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Abstract

Marine resource subsidies alter consumer dynamics of recipient populations in coastal systems. The response to these
subsidies by generalist consumers is often not uniform, creating inter- and intrapopulation diet variation and niche
diversification that may be intensified across heterogeneous landscapes. We sampled western fence lizards, Sceloporus
occidentalis, from Puget Sound beaches and coastal and inland forest habitats, in addition to the lizards’ marine and terrestrial
prey items to quantify marine and terrestrial resource use with stable isotope analysis and mixing models. Beach lizards
had higher average 8'>C and 8'°N values compared to coastal and inland forest lizards, exhibiting a strong mixing line
between marine and terrestrial prey items. Across five beach sites, lizard populations received 20-51% of their diet from
marine resources, on average, with individual lizards ranging between 7 and 86% marine diet. The hillslope of the transition
zone between marine and terrestrial environments at beach sites was positively associated with marine-based diets, as
the steepest sloped beach sites had the highest percent marine diets. Within-beach variation in transition zone slope was
positively correlated with the isotopic niche space of beach lizard populations. These results demonstrate that physiography
of transitional landscapes can mediate resource flow between environments, and variable habitat topography promotes niche
diversification within lizard populations. Marine resource subsidization of Puget Sound beach S. occidentalis populations
may facilitate occupation of the northwesternmost edge of the species range. Shoreline restoration and driftwood beach
habitat conservation are important to support the unique ecology of Puget Sound S. occidentalis.

Keywords Interpopulation specialization - Marine resource subsidy - Isotopic niche - Stable isotope ecology - Transitional
landscapes

Introduction

Species with wide ranges are often generalist consumers
suited for a large breadth of environmental conditions, but
populations can be specialized to the local conditions of
their habitat, such as prey availability, creating significant
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population-level differences (Brown 1995; Gregory & Isaac
2004; Obrist et al. 2022). In addition, individuals within
a population can show unique resource partitioning and
prey selection (Bolnick et al. 2003; Roughgarden 1972).
Individual resource use within populations reflects niche
variation and can be influenced by spatial subsidies that
provide novel foraging opportunities through the exchange
of resources from one ecosystem to another (Aragjo et al.
2008, 2011; Polis et al. 1997; Polis & Winemiller 2013; Van
Valen 1965). The intersection between marine and terrestrial
ecosystems provides the opportunity for unique combina-
tions of resource use by generalist populations, which may
be explained by sex, age, morphology, or other finer-scale
individual specializations (Bolnick et al. 2003).

The western fence lizard (Sceloporus occidentalis) is a
wide-ranging species inhabiting diverse topography and cli-
mates from Baja, Mexico, north to the Puget Sound region
in Washington, the USA, and as far inland as Utah (Bouzid
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et al. 2022). At the species’ northwestern range limit, S.
occidentalis have unique life history traits compared to
southern populations. For example, S. occidentalis in the
Puget Sound region annually hibernate, have large clutch
sizes, and have an interesting evolutionary history result-
ing in isolated, genetically distinct populations (Davis et al.
2022; Sinervo 1990; Tsuji 1988). Additionally, the distribu-
tion of fragmented S. occidentalis populations in the Puget
Sound region is almost entirely restricted to patchy coastal
habitats (Davis et al. 2022). The microclimate, habitat
structure, and prey availability of the coastal Puget Sound
environment could all be extending the range of S. occi-
dentalis at their geographic extreme. This idea is supported
by previous studies of coastal lizard populations that have
observed higher lizard abundance and density compared to
inland populations due to both marine and terrestrial prey
availability (Barrett et al. 2005; Spiller et al. 2010).

The flow of marine energy and nutrients to terrestrial eco-
systems via spatial subsidies has been well documented in
many systems (Polis et al. 1997, 2004). Marine resource sub-
sidies can be indirect, such as seabird guano or salmon car-
cass fertilization at the base of terrestrial food webs (Ander-
son and Polis 1999; Helfield and Naiman 2001), or direct,
such as consumption of marine prey by terrestrial predators
and scavengers (Chamberlain et al. 2005; Darimont and
Reimchen 2002). Stable isotope analyses (SIA) are routinely
used to investigate how resource subsidies link adjacent
habitats and environments (Bartels et al. 2012; Pringle and
Fox-Dobbs 2008). Carbon and nitrogen in consumer tissues
are derived from diet, and therefore the isotopic composi-
tion (reported as 8'°C and 8'°N values) of predators such
as lizards reflect the values of their prey (Boecklen et al.
2011; Peterson and Fry 1987; Warne et al. 2010; Warne
and Wolf 2021). The substantial and predictable differences
in marine versus terrestrial food web 8'3C and 8'°N values
mean that SIA has been widely used for decades to make
robust estimates of the relative contributions of diet sources
from each environment for coastal consumers (Hobson and
Sealy 1991). SIA has documented how coastal lizard com-
munities partially depend on aquatic resource subsidies
in pond ecosystems (Martins et al. 2021). And in marine
systems, intertidal wrack (i.e., macroalgae) and arthropods
can be a consistent marine resource subsidy, contributing to
the diets of small nearshore terrestrial vertebrate predator
food webs (Barrett et al. 2005; Spiller et al. 2010; Stapp
and Polis 2003), including in the Pacific Northwest (David-
son et al. 2021). Several key variables control the deposi-
tion and accumulation of wrack on shorelines (e.g., donor
habitat, transport, and shoreline physical properties) (Obrist
et al. 2022; Wickham et al. 2020), which in turn may regu-
late the strength of the marine resource subsidy to terres-
trial predators. Additionally, the flow of terrestrial prey to
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beach-dwelling predators may be influenced by factors, such
as topographic gradients and terrestrial productivity.

Here we utilize SIA of lizards and their prey to study the
role of marine resource use in beach-dwelling S. occidentalis
lizard populations in Puget Sound. We apply statistical
models to estimate the strength of a marine resource subsidy,
and to calculate the isotopic niche area for five populations of
beach-dwelling lizards. We demonstrate how geographically
restricted the marine subsidy is by also analyzing lizards
from forest habitats ranging from < 1000 m (coastal forest)
to> 100 km (inland forest) from the Puget Sound beaches.
We hypothesize that intertidal wrack-derived arthropod
preys serve as a substantial marine subsidy in the diets of
S. occidentalis populations on Puget Sound beaches and
predict that, across beaches, utilization of marine resources
by individual lizards will vary with beach topography and
with demographic factors like sex, body size, and body
condition (Bolnick et al. 2003). Finally, we predict that
lizards from different habitats—beach, coastal forest, and
inland forest—will have distinct distributions of §'°C and
8'°N values that reflect the consumption of marine versus
terrestrial arthropod prey and the influence of hydroclimate
on terrestrial plant 8'°C values at the coastal and inland
forest habitats (Kohn 2010).

Methods
Study sites

We collected data from seven S. occidentalis populations
across three unique habitats in Washington State, the USA.
Study sites consisted of five South Puget Sound beach lizard
populations, a coastal forest population, and an inland forest
population (Fig. 1). The beach study sites [elevation=0 m
above sea level (m asl)] were all characterized by sand and
gravel substrate, large driftwood logs at the upper tidal
line, and southerly exposure. Beach study sites were: Des
Moines (DM), Joemma Beach (JB), Lower Chambers Bay
(LCB), Maury Marine Park (MMP), and Point Robinson
(PR) (Fig. 1). The coastal forest study site (elevation="70 m
asl) was approximately 1000 m away from LCB, and was
characterized by mature Douglas fir trees (Pseudotsuga men-
ziesii), and an understory of predominantly salal (Gaulthe-
ria shallon) and blackberry (Rubus armeniacus). LCB and
the coastal forest habitats’ high and low temperature aver-
age from May through August are 22.6 and 11.8 °C with
996 mm/yr precipitation (Weather Averages, Washington,
USA, 2022). The inland forest study site (elevation=650 m
asl) was located in Bear Canyon, Oak Creek Wildlife Area,
Yakima County, Washington, > 100 km from the Puget
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Fig. 1 Map of Sceloporus
occidentalis lizard study sites in
Washington State. Inset shows
the five beach study sites and
the coastal forest site, located
on the Puget Sound. The inland
forest site was in Bear Canyon,
Yakima County, WA. Map tiles
by Stamen Design, under CC
BY 3.0. Data by OpenStreet-
Map, under ODbL

Sound beaches. The site followed a dry creek bed of cobbles
and boulders, flanked by a primarily coniferous (Pinus pon-
derosa, Pseudotsuga menziesii) forest with a patchy under-
story of shrubs and grasses. Its high and low temperatures
from May through August averaged 27.6 and 9.3 °C with
209 mm/yr precipitation (Weather Averages, Washington,
USA, 2022).

Sample collection

In May through August 2020 and 2021, we obtained samples
from adult female and male S. occidentalis (n=10 lizards at
DM, 11 at JB, 10 at MMP, 9 at LCB, 7 at PR, 10 at coastal
forest, and 11 at inland forest study sites, 68 lizards total;
Table 1), captured opportunistically via a small string lasso
at the end of a 2 m pole. For SIA, we removed a small por-
tion of the tip of the lizard's tail and kept it on ice in the field
for no longer than 5 h, and then stored the tissue sample at
—80 °C until processing. Prior to release, we measured lizard
snout to vent length (SVL) using a handheld ruler, and body
mass using a Pesola spring scale. Body condition was calcu-
lated as the residuals of the regression (body mass)~(SVL?),
as in Weiss (2006) and Weiss and Brower (2021), and is used
as a metric of individual fat storage. To avoid recapture, we
toe-clipped lizards for permanent identification, and applied
a small paint mark on the lizards’ back. Capture location
coordinates were recorded using a handheld GPS unit. All
research activities were conducted under compliance with
the University of Puget Sound Institutional Animal Care and
Use Committee (PS18002 and PS21003) and the Washing-
ton Department of Fish and Wildlife (21-002b and 20-039).
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Arthropod and plant samples were collected for SIA
and beach lizard diet reconstruction. The LCB beach site
was considered to be representative of all beach sites due
to close geographic proximity (maximum distance ~25 km)
and environmental similarity. Terrestrial arthropods were
collected by sweep-net sampling of understory vegetation
and ground level pitfall traps at the LCB beach site as well
as at the inland and coastal forest sites. Intertidal arthropods
(Talitridae) were collected at LCB by hand directly from
stranded macro-algae along the tidal line. Representative
samples of arthropods across taxa (Coleoptera, Hymenop-
tera, Araneae, Orthoptera, and Isopoda), body size, and
trophic level (n=17 arthropods) were selected for isotopic
analysis. For plant samples at LCB, we collected Himala-
yan blackberry leaves and beach-stranded macro-algae frag-
ments. Each sample was a composite of three nearby plants
or algae clumps. At the inland site, we collected foliage
of seven abundant grass taxa to confirm the absence of C,
vegetation. Like lizard tissue samples, arthropods and plant
samples were stored on ice in the field for no more than 8 h,
then stored at —80 °C until processing.

Sample preparation and isotopic analyses

Lizard tail tissue samples were prepared and analyzed fol-
lowing the methods in Pringle et al. (2019). Tail samples
were dried to a constant weight at 40 °C, and then wiped
with 70% ethanol to remove surface contamination. We used
elemental carbon and nitrogen weight percent ratios (C:N) to
verify that lizard tail samples (a composite of scale keratin,
skin, and proteinaceous connective tissue) were comparable
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among individuals. The tail C:N ratios were consistent
(3.1-3.9 range, except for 6 samples with slightly higher
ratios, but these samples were not isotopically anomalous
and thus retained for analysis).

For arthropods, we targeted legs and head capsules
for stable isotope analysis, and samples were prepared
following the methods of Pringle and Fox-Dobbs (2008).
If arthropods were too small to be analyzed individually,
samples consisted of body parts from multiple individuals
of the same morpho-species. The arthropod weight percent
C:N ratios ranged from 3.7 to 5.9 confirming that all samples
were a composite of proteinaceous and chitin tissues.

Approximately 1 mg of lizard tail and arthropod samples
were weighed into tin boats for SIA. Plant and algae
samples were dried at 40 °C, homogenized with mortar
and pestle, and approximately 5 mg samples were weighed
into tin boats. Samples were analyzed at the University of
Washington Stable Isotope Laboratory, and the University of
Colorado Boulder Earth Systems Stable Isotope Laboratory.
Stable isotope compositions for all sample types (lizard
tail tissue, arthropod, and plant) are reported using the &
notation and referenced to Vienna PeeDee Belemnite for
carbon, and air N, for nitrogen.

Diet and isotopic niche modeling for beach lizards

In R (Version 4.2.1), we used the MixSIAR package to
model the diets of individual lizards in the beach sites, and
to estimate the relative percentages of marine and terrestrial
arthropod prey sources in diet (R Core Team 2021; Stock
et al. 2018; Stock and Semmens 2016). For the MixSIAR
model, we used published diet to tissue discrimination val-
ues, ABCe-dier 21d AN e diers for small-bodied insectiv-
orous lizards. Since the tail tip samples were a composite by
biomass of primarily scale (keratin), skin, and connective tis-
sue, we relied on APCyi o gie and AN i o gie Values calcu-
lated for lizard claw keratin (+1.2+0.4%o0, and+0.7 +0.3%o,
respectively) (Lattanzio and Miles 2016), and a A3C e et
value for lizard skin (—0.8 +0.5%0) (Warne et al. 2010). A
comparable AN, ... value for lizard skin was not pub-
lished since the tissue did not reach equilibrium by the end
of the 360 day study (Warne and Wolf 2021). These studies
highlight the relatively slow carbon and nitrogen incorpo-
ration rates measured in terrestrial ectotherm tissues, and
suggest that our samples likely represent an average diet
over months (Warne et al. 2010; Warne and Wolf 2021). We
modeled the beach-dwelling lizard diet twice with MixSIAR,
once each using claw and skin A®C,; . 4 Values, and claw
AN e dier Value held constant in both. The ecological rel-
evance of the diet estimates from the two models was similar.
We also independently estimated the percentage of marine
diet for beach lizards by calculating an alpha value (Spiller
et al. 2010),
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a= {[(613Cconsumer - AI3C) - 513Cterres[rial]/
(513C - 513Cterrestrial)} * 100

marine

where 83C_, . mer 1S the lizard 8'°C value, 8'3C,, oqia 1S
the average blackberry value (=30.6%0), and 8'°C,,i1e
is the average algae value (—11.4%0). We did not adopt
the approach of Post (2002) which assumes no diet to
tissue discrimination value, but instead followed Spiller
et al. (2010), and used a AC; o gie Value of 3.8%o for
terrestrial prey (measured from plants and herbivorous
insects), and no fractionation for marine prey and lizards.
We subsequently compared the results of the MixSIAR and
a value approaches for estimating marine contribution to
lizard diet. We present the proportion marine diet estimates
for all individual beach lizards from the two MixSIAR
models, and the a value equation in the publicly archived
data sheet for direct comparison.

We estimated and compared the isotopic niche space of
the beach lizard populations using the standard ellipse area
corrected for small sample sizes (SEA(), with the Stable
Isotope Bayesian Ellipses in R (SIBER) package (Jackson
et al. 2011; R Core Team 2021). Bayesian approaches
incorporate sampling biases and smaller sample sizes,
making them advantageous for estimating niche metrics.
SIBER repeatedly assigns measures of uncertainty, in this
case based on Markov-Chain Monte Carlo simulation, to
construct SEA (Jackson et al. 2011).

Transition zone slope analyses

We examined whether the slope of the transition zone
between marine and terrestrial environments (e.g.,
unvegetated bluff, open meadow, and coastal forest)
influenced marine versus terrestrial resource use and isotopic
niche space of beach lizard populations. For each beach, we
used Google Earth satellite images (Google Earth Pro 2022)
to calculate the slope as the elevation relief along five 75 m
transects that extended inland perpendicular from sea level
(0 m asl) along the shoreline where lizards were captured.
We then calculated the average and standard deviation of the
transition zone slope for each beach site.

Statistical analyses

We examined how 8'°C and 8'°N values varied across
our three habitats using Kruskal-Wallis followed by Dun-
nett’s tests. We used regression to determine how SEA.
and percent marine diet were affected by aspects of beach
topography. We used a #-test to determine whether the per-
cent marine diet (log-transformed to meet assumptions of
normality) differed between males and females, and we
used correlation to examine its relationship to lizard body
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condition, size, and mass. All figures were generated using
the ggplot2 and ggpubr packages (Wickham 2016; Kassam-
bra 2023) and maps were generated using the ggmap pack-
age (Wickham and Kahle 2013).

Results

Variation in lizard §'*C and 8'°N values
across habitat types

S. occidentalis lizards from the beach, coastal forest, and
inland forest habitats occupied different 8'°C and §'°N
bivariate isospace (8'°C: x*=25.99, df=2, P<<0.001;
8'°N: x*=31.05, df =2, P<<0.001; Fig. 2). Beach lizard
mean 8'°C and 8'°N values were higher than those from the
other two study habitats (613C: beach-coastal P <<0.001,
beach-inland P=0.022; §'°N: beach-coastal P <<0.001,
beach—-inland P << 0.001). The beach lizard isotopic values
were also substantially more variable than isotopic values
from either of the forest habitats; the range in both §'*C
and 5'°N values of beach lizards was approximately 10%o,
compared to maximum ranges of 1.6%o in 8'°C and §'°N
values for lizards in the two forest habitats. The ranges in
8!3C and 8'°N values at individual beach sites were also
greater (1.5Xto 4X) than the ranges for the forest habitats.

Variation in lizard §"3C and 8'°N values across-beach
sites

The 8'C and 8N values for S. occidentalis individuals
from all five Puget Sound beach sites fell along a clear
mixing line between terrestrial and marine arthropod prey
sources (Fig. 3a). There were differences among beach sites;
for example, the DM population mean 8'°C and 8'°N val-
ues were 3.8 and 2.6%o, respectively, higher than the MMP
population. The beach sites with the most and least variable
8'3C and 8'N values also had the highest and lowest SEA
(JB=4.8, and PR =2.2, respectively) (Fig. 3b).

Marine diet and isotopic niches of beach lizards

First, we examined how our MixSIAR models differed
when using claw versus skin A'3C ;e gier Values. Across
all beach lizards, the estimates of percent marine diet using
the skin A"Cye.die Value were on average 12% higher
(range =4-19% higher) than the estimates using the claw
ABCye.dier Value. Second, we compared the estimated
percent marine diet generated from the MixSIAR model
(claw keratin) and the a value equation. At the individual
level, the difference ranged from 0 to 31%, and averaged
6%. At the population level, mean differences across beaches
ranged 0-11% (Table 1). Moving forward, we only present
and interpret percent marine diet calculated from Mix-
SIAR models based on the claw keratin A3C and
AISI\Itissue—diet values.

Among individual beach lizards, the percent marine diet
ranged from 7 to 86% (Table 1). The average contribution
of marine prey varied among beach sites, with a high of
51+9% at DM and a low of 20+ 14% at MMP (Table 1).
There was a positive relationship between average percent
marine diet and the average slope of the transition zone
between marine and terrestrial environments (F=19.2,
df=1,3, P=0.022, R*=0.87; Fig. 4). For example, lizard
populations with the highest and lowest marine diet contri-
butions also had the highest and lowest average transition
zone slopes (DM =44+8.9%, MMP =17 +8.1%). At some
beaches (like JB), transition zone slopes across five tran-
sects were quite variable, being flat in some locations and
steep in others, while at other beaches (like LCB) transition
zone, slopes were consistently flat. We predicted that, across
beaches, increased variation in transition zone slopes would
be associated with broader isotopic niches. Indeed, this rela-
tionship was supported, as transition zone slope standard
deviation was positively related to SEA, a proxy for iso-
topic niche space (F=16.81, df=1,3, P=0.026, R?>=0.85,
Fig. 5); however, caution in interpretation is needed given
the small sample of beaches included in this analysis (n=35).

At an individual level, percent marine diet (log-trans-
formed to meet assumption of normality) did not differ
between sexes (t=1.03, df =45, P=0.308) and did not relate
to body condition (r=0.130, df =45, P=0.384), but tended

tissue-diet

Table 1 The mean (+ standard

o R ° Site Number of Marine diet (%) SEA. Transition zone slope
deviation) percent marine diet Individuals
estimated by MixSIAR and the MixSIAR  «
o equation, the isotopic niche
space (SEA(), and the average Des Moines (DM) 10 519 40+6 3.20 0.44+0.09
transition zone hillslope for Joemma Beach (JB) 11 39421 32+11  4.80 0.29+0.11
Puget Sound beach populations y e Chambers Bay (LCB) 9 25+ 14 23+9 231 0.07+0.01
of S. occidentalis .
Maury Marine Park (MMP) 10 20+ 14 20+9 341 0.17+0.08
Point Robinson (PR) 7 21+9 21+5 2.25 0.05+0.02
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Fig.2 8'3C and 5"°N values of °
S. occidentalis lizards at three
habitats in Washington State:
Puget Sound beaches, coastal
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to positively correlate with both body size (r=0.25, df =45,
P=0.084) and body mass (r=0.29, df =45, P=0.052).

Discussion

S. occidentalis has a wide distribution across the western
United States which encompasses a remarkable breadth of
habitats. Our results shed light on the unique ecology of
beach-dwelling populations at the northwestern-most extent
of the species range, in the South Puget Sound region of
Washington state. The diets of Puget Sound beach lizards
include both terrestrial and marine prey, which is in contrast
to the terrestrial diets of coastal and inland forest lizards.
The topography of the marine to terrestrial transition zone
may influence marine resource utilization by beach lizards
and promote intrapopulation niche diversification.

The 8'°C and 8'°N values of Washington lizards were dif-
ferent among the three habitat types. Lizards at the coastal
and inland forest habitats had relatively low isotopic values
indicative of diets limited to terrestrial food webs (Estu-
pifidn-Montaiio et al. 2022). There was a notable difference
in lizard 8'3C values between the coastal and inland for-
est habitats, which likely reflects hydroclimate rather than
diet. C, plant §'3C values are inversely correlated with mean
annual precipitation (Kohn 2010), and our coastal forest site
receives 996 mm/yr compared to 209 mm/yr at the inland
forest site (Weather Averages, Washington, USA 2022).
We analyzed the most common and abundant grasses at the
inland site to confirm that the higher lizard 8'*C values there
were not due to the influence of C, grass resources on diet;
all of the grasses were C;. The 8'*C and 8'°N values of the
five beach site lizard populations were on average higher and
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more variable among individuals than were the values of the
forest habitat populations (Fig. 3a). When plotted together
with estimates of terrestrial and marine prey, the beach lizard
8'3C and 85N values for all five sites defined a clear mixing
line between the two diet sources. The beach lizard isotope
values can be explained by a diet that includes terrestrial and
marine prey, and the variability among individuals suggests
multiple terrestrial-based, marine-based, and mixed foraging
strategies. We highlight that this dietary ecology is unique
to the beach sites, and is not observed in the adjacent coastal
forest population despite its close proximity to the coastline
(<1000 m), suggesting a direct marine resource subsidy,
with the consumption of marine-based prey by beach lizards
in the intertidal zone.

The strong linear correlation of §'C and 8'°N values of
our beach lizard dataset was particularly suited for a straight-
forward thought exercise that is rarely done: the direct com-
parison of MixSIAR and a value equation approaches to
estimating marine diet contribution. For our data, the two
approaches yielded similar average estimates of marine con-
tribution and thus similar ecologically relevant understand-
ings of lizard diets for beach populations when MixSIAR
estimated percent marine diet below ~25%. The a value
began to underestimate marine contribution relative to Mix-
SIAR at beaches above the ~25% threshold (Table 1). The
o value is routinely calculated as a variable in equations for
trophic position or trophic chain length in consumers with
access to marine diet sources (Post 2002; Pringle et al. 2019;
Spiller et al. 2010), but is not presented as a dietary variable
itself since the equation relies on only 8'°C averages (with
no associated uncertainty) and thus oversimplifies food web
interactions.
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Fig.3 a 8'3C and 8'5N values of S. occidentalis lizards at five Puget
Sound beach populations in comparison to 8'°C and 8N values for
marine (n=9) and terrestrial (n=238) diet sources (+standard devia-
tion), adjusted for diet to tissue discrimination values (Lattanzio and
Miles 2016) and b with isotopic niche spaces indicated by colored
ellipses. Ellipses were estimated with the Stable Isotope Bayesian
Ellipses in R (SIBER) package

The MixSIAR diet source estimates complemented
results of the SIBER modeling of isotopic niche for beach
lizards, and when considered together allowed us to infer
both individual and population levels of dietary variabil-
ity. Within-beach sites, individual lizards varied in their
balance of marine and terrestrial resource use. For exam-
ple, at JB, one lizard derived 15% of its diet from marine
resources while another had 86% marine resource con-
sumption, demonstrating resource use specialization in
response to a marine resource subsidy. Other studies have
also documented niche and dietary variation of generalist

predators subsidized by marine nutrients (Darimont et al.
2009; Davidson et al. 2021). One possible explanation for
this individual-level variation in resource use could be
demographic factors; however, the percent marine diet of
the lizards did not differ by sex or relate to body condition
and was correlated only non-significantly with body size
and mass. Thus, our results suggest non-demographic fac-
tors, such as nearshore geomorphology, are driving lizards
within a population to utilize distinct resources in the same
environment. Here, we find that beaches with more vari-
able transition zone slopes also have bigger isotopic niche
spaces (SEA() (Fig. 5). Though based on only 5 beaches,
this pattern suggests that more variable geomorphology pro-
motes intrapopulation niche specialization and more vari-
able marine and terrestrial resource use within populations.
Further research with larger sample sizes would increase
confidence in this interpretation.

The relationship between geomorphology and utilization
of the spatial subsidy is also demonstrated by across-beach
patterns. There were substantial differences among beach
populations in respect to marine diet contribution and
transition zone slope. On average, the beach sites with the
highest average marine diet contributions were backed by
the steepest topographic features whereas beaches sites
with lower dependence on marine prey were backed by
low transition zone slopes (Fig. 4). This is consistent with
previous studies that have shown accessibility between
adjacent ecosystems (via physical habitat structure and
geology) can enhance or restrict nutrient flow between
food webs and dictates predator—prey interactions (Briggs
et al. 2012; Dolson et al. 2009; Pe’er et al. 2006; Ryan et al.
2013). While it is possible that the abundance of wrack,
and thus the availability of algae-consuming arthropod prey
for lizards, contributes to variation in marine diet among
beach populations, we controlled for differences in physical
characteristics that may regulate wrack abundance (e.g., sand
and gravel substrate, low angle beach slope, and southerly
exposure) by selecting study sites with little variation in
these characteristics (Obrist et al. 2022; Wickham et al.
2020). Anecdotally, we observed that wrack was present at
all sites during field sampling, and we used Google Earth
historical satellite imagery to confirm the persistence of
wrack lines at the study sites from 2010 to 2022 (Google
Earth Pro 2022).

Marine preys were consumed to some extent by all
Puget Sound beach lizards highlighting the ubiquity of this
resource subsidy which may support species’ success at the
northwestern range limit of S. occidentalis. The subsidy may
also explain the fragmented and restricted distribution of
S. occidentalis in the Puget Sound region compared to the
continuous distributions of southern populations and their
significantly greater abundance on beach habitats compared
to non-subsidized near-coastal and inland regions (Bouzid

@ Springer
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Fig.4 The percentage of diet
derived from marine resources
for S. occidentalis lizards at five
Puget Sound beach popula-
tions, in addition to the average
hillslope of the transition zone
between marine and terrestrial
environments at beach sites
(gray). Percent marine diet

was estimated using MixSIAR
(black), and a calculation
(white)
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Fig.5 Isotopic niche space

for five Puget Sound beach

S. occidentalis lizard popula-
tions estimated by the standard
ellipse area (SEA,), in relation
to the standard deviation (SD)
of beach transition zone slope
measurements. The SEA
increased significantly with
more variable beach topography
(y=1.85+21.45x, F=16.81,
df=1, 3, P=0.026, R>=0.85)

Isotopic niche space (SEAc)

JB MM LCB PR

Study site

0.03

et al. 2022; Davis et al. 2022). Marine-subsidized diets offer
a potential mechanism for lizard populations to overcome
otherwise range-limiting factors, such as nutrient and prey
limitations (Estupifidn-Montafio et al. 2022), which merits
further investigation.

An ecological interaction that is dependent on coastal
habitat and on marine resource availability via sea wrack
is particularly susceptible to anthropogenic disruption by
changes in sea level and ocean conditions (Hyndes et al.
2022). As we have shown here, lizards facilitate the flow of
resources between marine and terrestrial habitats, providing
another example of ecosystem services provided by reptiles

@ Springer

0.06 0.09

SD of transition zone slope

(Valencia-Aguilar et al. 2013). This dynamic relies on the
existence of suitable beach habitat. Puget Sound beach S.
occidentalis rely on driftwood substrate at the high tide line
for basking and foraging, and adjacent vegetated hillsides
for nesting habitat. These habitats are especially vulner-
able to development in the Puget Sound region, includ-
ing beach armoring (sea walls) which reduces driftwood
habitat and seaweed deposition on beaches and subsequent
intertidal arthropods on which the lizards feed, potentially
disrupting the strength of the resource subsidy (Dethier
et al. 2016; Jaramillo et al. 2021). In addition to immediate
threats of shoreline development, long-term climate change
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implications include rising sea levels and water temperatures
in the Puget Sound (Snover et al. 2005). Sea level and tem-
perature changes can lead to the loss of nearshore habitats,
and may lead to changes in nutrient availability by alter-
ing overall macroalgae abundance and thus arthropod prey
items, threatening Puget Sound S. occidentalis beach popu-
lations (Snover et al. 2005).

Our study documented a marine-terrestrial spatial sub-
sidy enriching the diets of S. occidentalis populations at
their northwestern range limit, on Puget Sound beaches.
Coastal forest (1000 m from beach site) and inland (central
WA) S. occidentalis populations occupied distinct bivari-
ate isospace compared to beach populations, emphasizing
the novelty of the marine resource utilization of beach
lizards. Beach sites with the steepest average transition
zone slope were home to lizards with the highest marine
diet contributions, suggesting that topography is an impor-
tant factor in mediating the strength of fine-scale spatial
subsidies. Individual-level resource use variation of beach
S. occidentalis showed that some lizards within a single
population depended more heavily on marine resources,
while others had almost exclusive terrestrial diets. Intra-
population level variation was also correlated with the
variability of the beach topography, providing evidence
that landscape heterogeneity promotes niche specialization
in the presence of a marine spatial subsidy. This raises
questions about individual specialization, perhaps based
on body size, and niche variation within generalist con-
sumer populations in response to landscape characteristics.
Lastly, urban beach development and rising sea levels are
continual threats to beach habitat of S. occidentalis while
Puget Sound water temperatures may impact prey avail-
ability of lizards by altering macroalgae and intertidal
arthropod prey item abundances.

Acknowledgements We acknowledge the traditional and ancestral
lands of the Puyallup, Coast Salish, and Yakama nations on which
our study took place. We would like to thank the University of Puget
Sound and the National Science Foundation (NSF Grant 1755408) for
funding. Thank you to Andy Schauer at the University of Washington
IsoLab, and the CU Boulder CUBES Lab for sample analysis. We also
appreciate Marley Weiss, McKenna Boulet, Helena Heyer-Gray, Henry
Norton, Kelci Hooker, Audrey White and Maél Bradley for assisting
data collection. We nominate this work as a student paper because we
increase the understanding of resource subsidies and how they lead to
diet variation and niche diversification within generalist consumers.

Author contribution statement AE, KFD, and SLW conceived the
ideas and designed methodology; all authors were involved in aspects
of data collection and analyses; AE and KFD led the writing of the
manuscript; and all authors contributed critically to the drafts and gave
final approval for publication.

Funding This research was funded and supported by the University
of Puget Sound and the National Science Foundation (NSF Grant
1755408).

Data availability Data will be available on Dryad following manuscript
acceptance. https://datadryad.org/stash/share/FI3Cg6rHScN-LxU9JP1_
nEqneJH6Ptk IFrMShcCBDjE

Declarations

Conflict of interest The authors declare that they have no conflicts of
interest.

Ethics approval All research was conducted under compliance with the
University of Puget Sound Institutional Animal Care and Use Commit-
tee (PS18002 and PS21003) and the Washington Department of Fish
and Wildlife (21-002b and 20-039).

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attri-
bution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adapta-
tion, 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 licence, and indicate if changes
were made. The images or other third party material in this article are
included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in
the article’s Creative Commons licence 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 licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

References

Anderson WB, Polis GA (1999) Nutrient fluxes from water to land:
Seabirds affect plant nutrient status on Gulf of California
islands. Oecologia 118(3):324-332. https://doi.org/10.1007/
5004420050733

Aratijo MS, Guimaraes PR Jr, Svanbéck R, Pinheiro A, Guimaraes
P, dos Reis SF, Bolnick DI (2008) Network analysis reveals
contrasting effects of intraspecific competition on individual
vs. population. Diets Ecol 89(7):1981-1993. https://doi.org/10.
1890/07-0630.1

Aratjo MS, Bolnick DI, Layman CA (2011) The ecological causes
of individual specialisation. Ecol Lett 14(9):948-958. https://
doi.org/10.1111/§.1461-0248.2011.01662.x

Barrett K, Anderson WB, Wait DA, Grismer LL, Polis GA, Rose MD
(2005) Marine subsidies alter the diet and abundance of insular
and coastal lizard populations. Oikos 109(1):145-153. https://
doi.org/10.1111/j.0030-1299.2005.13728.x

Bartels P, Cucherousset J, Steger K, Eklov P, Tranvik LJ, Hille-
brand H (2012) Reciprocal subsidies between freshwater and
terrestrial ecosystems structure consumer resource dynamics.
Ecology 93(5):1173-1182. https://doi.org/10.1890/11-1210.1

Boecklen WJ, Yarnes CT, Cook BA, James AC (2011) On the use
of stable isotopes in trophic ecology. Annu Rev Ecol Evol
Syst 42(1):411-440. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-ecols
ys-102209-144726

Bolnick DI, Richard S, James F, Louie Y, Jeremy D, Darrin Hulsey
C, Mattew F (2003) The ecology of individuals: Incidence and
implications of individual specialization. Am Nat 161(1):1-28.
https://doi.org/10.1086/343878

Bouzid NM, Archie JW, Anderson RA, Grummer JA, Leaché AD
(2022) Evidence for ephemeral ring species formation during
the diversification history of western fence lizards (Sceloporus
occidentalis). Mol Ecol 31(2):620-631. https://doi.org/10.1111/
mec.15836

@ Springer


https://datadryad.org/stash/share/FI3Cg6rHScN-LxU9JPl_nEqneJH6Ptk1FrMShcCBDjE
https://datadryad.org/stash/share/FI3Cg6rHScN-LxU9JPl_nEqneJH6Ptk1FrMShcCBDjE
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1007/s004420050733
https://doi.org/10.1007/s004420050733
https://doi.org/10.1890/07-0630.1
https://doi.org/10.1890/07-0630.1
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2011.01662.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2011.01662.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0030-1299.2005.13728.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0030-1299.2005.13728.x
https://doi.org/10.1890/11-1210.1
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-ecolsys-102209-144726
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-ecolsys-102209-144726
https://doi.org/10.1086/343878
https://doi.org/10.1111/mec.15836
https://doi.org/10.1111/mec.15836

10

Oecologia (2024) 204:1-11

Briggs AA, Young HS, McCauley DJ, Hathaway SA, Dirzo R,
Fisher RN (2012) Effects of spatial subsidies and habitat struc-
ture on the foraging ecology and size of geckos. PLoS ONE
7(8):e41364. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0041364

Brown JH (1995) Macroecology. Chicago: University of Chicago
Press. https://press.uchicago.edu/ucp/books/book/chicago/M/
b03632297.html

Chamberlain CP, Waldbauer JR, Fox-Dobbs K, Newsome SD, Koch
PL, Smith DR, Church ME, Chamberlain SD, Sorenson KJ,
Risebrough R (2005) Pleistocene to recent dietary shifts in
California condors. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 102(46):16707—
16711. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0508529102

Darimont CT, Reimchen TE (2002) Intra-hair stable isotope analysis
implies seasonal shift to salmon in gray wolf diet. Can J Zool
80(9):1638-1642. https://doi.org/10.1139/202-149

Darimont CT, Paquet PC, Reimchen TE (2009) Landscape hetero-
geneity and marine subsidy generate extensive intrapopulation
niche diversity in a large terrestrial vertebrate. J] Anim Ecol
78(1):126-133. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2656.2008.
01473.x

Davidson KH, Starzomski BM, El-Sabaawi R, Hocking MD, Reyn-
olds JD, Wickham SB, Darimont CT (2021) Marine subsidy
promotes spatial and dietary niche variation in an omnivore,
the Keen’s mouse (Peromyscus keeni). Ecol Evol 11(24):17700—
17722. https://doi.org/10.1002/ece3.8225

Davis HR, Des Roches S, Anderson RA, Leaché AD (2022) Popula-
tion expansion, divergence, and persistence in Western Fence
Lizards (Sceloporus occidentalis) at the northern extreme of
their distributional range. Sci Rep 12(1):6310. https://doi.org/
10.1038/s41598-022-10233-9

Dethier M, Toft J, Shipman H (2016) Shoreline armoring in an
inland sea: Science-based recommendations for policy imple-
mentation. Conserv Lett 10:626—633. https://doi.org/10.1111/
conl.12323

Dolson R, McCann K, Rooney N, Ridgway M (2009) Lake mor-
phometry predicts the degree of habitat coupling by a mobile
predator. Oikos 118(8):1230-1238. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.
1600-0706.2009.17351.x

Estupifian-Montafio C, Zetina-Rejon MJ, Galvan-Magafa F, Del-
gado-Huertas A, Elorriaga-Verplancken FR, Polo-Silva CJ,
Rojas-Cundumi J, Villalobos-Ramirez DJ, Sanchez-Gonzalez A
(2022) Trophic connectivity between the terrestrial and marine
ecosystems of Malpelo Island, Colombia, evaluated through
stable isotope analysis. Mar Biol 170(1):11. https://doi.org/10.
1007/500227-022-04157-1

Google Earth Pro (7.3.6.9345) (2022) Google LCC

Gregory PT, Isaac LA (2004) Food habits of the grass snake in
southeastern England: is Natrix natrix a generalist predator? J
Herpetol 38(1):88-95

Helfield JM, Naiman RJ (2001) Effects of salmon-derived nitrogen
on riparian forest growth and implications for stream productiv-
ity. Ecology 82(9):2403-24009. https://doi.org/10.2307/2679924

Hobson KA, Sealy SG (1991) Marine protein contributions to the
diet of northern saw-whet owls on the Queen Charlotte islands:
a stable-isotope approach. Auk 108(2):437—-440. https://doi.org/
10.1093/auk/108.2.437

Hyndes GA, Berdan EL, Duarte C, Dugan JE, Emery KA, Hambick
PA, Henderson CJ, Hubbard DM, Lastra M, Mateo MA, Olds
A, Schlacher TA (2022) The role of inputs of marine wrack and
carrion in sandy-beach ecosystems: a global review. Biol Rev
97(6):2127-2161. https://doi.org/10.1111/brv.12886

Jackson AL, Inger R, Parnell AC, Bearhop S (2011) Comparing
isotopic niche widths among and within communities: SIBER
— Stable Isotope Bayesian Ellipses in R. J Anim Ecol 80(3):595-
602. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2656.2011.01806.x

@ Springer

Jaramillo E, Dugan J, Hubbard D, Manzano M, Duarte C (2021)
Ranking the ecological effects of coastal armoring on mobile
macroinvertebrates across intertidal zones on sandy beaches.
Sci Total Environ 755:142573. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scito
tenv.2020.142573

Kassambara A (2023) ggpubr: “ggplot2” Based Publication Ready Plots

Kohn MJ (2010) Carbon isotope compositions of terrestrial C3 plants
as indicators of (paleo)ecology and (paleo)climate. Proc Natl
Acad Sci U S A 107(46):19691. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.
1004933107

Lattanzio M, Miles D (2016) Stable carbon and nitrogen isotope
discrimination and turnover in a small-bodied insectivorous liz-
ard. Isot Environ Health Stud 52(6):673-681. https://doi.org/10.
1080/10256016.2016.1154854

Martins L, Costa-Schmidt L, Garcia A, Bastos R, Muller Rebelato M,
Tozetti A (2021) The contribution of aquatic plants to the trophic
ecology of a sand dune lizard in southern Brazil. S Am J Herpetol
21:12-24. https://doi.org/10.2994/SAJH-D-18-00045.1

Obrist DS, Hanly PJ, Brown NEM, Ernst CM, Wickham SB, Fitzpatrick
OT, Kennedy JC, Nijland W, Reshitnyk LY, Darimont CT, Star-
zomski BM, Reynolds JD (2022) Biogeographic features mediate
marine subsidies to island food webs. Ecosphere 13(7):e4171.
https://doi.org/10.1002/ecs2.4171

Pe’er G, Heinz SK, Frank K (2006) Connectivity in heterogeneous
landscapes: analyzing the effect of topography. Landsc Ecol
21(1):47-61. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10980-005-1622-7

Peterson BJ, Fry B (1987) Stable isotopes in ecosystem studies. Annu
Rev Ecol Syst 18:293-320

Polis GA, Winemiller KO (2013) Food webs: Integration of patterns
& dynamics. Springer, New York

Polis GA, Anderson WB, Holt RD (1997) Toward an integration
of landscape and food web ecology: the dynamics of spatially
subsidized food webs. Annu Rev Ecol Syst 28:289-316

Polis GA, Power ME, Huxel GR (Eds.) (2004) Food webs at the
landscape level. Chicago: University of Chicago Press. https://
press.uchicago.edu/ucp/books/book/chicago/F/bo3631997.html

Post DM (2002) Using stable isotopes to estimate trophic position: Mod-
els, methods, and assumptions. Ecology 83(3):703-718. https://doi.
org/10.1890/0012-9658(2002)083[0703:USITET]2.0.CO;2

Pringle RM, Fox-Dobbs K (2008) Coupling of canopy and understory
food webs by ground-dwelling predators. Ecol Lett 11(12):1328—
1337. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2008.01252.x

Pringle RM, Kartzinel TR, Palmer TM, Thurman TJ, Fox-Dobbs K, Xu
CCY, Hutchinson MC, Coverdale TC, Daskin JH, Evangelista DA,
Gotanda KM, Man in t’Veld NA, Wegener JE, Kolbe JJ, Schoener
TW, Spiller DA, Losos JB, Barrett RDH (2019) Predator-induced
collapse of niche structure and species coexistence. Nature
570(7759):7759. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-1264-6

R Core Team (2021) The R Foundation for Statistical Computing
4.2.1)

Roughgarden J (1972) Evolution of niche width. Am Nat
106(952):683-718

Ryan C, McHugh B, Trueman CN, Sabin R, Deaville R, Harrod C,
Berrow SD, O’Connor I (2013) Stable isotope analysis of baleen
reveals resource partitioning among sympatric rorquals and popu-
lation structure in fin whales. Mar Ecol Prog Ser 479:251-261

Sinervo B (1990) Evolution of thermal physiology and growth rate
between populations of the western fence lizard (Sceloporus
occidentalis). Oecologia 83(2):228-237. https://doi.org/10.1007/
BF00317757

Snover A, Mote P, Whitely B, Hamlet A, Mantua N (2005) Uncer-
tain future: climate change and its effects on Puget Sound. Puget
Sound Action Team

Spiller DA, Piovia-Scott J, Wright AN, Yang LH, Takimoto G, Sch-
oener TW, Iwata T (2010) Marine subsidies have multiple effects


https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0041364
https://press.uchicago.edu/ucp/books/book/chicago/M/bo3632297.html
https://press.uchicago.edu/ucp/books/book/chicago/M/bo3632297.html
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0508529102
https://doi.org/10.1139/z02-149
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2656.2008.01473.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2656.2008.01473.x
https://doi.org/10.1002/ece3.8225
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-10233-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-10233-9
https://doi.org/10.1111/conl.12323
https://doi.org/10.1111/conl.12323
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0706.2009.17351.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0706.2009.17351.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00227-022-04157-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00227-022-04157-1
https://doi.org/10.2307/2679924
https://doi.org/10.1093/auk/108.2.437
https://doi.org/10.1093/auk/108.2.437
https://doi.org/10.1111/brv.12886
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2656.2011.01806.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.142573
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.142573
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1004933107
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1004933107
https://doi.org/10.1080/10256016.2016.1154854
https://doi.org/10.1080/10256016.2016.1154854
https://doi.org/10.2994/SAJH-D-18-00045.1
https://doi.org/10.1002/ecs2.4171
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10980-005-1622-7
https://press.uchicago.edu/ucp/books/book/chicago/F/bo3631997.html
https://press.uchicago.edu/ucp/books/book/chicago/F/bo3631997.html
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(2002)083[0703:USITET]2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(2002)083[0703:USITET]2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2008.01252.x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-1264-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00317757
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00317757

Oecologia (2024) 204:1-11

"

on coastal food webs. Ecology 91(5):1424—-1434. https://doi.org/
10.1890/09-0715.1

Stapp P, Polis GA (2003) Marine resources subsidize insular
rodent populations in the Gulf of California, Mexico. Oeco-
logia 134(4):496-504. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-002-
1146-7

Stock B, Jackson AL, Ward EJ, Parnell AC, Phillips DL, Semmens
BX (2018) Analyzing mixing systems using a new generation of
Bayesian tracer mixing models. Peer] 6:¢5096. https://doi.org/
10.7717/peerj.5096

Stock B, Semmens B (2016) MixSIAR GUI User Manual. 3.1. https://
github.com/brianstock/MixSIAR. https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.
1209993

Tsuji JS (1988) Seasonal profiles of standard metabolic rate of
lizards (Sceloporus occidentalis) in relation to latitude. Phys-
iol Zool 61(3):230-240. https://doi.org/10.1086/physzool.
61.3.30161236

Valencia-Aguilar A, Cortés-Goémez AM, Ruiz-Agudelo CA (2013)
Ecosystem services provided by amphibians and reptiles in
Neotropical ecosystems. Int J Biodivers Sci Ecosyst Serv
Manag 9(3):257-272. https://doi.org/10.1080/21513732.
2013.821168

Van Valen L (1965) Morphological variation and width of ecological
niche. Am Nat 99(908):377-390. https://doi.org/10.1086/282379

Warne R, Wolf B (2021) Nitrogen stable isotope turnover and dis-
crimination in lizards. Rapid Commun Mass Spectrom RCM
35(6):€9030. https://doi.org/10.1002/rcm.9030

Warne R, Gilman C, Wolf B (2010) Tissue-carbon incorporation rates
in lizards: Implications for ecological studies using stable isotopes
in terrestrial ectotherms. Physiol Biochem Zool. https://doi.org/
10.1086/651585

Weather averages, Washington, USA (2022) U.S. Climate Data. https://
www.usclimatedata.com/climate/yakima/washington/united-
states/uswa0502

Weiss SL (2006) Female-specific color is a signal of quality in
the striped plateau lizard (Sceloporus virgatus). Behav Ecol
17(5):726-732. https://doi.org/10.1093/beheco/arl001

Weiss SL, Brower RM (2021) Wildfire as a natural stressor and its
effect on female phenotype and ornament development. Ecol Evol
11(11):6223-6232. https://doi.org/10.1002/ece3.7457

Wickham H, Kahle D (2013) ggmap: spatial visualization with ggplot2.
R 5(1):144-161

Wickham SB, Shackelford N, Darimont CT, Nijland W, Reshitnyk LY,
Reynolds JD, Starzomski BM (2020) Sea wrack delivery and accumu-
lation on islands: Factors that mediate marine nutrient permeability.
Mar Ecol Prog Ser 635:37-54. https://doi.org/10.3354/meps13197

Wickham H (2016) ggplot2: elegant graphics for data analysis. New
York: Springer. https://ggplot2.tidyverse.org

@ Springer


https://doi.org/10.1890/09-0715.1
https://doi.org/10.1890/09-0715.1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-002-1146-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-002-1146-7
https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.5096
https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.5096
https://github.com/brianstock/MixSIAR
https://github.com/brianstock/MixSIAR
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.1209993
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.1209993
https://doi.org/10.1086/physzool.61.3.30161236
https://doi.org/10.1086/physzool.61.3.30161236
https://doi.org/10.1080/21513732.2013.821168
https://doi.org/10.1080/21513732.2013.821168
https://doi.org/10.1086/282379
https://doi.org/10.1002/rcm.9030
https://doi.org/10.1086/651585
https://doi.org/10.1086/651585
https://www.usclimatedata.com/climate/yakima/washington/united-states/uswa0502
https://www.usclimatedata.com/climate/yakima/washington/united-states/uswa0502
https://www.usclimatedata.com/climate/yakima/washington/united-states/uswa0502
https://doi.org/10.1093/beheco/arl001
https://doi.org/10.1002/ece3.7457
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps13197
https://ggplot2.tidyverse.org

	Inter- and intrapopulation resource use variation of marine subsidized western fence lizards
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Methods
	Study sites
	Sample collection
	Sample preparation and isotopic analyses
	Diet and isotopic niche modeling for beach lizards
	Transition zone slope analyses
	Statistical analyses

	Results
	Variation in lizard δ13C and δ15N values across habitat types
	Variation in lizard δ13C and δ15N values across-beach sites
	Marine diet and isotopic niches of beach lizards

	Discussion
	Acknowledgements 
	References




