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Small tropical forest trees have a greater capacity to adjust
carbon metabolism to long-term drought than large canopy
trees
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Abstract

The response of small understory trees to long-term drought is vital in determining
the future composition, carbon stocks and dynamics of tropical forests. Long-term
drought is, however, also likely to expose understory trees to increased light availabil-
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ity driven by drought-induced mortality. Relatively little is known about the potential
for understory trees to adjust their physiology to both decreasing water and increas-
ing light availability. We analysed data on maximum photosynthetic capacity (Jmax.
Vemax), l€af respiration (Rieaf), leaf mass per area (LMA), leaf thickness and leaf nitro-
gen and phosphorus concentrations from 66 small trees across 12 common genera at
the world's longest running tropical rainfall exclusion experiment and compared
responses to those from 61 surviving canopy trees. Small trees increased Jinax, Vemax
Rieas and LMA (71, 29, 32, 15% respectively) in response to the drought treatment,
but leaf thickness and leaf nutrient concentrations did not change. Small trees were
significantly more responsive than large canopy trees to the drought treatment,

suggesting greater phenotypic plasticity and resilience to prolonged drought,
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1 | INTRODUCTION

Climate change can simultaneously affect multiple environmental vari-
ables across ecosystems globally (IPCC, 2019). However, little is
known about how trees respond to multiple environmental shifts,
especially in tropical forests (Bonal, Burban, Stahl, Wagner, &
Herault, 2016; Niinemets, 2010). Both episodic and sustained
droughts have been shown to cause mortality of large canopy trees in
Amazonia (Bennett, McDowell, Allen, & Anderson-Teixeira, 2015;
Meir et al., 2015; Nepstad, Tohver, Ray, Moutinho, & Cardinot, 2007;
Phillips et al., 2010; Rowland, da Costa, et al., 2015), resulting in can-
opy openings and changes in the understory environment (Chazdon &
Fetcher, 1984; Brown, 2009; Pfeifer et al., 2016; Rowland et al. under
review). Small understory trees must therefore respond to concurrent
reductions in soil moisture availability and increased light availability
to survive, compete and grow under drought conditions. The ability of
these small trees to adjust their physiology in response to multiple
environmental shifts could be critical for predicting the future of tropi-
cal forests.

If canopy trees are susceptible to mortality during drought under
future climates, it becomes important to understand the response of
understory trees to drought conditions within higher light environ-
ments, and concomitant changes in air temperature and VPD. How-
ever, most of our current knowledge of tropical tree drought
responses is focused on either large canopy trees or seedlings
(e.g., Feldpausch et al., 2016; Nepstad et al., 2007; O'Brien, Leuzinger,
Philipson, Tay, & Hector, 2014; O'Brien, Reynolds, Ong, &
Hector, 2017; L. Poorter & Hayashida-Oliver, 2000; Rowland, Lobo-
do-Vale, et al., 2015; Schuldt et al., 2011). Some studies have investi-
gated the impacts of short-term drought events on tropical under-
story trees (e.g., Newbery, Lingenfelder, Poltz, Ong, & Ridsdale, 2011;
Phillips et al., 2010), but, to our knowledge, no studies to date have
investigated the effects of prolonged drought in tropical forests on
understorey trees also exposed to elevated light conditions. This rep-
resents a gap in our knowledge as understory trees tend to have very
different resource requirements to adult trees and seedlings (Sterck,
Markesteijn, Toledo, Schieving, & Poorter, 2014). If we are to fully
predict the fate of tropical forests and improve climate predictions
from the latest generation of demography-based vegetation models, it
is critical to understand the physiological responses of understory
trees in drought-affected forests (Fisher et al., 2018; Moorcroft,
Hurtt, & Pacala, 2001; Moore, Zhu, Huntingford, & Cox, 2018; Smith,
Prentice, & Sykes, 2008).

tropical forest, understory

although differences among taxa were observed. Our results highlight that small trop-
ical trees have greater capacity to respond to ecosystem level changes and have the

potential to regenerate resilient forests following future droughts.

drought, leaf respiration, light, ontogeny, photosynthesis, through-fall exclusion experiment,

Differences in physiology, microenvironments and resource
requirements will likely lead to different drought responses in small
understory trees compared with large canopy trees (Kitajima &
Poorter, 2008). Small trees tend to be particularly sensitive to reduc-
tions in soil moisture availability (Kitajima, Cordero, & Wright, 2013;
Quevedo-Rojas, Garcia-Nunez, Jerez-Rico, Jaimez, & Schwarzkopf,
2018; Ruger, Wirth, Wright, & Condit, 2012), because of smaller total
carbon reserves (Hartmann et al., 2018) and shallower rooting depths
(Brum et al., 2018; Stahl et al., 2013). However, vulnerability to drought
may actually be lower in small trees, as carbon reserves per unit biomass
may be greater (Hartmann et al., 2018). An ability to maintain a positive
balance between carbon assimilation and use will ultimately be critical
for these small trees to survive and avoid carbon starvation under
drought conditions (McDowell et al., 2018; O'Brien et al., 2014). The
adjustment of functional traits related to carbon metabolism, including
maximum photosynthetic capacity (Jymax and Vemax) and leaf respiration
(Rieaf), is important for buffering long-term reductions in soil moisture
availability. Under drought stress, some trees have been shown to
reduce photosynthetic capacity because of drought-induced impairment
or for nutrient re-allocation for stress repair (Damour, Vandame, &
Urban, 2008; Damour, Vandame, & Urban, 2009), while others have
been shown to maintain photosynthetic capacity to optimize carbon
assimilation during wetter periods (Rowland, Lobo-do-Vale, et al., 2015).
In response to this, Rie5s can increase under drought conditions to sup-
port stress-related repair or support osmoregulation (Rowland, Lobo-
do-Vale, et al., 2015), however perhaps more typically Res has been
found to decrease during drought stress in response to reduced photo-
synthesis (Atkin & Macherel, 2009; Ayub, Smith, Tissue, & Atkin, 2011).
The extent of plasticity in these carbon metabolic traits could determine
the likelihood of small trees surviving long periods of reduced soil mois-
ture availability. However, these traits are not simply controlled by
drought stress, but are also highly sensitive to light availability (Atkin
et al., 2015; Hasper et al, 2017; H. Poorter, Niinemets, Poorter,
Wright, & Villar, 2009). Consequently, the light environment of a tree
should also be considered when understanding responses to drought.

Tropical forests display strong vertical gradients in light availabil-
ity with small understory trees generally adapted to shade conditions
relying on diffuse light and unpredictable, fleeting sunflecks for the
majority of their carbon assimilation (Chazdon & Pearcy, 1991; Lea-
key, Press, & Scholes, 2003). Under normal conditions, tropical trees
are able to acclimate their leaf physiology to the steep gradient in irra-
diance experienced through the vertical profile of the canopy, with

photosynthetic capacity and leaf mass per area (LMA) increasing with
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light availability (Cavaleri, Oberbauer, Clark, Clark, & Ryan, 2010;
Domingues et al., 2010; Meir et al., 2002; H. Poorter et al., 2009).
Trees modify their leaf physiology to optimize the balance between
carbon gain and carbon and water loss, in order to maximize growth,
reproduction and competitiveness. Both large and small understory
trees in tropical forests have been shown to be highly responsive and
plastic to changes in their light environment (Kitajima et al., 2013;
Quevedo-Rojas et al., 2018), suggesting light is likely to be the most
limiting factor for photosynthesis in intact tropical forests. However,
if another factor, such as water availability, also becomes limiting,
these trees may no longer be able to acclimate to high light levels,
potentially leading to negative impacts of increasing light on growth
and survival. Increases in light availability under drought conditions
may result in excessive photon flux density, elevated leaf tempera-
tures and elevated VPD, inducing photoinhibition (Kamaluddin &
Grace, 1992; Krause, Virgo, & Winter, 1995; Mulkey & Pearcy, 1992),
prolonged stomatal closure (Reynolds-Henne et al., 2010) and xylem
embolism. To avoid these negative consequences of concurrent high
light and drought stress, small understory trees may need to modify
their physiology in different ways compared to canopy trees.

Insights from the same eastern Amazon throughfall exclusion exper-
iment used in this study showed the responses of large trees to drought
were indeed influenced by the light environment (Rowland et al. under
review). Large trees that had also experienced increased canopy expo-
sure following mortality events, experienced reductions in photosyn-
thetic capacity under drought conditions, while those that did not
maintained photosynthetic capacity (Rowland et al. under review). How-
ever, large trees will have experienced relatively minor shifts in their light
environment when compared to small understory trees. These larger
trees may also be more exposed to hydraulic stress from the drought,
which may limit their ability to respond positively to elevated light
(Bittencourt et al., 2020), although they may already be acclimated to
higher VPD conditions at the top of the canopy so may not experience
hydraulic stress from sudden shifts in VPD that will occur in the under-
story. Studying how small understory trees adjust their leaf physiology to
concurrent shifts in water and light availability and how these responses
differ from large canopy trees may also give new insights into the poten-
tial for forest regeneration following drought events.

Here, we use data from a 15-year tropical forest drought experi-
ment located in eastern Amazonia, to test how long-term drought
affects carbon metabolism and leaf morphology in small understory
trees. By comparing data on maximum photosynthetic capacity (Jmax
and Vcmay), leaf dark respiration (Reaf), leaf mass per area and leaf
thickness from 66 small understory trees (1-10 cm DBH) against
those from 61 surviving canopy trees across 12 genera between a
throughfall exclusion (TFE) experiment and neighbouring control plot,

we test the following hypotheses:

1. Small understory trees respond to canopy openings following long-
term drought stress by increasing photosynthetic capacity (Jimax
and Vmay) in response to elevated light availability.

2. Small understory trees increase leaf dark respiration and LMA in

response to long-term drought stress.

3. Leaf physiological traits (Jymax, Vemaxs Riear and LMA) are more
responsive to reduced soil moisture availability and canopy open-
ings following prolonged soil moisture deficit in small understory

trees than large trees.

2 | METHODS

21 | Studysite

This study was carried out at the world's longest running TFE experi-
ment in Caxiuana National Forest Reserve, Para, Brazil (1°43'S,
51°27'W). The experiment is located in seasonally dry terra firme forest
with an annual precipitation of 2,000-2,500 mm. Here, a pronounced
dry season occurs between June and November, where average precip-
itation drops to <100 mm per month. The experiment consists of two
plots: the TFE plot (1 ha) where 50% of incoming canopy throughfall
has been excluded using clear plastic panels at 1-2 m height since
2002, and a neighbouring control plot (1 ha) located <50 m from the
TFE. The two plots were both trenched around the perimeter to a
depth of 1-2 m to minimize horizontal throughflow. Both plots have
been continuously maintained and monitored since 2001. For experi-
mental details, see (da Costa et al., 2010; Fisher et al., 2007; Meir
et al., 2018; Rowland, Lobo-do-Vale, et al., 2015). Reduced soil mois-
ture availability on the TFE plot compared with the control plot has
been shown previously with lower mean pre-dawn leaf water potentials
on the TFE plot (Figure S1 in Data S1) (Bittencourt et al., 2020).

22 | Sampling
From August to September 2017, we sampled 66 small trees
(1-10 cm diameter at breast height; 1.3 m DBH; 2.7-23.0 m height)
across the two plots: 30 from the TFE and 36 from the control. We
selected individuals from 12 of the most common genera within the
two plots (Duguetia, Eschweilera, Inga, Iryanthera, Licania, Manilkara,
Minquartia, Ocotea, Protium, Tetragastris, Swartzia, Vouacapoa) in
accordance with a corresponding study on large tree carbon metabo-
lism and storage (Table S1a in Data S1; Rowland et al. under review).
All species represent canopy or emergent trees when mature. In order
to minimize edge effects within the plots, we sampled trees located
within one quarter of each 1 ha plot (i.e.,, 0.25 ha), with all trees
located at least 20 m from the plot perimeter. For each genus, individ-
ual tree selection was designed to cover a range of sizes from 1 to
10 cm DBH. Two people independently assessed the relative canopy
position of each tree and assigned it as either shaded or in a canopy
gap according to whether the leaves experienced vertical shading or
not. All canopy position assessments were recorded at approximately
the same time each day, and the presence of leaves directly above the
target tree were used to minimize bias from different sun positions at
the time of measurement.

We selected an additional 61 large trees (>20 cm DBH: range
20.2-67.9 cm) from a parallel study across eight corresponding genera
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(Eschweilera, Inga, Licania, Manilkara, Minquartia, Protium, Swartzia,
Tetragastris) to compare responses of large trees against a subset of
48 small trees for the same eight genera (Table S1b in Data S1). For

more details about large tree sampling, see Rowland et al. (under review).

2.3 | Gas exchange measurements

During the peak dry season (August-September 2017), we collected a
branch of approximately 1 m length from the top of the crown of each
tree, using pole pruners. For the majority of the trees (>95%), the branches
were cut between 09:00 and 10:00 hours, but on some occasions bra-
nches were cut between 10:00 and 13:00. Once harvested, branches
were immediately placed in water and were cut twice underwater to
restore water supply to the leaves (Domingues et al., 2010). The branches
were subsequently left to stabilize in full sunlight for a minimum of 30 min.
Following stabilization, we selected non-senescing, fully formed leaves to
be measured using two cross-calibrated portable photosynthesis systems
(LI-6400XT and LI-6800, LI-COR, Nebraska, USA). For each tree, we mea-
sured one leaf for estimates of photosynthetic capacity and one neigh-
bouring leaf for dark-adapted leaf respiration (Rjeq)-

We performed photosynthetic CO, response curves (A-C;) to esti-
mate maximum photosynthetic capacity. We placed a leaf within the
leaf chamber of a portable photosynthesis system and measured net
photosynthetic assimilation (A) and leaf internal carbon dioxide (CO,)
concentration (Cj). We generated A-C; curves by manipulating CO,
concentrations within the leaf chamber (400, 200, 75, 400,
800, 1,200, 2000 ppm), while providing a photosynthetic active radia-
tion (PAR) of 1,500 pmol m2sta temperature of 28°C and a rela-
tive humidity of 60-70%. Light response curves carried out on a
subset of the samples (n = 8) ensured 1,500 pmol m~2 s~ PAR repre-
sented saturating light conditions for the leaves (data not shown). In
order to maintain data quality, A-C; curves were aborted if stomatal
conductance (g,) dropped below 0.03 mol m™2 s~ (following Row-
land, Lobo-do-Vale, et al., 2015). No difference between measure-
ments of photosynthetic capacity or R, on cut versus uncut
branches have been found in previous studies at this site (Rowland,
Lobo-do-Vale, et al., 2015), suggesting our measurements reflect true
values of in situ leaves and differences between the two plot treat-
ments. We waited for steady-state conditions within the leaf chamber
to be reached before any gas exchange measurements were recorded.
Using these data, we estimated the maximum rate of electron trans-
port (Jmax) and the maximum rate of carboxylation (Vmax) standardized
to 25°C following the equations from the C3 photosynthesis model of
Farquhar, von Caemmerer, and Berry (1980) as in Sharkey, Bernacchi,
Farquhar, and Singsaas (2007) using the optim function from the stats
package in R statistical software (R Core Team, 2013). Ten trees were
removed from our sample where A-C; curves could not be fitted.

Dark-adapted leaf respiration (Ricas) was measured on a leaf adja-
cent to that used to measure maximum photosynthetic capacity.
Leaves were wrapped in aluminium foil for a minimum of 30 min
before the portable photosynthesis system was used to measure Rt

We maintained stable leaf chamber conditions of 400 ppm CO,

concentration, O pmol m™2 s PAR and 28°C for all respiration mea-
surements. Following stabilization within the leaf chamber, three mea-
surements of respiration were recorded at 5s intervals, then
standardised to 25°C using a Q10 value of 2.2 following Rowland,
Lobo-do-Vale, et al. (2015) and a mean value was calculated.

24 | Leaf morphological traits

After completing leaf gas exchange measurements, we removed each of
the leaves used to measure A-C; curves and Rie;¢ from the branch and
placed them in a sealed airtight plastic zip-lock bag. Moist cotton wool
was placed in the bag to maintain high levels of humidity and prevent
any water loss from the leaf. We scanned leaves using a flatbed scanner
(CanoScan LiDE 120, Canon Inc., Tokyo, Japan) and calculated the area
of each leaf using ImageJ software (Schneider, Rasband, & Eliceiri, 2012).
Leaves were then placed in an oven to dry for 24 hr at 70°C, to constant
mass. We measured dry leaf mass using a precision balance and calcu-
lated leaf mass per area (LMA, g m~2) by dividing dry leaf mass by leaf
area. We used LMA from the leaves used to measure A-C; curves and
Riear to estimate maximum photosynthetic capacity and R, respec-
tively, on a mass basis. We measured leaf thickness at three different
points on fully hydrated leaves using digital callipers avoiding any major
veins and calculated the mean. We averaged the LMA and thickness for
the A-C; and R\.»¢ leaves to generate an estimate for the overall branch.

2.5 | Leaf nutrient analyses

We collected an additional sample, depending on leaf size, of 3-20
leaves adjacent to the leaves used for the gas exchange measurements
to quantify leaf nitrogen and phosphorus concentrations ([N]ieaf, [Plieas)-
Following collection, leaves were dried in an oven for 24 hr at 70°C to
constant mass before being combined with the leaves used for gas
exchange measurements. Major veins were then removed and the
remaining foliar matter was ground to a fine powder using a ball mill.
Nitrogen concentrations were measured using the semi-micro Kjeldahl
method (Malavolta, 1997), while phosphorus concentrations were mea-
sured using a Femto 600+ Spectrophotometer using the ammonium
metavandate method (Malavolta, 1997). All analyses were tested
against laboratory standards. We divided the gas exchange parameters
on a mass basis by leaf nutrient concentrations to estimate leaf photo-

synthetic and respiratory nutrient use efficiency.

2.6 | Data analysis

2.6.1 | Smalltree physiological responses

We used linear mixed effects models, using the package Ime4 (Bates,
Michler, Bolker, & Walker, 2014), to test for treatment (TFE
vs. control) and taxonomic effects on leaf gas exchange, morphologi-

cal, nutrient content and nutrient-use efficiency traits in small trees
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(n = 66). Taxonomy was included as a random intercept effect in our
models, while the TFE treatment was incorporated as a fixed effect.
We tested for a genus and a species nested within genus taxonomic
effect by comparing the full linear mixed effects model to a general-
ized least squares model, following Zuur, leno, Walker, Saveliev, and
Smith (2009) using the nime package (Pinheiro et al., 2012). When
genus was not significant, linear models were used to test the signifi-
cance of the fixed effects. For each trait response variable, the treat-
ment effect was tested by comparing the Akaike Information
Criterion corrected for sample size (AlCc) between models using
restricted maximum likelihood in the package MuMiIn (Bartén, 2018).

Since traits may be coordinated, we additionally used
standardised major axis regression (SMA) to test the effect of the TFE
trait trade-offs. We tested for differences in the slopes and intercepts
of the bivariate trait-trait relationships between small trees on the
different treatments using a Wald test in the package smatr (Warton,
Duursma, Falster, & Taskinen, 2012). We investigated relationships
between the gas exchange measurements and leaf morphological vari-
ables and the relationship between J,,.x and Vemax.

2.6.2 | Small and large tree comparisons

We tested for differences in individual tree-level responses to the TFE
treatment for large canopy (n = 61) and small understory trees (n = 48),
for the same set of species and genera in which data were available
(Table S1b in Data S1). We used linear mixed effect models to test the
effect of the TFE treatment, tree size (large vs small), canopy shading
(canopy gap vs fully shaded) and the interactions between treatment
and tree size, and between treatment and canopy shading on leaf gas
exchange and morphological traits. We also tested for taxonomic
effects by including genus and species nested within genus as random
effect variables and comparing to a generalized least squares model,
following the same protocol used for small tree analyses (Barton, 2018).
Within this paper, all data represent the mean and associated errors
denote SEs of the mean. All data analyses were undertaken on individ-
ual tree-level data in R (R 3.5.1, R Core Team, 2018).

3 | RESULTS
3.1 | Physiological responses to long-term drought
in small understory trees

We found a significant positive effect of the TFE, relative to the con-
trol plot, on both mean Jmay (71.1%; A14.18 + 2.65 pmol m™2 s7%,
p < .001; Figure 1a) and Vmax (29.2%; A3.99 + 1.40 p mol m™2 s7%,
p <.01; Figure 1b) standardised to 25°C. J,.x ranged from 7.11
to 41.00 p mol m~2 s71 in the control trees compared with 15.94 to
68.93 1 mol m~2 s in the TFE trees, while V max ranged from 7.84 to
26.12 p mol m~2 571 in the control and 11.52 to 39.19 p mol m2 st
in the TFE. We found a 32.2% increase in 25°C standardised leaf dark
respiration (Rieas) on the TFE plot compared to the control plot

(A0.12 + 0.06 p mol m~2 s~%, p = .045; Figure 1c), with values ranging
from 0.11-0.95 p mol m™2 s~! on the control and 0.06-1.49 i mol
m~2 s~! on the TFE. LMA was 10.68 + 4.04 g m~2 (15.1%) higher for
small trees found on the TFE plot (p < .01; Figure 1d), but mean leaf
thickness did not significantly differ between the two treatments
(Table 1). We found no significant differences in mean leaf nitrogen
and phosphorus concentrations ([N]iear and [Plieas) ON @ mass-basis
between the control and TFE treatments (Figure 1e,f, Table 1). We
found a significant effect of genus on the intercept for all of the traits
except Jnax and Riear, but no significant species-nested-within-genus
effect for any traits (Table S2 in Data S1).
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FIGURE 1 Boxplots showing how maximum photosynthetic

capacity (Jmax: [a]; Vemax: [b]), leaf dark respiration (Rieaf: [c]), leaf mass
per area (LMA: [d]), leaf nitrogen ([N]icar; €) and leaf phosphorus
([Plieas; ) differed between the control and TFE plot for small
understory trees (1-10 cm DBH). Asterisks represent significant
differences from linear mixed effect model tests at different p-values
(ns: non-significant; *p < .05; **p < .01; ***p < .001). See Table S2 in
Data S1 for full model details. Boxes represent the interquartile range
with a horizontal line for the median and the whiskers represent
1.5%interquartile range or the maximum and minimum point. Dots
represent points outside the extent of the whiskers
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Using standardised major axis (SMA) regression to compare differ-
ences in the relationships between Jay, Vemaxe Riears and LMA across the
two experimental plots, we found no significant trait-trait relationships,
except for Jax-Vemax (Table S3 in Data S1). An increase in the logio-
transformed electron transport rates relative to carboxylation on the TFE
treatment compared with the control was observed (TFE = 1.72 + 0.07,
Control = 1.36 + 0.08, Wald = 8.503, df = 1, p = 0.004; Figure 2), but no
difference in the slope of the relationship (p = 0.757).

We found no relationship between J,.x, Vemax OF Riear With [N]jeat
or [Pliear ON either plot (Table S3 in Data S1). However, the TFE trees
significantly increased J,ax 0n a mass basis per unit Njear and unit Pjeas
relative to the control (Figure 3). Jax increased per unit nitrogen and
unit phosphorus in the TFE trees by 0.006 + 0.002 pmol g7* 571 and
0.227 + 0.068 pmol g7t 57 respectively Umax/Nieatt P = 0.018; Jmax/
Piear: p < .01; Figure 3). Overall, neither V na.x Nor Rieas increased per
unit Njear OF Pieat in the TFE trees relative to the control (Figure 3).

3.2 | Comparison of responses to long-term
drought between large canopy and small understory
trees

We compared the responses of leaf traits in large (>20 cm DBH) and
small (1-10 cm DBH) trees to the TFE treatment and to canopy

10g10 ( Jmex [ umol m?s7" 1)
1.4 16 1.8

1.2

1.0

T T T T T T T T
0.9 1.0 1.1 1.2 1.3 1.4 1.5 1.6

10910 ( Vomax [ pmol m?s7™' 1)

FIGURE 2 Standardised Major Axis (SMA) regression between Jyax
and V max 0N a logyo scale for small understory trees (1-10 cm DBH) on
the control plot (black) and the TFE plot (grey). The dashed line
represents a 1:1 ratio. A significant difference in the elevation (p < .01)
and a shift in the data (p < .001) between the treatments were found,
but no significant difference between the slopes was found (p = .757)

shading using linear mixed models. We found a significant effect of
tree size and the TFE treatment on Jinayx, Vemax Riear, and LMA, except
for a non-significant effect of the TFE treatment on V yax and Rieas
(Figure 4; Table 1). Jyax Vemaxs and Rieas Were, respectively, 33.8%
(A18.82 + 3.01 ymol m™2 s7%), 253% (A7.59 +2.18 pmol m™2 7Y
and 36.5% (A0.23 £ 0.05 pmol m™2 s7) lower in small trees after
accounting for canopy shading in the models. Canopy shading had a
significantly negative effect on Jax and Vemax but not Riear or LMA,
with maximum photosynthetic capacity higher for trees positioned in
the canopy or a canopy gap compared to trees shaded by the canopy
(Table 1). In addition, a significant interaction between the TFE treat-
ment and tree size for J,.x and Vimax was found, showing the
response of maximum photosynthetic capacity to the TFE treatment
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FIGURE 3 Boxplots showing how Jay (a,b), Vemax (€,d) and Riexf (e,f)
nutrient use efficiency (NUE) changed between the control and TFE
treatment for nitrogen (a,c,e) and phosphorus (b,d,f). NUE was calculated
by dividing gas exchange parameters on a mass basis by leaf nutrient
concentrations. Asterisks represent significant differences from linear
mixed effects models between the two treatments (ns: non-significant;
*p < .05; **p < .01; **p < .001). Boxes represent the interquartile range
with a horizontal line for the median and the whiskers represent
1.5%interquartile range or the maximum and minimum point. Dots
represent points outside the extent of 1.5*interquartile range
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FIGURE 4 Boxplots showing how Ji.x (), Vemax (b), Rieat (€) and
leaf mass per area (LMA,; d) change between the control (blue) and TFE
(red) treatments for large (>20 cm DBH; red and dark blue) and small
(1-10 cm DBH; pink and light blue) trees. Identical letters represent
categories where there is no significant difference (p > .05) from
pairwise Wilcoxon rank-sum tests. Boxes represent the interquartile
range with a horizontal line for the median and the whiskers represent
1.5%interquartile range or the maximum and minimum point. Dots

represent points outside the extent of 1.5%interquartile range

to be dependent on tree size after accounting for canopy shading.
The TFE effect on small tree J,.x and V¢ max Was reduced compared to
large trees by 100.3% (A18.88 +4.56 pmol m™2 s7Y) and 88.1%
(A6.69 + 2.58 pmol m™2 s71), respectively. We found no significant
effect of canopy shading, TFE treatment or tree size on leaf thickness.
A significant genus effect was present for all leaf traits except Rieaf,
showing these leaf traits are not solely determined by the environ-
ment, but also vary with taxonomy. For example, Inga and Swartzia
had the highest Jax and Vemax respectively, while Protium had the
lowest Jnax and Vemax Of the genera studied, according to the inter-
cepts in our mixed effect models. See Table 1 and Table S4 in Data S1
for effect sizes, SEs, significance and R? values.

When the above results were repeated separately for the five
most common genera in our dataset, we discovered the effect of tree
size and the TFE treatment varied for different genera (Figure 5). We
show Eschweilera and Swartzia to have a positive response to the TFE
treatment in small trees for Jmax, With Swartzia having the largest (pos-
itive) response for Vmax (Figure 5). In contrast our data show Inga and
Protium to exhibit little response to the TFE treatment in small trees
for all traits. Different genera also exhibit different degrees of varia-
tion in their leaf morphology, showing that the responses to the TFE
treatment vary by taxa (Figure 5). Despite relatively small sample
sizes, our data indicate similar or greater intraspecific than interspe-
cific variation in leaf traits of small trees, especially photosynthetic
capacity on the TFE, with the SD in trait values within species exceed-
ing the SD in species-level means on the TFE in 8/9, 6/9, 4/10, and
2/10 species for Jax, Vemax Riear and LMA respectively (Table S5 in
Data S1).

4 | DISCUSSION

We demonstrate that small understory trees (1-10 cm DBH) are
more responsive than large canopy trees (>20 cm DBH) to prolonged
drought conditions. Canopy openings driven by drought-induced
mortality of large trees (Rowland, da Costa, et al.,, 2015) have
allowed small understory trees to increase photosynthetic capacity
(Jmax & Vemax), leaf respiration (Reaf) and LMA in spite of reduced soil
moisture availability and no changes in leaf nutrient concentrations
(Figure 1 & Figures S1 and S2 in Data S1). These small understory
trees show greater capacity to adjust their leaf physiology than large
canopy trees following 15 years of through-fall exclusion (TFE;
Figure 4), suggesting responses to drought are dependent on tree
size. Measured values of Jyax, Vemaxs Riear and LMA in this study
remained lower in small trees compared to large trees for both treat-
ments, but values for small understory trees under the TFE treat-
ment approach those of large trees for Jnax and Vi nax after
accounting for canopy position (canopy gap vs shaded understory) in
our statistical models (Table 1). This indicates small trees are suffi-
ciently plastic to increase photosynthetic capacity with higher light
availability, even under drought conditions.

Maximum photosynthetic capacity was highly responsive to
the TFE treatment in small understory trees with a 71% increase in
the maximum rate of electron transfer (Jmax) and a 29% increase in the
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maximum rate of carboxylation (Vcmayx; Figure 1). The increase in light
availability in the droughted forest and the release from extreme light
limitation is likely to be driving these physiological adjustments as
light represents an important control on both traits (Hasper

et al.,, 2017). Typically, very little light penetrates the canopy to the

understory in tropical forests because of the high leaf area index char-
acteristic of tropical rainforests (Asner, Scurlock, & Hicke, 2003). With
the opening of the canopy, increased light availability may mean
understory trees are no longer dependent on sunflecks for the major-

ity of their photosynthesis (Chazdon & Pearcy, 1991; Leakey
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et al.,, 2003). As a consequence, the magnitude of the change in the
light environment may be sufficiently great that light acts as a strong
selection pressure on photosynthetic capacity in these small trees,
even when exposed to long-term drought conditions.

The greater plasticity of J,.x compared to V.max and resultant
increase in the Jmax / Vemax Fatio on the TFE plot (Figure 2) is highly
indicative of a response to light, as the electron transfer reactions
are directly involved in capturing light energy (Farquhar
et al., 1980; Sharkey et al., 2007). A similar shift in the ratio in tropi-
cal montane cloud forests compared to lowland tropical forests has
been attributed to lower total daily light availability caused by cloud
cover, but with periods of intermittent intense light (van de Weg,
Meir, Grace, & Ramos, 2012). Following the mortality of canopy
trees, the understory may experience similar sporadic periods of
intense light, as a consequence of increased sunfleck occurrence
and duration. A larger upregulation of J,,,x compared to V.., may
allow these trees to maximize light capture during these prolonged
sunflecks, with carboxylation reactions occurring subsequently
(Pearcy, 1990). The division of the light dependent and light inde-
pendent reactions may allow small understory trees to increase
overall carbon assimilation while avoiding the additional mainte-
nance costs of elevated V max.

We show small trees can increase Jyay, but not Vemax Without
additional leaf nitrogen or phosphorus (Figure 1), most likely by
increasing nutrient use efficiency (Figure 3). This may occur via a
potential re-allocation of nitrogen and phosphorus to optimize photo-
synthetic capacity (Hasper et al., 2017; Mo et al., 2019). The carboxyl-
ation reactions have greater nutrient demand for enzymes, such as
RuBisCO, compared to those in the electron transport chain
(Evans, 1989; Raven, 2013; Xu et al., 2012). This may allow Jnax to be
more plastic and responsive to changes in light availability than Vmay,
without increasing leaf nutrient concentrations. Overall, the reduction
in light limitation of photosynthesis in understory trees we observe
here could facilitate increased wet-season growth rates as observed
previously at this experiment in larger understory trees (Metcalfe
et al., 2010; Rowland, da Costa, et al., 2015). Consequently, the ability
of small understory trees to respond to light while under soil moisture
deficit may allow them to regenerate and recover biomass faster than
currently predicted by dynamic models (Fisher
et al., 2007).

The ability of small understory trees to respond to increased light

vegetation

availability in the face of drought, increased leaf temperatures and ele-
vated VPD may have various explanations. Firstly, it is possible that
despite the reduced soil moisture concentrations (Figure S1 in Data
S1), our small trees are less stressed than the adult trees by the
drought treatment. This could be a consequence of reduced competi-
tion for water following the mortality of large trees (Rowland, da
Costa, et al., 2015), or a result of physiological adjustments to their
hydraulic architecture or stomatal conductance. Small trees may be
able to avoid drought stress by having stronger stomatal regulation or
greater resistance to xylem embolism (Anderegg et al., 2018;
Bittencourt et al., 2020). Reduced physiological and architectural con-

straints also allow small trees to explore more trait combinations than

canopy trees that may allow them to be more effective at resisting
drought (Damian, Fornoni, Dominguez, Boege, & Baltzer, 2017; Reed,
Schindler, & Waples, 2011). Alternatively, small trees may be able to
avoid drought stress by reducing non-maintenance related metabolic
activity, such as growth, in the dry season when drought conditions
are most pronounced, and maximizing growth during the wet season
when the soil moisture deficit is reduced. This hypothesis is consistent
with previous observations of high wet season and lower dry season
diameter growth rates in the trees of smaller size classes on the TFE
relative to the control (Metcalfe et al., 2010; Rowland, da Costa,
et al., 2015). Whichever mechanism small trees use, our results sug-
gest that these trees are likely to be able to minimize the impact of
the drought, relative to larger trees, in order to facilitate the
upregulation of photosynthetic capacity and a release from extreme
light limitation.

In addition to upregulation of maximum photosynthetic capacity,
we found Re,s to increase in small trees following long-term drought
by 32% (Figure 1). These elevated respiratory rates likely reflect the
additional maintenance costs of higher photosynthetic capacity under
elevated light conditions (Atkin et al., 2015). However, we do not find
a direct relationship between Rieas and Vemayx Or Jmax in these trees
(Table S3 in Data S1), suggesting elevated R, is not simply a conse-
guence of increased photosynthetic capacity. Instead, elevated Ricaf
may reflect a response to increased stress under reduced water avail-
ability, potentially representing a means of drought resistance through
increasing carbon metabolism for maintenance respiration (Rowland
et al., 2018). Under water limitation, particularly when combined with
increased irradiance, leaves can accumulate harmful reactive oxygen
species (ROS) that cause cell damage (Wang & Vanlerberghe, 2013).
An upregulation of respiration can provide a mechanism for leaves to
purge these harmful ROS and avoid damage to the photosynthetic
metabolic machinery (Atkin & Macherel, 2009). These negative effects
of ROS are likely to be strongest during the dry season when water
availability is particularly low. Here, small understory trees may have
increased their Ries in the dry season to avoid drought stress and
facilitate responses to increased light availability. It must also be
acknowledged that our results may be influenced by changes in can-
opy temperature profiles between the plots, with a smaller expected
vertical gradient in temperature in the more open canopy of the TFE
plot, but measuring this was beyond the scope of this study. We do
find large intra-generic variations in R and low explanatory power
of the TFE treatment in our statistical models (Table S2 in Data S1),
suggesting this trait is not simply influenced by long-term drought,
but also by a range of other unaccounted for factors that are likely
species-specific.

An increase in light availability in the understory of the droughted
forest is also likely to be the main explanation for the 15% increase in
LMA in small trees on the TFE we observe here. LMA is most strongly
controlled by light (H. Poorter et al., 2009), as leaves invest more in
proteins that catalyse photosynthesis and produce more carbohy-
light conditions (Niinemets, Kull, &
Tenhunen, 1998; H. Poorter et al., 2009). Higher concentrations of
these high molecular weight metabolites will increase the density of

drates under elevated
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cells and hence LMA. However, it should be noted that elevated LMA
may also occur in response to reduced water availability, as a water
conservation strategy (H. Poorter et al., 2009; Wright et al., 2004).
Unlike photosynthetic capacity and R, LMA has been shown to
increase in large trees at the same experiment via increased invest-
ment in spongy mesophyll for water storage (Rowland, Lobo-do-Vale,
et al., 2015; Binks et al., 2016; Rowland et al. under review), indicating
increased LMA in small trees may also be directly associated to lower
water availability in the TFE.

We show small trees were more responsive to prolonged drought
conditions than large canopy trees, suggesting small trees experience
different selection pressures or possess a greater ability to respond to
ecosystem level changes in the physical environment. Maximum pho-
tosynthetic capacity of small trees increased in response to the TFE
treatment - the exact opposite to the response of large trees to the
TFE once differences in canopy position have been accounted for in
our models (Table 1). In fact, only canopy shading prevents small trees
from matching the capacity of large trees. Under prolonged drought,
small trees experience changes to both their light and water availabil-
ity, whereas larger canopy trees will predominantly only experience
substantial shifts in water availability. The different responses to pro-
longed drought suggest small trees are responding most strongly to
changes in their light environment, while large trees are responding to
reductions in soil moisture availability. These shifts may reflect
changes in the most limiting resource from the understory to the top
canopy, with understory trees strongly light limited and canopy trees
strongly water or nutrient limited (Chazdon & Fetcher, 1984; Sterck &
Schieving, 2011).

Despite a general trend of physiological adjustments to pro-
longed drought conditions in small understory trees, our results
clearly demonstrate that different genera have different abilities to
respond to changes in their physical environment. Small Eschweilera
and Swartzia trees displayed the greatest directional change in their
traits in response to the TFE, as represented by the increase in car-
bon metabolism trait values (Jyax & Vemax; Figure 5). In contrast small
Inga and Protium trees showed very low directional trait variability in
response to the TFE. The capacity of a tree to change its traits and
potentially acclimate to new environmental conditions is likely to
provide a competitive advantage under unstable environmental con-
ditions (Lusk, Wright, & Reich, 2003; Pattison, Goldstein, &
Ares, 1998), allowing some species to outcompete others. The large
positive responses of small Eschweilera trees to drought observed
here may allow it to maintain its hyperdominance in the Amazon (ter
Steege et al. 2013), while species that show limited responses, for
example, Protium, may become less dominant in future communities.
However, it should be noted that we show large intrageneric varia-
tion in the responses of trees of all sizes (Figure 5), suggesting taxon-
omy may not be the only critical factor determining responses to
drought-induced changes to the physical environment. Moreover,
we focus here on leaf-level physiology and do not measure architec-
tural (e.g., rooting depth) or stomatal responses that may facilitate
adaptive responses in genera with low leaf-level plasticity. Further

studies investigating recruitment following long-term drought are

required to fully understand how taxonomic dominance may change
in the future.

5 | CONCLUSION

In this study, we highlight the important role of forest structural changes
and light in determining physiological responses to long-term drought.
Small trees (<10 cm DBH) relative to large trees (>20 cm DBH) display
sufficient phenotypic plasticity in leaf morphology and carbon metabo-
lism traits to allow them to respond to increases in light availability
despite long-term drought. The ability of small trees to increase their
photosynthetic capacity may facilitate increased growth and conse-
quently partial recovery of forest aboveground biomass following earlier
drought-induced mortality of large trees (Rowland, da Costa,
et al., 2015). This capacity of small trees to show positive responses to
ecosystem-level changes in water and light availability could ultimately
allow a more resilient forest to establish and potentially moderate the
negative impacts of climate change on the forest ecosystem.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work is a product of a UK NERC studentship NE/L002434/1 to
DB and independent fellowship grant NE/N014022/1 to LR. It was
also supported by a UK NERC grant NE/J011002/1 to PM and MM
and EU FP7-Amazalert grant to PM, CNPQ grant 457914/2013-0/
MCTI/CNPq/FNDCT/LBA/ESECAFLOR to ACLD, and an ARC grant
DP170104091 to PM and FAPESP/Microsoft research (grant
11/52072-0) awarded to RSO. We also thank the UNICAMP post-
graduate program in Ecology and Plant Biology and the Brazilian
Higher Education Co-ordination Agency (CAPES) for scholarships to
PBC, PRLB and ALG. PRLB also acknowledges support from a Royal
Society Newton International Fellowship (grant NF170370). LM
acknowledges support from the UK grants NE/LE007223/1 and
NE/R001928/1.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST
The authors have no conflict of interest to declare.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

D.B., LR, MM, RO. and P.M. designed the data collection,
A.CLD. and P.M. designed the drought experiment, D.B.,, LR,
AC.LD., PRLB, IC, P.B.C, T.F.D, RCM, LV.F, and O.AAR. all
contributed to data collection and all authors contributed to writing

the manuscript.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT
Data will be deposited in DRYAD on acceptance of the manuscript
and prior to publication.

ORCID

David C. Bartholomew ‘2 https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8123-1817
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1168-3914
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1445-2900

Lindsay F. Banin
Patricia de Britto Costa


https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8123-1817
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8123-1817
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1168-3914
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1168-3914
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1445-2900
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1445-2900

SMALL TREE CARBON METABOLISM DROUGHT RESPONSES

5 WILEY_L 2"

REFERENCES

Anderegg, W. R. L., Wolf, A., Arango-Velez, A., Choat, B., Chmura, D. J,,
Jansen, S., ... Pacala, S. (2018). Woody plants optimise stomatal behav-
iour relative to hydraulic risk. Ecology Letters, 21(7), 968-977.

Asner, G. P., Scurlock, J. M. O., & Hicke, J. A. (2003). Global synthesis of
leaf area index observations: Implications for ecological and remote
sensing studies. Global Ecology and Biogeography, 12(3), 191-205.

Atkin, O. K., Bloomfield, K. J., Reich, P. B., Tjoelker, M. G., Asner, G. P.,
Bonal, D., ... Zaragoza-Castells, J. (2015). Global variability in leaf respi-
ration in relation to climate, plant functional types and leaf traits. New
Phytologist, 206(2), 614-636.

Atkin, O. K., & Macherel, D. (2009). The crucial role of plant mitochon-
dria in orchestrating drought tolerance. Annals of Botany, 103(4),
581-597.

Ayub, G., Smith, R. A, Tissue, D. T., & Atkin, O. K. (2011). Impacts of
drought on leaf respiration in darkness and light in Eucalyptus saligna
exposed to industrial-age atmospheric CO, and growth temperature.
New Phytologist, 190(4), 1003-1018.

Bartén, K. (2018). MuMin: Multi-model inference. R package version 1.42.1.
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=MuMIn

Bates, D., Méachler, M., Bolker, B., & Walker, S. (2014). Fitting linear mixed-
effects models using Ime4. arXiv preprint arXiv:1406.5823.

Bennett, A. C., McDowell, N. G,, Allen, C. D., & Anderson-Teixeira, K. J.
(2015). Larger trees suffer most during drought in forests worldwide.
Nature Plants, 1, 15139.

Binks, O., Meir, P., Rowland, L., da Costa, A. C., Vasconcelos, S. S., de
Oliveira, A. A., ... Mencuccini, M. (2016). Limited acclimation in leaf
anatomy to experimental drought in tropical rainforest trees. Tree
Physiology, 36(12), 1550-1561.

Bittencourt, P. R. L., Oliveira, R. S., da Costa, A. C. L, Giles, A. L.,
Coughlin, I., Costa, P. B., ... Rowland, L. (2020). Amazonia trees have
limited capacity to acclimate plant hydraulic properties in response to
long-term drought. Global Change Biology, 26, 3569-3584. https://doi.
org/10.1111/gcb.15040.

Bonal, D., Burban, B., Stahl, C., Wagner, F., & Herault, B. (2016). The
response of tropical rainforests to drought-lessons from recent
research and future prospects. Annals of Forest Science, 73(1), 27-44.

Brown, N. (2009). The implications of climate and gap microclimate for
seedling growth conditions in a Bornean lowland rain forest. Journal of
Tropical Ecology, 9(2), 153-168.

Brum, M., Vadeboncoeur, M. A, Ivanov, V., Asbjornsen, H., Saleska, S.,
Alves, L. F., ... Oliveira, R. S. (2018). Hydrological niche segregation
defines forest structure and drought tolerance strategies in a seasonal
Amazon forest. Journal of Ecology, 107(1), 318-333.

Cavaleri, M. A, Oberbauer, S. F., Clark, D. B., Clark, D. A., & Ryan, M. G.
(2010). Height is more important than light in determining leaf mor-
phology in a tropical forest. Ecology, 91(6), 1730-1739.

Chazdon, R. L., & Fetcher, N. (1984). Photosynthetic light environments in
a lowland tropical rain forest in Costa Rica. Journal of Ecology, 72(2),
553-564.

Chazdon, R. L., & Pearcy, R. W. (1991). The importance of sunflecks for
forest understory plants. BioScience, 41(11), 760-766.

da Costa, A. C., Galbraith, D., Almeida, S., Portela, B. T., da Costa, M., Silva
Junior, J. d. A, ... Meir, P. (2010). Effect of 7 yr of experimental
drought on vegetation dynamics and biomass storage of an eastern
Amazonian rainforest. New Phytologist, 187(3), 579-591.

Damian, X., Fornoni, J., Dominguez, C. A, Boege, K., & Baltzer, J. (2017).
Ontogenetic changes in the phenotypic integration and modularity of
leaf functional traits. Functional Ecology, 32(2), 234-246.

Damour, G., Vandame, M., & Urban, L. (2008). Long-term drought modifies
the fundamental relationships between light exposure, leaf nitrogen
content and photosynthetic capacity in leaves of the lychee tree (Litchi
chinensis). Journal of Plant Physiology, 165(13), 1370-1378.

Damour, G., Vandame, M., & Urban, L. (2009). Long-term drought results
in a reversible decline in photosynthetic capacity in mango leaves, not

just a decrease in stomatal conductance. Tree Physiology, 29(5),
675-684.

Domingues, T. F., Meir, P., Feldpausch, T. R., Saiz, G., Veenendaal, E. M.,
Schrodt, F., ... Lloyd, J. (2010). Co-limitation of photosynthetic capacity
by nitrogen and phosphorus in West Africa woodlands. Plant, Cell &
Environment, 33(6), 959-980.

Evans, J. R. (1989). Photosynthesis and nitrogen relationships in leaves of
C;z plants. Oecologia, 78(1), 9-19.

Farquhar, G. D., von Caemmerer, S., & Berry, J. A. (1980). A biochemical
model of photosynthetic CO, assimilation in leaves of Cs species.
Planta, 149(1), 78-90.

Feldpausch, T. R., Phillips, O. L., Brienen, R. J. W,, Gloor, E., Lloyd, J.,
Lopez-Gonzalez, G, ... Vos, V. A. (2016). Amazon forest response to
repeated droughts. Global Biogeochemical Cycles, 30(7), 964-982.

Fisher, R. A.,, Koven, C. D., Anderegg, W. R. L., Christoffersen, B. O.,
Dietze, M. C., Farrior, C. E., ... Moorcroft, P. R. (2018). Vegetation
demographics in earth system models: A review of progress and priori-
ties. Global Change Biology, 24(1), 35-54.

Fisher, R. A., Williams, M., da Costa, A. L., Malhi, Y., da Costa, R. F,,
Almeida, S., & Meir, P. (2007). The response of an eastern Amazonian
rain forest to drought stress: Results and modelling analyses from a
throughfall exclusion experiment. Global Change Biology, 13(11),
2361-2378.

Hartmann, H., Adams, H. D. Hammond, W. M. Hoch, G,
Landh3usser, S. M., Wiley, E., & Zaehle, S. (2018). Identifying differ-
ences in carbohydrate dynamics of seedlings and mature trees to
improve carbon allocation in models for trees and forests. Environmen-
tal and Experimental Botany, 152, 7-18.

Hasper, T. B., Dusenge, M. E., Breuer, F., Uwizeye, F. K., Wallin, G., &
Uddling, J. (2017). Stomatal CO, responsiveness and photosynthetic
capacity of tropical woody species in relation to taxonomy and func-
tional traits. Oecologia, 184(1), 43-57.

IPCC. (2019). Summary for policymakers. Climate change and land: An IPCC
special report on climate change, desertification, land degradation, sus-
tainable land management, food security, and greenhouse gas fluxes in
terrestrial ecosystems.

Kamaluddin, M., & Grace, J. (1992). Photoinhibition and light acclimation
in seedlings of Bischofia javanica, a tropical forest tree from Asia.
Annals of Botany, 69(1), 47-52.

Kitajima, K., Cordero, R. A., & Wright, S. J. (2013). Leaf life span spectrum
of tropical woody seedlings: Effects of light and ontogeny and conse-
quences for survival. Annals of Botany, 112(4), 685-699.

Kitajima, K., & Poorter, L. (2008). Functional basis for resource niche
partitioning by tropical trees. In W.P. Carson & S.A. Schnitzer (Eds.),
Tropical Forest Community Ecology (pp. 160-181). Oxford, UK:
Blackwell.

Krause, G. H., Virgo, A., & Winter, K. (1995). High susceptibility to photo-
inhibition of young leaves of tropical forest trees. Planta, 197(4),
583-591.

Leakey, A. D., Press, M. C., & Scholes, J. D. (2003). Patterns of dynamic
irradiance affect the photosynthetic capacity and growth of diptero-
carp tree seedlings. Oecologia, 135(2), 184-193.

Lusk, C. H., Wright, 1., & Reich, P. B. (2003). Photosynthetic differences
contribute to competitive advantage of evergreen angiosperm trees
over evergreen conifers in productive habitats. New Phytologist, 160
(2), 329-336.

Malavolta, E. (1997). In E. Malavolta, G. C. Vitti, & S. A. de Oliveira (Eds.),
Avaliagdo do estado nutricional das plantas: Principios e aplicacées
(2nd ed.). Piracicaba, Brazil: Potafos.

McDowell, N., Allen, C. D. Anderson-Teixeira, K. Brando, P.,
Brienen, R., Chambers, J., ... Xu, X. (2018). Drivers and mechanisms
of tree mortality in moist tropical forests. New Phytologist, 219(3),
851-869.

Meir, P., Kruijt, B., Broadmeadow, M., Barbosa, E., Kull, O., Carswell, F., ...
Jarvis, P. G. (2002). Acclimation of photosynthetic capacity to


https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=MuMIn
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.15040
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.15040

22 | WILEY_ m

BARTHOLOMEW ET AL.

irradiance in tree canopies in relation to leaf nitrogen concentration
and leaf mass per unit area. Plant, Cell and Environment, 25(3),
343-357.

Meir, P., Mencuccini, M., Binks, O., da Costa, A. L., Ferreira, L., &
Rowland, L. (2018). Short-term effects of drought on tropical for-
est do not fully predict impacts of repeated or long-term drought:
Gas exchange versus growth. Philosophical Transactions of the
Royal Society of London. Series B, Biological Sciences, 373(1760),
20170311.

Meir, P., Wood, T. E., Galbraith, D. R., Brando, P. M., Da Costa, A. C,,
Rowland, L., & Ferreira, L. V. (2015). Threshold responses to soil mois-
ture deficit by trees and soil in tropical rain forests: Insights from field
experiments. BioScience, 65(9), 882-892.

Metcalfe, D. B., Lobo-do-Vale, R, Chaves, M. M., Maroco, J. P, C
Aragao, L. E. O., Malhi, Y., ... Meir, P. (2010). Impacts of experimentally
imposed drought on leaf respiration and morphology in an Amazon
rain forest. Functional Ecology, 24(3), 524-533.

Mo, Q., Li, Z,, Sayer, E. J., Lambers, H., Li, Y., Zou, B., ... Wang, F. (2019).
Foliar phosphorus fractions reveal how tropical plants maintain photo-
synthetic rates despite low soil phosphorus availability. Functional
Ecology, 33(3), 503-513.

Moorcroft, P. R, Hurtt, G. C., & Pacala, S. W. (2001). A method for scaling
vegetation dynamics: The ecosystem demography model (Ed). Ecologi-
cal Monographs, 71(4), 557-586.

Moore, J. R, Zhu, K., Huntingford, C., & Cox, P. M. (2018). Equilibrium for-
est demography explains the distribution of tree sizes across North
America. Environmental Research Letters, 13(8), 084019.

Mulkey, S. S., & Pearcy, R. W. (1992). Interactions between acclimation
and photoinhibition of photosynthesis of a tropical forest understorey
herb, Alocasia macrorrhiza, during simulated canopy gap formation.
Functional Ecology, 6(6), 719-729.

Nepstad, D. C., Tohver, |. M., Ray, D., Moutinho, P., & Cardinot, G. (2007).
Mortality of large trees and lianas following experimental drought in
an Amazon forest. Ecology, 88(9), 2259-2269.

Newbery, D. M., Lingenfelder, M., Poltz, K. F., Ong, R. C., & Ridsdale, C. E.
(2011). Growth responses of understorey trees to drought perturba-
tion in tropical rainforest in Borneo. Forest Ecology and Management,
262(12), 2095-2107.

Niinemets, U. (2010). Responses of forest trees to single and multiple envi-
ronmental stresses from seedlings to mature plants: Past stress his-
tory, stress interactions, tolerance and acclimation. Forest Ecology and
Management, 260(10), 1623-1639.

Niinemets, U., Kull, O., & Tenhunen, J. D. (1998). An analysis of light
effects on foliar morphology, physiology, and light interception in tem-
perate deciduous woody species of contrasting shade tolerance. Tree
Physiology, 18(10), 681-696.

O'Brien, M. J., Leuzinger, S., Philipson, C. D., Tay, J., & Hector, A. (2014).
Drought survival of tropical tree seedlings enhanced by non-structural
carbohydrate levels. Nature Climate Change, 4(8), 710-714.

O'Brien, M. J,, Reynolds, G., Ong, R., & Hector, A. (2017). Resistance of
tropical seedlings to drought is mediated by neighbourhood diversity.
Nature Ecology & Evolution, 1(11), 1643-1648.

Pattison, R. R., Goldstein, G., & Ares, A. (1998). Growth, biomass allocation
and photosynthesis of invasive and native Hawaiian rainforest species.
Oecologia, 117(4), 449-459.

Pearcy, R. W. (1990). Sunflecks and photosynthesis in plant canopies.
Annual Review of Plant Physiology and Plant Molecular Biology, 41(1),
421-453.

Pfeifer, M., Kor, L., Nilus, R, Turner, E., Cusack, J., Lysenko, I, ...
Ewers, R. M. (2016). Mapping the structure of Borneo's tropical forests
across a degradation gradient. Remote Sensing of Environment, 176,
84-97.

Phillips, O. L., van der Heijden, G., Lewis, S. L., Lopez-Gonzalez, G.,
Aragao, L. E., Lloyd, J., ... Vilanova, E. (2010). Drought-mortality rela-
tionships for tropical forests. New Phytologist, 187(3), 631-646.

Pinheiro, J., Bates, D., DebRoy, S., Sarkar, D., & R-core Team. (2012). nime:
Linear and nonlinear mixed effects models. R package version 3(0).

Poorter, H., Niinemets, U., Poorter, L., Wright, I. J., & Villar, R. (2009). Cau-
ses and consequences of variation in leaf mass per area (LMA): A
meta-analysis. New Phytologist, 182(3), 565-588.

Poorter, L., & Hayashida-Oliver, Y. (2000). Effects of seasonal drought on
gap and understorey seedlings in a Bolivian moist forest. Journal of
Tropical Ecology, 16(4), 481-498.

Quevedo-Rojas, A., Garcia-Nunez, C., Jerez-Rico, M., Jaimez, R, &
Schwarzkopf, T. (2018). Leaf acclimation strategies to contrasting light
conditions in saplings of different shade tolerance in a tropical cloud
forest. Functional Plant Biology, 45(9), 968-982.

R Core Team. (2013). R: A language and environment for statistical computing.

R Core Team, (2018). R: A language and environment for statistical comput-
ing, R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria. https://
www.R-project.org/.

Raven, J. A. (2013). Rubisco: Still the most abundant protein of Earth? New
Phytologist, 198(1), 1-3.

Reed, T. E., Schindler, D. E., & Waples, R. S. (2011). Interacting effects of
phenotypic plasticity and evolution on population persistence in a
changing climate. Conservation Biology, 25(1), 56-63.

Reynolds-Henne, C. E., Langenegger, A., Mani, J., Schenk, N,
Zumsteg, A., & Feller, U. (2010). Interactions between temperature,
drought and stomatal opening in legumes. Environmental and Experi-
mental Botany, 68(1), 37-43.

Rowland, L., da Costa, A. C., Galbraith, D. R., Oliveira, R. S., Binks, O. J.,
Oliveira, A. A, ... Meir, P. (2015). Death from drought in tropical for-
ests is triggered by hydraulics not carbon starvation. Nature, 528
(7580), 119-122.

Rowland, L., da Costa, A. C. L., Oliveira, A. A. R,, Oliveira, R. S,
Bittencourt, P. L., Costa, P. B., ... Meir, P. (2018). Drought stress and
tree size determine stem CO, efflux in a tropical forest. New
Phytologist, 218(4), 1393-1405.

Rowland, L., Lobo-do-Vale, R. L., Christoffersen, B. O., Melem, E. A,
Kruijt, B., Vasconcelos, S. S., ... Meir, P. (2015). After more than a
decade of soil moisture deficit, tropical rainforest trees maintain pho-
tosynthetic capacity, despite increased leaf respiration. Global Change
Biology, 21(12), 4662-4672.

Ruger, N., Wirth, C., Wright, S. J., & Condit, R. (2012). Functional traits
explain light and size response of growth rates in tropical tree species.
Ecology, 93(12), 2626-2636.

Schneider, C. A, Rasband, W. S., & Eliceiri, K. W. (2012). NIH Image to
ImageJ: 25 years of image analysis. Nature Methods, 9(7), 671-675.
Schuldt, B., Leuschner, C., Horna, V. Moser, G., Kohler, M., van
Straaten, O., & Barus, H. (2011). Change in hydraulic properties and leaf
traits in a tall rainforest tree species subjected to long-term throughfall

exclusion in the perhumid tropics. Biogeosciences, 8(8), 2179-2194.

Sharkey, T. D., Bernacchi, C. J., Farquhar, G. D., & Singsaas, E. L. (2007).
Fitting photosynthetic carbon dioxide response curves for Cs leaves.
Plant, Cell & Environment, 30(9), 1035-1040.

Smith, B., Prentice, I. C., & Sykes, M. T. (2008). Representation of vegeta-
tion dynamics in the modelling of terrestrial ecosystems: Comparing
two contrasting approaches within European climate space. Global
Ecology and Biogeography, 10(6), 621-637.

Stahl, C., Herault, B., Rossi, V., Burban, B., Brechet, C., & Bonal, D. (2013).
Depth of soil water uptake by tropical rainforest trees during dry
periods: Does tree dimension matter? Oecologia, 173(4), 1191-1201.

Sterck, F., Markesteijn, L., Toledo, M., Schieving, F., & Poorter, L. (2014).
Sapling performance along resource gradients drives tree species dis-
tributions within and across tropical forests. Ecology, 95(9),
2514-2525.

Sterck, F., & Schieving, F. (2011). Modelling functional trait acclimation for
trees of different height in a forest light gradient: Emergent patterns
driven by carbon gain maximization. Tree Physiology, 31(9),
1024-1037.


https://www.R-project.org/
https://www.R-project.org/

SMALL TREE CARBON METABOLISM DROUGHT RESPONSES

5 WILEY_ 2%

ter Steege, H., Pitman, N.C.A., Sabatier, D., Baraloto, C., Salomao, R.P.,
Guevara, J.E,, ... Silman, M.R. (2013). Hyperdominance in the Amazo-
nian tree flora. Science, 342, 6156.

van de Weg, M. J., Meir, P., Grace, J., & Ramos, G. D. (2012). Photosyn-
thetic parameters, dark respiration and leaf traits in the canopy of a
Peruvian tropical montane cloud forest. Oecologia, 168(1), 23-34.

Wang, J., & Vanlerberghe, G. C. (2013). A lack of mitochondrial alternative
oxidase compromises capacity to recover from severe drought stress.
Physiologia Plantarum, 149(4), 461-473.

Warton, D. I, Duursma, R. A, Falster, D. S., & Taskinen, S. (2012). SMATR
3- An R package for estimation and inference about allometric lines.
Methods in Ecology and Evolution, 3(2), 257-259.

Wright, I. J., Reich, P. B., Westoby, M., Ackerly, D. D., Baruch, Z.,
Bongers, F., ... Villar, R. (2004). The worldwide leaf economics spec-
trum. Nature, 428(6985), 821-827.

Xu, C., Fisher, R, Woullschleger, S. D., Wilson, C. J,, Cai, M, &
McDowell, N. G. (2012). Toward a mechanistic modeling of nitrogen
limitation on vegetation dynamics. PLoS One, 7(5), e37914.

Zuur, A, leno, E. N., Walker, N., Saveliev, A. A., & Smith, G. M. (2009).
Mixed effects models and extensions in ecology with R, New York:
Springer Science & Business Media.

SUPPORTING INFORMATION
Additional supporting information may be found online in the

Supporting Information section at the end of this article.

How to cite this article: Bartholomew DC, Bittencourt PRL,
ACL da Costa, et al. Small tropical forest trees have a greater
capacity to adjust carbon metabolism to long-term drought
than large canopy trees. Plant Cell Environ. 2020;43:
2380-2393. https://doi.org/10.1111/pce.13838



https://doi.org/10.1111/pce.13838

	Small tropical forest trees have a greater capacity to adjust carbon metabolism to long-term drought than large canopy trees
	1  INTRODUCTION
	2  METHODS
	2.1  Study site
	2.2  Sampling
	2.3  Gas exchange measurements
	2.4  Leaf morphological traits
	2.5  Leaf nutrient analyses
	2.6  Data analysis
	2.6.1  Small tree physiological responses
	2.6.2  Small and large tree comparisons


	3  RESULTS
	3.1  Physiological responses to long-term drought in small understory trees
	3.2  Comparison of responses to long-term drought between large canopy and small understory trees

	4  DISCUSSION
	5  CONCLUSION
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	  CONFLICT OF INTEREST
	  AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
	  DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

	REFERENCES


