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Body size was the most common dif fmnce 
that was invoked, and there was even talk of 
a critical ratio of linear d i m m s i w  (1: l .Z)  re 
quid for the coexistence of closely related 
species. k r e t i c a l i y ,  limiting similarity WM 
modeled by assuminn a resource that varied 
a h  a singk axis (wch as rluk size) and 
consumer specie w h a ~  t i L o n  01 the re 
source membled overlappi b e l k h d  
N- Diffemnt sizes of a n i n 3 5  Sn difkrrnt 
sizes of food or otherwise utilize different re 
source, until at M point there n mough 
nonoverlap to allow coeiistence. 

The second idea was 1.L B I o d a  and S.I. 
Dodron'r' "rizecfficiency h pothesir." 
which W ~ S  advanced to explain tk slnniure 
of zooplankton communitii. They supposed 
that bigger ir better as far as competition for 
I M u r c e s  is c m m r d  and that arull z o o  

pted in mop*;*ton andcmducw m e  
mmt at W d r  Hok that involved & 
algae-rized Iastic beads l o  a marine 

Tl!c i ested beads could be 

dl~md mto measure food sizeas a hution ;fz lankion . body size. T m  wars later, as 
nuation for Tmpical 

wcr C W ~ ,  I d i i  a Imk . poiea on ant 

5 liw, bizarre and wonderful insrcts that di 
conical pits in the $and to entrap their pre 
The suc+dud orusa am mmwn ou( of d;, 
pit and accumulate along the rim, which once 
w i n  nude it easy to relate the size of the 
predator to the size of its prey. 
Ahhaah ant l i  and,mpey?ire uttedjj 

different creatures, thew uti iutm c u m  
were remarkably similar and w e a k d  an i r r  
terrai C o r a M m c O u l d ~  
bigger?=' the reverre wasn't as 
true; smaller items wre accepted by big and 
small consumen alike. I didn't have to be a 
great naturalin to d i e  ht thir pmem 

metriwlbdkhpd utilintioncurvawmre 
placed by asymmetrical curves, a single t b  
retical model could e lain both thc limiting 
similarity idea of Hut%- and the bigger- 
i r k n e r  &a of Brooks and Dobron, apena 
ins on where the consumer utilization c u m  
sat in relation to a w e v  sizrfrramcv did& 

clear y urn thrmg "K the body wall which 

In an 0 

cwldbegmmlimi Furchamrr, rrhm qlm 

kdi"" .. 
I arn d d i i  htthipqnkclrrr hr 

fluential, idly because I was so - 
and n a i w x  I m e  itcomplmi to 
theorists like MKArIhur and s n n  field%? 
*in5 like Iaruen, I felt like a baby trying to 
M c k  Mocks. But thc idea was ekmmta - 
therefore hndurrnoknd ht n Jut 
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