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Figure 1 The territory size of two Cinnyris Sunbirds
(bouvieri n=5, reichenowi n=5). Kruskal-
Wallis median test, p=0.07.
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Figure 4 Example of resources distribution Figure 5 Placement and overlaps of territories
in Northern Double-Collared Sunbird. in two Sunbird species.
Numbers indicate number of florescences.
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Figure 2 The total nectar production (ml) of all
plants in territories of two Cinnyris
Sunbirds. Kruskal-Wallis median test,
p>0.4.
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Figure 3 The proportion of total daily nectar production
in two main plants for two Cinnyris Sunbird
species. Kruskal-Wallis, p=0.15.
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Table 1 Number of resources, nectar characteristics of studied plant species and mean daily nectar production (%)
for studied Sunbird territories.
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plant species mean number of nectar mean number of flowers mean nectar mean of nectar production
sources per territory per territory volume per in territory (%)
bouvieri reichenowi bouvieri reichenow1  flower (ul) bouvieri reichenowi
Lobelia columnaris 42 31 158 137 13.02 SE? 38.8
Hypoestes sp. 9 3 489 1555 1.06 1.3 9.6
Impatiens sakerina 1 3 17 20 12.71 0.0 0.2
Hypericum lanceolatum 477 48 100 111 14.2 36.8 44.0
Pycnostachys emini 16 12 2405 2506 0.37 8.3 4.5
Pentas schimperiana 1209 0 2002 1.4 2.9
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* The territories of C. bouvieri were larger than those of C. reichenowi.
However, this difference is indicative only.

* The proportion of nectar resources of C. bouvieri is largerly represen- _ . m
ted with Lobelia plants, for C. bouvieri rather Hypericum scrubs. WML w W -
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* The total daily nectar production (in whole territory) did not differ - ' ' .'.h - .n..’*!?- F fe ¢ g us to con ‘ "
between C. bouvieri and C. reichenowi. '  the 'p perty of the ranch. Finally we than
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