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Figure 9.8 The iype 1
functional response of Daphnia
magna to different
concentrations of the yeast
Saccharomyces cerevisiae. (After
Rigler, 1961.)
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Figure 16.7 Basic forms of numetical response. :

Weasels (N/1000 rodents)
o

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
Rodent density (Mha)

Figure 16.9 Inverse numerical response of weasels to
rodent density in the reproductive seasons. Note that
weasel response cannot keep up with rodent density.
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After determining offtake, can plot against recruitment (as in last lecture) to determine

predator prey dynamics.
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