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Figure 8.3
Different types of fragmentation processes depicted against a silhouette of
the Ocala National Forest. Panel A depicts the regressive form as intense
human land use approaches to the western edge. Panel B depicts enveloping
fragmentation as the entire tract is surrounded by converted land use.
Panel C depicts divisive fragmentation as results from highway develop-



e —

1n snort, fragmentation creates a landscape
the natural disturbances to which species ha
i time (Noss and Cooperrider 1994). We will atte
i ferences in explaining how fragmentation threa
admit at the outset that the mechanisms under]
I bility of populations in natural and fragment
inferred, not proven. Fragmentation is not sin
lands. There are many degrees and scales of
with unpredictable thresholds, not simply an
more, spatial heterogeneity and patchy distribt
scapes lead to complex distributions when tho

often confounding predictions of biotic respor
et al. 1995).

bt

. AR, v RNk 3 i AT A 1 WM N B M B ni

= o e

The Fragmentation Process

In terrestrial ecosystems, fragmentation typica
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Figure 9.4 A fragmentation se- approach (Noss 1990).
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