
Abstract Animals commonly choose between micro-
habitats that differ in foraging return and mortality haz-
ard. I studied the influence of autotomy, the amputation
of a body part, on the way larvae of the damselfly Lestes
sponsa deal with the trade-off between foraging or seek-
ing cover. Survival of Lestes larvae when confronted
with the odonate predator Aeshna cyanea was higher in a
complex than in a simple microhabitat, indicating that
this more complex microhabitat was safer. Within the
simple microhabitat, larvae without lamellae had a high-
er risk for mortality by predation than larvae with lamel-
lae, showing a long-term cost of autotomy. When vary-
ing the foraging value (food present or absent) and pre-
dation risk (encaged predator or no predator) in the sim-
ple microhabitat, larvae with and without lamellae re-
sponded differentially to the imposed trade-off. All lar-
vae spent more time in the simple microhabitat when
food was present than when food was absent. Larvae
without lamellae, however, only sporadically left the safe
microhabitat, irrespective of the presence of the predator.
In contrast, larvae with lamellae shifted more frequently
towards the risky microhabitat than those without lamel-
lae, and more often in the absence than in the presence
of the predator. These decisions affected the foraging
rates of the animals. I show for the first time that refuge
use is higher after autotomy and that this is associated
with the cost of reduced foraging success. The different
microhabitat preferences for larvae with and without la-
mellae are consistent with their different vulnerabilities
to predation and demonstrate the importance of intrinsic
factors in establishing trade-offs.
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Introduction

Mobile foragers must often choose among microhabitats
that differ in both predation risk and resource availabili-
ty. Animals will often shift microhabitats or exhibit other
behavioural changes in the presence of predators (e.g.
Sih 1987, 1997). Relatively few studies, however, have
examined whether this is associated with the cost of a
lowered foraging rate (reviewed by Sih 1987; Lima and
Dill 1990; Lima 1998). Gilliam (1982) suggested that
foragers should choose sites with the lowest ratio of
mortality rate to foraging rate, a proposal which was
subsequently supported by experiments (Werner et al.
1983; Gilliam and Fraser 1987). The probability of sur-
vival is affected by intrinsic characters including age,
size and sex (e.g. Werner et al. 1983; Abrahams and
Dill 1989; Holtby and Healey 1990; Warkentin 1995;
Gunnarsson 1998; Norrdahl and Korpimäki 1998).
Therefore, the resolution to the trade-off between select-
ing safer or richer microhabitats can differ between con-
specific foragers depending on their current condition
(e.g. Werner et al. 1983; Abrahams and Dill 1989;
Rochette and Himmelman 1996).

Autotomy, the amputation of a body part, is a wide-
spread escape mechanism (see refs in Althoff and
Thompson 1994). Despite the clear immediate survival
value of autotomy as an escape mechanism (e.g.
Formanowicz 1990), there are often long-term costs (e.g.
Althoff and Thompson 1994 and refs therein). These
costs may be reflected in habitat choice. Martin and
Salvador (1992) showed that tailless lizards were more
often associated with rocks than bare ground relative to
tailed lizards and they hypothesized that this could be
due to better escape probabilities there. They could,
however, not detect an effect of this microhabitat shift on
foraging rates (Martin and Salvador 1993; but see Martin
and Lopez 1999).
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Damselflies are characterized by the presence of three
leaflike caudal lamellae that can be autotomized when
grasped by a predator. The immediate contraction of a
sphincter at a specialized breakage plane prevents the
loss of body fluids and associated physiological costs
(Legrand 1974). Larvae with lost lamellae have a re-
duced swimming ability, and hence a reduced escape-
performance (Robinson et al. 1991a; Stoks 1999), and as
a result are more vulnerable to predation (Robinson et al.
1991b; Stoks 1998a). In this paper I test how autotomy
of larval lamellae affects the trade-off between seeking
cover and foraging, by manipulating the lamellae of lar-
val Lestes sponsa Hansemann in laboratory conditions.
Members of this genus are characterized by their large
lamellae (McNeill 1960). Within the genus, lamellae loss
is high, up to 90% of individuals having at least one
missing or regenerating lamella and almost 20% missing
all three lamellae (Stoks 1998b). L. sponsa has a ‘fast’
lifestyle (sensu Johnson 1991). Lestidae can achieve rap-
id growth due to active searching for prey (Pickup and
Thompson 1990; Krishnaraj and Pritchard 1995; R.
Stoks, personal observation). Lestid damselfly larvae
typically live in small temporary, or otherwise fishless,
ponds (e.g. Gower and Kormondy 1963; Lutz 1968;
Schneider and Frost 1996). In these ponds, aeshnid drag-
onfly larvae are partcularly important predators (e.g.
Wellborn et al. 1996; Schneider 1997).

The specific hypotheses tested were as follows. (1)
Because complex microhabitats will offer better refuges
(e.g. Pierce 1988), I predicted that larval survival would
be higher in complex than in simple microhabitats. (2) If
larvae adjust their behaviour in the face of predation risk
and foraging returns, I predicted that larvae would prefer
the complex microhabitat more often in the presence of a
predator and would leave it more often when food is
added outside this microhabitat. (3) Because larvae with-
out lamellae are more vulnerable to predation, I expected
them to be more likely to avoid it, and would spend more
time in the complex microhabitat and respond less to the
presence of food than larvae with lamellae. (4) Finally, if
food is only offered in the simple microhabitat, I predict-
ed that differences between treatments in preferences for
seeking cover would result in differential foraging rates.
Hypothesis 1 was tested in experiment 1 with only one
type of microhabitat offered, while hypotheses 2–4 were
tested in experiment 2 by offering both a simple and a
complex microhabitat while manipulating predation risk
and foraging return in the simple microhabitat.

Methods

I collected final-instar larvae of L. sponsa in a pond near Ant-
werpen (northern Belgium) in May 1998. In the laboratory, larvae
were held separately and starved for 24 h to equalize hunger lev-
els. Only larvae without emergence signs (e.g. swollen wing paths
and/or darkened eyes) and with three unregenerated lamellae were
used in the experiments. I randomly assigned larvae to one of the
two groups, autotomized lamellae and controls with lamellae. All
three lamellae of experimental animals were removed by gently
pulling them with two fingers until the animals autotomized these

appendages. Control animals were handled similarly and under-
went a sham operation. Penultimate-instar Aeshna cyanea starved
and held separately for 24 h were used as predators.

Experiments were performed in boxes (15×10×11 cm), with
aerated tap water (4 cm depth, 0.60 l) at 18°C. Boxes were
wrapped with paper and lighted from above. This provided light in
the boxes but prevented activity outside the boxes from affecting
larval behaviour.

Experiment 1: effect of habitat complexity and lamellae autotomy
on survival of larval L. sponsa

At the start of this experiment, one larva with and one without la-
mellae were placed together without food in the same box. Twenty
boxes had a high habitat complexity (ten coiled polypropylene
ropes 1 cm wide and 5 cm long), and twenty boxes had low com-
plexity (three ropes). Twelve hours after the introduction of the
damselfly larvae, one A. cyanea was introduced. Each replicate
(n=40) ended when one of the larvae was killed by the predator or
after 3 h. I recorded for the first attack of each dragonfly, the la-
mellae status of the victim and the capture efficiency (lethal or
non-lethal). An attack is defined as a labium strike of the dragon-
fly larva towards one of the two damselfly larvae. Only first at-
tacks were scored and analysed. After the experiment, the propen-
sity of the Aeshna to eat was checked by offering them chirono-
mid larvae.

Experiment 2: microhabitat choice and foraging success
of larval L. sponsa

Individual larvae were subjected to a combination of three treat-
ments: lamellae autotomy (present or absent), prey availability (no
prey or 30 Daphnia added) and predation threat (no predator or a
single Aeshna added). Each box was divided into three parts. One
side had five coiled ropes (complex microhabitat), the opposite
side had one rope on the bottom (simple microhabitat) and the
middle compartment had a longitudinal rope linking both sides.
The predator was placed within a translucent cup (diameter 5 cm,
height 4.5 cm) in the centre of the simple microhabitat. This pre-
vented the Aeshna preying upon the damselfly larvae and the
Daphnia prey. The bottom of the cup consisted of a small netting
(mesh size 250 µm). This enabled the larvae to see and smell the
Aeshna; damselfly larvae respond to both visual and chemical
stimuli from predators (Koperski 1997; Wisenden et al. 1997). To
increase the spread of the chemical cues, each cup was lifted and
gently lowered every hour. Identical cups, only containing water,
were added in trials without predator, and also lifted hourly to
overcome biases in movement patterns due to the presence and
manipulation of cups. In all treatments, the simple microhabitat
was more strongly illuminated to force the Daphnia, if present, to
gather only in this side. Preliminary trials indeed showed that the
abundance of Daphnia was highest in the low-complexity side
(mean 26.8, SE 1.16, n=5), much lower in the middle part (mean
2.80, SE 1.02) and lowest in the high-complexity side (mean 0.40,
SE 0.24). In two small experiments, I checked whether the strong
illumination would affect the position of the larvae. First, in iden-
tical boxes without microhabitat, one side was strongly illuminat-
ed and the position of individual larvae was scored every hour for
a total of 6 h (preference for the light side ranging from 0, com-
plete light avoidance, to 6, complete light preference; a score not
different from 3 indicates that the position of the larvae is neutral
with respect to light). There was no effect of light intensity on the
side selected by the larvae (mean preference for the light side
2.77, SE 0.21, n=30, one-sample t-test: t=1.10, P=0.28). Second,
I repeated the experiment but added a complex microhabitat in one
side of the box. In half of the boxes the complex side was strongly
illuminated, in the other half, the other side was strongly illumi-
nated. The strong illumination had no effect on the preference for
the complex microhabitat (mean preference for complex side with
strong light: 4.53, SE 0.24; without strong light: 4.67, SE 0.23;
t=0.40, n=30, P=0.69). In all experiments, damselfly larvae were
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introduced gently in the middle part of the box; a predator was in-
troduced 30 min later.

I ran 14 trials for each of the possible eight combinations of
treatment levels. Each trial started at 1000 hours and ended after
8 h at 1800 hours. I monitored the microhabitat preference by re-
cording each hour, the side of the box in which the animal was
present. As a measure of preference for the high-complexity side,
for each animal I used the sum of records within this side starting
recording at 1200 hours. At the end of the experiments, I counted
the number of surviving Daphnia.

Statistical analyses

I analysed the effect of microhabitat and lamellae status on the to-
tal number of attacks by the Aeshna with a log-linear analysis.
Microhabitat preference (number of observations of each larva in
the complex microhabitat) and foraging success (number of
Daphnia eaten by individual larvae) were analysed using
ANOVAs. Because the effects of lamellae status, food presence
and predator presence are assumed to be multiplicative, I used the
log link and Poisson error distribution in the GENMOD proce-
dure of SAS 6.12 (SAS 1990). Overdispersion was automatically
compensated for using the scale option. I tested whether larvae
without lamellae make a different trade-off when choosing a
microhabitat than larvae with lamellae by testing the three-way
interaction between lamellae status, food presence and predator
presence in an ANOVA with microhabitat preference as the de-
pendent variable. To determine how each larva chooses between
the microhabitats on the basis of the imposed trade-offs, I per-
formed for each group separately an ANOVA testing for the main
effects food presence and predator presence and their interaction.
All means are given with their standard errors and all tests are
two-sided with an α-level of 0.05.

Results

Experiment 1: effect of habitat complexity and lamellae
autotomy on survival of larval L. sponsa

In the binary-choice experiment, a total of 39 A. cynea
attacked one of the damselfly larvae. More larvae
were attacked in the simple (39) than in the complex
(0) microhabitat (log-linear analysis, χ2=43.43, df=1,
P<0.001), consequently more larvae were killed by the
Aeshna in the simple (18) than in the complex (0) micro-
habitat (binomial test, P<0.001). The number of attacks
directed towards larvae with lamellae (19) and larvae
without lamellae (20) was similar (χ2=0.02, df=1,
P=0.88). However, the proportion of successful attacks
on larvae without lamellae (70.0%) was more than three
times that towards larvae with lamellae (21.1%) (log-
linear analysis: χ2=8.83, df=1, P=0.0030).

Experiment 2: effect of lamellae autotomy, food and
predator presence on microhabitat choice and foraging
success of larval L. sponsa

On only 13 out of 784 possible occasions (7 observa-
tions×112 larvae) was a larva present in the middle com-
partment. Thus larvae not present in the simple compart-
ment were in the complex one, and vice versa. The way in
which the combinations of food availability and pre-
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dator presence affected the microhabitat preference
differed between larvae with and without lamellae (three-
way interaction: food presence×predator presence×lamel-
lae status, F1,104=12.35, P<0.001; Fig. 1). Larvae without
lamellae spent more time in the complex microhabitat
when food was absent in the simple microhabitat (mean
6.61, SE 0.17) than when food was present (mean 5.50,
SE 0.39; F1,52=7.05, P=0.011; Fig. 1A). Predator presence
did not affect the microhabitat preference of larvae with-
out lamellae (F1,52=0.31, P=0.58), nor was there an inter-
action between food presence and predator presence
(F1,52=0.0048, P=0.94). Larvae with lamellae also spent
more time in the complex microhabitat when food was ab-
sent than when it was present (mean 6.25, SE 0.29 vs
mean 3.11, SE 0.52 observations in complex microhabitat)
(F1,52=8.60, P=0.0050; Fig. 1B). In contrast with lamel-
laeless larvae, they also showed this behaviour in the pres-
ence compared to the absence of a predator (mean 5.43,
SE 0.37 vs mean 3.93, SE 0.60; F1,52=5.94, P=0.018).
Moreover, the relative shift to the simple microhabitat
when food was added was larger in the absence (77.8%)
than in the presence (21.1%) of a predator (food pres-
ence×predator presence, F1,52=27.15, P<0.001; Fig. 1B).

Fig. 1 Preference for the complex microhabitat in Lesta sponsa
larvae (mean+1SE) in relation to food presence, non-lethal pres-
ence of Aeshna, and lamellae autotomy. A Without lamellae.
B With lamellae



the-three dimensional network to position their head to-
wards the damselfly to strike at it before the damselfly
moved away. The negative correlation between the
amount of time spent in the safe, complex microhabitat
and foraging success demonstrated that staying longer in
the safe, complex microhabitat indeed decreased food in-
take.

Larvae without lamellae had higher mortality rates
than those with lamellae, confirming experiments with
Notonecta as predator (Stoks 1998a; see also McPeek et
al. 1996; McPeek 1997). This was expected, because
these damselflies escape by swimming. Lamellae loss se-
riously impairs swimming performance (Stoks 1999).
Autotomy of a limb associated with locomotion nearly
always results in reduced escape performance (e.g.
Formanowicz et al. 1990; but see Daniels 1983) and a
higher predation risk (e.g. Dial and Fitzpatrick 1984;
Wilson 1992; but see Althoff and Thompson 1994).

Prey commonly possess a diversity of antipredator be-
haviours, some of which are flexible, occurring only in the
presence of a predator, while others are fixed (Sih 1987).
When no food was present, all larvae stayed almost con-
tinuously (mean 91.8, SE 2.4%) in the safe, complex
microhabitat. Wellborn and Robinson (1987) also found
that in the absence of food, odonate larvae preferred safer
sites. Adding food to the hazardous side induced larvae to
switch strategies of habitat use at the cost of higher preda-
tion susceptibility. In larvae with lamellae this shift was
flexible, because they stayed in the dangerous, food side
significantly more in the absence than in the presence of
the predator. This illustrates that damselfly larvae are able
to assess differences in foraging profitability and preda-
tion risk and to balance the trade-off. A flexible response
to increased predation risk has been found in other odo-
nates (e.g. Heads 1986; Pierce 1988). In contrast, larvae
without lamellae responded to their higher perceived pre-
dation risk with a steady high preference for the safe
microhabitat, irrespective of the true predation pressure.
Larvae without lamellae also compensated for their higher
vulnerability with a fixed reduction in their number of
moves (Stoks 1998a). These fixed antipredator behaviours
are consistent with the prediction of Sih (1987) that prey
should show more fixed behaviour if the predation risk is
higher. Pierce (1988) showed that across odonate species
and instars, the vulnerability to fish predation was more
determined by their microhabitat use than by the predator-
induced microhabitat shift. Instead of an adaptive explana-
tion, there is also the possibility that after autotomy, larvae
face physiological problems linked with respiration. How-
ever, lamellae play only a minor role in oxygen uptake of
Lestes larvae (Eriksen 1986) and aerated tap water was
used in all experiments.

The experimental results strongly suggest that staying
longer in a safe microhabitat necessarily leads to reduced
foraging if food is not evenly distributed (see also Martin
and Lopez 1999). Furthermore, after correction for ref-
uge use, the foraging success of larvae without lamellae
was still lower than that of larvae with lamellae. The re-
sult may be explained by a fixed activity reduction after
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In the presence of food, larvae that spent more time in
the complex microhabitat had a lower foraging success
(r=–0.60, n=56, P<0.001). Larvae without lamellae had a
lower foraging success (mean 12.75, SE 1.12 Daphnia
eaten) than larvae with lamellae (mean 22.86, SE 0.99;
F1,52=53.80, P<0.001; Fig. 2). To test whether this was
due to a higher preference for the complex microhabitat
and/or a reduced activity while in the simple microha-
bitat, the data were reanalysied with microhabitat prefer-
ence as a covariate. Both the microhabitat choice (covari-
ate: F1,51=6.97, P=0.011) and the effect of lamellae status
corrected for microhabitat choice (F1,51=19.05, P<0.001)
contributed to the lowered foraging success after lamellae
autotomy. Foraging success was lower in the presence
(mean 15.68, SE 1.43) than in the absence of a predator
(mean 19.93, SE 1.32; F1,52=11.69, P=0.0012). The rela-
tive drop in foraging success after the introduction of a
predator tended to be larger in larvae without lamellae
(25.8%) than in larvae with lamellae (18.7%) (lamellae
status×predator presence, F1,52=3.02, P=0.088; Fig. 2).

Discussion

The larvae responded to the conflicting demands placed
upon them. As expected, the complex microhabitat was
safer than the simple microhabitat. More complex habi-
tats provide a better environment to escape predation by
increasing the availability of hiding places and/or reduc-
ing predator foraging manoeuvres (e.g. Crowder and
Cooper 1982; Hixon and Menge 1991). The lower num-
ber of observed attacks in the high-complexity microha-
bitat is due to a combination of both mechanisms. No
Aeshna in the complex microhabitat attacked damsel-
flies. This was not because these animals were more
hungry; all dragonflies were starved for the same time
and readily ate the chironomids offered directly after the
experiment. This indicates they were unable to locate the
damselfly prey during the experiment. Several Aeshna
did locate their prey, but were not sufficiently agile in

Fig. 2 Foraging success (mean+1SE) of L. sponsa larvae in rela-
tion to autotomy, and the non-lethal presence of Aeshna
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autotomy (Stoks 1998a), so that larvae without lamellae
have a lower foraging success per unit time spent in the
simple microhabitat. It is a common assumption that
habitats with high rates of energy gain are also riskier
(e.g. Ludwig and Rowe 1990) which often seems to be
the case in nature (e.g. Werner et al. 1983; but see Hen-
rikson 1993). There are two reasons to assume that my
results may be transposed to the field situation where
refuge and foraging sites may differ in food value, al-
though probably not to such extreme degrees as in the
experimental situation. First, microhabitats highly used
by odonates in nature are safer, but not necessarily used
as feeding sites (Wellborn and Robinson 1987). Second,
because aeshnids and Lestes larvae eat the same prey
(e.g. Fischer 1966, 1967; Blois 1985; Johnson 1985),
they probably have the same preferred foraging sites.

Sih (1987) predicted that prey that escaped predation
by using ephemeral macrohabitats in which important
predators are rarely found, so called ‘fugitive prey’,
should be fast developers. Members of the genus Lestes
are very fast developers (Pickup and Thompson 1990)
and are thus adapted to live in temporary ponds (Jödicke
1997) where fish are absent. Lestes larvae are very vul-
nerable to fish predation (e.g. Macan 1977). Within tem-
porary ponds, Lestes larvae are, however, still confronted
with invertebrate predators, such as dragonfly larvae of
the genus Aeshna and notonectids (Schneider 1997).
Shifting to refuges within a habitat to avoid encounters
with predators constrains a fast lifestyle. Even when re-
source availability is high, organisms may not be able to
take advantage of these resources because of the con-
flicting need to avoid predators (Sih 1987). This was in-
deed the case in my experiments: spending more time in
the safer microhabitat when food was present was costly
because it resulted in reduced foraging success of the
damselfly larvae. Reduced foraging rates result in slower
growth rates (Pickup and Thompson 1990; Stoks et al.
1999). Habitat drying is an important cause of Lestes
mortality (Fischer 1967; Jödicke 1997) and retarded
growth will increase the chances that the pond will have
dried before larvae can emerge (see also Fincke 1994).

The results suggest that conspecific damselfly larvae dif-
fering in lamellae status make different decisions to balance
the trade-off between foraging needs and predator avoid-
ance. Other studies dealing with trade-offs between preda-
tion risk and feeding needs have suggested that organisms
can adaptively balance these conflicting demands (Sih
1980; Werner et al. 1983; Gilliam and Fraser 1987; Anholt
and Werner 1995). The results further suggest that interme-
diate predators such as Lestes larvae may face severe diffi-
culties with maintaining their necessary fast lifestyle within
fishless temporary ponds that contain large invertebrate pre-
dators.
Acknowledgements Thanks to Marjan De Block for help in the
laboratory, and Luc De Bruyn, Mark McPeek, Hans Van Gossum,
Neil Metcalfe, two anonymous referees, and especially Bradley
Anholt for constructive comments on the manuscript. AMINAL
Flanders gave permission to carry out the experiments. I was sup-
ported by a research assistantship of the Fund for Scientific Re-
search, Flanders (FWO).

References

Abrahams MV, Dill LM (1989) A determination of the energetic
equivalence of the risk of predation. Ecology 70:999–1007

Althoff DM, Thompson JN (1994) The effects of tail autotomy on
survivorship and body growth of Uta stansburiana under con-
ditions of high mortality. Oecologia 100:205–255

Anholt BR, Werner EE (1995) Interaction between food availabili-
ty and predation mortality mediated by adaptive behavior.
Ecology 76:2230–2234

Blois C (1985) Diet and resource partitioning between larvae of
three anisopteran species. Hydrobiologia 126:221–227

Crowder PH, Cooper WE (1982) Habitat structural complexity
and the interactions between bluegills and their prey. Ecolo-
gy 63:1802–1810

Daniels CB (1983) Running: an escape strategy enhanced by au-
totomy. Herpetologica 39:162–165

Dial BE, Fitzpatrick LC (1984) Predator escape success in tailed
versus tailles Scincilla lateralis (Sauria: Scincidae). Anim Be-
hav 32:301–302

Eriksen CH (1986) Respiratory roles of caudal lamellae (gills) in a
lestid damselfly (Odonata: Zygoptera). J North Am Benthol
Soc 5:16–27

Fincke OM (1994) Population regulation of a tropical damselfly in
the larval stage by food limitation, cannibalism, intraguild pre-
dation and habitat drying. Oecologia 100:118–127

Fischer Z (1966) Food selection and energy transformation in lar-
vae of Lestes sponsa in astatic waters. Verh Int Ver Theor
Angew Limnol 16:600–603

Fischer Z (1967) Food composition and food preference in larvae
of Lestes sponsa in astatic water environment. Pol Arch Hy-
drobiol 14:59–71

Formanowicz DR (1990) The antipredator efficacy of spider leg
autotomy. Anim Behav 40:400–401

Formanowicz DR, Brodie ED, Bradley PJ (1990) Behavioural
compensation for tail loss in the ground skink Scincella latera-
lis. Anim Behav 40:782–784

Gilliam JF (1982) Habitat use and competitive bottlenecks in size-
structured fish populations. PhD thesis, Michigan State Uni-
versity, East Lansing

Gilliam JF, Fraser DF (1987) Habitat selection under predation
hazard: test of a model with foraging minnows. Ecology 68:
1856–1862

Gower JL, Kormondy EJ (1963) Life history of the damselfly Les-
tes rectangularis with special reference to seasonal regulation.
Ecology 44:398–402

Gunnarson B (1998) Bird predation as a sex- and size-selective
agent of the arboreal spider Pityohyphantes phrygianus. Funct
Ecol 12:453–458

Heads PA (1986) The costs of reduced feeding due to predator
avoidance: potential effects on growth and fitness in Ischnura
elegans larvae (Odonata: Zygoptera). Ecol Entomol 11:369–
377

Henrikson BI (1993) Sphagnum mosses as a microhabitat for in-
vertebrates in acidified lakes and the colour adaptation and
substrate preference in Leucorrhinia dubia (Odonata, Anisop-
tera). Ecography 16:143–153

Hixon MA, Menge BA (1991) Species diversity: prey refuges
modify the interactive effects of predation and competition.
Theor Popul Biol 39:178–200

Holtby LB, Healey MC (1990) Sex-specific life history tactics and
risk taking in the Coho salmon. Ecology 71:678–690

Jödicke R (1997) Die Binsenjungfern und Winterlibellen Europas.
Westarp, Magdeburg

Johnson DM (1991) Behavioral ecology of larval dragonflies and
damselflies. Trends Ecol Evol 6:8–13

Johnson JH (1985) Diel feeding ecology of the nymphs of Aeshna
multicolor and Lestes unguiculatus. Freshwater Biol 15:749–
755

Koperski P (1997) Changes in feeding behaviour of the larvae of
the damselfly Enallagma cyathigerum in response to stimuli
from predators. Ecol Entomol 22:167–175



Rochette R, Himmelman JH (1996) Does vulnerability influence
trade-offs made by whelks between predation risk and feeding
opportunities? Anim Behav 51:783–794

SAS (1990) SAS/STAT user’s guide, version 6, 4th edn. Vol. 1.
SAS Institute, Cary, NC

Schneider DW (1997) Predation and food web structure along a
habitat duration gradient. Oecologia 110:567–575

Schneider DW, Frost TM (1996) Habitat duration and community
structure in temporary ponds. J North Am Benthol Soc 15:
64–86

Sih A (1980) Optimal behavior: can foragers balance two conflict-
ing demands? Science 210:1041–1042

Sih A (1987) Predators and prey lifestyles: an evolutionary and
ecological overview. In: Kerfoot WC, Sih A (eds) Predation:
direct and indirect impacts on aquatic communities. University
Press of New England, Hanover, pp 203–224

Sih A (1997) To hide or not to hide? Refuge use in a fluctuating
environment. Trends Ecol Evol 12:375–376

Stoks R (1998a) Effect of lamellae autotomy on survival and for-
aging success of the damselfly Lestes sponsa (Odonata: Lest-
idae). Oecologia 117:443–448

Stoks R (1998b) Indirect monitoring of agonistic encounters in
larvae of Lestes viridis (Odonata: Lestidae) using exuviae la-
mellae status. Aquat Insects 20:173–180

Stoks R (1999) The effect of autotomy and sexual size dimor-
phism on startle-response performance in larvae of a lestid
damselfly (Odonata). J Zool (Lond) 247:269–273

Stoks R, De Block M, Van Gossum H, Valck F, Lauwers K,
Verhagen R, Matthysen E, De Bruyn L (1999) Lethal and sub-
lethal costs of autotomy and predator presence in damselfly
larvae. Oecologia 120:87–91

Warkentin KM (1995) Adaptive plasticity in hatching age: a re-
sponse to predation risk trade-offs. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA
92:3507–3510

Wellborn GA, Robinson JV (1987) Microhabitat selection as an
antipredator strategy in the aquatic insect Pachydiplax long-
ipennis Burmeister (Odonata: Libellulidae). Oecologia
71:185–189

Wellborn GA, Skelly DW, Werner EE (1996) Mechanisms creat-
ing community structure across a freshwater habitat gradient.
Annu Rev Ecol Syst 27:337–364

Werner EE, Gilliam JF, Hall DJ, Mittelbach GG (1983) An experi-
mental test of the effects of predation risk on habitat use in
fish. Ecology 64:1540–1548

Wilson BS (1992) Tail injury increases the risk of mortality in
free-living lizards (Uta stansburiana). Oecologia 92:145–152

Wisenden BD, Chivers DP, Smith RJF (1997) Learned recognition
of predation risk by Enallagma damselfly larvae (Odonata,
Zygoptera) on the basis of chemical cues. J Chem Ecol 23:
137–151

Communicated by N.B. Metcalfe

75

Krishnaraj R, Pritchard G (1995) The influence of larval size, tem-
perature, and components of the functional response to prey
density on growth rates of the dragonflies Lestes disjunctus
and Coenagrion resolutum (Insecta: Odonata). Can J Zool 73:
1672–1680

Legrand J (1974) Étude comparative de l’autotomie chez les lar-
ves de zygoptères (Odon.). Ann Soc Entomol France 10:635–
646

Lima SL (1998) Stress and decision making under the risk of pre-
dation: recent developments from behavioral, reproductive,
and ecological perspectives. Adv Study Behav 27:215–290

Lima SL, Dill ML (1990) Behavioral decisions made under the
risk of predation: a review and prospectus. Can J Zool 68:
619–640

Ludwig D, Rowe L (1990) Life history strategies for energy gain
and predator avoidance under time constraints. Am Nat 135:
686–707

Lutz PE (1968) Life-history studies on Lestes eurinus Say (Odo-
nata). Ecology 49:576–579

Macan TT (1977) The influence of predation on the composition
of fresh-water animal communities. Biol Rev 52:45–70

Martin J, Lopez P (1999) An experimental test of antipredatory
refuge use in the wall lizard, Podarcis muralis. Oikos 84:
499–505

Martin J, Salvador A (1992) Tail loss consequences on habitat use
by the Iberian rock lizard, Lacerta monticola. Oikos 65:
328–333

Martin J, Salvador A (1993) Tail loss and foraging tactics of the
Iberian rock-lizard, Lacerta monticola. Oikos 66:318–324

McNeill N (1960) A study of the caudal gills of dragonfly larvae
of the sub-order Zygoptera. Proc R Irish Acad 61B:115–140

McPeek MA (1997) Measuring phenotypic selection on an adapta-
tion: lamellae of damselflies experiencing dragonfly predation.
Evolution 51:459–466

McPeek MA, Schrot AK, Brown JM (1996) Adaptation to preda-
tors in a new community: swimming performance and preda-
tor avoidance in damselflies. Ecology 77:617–629

Norrdahl K, Korpimäki E (1998) Does mobility or sex of voles af-
fect risk of predation by mammalian predators? Ecology 79:
226–232

Pickup J, Thompson DJ (1990) The effects of temperature and
prey density on the development rates and growth of damsel-
fly larvae (Odonata: Zygoptera). Ecol Entomol 15:187–200

Pierce CL (1988) Predator avoidance, microhabitat shift, and
risk–sensitive foraging in larval dragonflies. Oecologia 77:81–
90

Robinson JV, Hayworth DA, Harvey MB (1991a) The effect of
caudal lamellae loss on swimming speed of the damselfly Arg-
ia moesta. Am Midl Nat 125:240–244

Robinson JV, Shaffer LR, Hagemeier DD, Smatresk NJ (1991b)
The ecological role of caudal lamellae loss in the larval dam-
selfly Ischnura posita (Hagen) (Odonata: Zygoptera). Oecolo-
gia 87:1–7


