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Novel plant–frugivore network on Mauritius
is unlikely to compensate for the extinction
of seed dispersers

Julia H. Heinen1 , F. B. Vincent Florens 2, Cláudia Baider 3, Julian P. Hume4,
W. Daniel Kissling 5, Robert J. Whittaker 6, Carsten Rahbek 1,7,8,9 &
Michael K. Borregaard 1

Insular communities are particularly vulnerable to anthropogenic extinctions
and introductions. Changes in composition of island frugivore communities
may affect seeddispersalwithin the native plant community, risking ecological
shifts and ultimately co-extinction cascades. Introduced species could
potentially mitigate these risks by replacing ecological functions of extinct
species, but conclusive evidence is lacking. Here, we investigate changes in
plant–frugivore interactions involving frugivorous birds, mammals and rep-
tiles in Mauritius, an oceanic island with an exceptionally well-specified fru-
givore community and well-described species introduction history. We
demonstrate substantial losses of binary interaction partnerships (at the spe-
cies level) resulting from native species extinctions, but also gains of equal
numbers of novel interactions with introduced species, potentially supporting
the idea that non-native species might compensate for lost seed dispersal.
However, closer investigation of animal seed handling behaviour reveals that
most interactions with seed dispersers are replaced by ecologically different
interactions with seed predators. Therefore, restoration of seed dispersal
functionality in this novel plant–frugivore community is unlikely.

Remote oceanic islands are known for their high proportions of
endemic species. Many of these possess characteristic island syn-
dromes, such as animals with reduced or lost flight capacity and
gigantism. This makes them particularly vulnerable to pressure from
introduced, invasive species and elevates their extinction risk, making
islands global hotspots of species extinction (totaling, e.g., close to
90% of all extinct birds in 3.5% of Earth’s area1). Large and flightless
birds such as the iconic dodo, Raphus cucculatus, have gone extinct at
a disproportionate rate to other species2–5, whereas introductions have

been dominated by a narrow selection of highly opportunistic species,
e.g., black rats Rattus rattus and pigs Sus scrofa accompanying early
explorers6,7. These processes have shifted community composition
across islands in recent history3,5,8–10, in turn altering interaction net-
works among species11,12. Such disruption of ecological dynamics may
change eco-evolutionary feedbacks and ultimately lead to co-
extinction cascades among remaining native species13–16.

Animal-dispersed plants are at risk of co-extinction when frugi-
vores that disperse their seeds disappear16–20. Frugivore-mediated seed

Received: 11 January 2022

Accepted: 10 February 2023

Check for updates

1Center for Macroecology, Evolution and Climate, Globe Institute, University of Copenhagen, 2100 Copenhagen, Denmark. 2Department of Biosciences and
Ocean Studies, TIBEC Pole of Research, University of Mauritius, Réduit 80837, Mauritius. 3The Mauritius Herbarium, Agricultural Services, Ministry of Agro-
Industry and Food Security, Réduit 80835, Mauritius. 4Department of Life Sciences, Natural History Museum, Tring HP23 6AP, UK. 5Institute for Biodiversity
and EcosystemDynamics, University of Amsterdam, 1090GEAmsterdam, TheNetherlands. 6School of Geographyand the Environment, University ofOxford,
OxfordOX13QY,UK. 7Center forGlobalMountainBiodiversity,Globe Institute, University ofCopenhagen,Universitetsparken 15, 2100Copenhagen,Denmark.
8Institute of Ecology, Peking University, 100871 Beijing, China. 9Danish Institute for Advanced Study, University of Southern Denmark, 5230 Odense
M, Denmark. e-mail: juliaheinen@sund.ku.dk

Nature Communications |         (2023) 14:1019 1

12
34

56
78

9
0
()
:,;

12
34

56
78

9
0
()
:,;

http://orcid.org/0000-0002-1720-5438
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-1720-5438
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-1720-5438
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-1720-5438
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-1720-5438
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2203-2076
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2203-2076
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2203-2076
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2203-2076
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2203-2076
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7274-6755
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7274-6755
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7274-6755
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7274-6755
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7274-6755
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-7775-3383
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-7775-3383
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-7775-3383
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-7775-3383
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-7775-3383
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4585-0300
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4585-0300
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4585-0300
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4585-0300
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4585-0300
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-8146-8435
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-8146-8435
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-8146-8435
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-8146-8435
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-8146-8435
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1038/s41467-023-36669-9&domain=pdf
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1038/s41467-023-36669-9&domain=pdf
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1038/s41467-023-36669-9&domain=pdf
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1038/s41467-023-36669-9&domain=pdf
mailto:juliaheinen@sund.ku.dk


dispersal is a crucial mutualistic interaction for many plants, as the
transport of seeds to new sites drives metapopulation dynamics,
decreases intra-specific competition and lowers predation pressure on
seedlings, in turn increasing germination and recruitment success21–25.
The loss of many large frugivores from island communities in parti-
cular puts native large-seeded plants at risk of extinction, as the
remaining small native frugivores cannot swallow and/or disperse the
largest seeds, like those adapted to dispersal by large extinct pigeons
in Tonga3,15,18,21,26,27.

If unmitigated, such secondary ecological effects pose major
challenges for the long-term sustainability of island ecosystems.
However, a number of recent papers have argued that the anthro-
pogenic introductions of new frugivores to an island might save
native plants from dispersal-loss extinction by functionally replacing
the extinct frugivores as seed dispersers, such as suggested for the
Rock Dove Columba livia in the Pacific28–30. A less positive picture is
provided by a study of seed dispersal networks in Oahu Island
(Hawaii) in which it was shown that while non-native birds do dis-
perse native plant species, fewer than 7% of interactions involved
native plants31. This serves to highlight that in order to predict the
long-term consequences of native frugivore extinctions for native
plants, studies are required that combine multiple aspects of inter-
acting species in island communities, incorporating both extinctions
and introductions and detailing the full functional ecological net-
works of interacting groups. This goal, however, has been hard to
achieve given the paucity of comprehensive ecological data on most
islands (e.g., species occurrences, functional traits, interactions,
behavior). Previous studies have rarely been able to consider com-
plete communities of interacting species32,33 or only looked at either
extinctions or introductions3,9.

Here, we combine data from historical and paleontological
records,museumandherbariumspecimens andongoing conservation
programs, for all known frugivores on the Indian Ocean island of
Mauritius. The dataset details all native, introduced, and extinct birds,
mammals, and reptiles that feedonnative fruits, alongwith theirnative
food plants, their functional traits related to seed dispersal, and the
known binary interactions between them. As our focus lies on the fate
of zoochorous native plants, because these depend on the available
seed dispersers on the island, non-native plants in the frugivore diets
are not included because those do not directly affect this. The dataset
covers more than four centuries, including both the pre- and post-
human disturbance communities.

Mauritius is exceptionally well documented and is thus an ideal
system for a comprehensive study of the effects of extinctions and
introductions of frugivores on the potential seed dispersal services
provided to the native flora. It is famous for the extinction of many
iconic fruit-eating species, including the Dodo Raphus cucullatus and
two giant tortoises Cylindraspis spp.34. After relatively recent perma-
nent colonization, starting with the Dutch in AD 1638, only about 4.4%
of the original native habitats remain35, and most native species are
either extinct, severely reduced in abundance and range, or under
threat from introduced species34,36. There has been a marked shift in
community composition of frugivores (birds, mammals, reptiles), with
only 15 of 26 native species surviving and 14 non-natives having
become established in the wild3,34.

Our central question: does the novel frugivore–native plant net-
workonMauritius compensate for the extinction of seed dispersers? is
based on three key component hypotheses. Here, we address each of
these three hypotheses in turn:
(1) Functional traits of animals affect their interactions, e.g., larger-

bodied species are able to disperse larger seeds. This is generally
expected from ecological theory, as smaller frugivores are
generally incapable of swallowing large seeds, have smaller gut
capacity, shorter gut retention times, and are less likely to
transport seeds further away than large frugivores3,11,18,22,26,27,32.

(2) Species loss in itself has led to substantial degradation of the
interaction network between Mauritian frugivores and the native
fruiting plant community. The loss of interactions caused by
extinctions has been observed previously in several different
island systems31 and for it not to result in interaction network
degradation, needs to be offset by novel interactions between
introduced frugivores and native Mauritian plants.

(3) The introduced frugivores interact with fruits in a similar way as
native frugivores. There are differences in seed handling and fruit
consumption behavior by different frugivores13,22,37, such as seed
destruction or dispersal38,39, which can have strong consequences
for interaction outcomes at different demographic stages of
plants40. If, as suggested by studies elsewhere, introduced frugi-
vores might also prevent dispersal-loss extinction of native plants
on Mauritius, novel interactions with introduced frugivores need
to result in the same functional outcomeas the lost interactions to
achieve effective replacement of ecological function13,37.

Here we demonstrate that native frugivore extinctions have
caused substantial losses of interaction partnerships that appear to be
compensated for by gains of similar numbers of novel (binary) inter-
actions with introduced frugivores. However, seed handling behavior
by frugivores has shifted fromseed dispersers tomore seed predators,
making the apparent restoration of seed dispersal functionality in the
novel plant–frugivore community unlikely.

Results
Body mass—seed size relationships
Both extinctions and introductions have been pronounced in Maur-
itius, with 11 (seven birds, two mammals, three reptiles) of the 26 (14
birds, three mammals, ten reptiles) original frugivore species going
extinct, while 14 (ten birds, four mammals) new frugivores have been
introduced. In particular, many of the large frugivores, e.g., two giant
tortoises Cylindraspis spp. and a giant skink Leiolopisma mauritianus
(Fig. 1), able to swallow and disperse the largest seeds, have gone
extinct. Extinctions have caused a community-level reduction of
median frugivore body mass of 87% (Fig. 1a, after extinctions only,
median 159 to 20 g, interquartile range 319 to 85 g) of that of the
original native frugivore community (presence-absence). At the same
time, many small frugivores (and only two large frugivores, the pig
Sus scrofa and macaque Macaca fascicularis) have been introduced,
resulting in an overall median body mass reduction of 48% (from 159
to 82 g, with the interquartile range decreasing from 319 to 165 g;
Fig. 1a, after extinctions and introductions, presence-absence). The
difference among body mass distributions of extinct, introduced,
and remaining frugivore species was highly significant (ANOVA,
F37,2 = 10.343, p = 0.00027; Kruskal–Wallis Χ2 = 16.477, p = 0.00026,
see Supplementary Fig. 1). The greatest difference was between
extinct and persisting native species, whereas extinct and introduced
species had more similar body mass (for Tukey post hoc see Sup-
plementary Table 1; and without large introduced species Supple-
mentary Table 2).

There is a strong linear relationship between bodymass and gape
width (Fig. 1b, all frugivores, n = 40, df = 38, p = 2−16, adj. R2 = 0.76),
indicating that extinct large animal species also had large gapes and
could likely disperse large seeds. Themaximum community-level gape
size for native frugivores classified as general seed dispersers on
Mauritius (justified in SupplementaryData 3) has been reduced by 50%
through extinctions (Fig. 2), as the extinct saddleback giant tortoise
Cylindraspis triserrata had a gape width of 70mm, while the largest
extant species, theMauritian flying fox Pteropus niger has a gape width
of 35mm. At the same time, the maximum gape width of frugivores
classified as general seed predators on Mauritius (justified in Supple-
mentary Data 3) has increased by 49%, from 87.5mm for the now
extinct Dodo Raphus cucullatus to 130mm for the introduced feral pig
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Sus scrofa. Currently, 28% (74) of the native fruits and 7% (19) of the
native seeds are now left larger than the maximum gape size of the
extant seed disperser community, whereas this used to be only 3% (7)
for fruits and 1% (3) for seeds (Fig. 2, nativeMauritian zoochorous plant
species, n = 263, max fruit and seed size dimensions).

Ecological shifts in plant–frugivore interactions
Despite non-random changes in functional traits (e.g., body mass and
gape size, Figs. 1 and 2) in the frugivore community there appears to be
a similar loss and gain of plant–frugivore interactions (including

swallowed and carried fruits, Fig. 3). Extinctions led to the loss of 203
of the originally registered 558 fruit-feeding interactions with 119 out
of 191 native fleshy-fruited plants, whereas introductions led to the
gain of 173 novel fruit-feeding interactions with 74 native plants
(leading to a net loss of only 5% of the original number) (Fig. 3). The
similarity of numbers seems to indicate no significant shift in the
plant–frugivore interaction network, if differences in seed handling
behavior are not considered.

Seed handling
Many interactions with extinct seed dispersers (five species) have been
replaced by novel interactions with introduced seed predators (seven
species) (Fig. 4, seed handling justifications in Supplementary Data 3).
Although all frugivores have the potential to contribute to seed dis-
persal to varying degrees, those that generally predate on seeds are
functionally different because they are likely to contribute much less
to the recruitment success of native plants. For example, the percen-
tage of seeds destroyed after handling canbe up to 100% formacaques
Macaca fascicularisonMauritius because theypickunripe fruits before
seeds become viable41–43, and studies from other locations have
reported percentages of 86% for pigs (Sus scrofa44) and ~65% for rats
(Rattus rattus45). The replacement of extinct interactions with novel
ones has resulted in a 36% (304–196) reduction in seed dispersal
interactions and an increase of 54% (126–194) of mostly seed-
destructive interactions. Extinctions of seed dispersers have left
many plants with fewer seed dispersal interactions, in particular with
fewer large frugivores potentially able to disperse the largest seeds
(Figs. 1 and 2). Two of the three persisting native seed dispersers,
Mauritian flying fox Pteropus niger and Mauritian bulbul Hypsipetes
olivaceus, now seem to fulfill disproportionally large ecological roles
(for flying fox see ref. 46), together accounting for 90% (176–196) of
those current interactions with native plants that likely lead to seed
dispersal (Fig. 4). The extinction of any of the remaining threatened
seed dispersers, including Telfair’s skink Leiolopisma telfairii, would
leave many native Mauritian plants without frugivore-mediated seed
dispersal (Fig. 4), as is already the case in some locations47, negatively
impacting their recruitment success and population persistence.

Patterns of plant interaction loss
Contrary to expectations, the loss of interactions due to non-random
frugivore extinctions (Figs. 1 and 2, see also ref. 3) appears to have
happened evenly throughout the functional trait space of the native
plants, with no particular pattern characterizing the species that have
lost most interactions (Fig. 5, PCoA, maximum andminimum fruit and
seed size, seeds per fruit, and fruit color, n = 263, 25% imputed with
missForest using phylogeny, 82.23% variation explained in two axis). In
contrast, animal introductions clearly favored interactions with small-
seeded and small-fruited plants, except the feral pig Sus scrofa, which
generally predates seeds in Mauritius.

Most seed dispersers eat fruits with a wide variety of traits and
have substantial dietary overlap (Fig. 6a, b, including swallowed and
carried fruits). However, the two extinct giant tortoises appear to have
eaten mostly very large fruits48 (Fig. 6a). In general, most of the trait
space of the previous community is still covered by potential dis-
persers, but by fewer species (Fig. 6a, b). The common and locally
dominant Red-whiskered bulbul (Pycnonotus jocosus) is the only
introduced seed disperser, but appears not to eat the largest seeds and
fruits (Fig. 6b, d and Supplementary Fig. 4, points on right side not
included), and thus cannot compensate for the dispersal of large-
fruited plants by extinct seed dispersers, such as the giant tortoises.
Large-fruited plants (Figs. 5 and 6, top right points) are currently only
dispersed by the remaining native frugivores, all of which are threa-
tened with extinction34,49.

To assess whether the introduced frugivores could replace the
seed dispersal function of extinct frugivores, we compared the whole

Fig. 1 | Community-level bodymass decrease onMauritius and the relationship
between body mass and gape with. a Community-level changes in body mass of
frugivores in Mauritius, before and after extinctions and introductions of birds,
mammals and reptiles. The decrease inmedian bodymass caused by the extinction
of many large frugivores (community median before 159g to 20g after, without
introduced frugivores) appears to be partially compensated for by the introduction
of non-native frugivores (community median before 159 g to 85 g after, with
introduced frugivores). b Frugivores on Mauritius with larger body mass have lar-
ger gape sizes (as width of bill or mouth) than smaller species, possibly enabling
them to swallow and disperse larger seeds (linear regression in R, all frugivores,
n = 40 species, p = 2−16, adj. R2 = 0.76, df = 38, standard error in gray, pigeon gapes
distended 1.9 times according to Meehan et al.26).
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range of native fruit traits within their diets (Fig. 6c, d) rather than only
considering the identified interactions, thereby overcoming any
unobserved interactions or potential imbalance in data collection.
Several of the extinct species appear to have been highly selective. The
adult Dodo Raphus cucullatus and giant tortoises Cylindraspis inepta
and C. triserrata, and Broad-billed parrot Lophopsittacus mauritianus
all likely preferred large seeds and fruits, whereas the Mauritius star-
lingCryptopsar ischyrhynchusmost likely preferred small fruits like the
other Mascarene starlings50–52. Together, the diets of the introduced
frugivores (Fig. 6d) cover a large range of plant traits, with some
avoidance of the largest fruits (top right). The total functional volume
of plant traits covered by at least one frugivore has not diminished in
size, though large areas of this trait space are today covered only by a
small number of frugivores that feed on a wide variety of native
Mauritian plants.

Discussion
There have been substantial losses of plant–frugivore interactions on
Mauritius as a consequence of animal extinctions, leading to the for-
mation of a novel seed-disperser network with native plants, poten-
tially leading to different ecological dynamics. The gain of a similar
number of novel plant–frugivore interactions probably did not com-
pensate for potential losses in seed dispersal, because the key intro-
duced frugivores are often seed predators that generally destroy a
large proportion of handled seeds (e.g., up to 100% for macaques41–43,
86% for pigs44 and ~65% for black rats45, Supplementary Data 3). In
addition, the maximum size of seeds that can be swallowed by seed
dispersers has decreased, while that of seed predators has increased,
which could negatively affect large-seeded plant recruitment. The only
introduced seed disperser, the red-whiskered bulbul, is not known to
disperse the largest-fruited or largest-seeded plants, leaving these
dependent on a few remaining native frugivores that are threatened
with extinction34,49. Therefore, the inferred negative impact on plant
germination, recruitment success, gene flow, habitat connectivity,
source-sink dynamics and local rescue effects20–27 potentially leaves
the native plant community vulnerable to severe declines in abun-
dance and secondary extinctions. Even though we do not show this

here directly, there have been several empirical studies linking lower
plant recruitment with frugivore extinctions21,27, including in the
Mascarenes53.

The loss of large frugivores has caused a community-level
reduction of the mean body mass, a pattern also observed for frugi-
vores globally3, in spite of the introduction of a few large frugivores.
This adds further complications for seed dispersal because small fru-
givores can only swallow or carry small seeds, have a small gut capa-
city, short gut retention times, and are generally less efficient at long-
distance dispersal3,11,18,22,26,27. Specifically, the size of seeds that can be
ingested decreased for seed dispersers and increased for seed pre-
dators. This risks the loss of gut-passage seed dispersal for large-
seededplants andpossibly increases seedpredation. This supports the
first hypothesis that the non-random extinction of many large-bodied
species could affect the ability of the frugivore community to disperse
larger seeds. Though large seed predators such as pigs may occa-
sionally disperse viable seeds (through interactions that can vary along
a continuum of mutualism and antagonism40, and such rare dispersal
events may in principle be enough to prevent plant extinctions13, the
functional outcome of seed predation is substantially different from
that of primary seed dispersers.

Interactions with frugivores were lost evenly throughout plant
functional trait space, highlighting the broad vulnerability of native
fleshy-fruited plants to the loss of seed dispersal services. The main
exception was a tendency for the largest-fruited plants to lose more
interaction partnerships, a pattern also found in other island
systems3,26,27,32, whereas new interactions with non-native frugivores
mainly occurred with small-seeded and small-fruited plants. Thus
overall, this suggests that the novel plant–frugivore network on
Mauritius may not compensate for the extinction of seed dispersers.

The remaining plant–frugivore interactions on Mauritius are
influenced by factors related to habitat disturbance, reduced abun-
dance, interaction frequency, introduced species behavior, variation in
seed handling per interaction, fruit and seed morphology that influ-
ences seed handling, plant life cycle and degree of dependency on
frugivore-mediated seed dispersal. At present, the severely reduced,
fragmented, and disturbed natural habitats in Mauritius make it

Fig. 2 | Frugivore gape size limits on Mauritius compared to native fruit and
seed sizes. The extinction of large frugivores on Mauritius has led to a reduced
gape size limitation for seed dispersers and at the same time, the introduction of
non-native frugivores had led to an increased gape size for seed predators

(maximum fruit and seed dimensions, n = 263 plant species, all frugivores, n = 40
animal species, pigeon gapes distended 1.9 times according to Meehan et al.26).
Justifications for seed handling categorization in Supplementary Data 3. Plant
names in Supplementary Data 1. Drawing by J.P.H.
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Fig. 3 | Loss and gain of interactions in Mauritian frugivory networks before
extinctions and after introductions. Interaction network between frugivores and
nativefleshy-fruited plants onMauritius, before and after frugivoreextinctions and

introductions. Pink lines indicate lost interactions and yellow lines indicate gained
interactions. Plant names in Supplementary Data 2. Version with distinction
between data origin in Supplementary Fig. 5. Drawings by J.P.H. and J.H.H.
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Fig. 4 | Interactions with seed dispersers in Mauritian frugivory networks
before extinctions and after introductions. Interaction network between frugi-
vores and native fleshy-fruited plants on Mauritius, before and after frugivore
extinctions and introductions. Green lines indicate interactions with seed

dispersers. Justifications for seed handling categorization in SupplementaryData 3.
Plant names in Supplementary Data 2. Version with distinction between data origin
in Supplementary Fig. 6. Drawings by J.P.H. and J.H.H.
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difficult for some plants and frugivores to interact by reducing range
overlap34 and causing local extinctions47. Other influencing factors are
reduced encounter rates between species due to their rarity13,54,
reduced fruit set because of nutrient competition with invasive
plants55,56, destruction of fruits and flowersbymonkeys and rats before
they ripen41–43,47, and possibly reduced pollinationdue to pesticide use.
The many intensive conservation efforts in Mauritius have been suc-
cessful in increasing the population sizes of critically endangered
plants and animals, weeding out invasive plants and reducing invasive
animal densities57. This is a promising start but raises the question
whether it is possible to restore the functionality of frugivore-
mediated seed dispersal interactions, even under ideal (but unrealis-
tic) circumstances that would allow all currentMauritian species to co-
occur and interact again in functionally significant abundances13.

The role of the non-native red-whiskered bulbul as seed disperser
of native plants demonstrates that it is possible for introduced species
to fulfill this ecological role to some extent. However, this benefit may
be outweighed by lesser-known negative influences on the native
ecosystem58,59, such as the facilitation of dispersal of invasive plants59,60

which are not considered in this study. The same risk potentially
applies to the introduction of non-native Aldabra giant tortoise
Aldabrachelys gigantea and radiated tortoise Astrochelys radiata (not
included in our data because they are not naturalized) as replacement
of the two extinct giant tortoises (Cylindraspis spp.) to rewild several
Mauritian islets, as the Aldabran species is known to disperse large
native seeds29,61.

A key aspect that is hard to address empirically is the spatial
context of species interactions13, as most remaining Mauritian plants
and their frugivores are rare and exhibit greatly reduced areas of co-
occurrence34,54. A notable exception being the ubiquitous flying fox
which is capable of long-distance flights across the fragmented
landscape62,63, but which nevertheless faces elevated extinction risk49.

It is thus likely that many interactions are in practice already either
functionally extinct or at high risk of becoming so.

This raises the question whether we can expect to see cascading
effects of co-extinction of plants in the future. Compared with verte-
brates, fewer plants are known to have gone extinct64 (10.9%), either
because plant extinctions are difficult to prove or because there have
not been many1,65. However, Mauritius currently holds the second
highest rate of native trees threatened with extinction worldwide66.
The number of successful interactions required for population per-
sistence and prevention of extinction is different for each plant spe-
cies. Some Mauritian plants can get very old, with a slow generation
time, and their populations may be able to persist with very few suc-
cessful frugivore-mediated dispersal events over their lifetime. Since
current species abundances and range-overlap change rapidly due to
conservation projects and invasive species, current interaction fre-
quencies would not reflect interaction patterns at the scale of plant
generation times, making it difficult to assess potential compensatory
effects of changes in interaction frequency and plant extinction risk.
TheMauritian plants also have a tendency to form seedling banks that
can pause growth until conditions are suitable67 (e.g., ebonies—Dios-
pyros spp.). Dependency on frugivores for dispersal of seeds is not
always obligate for survival, such as for Pandanus species that have
fleshy fruits that can also be carried by water and sometimes repro-
duce vegetatively13,68. Not all native Mauritian plants are endemic64

(40%angiospermsendemic), inferring that co-extinction cascadesmay
be local rather than global.

Direct negative changes for native plant reproductive success on
Mauritius as a consequence of frugivore extinctions and introductions
are inferred from our results, but supported by several empirical stu-
dies on Mauritius42,53,59. The Janzen-Connell effect has been experi-
mentally investigated on Mauritius for Syzygium mamillatum
(Myrtaceae), which shows strong negative effects of proximity to
maternal trees on growth and survival of seedlings69, indicating the
importance of seed dispersers for their recruitment success. On the
nearby island of Réunion, which has a similar ecological history, the
loss of frugivores resulted in fruit-flesh persistence that strongly
inhibited seed germination70. Introduced frugivores have been found
to prevent development of viable seeds of several native plants by
destroying unripe fruits (macaques41–43) and germination patterns of
non-native plants benefitted fromgut passage, facilitating their spread
(e.g., by red-whiskered bulbuls59). After extinctions, seeds from the
“Dodo tree” (tambalacoque, Sideroxylon grandiflorum, Sapotaceae)
that were (probably inaccurately) thought to have co-evolved, are still
able to germinate without abrasion in a strong muscular crop41,71.
Overall, however, the current recruitment of native large-seeded
plants in one of the best-preserved Mauritian forests is low53. Hence,
any disturbances in the plant−frugivore interaction network run the
risk of influencing eco-evolutionary processes and a wide range of
other interactions with unknown effects. For conservation efforts to
improve frugivore-mediated seed dispersal of Mauritian plants, it may
be beneficial to consider not only fruit-feeding interactions, but also
the functional outcomes of animal seed handling behavior, for both
native and non-native frugivores.

Methods
Plant database construction
Adatabase ofMauritian plants and their functional traits was compiled
for this study based on the most recent Mauritian Flora72, expert
knowledge, herbarium measurements and field observations done by
co-authors (CB and FBVF). The inclusion criteria for plants were two-
fold: (1) they needed to offer a reward for frugivores in the form of
fleshy fruit or a fleshy aril for their seed dispersal method to be con-
sidered (endo)zoochorous and (2) they needed to be a native species
because these have co-occurred with native frugivores in past and

Fig. 5 | Functional trait space of native Mauritian fleshy-fruited plants. Func-
tional trait space of all native fleshy-fruited plants onMauritius bymeans of a PCoA
(n = 263 plant species, PCoA, Gower distance, Supplementary Fig. 2, 25% missing
data imputed with 80% accuracy, Supplementary Table 3). Arrow directions indi-
cate the relationships between maximum and minimum size dimensions of seeds
and fruits, and the number of seeds per fruit. The fruit color positions are indicated
with their names. Points indicate plant species, and their colors indicate changes in
known plant–frugivore interactions due to extinctions and introductions of frugi-
vores. There was no change in known fruit-feeding interactions (gray), loss of one
or more interactions (orange), loss of all known interactions with the plant (red),
gain of some known interactions (light blue) or gain of all known interactions (dark
blue). Notice the loss of interactions throughout the trait space and the gain of
interactions with small seeds and fruits only. Plant names and axis values in Sup-
plementary Data 1.
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present. This resulted in the inclusion of 263 of the 691 (38%) known
native Mauritian flowering plants64 (Supplementary Data 1). Family
names follow the Angiosperm Phylogeny Group system (APG) and
species names follow those in the Flore des Mascareignes72, updated
according to more recent literature by CB from the Mauritius Her-
barium for this study (Supplementary Data 1 and 2).

The functional traits of plants that were used are the maximum
and minimum dimensions of seeds and fruits, fruit color and the
number of seeds per fruit, because these traits are relevant for seed
dispersal73,74. Fruit color was categorized into nine basic color terms
(black, blue, brown, green, orange, purple, red, white, and yellow)
according to themethodofDominy et al.75. The trait datawas based on
measurements from fresh fruits and seeds (permit NP 46 V8 National
Parks and Conservation Services) or re-hydrated herbarium material
(Mauritius Herbarium and KewHerbarium) and species descriptions in
the Flore des Mascareignes72. The number of individuals measured
varied with fruit availability becausemany native plants are very rare64

and only ripe fruits could be measured, one for extremely rare plants
to several hundred for plants that produce ripe fruit frequently
(resulting in good average sizes across regions).

Due to the rarity of many native plants, difficult access, low fruit-
set, irregular phenology, and frequent fruit destruction before

ripening41–43, it was impossible to obtain all trait data for each of the
263 plant species. This resulted in a trait database for plants that is 75%
complete, which reflects the current state of knowledge, based on
decades of intensive research efforts (e.g., Mauritius Herbarium, Uni-
versity of Mauritius, Kew Herbarium, Flora of Mauritius, Index of
Mauritian flora, historical records). The missing plant trait data (25%)
were imputed by means of a random forest model (R v4.1.1,
missForest76, 80% accuracy77, Supplementary Table 3) that used phy-
logenetic relatedness78 by incorporating the first four eigenvectors as
traits in the model (V.PhyloMaker79, build node 1, scenario 3, PVR80,
explaining 22.1%of variation). To increase imputationperformance,we
trained themodel on a larger dataset by attaching and later removing a
dataset with 1537 different plant species with the same functional
traits, from 111 islands across 20 archipelagos worldwide (unpub. data,
project led by Donald R. Drake, Kim R. McConkey and JHH). Missing
fruit colors (39%) were filled in with the most common fruit color of
genus or family.

Frugivore database construction
A database of all native, extinct and introduced frugivorous birds,
mammals and reptiles in Mauritius has been compiled from the
literature34,81,82. Species names follow the most recent accepted

Fig. 6 | Diets of frugivores on Mauritius within the functional trait space of
native plants. Known fruit-feeding interactions between frugivores and native
Mauritian plants within the functional trait space of the plants (n = 263 plant spe-
cies, PCoA, Gower distance, variation explained by axis 1 = 61.33%, axis 2 = 20.9%,
Supplementary Fig. 2, 25% missing data imputed with 80% accuracy, Supplemen-
tary Table 3). The interactions of each animal are indicated by a circle around the
95% kernel density estimate. First two panels show seed dispersal interactions

before (a) and after (b) extinctions and introductions to discuss the loss of inter-
actions throughout the network, despite introductions. Second two panels show
extinct frugivores (c) and introduced frugivores (d) to discuss functional repla-
cement. Plots per species in Supplementary Fig. 4. Justifications for seed handling
categorization in Supplementary Data 3. Plant names and axis values in Supple-
mentary Data 1.
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taxonomy. We excluded migratory and vagrant species. We included
species that eat any amount of fruit. We determined frugivory (rea-
soning in Supplementary Data 381–127) based on observations, diet
database records82,127, and extensive literature searches (e.g., google
scholar search of species name and “fruit” or “berry”) of the species
themselves or of close relatives that are morphologically similar and
mainly occur in the same region (for extinct species).

In order to represent the general differences in functional out-
comes for plants caused by differences in seed handling, we dis-
tinguished three types of fruit-eating animals: those that are
generally seed dispersers or generally seed predators for native
Mauritian plants and those that only occasionally handle native seeds
on Mauritius with unclear or mixed outcomes (detailed literature-
based13,34,42,44–46,48,51,52,71,81–126 justifications in Supplementary Data 3).
Seed dispersers are defined as species for which there are (literature)
observations of seed dispersal, e.g., seeds in feces ormouth ejecta or
physical carrying, and species that have a morphology that does not
promote seed destruction, and have closely related or similar species
that are known to generally disperse seeds. Seed predators are
defined as animals with particular morphology that generally pro-
motes the destruction of seeds, such as a strong bill or muscular
crop, and species of which there are (literature) observations of
frequent destruction of seeds of several plant species, and animals
that have close relatives that meet these criteria that are morpholo-
gically similar and mainly occur in the same region. Species that
occasionally handle native Mauritian seeds are those species that
either do not feed on fruits frequently, or do not include a lot of fruits
in their diet127 (<20% fruits in diet) or that do a mixture of seed dis-
persal and predation. These are the cases where it is less clearly
defined. Literature-based13,34,42,44–46,48,51,52,71,81–126 justifications in Sup-
plementary Data 3.

We included the functional traits body mass and gape width
because these are relevant for the size, quantity, and distance that
seeds can be dispersed11. The mean bodymass data (across sexes) was
obtained from pre-existing databases3,128 or calculated based on rela-
tionships with other morphometrics according to the methods of
Heinen et al.3. The gape width measurements were defined as the
distance between the commissural points of bill, beak or mouth for
birds, reptiles, andmammals. Theywere taken frommuseumskins and
spirit specimens (NHM Tring, NHM London, NHM Mauritius, ZM
Copenhagen, La Vanille Nature park) and from bats (Pteropus niger,
n = 26, Casela Nature Parks, permit NP 46 V8) and tortoises (Aldab-
rachelys gigantea, beak width and curved carapace length linear
regression in R, beak width cm= 1.6682 + 0.061523 * CCL cm, n = 50,
p = 6−19, adj. R2 = 0.81, La Vanille Nature Park, permit NP 46 V8). If this
wasnot available or in the case of extinct species, literaturewasused to
calculate body mass according to the methods of Heinen et al.3. Gape
width for extinct species was measured on skin specimens (Mauritius
blue pigeon, Alectroenas nitidissima, NHM Mauritius), subfossil bones
as jaw width51,52,99,129 (Hume Unpubl. data, NHM Tring, NHM London,
NHM Oxford, NHM Mauritius), or calculated by means of the rela-
tionship between snout vent length and jaw width in Gekkos and
Phelsumas (n = 11, linear regression in R, jaw width mm= 1.093968 +
0.158324 * SVL mm, p = 3−5, adj. R2 = 0.97, ZM Copenhagen), or calcu-
lated from the relationship between gape size and other morpho-
metrics in a similar species. For pigeons (incl. Dodo) we used the 1.9
times distended gape sizes by calculation according to the average
used in Meehan at al.26 to account for jaw expansion.

Interaction database construction
Plant–frugivore interaction data was compiled from historical records
spanning approximately four centuries, and contemporary literature,
observations in zoos (n = 2), and the field during several research and
conservation projects that intensified over the past five decades

(Supplementary Data 313,34,42,44–46,48,51,52,71,81–126 and personal observations
by CB, FBVF, JPH, JHH, Pierre Baissac, Prishnee Bissessur, Nik Cole and
Dennis M. Hansen). Due to the relatively recent split130 between Phel-
suma guimbeaui and P. rosagularis, and the resulting lack of specific
interaction data for the new species, the latter species is here repre-
sented by the former.

We distinguished between interaction data of two different ori-
gins, direct observations (25%) (e.g., same species in Mauritius), and
derived interactions (75%) (e.g., closely related species or same species
in different locations in the Indian Ocean) (Supplementary Data 3 and
Supplementary Figs. 3–6). Direct observations were those of a frugi-
vore (extinct, introduced or remaining) eating a fruit native to Maur-
itius while on Mauritius. Derived interactions could be (1) observed in
another location between species that both also occur on Mauritius
(e.g., invasive rock pigeons), (2) or between a closely related and
morphologically similar frugivore on another nearby island, eating a
fruit that is also native to Mauritius (e.g., for blue pigeons and bulbuls
of IndianOcean region), (3) or an account of an observation that is less
clearly defined (e.g., Ficus, Diospyros or Mimusops species, from giant
tortoise eating “apple-like fruit”). An assessment of the sensitivity of
our results to differences in data origin can be seen in Supplementary
Figs. 3–6. The data generally follows a similar pattern, especially for
introduced species, but cannot be interpreted separately due to the
nature of extinct species observations being often less specific and
harder to verify.

Our interaction data provide the most complete overview of the
current state of knowledge, based on decades of research efforts and
historical records, but may not contain all possible interactions and
does not focus on non-native plants that may be eaten as well. Due to
the large amount of available data, potentially unobserved interactions
with native plants are unlikely to change the conclusions, and we have
attempted to compensate for this and any potential imbalance in the
interaction data by also presenting the interactions in the functional
trait space of plants. In addition to relying on known interactions, we
evaluated whether it is theoretically possible for seeds to be
swallowed.

Analysis
Statistical analyses were done with R software v4.1.1 (R Development
Core Team). An ANOVA was performed to compare the body mass
distributions of the extinct, introduced and remaining frugivore
groups (incl. birds, mammals and reptiles). Because the large intro-
duced species reduced the normality of the body mass distribution
(Supplementary Fig. 1), we also performed a non-parametric
Kruskal–Wallis test. We compared a Tukey Honest Significant Differ-
ences post hoc test for the ANOVA with and without the two largest
introduced species to determine whether they influenced the results
(Supplementary Tables 1 and 2). All 40 frugivore species in the dataset
were used for a linear regression between body mass and gape width.
The interaction networks were visualized with the package bipartite
and names of plants can be found in Supplementary Data 1 and 2. A
principal coordinates analysis based on Gower distance (weighted 1/9
for fruit colors) was performed on the imputed plant trait dataset
(Supplementary Fig. 2 and Supplementary Data 1). For each plant, the
number of lost and gained interactions before and after extinctions
and introductions was counted and categorized as having lost all
interactions, lost some interactions, gained some interactions, or
gained all known interactions. For each frugivore we calculated the
95%kernel density estimate of all plants that they are known to interact
with (function kde, package ape131) and visualized these as circles in the
functional trait space of the native plants. We compared the seed
dispersers before and after extinctions and introductions, and we
compared all extinct and introduced frugivores (including seed pre-
dators and those that only occasionally handle seeds).
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Reporting summary
Further information on research design is available in the Nature
Portfolio Reporting Summary linked to this article.

Data availability
The plant species list and trait space data are provided in Supple-
mentaryData 1 and 2. Information about the interactions is provided in
Supplementary Data 313,34,42,44–46,48,51,52,71,81–126.

References
1. Whittaker, R. J., Fernández-Palacios, J. M., Matthews, T. J., Borre-

gaard, M. K. & Triantis, K. A. Island biogeography: taking the long
view of nature’s laboratories. Science 357, eaam8326 (2017).

2. Boyer, A. G. & Jetz, W. Biogeography of body size in Pacific island
birds. Ecography 33, 369–379 (2010).

3. Heinen, J. H., van Loon, E. E., Hansen, D. M. & Kissling, W. D.
Extinction‐driven changes in frugivore communities on oceanic
islands. Ecography 41, 1245–1255 (2018).

4. Sayol, F., Steinbauer,M. J., Blackburn, T.M., Antonelli, A. & Faurby,
S. Anthropogenic extinctions conceal widespread evolution of
flightlessness in birds. Sci. Adv. 6, eabb6095 (2020).

5. Steadman, D. W. &Martin, P. S. The late quaternary extinction and
future resurrection of birds on Pacific islands. Earth Sci. Rev. 61,
133–147 (2003).

6. Blackburn, T.M., Cassey, P., Duncan, R. P., Evans, K. L. &Gaston, K.
J. Avian extinction and mammalian introductions on oceanic
islands. Science 305, 1955–1958 (2004).

7. Blackburn, T. M., Lockwood, J. L., & Cassey, P. (2009). Avian
Invasions: The Ecology and Evolution of Exotic Birds (Oxford Uni-
versity Press, 2009).

8. Steadman, D. W. Extinction and Biogeography of Tropical Pacific
Birds (University of Chicago Press, 2006).

9. Boyer, A. G. & Jetz, W. Extinctions and the loss of ecological
function in island bird communities. Glob. Ecol. Biogeogr. 23,
679–688 (2014).

10. Fritts, T. H. & Rodda, G. H. The role of introduced species in the
degradation of island ecosystems: a case history of Guam. Annu.
Rev. Ecol. Syst. 29, 113–140 (1998).

11. Vidal, M. M. et al. Frugivores at higher risk of extinction are the key
elements of amutualistic network. Ecology95, 3440–3447 (2014).

12. Pires, M. M. et al. Reconstructing past ecological networks: the
reconfiguration of seed-dispersal interactions after megafaunal
extinction. Oecologia 175, 1247–1256 (2014).

13. Heinen, J. H., Rahbek, C. & Borregaard, M. K. Conservation of
species interactions to achieve self-sustaining ecosystems. Eco-
graphy 43, 1603–1611 (2020).

14. Moreno-Mateos, D. et al. The long-term restoration of ecosystem
complexity. Nat. Ecol. Evol. 4, 676–685 (2020).

15. Galetti, M. et al. Functional extinction of birds drives rapid evolu-
tionary changes in seed size. Science 340, 1086–1090 (2013).

16. Dunn, R. R. Coextinction: anecdotes, models, and speculation. In
Holocene Extinctions (ed. Turvey, S. T.) 167–180 (Oxford University
Press, 2009).

17. Rezende, E. L., Lavabre, J. E., Guimarães, P. R., Jordano, P. & Bas-
compte, J. Non-random coextinctions in phylogenetically struc-
tured mutualistic networks. Nature 448, 925–928 (2007).

18. Wotton, D. M. & Kelly, D. Do larger frugivores move seeds further?
Body size, seed dispersal distance, and a case study of a large,
sedentary pigeon. J. Biogeogr. 39, 1973–1983 (2012).

19. Anderson, S. H., Kelly, D., Ladley, J. J., Molloy, S. & Terry, J. Cas-
cading effects of bird functional extinction reduce pollination and
plant density. Science 331, 1068–1071 (2011).

20. Pérez-Méndez, N., Jordano, P., García, C. & Valido, A. The sig-
natures of Anthropocene defaunation: cascading effects of the
seed dispersal collapse. Sci. Rep. 6, 1–9 (2016).

21. Wotton, D. M. & Kelly, D. Frugivore loss limits recruitment of large-
seeded trees. Proc. R. Soc. B Biol. Sci. 278, 3345–3354 (2011).

22. Traveset, A. Effect of seed passage through vertebrate frugivores’
guts on germination: a review. Perspect. Plant Ecol. Evol. Syst. 1,
151–190 (1998).

23. Janzen, D. H. Herbivores and thenumber of tree species in tropical
forests. Am. Nat. 104, 501–528 (1970).

24. Connell, J. H. On the role of natural enemies in preventing com-
petitive exclusion in somemarine animals and in rain forest trees.
In Dynamics of Populations (eds Den Boer, P. J. & Gradwell, G. R.)
298–312 (Centre for Agricultural Publishing and Documenta-
tion, 1971).

25. Farwig, N. & Berens, D. G. Imagine a world without seed dis-
persers: a review of threats, consequences and future directions.
Basic Appl. Ecol. 13, 109–115 (2012).

26. Meehan, H. J., McConkey, K. R. & Drake, D. R. Potential disruptions
to seed dispersal mutualisms in Tonga, Western Polynesia. J.
Biogeogr. 29, 695–712 (2002).

27. Pérez-Méndez, N., Jordano, P. & Valido, A. Downsizedmutualisms:
consequences of seed dispersers’ body-size reduction for early
plant recruitment. Perspect. Plant Ecol. Evol. Syst. 17,
151–159 (2015).

28. Rodriguez, L. F. Can invasive species facilitate native species?
Evidence of how, when, and why these impacts occur. Biol. Inva-
sions 8, 927–939 (2006).

29. Griffiths, C. J., Hansen, D. M., Jones, C. G., Zuël, N. & Harris, S.
Resurrecting extinct interactions with extant substitutes. Curr.
Biol. 21, 762–765 (2011).

30. Thibault, J.-C. & Cibois, A. Birds Of Eastern Polynesia: A Biogeo-
graphic Atlas (Lynx Edicions, 2017).

31. Vizentin-Bugoni, J. et al. Structure, spatial dynamics, and stability
of novel seed dispersal mutualistic networks in Hawaiʻi. Science
364, 78–82 (2019).

32. Case, S. B. & Tarwater, C. E. Functional traits of avian frugivores
have shifted following species extinction and introduction in the
Hawaiian Islands. Funct. Ecol. 34, 2467–2476 (2020).

33. Albert, S., Flores, O. & Strasberg, D. Collapse of dispersal trait
diversity across a long‐term chronosequence reveals a strong
negative impact of frugivore extinctions on forest resilience. J.
Ecol. 108, 1386–1397 (2020).

34. Cheke, A. S. & Hume, J. P. Lost Land of the Dodo: The Ecological
History of Mauritius, Réunion & Rodrigues 464 (T. & A. D. Poy-
ser, 2008).

35. Hammond, D. S. et al. Threats to environmentally sensitive areas
from peri-urban expansion in Mauritius. Environ. Conserv. 42,
256–267 (2015).

36. Florens, F. V., Baider, C., Seegoolam, N. B., Zmanay, Z. & Stras-
berg, D. Long‐term declines of native trees in an oceanic island’s
tropical forests invaded by alien plants. Appl. Veg. Sci. 20,
94–105 (2017b).

37. McConkey, K. R. & O’Farrill, G. Cryptic function loss in animal
populations. Trends Ecol. Evol. 30, 182–189 (2015).

38. Carpenter, J. K. et al. The forgotten fauna: Native vertebrate seed
predators on islands. Funct. Ecol. 34, 1802–1813 (2020).

39. Perea, R., Delibes, M., Polko, M., Suárez-Esteban, A. & Fedriani, J.
M. Context‐dependent fruit–frugivore interactions: partner
identities and spatio‐temporal variations. Oikos 122,
943–951 (2013).

40. Dracxler, C. M. & Kissling, W. D. The mutualism–antagonism con-
tinuum in Neotropical palm–frugivore interactions: from interac-
tion outcomes to ecosystem dynamics. Biol. Rev. 97,
527–553 (2022).

41. Baider, C. & Florens, F. B. V. Current decline of the ‘Dodo-tree’: a
case of broken-down interactionswith extinct species or the result
of new interactions with alien invaders? In Emerging Threats to

Article https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-023-36669-9

Nature Communications |         (2023) 14:1019 10



Tropical Forests (eds Laurance, W. & Peres, C.) 199–214 (Chicago
University Press, 2006).

42. Reinegger, R. D., Oleksy, R. Z., Bissessur, P., Naujeer, H. & Jones, G.
First come, first served: fruit availability to keystone bat species is
potentially reduced by invasive macaques. J. Mammal. 102,
428–439 (2021).

43. Reinegger, R. D., Oleksy, R. Z., Gazagne, E. & Jones, G. Foraging
strategies of invasive Macaca fascicularis may promote plant
invasion in Mauritius. Int. J. Primatol. 44, 1–31 (2022).

44. O’Connor, S. J. & Kelly, D. Seed dispersal of matai (Prumnopitys
taxifolia) by feral pigs (Sus scrofa).N.Z. J. Ecol. 36, 228–231 (2012).

45. Shiels, A. B. & Drake, D. R. Are introduced rats (Rattus rattus) both
seed predators and dispersers in Hawaii? Biol. Invasions 13,
883–894 (2011).

46. Florens, F. B. V. et al. Disproportionately large ecological role of a
recently mass-culled flying fox in native forests of an oceanic
island. J. Nat. Conserv. 40, 85–93 (2017a).

47. Bissessur, P., Bunsy, Y., Baider, C. & Florens, F. B. V. Non-intrusive
systematic study reveals mutualistic interactions between threa-
tened island endemic species and points to more impactful con-
servation. J. Nat. Conserv. 49, 108–117 (2019).

48. Hume, J. P. & Winters, R. Captive birds on Dutch Mauritius: bad-
tempered parrots, warty pigeons and notes on other native ani-
mals. Hist. Biol. 28, 812–822 (2016).

49. Kingston, T., Florens, F. B. V., Oleksy, R., Ruhomaun, K. & Tatayah,
V. Pteropus niger. The IUCNRedList of ThreatenedSpecies (2018).

50. Hume, J. P. The history of the dodo Raphus cucullatus and the
penguin of Mauritius. Hist. Biol. 18, 65–89 (2006).

51. Hume, J. P. Reappraisal of the parrots (Aves: Psittacidae) from the
Mascarene Islands, with comments on their ecology, morphology
and affinities. Zootaxa 1513, 1–76 (2007).

52. Hume, J. P. Systematics, morphology, and ecological history of
theMascarene starlings (Aves: Sturnidae) with the description of a
newgenus and species fromMauritius. Zootaxa3849, 1–75 (2014).

53. Albert, S., Flores, O., Baider, C., Florens, F. B. V. & Strasberg, D.
Differing severity of frugivore loss contrasts the fate of native
forests on the land of the Dodo (Mascarene archipelago). Biol.
Conserv. 257, 109–131 (2021).

54. Florens, F. B. V. Conservation in Mauritius and Rodrigues: chal-
lenges and achievements from two ecologically devastated
oceanic islands. In Conservation Biology: Voices from the Tropics
(eds Raven, P. H., Sodhi, N. S. & Gibson, L.) 40–50 (Wiley-Black-
well, 2013).

55. Krivek, G., Florens, F. B. V., Baider, C., Seegobin, V. O. & Haugaa-
sen, T. Invasive alien plant control improves foraging habitat
quality of a threatened island flying fox. J. Nat. Conserv. 54,
125805 (2020).

56. Monty,M. F., Florens, F. B. V. &Baider, C. Invasive alien plants elicit
reduced production of flowers and fruits in various native forest
species on the tropical island of Mauritius (Mascarenes, Indian
Ocean). Trop. Conserv. Sci. 6, 35–49 (2013).

57. Florens, F. B. V. & Baider, C. Ecological restoration in a developing
island nation: how useful is the science? Restor. Ecol. 21,
1–5 (2013).

58. Nogués-Bravo, D., Simberloff, D., Rahbek, C. & Sanders, N. J.
Rewilding is the new Pandora’s box in conservation.Curr. Biol. 26,
R87–R91 (2016).

59. Linnebjerg, J. F., Hansen, D. M., Bunbury, N. & Olesen, J. M. Diet
composition of the invasive red-whiskered bulbul Pycnonotus
jocosus in Mauritius. J. Trop. Ecol. 26, 347–350 (2010).

60. Sperry, J. H. et al. Fruit and seed traits of native and invasive plant
species in Hawai’i: implications for seed dispersal by non-native
birds. Biol. Invasions 23, 1819–1835 (2021).

61. Hansen, D. M., Donlan, C. J., Griffiths, C. J. & Campbell, K. J. Eco-
logical history and latent conservation potential: large and giant

tortoises as a model for taxon substitutions. Ecography 33,
272–284 (2010).

62. Oleksy, R. Z. et al. The movement ecology of the Mauritian flying
fox (Pteropus niger): a long-term study using solar-powered GSM/
GPS tags. Mov. Ecol. 7, 1–12 (2019).

63. Seegobin, V. O., Oleksy, R. Z. & Florens, F. B. V. Foraging and
roosting patterns of a repeatedly mass-culled island flying fox
offer avenues to mitigate human-wildlife conflict. Biodiversity 23,
49–60 (2022).

64. Baider, C. et al. Status of plant conservation in oceanic islands of
the Western Indian Ocean. In Proceedings of the 4th Global
Botanic Gardens Congress (National Botanic Gardens of Ireland,
Dublin, 2010).

65. Humphreys, A. M., Govaerts, R., Ficinski, S. Z., Lughadha, E. N. &
Vorontsova, M. S. Global dataset shows geography and life form
predict modern plant extinction and rediscovery. Nat. Ecol. Evol.
3, 1043–1047 (2019).

66. BGCI. State of the World’s Trees (BGCI, 2021).
67. Vázquez-Yanes, C. & Orozco-Segovia, A. Patterns of seed long-

evity and germination in the tropical rainforest. Annu. Rev. Ecol.
Syst. 24, 69–87 (1993).

68. Gallaher, T., Callmander, M. W., Buerki, S. & Keeley, S. C. A long
distance dispersal hypothesis for the Pandanaceae and the origins
of the Pandanus tectorius complex. Mol. Phylogenet. Evol. 83,
20–32 (2015).

69. Hansen, D. M., Kaiser, C. N. & Müller, C. B. Seed dispersal and
establishment of endangered plants on oceanic islands: the
Janzen-Connell model, and the use of ecological analogues. PLoS
ONE 3, e2111 (2008).

70. Albert, S., Flores, O., Stahl, M., Guilhabert, F. & Strasberg, D. Tree
recruitment after native frugivore extinction?Afield experiment to
test the impact of fruit flesh persistence in a tropical oceanic
island. J. Trop. Ecol. 38, 370–376 (2022).

71. Witmer, M. C. & Cheke, A. S. The dodo and the tambalacoque
tree: an obligate mutualism reconsidered. Oikos 61,
133–137 (1991).

72. Bosser, J., Cadet, T., Guého, J. & Marais, W. Flore des Mascar-
eignes: La Réunion,Maurice, Rodrigues (MSIRI/ORSTOM-IRD/Kew,
Mauritius, 1976-onwards).

73. Jordano, P. Fruits and frugivory. In Seeds: The Ecology of Regen-
eration in Plant Communities (ed. Fenner, N.) 125–165 (CABI Pub-
lishing, 2000).

74. vander Pijl, L.Principles ofDispersal inHigher Plants218 (Springer-
Verlag, 1969).

75. Dominy, N. J., Svenning, J. C. & Li, W. H. Historical contingency in
the evolution of primate color vision. J. Hum. Evol. 44,
25–45 (2003).

76. Oba, S. et al. A Bayesianmissing value estimationmethod for gene
expression profile data. Bioinformatics 19, 2088–2096 (2003).

77. Stekhoven, D. J. & Bühlmann, P. MissForest—non-parametric
missing value imputation for mixed-type data. Bioinformatics 28,
112–118 (2012).

78. Qian, H. & Jin, Y. An updated megaphylogeny of plants, a tool for
generating plant phylogenies and an analysis of phylogenetic
community structure. J. Plant Ecol. 9, 233–239 (2016).

79. Jin, Y. & Qian, H. V.PhyloMaker: an R package that can generate
very large phylogenies for vascular plants. Ecography 42,
1353–1359 (2019).

80. Santos, T., Diniz-Filho, J. A., e Luis, T. R., Bini, M., & Santos, M. T.
Package ‘PVR’. Phylogenetic Eigenvectors Regression and Phylo-
gentic Signal-Representation, 3274 (2018).

81. Hume, J. P. Extinct Birds 2nd edn (Bloomsbury, 2017).
82. Safford, R. & Hawkins, F. The Birds of Africa: Volume VIII: The

Malagasy Region: Madagascar, Seychelles, Comoros, Mascarenes
960 (Bloomsbury Publishing, 2013).

Article https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-023-36669-9

Nature Communications |         (2023) 14:1019 11



83. Albert, S., Flores, O., Ah-Peng, C. & Strasberg, D. Forests without
frugivores and frugivores without forests—an investigation into
the causes of a paradox in one of the last archipelagos colonized
by humans. Front. Ecol. Evol. 9, 539 (2021).

84. Albert, S. et al. Rediscovery of the mistletoe Bakerella hoyifolia
subsp. bojeri (Loranthaceae) on Reunion Island: population status
assessment for its conservation. Bot. Lett. 164, 229–236 (2017).

85. Atkinson, R. &Sevathian, J.-C.AGuide to the Plants inMauritius 188
(Mauritian Wildlife Foundation, 2005).

86. Austin, J. J. & Arnold, E. N. Using ancient and recent DNA to
explore relationships of extinct and endangered Leiolopisma
skinks (Reptilia: Scincidae) in the Mascarene islands. Mol. Phylo-
genet. Evol. 39, 503–511 (2006).

87. Bissessur, P., Probst, J.-M.&Florens, F. B. V. LeMerle noir ouBulbul
deMauriceHypsipetes olivaceus. Bull. Phaethon46, 86–90 (2017).

88. Bullock, D. J. The ecology and conservation of reptiles on Round
Island and Gunner’s Quion, Mauritius. Biol. Conserv. 37,
135–156 (1986).

89. Cadet, L. J. T. La végétation de l’ile de La Réunion. Etude phytoé-
cologique et phytosociologique. PhD thesis, Université Aix-Mar-
seille, France, 362 (1977).

90. Cheke, A. S. The ecology of the smaller land-birds of Mauritius. In
Studies of Mascarene Islands Birds (ed. Diamond, A. W.) 151–207
(Cambridge University Press, 1987).

91. Cole, R., Ladkoo, A., Tatayah, V. & Jones, C.Mauritius Olive White-
eye Recovery Programme 2007-08 (MauritianWildlife Foundation,
Vacoas, Mauritius, 2008).

92. Falcón, W., Moll, D. & Hansen, D. M. Frugivory and seed dispersal
by chelonians: a review and synthesis. Biol. Rev. 95,
142–166 (2020).

93. Guérin, R. Faune ornithologique ancienne et actuelle des îles
Mascareignes, Seychelles, Comores et des îles avoisinantes, Vol. 3
(General Printing & Stationery Co., 1940–53).

94. Günther, A. C. L. G. TheGigantic Land-tortoises (Living and Extinct)
in the Collection of the British Museum 96 (Order of the Trustees,
London, 1877).

95. Hansen, D. M. Ecology, Evolution, and Conservation of Plant-
Animal Interactions in Islands. PhD thesis, University of Zurich,
192 (2006).

96. Hansen, D. M. & Müller, C. B. Invasive ants disrupt gecko pollina-
tion and seed dispersal of the endangered plant Roussea simplex
in Mauritius. Biotropica 41, 202–208 (2009).

97. Harper, G. A. & Bunbury, N. Invasive rats on tropical islands: their
population biology and impacts on native species. Glob. Ecol.
Conserv. 3, 607–627 (2015).

98. Henkel, F. W. & Schmidt, W. Amphibians and Reptiles of Mada-
gascar and the Mascarene, Seychelles, and Comoro Islands 316
(Krieger Publishing, 2000).

99. Hume, J. P. Systematics,morphology, and ecology of pigeons and
doves (Aves: Columbidae) of the Mascarene Islands, with three
new species. Zootaxa 3124, 1–62 (2011).

100. Hume, J. P. Systematics, morphology, and ecology of rails (Aves:
Rallidae) of the Mascarene Islands, with one new species. Zootaxa
4626, 001–107 (2019).

101. Jones, C. G. The larger land-birds of Mauritius. In Studies of Mas-
carene Island birds (ed. Diamond, A. W.) 208–300 (Cambridge
University Press, 1987).

102. Jones, C. G. Studies on the Biology of the Pink Pigeon. Columba
mayeri. PhD thesis, University College of Swansea, University of
Wales, UK (1995).

103. Larosa, A. M., Smith, C. W. & Gardner, D. E. Role of alien and
native birds in the dissemination of firetree (Myrica faya Ait.-Myr-
iacaceae) and associated plants in Hawaii. Pac. Sci. 39,
372–378 (1985).

104. Leguat de la Fougère, F.Voyage et aventures de François Leguat et
de ses compagnons en deux iles désertes des Indes Orientales,
Vol. 2 (J.J. Delorme, Amsterdam, 1707).

105. Linnebjerg, J. F., Hansen, D. M. & Olesen, J. M. Gut passage effect
of the introduced red-whiskered bulbul (Pycnonotus jocosus) on
germination of invasive plant species in Mauritius. Austral. Ecol.
34, 272–277 (2009).

106. Lorence, D. H. A monograph of the Monimiaceae (Laurales) in the
Malagasy region (southwest IndianOcean).Ann.Mo. Bot. Gard.72,
1–165 (1985).

107. Maggs, G. et al. Quantifying drivers of supplementary food use by
a reintroduced, critically endangered passerine to inform man-
agement and habitat restoration. Biol. Conserv. 238,
108240 (2019).

108. Meyer, J. Y. & Butaud, J. F. The impacts of rats on the endangered
native flora of French Polynesia (Pacific Islands): drivers of plant
extinction or coup de grâce species? Biol. Invasions 11,
1569–1585 (2009).

109. Moorhouse-Gann, R. J. et al. New universal ITS2 primers for high-
resolution herbivory analyses using DNA metabarcoding in both
tropical and temperate zones. Sci. Rep. 8, 1–15 (2018).

110. Nyhagen, D. F., Kragelund, C., Olesen, J. M. & Jones, C. G. Insular
interactions between lizards and flowers: flower visitation by an
endemic Mauritian gecko. J. Trop. Ecol. 17, 755–761 (2001).

111. Nyhagen, D. F., Turnbull, S. D., Olesen, J. M. & Jones, C. G. An
investigation into the role of the Mauritian flying fox, Pteropus
niger, in forest regeneration. Biol. Conserv. 122, 491–497 (2005).

112. Probst, J.-M. Les Bulbuls du genre Hypsipetes dans les Mascar-
eignes (Océan Indien). Observations Mascarines 1, 34–36 (1988).

113. Probst, J. M. Capacité de vol étonnante du Bulbul orphée Pycno-
notus jocosus (Ile aux Aigrettes–Ile Maurice). Bull. Phaethon 1,
14–17 (1995).

114. Safford, R. Conservation of the Forest-living Native Birds of Maur-
itius. PhD thesis, University of Kent at Canterbury, 265 (1994).

115. Sengupta, S. Food and feeding ecology of the common myna,
Acridotheres tristis (Linn.). J. Proc. Indian Natl Sci. Acad. Part B Biol.
Sci. 42, 338–345 (1976).

116. Staub, F. Evolutionary trends in some Mauritian phanerogams in
relation to their pollinators. Proc. R. Soc. Arts Sci. Maurit. 5,
7–78 (1988).

117. Strahm, W. A. The Conservation and Restoration of the Flora of
Mauritius and Rodrigues, Vol. 2. PhD thesis, University of Reading
(1993) .

118. Sussman, R. W. & Tattersall, I. Behavior and ecology of Macaca
fascicularis in Mauritius: a preliminary study. Primates 22,
192–205 (1981).

119. Sussman, R. W. & Tattersall, I. Distribution, abundance, and
putative ecological strategy ofMacaca fascicularison the island of
Mauritius, southwestern Indian Ocean. Folia Primatol. 46,
28–43 (1986).

120. Valido, A. & Olesen, J. M. The importance of lizards as frugivores
and seed dispersers. In Seed Dispersal: Theory and Its Application
in a Changing World (eds Dennis, A. J. et al.) 124–147 (CAB Inter-
national, 2007).

121. Vinson, J. & Vinson, J. M. Notes on the reptiles of Round Island.
Maurit. Inst. Bull. 8, 49–67 (1975).

122. von Bethlenfalvy, G. Vertebrate Seed Dispersers in Mauritius: Fruit
Traits and Fruit Traits Preferences. MSc thesis, Institute of Zoology,
University of Zurich, Switzerland (2006).

123. Wilman, H. et al. EltonTraits 1.0: species-level foraging attributes
of the world’s birds and mammals: ecological archives E095-178.
Ecology 95, 2027–2027 (2014).

124. Winters, R. & Hume, J. P. The dodo, the deer and a 1647 voyage to
Japan. Historical. Biology 27, 258–264 (2015).

Article https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-023-36669-9

Nature Communications |         (2023) 14:1019 12



125. Zuël, N. Ecology and Conservation of an Endangered Reptile
Community on Round Island, Mauritius. Doctoral dissertation,
University of Zurich (2009).

126. Zuël, N. et al. Ingestion by an endemic frugivore enhances seed
germination of endemic plant species but decreases seedling
survival of exotics. J. Biogeogr. 39, 2021–2030 (2012).

127. Kissling, W. D., Böhning–Gaese, K. & Jetz, W. The global distribu-
tion of frugivory in birds.Glob. Ecol. Biogeogr. 18, 150–162 (2009).

128. Sandom, C. et al. Mammal predator and prey species richness are
strongly linked at macroscales. Ecology 94, 1112–1122 (2013).

129. Hume, J. P. A new subfossil bulbul (Aves: Passerines: Pycnonoti-
dae) from Rodrigues Island, Mascarenes, southwestern Indian
Ocean. Ostrich 86, 247–260 (2015).

130. Austin, J. J., Arnold, E. N. & Jones, C. G. Reconstructing an island
radiation using ancient and recent DNA: the extinct and living day
geckos (Phelsuma) of the Mascarene islands. Mol. Phylogenet.
Evol. 31, 109–122 (2004).

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

Acknowledgements
Funding was provided by DNRF grant no. DNRF96 supporting J.H.H.,
M.K.B. and C.R., Carlsberg grant no. CF19-0695 supporting M.K.B. and
J.H.H., Villum Fonden grant no. 25925 supporting C.R., Volkert van der
Willigen Grant 2016 awarded to J.H.H. We thank the following people
and organizations for making this project possible: Prishnee Bissessur,
Anthony Cheke, Nik Cole, Donald R. Drake, Owen L. Griffiths, Gabriella
Krivek, Kim R. McConkey, Kevin Ruhomaun, Dominique Strasberg,
Naujeer H. Banu, NPCS (permit NP46V8), MWF, GDEWS, La Vanille Nat-
ure Park, Casela, The Mauritius Herbarium, François Leguat Park, NHM
Tring, NHM London, Kew Herbarium, Oxford Natural History Museum,
Zoological Museum Copenhagen, Mauritius Natural History Museum,
University of Mauritius.

Author contributions
J.H.H. conceived the idea and designed the research together with
F.B.V.F., C.B., J.P.H. and M.K.B. Data were collected by J.H.H., C.B.,
F.B.V.F. and J.P.H. Analysis was conducted by J.H.H. with feedback and
supervision from M.K.B. Figures were made by J.H.H. with animal

paintings by J.P.H. and J.H.H. Constructive feedback on interpretation of
results and analysis design were provided by C.R., R.J.W. and W.D.K.
J.H.H. wrote the first draft and all authors commented on and edited the
final manuscript.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Supplementary information The online version contains
supplementary material available at
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-023-36669-9.

Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to
Julia H. Heinen.

Peer review information Nature Communications thanks the anon-
ymous reviewer(s) for their contribution to the peer review of this work.

Reprints and permissions information is available at
http://www.nature.com/reprints

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jur-
isdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons
Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing,
adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as
long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the
source, provide a link to the Creative Commons license, and indicate if
changes were made. The images or other third party material in this
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless
indicated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not
included in the article’s Creative Commons license and your intended
use is not permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted
use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the copyright
holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/
licenses/by/4.0/.

© The Author(s) 2023

Article https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-023-36669-9

Nature Communications |         (2023) 14:1019 13

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-023-36669-9
http://www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Novel plant–frugivore network on Mauritius is unlikely to compensate for the extinction of seed dispersers
	Results
	Body mass—seed size relationships
	Ecological shifts in plant–frugivore interactions
	Seed handling
	Patterns of plant interaction loss

	Discussion
	Methods
	Plant database construction
	Frugivore database construction
	Interaction database construction
	Analysis
	Reporting summary

	Data availability
	References
	Acknowledgements
	Author contributions
	Competing interests
	Additional information




