
Additional file 9.  Meta-regressions

2-7 Abundance of vegetation vs. duration of herbivory manipulation
8-13 Species richness of vegetation vs. duration of herbivory manipulation

14-19 Abundance of vegetation vs. herbivore density
20-25 Species richness of vegetation vs. herbivore density
26-31 Abundance of vegetation vs. herbivore biomass
32-37 Species richness of vegetation vs. herbivore biomass
38-43 Abundance of vegetation vs. herbivore years
44-49 Species richness of vegetation vs. herbivore years
50-55 Abundance of vegetation vs. herbivore biomass years
56-61 Species richness of vegetation vs. herbivore biomass years
62-67 Abundance of vegetation vs. mean annual temperature
68-73 Species richness of vegetation vs. mean annual temperature
74-79 Abundance of vegetation vs. mean annual precipitation
80-85 Species richness of vegetation vs. mean annual precipitation
86-91 Abundance of vegetation vs. latitude
92-97 Species richness of vegetation vs. latitude

Sizes of symbols are proportional to the inverse variance of the standardised mean difference.
Where a significant relationship was found (p < 0.05), a regression line is shown (with 95% confidence limits).
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