estado do 
Amazonas, Manaus, Brazil; 73Coordenação de Dinâmica Ambiental, 
Instituto Nacional de Pesquisas da Amazônia—INPA, Manaus, Brazil; 
74Faculty of Environmental Sciences and Natural Resource Management, 
Norwegian University of Life Sciences (NMBU), Aas, Norway; 
75Departamento de Genética, Ecologia e Evolução, Instituto de Ciências 
Biológicas, Universidade Federal de Minas Gerais, Belo Horizonte, Brazil; 
76Department of Biology, University of Miami, Coral Gables, Florida, USA; 
77Fairchild Tropical Botanic Garden, Coral Gables, Florida, USA; 78Institute 
of Science and Environment, University of Cumbria, Cumbria, UK; 
79Instituto de Biociências—Dept. Ecologia, Universidade de Sao Paulo—
USP, São Paulo, Brazil; 80Dept. Biological Sciences, Florida Atlantic 
University, Boca Raton, Florida, USA; 81Servicios de Biodiversidad EIRL, 
Iquitos, Peru; 82Lancaster Environment Centre, Lancaster University, 
Lancaster, UK; 83Leverhulme Centre for Nature Recovery, University of 
Oxford, Oxford, UK; 84Postgraduate Program in Biodiversity and 
Biotechnology—Bionorte, Federal University of Acre, Rio Branco, Brazil; 



14  |    SANCHEZ-­MARTINEZ et al.

85Scientific Research Program, Juruá Institute, Manaus, Brazil; 
86Department of Integrative Biology, University of California, Berkeley, 
California, USA; 87Empresa Brasileira de Pesquisa Agropecuária, Embrapa 
Amapá, Macapá, Brazil; 88Graduate Program in Ecology, Federal University 
of Santa Catarina (UFSC), Florianópolis, Brazil; 89Direccíon de Evaluación 
Forestal y de Fauna Silvestre, Magdalena del Mar, Peru; 90Instituto de 
Investigaciones Forestales de la Amazonía, Universidad Autónoma del 
Beni José Ballivián, Riberalta, Bolivia; 91Escuela de Biología Herbario 
Alfredo Paredes, Universidad Central, Quito, Ecuador; 92Direction 
régionale de la Guyane, Office national des forêts, Cayenne, French 
Guiana; 93Department of Biological Sciences, California State Polytechnic 
University, Arcata, California, USA; 94Herbario HAG, Universidad Nacional 
Amazónica de Madre de Dios (UNAMAD), Puerto Maldonado, Peru; 
95Centro de Ciências Biológicas e da Natureza, Universidade Federal do 
Acre, Rio Branco, Brazil; 96Museo Nacional de Ciencias Naturales 
(MNCN-CSIC), Madrid, Spain; 97Iwokrama International Centre for Rain 
Forest Conservation and Development, Georgetown, Guyana; 98New York 
Botanical Garden, New York, New York, USA; 99Department for 
Ecosystem Stewardship, Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew, Richmond, UK; 
100Tropical Diversity Section, Royal Botanic Garden Edinburgh, Edinburgh, 
UK; 101Latin America Department, Missouri Botanical Garden, St. Louis, 
Missouri, USA; 102Herbario Nacional de Bolivia, Instituto de Ecologia, 
Universidad Mayor de San Andres, La Paz, Bolivia; 103Department for 
Accelerated Taxonomy, Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew, Richmond, UK; 
104Laboratorio de Plantas Vasculares y Herbario ISV, Universidad Nacional 
de Jaén, Cajamarca, Peru; 105Laboratoire Evolution et Diversité 
Biologique, CNRS and Université Paul Sabatier, Toulouse, France; 
106Department of Anthropology, University of Texas at Austin, Austin, 
Texas, USA; 107Estación de Biodiversidad Tiputini, Colegio de Ciencias 
Biológicas y Ambientales, Universidad San Francisco de Quito-USFQ, 
Quito, Ecuador; 108Fundación Puerto Rastrojo, Bogotá, Colombia; 
109Department of Wildlife Ecology and Conservation, University of 
Florida, Gainesville, Florida, USA; 110Biosystematics Group, Wageningen 
University, Wageningen, The Netherlands; 111Fundación Estación de 
Biología, Bogotá, Colombia; 112Department of Anthropology, Tulane 
University, New Orleans, Louisiana, USA; 113PROTERRA, Instituto de 
Investigaciones de la Amazonía Peruana (IIAP), Iquitos, Peru; 114ACEER 
Foundation, Puerto Maldonado, Peru; 115Amazon Conservation Team, 
Arlington, Virginia, USA; 116Institut de Ciència i Tecnologia Ambientals, 
Universitat Autònoma de Barcelona, Barcelona, Spain; 117Environmental 
Change Institute, School of Geography and the Environment, University of 
Oxford, Oxford, UK; 118Instituto de Ciencias Naturales, Universidad 
Nacional de Colombia, Bogotá, Colombia; 119Instituto de Ciência Agrárias, 
Universidade Federal Rural da Amazônia, Belém, Brazil; 120Escuela 
Profesional de Ingeniería Forestal, Universidad Nacional de San Antonio 
Abad del Cusco, Puerto Maldonado, Peru; 121Laboratory of Human 
Ecology, Instituto Venezolano de Investigaciones Científicas—IVIC, 
Caracas, Venezuela; 122Cambridge University Botanic Garden, Cambridge 
University, Cambridge, UK; 123Programa de Maestria de Manejo de 
Bosques, Universidad de los Andes, Mérida, Venezuela; 124Centre for 
Biodiversity and Conservation Science—CBCS, The University of 
Queensland, Brisbane, Queensland, Australia; 125Resource Ecology Group, 
Wageningen University & Research, Wageningen, The Netherlands; 
126Unique Land Use GmbH, Freiburg im Breisgau, Germany; 127Núcleo de 
Estudos e Pesquisas Ambientais, Universidade Estadual de Campinas—
UNICAMP, Campinas, Brazil; 128Herbarium Amazonense (AMAZ), 
Universidad Nacional de la Amazonia Peruana, Iquitos, Peru; 
129Laboratório de Ciências Ambientais, Universidade Estadual do Norte 
Fluminense, Campos dos Goytacazes, Brazil; 130Instituto de 
Investigaciones para el Desarrollo Forestal (INDEFOR), Universidad de los 
Andes, Mérida, Venezuela; 131Departamento de Biologia, Universidade 
Federal do Amazonas—UFAM—Instituto de Ciências Biológicas—ICB1, 
Manaus, Brazil; 132Department of Ecology and Evolutionary Biology, 
University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Michigan, USA; 133Faculty of Social 
Sciences, University of Nottingham, Nottingham, UK; 134Wildlife 
Conservation Society (WCS), New York, New York, USA; 135The Mauritius 
Herbarium, Agricultural Services, Ministry of Agro-Industry and Food 
Security, Reduit, Mauritius; 136Department of Biology, Aarhus University, 
Aarhus, Denmark; 137Escuela de Ciencias Forestales (ESFOR), Universidad 

Mayor de San Simon (UMSS), Cochabamba, Bolivia; 138FOMABO, Manejo 
Forestal en las Tierras Tropicales de Bolivia, Cochabamba, Bolivia; 
139Fundación Amigos de la Naturaleza (FAN), Santa Cruz, Bolivia; 
140Tropenbos International, Ede, The Netherlands; 141School of 
Anthropology and Conservation, University of Kent, Canterbury, UK; 
142Herbario Nacional del Ecuador, Universidad Técnica del Norte, Quito, 
Ecuador; 143Instituto de Biodiversidade e Florestas, Universidade Federal 
do Oeste do Pará, Santarém, Brazil; 144Facultad de Biologia, Universidad 
Nacional de la Amazonia Peruana, Iquitos, Peru; 145Department of Biology, 
University of Missouri, St. Louis, Missouri, USA; 146Forest Ecology and 
Forest Management Group, Wageningen University & Research, 
Wageningen, The Netherlands and 147Quantitative Biodiversity Dynamics, 
Utrecht University, Utrecht, The Netherlands

ACKNOWLEDG EMENTS
Pablo Sanchez-Martinez acknowledges an FPU predoctoral fel-
lowship from the Spanish Ministry of Science, Innovation and 
Universities (Ministerio de Ciencia, Innovación y Universidades) 
(grant FPU18/04945).

CONFLIC T OF INTERE S T S TATEMENT
All authors declare no conflict of interest.

DATA AVAIL ABILIT Y S TATEMENT
Data available from the Dryad Digital Repository: https://​doi.​org/​
10.​5061/​dryad.​0gb5m​kmb1 (Sanchez-Martinez et al., 2024).

ORCID
Pablo Sanchez-Martinez   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-0157-7800 
Kyle G. Dexter   https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9232-5221 
Freddie C. Draper   https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7568-0838 
Chris Baraloto   https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7322-8581 
Francisca Dionízia de Almeida Matos   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-3030-8968 
Diógenes de Andrade Lima Filho   https://orcid.
org/0000-0001-7729-9790 
Carolina V. Castilho   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1064-2758 
Marcelo de Jesus Veiga Carim   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-8576-7002 
Juan Ernesto Guevara   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5433-6218 
Oliver L. Phillips   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8993-6168 
William E. Magnusson   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1988-3950 
Daniel Sabatier   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0883-1530 
Juan David Cardenas Revilla   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-8277-5023 
Jean-François Molino   https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8853-7133 
Mariana Victória Irume   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1590-3013 
Maria Pires Martins   https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8094-1879 
José Renan da Silva Guimarães   https://orcid.
org/0000-0003-2055-7642 
José Ferreira Ramos   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1580-3370 
Olaf S. Bánki   https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6197-9951 
Maria Teresa Fernandez Piedade   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-7320-0498 
Nigel C. A. Pitman   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9211-2880 

https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.0gb5mkmb1
https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.0gb5mkmb1
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0157-7800
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0157-7800
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0157-7800
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9232-5221
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9232-5221
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7568-0838
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7568-0838
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7322-8581
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7322-8581
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3030-8968
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3030-8968
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3030-8968
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7729-9790
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7729-9790
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7729-9790
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1064-2758
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1064-2758
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8576-7002
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8576-7002
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8576-7002
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5433-6218
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5433-6218
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8993-6168
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8993-6168
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1988-3950
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1988-3950
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0883-1530
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0883-1530
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8277-5023
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8277-5023
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8277-5023
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8853-7133
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8853-7133
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1590-3013
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1590-3013
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8094-1879
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8094-1879
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2055-7642
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2055-7642
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2055-7642
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1580-3370
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1580-3370
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6197-9951
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6197-9951
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7320-0498
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7320-0498
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7320-0498
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9211-2880
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9211-2880


    |  15SANCHEZ-­MARTINEZ et al.

Layon O. Demarchi   https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8441-2106 
Jochen Schöngart   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7696-9657 
Bruno Garcia Luize   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8384-8386 
Eduardo Martins Venticinque   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-3455-9107 
Angelo Gilberto Manzatto   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-6414-8966 
Katia Regina Casula   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1362-5192 
Euridice N. Honorio Coronado   https://orcid.
org/0000-0003-2314-590X 
Abel Monteagudo Mendoza   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-1047-845X 
Flávia R. C. Costa   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9600-4625 
Ted R. Feldpausch   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6631-7962 
Charles Eugene Zartman   https://orcid.
org/0000-0001-8481-9782 
Timothy J. Killeen   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2711-1646 
Beatriz S. Marimon   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3105-2914 
Ben Hur Marimon-Junior   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-6359-6281 
Rafael L. Assis   https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8468-6414 
Marcelo Brilhante de Medeiros   https://orcid.
org/0000-0001-7619-6001 
William F. Laurance   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4430-9408 
Juliana Schietti   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1687-4373 
Thaiane R. Sousa   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0598-4996 
Emanuelle de Sousa Farias   https://orcid.
org/0000-0001-5949-877X 
Maria Aparecida Lopes   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6296-5487 
José Leonardo Lima Magalhães   https://orcid.
org/0000-0001-7498-5189 
Helder Lima de Queiroz   https://orcid.org/0009-0006-0641-0395 
Gerardo Aymard   https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9405-0508 
Roel Brienen   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5397-5755 
Pablo R. Stevenson   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2394-447X 
Bruno Barçante Ladvocat Cintra   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-5116-2654 
Carlos A. Peres   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1588-8765 
Miles R. Silman   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4152-2844 
José Rafael Lozada   https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6781-6053 
José Julio de Toledo   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1778-0117 
Gabriel Damasco   https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9768-520X 
Alberto Vicentini   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5906-9358 
Alfonso Alonso   https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6860-8432 
Vitor H. F. Gomes   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3855-5584 
Maria Cristina Peñuela Mora   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-9611-1359 
Janaína Costa Noronha   https://orcid.
org/0000-0003-0480-085X 
Flávia Rodrigues Barbosa   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-5649-6338 
Yennie K. Bredin   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8055-9888 

Rainiellen de Sá Carpanedo   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-4373-1028 
Fernanda Antunes Carvalho   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-3485-0797 
Fernanda Coelho de Souza   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-3919-4493 
Kenneth J. Feeley   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3618-1144 
Rogerio Gribel   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0850-5578 
Torbjørn Haugaasen   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0901-5324 
Joseph E. Hawes   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0053-2018 
Marcelo Petratti Pansonato   https://orcid.
org/0000-0003-3365-2382 
Marcos Ríos Paredes   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4379-7745 
Jos Barlow   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4992-2594 
Erika Berenguer   https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8157-8792 
Izaias Brasil da Silva   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6975-3460 
Maria Julia Ferreira   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2065-6229 
Joice Ferreira   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4008-2341 
Paul V. A. Fine   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0550-5628 
Marcelino Carneiro Guedes   https://orcid.
org/0000-0003-2702-5614 
Carolina Levis   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8425-9479 
Vincent Antoine Vos   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0388-8530 
Flávia Machado Durgante   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-5517-8821 
Terry W. Henkel   https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9760-8837 
Marcos Silveira   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0485-7872 
Juliana Stropp   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2831-4066 
William Milliken   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3926-6661 
Toby Pennington   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8196-288X 
Bianca Weiss Albuquerque   https://orcid.
org/0000-0001-6398-9045 
Wegliane Campelo   https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6370-162X 
Alfredo Fuentes   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4848-4182 
Bente Klitgaard   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8509-0556 
José Luis Marcelo Pena   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0095-4643 
J. Sebastián Tello   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2539-6796 
Corine Vriesendorp   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2119-6797 
Jerome Chave   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7766-1347 
Anthony Di Fiore   https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8893-9052 
Renato Richard Hilário   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0346-0921 
Gonzalo Rivas-Torres   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2704-8288 
Tinde R. van Andel   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4951-1894 
William Balee   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4046-5147 
Edelcilio Marques Barbosa   https://orcid.
org/0000-0003-1331-8563 
Ricardo Zárate Gómez   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5904-8020 
Bruce Hoffman   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4847-5163 
André Braga Junqueira   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3681-1705 
Yadvinder Malhi   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3503-4783 
Ires Paula de Andrade Miranda   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-0414-2183 

https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8441-2106
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8441-2106
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7696-9657
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7696-9657
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8384-8386
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8384-8386
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3455-9107
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3455-9107
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3455-9107
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6414-8966
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6414-8966
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6414-8966
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1362-5192
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1362-5192
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2314-590X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2314-590X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2314-590X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1047-845X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1047-845X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1047-845X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9600-4625
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9600-4625
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6631-7962
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6631-7962
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8481-9782
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8481-9782
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8481-9782
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2711-1646
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2711-1646
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3105-2914
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3105-2914
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6359-6281
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6359-6281
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6359-6281
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8468-6414
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8468-6414
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7619-6001
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7619-6001
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7619-6001
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4430-9408
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4430-9408
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1687-4373
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1687-4373
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0598-4996
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0598-4996
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5949-877X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5949-877X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5949-877X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6296-5487
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6296-5487
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7498-5189
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7498-5189
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7498-5189
https://orcid.org/0009-0006-0641-0395
https://orcid.org/0009-0006-0641-0395
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9405-0508
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9405-0508
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5397-5755
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5397-5755
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2394-447X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2394-447X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5116-2654
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5116-2654
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5116-2654
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1588-8765
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1588-8765
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4152-2844
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4152-2844
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6781-6053
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6781-6053
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1778-0117
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1778-0117
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9768-520X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9768-520X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5906-9358
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5906-9358
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6860-8432
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6860-8432
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3855-5584
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3855-5584
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9611-1359
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9611-1359
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9611-1359
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0480-085X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0480-085X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0480-085X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5649-6338
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5649-6338
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5649-6338
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8055-9888
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8055-9888
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4373-1028
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4373-1028
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4373-1028
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3485-0797
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3485-0797
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3485-0797
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3919-4493
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3919-4493
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3919-4493
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3618-1144
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3618-1144
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0850-5578
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0850-5578
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0901-5324
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0901-5324
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0053-2018
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0053-2018
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3365-2382
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3365-2382
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3365-2382
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4379-7745
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4379-7745
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4992-2594
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4992-2594
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8157-8792
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8157-8792
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6975-3460
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6975-3460
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2065-6229
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2065-6229
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4008-2341
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4008-2341
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0550-5628
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0550-5628
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2702-5614
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2702-5614
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2702-5614
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8425-9479
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8425-9479
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0388-8530
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0388-8530
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5517-8821
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5517-8821
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5517-8821
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9760-8837
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9760-8837
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0485-7872
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0485-7872
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2831-4066
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2831-4066
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3926-6661
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3926-6661
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8196-288X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8196-288X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6398-9045
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6398-9045
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6398-9045
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6370-162X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6370-162X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4848-4182
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4848-4182
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8509-0556
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8509-0556
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0095-4643
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0095-4643
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2539-6796
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2539-6796
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2119-6797
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2119-6797
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7766-1347
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7766-1347
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8893-9052
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8893-9052
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0346-0921
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0346-0921
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2704-8288
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2704-8288
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4951-1894
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4951-1894
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4046-5147
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4046-5147
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1331-8563
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1331-8563
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1331-8563
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5904-8020
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5904-8020
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4847-5163
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4847-5163
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3681-1705
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3681-1705
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3503-4783
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3503-4783
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0414-2183
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0414-2183
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0414-2183


16  |    SANCHEZ-­MARTINEZ et al.

Linder Felipe Mozombite Pinto   https://orcid.
org/0000-0001-7701-4038 
Ademir R. Ruschel   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0352-5238 
Egleé L. Zent   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7475-7335 
Angela Cano   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5090-7730 
Yrma Andreina Carrero Márquez   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-9564-2836 
David Galbraith   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5555-4823 
Milena Holmgren   https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5963-5527 
Michelle Kalamandeen   https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5385-7444 
Guilherme Lobo   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0909-9639 
Maihyra Marina Pombo   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0329-9736 
Veridiana Vizoni Scudeller   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-7649-5818 
Maria Natalia Umaña   https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5876-7720 
Geertje van der Heijden   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2110-5173 
Emilio Vilanova Torre   https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6289-5127 
Cláudia Baider   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2203-2076 
Henrik Balslev   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7101-7120 
Sasha Cárdenas   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2470-5633 
William Farfan-Rios   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3196-0317 
Reynaldo Linares-Palomino   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-7631-5549 
Germaine Alexander Parada   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-5062-8934 
Miguel N. Alexiades   https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5674-5341 
Edmar Almeida de Oliveira   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-6446-3376 
Riley P. Fortier   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4032-7676 
Karina Garcia-Cabrera   https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8535-5086 
Lionel Hernandez   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7279-1003 
Daniela Pauletto   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1855-6077 
Adeilza Felipe Sampaio   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9907-4741 
Luis Valenzuela Gamarra   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-6191-0580 
Masha van der Sande   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6845-2308 
Lourens Poorter   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1391-4875 
Hans ter Steege   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8738-2659 

R E FE R E N C E S
Ackerly, D. (2009). Conservatism and diversification of plant functional 

traits: Evolutionary rates versus phylogenetic signal. Proceedings of 
the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, 106, 
19699–19706.

Adler, P. B., Salguero-Gómez, R., Compagnoni, A., Hsu, J. S., Ray-Mukherjee, 
J., Mbeau-Ache, C., & Franco, M. (2014). Functional traits explain 
variation in plant life history strategies. Proceedings of the National 
Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, 111, 740–745.

Baker, T. R., Pennington, R. T., Dexter, K. G., Fine, P. V. A., Fortune-
Hopkins, H., Honorio, E. N., Huamantupa-Chuquimaco, I., Klitgård, 
B. B., Lewis, G. P., de Lima, H. C., Ashton, P., Baraloto, C., Davies, 
S., Donoghue, M. J., Kaye, M., Kress, W. J., Lehmann, C. E. R., 
Monteagudo, A., Phillips, O. L., & Vasquez, R. (2017). Maximising 
synergy among tropical plant systematists, ecologists, and evolu-
tionary biologists. Trends in Ecology & Evolution, 32, 258–267.

Baraloto, C., Paine, C. E. T., Poorter, L., Beauchene, J., Bonal, D., 
Domenach, A. M., Hérault, B., Patiño, S., Roggy, J. C., & Chave, J. 
(2010). Decoupled leaf and stem economics in rain forest trees. 
Ecology Letters, 13, 1338–1347.

Chave, J., Coomes, D., Jansen, S., Lewis, S. L., Swenson, N. G., & Zanne, A. 
E. (2009). Towards a worldwide wood economics spectrum. Ecology 
Letters, 12, 351–366.

Coelho de Souza, F., Dexter, K. G., Phillips, O. L., Brienen, R. J. W., Chave, 
J., Galbraith, D. R., Gonzalez, G. L., Mendoza, A. M., Pennington, R. 
T., Poorter, L., Alexiades, M., Álvarez-Dávila, E., Andrade, A., Aragão, 
L. E. O. C., Araujo-Murakami, A., Arets, E. J. M. M., Aymard, C. G. 
A., Baraloto, C., Barroso, J. G., … Baker, T. R. (2016). Evolutionary 
heritage influences Amazon tree ecology. Proceedings of the Royal 
Society B: Biological Sciences, 283(1844), 20161587.

Crisp, M. D., & Cook, L. G. (2012). Phylogenetic niche conservatism: 
What are the underlying evolutionary and ecological causes? The 
New Phytologist, 196, 681–694.

Díaz, S., Kattge, J., Cornelissen, J. H. C., Wright, I. J., Lavorel, S., Dray, S., 
Reu, B., Kleyer, M., Wirth, C., Colin Prentice, I., Garnier, E., Bönisch, 
G., Westoby, M., Poorter, H., Reich, P. B., Moles, A. T., Dickie, J., 
Gillison, A. N., Zanne, A. E., … Gorné, L. D. (2016). The global spec-
trum of plant form and function. Nature, 529, 167–171.

Flores, O., Garnier, E., Wright, I. J., Reich, P. B., Pierce, S., Dìaz, S., 
Pakeman, R. J., Rusch, G. M., Bernard-Verdier, M., Testi, B., Bakker, 
J. P., Bekker, R. M., Cerabolini, B. E. L., Ceriani, R. M., Cornu, G., 
Cruz, P., Delcamp, M., Dolezal, J., Eriksson, O., … Weiher, E. (2014). 
An evolutionary perspective on leaf economics: Phylogenetics 
of leaf mass per area in vascular plants. Ecology and Evolution, 4, 
2799–2811.

Fortunel, C., Fine, P. V. A., & Baraloto, C. (2012). Leaf, stem and root 
tissue strategies across 758 Neotropical tree species. Functional 
Ecology, 26, 1153–1161.

Foster, S. A., & Janson, C. H. (1985). The relationship between seed size 
and establishment conditions in tropical woody plants. Ecology, 66, 
773–780.

Freckleton, R. P., Harvey, P. H., & Pagel, M. (2002). Phylogenetic analysis 
and comparative data: A test and review of evidence. The American 
Naturalist, 160, 712–726.

Hadfield, J. D. (2010). MCMC methods for multi-response generalized lin-
ear mixed models: The MCMCglmm R package. Journal of Statistical 
Software, 33(2), 1–22. https://​doi.​org/​10.​18637/​​jss.​v033.​i02

Hammond, D. S., & Brown, V. K. (1995). Seed size of woody plants in re-
lation to disturbance, dispersal, soil type in wet neotropical forests. 
Ecology, 76, 2544–2561.

He, N., Li, Y., Liu, C., Xu, L., Li, M., Zhang, J., He, J., Tang, Z., Han, X., Ye, 
Q., Xiao, C., Yu, Q., Liu, S., Sun, W., Niu, S., Li, S., Sack, L., & Yu, G. 
(2020). Plant trait networks: Improved resolution of the dimension-
ality of adaptation. Trends in Ecology & Evolution, 35, 908–918.

Henery, M. L., & Westoby, M. (2001). Seed mass and seed nutrient con-
tent as predictors of seed output variation between species. Oikos, 
92, 479–490.

Kassambara, A., & Mundt, F. (2020). Factoextra: Extract and visualize 
the results of multivariate data analyses. R Package Version 1.0.7. 
https://​CRAN.R-​proje​ct.​org/​packa​ge=​facto​extra​

Kattge, J., Bönisch, G., Díaz, S., Lavorel, S., Prentice, I. C., Leadley, P., 
Tautenhahn, S., Werner, G. D. A., Aakala, T., Abedi, M., Acosta, A. T. 
R., Adamidis, G. C., Adamson, K., Aiba, M., Albert, C. H., Alcántara, 
J. M., Alcázar C, C., Aleixo, I., Ali, H., … Wirth, C. (2020). TRY plant 
trait database—Enhanced coverage and open access. Global Change 
Biology, 26, 119–188.

Kraft, N. J. B., Metz, M. R., Condit, R. S., & Chave, J. (2010). The relation-
ship between wood density and mortality in a global tropical forest 
data set. The New Phytologist, 188, 1124–1136.

Kraft, N. J. B., Valencia, R., & Ackerly, D. D. (2008). Functional traits and 
niche-based tree community assembly in an Amazonian forest. 
Science, 322, 580–582.

https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7701-4038
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7701-4038
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7701-4038
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0352-5238
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0352-5238
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7475-7335
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7475-7335
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5090-7730
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5090-7730
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9564-2836
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9564-2836
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9564-2836
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5555-4823
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5555-4823
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5963-5527
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5963-5527
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5385-7444
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5385-7444
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0909-9639
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0909-9639
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0329-9736
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0329-9736
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7649-5818
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7649-5818
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7649-5818
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5876-7720
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5876-7720
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2110-5173
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2110-5173
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6289-5127
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6289-5127
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2203-2076
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2203-2076
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7101-7120
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7101-7120
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2470-5633
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2470-5633
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3196-0317
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3196-0317
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7631-5549
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7631-5549
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7631-5549
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5062-8934
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5062-8934
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5062-8934
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5674-5341
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5674-5341
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6446-3376
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6446-3376
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6446-3376
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4032-7676
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4032-7676
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8535-5086
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8535-5086
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7279-1003
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7279-1003
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1855-6077
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1855-6077
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9907-4741
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9907-4741
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6191-0580
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6191-0580
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6191-0580
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6845-2308
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6845-2308
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1391-4875
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1391-4875
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8738-2659
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8738-2659
https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v033.i02
https://cran.r-project.org/package=factoextra


    |  17SANCHEZ-­MARTINEZ et al.

Losos, J. B. (2008). Phylogenetic niche conservatism, phylogenetic 
signal and the relationship between phylogenetic relatedness 
and ecological similarity among species. Ecology Letters, 11, 
995–1003.

MacArthur, R. H., & Wilson, E. O. (1967). The theory of island biogeogra-
phy. Princeton University Press.

Makowski, D., Ben-Shachar, M., & Lüdecke, D. (2019). bayestestR: 
Describing effects and their uncertainty, existence and significance 
within the Bayesian framework. Journal of Open Source Software, 
4, 1541.

Mazer, S. J. (1990). Seed mass of Indiana Dune genera and families: 
Taxonomic and ecological correlates. Evolutionary Ecology, 4, 
326–357.

Moles, A. T. (2018). Being John Harper: Using evolutionary ideas to im-
prove understanding of global patterns in plant traits. Journal of 
Ecology, 106, 1–18.

Moles, A. T., & Westoby, M. (2006). Seed size and plant strategy across 
the whole life cycle. Oikos, 113, 91–105.

Molina-Venegas, R., & Rodríguez, M. (2017). Revisiting phylogenetic sig-
nal; strong or negligible impacts of polytomies and branch length 
information? BMC Evolutionary Biology, 17, 1–10.

Needham, J. F., Johnson, D. J., Anderson-Teixeira, K. J., Bourg, N., 
Bunyavejchewin, S., Butt, N., Cao, M., Cárdenas, D., Chang-Yang, C. 
H., Chen, Y. Y., Chuyong, G., Dattaraja, H. S., Davies, S. J., Duque, A., 
Ewango, C. E. N., Fernando, E. S., Fisher, R., Fletcher, C. D., Foster, 
R., … McMahon, S. M. (2022). Demographic composition, not de-
mographic diversity, predicts biomass and turnover across temper-
ate and tropical forests. Global Change Biology, 28, 2895–2909.

Neves, D. M., Dexter, K. G., Baker, T. R., Coelho de Souza, F., Oliveira-
Filho, A. T., Queiroz, L. P., Lima, H. C., Simon, M. F., Lewis, G. 
P., Segovia, R. A., Arroyo, L., Reynel, C., Marcelo-Peña, J. L., 
Huamantupa-Chuquimaco, I., Villarroel, D., Parada, G. A., Daza, 
A., Linares-Palomino, R., Ferreira, L. V., … Pennington, R. T. (2020). 
Evolutionary diversity in tropical tree communities peaks at inter-
mediate precipitation. Scientific Reports, 10, 1–8.

Osnas, J. L. D., Lichstein, J. W., Reich, P. B., & Pacala, S. W. (2013). Global 
leaf trait relationships: Mass, area, and the leaf economics spec-
trum. Science, 340, 741–744.

Pagel, M. (1999). Inferring the historical patterns of biological evolution. 
Nature, 401, 877–884.

Paine, C. E. T., Norden, N., Chave, J., Forget, P. M., Fortunel, C., Dexter, 
K. G., & Baraloto, C. (2012). Phylogenetic density dependence and 
environmental filtering predict seedling mortality in a tropical for-
est. Ecology Letters, 15, 34–41.

Paradis, E., & Schliep, K. (2019). Ape 5.0: An environment for modern 
phylogenetics and evolutionary analyses in R. Bioinformatics, 35, 
526–528.

Patiño, S., Fyllas, N. M., Baker, T. R., Paiva, R., Quesada, C. A., Santos, A. 
J. B., Schwarz, M., ter Steege, H., Phillips, O. L., & Lloyd, J. (2012). 
Coordination of physiological and structural traits in Amazon forest 
trees. Biogeosciences, 9, 775–801.

Pianka, E. R. (1970). On r- and K-selection. American Society of Naturalists, 
104, 592–597.

Poorter, L. (2007). Are species adapted to their regeneration niche, adult 
niche, or both? The American Naturalist, 169, 433–442.

Poorter, L., Wright, S. J., Paz, H., Ackerly, D. D., Condit, R., Ibarra-
Manríquez, G., Harms, K. E., Licona, J. C., Martínez-Ramos, M., 
Mazer, S. J., Muller-Landau, H. C., Peña-Claros, M., Webb, C. O., & 
Wright, I. J. (2008). Are functional traits good predictors of demo-
graphic rates? Evidence from five neotropical forests. Ecology, 89, 
1908–1920.

R Core Team. (2020). R: A language and environment for statistical comput-
ing. R Foundation for Statistical Computing.

Reich, P. B. (2014). The world-wide “fast-slow” plant economics spec-
trum: A traits manifesto. Journal of Ecology, 102, 275–301.

Revell, L. J. (2009). Size-correction and principal components for inter-
specific comparative studies. Evolution, 63, 3258–3268.

Rüger, N., Comita, L. S., Condit, R., Purves, D., Rosenbaum, B., Visser, M. 
D., Wright, S. J., & Wirth, C. (2018). Beyond the fast–slow contin-
uum: Demographic dimensions structuring a tropical tree commu-
nity. Ecology Letters, 21, 1075–1084.

Rüger, N., Condit, R., Dent, D. H., DeWalt, S. J., Hubbell, S. P., Lichstein, 
J. W., Lopez, O. R., Wirth, C., & Farrior, C. E. (2020). Demographic 
trade-offs predict tropical forest dynamics. Science, 368, 165–168.

Russo, S. E., McMahon, S. M., Detto, M., Ledder, G., Wright, S. J., Condit, 
R. S., Davies, S. J., Ashton, P. S., Bunyavejchewin, S., Chang-Yang, 
C.-H., Ediriweera, S., Ewango, C. E. N., Fletcher, C., Foster, R. B., 
Gunatilleke, C. V. S., Gunatilleke, I. A. U. N., Hart, T., Hsieh, C.-F., 
Hubbell, S. P., … Zimmerman, J. K. (2021). The interspecific growth–
mortality trade-off is not a general framework for tropical forest 
community structure. Nature Ecology & Evolution, 5, 174–183.

Salguero-Gómez, R., Jones, O. R., Jongejans, E., Blomberg, S. P., Hodgson, 
D. J., Mbeau-Ache, C., Zuidema, P. A., de Kroon, H., & Buckley, Y. M. 
(2016). Fast–slow continuum and reproductive strategies structure 
plant life-history variation worldwide. Proceedings of the National 
Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, 113, 230–235.

Sanchez-Martinez, P., Ackerly, D. D., Martínez-Vilalta, J., Mencuccini, M., 
Dexter, K. G., & Dawson, T. E. (2024). A framework to study and 
predict functional trait syndromes using phylogenetic and environ-
mental data. Methods in Ecology and Evolution, 2024, 1–16.

Sanchez-Martinez, P., Martínez-Vilalta, J., Dexter, K. G., Segovia, R. A., 
& Mencuccini, M. (2020). Adaptation and coordinated evolution of 
plant hydraulic traits. Ecology Letters, 23, 1599–1610.

Smith, C. C., & Fretwell, S. D. (1974). The optimal balance between size 
and number of offspring. The American Naturalist, 108, 499–506.

Stearns, S. C. (1999). The evolution of life histories. Oxford University 
Press.

Symonds, M. R. E., & Blomberg, S. P. (2014). A primer on phylogenetic 
generalised least squares. In L. Garamszegi (Ed.), Modern phyloge-
netic comparative methods and their application in evolutionary biol-
ogy. Springer. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​978-3-​662-​43550-2_​5

Tavares, J. V., Oliveira, R. S., Mencuccini, M., Signori-Müller, C., Pereira, 
L., Diniz, F. C., Gilpin, M., Marca Zevallos, M. J., Salas Yupayccana, 
C. A., Acosta, M., Pérez Mullisaca, F. M., Barros, F. V., Bittencourt, 
P., Jancoski, H., Scalon, M. C., Marimon, B. S., Oliveras Menor, I., 
Marimon, B. H., Jr., Fancourt, M., … Galbraith, D. R. (2023). Basin-
wide variation in tree hydraulic safety margins predicts the carbon 
balance of Amazon forests. Nature, 617, 111–117.

ter Steege, H., & Hammond, D. S. (2001). Character convergence, diver-
sity, and disturbance in tropical rain forest in Guyana. Ecology, 82, 
3197–3212.

ter Steege, H., Pitman, N. C. A., Sabatier, D., Baraloto, C., Salomão, R. 
P., Guevara, J. E., Phillips, O. L., Castilho, C. V., Magnusson, W. 
E., Molino, J.-. F., Monteagudo, A., Vargas, P. N., Montero, J. C., 
Feldpausch, T. R., Honorio Coronado, E. N., Killeen, T. J., Mostacedo, 
B., Vasquez, R., Assis, R. L., … Silman, M. R. (2013). Hyperdominance 
in the Amazonian tree flora. Science, 342(6156), 1243092. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1126/​scien​ce.​1243092

ter Steege, H., Prado, P. I., Lima, R. A. F. D., Pos, E., de Souza Coelho, L., 
de Andrade Lima Filho, D., Salomão, R. P., Amaral, I. L., de Almeida 
Matos, F. D., Castilho, C. V., Phillips, O. L., Guevara, J. E., de Jesus 
Veiga Carim, M., López, D. C., Magnusson, W. E., Wittmann, F., 
Martins, M. P., Sabatier, D., Irume, M. V., … Pickavance, G. (2020). 
Biased-corrected richness estimates for the Amazonian tree flora. 
Scientific Reports, 10, 1–13.

Turner, I. M. (2001). The ecology of trees in the tropical rain forest. 
Cambridge University Press.

Westoby, M., Leishman, M., & Lord, J. (1996). Comparative ecology of 
seed size and dispersal. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal 
Society, B: Biological Sciences, 351, 1309–1318.

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-43550-2_5
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1243092
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1243092


18  |    SANCHEZ-­MARTINEZ et al.

Westoby, M., Yates, L., Holland, B., & Halliwell, B. (2023). Phylogenetically 
conservative trait correlation: Quantification and interpretation. 
Journal of Ecology, 111, 2105–2117.

Wright, I. J., Reich, P. B., Westoby, M., Ackerly, D. D., Baruch, Z., Bongers, 
F., Cavender-Bares, J., Chapin, T., Cornelissen, J. H. C., Diemer, M., 
Flexas, J., Garnier, E., Groom, P. K., Gulias, J., Hikosaka, K., Lamont, 
B. B., Lee, T., Lee, W., Lusk, C., … Villar, R. (2004). The worldwide 
leaf economics spectrum. Nature, 428, 821–827.

SUPPORTING INFORMATION
Additional supporting information can be found online in the 
Supporting Information section at the end of this article.
Figure S1. Integrative principal components using simplified list of 
traits.
Figure S2. Integrative PCA bootstrap results.
Figure S3. Phylogenetic PCA.
Figure S4. First and third integrative principal components.
Figure S5. Leaf and wood principal component analyses.
Figure S6. Correlation and phylogenetic signal.

Table S1. Phylogenetic-signal values for individual traits and principal 
components.
Table S2. Correlation results.

How to cite this article: Sanchez-Martinez, P., Dexter, K. G., 
Draper, F. C., Baraloto, C., Leão do Amaral, I., de Souza 
Coelho, L., de Almeida Matos, F. D., de Andrade Lima Filho, 
D., Salomão, R. P., Wittmann, F., Castilho, C. V., de Jesus 
Veiga Carim, M., Guevara, J. E., Phillips, O. L., Magnusson, W. 
E., Sabatier, D., Cardenas Revilla, J. D., Molino, J.-F., Irume, 
M. V., … ter Steege, H. (2024). Phylogenetic conservatism in 
the relationship between functional and demographic 
characteristics in Amazon tree taxa. Functional Ecology, 00, 
1–18. https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.14700

https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.14700

