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Abstract
The capacity to identify predator chemical cues is extremely advantageous as it allows prey to avoid the predation sequence 
from the beginning. However, for aquatic organisms, identification can be constrained by the presence of other substances, 
such as plant chemical compounds. Despite its ecological implications, there is a lack of knowledge on the potential chemical 
interference of sympatric plants to the surrounding aquatic fauna. In this context, our study aims to understand the conse-
quences that chemical interference can entail in the anti-predator responses of tadpoles of the Cope's toad (Rhinella diptycha). 
We conducted an outdoor experiment, where we compared the anti-predator responses of R. diptycha tadpoles to a natural 
predator (giant water bug) with and without adding chemicals of a potentially toxic native plant (Microlobius foetidus) to the 
water. Tadpoles showed an increase in grouping behaviour and a reduction in activity in the predator treatment. Moreover, 
our results indicate that the chemical compounds of the sympatric plant modified tadpole behavioural responses, disrupting 
grouping behaviour while maintaining reduced activity. These findings help understand the complexity of chemical com-
munication in aquatic habitats and the consequences on animal-plant interactions and conservation.

Keywords Animal-plant interaction · Behavioural response · Chemical interference · Garlic plant · Predator–prey 
interactions

Introduction

Predation plays a fundamental role in shaping ecology 
(Smith et al. 2003; Johnson 2010). This selective force 
occurs through two types of interactions: interactions 
that results in consumptions and interactions where no 

consumption occurs (Lima and Dill 1990; Barbosa and 
Castellanos 2005). When the predator affects prey density 
by directly consuming that prey, we have what we call con-
sumptive effects, while non-consumptive effects are those 
where the simple presence of the predator can cause changes 
in prey’s morphology, physiology, and behavior (Matassa 
and Trussell 2011). Although neglected for a long time, 
non-consumptive effects can imply major effects on prey, 
affecting prey behaviour, morphology, and physiology (Van 
Buskirk and Arioli 2002; Caro 2005).

To perform an anti-predator response, prey need first 
to detect the predator’s presence. While visual stimuli 
can allow prey to locate predators (Hettyey et al. 2012) 
and finely assess the threat based on predator size (Chiv-
ers et al. 2001), chemical cues can convey other key infor-
mation, such as predator diet or density (Schoeppner and 
Relyea 2005). Moreover, chemical cues are usually more 
effective in aquatic environments (Ferland-Raymond et al. 
2010), particularly in turbid ones (Ferrari et al. 2010). How-
ever, the presence of other chemical compounds in the water 
can impair cue detection or risk assessment, which may 
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consequently affect the prey response to avoid the predator 
(Lürling and Scheffer 2007; Ehrsam et al. 2016).

Previous studies have focused on understanding how 
chemical substances released by exotic plants may affect 
prey chemical communication and predator–prey interac-
tions (Watling et al. 2011; Iglesias-Carrasco et al. 2017). For 
example, Burraco et al. (2018) investigated the effects of an 
exotic species of Eucalyptus on the antipredator responses 
of amphibian larvae and found that leachates of eucalypt 
leaf litter compromised amphibian antipredator responses 
and altered their metabolic rate. However, the effects of 
chemical compounds released by native plant species are 
scarcely explored. Based on this, we conducted an experi-
ment with three sympatric species native to the Pantanal 
of Brazil: a prey, a predator, and a plant species. The plant 
has repellent properties and is allelopathic (i.e., that pro-
duces biochemicals influencing growth, survival, develop-
ment or behaviour of other organisms; Cheng and Cheng 
2015). Thus, we aimed to understand the consequences 
of the chemical interference between soluble compounds 
produced by a native plant and anti-predator responses of a 
coexisting toad species. We hypothesised that the presence 
of chemical compounds from the native plant may impair the 
detection of the predator by the prey, affecting the tadpoles' 
anti-predatory behaviour.

Methods

Study system

We conducted an outdoor experiment in temporary ponds 
of the Pantanal (Brazil, 19º55′10,77″S and 57º47′52,25″W), 
using Rhinella diptycha (Cope 1862) tadpoles as prey, the 
native giant water bug (Heteroptera: Belostomatidae) as 
predator, and a native allelopathic plant popularly known 
as garlic plant (Microlobius foetidus). The prey model spe-
cies is broadly distributed, occurring in a wide variety of 
habitats, from tropical savannas to forests and even urban 
areas (Vasconcelos and Colli 2009). During the breeding 
season (from July to November) this species reproduces in 
shallow permanent or temporary water bodies (Vasconcelos 
and Colli 2009).

Giant water bugs–belonging to the Belostomatidae fam-
ily (Hemiptera)–are among the predators of R. diptycha 
tadpoles. These aquatic predators measure up to 30 mm 
in length and do not seem to be affected by the neurotox-
ins observed in the Rhinella genus (Cabrera-Guzmán et al. 
2012). Giant water bugs are widely distributed and can be 
found in freshwater habitats such as ponds, lakes, and riv-
ers (De Almeida et al. 2019). Besides, they feed on a wide 
variety of aquatic animals, ranging from invertebrates to 
adult and juvenile amphibians, including Rhinella tadpoles 

(Toledo 2003; De Almeida et al. 2019). Many similar spe-
cies of giant water bugs occur in the Pantanal, and identifica-
tion of the exact species used for the study was not possible.

The native plant species displaying chemical defences is 
the garlic plant, Microlobius foetidus (LPWG 2017). This is 
a semi-deciduous tree that can reach up to 7 m, with a very 
ramified trunk (with branches almost reaching the ground) 
and a wide and low canopy. The chemical compounds of 
the garlic plant, possibly derived from its oils, exhibit high 
repellent action potential, inhibiting insect and plant growth 
(Silva et al. 2014). Furthermore, the species releases into 
the environment chemical substances with allelopathic prop-
erties, impairing or impeding the growth of other species 
in the area (Silva 2014). The basal stem and leaves of this 
semi-deciduous tree are commonly in contact with ground-
water, particularly because this Pantanal area is subjected 
to seasonal flooding (from May to August; Galdino and 
Clarke 1995). Tadpoles used for the study were from puddles 
located less than 300 m from forest areas where this plant 
is abundant. Nonetheless, during the study period (that took 
place in the dry season) no tadpoles were observed in the 
forest puddles where the garlic plant is present.

Experimental design

Using metal stakes and plastic panels in the ponds, we cre-
ated 30 field experimental enclosures (30 × 30 cm) isolated 
from external chemical signals (further details about the 
study system, experimental design and analysis are provided 
in the Online Resource 1). Water depth in the ponds ranged 
from 5 to 7 cm, so water volume of experimental enclosures 
ranged from 4.5 to 6.3 L, approximately, which allowed a 
clear view of the bottom of the pond and all individuals 
in the recordings. We performed trials for three treatments, 
each with ten replicates: (1) control, (2) predator, and (3) 
predator plus a garlic plant extract (predator/plant treat-
ment). The control treatment consisted of a dummy predator 
–a plastic model of similar size, shape, and colour that an 
average adult water bug– that was carefully deposited with 
tweezers inside the enclosure to simulate the presence of 
an individual without a real predation risk. In the predator 
treatment, a giant water bug was placed inside the enclo-
sure, where it could move freely. Lastly, in the predator/
plant treatment, in addition to the presence of the giant water 
bug, we added 1 ml of garlic plant extract. The extract was 
prepared by crushing 25 fresh garlic plant leaves directly 
collected from the tree –in the same phenological state and 
of similar area (8–10  cm2)– in 50 ml of water. This amount 
corresponds to near one leaf per trial, which is a realistic 
amount that can be found in nature (pers. obs.). We gen-
tly poured the plant extract into the enclosure immediately 
before releasing the predator.
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In all treatments (control, predator, and predator plus 
garlic plant), we first checked for the absence of another 
possible predator, and then installed the enclosure and the 
video camera (1 m above the centre of the enclosure) and 
let tadpoles 10 min acclimation to the enclosure to mini-
mise any disturbance due to the presence of the researcher 
(Melotto et al. 2021). Then, the plastic model, the predator, 
or the predator and the plant extract were added, depending 
on the treatment, and the immediate response of the tadpoles 
was filmed for 30 s. The whole experimental session was 
conducted within 1 h (all trials were performed between 8:30 
and 9:30 am), and the duration of the trials was selected for 
two reasons: (1) to minimize daily environmental variation, 
and (2) because in pilot trials we noticed that behavioural 
shifts in response to predator presence occur almost instan-
taneously in this species.

The number of tadpoles inside the enclosure varied 
between 7 and 29 individuals (mean ± SE: 14.1 ± 0.83 tad-
poles per trial), all ranging between Gosner’s 26 and 30 
developmental stages. To minimise the possibility of pseu-
doreplication within tadpole individuals, we conducted each 
trial at least 5 m from the previous one. To prevent contami-
nation from either predator or plant chemicals in the water, 
we conducted the trials sequentially: first all the control tri-
als (N = 10), then all predator trials (N = 10) and finally all 
the predator/plant trials (N = 10). No enclosure was allocated 
to a previously used location, even if for another treatment.

Behavioural variables

For each trial, we recorded two behavioural variables in 30 s 
videos: (1) grouping behaviour, and (2) tadpole activity. 
Tadpole grouping behaviour was recorded three times dur-
ing each trial (at 1, 15 and 30 s), and assessed by means of a 
grouping index (GI; see Online Resource 1). We calculated 
activity based on the number of active (swimming, feeding, 
tail movement) and inactive (immobile, no tail movement) 
individuals (Austin et al. 2018) at seven timeframes during 
each trial (at 1, 5, 10, 15, 20, 25 and 30 s after the beginning 
of the trial). As the total number of tadpoles was different in 
each trial due to the natural conditions of our experiment, 
we calculated the proportion of active tadpoles (%). The 
proportion of active tadpoles was not correlated with the 
number of tadpoles per trial (r = 0.083; Online Resource 5).

Statistical analyses

Due to the hierarchical structure of the data (two behavioural 
variables measured several times for each trial, and 10 trials 
per treatment), we analysed the effect of the treatment on 
tadpole grouping behaviour and activity fitting Linear Mixed 
Models (LMMs) and Generalised Linear Mixed Models 
(GLMMs). Time of observation within the video (1 s, 15 s, 

30 s) and the ID of the trial were included as random factors, 
using random slope for observation time and random inter-
cept for the trial ID. Fixed factors comprised the treatment 
(control, predator, and predator/plant), the time of observa-
tion (again), and the interaction between treatment and time.

Given the nature of the data, which followed a normal 
distribution, we modelled the GI using LMMs. For activity, 
we fitted a logistic GLMM, due to the nature of the response 
variable (proportion of active tadpoles; Douma and Weedon 
2019). Logistic GLMM are more convenient to fit propor-
tion data than Gaussian models (Douma and Weedon 2019), 
and the output of the mixed-effects logistic model allows for 
interpretations of the coefficients in terms of the odds ratio 
(see Online Resource 1 for more information). Analyses 
were conducted using the R software (R Core Team 2018). 
Models were fitted with the ‘lmer’ and the ‘glmer’ functions 
of the lme4 package (Bates et al. 2007).

Results

Rhinella diptycha tadpoles responded to the presence of 
their potential predator, the giant water bug, by grouping 
themselves (Online Resource 2) and reducing their activity 
(Online Resource 3 and 4). Plant extract addition impaired 
tadpole grouping response while playing no effect on activ-
ity (Fig. 1). There was a subtle, but significant interaction 
(β = − 0.025, p = 0.041) between the treatment and the time 
of the video recording affecting the activity of tadpoles. 
Thus, the tadpoles tended to decrease their activity with 
time under the predator treatment, while they mainly tended 
to increase activity with time under the control treatment 
(Online Resource 4; Fig. 1).

Discussion

As suggested by studies on non-consumptive effects, pre-
dation risk changed the behaviour of R. diptycha tadpoles, 
resulting in a reduction of activity and an increase of group-
ing behaviour. Furthermore, chemical compounds from the 
native plant caused changes in the tadpoles’ anti-predatory 
responses. Previous studies have shown that the presence of 
chemical compounds dissolved in water can alter not only 
the ability to respond to the presence of predators (Lürling 
and Scheffer 2007) but also the chemical communication 
between conspecifics. For example, Burraco et al. (2018) 
showed that the presence of leachates of eucalypt leaf com-
promised tadpole anti-predatory responses, affecting activ-
ity patterns and decreasing the hiding time of individuals. 
Iglesias-Carrasco et al. (2017) also described how the expo-
sure to eucalypt extract altered the chemosensory ability 
of male palmate newts to detect ponds containing female 
or conspecific alarm cues and to find food. Both studies 
analysed the effect of long-term exposure (days) to toxic 
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chemicals, while this study is assessing the immediate (sec-
onds) effects of chemical compounds in the water. Besides 
toxics affecting communication, they found an effect of tox-
ics on prey body condition that ultimately affected anti-pred-
atory responses. In both studies, eucalypt was allochthonous 
(originated in a place other than where it is found), while in 
this study we investigated the effects of chemicals released 
by a native plant.

Although quite speculative, some hypotheses can be for-
mulated to explain how chemical compounds from the native 
plant can affect tadpole response. For instance, plant chemi-
cal compounds could somehow interfere with chemical sig-
nals released from startled conspecifics, impairing their abil-
ity to aggregate. The activity pattern, which remained the 
same in both the predator and the predator/plant treatment, 
is an individual behaviour, while the grouping, which was 
altered in the predator/plant treatment, is a behaviour that 
requires communication between other individuals within 
the group. Thus, an interference in communication would 
lead to changes in behaviour that require chemical com-
munication, but not in individual behaviours. For example, 
plant extract could have possibly induced a change in pH, 
which is known to alter chemical communication (Brown 
et al. 2002; Turner and Chislock 2010). Another hypoth-
esis could be that the non-aggregation behaviour shown in 
the presence of chemical plant extracts may confer some 
adaptive advantage to the prey by tuning their anti-predatory 

responses depending on the chemical context. For exam-
ple, plant extract can signal the presence of leaves where 
to take shelter, rather than promoting grouping. This could 
be a plausible explanation since both species share a com-
mon evolutionary history, and therefore tadpoles might have 
developed differential conditional strategies depending on 
the presence of the plant litter (Phillips and Shine 2006). To 
better understand how these behaviours change according 
to different situations, a baseline pre-exposure is necessary, 
investigating how the group of individuals behaves initially 
(without any interference) and how the behaviour is changed 
given a certain stimulus.

As far as we know, this is the first study focused on the 
effect of chemical components of a native plant species on 
the anti-predatory behaviour of tadpoles, and although inno-
vative, the study has some caveats that are recognized and 
should be corrected in future studies. The lack of a fourth 
treatment –with the plant extract alone– makes some con-
clusions impossible. For example, it is not possible to dis-
entangle the effect of plant chemical compounds on tadpole 
behaviour from the effect of predator presence. Furthermore, 
how tadpoles may alter their behavioural response when 
only garlic exudates are present remains to be ascertained. 
Clearly, future experiments should consider the effects of the 
plant compounds alone on tadpole activity.

An important point of our study is that M. foetidus is a 
native semideciduous plant, and although it is not common 

Fig. 1  Results of mixed models showing mean and error bars (CI 
95%) of tadpole grouping behaviour (calculated by the grouping 
index, see Online Resource 1 for details; left plot; LMM) and the 
proportion of active tadpoles (right plot; GLMMs) in response to 
the three experimental treatments: (1) control, tadpole exposure to a 

dummy predator (plastic model of similar size and shape than a giant 
water bug; blue); (2) predator treatment, tadpole exposure to preda-
tor presence (adult giant water bug; red), and (3) predator/plant treat-
ment, tadpole exposure to predator presence and a garlic plant extract 
(M. foetidus; green)
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to see ponds with tadpoles occurring directly under M. foeti-
dus trees (pers. obs.), in times of flood, the plant branches 
can touch the ground and old leaves that fall to the ground 
can be transported, putting the tadpoles in direct contact 
with the chemical components. Previous studies address-
ing the interference of plant chemicals on the behaviour of 
amphibians have assessed exotic plant species, and knowl-
edge on the effects of native plants is scarce (e.g., Watling 
et al. 2011). Besides being naturally present, M. foetidus has 
been increasingly cultivated for wood, restoration, agroecol-
ogy, as it contains symbiotic nitrogen-fixing bacteria, and to 
obtain repellent products. Moreover, our study provides evi-
dence on interference between native and sympatric species, 
raising interest about possible consequences of an expanding 
native species for the local ecosystem. We suggest in-depth 
studies seeking to understand how the relationships between 
plants and anti-predator behaviours may influence mortal-
ity rates, population dynamics and even the occurrence of 
amphibian species.

Supplementary Information The online version contains supplemen-
tary material available at https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10164- 023- 00785-2.

Acknowledgements This article is the result of a research of the  21st 
Fieldwork Ecology Course (EcoPan2018) of the Federal University 
of Mato Grosso do Sul (Brazil). We would also like to thank the staff 
of Forte Coimbra who assisted us throughout our stay period, and to 
Nito Jesus, Bruna Algarve, Isabel Melo, Paula Ojeda and Guilherme 
Dalponti for their help during fieldwork. We thank two anonymous 
reviewers for their valuable insights to improve the manuscript.

Author contributions Conceptualization: ZO and VLF; Methodology: 
CCG and HTS; Formal analysis and investigation: ZO; Writing—origi-
nal draft preparation: CCG; Writing—review and editing: CCG, HTS, 
VLF and ZO; Supervision: ZO. All authors read and approved the 
final manuscript.

Funding This study was partially funded by the Coordenação de Aper-
feiçoamento de Pessoal de Nível Superior—Brazil (CAPES)—Finance 
Code 001. Z.O. was supported by a postdoctoral fellowship (PNPD/
CAPES #1694744) and a postdoctoral research contract from the 
Andalusian government and FEDER EU funds; Conselho Nacional de 
Desenvolvimento Científico e Tecnológico (CNPq) provided a master’s 
fellowship to C.C.G. (GM/CNPq #133486/2018-4) and researcher’s 
fellowship to V.L.F. (PQ2/CNPq #309305/2018-7).

Data availability Data will be available by request.

Code availability Code will be available by request.

Declarations 

Conflict of interest The author declares that there are no conflicts of 
interest.

Ethical approval
Ethics authorization: ICMBio/SISBIO #63653.

Consent to participate Not applicable.

Consent for publication Not applicable.

References

Austin CE, March RE, Stock NL, Murray DL (2018) The origin and 
ecological function of an ion inducing anti-predator behavior in 
Lithobates tadpoles. J Chem Ecol 44:178–188. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1007/ s10886- 018- 0925-5

Barbosa P, Castellanos I (2005) Ecology of predator-prey interactions. 
Oxford University Press

Bates D, Sarkar D, Bates MD, Matrix (2007) The lme4 package. R 
Package Version 2:74

Brown GE, Adrian JC Jr, Lewis MG, Tower JM (2002) The effects of 
reduced pH on chemical alarm signaling in ostariophysan fishes. 
Can J Fish Aquat Sci 59:1331–1338

Burraco P, Iglesias-Carrasco M, Cabido C, Gomez-Mestre I (2018) 
Eucalypt leaf litter impairs growth and development of amphib-
ian larvae, inhibits their antipredator responses and alters their 
physiology. Conserv Physiol 6:1–12. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1093/ 
conph ys/ coy066

Cabrera-Guzmán E, Crossland MR, Shine R (2012) Predation on the 
eggs and larvae of invasive cane toads (Rhinella marina) by native 
aquatic invertebrates in tropical Australia. Biol Conserv 153:1–9

Caro TM (2005) Behavioural mechanisms to avoid detection. Anti-
predator defenses in birds and mammals. University of Chicago 
Press, Chicago

Cheng F, Cheng Z (2015) Research progress on the use of plant allel-
opathy in agriculture and the physiological and ecological mecha-
nisms of allelopathy. Front Plant Sci 6:1020. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
3389/ fpls. 2015. 01020

Chivers DP, Mirza RS, Bryer PJ, Kiesecker JM (2001) Threat-sen-
sitive predator avoidance by slimy sculpins: understanding the 
importance of visual versus chemical information. Can J of Zoo 
79(5):867–873

De Almeida TM, Stefanello F, Hamada N (2019) Belostomatidae 
(Heteroptera: Nepomorpha) held in the invertebrate collection of 
the Instituto Nacional de Pesquisas da Amazônia, Manaus, Bra-
zil: inventory and new distributional records. Pap Avulsos Zool 
59:e20195906

Douma JC, Weedon JT (2019) Analysing continuous proportions in 
ecology and evolution: a practical introduction to beta and Dir-
ichlet regression. Methods Ecol Evol 10:1412–1430

Ehrsam M, Knutie SA, Rohr JR (2016) The herbicide atrazine induces 
hyperactivity and compromises tadpole detection of predator 
chemical cues. Environ Toxicol Chem 35:2239–2244. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1002/ etc. 3377

Ferland-Raymond B, March RE, Metcalfe CD, Murray DL (2010) Prey 
detection of aquatic predators: assessing the identity of chemi-
cal cues eliciting prey behavioral plasticity. Biochem Sys Ecol 
38:169–177. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. bse. 2009. 12. 035

Ferrari MCO, Lysak KR, Chivers DP (2010) Turbidity as an ecological 
constraint on learned predator recognition and generalization in a 
prey fish. Anim Behav 79:515–519

Galdino S, Clarke RT (1995) Levantamento e estatística descritiva dos 
níveis hidrometricos do Rio Paraguai em Ladário, MS-Pantanal 
período 1900–1994. EMBRAPA-CPAP.

Hettyey A, Roelli F, Thürlimann N, Zürcher A-C, Van Buskirk J (2012) 
Visual cues contribute to predator detection in anuran larvae. Biol 
J Linn Soc 106:820–827

Iglesias-Carrasco M, Head ML, Jennions MD, Martín J, Cabido C 
(2017) Leaf extracts from an exotic tree affect responses to chemi-
cal cues in the palmate newt, Lissotriton helveticus. Anim Behav 
127:243–251

Johnson CN (2010) Red in tooth and claw: how top predators shape 
terrestrial ecosystems. J Anim Ecol 79:723–725

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10164-023-00785-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10886-018-0925-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10886-018-0925-5
https://doi.org/10.1093/conphys/coy066
https://doi.org/10.1093/conphys/coy066
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2015.01020
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2015.01020
https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.3377
https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.3377
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bse.2009.12.035


 Journal of Ethology

1 3

Lima SL, Dill LM (1990) Behavioral decisions made under the risk 
of predation: a review and prospectus. Can J Zool 68:619–640. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1139/ z90- 092

LPWG Legume Phylogeny Working Group (2017) A new subfamily 
classification of the Leguminosae based on a taxonomically com-
prehensive phylogeny. Taxon 66:44–77

Lürling M, Scheffer M (2007) Info-disruption: pollution and the trans-
fer of chemical information between organisms. Trends Ecol Evol 
22:374–379. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. tree. 2007. 04. 002

Matassa CM, Trussell GC (2011) Landscape of fear influences the 
relative importance of consumptive and nonconsumptive predator 
effects. Ecol 92:2258–2266

Melotto A, Ficetola GF, Pennati R, Ancona N, Manenti R (2021) 
Raised by aliens: constant exposure to an invasive predator trig-
gers morphological but not behavioural plasticity in a threatened 
species tadpoles. Biol Invasions 23:3777–3793. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1007/ s10530- 021- 02603-7.r

Phillips BL, Shine R (2006) An invasive species induces rapid adap-
tive change in a native predator: cane toads and black snakes in 
Australia. P Roy Soc B-Biol Sci 273:1545–1550

R Core Team (2018) R: A language and environment for statistical 
computing. R Foundation for statistical Computing, Vienna

Schoeppner NM, Relyea RA (2005) Damage, digestion, and defence: 
the roles of alarm cues and kairomones for inducing prey defences. 
Ecol Lett 8:505–512

Silva CB, Dalarmi L, Dias JF, Zanin SM, Rech KS, Kulik JD, Kreber 
VA, Simionatto E, Re-Poppi N, Gebara SS, Miguel OG, Miguel 
MD (2014) Effects of volatile oils of the Microlobius foetidus on 
trypsin, chymotrypsin and acetylcholinesterase activities in Aedes 
aegypti (Diptera: Culicidae). Afr J Pharm Pharmaco 8:148–156

Silva CBD (2014) Asemeia extraaxillaris (Chodat) J.F.B. Pastore et J.R. 
Abbott (Polygalaceae) e Microlobius foetidus (subsp. paraguensis 

(Benth.) M. Sousa et G. Andrade) (Fabaceae-Mimosoideae): 
Contribuição ao estudo fitoquímico e investigação das atividades 
biológicas (alelopática, antiploriferativa, antineoplásica, antimi-
crobiana, antioxidante, tóxica e larvicida). [PhD thesis]. [Curitiba 
(BR)]: Universidade Federal do Paraná

Smith DW, Peterson RO, Houston DB (2003) Yellowstone after 
Wolves. Bioscience 53(4):330

Toledo LF (2003) Predation on seven South American anuran species 
by water bugs (Belostomatidae). Phyllomedusa 2:105–108

Turner AM, Chislock MF (2010) Blinded by the stink: nutrient enrich-
ment impairs the perception of predation risk by freshwater snails. 
Ecol Appl 20:2089–2095

Van Buskirk J, Arioli M (2002) Dosage response of an induced defense: 
how sensitive are tadpoles to predation risk? Ecol 83:1580–1585

Vasconcelos MM, Colli GR (2009) Factors affecting the population 
dynamics of two toads (Anura: Bufonidae) in a seasonal neotropi-
cal savanna. Copeia 2009:266–276

Watling JI, Hickman CR, Lee E, Wang K, Orrock J (2011) Extracts of 
the invasive shrub Lonicera maackii increase mortality and alter 
behavior of amphibian larvae. Oecologia 165:153–159

Publisher's Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to 
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

Springer Nature or its licensor (e.g. a society or other partner) holds 
exclusive rights to this article under a publishing agreement with the 
author(s) or other rightsholder(s); author self-archiving of the accepted 
manuscript version of this article is solely governed by the terms of 
such publishing agreement and applicable law.

https://doi.org/10.1139/z90-092
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2007.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-021-02603-7.r
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-021-02603-7.r

	Chemical compounds of a Neotropical plant constrain the anti-predator behaviour of sympatric tadpoles
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Methods
	Study system
	Experimental design
	Behavioural variables
	Statistical analyses

	Results
	Discussion
	Anchor 11
	Acknowledgements 
	References


