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We studied latitudinal patterns in the species richness (SR), the phylogenetic diversity 
(PD), and the functional diversity (FD) of fleas and their mammalian hosts. We asked 
whether these patterns in either fleas, hosts, or both 1) conform to a classical latitu-
dinal gradient; 2) vary geographically; and 3) differ between fleas and hosts. We also 
asked whether the patterns of PD and FD follow those of SR. We collected data on the 
latitudinal distribution of 1022 flea and 900 mammal species from literature sources 
and calculated the SR, PD, and FD of both groups in 1° latitude bands. Then, we 
used broken-stick regression models to analyse separately the latitudinal variation of 
1) each diversity facet and 2) fleas and hosts in each geographic quadrant. The classical 
latitudinal gradient pattern was not found in either fleas or hosts across any facet of 
diversity or geographic quadrant, except for the PD of fleas in the southeastern quad-
rant and the FD of hosts in the southwestern quadrant. Latitudinal patterns of the SR, 
PD and FD of fleas and hosts differed substantially between geographic quadrants. 
Furthermore, the latitudinal distributions of flea and host SR were similar in three of 
four quadrants (except the northeastern quadrant), whereas the latitudinal distribu-
tions of flea and host PD were similar in the southwestern quadrant only. No similarity 
in flea versus host FD was revealed. The latitudinal patterns of flea and host PD and 
FD mostly did not follow those of their SR. We conclude that latitudinal gradients of 
species richness and phylogenetic and functional diversity appeared not to be universal 
phenomena. Instead, the latitudinal distributions of these diversity facets represent an 
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interplay of ecological (current and past) and historical processes. For parasites, the processes acting on hosts add another layer 
of complexity underlying their latitudinal diversity patterns.

Keywords: diversity, fleas, global scale, hosts, latitude, species richness

Introduction

A latitudinal gradient in species richness is one of the most 
pervasive and popular biogeographic patterns. It represents a 
within-taxon increase in species richness towards the equator 
and could arise due to various mechanisms, such as climatic 
restrictions on the life cycles of various organisms; higher 
productivity in the tropics and subtropics as compared with 
arid, temperate, and arctic zones; gradients in the landmass 
areas; solar radiation; unequal rates and times of diversifica-
tion in the tropics; and climatic changes caused by periodic 
changes in the orbit of the Earth (i.e. Milankovitch oscil-
lations) (Dobzhansky 1950, Pianka 1966, Rohde 1992, 
1998, Rosenzweig 1995, Chown and Gaston 2000, Gaston 
2000, Dynesius and Jansson 2000, Colwell and Lees 2000, 
Willig et al. 2003, Hillebrand 2004, Mittelbach et al. 2007, 
Brown 2014, Preisser 2019). If latitudinal patterns are pro-
duced by global processes, then these patterns are expected 
to be universal (Hillebrand 2004, Mittelbach et al. 2007). 
However, although latitudinal gradients in species diversity 
have been shown for a very large variety of taxa, including 
animals, plants, and bacteria (Kaufman 1995, Weiser et al. 
2007, Andam et al. 2016, Hanly et al. 2017), many excep-
tions have also been reported. Some taxa demonstrated a 
reverse latitudinal gradient in species richness (higher richness 
at higher latitudes; e.g. Kouki et al. 1994, Mateo et al. 2016), 
whereas other taxa showed either no latitudinal pattern at all 
(Colesie et al. 2014) or a non-linear shape of the latitude–
species richness relationship (Lin et al. 2021). Furthermore, 
Rohde (1996, 1999) questioned the generality of a latitudinal 
gradient in species diversity and suggested that it largely rep-
resents a ‘local’ phenomenon restricted to the Holarctic above 
the latitudes of 40–50°N.

Parasites constitute a great (if not the greatest) fraction of 
global biodiversity (Poulin and Morand 2004, Dobson et al. 
2008), and many parasites cause diseases in humans, live-
stock, wildlife, and crops. Nevertheless, studies of latitudinal 
patterns in parasite species richness have lagged behind those 
of free-living species. This could be due to the fact that 1) 
parasites are ultimately dependent on their hosts, and thus, 
latitudinal patterns in parasite diversity should be considered 
together with those of hosts (Poulin 2014) and/or that 2) par-
asites are represented by a huge variety of phyla, life cycles, and 
patterns of parasitism. During the last three decades, searches 
for latitudinal patterns in parasite species richness have been 
carried out on many parasite taxa (including micro-, endo-, 
and ectoparasites) (Poulin 1995, Rohde and Heap 1998, 
Calvete et al. 2003, Krasnov et al. 2004a, Nunn et al. 2005, 
Poulin and Leung 2011, Preisser 2019, Johnson and Haas 
2021). Similar to the relationship between latitude and 

species richness in free-living organisms, a variety of patterns 
have been reported, ranging from the classical (Preisser 2019) 
to the reversed latitudinal gradient (Krasnov et al. 2004a) to 
no latitudinal gradient whatsoever (Poulin and Leung 2011, 
Kamiya et al. 2014) (reviewed by Preisser 2019). One of the 
reasons for this diversity of patterns is that parasite assem-
blages are fragmented among host individuals, populations, 
species, and communities (Poulin 2007). Therefore, patterns 
of the latitudinal gradient of parasite species richness could 
be scale-dependent in relation to the hierarchical host unit 
considered. For example, when flea species richness was con-
sidered within a host species, significantly higher richness was 
found at higher latitudes (Krasnov et al. 2004a). However, 
when flea species richness was considered at the scale of sepa-
rate regional host communities, no relationship with latitude 
was found (Guilhaumon et al. 2012). Poulin (2014) argued 
that studies of latitudinal gradient in parasite species richness 
within a host species would be more appropriate than those 
considering parasite species richness within host assemblages. 
However, we believe that pooling data on parasites from 
multiple host species and considering these pools as units 
for testing latitudinal patterns is no less appropriate. Such an 
approach is similar to the method generally used in studies of 
latitudinal gradient in species richness for free-living organ-
isms, which will make the results of studies on both sides of 
the parasite–host association comparable.

Studies of latitudinal gradient in the species richness of the 
same or closely related parasites, carried out in different loca-
tions, can also produce contrasting patterns (Thieltges et al. 
2009, Bordes et al. 2010, Torchin et al. 2015). In addition, the 
probability of finding a strong latitudinal gradient in species 
richness would likely increase with an increase in the study’s 
latitudinal span. To the best of our knowledge, only a few 
studies have considered latitudinal gradients in parasite spe-
cies richness at the global scale. Guernier et al. (2004) studied 
a variety of microparasites infesting humans worldwide and 
found significant negative relationship between latitude and 
pathogens and parasite species richness. However, given that 
humans exist in a largely artificial environment, the latitu-
dinal patterns of human parasites were likely confounded 
by a variety of sociocultural factors (Poulin 2014, Preisser 
2019). Nevertheless, humans (i.e. a single host species) have 
been studied as hosts for pathogens and parasites more than 
any other species. Guilhaumon et al. (2012) looked at fleas 
parasitic on small mammals in six continents, but their data 
were limited to only 16 regions. Preisser (2019) investigated 
latitudinal patterns of nematodes, trematodes, and cestodes, 
but considered the helminth diversity of cricetid rodent 
hosts only. Recently, Maestri et al. (2023) compared diver-
sity of coronaviruses and their mammalian hosts across the 
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world and reported that hotspots of coronavirus diversity 
concentrated in east Asia and Europe. However, their data-
base included only 116 mammalian species. In other words, 
latitudinal gradients in parasite species diversity at the global 
scale remain to be further investigated.

It is commonly accepted that species richness is only one 
of the facets of biodiversity. Other facets, such as phyloge-
netic and functional diversity, are no less important from 
both theoretical and applicative perspectives (Faith 1992, 
Pavoine 2012, Miller et al. 2018, Mammola et al. 2021). In 
contrast to species diversity, fewer studies have investigated 
latitudinal gradients in phylogenetic and functional diver-
sity, and these studies have produced conflicting results for 
both free-living and parasitic species. For example, a classi-
cal latitudinal gradient in phylogenetic diversity was found 
in New World woody plants; however, it was found only 
in the Northern Hemisphere, despite the fact that a classi-
cal latitudinal gradient in species richness was recorded in 
this group in both hemispheres (Kerkhoff et al. 2014). This 
was later supported for woody, but not herbaceous, plants at 
the global scale (Massante et al. 2019). Regarding parasites, 
Clark (2018) did not find support for a latitudinal gradient 
in the worldwide phylogenetic diversity of avian blood para-
sites. The same was true for fleas parasitic on small mam-
mals within four biogeographic realms (Krasnov et al. 2019), 
although the latter study considered a restricted latitudinal 
span. In contrast, Villalobos-Segura et al. (2020) reported 
a positive correlation between latitude and the taxonomic 
distinctness (a substitute for phylogenetic diversity) of hel-
minths in Mexico.

The relationship between functional diversity and lati-
tude is also unclear, even for the same taxonomic group. For 
example, Stuart-Smith et al. (2013) reported that fish assem-
blages in temperate regions demonstrated higher functional 
diversity than those in the tropics. On the contrary, Diamond 
and Roy (2023) found that functional diversity in nine of 
11 studied fish families was relatively stable from the equa-
tor through the tropics and then sharply decreased. To the 
best of our knowledge, no study has specifically investigated 
latitudinal patterns in the functional diversity of parasites, 
although studies of the relationships between latitude and 
separate functional traits have been carried out (Poulin and 
Hamilton 2000, Krasnov et al. 2008, van der Mescht et al. 
2018, Poulin 2021). To date, no general latitudinal trend of 
parasite functional diversity can be elucidated.

Given the tight relationships between parasites and 
their hosts, it is not surprising that a positive relationship 
between parasite and host species diversity has been reported 
(Krasnov et al. 2004b, Kamiya et al. 2014, Poulin 2014), 
although this relationship may exist in some, but not other, 
parts of the world (Krasnov et al. 2007). This, however, did 
not always result in the latitudinal gradient of parasite diversity 
automatically mirroring that of their hosts (Guilhaumon et al. 
2012). The same can be true for phylogenetic and functional 
diversity, although links between the phylogenetic diversity of 
parasites and hosts has been found in some, but not other, 
biogeographic realms (Krasnov et al. 2019).

Here, we investigated latitudinal patterns in species rich-
ness and phylogenetic and functional diversity in fleas and 
their small mammalian hosts across (almost) the entire world. 
Fleas are obligate haematophagous parasites, mainly charac-
teristic of small mammals. Their imagoes alternate between 
periods when they occur on host bodies and periods when 
they occur in their burrows/nests; non-parasitic flea larvae 
develop entirely off-host (Krasnov 2008). The aims of this 
study were threefold. First, we asked whether latitudinal 
patterns in the species richness and the phylogenetic and 
functional diversity of fleas and their hosts conform to a lati-
tudinal gradient (= a decrease in diversity with an increase in 
latitude). Second, we asked whether these patterns 1) vary 
geographically and 2) differ between fleas and hosts. Third, 
we asked whether latitudinal patterns of phylogenetic and 
functional diversity follow those of species richness.

Material and methods

Data on the latitudinal distribution of fleas and their 
hosts

We collected data on fleas and their small mammalian 
hosts (Didelphimorphia, Macroscelidea, Eulipotyphla, 
Rodentia, and the ochotonid Lagomorpha) from published 
regional surveys (including ‘grey’ sources) in 15 different 
regions in the Afrotropics, 23 regions in the Nearctic, 17 
regions in the Neotropics, and 36 regions in the Palearctic 
(maps and references in Krasnov et al. 2022a). We did not 
include in the analyses data on fleas from Australia, Wallacea 
and Indomalaya, or China because 1) Australia is isolated 
from other land masses, 2) the flea fauna in Wallacea and 
Indomalaya is poorly investigated and 3) data on fleas from 
China are largely unavailable, and most species descriptions in 
the regional monographs are not informative enough for our 
aims. We focused on mammal species on which at least one 
flea species was recorded. We collected data on the latitudinal 
distribution of flea species and their hosts. The ubiquitous 
rodents (Rattus norvegicus, Rattus rattus and Mus musculus) 
and fleas (Xenopsylla cheopis, Xenopsylla brasiliensis, Nosopsyllus 
fasciatus and Nosopsyllus londiniensis) were excluded from the 
analyses. For fleas, we used various sources, including original 
species descriptions (Krasnov et al. 2018a, b, 2022a, b), as 
well as the Global Biodiversity Information Facility (GBIF 
2023) database. The latitudinal distribution of each flea 
species was determined according to the coordinates of the 
northernmost and southernmost records of this species. We 
included a flea species in the analysis even if there was only 
one occurrence point for this species because ultimately we 
were interested in the presence of a flea species in a latitudinal 
band (below). The latitudinal distribution of each mammal 
species was determined from a map of its geographic range. 
Maps of mammal geographic ranges were taken from data-
bases of the International Union of Nature Conservation 
(IUCN 2022). We assumed the continuous range of each 
species between its northernmost and southernmost records. 
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Following Diamond and Roy (2023), we allocated each flea 
or mammal species to latitude bands of 1° separately for each 
of the four geographic quadrants (northeastern, southeast-
ern, northwestern, and southwestern) from the equator to 
the northernmost or the southernmost 1° latitude band in 
which at least one species of flea or host harbouring fleas was 
found. In total, we used data on 1022 flea and 900 mam-
mal species. We analysed latitudinal distributions of the tree 
facets of diversity separately for each geographic quadrant 
because 1) we were interested in general latitudinal trend of 
each diversity facet, whereas consideration of latitude–diver-
sity patterns across the entire globe or a separate hemisphere 
would mask the real pattern; 2) eastern and western quad-
rants within a Northern or Southern Hemisphere are divided 
by ocean(s) which makes consideration of diversity within 
an entire hemisphere unreliable; and 3) flea and host species 
compositions are substantially different between geographic 
quadrants.

Phylogenies

Phylogenetic trees for fleas and hosts were constructed sepa-
rately for each geographic quadrant. For fleas, we used the 
most recent and comprehensive molecular phylogenetic tree 
of Zhu et al. (2015) that comprised most flea genera, albeit 
no species, from our dataset. The topology of the remain-
ing genera and species was established based on either their 
morphologically derived taxonomic positions (Hadfield et al. 
2014) or molecular and morphological phylogenetic studies 
of several taxa (Krasnov et al. 2022b). Because no informa-
tion on branch lengths was available, we assigned all branch 
lengths to 1 and arbitrarily ultrametrized the resultant tree 
using the option ‘Arbitrarily ultrametrize’ in the Mesquite 
modular system for evolutionary analysis (Maddison and 
Maddison 2021). Mammal phylogenies (topologies and 
branch lengths) were taken as subsets from the 10 000 spe-
cies-level birth–death tip-dated completed trees for 5911 
mammal species (DNA-only trees did not include many spe-
cies from our dataset) of Upham et al. (2019). We took 1000 
random trees for each quadrant and constructed a consensus 
quadrant-specific tree using the function consensus.edge of 
the package ‘phytools’ (Revell 2012) implemented in the R 
Statistical Environment (www.r-project.org). Subsequently, 
the resultant tree was ultrametrized using the function force.
ultrametric (with option method = ‘extend’) of ‘phytools’, and 
polytomies were resolved using the function fix.poly of the R 
package ‘RRphylo’ (Castiglione et al. 2018).

Functional traits

We characterized each flea by four ecological and two mor-
phological traits. Ecological traits included 1) the total 
number of host species exploited across a flea’s geographic 
range (taken from collected data; Krasnov et al. 2022a); 2) 
phylogenetic diversity of these hosts (= host spectrum); 3) 
the latitudinal span of geographic range (difference between 
the coordinates of the northernmost and the southernmost 

record); and 4) microhabitat preference, defined as the rela-
tive time spent either in the hair of the host(s) or in its/their 
nest(s)/burrow(s) (preference for hair, preference for nest, 
or no clear preference). The two former traits reflected the 
degree of a flea’s host specificity. Phylogenetic diversity of a 
host spectrum was calculated as Faith’s (Faith 1992) phylo-
genetic diversity (= PD). Because PD is not independent of 
species richness, we calculated it using the function ses.pd 
of the R package ‘picante’ (Kembel et al. 2010). This func-
tion compares observed PD to the values expected under 
randomization [in our case, using the algorithm ‘indepen-
dent swap’ (Gotelli 2000)], which resulted in standard-
ized values of PD, independent of the number of species 
in a sample. Data on microhabitat preferences were taken 
from species descriptions and the various above-mentioned 
sources, as well as from Ioff et al. (1965), Krasnov (2008) 
and Krasnov et al. (2016). Morphological traits included 
1) the occurrence and number of sclerotized ctenidia (no 
ctenidia, only a pronotal ctenidium, both pronotal and 
genal ctenidia) and 2) body length [ranked variable based 
on female body lengths: small (1–2 mm), medium (2–3 
mm), and large (> 3 mm)]. Sclerotized ctenidia allow a flea 
to anchor itself in the host’s hair and withstand host groom-
ing efforts (Krasnov 2008). Data on body length were taken 
from species descriptions and Surkova et al. (2018). If the 
data on a flea species’ body length were unavailable, we 
assigned ranked body length for this species according to 
the ranked body length of the majority of its congenerics, as 
values of flea body length have been shown to be phyloge-
netically conserved (Surkova et al. 2018).

Each mammalian host was characterised by two mor-
phological (average body mass and relative brain mass), 
one geographic (geographic range size), and eight ecologi-
cal traits that may presumably be associated with patterns of 
flea parasitism. The ecological traits were 1) location of a nest 
(ground level, above ground, or below ground); 2) life style 
(ground-dwelling, fossorial, or arboreal, or else a combina-
tion of styles); 3) diel activity (diurnal, nocturnal, or around 
the clock); 4) feeding habits (omnivorous, folivorous, gra-
nivorous, or insectivorous or else a combination of feeding 
habits); 5) hibernation/torpor pattern (hibernating/torporing 
or not); 6) population density (individuals per km2); 7) home 
range size (km2); 8) dispersal range (the distance travelled by 
a species between the birth location and the breeding loca-
tion); 9) social group size (the number of individuals that 
spend most of their time together); and 10) habitat breadth 
(the number of distinct level 1 IUCN habitats). Data on 
morphological and ecological traits were taken from the 
PanTHERIA database (Jones et al. 2009), the EltonTraits 
database (Wilman et al. 2014), the COMBINE database 
(Soria et al. 2021), and volumes 5–8 of the Handbook of 
the Mammals of the World (Mittermeier and Wilson 2015, 
2018, Wilson et al. 2016, 2017). Further descriptions and 
rationales for using the functional traits for fleas and their 
hosts described above can be found in Krasnov et al. (2016). 
Geographic range sizes for hosts were calculated from their 
range maps (IUCN 2022).
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Measurements of species richness, functional 
diversity, and phylogenetic diversity

For each geographic quadrant, we constructed two incidence 
matrices of either flea or host species. To calculate species 
richness (SR), we first counted the number of species in each 
1° latitude band. Then, given the commonly known posi-
tive relationship between species richness and area (Preston 
1960, Rosenzweig 1995), we regressed the log-transformed 
number of species in a band against the log-transformed land 
area of this band (separately for each quadrant and excluding 
regions in the Eastern Hemisphere as described above) and 
substituted the original values of SR with their residual devia-
tions from these regressions. Land areas were calculated using 
ArcGIS Pro 3.1.0.

To calculate phylogenetic diversity (PD) and functional 
diversity (FD), we used the above-mentioned Faith’s PD 
as a measure of either phylogenetic or functional diversity, 
due to this metric’s ubiquity (Petchey et al. 2009), imple-
mented as the standardized effect sizes of either PD or FD 
using the ‘independent swap’ algorithm of the null models 
in the R package ‘picante’ (above). To calculate PD, we used 
the incidence matrices of flea or host distribution across lati-
tude bands and quadrant-specific phylogenetic trees (above). 
To calculate FD, we first constructed distance trait matrices, 
using the Gower distance coefficient with the function gowdis 
implemented in the R package ‘FD’ (Laliberté and Legendre 
2010), and we then built functional dendrograms from these 
matrices using the function hclust (method = ‘average’) of R. 
Functional dendrograms and incidence matrices were then 
used to calculate FD.

Data analyses

Following Diamond and Roy (2023), we modelled the distri-
bution of SR, PD and FD along latitudes with a broken-stick 

(= piecewise) regression, separately for each quadrant and 
using absolute values of latitude as explanatory variables. In 
a broken-stick regression, the explanatory variable is parti-
tioned into intervals with a separate line segment being fitted 
to each interval. This method allows one to determine points 
of sharp changes in the response variable’s distribution and 
has the advantage of linearity (Muggeo 2003, 2008).

Broken-stick regressions, for each response variable and 
each geographic quadrant, were fitted using the R package 
‘segmented’ (Muggeo 2020). First, we ran each model with 
zero to five break-points and selected the best model based 
on the Bayesian Information Criterion using the function sel-
gmented of the package ‘segmented’. This procedure returns 
information on the model with the ‘optimal’ number of 
break-points that best fit the data and identifies these break-
points. Then, we ran the final model for each quadrant, each 
diversity facet, and either fleas or hosts, using the function 
‘segmented’ and specifying the number and approximate lati-
tudinal locations according to the results of the previous step.

Results

Latitude and species richness

Summaries of the broken-stick models of the latitudinal 
patterns in flea and host SR are presented in Table 1 (heat 
maps in Supporting information). In both the northern and 
southern quadrants of the Eastern Hemisphere, flea SR first 
decreased from the equator to an approximate absolute lati-
tude of 10–15°, then sharply increased to an absolute lati-
tude of about 30–40°, and then decreased again (Fig. 1). In 
addition, there was also an increase in flea SR after 70°N 
of latitude in the northeastern quadrant. Latitudinal pat-
terns of flea SR in the Western Hemisphere were somewhat 
similar between the northern and the southern quadrants, 

Table 1. Summary of the broken-stick regressions of flea (F) or host (H) species richness against the absolute value of latitude (1° latitude 
bands) in four geographic quadrants (NE: northeastern, SE: southeastern, NW: northwestern, SW: southwestern). MC: model (species 
richness~latitude) coefficient ± SE, n: number of break-points, BP: break-point ± SE; CDS: coefficient difference-in-slopes (difference in 
slopes between two consecutive segments). *: p < 0.05, **: p < 0.01, ***: p < 0.001, ns: non-significant.

Quadrant F/H MC R2 n BP CDS

NE F −0.28 ± 0.04*** 0.89 3 10.46 ± 0.65 0.42 ± 0.04*
40.22 ± 0.85 −0.23 ± 0.01***
72.95 ± 0.80 0.40 ± 0.09***

H 0.003 ± 0.001* 0.53 3 8.00 ± 2.11 −0.003 ± 0.001*
38.64 ± 2.04 0.003 ± 0.001ns

51.36 ± 1.60 −0.004 ± 0.001***
SE F −0.04 ± 0.01*** 0.74 3 14.60 ± 1.19 0.10 ± 0.01***

31.82 ± 0.51 −0.32 ± 0.07***
35.15 ± 0.76 0.48 ± 0.24**

H −0.03 ± 0.01* 0.33 2 10.00 ± 1.43 0.09 ± 0.04ns

15.08 ± 1.62 −0.07 ± 0.03***
NW F 0.05 ± 0.007*** 0.91 3 22.00 ± 3.14 −0.04 ± 0.01***

42.08 ± 1.84 −0.07 ± 0.01***
65.72 ± 0.82 −0.24 ± 0.5***

H 0.05 ± 0.01*** 0.85 1 21.13 ± 1.62 −0.04 ± 0.01***
SW F 0.02 ± 0.002*** 0.86 1 41.55 ± 0.64 −0.10 ± 0.01***

H 0.06 ± 0.007*** 0.63 1 24.40 ± 1.70 −0.09 ± 0.01***
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being unimodal with break-points around 40° of an absolute 
latitude (Fig. 1). Coefficients of the models indicated that 
the general latitudinal trends of flea SR were negative in the 
Eastern Hemisphere and positive in the Western Hemisphere 
(Table 1).

The pattern of host SR distribution along latitudes in the 
northern quadrant of the Eastern Hemisphere was opposite 
to that of flea SR, namely, SR increased from the equator 
to 10°N latitude, then decreased to 40°N, again increased 
to 60°N, and then dropped to 70°N (Fig. 1). This was also 
supported by the signs of the model coefficients (Table 1). In 
contrast, host SR distribution in the southern quadrant of the 
Eastern Hemisphere was similar to that of flea SR, although 

the difference between the slopes of the second and the third 
segments was not significant (Table 1). Furthermore, the 
break-points of host SR were shifted, relative to those of flea 
SR, to lower latitudes (Fig. 1). The same was true in both 
quadrants of the Western Hemisphere where distributional 
patterns of host and flea SR were similar.

Latitude and phylogenetic diversity

The latitudinal distribution patterns of flea PD differed 
between geographic quadrants (Table 2, Fig. 2). In the north-
eastern quadrant, flea PD sharply increased from the equator 
to 4°N latitude, then sharply decreased to 12°N, and then 

Figure 1. Broken-stick regressions of species richness (corrected for land area) of fleas (red) and hosts (blue) along 1° latitude bands. Dots: 
species richness values, open circles: break-points, shaded area: 95% confidence interval. NW: the northwestern geographic quadrant, NE: 
the northeastern geographic quadrant, SW: the southwestern geographic quadrant, SE: the southeastern geographic quadrant.

Table 2. Summary of the broken-stick regressions of flea (F) or host (H) phylogenetic diversity against the absolute value of latitude (1° lati-
tude bands) in four geographic quadrants (NE: northeastern, SE: southeastern, NW: northwestern, SW: southwestern). MC: model (phyloge-
netic diversity ~ latitude) coefficient ± SE, n: number of break-points, BP: break-point ± SE; CDS: coefficient difference-in-slopes (difference 
in slopes between two consecutive segments). *: p < 0.05, **: p < 0.01, ***: p < 0.001.

Quadrant F/H MC R2 n BP CDS

NE F 0.93 ± 0.17*** 0.57 2 4.43 ± 0.49 −1.24 ± 0.19***
12.00 ± 1.13 0.32 ± 0.08***

H 0.02 ± 0.008* 0.71 2 34.30 ± 1.02 −0.50 ± 0.16**
39.67 ± 0.94 0.54 ± 0.16***

SE F −0.22 ± 0.03*** 0.79 1 16.00 ± 3.33 0.16 ± 0.05***
H 0.06 ± 0.02* 0.20 1 16.00 ± 3.70 −0.10 ± 0.04**

NW F 0.13 ± 0.05* 0.24 1 9.52 ± 2.45 −0.14 ± 0.05***
H −0.06 ± 0.008*** 0.71 1 35.40 ± 1.76 0.12 ± 0.01***

SW F −0.09 ± 0.01*** 0.82 2 31.74 ± 1.59 −0.38 ± 0.21***
36.41 ± 0.97 0.68 ± 0.21***

H −0.05 ± 0.006*** 0.51 1 50.62 ± 1.21 0.52 ± 0.22***
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grew steadily (Fig. 2). In the southeastern quadrant, flea 
PD steadily decreased, although the slope of this decrease 
became shallower after 15°S latitude. The behaviour of flea 
PD along latitude, in the northern and southern quadrants 
of the Western Hemisphere, demonstrated opposite trends, 
namely hump-shaped in the former, but concave in the latter. 
The general latitudinal trend of flea PD, as indicated by the 
signs of the model coefficients, was positive in the Northern 
Hemisphere and negative in the Southern Hemisphere 
(Table 2).

Latitudinal trends of host PD were similar to those of flea 
PD in the northeastern and the southwestern quadrants, but 
with break-points shifted to higher absolute latitudes (Fig. 2). 
In contrast, latitudinal trends of host PD differed substan-
tially from those of flea PD in the southeastern and north-
western quadrants. In the former, flea PD decreased from the 
equator to the south, whereas in the latter, it sharply declined 
from the equator to 35°N and then increased to the extreme 
north (Fig. 2). See also the heat maps of latitudinal distribu-
tions of flea and host PD in Supporting information.

Latitude and functional diversity

The general trend of flea FD in the Northern and the Southern 
Hemisphere was opposite to that found for PD, namely, 
negative in the north and positive in the south (Table 3). 
Furthermore, in the northeastern quadrant, flea FD sharply 

decreased from the equator to approximately 50°N latitude 
and then sharply increased, whereas in the southeastern 
quadrant, it increased from the equator to approximately 
20°N latitude and then sharply decreased (Fig. 3). Patterns of 
flea FD in the Western Hemisphere were more complicated. 
In the northwestern quadrant, FD substantially varied across 
latitudes, decreasing from the equator to 20°N latitude and 
from 30 to 40°N latitude, while increasing from 20 to 30°N 
latitude and from 40°N latitude (Fig. 3), although differences 
between the slopes of the first and the second segments, as 
well as between the second and the third segments were not 
significant (Table 3). In the southwestern quadrant, flea FD 
increased along the first six 1° latitude bands, then decreased 
till 40°S latitude, and then increased again.

Latitudinal distributions of host FD varied between geo-
graphic quadrants and differed from those of flea FD in 
the same quadrant. In the northeastern quadrant, host FD 
attained the lowest values at approx. 17°N, 43°N and 78°N, 
and the highest values at approx. 35°N and 58°N (Fig. 3). 
In the southeastern quadrant, host FD drastically decreased 
from the equator to 4°S, then increased to about 20°S, and 
then slowly decreased to the south (Fig. 3). In the northwest-
ern quadrant, host FD steadily decreased with an increase in 
latitude until it reached a latitude of about 64°N and then 
increased to the extreme north (Fig. 3). In the southwestern 
quadrant, host FD demonstrated a classic latitudinal gradi-
ent, decreasing from the equator to the south (Fig. 3). See 

Figure 2. Broken-stick regressions of the phylogenetic diversity (standardized effect size calculated using the ‘independent swap’ null model) 
of fleas (red) and hosts (blue) along 1° latitude bands. Dots: species richness values, open circles: break-points, shaded area: 95% confidence 
interval. NW: the northwestern geographic quadrant, NE: the northeastern geographic quadrant, SW: the southwestern geographic quad-
rant, SE: the southeastern geographic quadrant.

 16000587, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/ecog.07129 by C

ochrane Israel, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [05/12/2023]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense



Page 8 of 14

also the heat maps of the latitudinal distributions of flea and 
host FD in Supporting information.

Discussion

Overall, we did not find the classical latitudinal gradient pat-
tern in either facet of diversity, in any geographic quadrant, 
for either fleas or hosts. Exceptions to this were flea PD in 
the southeastern quadrant (Fig. 2) and host FD in the south-
western quadrant (Fig. 3). The latitudinal patterns of both 
flea and host SR, PD and FD differed substantially between 
geographic quadrants. Furthermore, the latitudinal distribu-
tions of flea and host SR were similar in three of four quad-
rants (except the northeastern one), whereas the latitudinal 
distributions of flea and host PD were similar in the south-
western quadrant only. No similarities in flea versus host FD 
were revealed. Finally, the latitudinal patterns of both the 
PD and FD of both fleas and hosts mostly did not follow 
those of their species richness except the PD of fleas in the 
northwestern quadrant and the FD of hosts in the southeast-
ern quadrant (re-arranged Fig. 1–3 for easier comparison in 
Supporting information).

Species richness

The latitudinal patterns of both flea and host SR in all geo-
graphic quadrants were characterized by peaks and dips, 
similar to what was reported in, for example, swallow-
tail butterflies, albeit for the Northern Hemisphere only 
(Condamine et al. 2012). However, in contrast to the results 
of the latter study, flea and host SR were not necessarily the 
highest at the equator. One of the reasons for this could be 
that the climate in the equatorial zones is highly humid, and 
many small mammals inhabit tree crowns. These conditions 
are unfavourable for fleas, especially in their pre-imaginal 

stages (Krasnov 2008). In addition, our knowledge on fleas 
in the equatorial zones is more limited compared to other 
regions. As a result, fleas in the equatorial zones 1) are repre-
sented by a relatively small number of species and 2) cannot 
utilize the majority of small mammalian hosts. Consequently, 
a pool of mammalian hosts harbouring fleas represent only 
a relatively minor subset of all small mammals inhabiting 
these zones and are represented by species possessing certain 
traits that make them suitable hosts for fleas (e.g. shelters and 
nests appropriate for the development of pre-imaginal fleas; 
Krasnov et al. 2004a). When the majority of small mammal 
species are taken into account, the latitudinal pattern of their 
SR conforms to a classical latitudinal gradient (Maestri and 
Patterson 2016).

The occurrence of break-points in the latitudinal distribu-
tion of flea SR suggests sharp changes in the number of species 
at certain latitudes. The most likely mechanisms behind this 
could be changes in flea faunas at the borders of biogeographi-
cal realms or major biomes/ecoregions (Olson et al. 2001), 
associated with changes in environmental factors or otherwise 
at mountain ridges that could be barriers for flea dispersal. 
For example, the break-point at 10°N latitude in the north-
eastern quadrant corresponded to the border between the 
Afrotropical and the Palearctic realms, which also represents 
the transition from the Sahel’s tropical grasslands to Saharan 
desert habitats. SR thus decreases from the equator to this 
boundary and then starts to increase. The break-point at 40°N 
latitude occurred at approximately the major mountain ridges 
of Eurasia (Pyrenees, Caucasus, Tian Shan). The break-point 
of flea SR at 10–15°S in the southeastern quadrant could be 
associated with the transition from Zambezian woodlands to 
xeric savannas. In the southwestern quadrant, the break-point 
at about 30–40°S could reflect the border between tropical/
subtropical savannas and temperate grasslands. Previously, we 
reported that regional flea assemblages form biogeographic, 
but not ecological, clusters, so that the differences in flea 

Table 3. Summary of the broken-stick regressions of flea (F) or host (H) functional diversity (standardized effect size calculated using the 
‘independent swap’ null model) against the absolute value of latitude (1° latitude bands) in four geographic quadrants (NE: northeastern, SE: 
southeastern, NW: northwestern, SW: southwestern). MC: model (functional diversity ~ latitude) coefficient ± SE, n: number of break-points, 
BP: break-point ± SE; CDS: coefficient difference-in-slopes (difference in slopes between two consecutive segments). *: p < 0.05, **: p < 
0.01, ***: p < 0.001, ns: not significant.

Quadrant F/H MC R2 n BP CDS

NE F −0.08 ± 0.006*** 0.73 1 50.40 ± 1.84 0.20 ± 0.02***
H −0.07 ± 0.02*** 0.85 4 17.64 ± 1.01 0.30 ± 0.03*

34.80 ± 0.64 −0.59 ± 0.07***
42.73 ± 0.79 0.51 ± 0.07***
58.25 ± 1.16 −0.27 ± 0.03***

SE F 0.16 ± 0.02*** 0.62 1 22.55 ± 1.53 −0.35 ± 0.05***
H −0.41 ± 0.11** 0.73 2 4.80 ± 0.74 0.53 ± 011***

19.04 ± 1.69 −0.15 ± 0.03***
NW F −0.06 ± 0.02* 0.56 3 19.45 ± 2.82 0.14 ± 0.05ns

32.12 ± 1.67 −0.28 ± 0.07ns

43.02 ± 1.65 0.23 ± 0.05***
H −0.03 ± 0.003*** 0.58 1 74.21 ± 1.20 0.43 ± 0.09***

SW F 0.54 ± 0.11*** 0.85 3 6.55 ± 0.94 −0.58 ± 0.11***
21.68 ± 2.45 −0.17 ± 0.04***

39.22 ± 0.84 0.49 ± 0.04***
H −0.02 ± 0.007* 0.89 1 27.00 ± 0.01 −0.06 ± 0.01***
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species composition between biomes within a biogeographic 
realm could not be distinguished (Krasnov et al. 2022a). The 
contradiction between the results of this study and those of 
Krasnov et al. (2022a) could be associated with the fact that 
the differences between flea assemblages of different ecore-
gions may or may not be substantial enough to be revealed 
by some analyses [step-down factor analysis (Alroy 2019) in 
Krasnov et al. (2022a)]. This may depend on biome/ecoregion 
identities (Gibert et al. 2021).

The break-points in flea SR either followed (the south-
eastern quadrant) or were followed by (the southwestern 
quadrant) or almost coincided with (the northeastern quad-
rant) the break-points in the SR of the hosts they exploited, 
thus reflecting an association between parasite and host SR 
(Krasnov et al. 2004b, Kamiya et al. 2014). Moreover, the 
directions of change in the latitudinal pattern of flea SR mir-
rored those of host SR in three of the four geographic quad-
rants. These directions in the northeastern quadrant were the 
opposite of each other, which contrasted with the pattern 
in the other three geographic quadrants. On the one hand, 
this supports the results of Krasnov et al. (2007) in that 
the relationship between flea and host diversity varies geo-
graphically. On the other hand, this contradicts the results 
of Krasnov et al. (2007) because they found a link between 
flea and host SR in the Palearctic but not in the Nearctic. 
This contradiction could be caused by the methodological 
differences between this study and Krasnov et al. (2007) 

because the latter 1) considered mainly the northern and 
central Palearctic and 2) calculated SR in separate regions 
rather than along latitude bands. The reason for the opposite 
directions of latitudinal changes between flea and host SR 
in the northeastern quadrants could be the sheer land area 
of the northwestern quadrant in which the same latitude 
band can cover several biomes/ecoregions. As a result, dif-
ferent latitudinal distributions of fleas and hosts within and 
between regions may be realized in mixed patterns. In addi-
tion, the responses to biome/ecoregion subdivisions in terms 
of SR may differ between fleas and hosts. We recognize that 
these explanations are highly speculative and warrant further 
investigations.

Other studies on a latitudinal gradient in SR demon-
strated differential latitudinal patterns between different 
taxonomic units (e.g. classes of helminths in Preisser 2019 
or families of fish in Diamond and Roy 2023). In our case, 
this could not be the reason behind the substantial variation 
of SR along latitudes because this variation has been found 
even when the analyses were restricted to separate families 
(Supporting information for three flea families in the north-
eastern quadrant).

Phylogenetic diversity

The lack of congruence between the latitudinal patterns of PD 
and SR supports our earlier finding that the compositional 

Figure 3. Broken-stick regressions of the functional diversity (standardized effect size calculated using the ‘independent swap’ null model) 
of fleas (red) and hosts (blue) along 1° latitude bands. Dots: species richness values, open circles: break-points, shaded area: 95% confidence 
interval. NW: the northwestern geographic quadrant, NE: the northeastern geographic quadrant, SW: the southwestern geographic quad-
rant, SE: the southeastern geographic quadrant.
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Page 10 of 14

and phylogenetic diversity of fleas are governed by different 
rules (Krasnov et al. 2019). Our explanation was that compo-
sitional diversity was mainly associated with current ecological 
conditions, whereas PD was driven mainly by evolutionary/
historical processes. The same explanation can be applied to 
the SR and PD of both fleas and hosts in the current study. 
Furthermore, variation in the latitudinal pattern of flea PD 
between geographic quadrants can arise due to differences 
in the predominant phylogenetic lineages, which are charac-
terised by differential speciation rates and dispersal patterns. 
The latter, in turn, are strongly influenced by plate tecton-
ics (Condamine et al. 2012). In particular, fleas originated in 
Gondwana, and the main diversification events took place 
after the Cretaceous–Tertiary boundary (Medvedev 2000a, 
b, Zhu et al. 2015). The ancestral geographic state of fleas 
was most likely Australia and South America, connected via 
Antarctica, until the upper Eocene. Then, host dispersal from 
South to North America likely resulted in flea dispersal there 
(these continents were likely to have been temporarily con-
nected during the upper Cretaceous; see details and refer-
ences in Zhu et al. 2015). The route of flea dispersal to the 
Old World (from North America to Europe or Asia or from 
South America to Africa and then to Eurasia) is still debated 
(Zhu et al. 2015). As a result of multiple waves of host and 
subsequent flea migrations, different parts of the world are 
characterised by the predominance of certain flea genera and 
families. These genera and families differ in the number of 
species and their geographic ranges, which likely reflects the 
between-genus/family differences in the rate of speciation. For 
example, the largest families/subfamilies (Hysrichopsyllidae, 
Leptopsyllidae, Ceratophyllidae) are characteristic of the 
Palearctic, whereas the smaller families and subfamilies 
(Chimaeropsyllidae, Xiphiopsyllidae, Craneopsyllinae) are 
distributed in the Afrotropics and the Neotropics (Traub 1980, 
Medvedev 2005). This results in the proportion of endemic 
genera being the highest in the Afrotropics and the Neotropics 
and much lower in the Palearctic and the Nearctic (Medvedev 
2005). In addition, the dynamics of glaciation/interglaciation 
events that are more characteristic of the Northern than the 
Southern Hemisphere could affect the latitudinal distribution 
of phylogenetic lineages, leading to multiple peaks of latitudi-
nal PD distribution, although it is unclear why multiple peaks 
were found in the northeastern, but not the north–western, 
quadrant. Perhaps, this is due to the higher number and vari-
ety of mountain systems in Eurasia than in North America. 
These systems could represent barriers to dispersal for certain 
flea and host lineages.

The reason behind the difference in the latitudinal pattern 
of PD between fleas and hosts in some geographic quadrants 
could be that the diversification of parasites is not necessarily 
a response to the diversification of hosts. In fact, co-specia-
tion of parasites and their hosts is rare (Poulin 2007) because 
their common evolutionary history is often complicated by a 
variety of evolutionary events (Page 2003). Furthermore, co-
speciation could occur in some, but not other, phylogenetic 
lineages of fleas and hosts (Krasnov and Shenbrot 2002).

Functional diversity

As mentioned above, the latitudinal distributions of the SR, 
PD and FD of fleas and their hosts demonstrate different 
patterns. The lack of a strong correlation between SR and 
FD has been found in other taxa (Fonseca and Ganade 2001, 
Diamond and Roy 2023). This suggests that either some 
species occurring at a latitude band are functionally redun-
dant (Rosenfeld 2002) or that the functional traits selected 
for the calculation of FD were not informative enough 
(Llopis-Belinguer et al. 2019). We believe that the former 
explanation is more relevant for the results of this study, 
especially for latitude bands with a similar homogeneous 
environment. Indeed, flea species that co-occur in a region 
appeared to be more similar in their traits than expected by 
chance, although this has been studied only in the Palearctic 
(Krasnov et al. 2015). Furthermore, intensive speciation 
can result in multiple closely related species that are similar 
in their traits. However, rapid speciation accompanied with 
strong divergent selection can shape phenotypic diversifica-
tion (Pressoir and Berthaud 2004). The highest speciation 
rates of fleas are thought to be characteristic of temperate 
regions in the Palearctic, because this region contains many 
mountain ranges spanning east-west (in contrast to other 
realms where mountain ranges predominantly span north–-
-south). These ranges could promote reproductive isolation 
and thus facilitate speciation. As a result, the highest flea 
SR and the lowest flea FD were found at about 50° in the 
northeastern quadrant, although flea PD at these latitudes 
had moderate values. Different latitudinal patterns of PD 
and FD could arise because some functional traits are phy-
logenetically conserved (e.g. body size of fleas and hosts; 
Surkova et al. 2018, Fourcade and Alhajeri 2023; respec-
tively), whereas others are not (e.g. host specificity for fleas 
and geographic range size for hosts; Krasnov et al. 2011, 
Guy et al. 2019; respectively).

In conclusion, latitudinal gradients of SR, PD and FD 
did not appear to be universal phenomena. Instead, the lati-
tudinal distributions of these diversity facets likely represent 
an interplay of ecological (current and past) and historical 
processes. For parasites, the processes acting on their hosts 
add another dimension that could influence the latitudi-
nal patterns of their diversity, which makes these patterns 
more complicated. However, a caveat should be mentioned. 
A negative latitude–diversity pattern for human pathogens 
and parasites highlighted by Grenier et al. (2004) suggests 
that the results of studies of the latitude–diversity relation-
ships in other species that reported no or reversed pat-
tern should be taken with caution because, as mentioned 
above, human parasites are known much better that para-
sites of any other host species. In other words, the likeli-
hood of highlighting real latitude–diversity patterns may 
strongly depend on sampling effort and geographical gaps. 
Nevertheless, we believe that the results of our study are 
based on one of the most exhaustive and detailed databases 
of parasites and their hosts.

 16000587, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/ecog.07129 by C

ochrane Israel, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [05/12/2023]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense



Page 11 of 14

Acknowledgements – We thank Subject Editor (Jean-Francois 
Guegan) and two anonymous reviewers for helpful comments on 
the earlier version of the manuscript..
Funding – This study was partly supported by Israel Science 
Foundation (grants 548/23 to BRK and ISK). UR acknowledges 
support from the United States-Israel Binational Science Foundation 
(BSF; grant 2021030), and the Jewish National Fund (JNF).

Author contributions

Boris R. Krasnov: Conceptualization (lead); Formal analy-
sis (lead); Methodology (lead); Project administration (lead); 
Writing – original draft (lead); Writing – review and edit-
ing (lead). Vasily I. Grabovsky: Formal analysis (equal). 
Irina S. Khokhlova: Data curation (equal); Formal analysis 
(equal); Writing – original draft (equal); Writing – review 
and editing (equal). Maria Fernanda López Berrizbeitia: 
Data curation (equal); Writing – review and editing (equal). 
Sonja Matthee: Conceptualization (equal); Data curation 
(equal); Methodology (equal); Writing – review and edit-
ing (equal). Uri Roll: Conceptualization (equal); Formal 
analysis (equal); Software (equal); Writing – original draft 
(equal); Writing – review and editing (equal). Juliana P. 
Sanchez: Conceptualization (equal); Data curation (equal); 
Writing – review and editing (equal). Georgy I. Shenbrot: 
Conceptualization (equal); Data curation (equal); Formal 
analysis (equal); Methodology (equal); Writing – review 
and editing (equal). Luther van der Mescht: Data curation 
(equal); Writing – review and editing (equal).

Data availability statement

Data on flea and host latitudinal distributions are avail-
able from the Mendeley Data repository: https://doi.
org/10.17632/fv7h3cfs47.2 (Krasnov et al. 2023).

Supporting information

The Supporting information associated with this article is 
available with the online version.

References

Alroy, J. 2019. Discovering biogeographic and ecological clusters 
with a graph theoretic spin on factor analysis. – Ecography 42: 
1504–1513.

Andam, C. P., Doroghazi, J. R., Campbell, A. N., Kelly, P. J., Chou-
doir, M. J. and Buckley, D. H. 2016. A latitudinal diversity 
gradient in terrestrial bacteria of the genus Streptomyces. – Am. 
Soc. Microbiol. mBio 7: e02200–e02215.

Bordes, F., Morand, S., Krasnov, B. R. and Poulin, R. 2010. Para-
site diversity and latitudinal gradients in terrestrial mammals. 
– In: Morand, S. and Krasnov, B. R. (eds), The biogeography 
of host–parasite interactions. Oxford Univ. Press, pp. 89–98.

Brown, J. H. 2014. Why are there so many species in the tropics? 
– J. Biogeogr. 41: 8–22.

Calvete, C., Estrada, R., Lucientes, J., Estrada, A. and Telletxea, I. 
2003. Correlates of helminth community in the red-legged par-
tridge (Alectoris rufa L.) in Spain. – J. Parasitol. 89: 445–451.

Castiglione, S., Tesone, G., Piccolo, M., Melchionna, M., Mon-
danaro, A., Serio, C., Di Febbraro, M. and Raia, P. 2018. A 
new method for testing evolutionary rate variation and shifts in 
phenotypic evolution. – Methods Ecol. Evol. 9: 974–983.

Chown, S. L. and Gaston, K. J. 2000. Areas, cradles and museums: 
the latitudinal gradient in species richness. – Trends Ecol. Evol. 
15: 311–315.

Clark, N. J. 2018. Phylogenetic uniqueness, not latitude, explains 
the diversity of avian blood parasite communities worldwide. 
– Global Ecol. Biogeogr. 27: 744–755.

Colesie, C., Green, T. G. A., Türk, R., Hogg, I. D., Sancho, L. G. 
and Büdel, B. 2014. Terrestrial biodiversity along the Ross Sea 
coastline, Antarctica: lack of a latitudinal gradient and potential 
limits of bioclimatic modelling. – Polar Biol. 37: 1197–1208.

Colwell, R. K. and Lees, D. C. 2000. The mid-domain effect: geo-
metric constraints on the geography of species richness. – Trends 
Ecol. Evol. 15: 70–76.

Condamine, F. L., Sperling, F. A. H., Wahlberg, N., Rasplus, J. Y. 
and Kergoat, G. J. 2012. What causes latitudinal gradients in 
species diversity? Evolutionary processes and ecological con-
straints on swallowtail biodiversity. – Ecol. Lett. 15: 267–277.

Diamond, J. and Roy, D. 2023. Patterns of functional diversity 
along latitudinal gradients of species richness in eleven fish 
families. – Global Ecol. Biogeogr. 32: 450–465.

Dobson, A., Lafferty, K. D., Kuris, A. M., Hechinger, R. F. and 
Jetz, W. 2008. Colloquium paper: Homage to Linnaeus: how 
many parasites? How many hosts? – Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA 
105: 11482–11489.

Dobzhansky, T. 1950. Evolution in the tropics. – Am. Sci. 38: 
209–221.

Dynesius, M. and Jansson, R. 2000. Evolutionary consequences of 
changes in species’ geographical distributions driven by Milank-
ovitch climate oscillations. – Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA 97: 
9115–9120.

Faith, D. P. 1992. Conservation evaluation and phylogenetic diver-
sity. – Biol. Cons. 61: 1–10.

Fonseca, C. R. and Ganade, G. 2001. Species functional redun-
dancy, random extinctions and the stability of ecosystems. – J. 
Ecol. 89: 118–125.

Fourcade, Y. and Alhajeri, B. H. 2023. Environmental correlates of 
body size influence range size and extinction risk: a global study 
in rodents. – Global Ecol. Biogeogr. 32: 206–217.

Gaston, K. J. 2000. Global patterns in biodiversity. – Nature 405: 
220–227.

GBIF: The Global Biodiversity Information Facility. 2023. GBIF 
occurrence. – https://doi.org/10.15468/dd.4etnyf.

Gibert, C., Shenbrot, G. I., Stanko, M., Khokhlova, I. S. and Kras-
nov, B. R. 2021. Dispersal-based versus niche-based processes 
as drivers of flea species composition on small mammalian 
hosts: inferences from species occurrences at large and small 
scales. – Oecologia 197: 471–484.

Gotelli, N. J. 2000. Null model analysis of species co-occurrence 
patterns. – Ecology 81: 2606–2621.

Guernier, V., Hochberg, M. E. and Guégan, J. F. 2004. Ecology 
drives the worldwide distribution of human diseases. – PLoS 
Biol. 2: e141.

Guilhaumon, F., Krasnov, B. R., Poulin, R., Shenbrot, G. I. and 
Mouillot, D. 2012. Latitudinal mismatches between the com-
ponents of mammal–flea interaction networks. – Global Ecol. 
Biogeogr. 21: 725–731.

Guy, C., Thiagavel, J., Mideo, N. and Ratcliffe, J. M. 2019. Phy-
logeny matters: revisiting ‘a comparison of bats and rodents 

 16000587, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/ecog.07129 by C

ochrane Israel, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [05/12/2023]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.17632/fv7h3cfs47.2
https://doi.org/10.17632/fv7h3cfs47.2
https://doi.org/10.15468/dd.4etnyf


Page 12 of 14

as reservoirs of zoonotic viruses’. – R. Soc. Open Sci. 6: 
181182.

Hadfield, J. D., Krasnov, B. R., Poulin, R. and Nakagawa, S. 2014. 
A tale of two phylogenies: comparative analyses of ecological 
interactions. – Am. Nat. 183: 174–187.

Hanly, P. J., Mittelbach, G. G. and Schemske, D. W. 2017. Spe-
ciation and the latitudinal diversity gradient: insights from the 
global distribution of endemic fish. – Am. Nat. 189: 604–615.

Hillebrand, H. 2004. On the generality of the latitudinal diversity 
gradient. – Am. Nat. 163: 192–211.

Ioff, I. G., Mikulin, M. A. and Scalon, O. I. 1965. Identification 
key of fleas of middle Asia and Kazakhstan. – Meditsina, in 
Russian.

IUCN 2022. The IUCN red list of threatened species, version 
2022-2. – https://www.iucnredlist.org.

Johnson, P. and Haas, S. E. 2021. Why do parasites exhibit reverse 
latitudinal diversity gradients? Testing the roles of host diversity, 
habitat and climate. – Global Ecol. Biogeogr. 30: 1810–1821.

Jones, K. E. et al. 2009. PanTHERIA: a species-level database of 
life history, ecology, and geography of extant and recently 
extinct mammals. – Ecology 90: 2648.

Kamiya, T., O’Dwyer, K., Nakagawa, S. and Poulin, R. 2014. What 
determines species richness of parasitic organisms? A meta-analy-
sis across animal, plant and fungal hosts. – Biol. Rev. 89: 123–134.

Kaufman, D. M. 1995. Diversity of New World mammals: univer-
sality of the latitudinal gradients of species and bauplans. – J. 
Mammal. 76: 322–334.

Kembel, S. W., Cowan, P. D., Helmus, M. R., Cornwell, W. K., 
Morlon, H., Ackerly, D. D., Blomberg, S. P. and Webb, C. O. 
2010. Picante: R tools for integrating phylogenies and ecology. 
– Bioinformatics 26: 1463–1464.

Kerkhoff, A. J., Moriarty, P. E. and Weiser, M. D. 2014. The lati-
tudinal species richness gradient in New World woody angio-
sperms is consistent with the tropical conservatism hypothesis. 
– Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA 111: 8125–8130.

Kouki, J., Niemelä, P. and Viitasaari, M. 1994. Reversed latitudinal 
gradient in species richness of sawflies (Hymenoptera, Sym-
phyta). – Ann. Zool. Fenn. 31: 83–88

Krasnov, B. R. 2008. Functional and evolutionary ecology of fleas. 
A model for ecological parasitology. – Cambridge Univ. Press.

Krasnov, B. R. and Shenbrot, G. I. 2002. Coevolutionary events in 
history of association of jerboas (Rodentia: Dipodidae) and 
their flea parasites. – Isr. J. Zool. 48: 331–350.

Krasnov, B. R., Shenbrot, G. I., Khokhlova, I. S. and Degen, A. A. 
2004a. Flea species richness and parameters of host body, host 
geography and host ‘milieu’ host ‘milieu’. – J. Anim. Ecol. 73: 
1121–1128.

Krasnov, B. R., Shenbrot, G. I., Khokhlova, I. S. and Allan Degen, 
A. A. 2004b. Relationship between host diversity and parasite 
diversity: flea assemblages on small mammals. – J. Biogeogr. 31: 
1857–1866.

Krasnov, B. R., Shenbrot, G. I., Khokhlova, I. S. and Poulin, R. 
2007. Geographic variation in the “bottom-up” control of 
diversity: fleas and their small mammalian hosts. – Global Ecol. 
Biogeogr. 16: 179–186.

Krasnov, B. R., Shenbrot, G. I., Khokhlova, I. S., Mouillot, D. and 
Poulin, R. 2008. Latitudinal gradients in niche breadth: empir-
ical evidence from haematophagous ectoparasites. – J. Biogeogr. 
35: 592–601.

Krasnov, B. R., Poulin, R. and Mouillot, D. 2011. Scale-depend-
ence of phylogenetic signal in ecological traits of ectoparasites. 
– Ecography 34: 114–122.

Krasnov, B. R., Shenbrot, G. I., Khokhlova, I. S., Stanko, M., 
Morand, S. and Mouillot, D. 2015. Assembly rules of ectopar-
asite communities across scales: combining patterns of abiotic 
factors, host composition, geographic space, phylogeny and 
traits. – Ecography 38: 184–197.

Krasnov, B. R., Shenbrot, G. I., Khokhlova, I. S. and Degen, A. A. 
2016. Trait-based and phylogenetic associations between para-
sites and their hosts: a case study with small mammals and fleas 
in the Palearctic. – Oikos 125: 29–38.

Krasnov, B. R., Shenbrot, G. I., van der Mescht, L., Warburton, E. 
M. and Khokhlova, I. S. 2018a. Phylogenetic heritability of 
geographic range size in haematophagous ectoparasites: time of 
divergence and variation among continents. – Parasitology 145: 
1623–1632.

Krasnov, B. R., Shenbrot, G. I., van der Mescht, L., Warburton, E. 
M. and Khokhlova, I. S. 2018b. The latitudinal, but not the 
longitudinal, geographic range positions of haematophagous 
ectoparasites demonstrate historical signatures. – Int. J. Parasi-
tol. 48: 743–749.

Krasnov, B. R., Shenbrot, G. S., van der Mescht, L., Warburton, 
E. M. and Khokhlova, I. S. 2019. Phylogenetic and composi-
tional diversity are governed by different rules: a study of fleas 
parasitic on small mammals in four biogeographic realms. – 
Ecography 42: 1000–1011.

Krasnov, B. R., Shenbrot, G. I. and Khokhlova, I. S. 2022a. 
Regional flea and host assemblages form biogeographic, but not 
ecological, clusters: evidence for a dispersal-based mechanism 
as a driver of species composition. – Parasitology 149: 
1450–1459.

Krasnov, B. R., Shenbrot, G. I. and Khokhlova, I. S. 2022b. Phy-
logenetic signals in flea-host interaction networks from four 
biogeographic realms: difference between interactors and the 
effects of environmental factors. – Int. J. Parasitol. 52: 475–484.

Krasnov, B., Grabovsky, V., Khokhlova, I., López Berrizbeitia, M. 
F., Matthee, S., Roll, U., Sanchez, J., Shenbrot, G. and van der 
Mescht, L. 2023. Data from: Latitudinal distribution of fleas 
and their small mammalian hosts. – Mendeley Data V. 2 
htpps://doi.org/10.17632/fv7h3cfs47.2.

Laliberté, E. and Legendre, P. 2010. A distance-based framework 
for measuring functional diversity from multiple traits. – Ecol-
ogy 91: 299–305.

Lin, H.-Y., Corkrey, R., Kaschner, K., Garilao, C. and Costello, M. 
J. 2021. Latitudinal diversity gradients for five taxonomic levels 
of marine fish in depth zones. – Ecol. Res. 36: 266–280.

Llopis-Belenguer, C., Balbuena, J. A., Lange, K., de Bello, F. and 
Blasco-Costa, I. 2019. Towards a unified functional trait frame-
work for parasites. – Trends Parasitol. 35: 972–982.

Maddison, W. P. and Maddison, D. R. 2021. Mesquite: a modular 
system for evolutionary analysis, ver. 3.70. – www.mesquitepro-
ject.org.

Maestri, R. and Patterson, B. D. 2016. Patterns of species richness 
and turnover for the South American rodent fauna. – PLoS One 
11: e0151895.

Maestri, R., Perez-Lamarque, B., Zhukova, A. and Morlon, H. 
2023. Recent evolutionary origin and localized diversity hot-
spots of mammalian coronaviruses. – bioRxiv 
2023.03.09.531875.

Mammola, S., Carmona, C. P., Guillerme, T. and Cardoso, P. 2021. 
Concepts and applications in functional diversity. – Funct. 
Ecol. 35: 1869–1885.

Massante, J. C., Götzenberger, L., Takkis, K., Hallikma, T., 
Kaasik, A., Laanisto, L., Hutchings, M. J. and Gerhold, P. 

 16000587, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/ecog.07129 by C

ochrane Israel, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [05/12/2023]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://www.iucnredlist.org
htpps://doi.org/10.17632/fv7h3cfs47.2
www.mesquiteproject.org
www.mesquiteproject.org


Page 13 of 14

2019. Contrasting latitudinal patterns in phylogenetic diver-
sity between woody and herbaceous communities. – Sci. Rep. 
9: 6443.

Mateo, R. G., Broennimann, O., Normand, S., Petitpierre, B., 
Araújo, M. B., Svenning, J. C., Baselga, A., Fernández-González, 
F., Gómez-Rubio, V., Muñoz, J., Suarez, G. M., Luoto, M., 
Guisan, A. and Vanderpoorten, A. 2016. The mossy north: an 
inverse latitudinal diversity gradient in European bryophytes. 
– Sci. Rep. 6: 25546.

Medvedev, S. G. 2005. An attempted system analysis of the evolu-
tion of the order of fleas (Siphonaptera). Lectures in memoriam 
N. A. Kholodkovsky, No. 57. – Russian Entomol.Soc. and 
Zool. Inst. of the Russian Acad. Sci., in Russian.

Medvedev, S. G. 2000a. Fauna and host–parasite associations of 
fleas (Siphonaptera) in different zoogeographical regions of the 
world. I. – Entomol. Rev. 80: 409–435.

Medvedev, S. G. 2000b. Fauna and host–parasite associations of 
fleas (Siphonaptera) in different zoogeographical regions of the 
world. II. – Entomol. Rev. 80: 640–655.

Miller, J. T., Jolley-Rogers, G., Mishler, B. D. and Thornhill, A. H. 
2018. Phylogenetic diversity is a better measure of biodiversity 
than taxon counting. – J. Syst. Evol. 56: 663–667.

Mittelbach, G. G. et al. 2007. Evolution and the latitudinal diver-
sity gradient: speciation, extinction and biogeography. – Ecol. 
Lett. 10: 315–331.

Mittermeier, R. A. and Wilson, D. E. 2015. Handbook of the 
mammals of the world, vol. 5, Insectivores, sloths and colugos. 
– Lynx Edicions.

Mittermeier, R. A. and Wilson, D. E. 2018. Handbook of the 
mammals of the world, vol. 8, Monotremes and marsupials. – 
Lynx Edicions.

Muggeo, V. M. R. 2003. Estimating regression models with 
unknown break-points. – Stat. Med. 22: 3055–3071.

Muggeo, V. M. R. 2008. Segmented: an R package to fit regression 
models with broken-line relationships. – R News 8: 20–25.

Muggeo, V. M. R. 2020. Selecting number of breakpoints in seg-
mented regression: implementation in the R package seg-
mented. – www.researchgate.net/publication/343737604.

Nunn, C. L., Altizer, S. M., Sechrest, W. and Cunningham, A. A. 
2005. Latitudinal gradients of parasite species richness in pri-
mates. – Divers. Distrib. 11: 249–256.

Olson, D. M., Dinerstein, E., Wikramanayake, E. D., Burgess, N. 
D., Powell, G. V. N., Underwood, E. C., D’amico, J. A., Itoua, 
I., Strand, H. E., Morrison, J. C., Loucks, C. J., Allnutt, T. F., 
Ricketts, T. H., Kura, Y., Lamoreux, J. F., Wettengel, W. W., 
Hedao, P. and Kassem, K. R. 2001. Terrestrial ecoregions of the 
world: a new map of life on Earth: a new global map of ter-
restrial ecoregions provides an innovative tool for conserving 
biodiversity. – BioScience 51: 933–938.

Page, R. D. M. (ed.) 2003. Tangled trees: phylogeny, cospeciation 
and coevolution. – Univ- of Chicago Press.

Pavoine, S. 2012. Clarifying and developing analyses of biodiver-
sity: towards a generalisation of current approaches. – Methods 
Ecol. Evol. 3: 509–518.

Petchey, O. L., O’Gorman, E. J. and Flynn, D. F. B. 2009. A 
functional guide to functional diversity measures. – In: Naeem, 
S., Bunker, D. E., Hector, A., Loreau, M. and Perrings, C. (eds), 
Biodiversity, ecosystem functioning, and human wellbeing. An 
ecological and economic perspective. Oxford Univ. Press, pp. 
49–59.

Pianka, E. R. 1966. Latitudinal gradients in species diversity: a 
review of concepts. – Am. Nat. 100: 33–46.

Poulin, R. 1995. Phylogeny, ecology, and the richness of parasite 
communities in vertebrates. – Ecol. Monogr. 65: 283–302.

Poulin, R. 2007. Evolutionary ecology of parasites. From individu-
als to communities, 2nd edn. – Princeton Univ. Press.

Poulin, R. 2014. Parasite biodiversity revisited: frontiers and con-
straints. – Int. J. Parasitol. 44: 581–589.

Poulin, R. 2021. Functional biogeography of parasite traits: hypoth-
eses and evidence. – Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. B 376: 20200365.

Poulin, R. and Hamilton, W. J. 2000. Egg size variation as a func-
tion of environmental variability in parasitic trematodes. – Can. 
J. Zool. 78: 564–569.

Poulin, R. and Morand, S. 2004. Parasite biodiversity. – Smithso-
nian Insti. Press.

Poulin, R. and Leung, T. L. F. 2011. Latitudinal gradients in the 
taxonomic composition of parasite communities. – J. Hel-
minthol. 85: 228–233.

Pressoir, G. and Berthaud, J. 2004. Population structure and strong 
divergent selection shape phenotypic diversification in maize 
landraces. – Heredity 92: 95–101.

Preisser, W. 2019. Latitudinal gradients of parasite richness: a 
review and new insights from helminths of cricetid rodents. – 
Ecography 42: 1315–1330.

Preston, F. W. 1960. Time and space and the variation of species. 
– Ecology 41: 611–627.

Revell, L. J. 2012. phytools: an R package for phylogenetic com-
parative biology (and other things). – Methods Ecol. Evol. 3: 
217–223.

Rohde, K. 1992. Latitudinal gradients in species diversity: the 
search for the primary cause. – Oikos 65: 514–527.

Rohde, K. 1996. Rapoport’s rule is a local phenomenon and cannot 
explain latitudinal gradients in species diversity. – Biodivers. 
Lett. 3: 10–13.

Rohde, K. 1998. Latitudinal gradients in species diversity. Area 
matters, but how much? – Oikos 82: 184–190.

Rohde, K. 1999. Latitudinal gradients in species diversity and 
Rapoport’s rule revisited: a review of recent work and what can 
parasites teach us about the causes of the gradients? – Ecography 
22: 593–613.

Rohde, K. and Heap, M. 1998. Latitudinal differences in species 
and community richness and in community structure of meta-
zoan endo- and ectoparasites of marine teleost fish. – Int. J. 
Parasitol. 28: 461–474.

Rosenfeld, J. S. 2002. Functional redundancy in ecology and con-
servation. – Oikos 98: 156–162.

Rosenzweig, M. L. 1995. Species diversity in space and time. – 
Cambridge Univ. Press.

Soria, C. D., Pacifici, M., Di Marco, M., Stephen, S. M. and Ron-
dinini, C. 2021. COMBINE: a coalesced mammal database of 
intrinsic and extrinsic traits. – Ecology 102: e03344.

Stuart-Smith, R. D., Bates, A. E., Lefcheck, J. S., Duffy, J. E., 
Baker, S. C., Thomson, R. J., Stuart-Smith, J. F., Hill, N. A., 
Kininmonth, S. J., Airoldi, L., Becerro, M. A., Campbell, S. J., 
Dawson, T. P., Navarrete, S. A., Soler, G. A., Strain, E. M., 
Willis, T. J. and Edgar, G. J. 2013. Integrating abundance and 
functional traits reveals new global hotspots of fish diversity. – 
Nature 501: 539–542.

Surkova, E. N., Warburton, E. M., van der Mescht, L., Khokhlova, 
I. S. and Krasnov, B. R. 2018. Body size and ecological traits 
in fleas parasitic on small mammals in the Palearctic: larger 
species attain higher abundance. – Oecologia 188: 559–569.

Thieltges, D. W., Ferguson, M. A. D., Jones, C. S., Noble, L. R. 
and Poulin, R. 2009. Biogeographical patterns of marine larval 

 16000587, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/ecog.07129 by C

ochrane Israel, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [05/12/2023]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

www.researchgate.net/publication/343737604


Page 14 of 14

trematode parasites in two intermediate snail hosts in Europe. 
– J. Biogeogr. 36: 1493–1501.

Torchin, M. E., Miura, O. and Hechinger, R. F. 2015. Parasite 
species richness and intensity of interspecific interactions 
increase with latitude in two wide-ranging hosts. – Ecology 96: 
3033–3042.

Traub, R. 1980. The zoogeography and evolution of some fleas, lice 
and mammals. – In: Traub, R. and Starke, H. (eds), Fleas. Pro-
ceedings of the international conference on fleas, Ashton Wold, 
Peterborough, UK, 21–25 June 1977. A.A. Balkema Publishers, 
pp. 93–172.

Upham, N. S., Esselstyn, J. A. and Jetz, W. 2019. Inferring the 
mammal tree: species-level sets of phylogenies for questions in 
ecology, evolution, and conservation. – PLoS Biol. 17: 
e3000494.

van der Mescht, L., Warburton, E. M., Khokhlova, I. S., Stanko, 
M., Vinarski, M. V., Korallo-Vinarskaya, N. P. and Krasnov, B. 
R. 2018. Biogeography of parasite abundance: latitudinal gradi-
ent and distance decay of similarity in the abundance of fleas 
and mites parasitic on small mammals in the Palearctic at three 
spatial scales. – Int. J. Parasitol. 48: 857–866.

Villalobos-Segura, M. C., García-Prieto, L. and Rico-Chávez, O. 
2020. Effects of latitude, host body size, and host trophic guild 
on patterns of diversity of helminths associated with humans, 

wild and domestic mammals of Mexico. – Int. J. Parasitol: 
Paras. Wildlife 13: 221–230.

Weiser, M. D., Enquist, B. J., Boyle, B., Killeen, T. J., Jørgensen, 
P. M., Fonseca, G., Jennings, M. D., Kerkhoff, A. J., Lacher, T. 
E., Monteagudo, A., Vargas, M. P. N., Phillips, O. L., Swenson, 
N. G. and Martínez, R. V. 2007. Latitudinal patterns of range 
size and species richness of New World woody plants. – Global 
Ecol. Biogeogr. 16: 679–688.

Willig, M. R., Kaufman, D. M. and Stevens, R. D. 2003. Latitu-
dinal gradients of biodiversity: pattern, process, scale, and syn-
thesis. – Annu. Rev. Ecol. Evol. Syst. 34: 273–309.

Wilman, H., Belmaker, J., Simpson, J., de la Rosa, C., Rivadeneira, 
M. M. and Jetz, W. 2014. EltonTraits 1.0: species-level foraging 
attributes of the world’s birds and mammals. – Ecology 95: 
2027.

Wilson, D. E., Lacher, T. E. and Mittermeier, R. A. (eds) 2016. 
Handbook of the mammals of the world, vol. 6, Lagomorphs 
and rodents I. – Lynx Edicions.

Wilson, D. E., Lacher, T. E. and Mittermeier, R. A. (eds) 2017. 
Handbook of the mammals of the world, vol. 7, Rodents II. 
– Lynx Edicions.

Zhu, Q., Hastriter, M. W., Whiting, M. F. and Dittmar, K. 2015. 
Fleas (Siphonaptera) are Cretaceous, and evolved with Theria. 
– Mol. Phylogenet. Evol. 90: 129–139.

 16000587, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/ecog.07129 by C

ochrane Israel, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [05/12/2023]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense


	Introduction
	Material and methods
	Data on the latitudinal distribution of fleas and their hosts
	Phylogenies
	Functional traits
	Measurements of species richness, functional diversity, and phylogenetic diversity
	Data analyses

	Results
	Latitude and species richness
	Latitude and phylogenetic diversity
	Latitude and functional diversity

	Discussion
	Species richness
	Phylogenetic diversity
	Functional diversity

	Funding – This study was partly supported by Israel Science Foundation (grants 548/23 to BRK and ISK). UR acknowledges support from the United States-Israel Binational Science Foundation (BSF; grant 2021030), and the Jewish National Fund (JNF).
	Author contributions
	Data availability statement
	Supporting information

	References

