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Eutrophication due to nutrient addition can result in major alterations in aquatic 
ecosystem productivity. Foundation species, individually and interactively, 
whether present as invasive species or as instruments of ecosystem 
management and restoration, can have unwanted effects like stabilizing turbid 
eutrophic states. In this study, we used whole-pond experimental manipulations 
to investigate the impacts of disturbance by nutrient additions in the presence 
and absence of two foundation species: Dreissena polymorpha (a freshwater 
mussel) and Myriophyllum spicatum (a macrophyte). We tracked how nutrient 
additions to ponds changed the prokaryotic and eukaryotic communities, 
using 16S, 18S, and COI amplicon sequencing. The nutrient disturbance and 
foundation species imposed strong selection on the prokaryotic communities, 
but not on the microbial eukaryotic communities. The prokaryotic communities 
changed increasingly over time as the nutrient disturbance intensified. Post-
disturbance, the foundation species stabilized the prokaryotic communities 
as observed by the reduced rate of change in community composition. Our 
analysis suggests that prokaryotic community change contributed both directly 
and indirectly to major changes in ecosystem properties, including pH and 
dissolved oxygen. Our work shows that nutrient disturbance and foundation 
species strongly affect the prokaryotic community composition and stability, 
and that the presence of foundation species can, in some cases, promote the 
emergence and persistence of a turbid eutrophic ecosystem state.
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1 Introduction

Ponds and shallow lakes have been known to respond nonlinearly to nutrient inputs, 
manifested as transitions between macrophyte-rich clear waters and phytoplankton-rich 
turbid waters (Scheffer et al., 1993; Janssen et al., 2014). Transitions to a turbid state can lead 
to harmful algal blooms and dead zones as well as have adverse effects on human health and 
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reduce economic outcomes (Council of the European Communities, 
1991; Ibelings et al., 2008), and are therefore generally considered 
undesirable (OSPAR Commission, 2005). Nutrient reduction alone 
may not reverse the ecosystem from an undesirable turbid state to a 
desirable clear state, but coupling the reduction with food web 
manipulation could accelerate the reversal (van Donk and Gulati, 
1995). The nonlinearity of the transitions could therefore partly result 
from the impacts of key ecosystem species such as macrophytes and 
grazers (Scheffer et al., 1993; van Donk and Gulati, 1995). Narwani 
et al. (2019) studied the impacts of two such species on artificial pond 
ecosystems as nutrient levels increased. However, this study could not 
account for the complete complexity of the aquatic microbiomes since 
only microscopy was used for species identification. Here, 
we investigated this experimental setting further using metabarcoding.

In many ecosystems, a single species exerts strong control over 
community structure and modulates the dynamics of fundamental 
ecosystem processes, further referred to as a “foundation species” 
(Dayton, 1972; Ellison et al., 2005). Some early theoretical studies 
investigating the impact of biodiversity on the stability of communities 
or ecosystem functioning suggested that communities with fewer 
interacting species were more stable (May, 1973), while many current 
theoretical and empirical studies indicate the opposite (Cottingham 
et al., 2001; Tilman et al., 2006; Isbell et al., 2009). In certain cases, 
foundation species can have negative effects on the ecosystem like 
facilitating and stabilizing turbid eutrophic states (Altieri et al., 2010; 
Angelini et  al., 2011), for instance by selecting for taxa that have 
increased resistance or susceptibility to eutrophic conditions (Lehman 
and Tilman, 2000). Foundation species can also affect the ecosystem 
stability more directly by regulating the fluxes of energy and nutrients 
in the system or through positive interactions with other taxa in the 
system (Stachowicz, 2001; Ellison et al., 2005; Schöb et al., 2012). 
Different foundation species can affect the ecosystems in various 
ways—for instance, macrophytes affect nutrient cycling, sedimentation 
levels, create habitats for micro- and macroinvertebrates, and reduce 
the disruption and resuspension of sediment and sediment-nutrients 
via mixing and turbulence (Bergström et al., 2000; Declerck et al., 
2007; Thomaz and da Cunha, 2010). The presence of macrophytes 
increases habitat complexity and the abundance and diversity of fishes, 
invertebrates, and microorganisms in water bodies (Thomaz and da 
Cunha, 2010). The mere physical presence of macrophyte structures 
can increase the taxonomic richness of phytoplankton and 
zooplankton, and live macrophytes may also act via other mechanisms, 
such as the release of allelochemicals (Declerck et al., 2007). Zebra 
mussels, on the other hand, increase water clarity and concentrate 
soluble nitrogen and phosphorus obtained from the planktonic food 
web and shunt it to littoral food webs (Caraco et al., 1997; Makarewicz 
et al., 2000; Altieri and Witman, 2006; Strayer, 2009). Zebra mussels 
are highly invasive, provide habitat and food for invertebrates in the 
lake shores they occupy, and can have short-term direct and long-term 
indirect effects on aquatic ecosystems (Strayer, 2009; Karatayev et al., 
2015). They are known to cause withering of planktonic food webs, 
flourishing of littoral food webs, eruptions of toxic phytoplankton, and 
increasing concentrations of soluble nitrogen and phosphorus 
(Karatayev et al., 2015). Further, they can cause a sharp fall in the 
populations of consumers, benthic animals and large zooplankton 
(Karatayev et al., 2015).

In addition to the foundation species, the ecological stability of 
freshwater systems is affected by variables such as environmental 

stochasticity, species richness and community composition and 
nutrient levels (Grimm and Wissel, 1997; Pennekamp et al., 2018). The 
ecosystem’s “stability” response to an external disturbance can itself 
be multi-dimensional (Donohue et al., 2013; Hillebrand et al., 2018) 
comprising resistance—ability to withstand disturbance (Donohue 
et  al., 2016), recovery—return to initial structure and function 
(Grafton et al., 2019), resilience—recovery speed after disturbance is 
removed (Pimm, 1984), and temporal stability—invariability to 
change both during presence and absence of disturbance, either from 
one timepoint to another or across a series of timepoints (Hillebrand 
et al., 2018).

In this study, we focused on temporal stability by observing the 
rate of change of community composition from its previous state, 
before, during, and after a nutrient disturbance. The experiment was 
conducted in an artificial freshwater pond system and the ecosystem 
dynamics were observed over a period of 13 months, focussing on the 
individual and interactive impacts of two foundation species on 
microbial community structure (both prokarya and eukarya). The 
foundation species used were the Eurasian macrophyte, Myriophyllum 
spicatum (hereafter “Myriophyllum”), and the zebra mussel, Dreissena 
polymorpha (hereafter “Dreissena”). We tested the hypothesis that the 
foundation species differentially affect the response of the microbial 
community structure to changes in the environment, and differentially 
impact abiotic system variables indirectly via the microbial community.

Previous work on this same experiment investigated how 
Myriophyllum and Dreissena affect both abiotic (turbidity, dissolved 
oxygen etc.) and certain biotic (trait evenness, abundance of 
cyanobacteria, diatoms etc.) ecosystem properties over an 8 months 
period (Narwani et al., 2019). It was reported that both foundation 
species individually reduced the standing stock of phytoplankton 
biomass while the rate of the biomass increase in response to nutrient 
addition was higher when the foundation species were present 
individually and lower when both were present together (Narwani 
et al., 2019). This was taken as a demonstration that the co-occurrence 
of foundation species can lead to unexpected ecological outcomes. 
However, the previous study did not investigate the complete 
complexity of the microbial community which could explain some of 
the unanticipated effects of the foundation species’ interactions. Here 
we present additional investigations of the impacts of the foundation 
species via the microbial community using new data generated from 
the amplification of 16S and 18S ribosomal DNA. This enables a 
deeper analysis of the changes in the total microbial community (both 
prokarya and eukarya), which was not possible based on the 
prior data.

2 Materials and methods

2.1 Experimental setup

We used 16 artificial ponds, of 15  m3, in a full-factorial 
manipulation of the presence and absence of Dreissena and 
Myriophyllum, with 4 replicates for each treatment combination. The 
ponds are situated at the Eawag research facility in Dübendorf, 
Switzerland (47.4038° N, 8.6098° E). These identical ponds are 
in-ground and fibreglass-lined. Each features a shallow (0.5 m) and a 
deep end (2.0 m). To the ponds containing the foundational species, 
either 100 live macrophytes (mean dry biomass = 19.84 g), 100 live 
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mussels (mean soft tissue dry biomass = 632.67 mg), or a combination 
of both were added. Henceforth, ponds with only Dreissena are 
referred to as Dreissena (or D), only Myriophyllum as Myriophyllum 
(or M), both as Dreissena + Myriophyllum (or MD), and neither as 
Control (or C).

The experimental ponds were set up in June 2016, and nutrient 
additions began in Sept 2016. Each of the 16 ponds received increasing 
doses of nutrients in the form of KNO3 and K2HPO4 five times at 
2–2.5 weeks intervals. The five phosphorus additions were of the 
concentrations 10, 20, 30, 40, and 50 μg l−1, and the corresponding 
nitrogen additions were 32 times of the phosphorus additions, i.e., 
double the Redfield ratio since nitrogen can escape the system via 
denitrification. Four additional ponds were used as “oligotrophic” 
controls (O) that received neither of the foundation species nor any 
nutrient additions. For a graphical summary of the experimental 
setup, refer to Figure 1, and for detailed methods regarding the pond 
experiment, please refer to Narwani et al. (2019).

2.2 Sampling and sequencing library 
preparation

2.2.1 16S & 18S sequencing for prokarya and 
microbial eukarya

Vertical profiles of the ponds were sampled over a period of 
13 months at intervals ranging from weekly to monthly intervals. The 
water was filtered through a GF/F filter (pore size 0.7 μm) and DNA 
extraction from the filter was conducted using a xanthogenate nucleic 
acid isolation (Tillett and Neilan, 2000) followed by two 
phenol:chloroform:isoamyl alcohol extractions, one isopropanol 
precipitation and one ethanol precipitation. Pellets were dissolved in 

pure water. The isolated DNA was stored at −20°C until 
further processing.

The 16S and 18S regions were PCR-amplified, resulting in 464 bp 
and 576 bp fragments for the 16S and 18S, respectively. The primer 
sequences are listed in Supplementary Table S1 (Klindworth et al., 
2013; Hugerth et  al., 2014) and include frameshifts by random 
nucleotides to enhance the sequencing performance on Illumina 
platforms. The PCRs were performed for 16S amplicons as follows: 1× 
QIAGEN Multiplex PCR Master Mix (Catalogue No. 206145) and 
0.5 μM of each primer (the frameshifted primers mixed in equimolar 
amounts). Thermocycling conditions consisted of an initial 
denaturation of 95°C for 15 min; 33 cycles of 95°C for 30 s, 60°C for 
30 s, 72°C for 30s; and extension of 72°C for 10 min. The PCRs were 
performed for 18S amplicons as follows: 1× Phusion HF buffer 
(Catalogue No. M0535L), 0.2 mM dNTPs (Promega Catalogue No. 
U151B), 0.4 μM of each primer and 0.5 U Phusion polymerase 
(Catalogue No. M0535L). Thermocycling conditions consisted of an 
initial denaturation of 98°C for 30 s; 33 cycles of 98°C for 5 s, 60°C for 
30 s, 72°C for 45 s; and extension of 72°C for 5 min. PCR products 
were cleaned using AMPure XP beads in a ratio of 0.8× per sample. 
The samples were indexed using the standard Illumina Nextera XT 
index kit and sequenced on an Illumina MiSeq machine in a single 
flow cell in paired-end mode with 300 bp-read-lengths at the Genetic 
Diversity Center (GDC), ETH Zürich. 50,062 ± 29,087 and 
3,949 ± 7,958 reads were recovered for the 16S and 18S amplicons, 
respectively (Supplementary Figure S1).

2.2.2 eDNA sequencing targeting the COI gene 
for all eukarya

The eDNA samples were collected similarly and extracted with the 
DNeasy Blood & Tissue Kit (Qiagen, Germany) with small adaptations 

FIGURE 1

The experimental setup consisted of 16 artificial ponds in four experimental combinations and four additional ponds as oligotrophic controls (i.e., no 
nutrient additions). In a full-factorial design, ponds contained the foundation species, Dreissena and Myriophyllum respectively, complemented with an 
oligotrophic control. Five nutrient additions, of increasing intensity, in the form of KNO3 and K2HPO4 were made for all but the oligotrophic ponds. 
Sampling for 16S and 18S amplicon sequencing was done weekly and sampling for eDNA (sequencing targeting COI gene) was done monthly.
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(Deiber et al., 2015). The amplified fragment (313 bp) targeted the 
COI barcode using degenerate primers that were established in 
previous studies (Geller et  al., 2013; Leray et  al., 2013). The PCR 
reaction consisted of SigmaFree water, 1× Buffer I (Thermo Fisher 
Scientific, MD, United  States), BSA (0.1 mg/μL), dNTP (0.2 mM), 
MgCl2 (1 mM), forward and reverse primer (0.5 μM each), the 
polymerase AmpliTaq Gold (1.25 U/μL) and the DNA template as 
aliquot of 3 μL in a total volume of 30 μL. The PCR protocol was the 
following: initial denaturation at 95°C for 10 min. Thermal cycling (× 
44) with denaturation of DNA at 95°C for 15 s, annealing at 62°C for 
30 s, extension at 72°C for 45 s. After the last cycle, temperature 
remained at 72°C for 5 min, before cooling down to 10°C. The PCR 
products were cleaned using the Illustra GFX 96 PCR Purification Kit, 
indexed using the standard Illumina Nextera XT index kit and 
sequenced on an Illumina MiSeq machine in a single flow cell in 
paired-end mode with 300 bp-read-lengths at the Genetic Diversity 
Center (GDC), ETH Zürich. 5,886 ± 12,422 reads were recovered for 
the COI amplicon (Supplementary Figure S1).

2.3 Data analysis

2.3.1 ASV/OTU calling

2.3.1.1 16S & 18S
Amplicon sequence variants (ASVs) were obtained from the 

raw data using the nextflow (version 21.04.3) pipeline ampliseq 
(version 2.1.0) with default parameters, obtained from nf-core 
(Tommaso et  al., 2017; Ewels et  al., 2020; Straub et  al., 2020). 
FastQC (version 0.11.9) was used for analyzing sequence quality 
(Andrews et  al., 2012). Cutadapt (version 3.2) was used for 
trimming reads (Martin, 2011). DADA2 (version 1.20.0) was used 
for inferring the ASVs using Silva (138.1 prokaryotic SSU) and PR2 
(Protist Reference Ribosomal Database version 4.14.0) for 16S and 
18S, respectively (Guillou et al., 2013; Quast et al., 2013; Callahan 
et al., 2016). A mean of 50,062 and 3,949 reads were obtained for 
the 16S and 18S targets, respectively (Supplementary Figure S1). 
However, no rarefaction was done to prevent loss of data. Analyses 
downstream of this were done mainly in the R computing 
environment (version 4.1.3) using Tidyverse for data handling 
(Wickham et al., 2019; R Core Team, 2022).

2.3.1.2 COI gene
After completion of the Illumina MiSeq run, the data quality of 

the demultiplexed reads was checked using FastQC (Andrews et al., 
2012). Raw reads were first end-trimmed (usearch v10.0.240, R1:30nt, 
R2:50nt) and subsequently merged with a minimum overlap of 15 bp 
and a maximum overlap of 300 bp using Flash (v1.2.11). In a next step, 
primer sites (full-length and no mismatch) were removed from the 
merged reads using cutadapt (v1.12). The merged and primer trimmed 
reads were quality-filtered using prinseq-lite (v0.20.4) with the 
following parameters: size range (100–500), gc range (30–70), mean 
quality (Bergström et  al., 2000), and low complexity filter dust 
(Donohue et al., 2013). The UNOISE3 (usearch v10.0.240) workflow 
(Edgar, 2016) with an additional clustering of 99% identity was applied 
to obtain error corrected and chimera filtered sequence variants (zero-
radius OTUs). Sequences were checked for stop codons using 
invertebrate mitochondrial code. Thus, all the resulting zero-radius 

Operational Taxonomic Units (further referred to as zOTUs) have 
intact open reading frames.

2.3.2 Redundancy analysis (& PERMANOVA)
Distance-based redundancy analysis (RDA) was performed on 

normalized amplicon counts (relative abundance) using either 
sampling data, treatment, and replicate or the above and oxygen, 
turbidity, alkalinity, conductivity, pH, total nitrogen, and total 
phosphorus levels as explanatory variables. The distance metric was 
Bray–Curtis dissimilarity. Capscale function from the R package 
vegan (version 2.5-7) was used (Oksanen et al., 2020).

Statistical significance of the treatment-induced differences in 
community composition was analyzed using permutational 
multivariate analysis of variance (PERMANOVA). The assumption of 
non-heteroscedasticity was ensured by performing a permutation test 
for homogeneity of multivariate dispersions; PERMANOVA was used 
only when dispersion was homogenous. The distance metric was 
Bray–Curtis distance. Adonis function from the R package vegan 
(version 2.5-7) was used (Oksanen et al., 2020).

2.3.3 Diversity analysis
Beta diversity (Bray–Curtis and WUNIFRAC) indices were 

calculated using the distance function from the phyloseq package 
(version 1.38.0) (McMurdie and Holmes, 2013). Read counts were 
transformed to relative abundance prior to diversity analysis. Multiple 
metrics were used during the analysis to understand different aspects 
of the data distribution.

2.3.4 Pairwise distance analysis
To study the association between environmental and community 

composition states in the ponds, distance was measured between 
every pair of samplings from the same pond, i.e., samples were 
compared across time only, and not across treatment or replicate. For 
environmental distance, pH, alkalinity, conductivity, turbidity, 
nitrogen, phosphorus, and oxygen levels were used as the factors 
defining the state of the sample’s system. For community composition 
distance, counts of the ASVs were used as the factors defining the state 
of the sample’s system. For each pair of samples taken from the same 
pond, the community composition variation is calculated as the Bray–
Curtis distance between the samples’ percent abundance of ASVs and 
the environmental variation is calculated as the euclidean distance 
between the samples’ ecosystem properties (pH, alkalinity, 
conductivity, turbidity, N2, P, and O2 levels). Comparison of the two 
pairwise changes in the two kinds of system states allows analysis of 
whether the community composition changes proportionately with 
the environment.

2.3.5 Structural equation modeling
Piecewise Structural Equation Modeling (pSEM) was used for 

causal hypothesis testing involving treatments, environmental 
variables, and community and biomass proxies (piecewiseSEM 
version 2.1.2) (Lefcheck, 2016). We used the Bray–Curtis distance of 
the community composition from the previous state as a proxy for the 
change in community composition at a given sampling point. Data 
from different sampling intervals, namely pre-disturbance, 
disturbance, post-disturbance, and winter were tested separately. Data 
from all ponds were used to test the model. Each equation within the 
pSEM is a linear mixed effects model with pond as a random effect 
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and accounting for temporal auto-correlation of the dependent 
variable within the pond.

Our initial model consisted of experimental treatments 
(foundation species) affecting the community and that in turn 
affecting the endogenous environmental factors. The model was 
further tested with multiple ways of representing the interaction of the 
foundation species, Myriophyllum and Dreissena. After observing that 
the treatment effects were mainly seen post-disturbance, modeling 
was performed for the sampling intervals separately. Since change in 
the community structure from the previous state was used as a proxy 
for the community, each of the other biomass and ecosystem variables 
used were also transformed to represent change in the value from the 
previous state.

Missing causal links in our model, identified by tests of directed 
separation, were included successively and non-significant paths 
removed [see supporting methods in the Supplementary material for 
the model(s)]. When a significant path was identified that did not have 
any biological context to support it, the path was included as a 
correlation. The model with the lowest Akaike information criterion 
(AIC) was selected.

3 Results

3.1 Nutrient disturbance affects the 
trajectory of community change in 
prokarya but not eukarya

The serial addition of nutrients in the form of nitrates and 
phosphates, emblematic of eutrophication, produced a strong 
directional shift in the prokaryotic community structure, as seen in 
Figure  2A, as compared to a lack of direction in the eukaryotic 
community structure (Figures 2B,C). The prokaryotic community 
moved rapidly away from its initial state at the beginning of the 
experiment and the change slowed down at the end of the nutrient 
disturbance schedule (Figure 3; Supplementary Figure S2). The rate of 

prokaryotic community change (measured as the dissimilarity of the 
current community state to the previous) increased during the 
nutrient disturbance compared to pre-disturbance (refer to Table 1 for 
the results of the t-tests), and then decreased post nutrient disturbance 
indicating a stabilizing effect of both foundation species (refer to 
Table 2 for the results of the t-tests). The community composition 
stability, measured as the rate of change of community composition, 
is disturbed again at the onset of winter, but soon re-stabilises for most 
treatment groups. All ponds started with abundant bacteria of the 
families Comamonadaceae, Sphingomonadaceae, and 
Cyclobacteriaceae. Sphingomonodaceae and Spirosomaceae grew in 
numbers during the nutrient disturbance, particularly in ponds with 
Myriophyllum. Sphingomonodaceae, Pirellulaceae (M and MD), and 
Sporichthyaceae (D) were abundant after the nutrient disturbance in 
the treatment ponds, while Comamonadaceae and Sporichthyaceae 
took over the non-disturbed ponds at that time 
(Supplementary Figure S3).

The eukaryotic microbial community appeared to vary 
stochastically throughout the observation timeline: pre-, during, post-
disturbance, and in the subsequent winter. The direction of change for 
the communities was arbitrary (Figure  2B) and the dissimilarity 
among the replicates remained high. The rate of eukaryotic 
community change (measured as the dissimilarity of the current 
community state to the previous) remained high throughout the 
experiment and the community did not stabilize 
(Supplementary Figure S4; refer to Supplementary Tables S2, S3 for 
the results of the t-tests). The eukaryotic community consisted of the 
families Sessilida, Tetrahymenida, and Parameciidae in the beginning. 
There were no distinctly dominant taxa among the treatments, or even 
among the replicates within treatments, once the nutrient disturbance 
began, while there were some acute irruptions of Sessilida in all the 
treatments ponds post-disturbance (Supplementary Figure S5).

The absence of signal in the eukaryotic community structure 
dynamics and the implied stochasticity was further confirmed by the 
COI amplicon data. No directionality was seen in the community 
composition change (Figure 2C). The COI amplicons indicated an 

FIGURE 2

Mean community trajectory visualized after redundancy analysis (RDA) for (A) prokaryotes via 16S sequencing, and micro-eukaryotes via (B) 18S 
sequencing and (C) COI amplicon sequencing. Hollow points reflect community at start of experiment, small full point at mid-nutrient addition 
schedule, small full squares after nutrient addition, and big full points at the end of the sampling [8  months from the start for (A,B), and 13  months for 
(C)]. The ellipses around the points represent 2 standard errors around the centroid (n  =  4). The colors represent different treatment conditions. The R2 
and p-values represent the separation of the differentially-treated communities at the end obtained through PERMANOVA.
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abundance of Brachionidae peppered by irruptions of Trichocercidae 
and Proalidae throughout (Supplementary Figure S6).

3.2 Foundation species impose selection 
on prokaryotic community composition

The presence of the foundation species, Dreissena and 
Myriophyllum, individually and in combination, affected the trajectory 
of the change in the prokaryotic community composition in subtle 
ways as they all moved right along the CAP0 axis but differed mainly 
along the CAP1 axis (Figure  2A). The final compositions of 
prokaryotic taxa differed significantly based on the presence or 
absence of the foundation species [F = 1.53, R2 = 0.29, p = 0.005; 
permutational multivariate ANOVA (PERMANOVA)].

The trajectory of the eukaryotic community composition was not 
associated with treatment, as seen in the RDA path diagram 
(Figures 2B,C). The lack of pattern in the trajectory as well as the final 
composition of eukaryotic taxa is demonstrated in both the 18S and 
COI amplicon data (F = 1.29, R2 = 0.24, p = 0.231 and F = 1.10, R2 = 0.29, 
p = 0.048 respectively; PERMANOVA).

The effects of the foundation species on the communities can 
be observed in the relative abundance variation in the community 
(Supplementary Figures S3, S5, S6). The prokaryotic communities 
were more stable, i.e., had lower rate of change from previous 
compositional state, had multi-week trends, and appeared to converge 
to a steady state, especially in the presence of both Dreissena and 
Myriophyllum, while the eukaryotic communities were unstable, 
changed composition week-to-week, and did not appear to converge.

3.3 Foundation species stabilize 
prokaryotes’ new state post-nutrient 
disturbance

Pre-disturbance and during disturbance, treatment had no effect 
on the successive change in microbial communities in the ponds 
(Figure 4; Supplementary Figure S7). As nutrients were added, the 
prokaryotic community was destabilized, changing progressively more 
from its previous state. At the end of the disturbance, a significant 
treatment effect was observed in the successive Bray–Curtis 
dissimilarity (F = 8.18, p = 0.0003 and F = 6.10, p = 0.0009 for 

FIGURE 3

Bray–Curtis distance of the prokaryotic community in each pond from (A) its state at first sampling, and (B) its previous state (n  =  4). The prokaryotic 
community displays accelerating change with increasing nutrient disturbance, which is brought to rest by the foundation species post disturbance into 
a new stable state. Black vertical bars represent nutrient additions, with the increasing thickness indicating increasing intensity of the additions. Letters 
above the lines represent significant BH adjusted p-values from student’s t-test (p  ≤  0.1; a  =  Control, b  =  Dreissena, c  =  Myriophyllum, 
d  =  Myriophyllum  +  Dreissena). Samples during disturbance were compared to mean pre-disturbance samples. Samples post-disturbance were 
compared to mid-disturbance (2016-09-12) samples.
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post-disturbance and winter intervals resp.; ANOVA) and weighted 
UNIFRAC distance (F = 3.94, p = 0.012 and F = 5.98, p = 0.0017 for 
post-disturbance and winter intervals resp.; ANOVA).

Post-hoc analysis revealed that, post-disturbance, in ponds in 
which both foundation species were present (MD), the prokaryotic 
communities did not continue changing as quickly as the control 
(Figure 4; Supplementary Figure S7; pairwise t-tests with Benjamini 
& Hochberg correction for multiple comparisons). Presence of both 
foundation species, Dreissena and Myriophyllum, led to the greatest 
community composition stability, i.e., the lowest rate of change of 
community composition (t = 5.07, df = 11.65, adjusted p = 0.0007; t-test 
with control), while they individually stabilized the community too 
(t = 1.86, df = 21.98, adjusted p = 0.068 and t = 2.10, df = 20.97, adjusted 
p = 0.066; t-test with control for Dreissena and Myriphyllum present 
independently). This stabilizing effect of the foundation species was 
observed irrespective of the dissimilarity/distance metric used, 
whether Bray–Curtis dissimilarity (values above; Figure 4) or weighted 
UNIFRAC distance (t = 2.54, df = 11.41, adjusted p = 0.002, t = 2.73, 
df = 10.76, adjusted p = 0.002, and t = 3.57, df = 8.56, adjusted 
p = 0.0002; t-test with control for Dreissena, Myriophyllum, and both 
resp.; Supplementary Figure S7).

3.4 Presence of both foundation species 
led to the highest levels of turbidity and 
dissolved oxygen

All the experimental ponds started in a clear water state with high 
oxygen levels (i.e., close to saturation) and progressively became 
turbid (Figures 5, 6; Supplementary Figure S8B) and more highly 
oxygenated (i.e., supersaturated) (Figure 6; Supplementary Figure S8A) 
throughout the nutrient addition schedule. The algal bloom, as 
demonstrated by the increased oxygen levels and turbidity, were 
observed in the ponds that received the nutrient additions, as 
expected, while the oligotrophic pond remained clear and maintained 
oxygen levels closer to that expected for the water temperature (i.e., 
near saturation).

Initially, the ponds were set up with low phosphorus and nitrogen 
levels. Over time, phosphorus levels increased steadily in the ponds 
that received nutrient additions, while the oligotrophic pond remained 
with very little phosphorus throughout the nutrient addition schedule 
(Figure 6). Ponds with both foundation species maintained highest 
levels of phosphorus, even after the nutrient additions ended. The 
supplemented nitrogen was absorbed by the community quickly and 
remained scarce throughout most of the experiment (Figure 6). The 
pH in the ponds started at a mildly basic condition (pH 8–9) and the 
ponds that received nutrients became more basic throughout the 
nutrient addition schedule relative to the oligotrophic ponds that 
decreased in pH to neutral condition (~pH 7) (Figure  6; 
Supplementary Figure S8C).

3.5 Prokaryotic community composition 
variation is associated with variation in 
ecosystem-level properties

The change in community composition among the prokaryotes 
correlated with the change in the environmental conditions, 

TABLE 1 Results of student’s t-test to check for the effect of each 
treatment on time points during the nutrient disturbance as compared to 
the mean rate of change of prokaryotic community before the nutrient 
disturbance, adjusted for multiple correction using the Benjamini & 
Hochberg method.

Date Treatment t p. adj

2016-08-15 Control −0.261 0.803

2016-08-15 Dreissena 3.471 0.053

2016-08-15 Myriophyllum 1.342 0.288

2016-08-15 Dreissena + Myriophyllum 0.745 0.528

2016-08-22 Control 1.500 0.260

2016-08-22 Dreissena 2.215 0.143

2016-08-22 Myriophyllum −0.315 0.797

2016-08-22 Dreissena + Myriophyllum 1.709 0.207

2016-08-29 Control 1.435 0.268

2016-08-29 Dreissena 4.130 0.030

2016-08-29 Myriophyllum 1.717 0.207

2016-08-29 Dreissena + Myriophyllum 2.685 0.095

2016-09-12 Control 3.540 0.049

2016-09-12 Dreissena 6.563 0.019

2016-09-12 Myriophyllum 2.868 0.076

2016-09-12 Dreissena + Myriophyllum 2.433 0.102

2016-09-26 Control 3.402 0.050

2016-09-26 Dreissena 5.382 0.019

2016-09-26 Myriophyllum 1.880 0.187

2016-09-26 Dreissena + Myriophyllum 2.547 0.095

2016-10-10 Control 5.658 0.019

2016-10-10 Dreissena 4.325 0.030

2016-10-10 Myriophyllum 1.032 0.390

2016-10-10 Dreissena + Myriophyllum 1.113 0.370

Adjusted p-values ≤0.1 are highlighted.

TABLE 2 Results of student’s t-test to check for the effect of each 
treatment on time points after the nutrient disturbance as compared to 
the peak rate of change of prokaryotic community during the nutrient 
disturbance, adjusted for multiple correction using the Benjamini & 
Hochberg method.

Date Treatment t p. adj

2016-10-17 Control 3.650 0.027

2016-10-17 Dreissena 1.694 0.203

2016-10-17 Myriophyllum 1.103 0.349

2016-10-17 Dreissena + Myriophyllum 3.472 0.027

2016-10-24 Control −0.854 0.426

2016-10-24 Dreissena 1.686 0.203

2016-10-24 Myriophyllum 1.502 0.221

2016-10-24 Dreissena + Myriophyllum 3.750 0.027

2016-10-31 Control −3.607 0.027

2016-10-31 Dreissena 2.030 0.168

2016-10-31 Myriophyllum 4.719 0.027

2016-10-31 Dreissena + Myriophyllum 3.845 0.027

Adjusted p-values ≤0.1 are highlighted.

https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2024.1310374
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/microbiology
https://www.frontiersin.org


Jeevannavar et al. 10.3389/fmicb.2024.1310374

Frontiers in Microbiology 08 frontiersin.org

FIGURE 5

Ordination plot following redundancy analysis with samples coloured based on turbidity. Sample shapes represent treatment conditions. Samples are 
separated based on whether sampling was done before, during, after nutrient addition, or after onset of winter. Oxygen levels rise with nutrient 
additions. Prokaryotic communities in ponds with both foundation species cluster in dbRDA based on environmental variables like turbidity, while the 
eukaryotic communities do not.

FIGURE 4

Bray–Curtis distance of the prokaryotic community in each pond from its previous state in each of the four sampling intervals. Treatment ponds cross 
a tipping point after nutrient additions and reach a new stable state, as inferred from slow change with respect to previous state, in contrast with 
control ponds. Asterisks indicate significant differences between the means as obtained from pairwise t-tests with Benjamini & Hochberg correction 
for multiple comparison.
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irrespective of nutrient additions, i.e., for every pair of samples from 
the same pond, as the environment changed so did the corresponding 
prokaryotic community (Figure 7). The eukaryotic community, on the 
other hand, displayed a smaller correlated change.

Among the oligotrophic ponds, with neither foundation species 
nor nutrient disturbance, there was much higher correlation between 
changes in the prokaryotic communities and the environment 
(R = 0.75; Spearman correlation) as compared to changes in the 

eukaryotic communities and the environment (R = 0.43; Spearman 
correlation). Such a difference between the prokaryotic and eukaryotic 
communities’ correlation with environmental variation was also 
observed in ponds with either Myriophyllum only (R = 0.55 & R = 0.3 
resp.; Spearman correlation) or both Myriophyllum and Dreissena 
(R = 0.59 & R = 0.34 resp.; Spearman correlation).

The environmental variation considered includes both exogenous 
factors that affect the community composition like nitrogen and 

FIGURE 6

Ecosystem dynamics. Change in the treatment groups’ ponds’ alkalinity (mmol/L), conductivity (μS/cm), dissolved nitrogen level (mg/L), total oxygen 
level (mg/L), pH, dissolved phosphorus level (μg/cm), and turbidity (FNU). Colours indicate treatment conditions. Grey bars in the plot represent the 
nutrient additions. Increasing thickness of the grey bars represent the increasing nutrients in the nutrient addition schedule. Based on data from 
Narwani et al. (2019) and Lürig et al. (2021).

FIGURE 7

Change in community composition vs. change in environment. Change in environment is presented as the pairwise euclidean distance of the 
environmental covariate levels: pH, alkalinity, conductivity, turbidity, dissolved nitrogen, dissolved phosphorus, and dissolved oxygen levels. Community 
composition variation is presented as the pairwise Bray–Curtis distance of the percent abundance of amplicon sequence variants (ASVs). Each point 
represents distance between a pair of samples from the same pond, coloured by replicate number which is indicative of pond. Spearman correlation is 
additionally presented.
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FIGURE 8

Piecewise SEM—the best fit structural equation model for the time interval post nutrient additions. Arrows represent significant causal paths, black 
indicating a positive relationship and red negative. Arrow thickness is proportional to its path coefficient. R2 values represent the marginal variance 
explained by the model. Black boxes represent experimental treatments, orange community structure, green biomass, and red endogenous ecosystem 
properties. For complete details of the tested model, refer to supplementary methods in the Supplementary section 1.1. The piecewise SEM model, 
containing pond as a random effect and including temporal autocorrelations of the 1st order (corAR1), has a Fischer’s C value of 72.055 with p  =  0.476 
on 72 degrees of freedom, suggesting that the model fits the data well.

phosphorus levels and endogenous factors that the community 
composition affects like oxygen levels, turbidity, pH, alkalinity, 
and conductivity.

3.6 Presence of both foundation species 
influences most ecosystem properties 
post-disturbance

Piecewise structural equation modeling (pSEM) was used to 
investigate the hypothesized causal relationships among the 
treatments, environmental variables, and community and biomass 
proxies. The hypothesized model was tested independently for each of 
the time intervals pre-disturbance, disturbance, post-disturbance, and 
winter; and as expected the treatment effects on the community and 
environment were observed only in the post-disturbance time 
interval. Results below elaborate on the post-disturbance model.

The best fit model suggests that the presence of both Dreissena 
and Myriophyllum had a significant negative effect on the change in 
prokaryotic community from its previous state (measured as Bray–
Curtis dissimilarity from previous state; coeff. = −0.62; Figure 8) and 
a significant positive effect on total phytoplankton change in the pond 
(measured as change in flow cytometric cell densities; coeff. = 0.39). 
Dreissena by itself affected the change in pH (coeff. = 0.30) in the pond 
from its previous state, while Myriophyllum by itself did not seem to 
have an effect downstream.

The prokaryotic community change directly affected the 
eukaryotic community change (coeff. = −0.46) and change in 
chlorophyll A (coeff. = 0.22). The eukaryotic community change in 
turn affected the change in total cell concentration (coeff. = −0.43) and 
oxygen levels in the pond (coeff. = −0.44). Furthermore, the total 

phytoplankton change in the pond had a direct positive relationship 
with change in chlorophyll A (coeff. = 0.47). The model most 
successfully explained variance in the change in pH (51%) and oxygen 
levels (32%).

4 Discussion

We investigated the independent and interactive effects of two 
foundation species (Myriophyllum and Dreissena) on the influence of 
nutrient disturbance on pro- and eukaryotic communities and the 
ecosystem-level functioning that they influence in artificial 
experimental ponds. Both foundation species and nutrient 
disturbances have significant effects on the trajectory and endpoints 
of the prokaryotic community composition, but not on the eukaryotic 
community composition. The change in prokaryotic community 
composition is associated with change in environmental variables. 
Post nutrient disturbance, the foundation species stabilized an 
alternative ecosystem state characterized by a drop in the rate of 
change of prokaryotic community composition and the highest 
amount of turbidity.

The microbial communities move away from their initial state 
regardless of the presence or absence of foundation species, whether 
it is in the form of a strong selection as in the case of prokarya or a sort 
of drift as in the case of eukarya (Figures 2, 3). The pressure of the 
monotonically increasing nutrient additions drives the ecosystems to 
a tipping point across which each of the treatment ponds reaches a 
turbid state. Following the end of the nutrient additions the ponds 
with single or no foundational species revert to their previous 
physicochemical state whereas the interactive effect of the foundation 
species stabilizes a new physicochemical state, characterized by a 
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persistent turbid state (Narwani et al., 2019). We hypothesize that this 
stabilized community state results at least partly from the insensitivity 
of certain cyanobacteria to filter feeding and allelochemicals (Pimm, 
1984), and is possibly mediated by positive interactions between 
Dreissena and Myriophyllum (Wan et al., 2022).

The foundation species used in this experiment are known to have 
direct and indirect effects upon the community and the environment 
in freshwater ecosystems (Scheffer et al., 1993; Ibelings et al., 2007; 
Higgins et  al., 2011). Macrophytes stabilize sediments, shade 
phytoplankton, provide refuge for grazers, and release allelochemicals 
(Scheffer et  al., 1993; Ibelings et  al., 2007). Dreissena reduces 
suspended particulates, increases water clarity, and provides habitat 
structure (Ibelings et al., 2007; Higgins et al., 2011). Contrary to our 
expectation, both species individually stabilized the eutrophic 
microbial state post-nutrient additions (Figure 4), but interactively, 
they stabilized it even more. We  hypothesize that the foundation 
species can interact synergistically: for instance, the presence of 
Myriophyllum could allow increased surface area for Dreissena to 
inhabit. Collaboratively, they can promote the growth of certain taxa 
in the community, like Sporichythyaceae (by Dreissena) and 
Pirellulaceae (by Myriophyllum as well as Dreissea and Myriophyllum 
together), while all the ponds that were nutrient disturbed were 
abundantly populated by Sphingomonodaceae and the ponds that were 
not by Comamonadaceae and Sporichthyaceae. Consequently, they can 
synergistically stabilize eutrophic community states (Pimm, 1984). 
However, we  would also like to note that when it comes to 
environmental impact, it may not necessarily be  the dominant 
constituents of the microbial community that have the greatest effect. 
Recent studies have shown that rare, and not abundant, microbial taxa 
can drive significant ecosystem effects (Chen et al., 2020; Xue et al., 
2020). Consequently, it would be more appropriate to consider the 
complete microbial community diversity and its stability, as we have 
done in this study, rather than individual members of the community.

We aimed to investigate how the changes in the microbial 
community influenced other ecosystem functions and properties. 
We  were interested in how changes in the prokaryotic and/or 
eukaryotic communities might explain changes in the total 
phytoplankton biomass, chlorophyll-a production, and cell 
concentration. In turn, because primary producers can influence both 
oxygen concentrations and the pH of waters, we  looked at the 
potential for indirect impacts of the pro- and eukaryotic communities 
on these variables. Structural equation modeling indicated that the 
interactive effect of the foundation species on the changes in levels of 
chlorophyll-a, oxygen, and pH in the ponds was mediated by the 
synergistically stabilized alternative microbial community state, both 
prokaryotic and eukaryotic. After the nutrient additions stop, the 
microbial communities continue to change in the ponds with either 
no or only a single foundation species present, moving away from the 
eutrophic state with high algal concentration, characterized by 
lowering turbidity and phosphorus levels. Although the 
physicochemical state of these ponds is reverted to pre-nutrient 
disturbance state (Narwani et al., 2019), their bacterial and eukaryotic 
communities do not revert but rather continue to move away from the 
initial community structure. However, in the ponds with both 
foundational species, a turbid eutrophic state is reached post-nutrient 
disturbance which lasts for 3 weeks until the onset of winter. Using 
structural equation modeling, we find that, post-nutrient disturbance, 

this new stable prokaryotic community state directly stabilizes pH and 
indirectly stabilizes oxygen levels via the varying eukaryotic 
community. Our amplicon sequencing data and analysis, thus, 
corroborates the “critical transition or tipping point towards an 
alternative, turbid stable state,” proposed in Narwani et al. (2019), 
based on increased temporal autocorrelation in ecosystem properties 
in ponds with both foundation species (Dakos et al., 2019).

Strong directional pressure on the prokaryotic community in 
eutrophic conditions, and high variance in the eukaryotic community 
is consistent with other recent studies (Xue et al., 2018; Sun et al., 
2020; Shabarova et al., 2021). In more extreme environments, like 
those with increasing salinity up to hypersaline lakes, heterotrophic 
bacteria and Archaea thrive while most eukaryotes die out (Elloumi 
et al., 2009). While it has been suggested that eukaryotic communities 
have low resistance but high resilience and rapid recovery via 
dormancy (Simon et al., 2016), it is also possible that the appearance 
of low resistance and the associated high variance in the community 
structure may be only due to lower density of eukaryotes in the local 
environment (Whitman et al., 1998; Caron et al., 1999; Lefranc et al., 
2005; Wan et al., 2022), or because of strong top-down regulation of 
the small eukaryotes by cladocerans and copepods (Parslow et al., 
1986; Lepère et al., 2006). Additionally, it must be considered that 
eukaryotic plankton communities often have a distinct separation 
between stable abundant sub-communities and stochastic rare 
sub-communities prone to experimental (sequencing noise) and 
biological (dormancy) artifacts (Nolte et al., 2010; Lynch and Neufeld, 
2015; Xue et al., 2018).

There are certain caveats to the community analyses presented 
here. The apparent drift or the lack of a pattern in the eukaryotic 
community composition change is difficult to confirm but was aided 
by COI amplicon analysis corroborating the lack of pattern as seen 
from the 18S data. The sampling itself, although with good time 
resolution, was done at unequal intervals. In the winter months, change 
was expected to be slower and thus sampling was done less frequently, 
making for noisy data and gaps in the community composition state 
one to 2 months after nutrient additions stop. Additionally, samples 
were taken from multiple depths, but homogeneity across the rest of 
the pond is assumed. In the potential case that the abundance of 
eukaryotes is not homogenous and that there was a bias in their 
sampling, it is possible that the lack of an observed pattern in their 
composition change is due to lower abundance in the sampling. Finally, 
the amplicon sequencing only allowed high resolution up to the family 
taxonomic level; the genera and species of a lot of taxa were 
unidentifiable, making deeper analysis unfeasible.

In conclusion, we  have demonstrated that the presence of 
foundation species, both individually and interactively, can have 
a significant repeatable stabilizing effect on turbid eutrophic states 
in aquatic ecosystems. These effects are also affected by schedule 
and size of nutrient additions to the system as well as climate 
(major effect being lower productivity in winter). Whether present 
as invasive species or being used in management or restoration of 
freshwater lakes, foundation species can have unwanted effects 
like stabilizing turbid eutrophic states. We recommend caution 
when regulating the presence of multiple foundation species, on 
account of possibly unanticipated interactive effects, in potentially 
eutrophic freshwater ecosystems to prevent prolonged 
algal blooms.

https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2024.1310374
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/microbiology
https://www.frontiersin.org


Jeevannavar et al. 10.3389/fmicb.2024.1310374

Frontiers in Microbiology 12 frontiersin.org

Data availability statement

The datasets presented in this study can be  found in online 
repositories. The names of the repository/repositories and 
accession number(s) can be found at: https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/, 
PRJNA1049214.

Ethics statement

The manuscript presents research on animals that do not require 
ethical approval for their study.

Author contributions

AJ: Formal analysis, Software, Visualization, Writing – original 
draft, Writing – review & editing. AN: Conceptualization, Data 
curation, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Methodology, 
Supervision, Writing – review & editing. BM: Conceptualization, 
Data curation, Investigation, Methodology, Writing – review & 
editing. PS: Conceptualization, Data curation, Investigation, 
Methodology, Writing – review & editing. JB: Data curation, Writing 
– review & editing. EM: Data curation, Writing – review & editing. 
FA: Conceptualization, Data curation, Funding acquisition, 
Investigation, Methodology, Writing – review & editing. MT: Formal 
analysis, Funding acquisition, Resources, Supervision, Writing – 
review & editing.

Funding

The author(s) declare that financial support was received for the 
research, authorship, and/or publication of this article. This work was 
supported by a Strategic grant from Eawag, a project grant from the 
Swiss National Science Foundation to PS (Grant No. 310030L_166628), 
a project grant from the Swiss National Science Foundation to BM 

(Grant No. 310030_207910), a project grant from the Swiss National 
Science Foundation to FA (Grant No. 31003A_173074), a grant by the 
Swiss Federal Office for the Environment to FA, and Academy of 
Finland, Grant 336475 to MT.

Acknowledgments

The authors acknowledge Silvia Kobel and Aria Minder at the 
Genetic Diversity Centre (GDC) of ETH Zürich for technical support 
with DNA sequencing. We thank Eawag for a Seed Grant to BM, PS, 
and AN. We also thank Raphael Bossart for his support with the 16S 
and 18S sequencing.

Conflict of interest

The authors declare that the research was conducted in the 
absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could 
be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Publisher’s note

All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the authors 
and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated 
organizations, or those of the publisher, the editors and the 
reviewers. Any product that may be evaluated in this article, or 
claim that may be made by its manufacturer, is not guaranteed or 
endorsed by the publisher.

Supplementary material

The Supplementary material for this article can be found online 
at: https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fmicb.2024.1310374/
full#supplementary-material

References
Altieri, A. H., van Wesenbeeck, B. K., Bertness, M. D., and Silliman, B. R. (2010). 

Facilitation cascade drives positive relationship between native biodiversity and invasion 
success. Ecology 91, 1269–1275. doi: 10.1890/09-1301.1

Altieri, A. H., and Witman, J. D. (2006). Local extinction of a foundation species in a 
hypoxic estuary: integrating individuals to ecosystem. Ecology 87, 717–730. doi: 
10.1890/05-0226

Andrews, S., Krueger, F., Segonds-Pichon, A., Biggins, L., Krueger, C., and Wingett, S.. 
(2012). FastQC, Babraham, United Kingdom

Angelini, C., Altieri, A. H., Silliman, B. R., and Bertness, M. D. (2011). Interactions 
among foundation species and their consequences for community organization, 
biodiversity, and conservation. BioScience 61, 782–789. doi: 10.1525/bio.2011.61.10.8

Bergström, S. E., Svensson, J. E., and Westberg, E. (2000). Habitat distribution of 
zooplankton in relation to macrophytes in an eutrophic lake. SIL Proc. 27, 2861–2864. 
doi: 10.1080/03680770.1998.11898191

Callahan, B. J., McMurdie, P. J., Rosen, M. J., Han, A. W., Johnson, A. J. A., and 
Holmes, S. P. (2016). DADA2: high-resolution sample inference from Illumina amplicon 
data. Nat. Methods 13, 581–583. doi: 10.1038/nmeth.3869

Caraco, N. F., Cole, J. J., Raymond, P. A., Strayer, D. L., Pace, M. L., Findlay, S. E. G., 
et al. (1997). Zebra mussel invasion in a large, turbid river: phytoplankton response to 
increased grazing. Ecology 78, 588–602. doi: 10.1890/0012-9658(1997)078[0588:ZM
IIAL]2.0.CO;2

Caron, D. A., Peele, E. R., Lim, E. L., and Dennett, M. R. (1999). Picoplankton and 
nanoplankton and their trophic coupling in surface waters of the Sargasso Sea south of 
Bermuda. Limnol. Oceanogr. 44, 259–272. doi: 10.4319/lo.1999.44.2.0259

Chen, Q.-L., Ding, J., Zhu, D., Hu, H.-W., Delgado-Baquerizo, M., Ma, Y.-B., et al. 
(2020). Rare microbial taxa as the major drivers of ecosystem multifunctionality in 
long-term fertilized soils. Soil Biol. Biochem. 141:107686. doi: 10.1016/j.
soilbio.2019.107686

Cottingham, K. L., Brown, B. L., and Lennon, J. T. (2001). Biodiversity may regulate 
the temporal variability of ecological systems. Ecol. Lett. 4, 72–85. doi: 
10.1046/j.1461-0248.2001.00189.x

Council of the European Communities. (1991). Council Directive of 21 May 1991 
concerning urban waste water treatment. Report No.: 91/271/EEC

Dakos, V., Matthews, B., Hendry, A., Levine, J., Loeuille, N., Norberg, J., et al. (2019). 
Ecosystem tipping points in an evolving world. Nat. Ecol. Evol., 3, 355–362. doi: 10.1038/
s41559-019-0797-2

Dayton, P. K.. (1972). Towards an understanding of community resilience and the 
potential effects of enrichment to the benthos at McMurdo Sound, Antarctica. 
Proceedings of the Colloquium on Conservation Problems in Antarctica

Declerck, S., Vanderstukken, M., Pals, A., Muylaert, K., and De Meester, L. (2007). 
Plankton biodiversity along a gradient of productivity and its mediation by macrophytes. 
Ecology 88, 2199–2210. doi: 10.1890/07-0048.1

https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2024.1310374
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/microbiology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fmicb.2024.1310374/full#supplementary-material
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fmicb.2024.1310374/full#supplementary-material
https://doi.org/10.1890/09-1301.1
https://doi.org/10.1890/05-0226
https://doi.org/10.1525/bio.2011.61.10.8
https://doi.org/10.1080/03680770.1998.11898191
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.3869
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(1997)078[0588:ZMIIAL]2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(1997)078[0588:ZMIIAL]2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.4319/lo.1999.44.2.0259
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2019.107686
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2019.107686
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1461-0248.2001.00189.x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41559-019-0797-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41559-019-0797-2
https://doi.org/10.1890/07-0048.1


Jeevannavar et al. 10.3389/fmicb.2024.1310374

Frontiers in Microbiology 13 frontiersin.org

Deiber, K., Walser, J. C., Mächler, E., and Altermatt, F. (2015). Choice of capture and 
extraction methods affect detection of freshwater biodiversity from environmental 
DNA. Biol. Conserv. 183, 53–63. doi: 10.1016/j.biocon.2014.11.018

Donohue, I., Hillebrand, H., Montoya, J. M., Petchey, O. L., Pimm, S. L., Fowler, M. S., 
et al. (2016). Navigating the complexity of ecological stability. Ecol. Lett. 19, 1172–1185. 
doi: 10.1111/ele.12648

Donohue, I., Petchey, O. L., Montoya, J. M., Jackson, A. L., McNally, L., Viana, M., et al. 
(2013). On the dimensionality of ecological stability. Ecol. Lett. 16, 421–429. doi: 
10.1111/ele.12086

Edgar, R. C.. (2016). UNOISE2: improved error-correction for Illumina 16S and ITS 
amplicon sequencing. bioRxiv. Available at: https://doi.org/10.1101/081257. [Epub 
ahead of preprint]

Ellison, A. M., Bank, M. S., Clinton, B. D., Colburn, E. A., Elliott, K., Ford, C. R., et al. 
(2005). Loss of foundation species: consequences for the structure and dynamics of 
forested ecosystems. Front. Ecol. Environ. 3, 479–486. doi: 
10.1890/1540-9295(2005)003[0479:LOFSCF]2.0.CO;2

Elloumi, J., Guermazi, W., Ayadi, H., Bouain, A., and Aleya, L. (2009). Abundance and 
biomass of prokaryotic and eukaryotic microorganisms coupled with environmental 
factors in an arid multi-pond solar saltern (Sfax, Tunisia). J. Mar. Biol. Assoc. U. K. 89, 
243–253. doi: 10.1017/s0025315408002269

Ewels, P. A., Peltzer, A., Fillinger, S., Patel, H., Alneberg, J., Wilm, A., et al. (2020). The 
nf-core framework for community-curated bioinformatics pipelines. Nat. Biotechnol. 38, 
276–278. doi: 10.1038/s41587-020-0439-x

Geller, J., Meyer, C., Parker, M., and Hawk, H. (2013). Redesign of PCR primers for 
mitochondrial cytochrome c oxidase subunit I for marine invertebrates and application 
in all-taxa biotic surveys. Mol. Ecol. Resour. 13, 851–861. doi: 10.1111/1755-0998.12138

Grafton, R. Q., Doyen, L., Béné, C., Borgomeo, E., Brooks, K., Chu, L., et al. (2019). 
Realizing resilience for decision-making. Nat. Sustain. 2, 907–913. doi: 10.1038/
s41893-019-0376-1

Grimm, V., and Wissel, C. (1997). Babel, or the ecological stability discussions: an 
inventory and analysis of terminology and a guide for avoiding confusion. Oecologia 
109, 323–334. doi: 10.1007/s004420050090

Guillou, L., Bachar, D., Audic, S., Bass, D., Berney, C., Bittner, L., et al. (2013). The 
protist ribosomal reference database (PR2): a catalog of unicellular eukaryote small 
sub-unit rRNA sequences with curated taxonomy. Nucleic Acids Res. 41, D597–D604. 
doi: 10.1093/nar/gks1160

Higgins, S. N., Vander Zanden, M. J., Joppa, L. N., and Vadeboncoeur, Y. (2011). The 
effect of dreissenid invasions on chlorophyll and the chlorophyll: total phosphorus ratio 
in north-temperate lakes. Can. J. Fish. Aquat. Sci. 68, 319–329. doi: 10.1139/f10-134

Hillebrand, H., Langenheder, S., Lebret, K., Lindström, E., Östman, Ö., and 
Striebel, M. (2018). Decomposing multiple dimensions of stability in global change 
experiments. Ecol. Lett. 21, 21–30. doi: 10.1111/ele.12867

Hugerth, L. W., Muller, E. E. L., Hu, Y. O. O., and Lebrun, L. A. M. (2014). Systematic 
design of 18S rRNA gene primers for determining eukaryotic diversity in microbial 
consortia. PLoS One 9:e95567. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0095567

Ibelings, B. W., Havens, K., Codd, G. A., Dyble, J., Landsberg, J., Coveney, M., et al. 
(2008). Ecosystem effects workgroup report. Adv. Exp. Med. Biol. 619, 655–674. doi: 
10.1007/978-0-387-75865-7_31

Ibelings, B. W., Portielje, R., EHR, L., Noordhuis, R., van den Berg, M. S., Joosse, W., 
et al. (2007). Resilience of alternative stable states during the recovery of Shallow Lakes 
from eutrophication: Lake Veluwe as a case study. Ecosystems 10, 4–16. doi: 10.1007/
s10021-006-9009-4

Isbell, F. I., Polley, H. W., and Wilsey, B. J. (2009). Biodiversity, productivity and the 
temporal stability of productivity: patterns and processes. Ecol. Lett. 12, 443–451. doi: 
10.1111/j.1461-0248.2009.01299.x

Janssen, A. B. G., Teurlincx, S., An, S., Janse, J. H., Paerl, H. W., and Mooij, W. M. 
(2014). Alternative stable states in large shallow lakes? J. Great Lakes Res. 40, 813–826. 
doi: 10.1016/j.jglr.2014.09.019

Karatayev, A. Y., Burlakova, L. E., and Padilla, D. K. (2015). Zebra versus quagga 
mussels: a review of their spread, population dynamics, and ecosystem impacts. 
Hydrobiologia 746, 97–112. doi: 10.1007/s10750-014-1901-x

Klindworth, A., Pruesse, E., Schweer, T., Peplies, J., Quast, C., Horn, M., et al. (2013). 
Evaluation of general 16S ribosomal RNA gene PCR primers for classical and next-
generation sequencing-based diversity studies. Nucleic Acids Res. 41:e1. doi: 10.1093/
nar/gks808

Lefcheck, J. S. (2016). piecewiseSEM: piecewise structural equation modeling in R for 
ecology, evolution, and systematics. Methods Ecol. Evol. 7, 573–579. doi: 
10.1111/2041-210X.12512

Lefranc, M., Thénot, A., Lepère, C., and Debroas, D. (2005). Genetic diversity of small 
eukaryotes in lakes differing by their trophic status. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 71, 
5935–5942. doi: 10.1128/AEM.71.10.5935-5942.2005

Lehman, C. L., and Tilman, D. (2000). Biodiversity, stability, and productivity in 
competitive communities. Am. Nat. 156, 534–552. doi: 10.1086/303402

Lepère, C., Boucher, D., Jardillier, L., Domaizon, I., and Debroas, D. (2006). Succession 
and regulation factors of small eukaryote community composition in a lacustrine 

ecosystem (Lake Pavin). Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 72, 2971–2981. doi: 10.1128/
AEM.72.4.2971-2981.2006

Leray, M., Yang, J. Y., Meyer, C. P., Mills, S. C., Agudelo, N., Ranwez, V., et al. (2013). 
A new versatile primer set targeting a short fragment of the mitochondrial COI region 
for metabarcoding metazoan diversity: application for characterizing coral reef fish gut 
contents. Front. Zool. 10:34. doi: 10.1186/1742-9994-10-34

Lürig, M. D., Narwani, A., Penson, H., Wehrli, B., Spaak, P., and Matthews, B. (2021). 
Non-additive effects of foundation species determine the response of aquatic ecosystems 
to nutrient perturbation. Ecology 102:e03371. doi: 10.1002/ecy.3371

Lynch, M. D. J., and Neufeld, J. D. (2015). Ecology and exploration of the rare 
biosphere. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 13, 217–229. doi: 10.1038/nrmicro3400

Makarewicz, J. C., Bertram, P., and Lewis, T. W. (2000). Chemistry of the offshore 
surface waters of Lake Erie: pre- and post-Dreissena introduction (1983–1993). J. Great 
Lakes Res. 26, 82–93. doi: 10.1016/S0380-1330(00)70675-7

Martin, M. (2011). Cutadapt removes adapter sequences from high-throughput 
sequencing reads. EMBnet J. 17:10. doi: 10.14806/ej.17.1.200

May, R. M. (1973). Qualitative stability in model ecosystems. Ecology 54, 638–641. doi: 
10.2307/1935352

McMurdie, P. J., and Holmes, S. (2013). phyloseq: an R package for reproducible 
interactive analysis and graphics of microbiome census data. PLoS One 8:e61217. doi: 
10.1371/journal.pone.0061217

Narwani, A., Reyes, M., Pereira, A. L., Penson, H., Dennis, S. R., Derrer, S., et al. 
(2019). Interactive effects of foundation species on ecosystem functioning and stability 
in response to disturbance. Proc. Biol. Sci. 286:20191857. doi: 10.1098/rspb.2019.1857

Nolte, V., Pandey, R. V., Jost, S., Medinger, R., Ottenwälder, B., Boenigk, J., et al. (2010). 
Contrasting seasonal niche separation between rare and abundant taxa conceals the 
extent of protist diversity. Mol. Ecol. 19, 2908–2915. doi: 
10.1111/j.1365-294X.2010.04669.x

Oksanen, J., Blanchet, F. G., Friendly, M., Kindt, R., Legendre, P., McGlinn, D., et al. 
(2020). vegan: Community ecology package. Available at: https://CRAN.R-project.org/
package=vegan

OSPAR Commission (2005). “Common procedure for the identification of the 
eutrophication status of the OSPAR maritime area” in OSPAR Agreement 2022-07

Parslow, J. S., Doucette, G. J., FJR, T., and Harrison, P. J. (1986). Feeding by the 
zooflagellate Pseudobodo sp. on the picoplanktonic prasinomonad Micromonas pusilla. 
Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 29, 237–246. doi: 10.3354/meps029237

Pennekamp, F., Pontarp, M., Tabi, A., Altermatt, F., Alther, R., Choffat, Y., et al. (2018). 
Biodiversity increases and decreases ecosystem stability. Nature 563, 109–112. doi: 
10.1038/s41586-018-0627-8

Pimm, S. L. (1984). The complexity and stability of ecosystems. Nature 307, 321–326. 
doi: 10.1038/307321a0

Quast, C., Pruesse, E., Yilmaz, P., Gerken, J., Schweer, T., Yarza, P., et al. (2013). The 
SILVA ribosomal RNA gene database project: improved data processing and web-based 
tools. Nucleic Acids Res. 41, D590–D596. doi: 10.1093/nar/gks1219

R Core Team. (2022). R: A language and environment for statistical computing. Vienna, 
Austria: R Foundation for Statistical Computing. Available at: https://www.R-project.
org/

Scheffer, M., Hosper, S. H., Meijer, M. L., Moss, B., and Jeppesen, E. (1993). Alternative 
equilibria in shallow lakes. Trends Ecol. Evol. 8, 275–279. doi: 
10.1016/0169-5347(93)90254-M

Schöb, C., Butterfield, B. J., and Pugnaire, F. I. (2012). Foundation species influence 
trait-based community assembly. New Phytol. 196, 824–834. doi: 
10.1111/j.1469-8137.2012.04306.x

Shabarova, T., Salcher, M. M., Porcal, P., Znachor, P., Nedoma, J., Grossart, H. P., et al. 
(2021). Recovery of freshwater microbial communities after extreme rain events is 
mediated by cyclic succession. Nat. Microbiol. 6, 479–488. doi: 10.1038/
s41564-020-00852-1

Simon, M., López-García, P., Deschamps, P., Restoux, G., Bertolino, P., Moreira, D., 
et al. (2016). Resilience of freshwater communities of small microbial eukaryotes 
undergoing severe drought events. Front. Microbiol. 7:812. doi: 10.3389/fmicb.2016.00812

Stachowicz, J. (2001). Mutualism, facilitation, and the structure of ecological 
communities. BioScience 51, 235–246. doi: 10.1641/0006-3568(2001)051[0235:MF
ATSO]2.0.CO;2

Straub, D., Blackwell, N., Langarica-Fuentes, A., Peltzer, A., Nahnsen, S., and 
Kleindienst, S. (2020). Interpretations of environmental microbial community studies 
are biased by the selected 16S rRNA (gene) amplicon sequencing pipeline. Front. 
Microbiol. 11:11. doi: 10.3389/fmicb.2020.550420

Strayer, D. L. (2009). Twenty years of zebra mussels: lessons from the mollusk that 
made headlines. Front. Ecol. Environ. 7, 135–141. doi: 10.1890/080020

Sun, F., Wang, C., Wang, Y., Tu, K., Zheng, Z., and Lin, X. (2020). Diatom red tide 
significantly drive the changes of microbiome in mariculture ecosystem. Aquaculture 
520:734742. doi: 10.1016/j.aquaculture.2019.734742

Thomaz, S. M., and da Cunha, E. R. (2010). The role of macrophytes in habitat 
structuring in aquatic ecosystems: methods of measurement, causes and consequences 

https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2024.1310374
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/microbiology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2014.11.018
https://doi.org/10.1111/ele.12648
https://doi.org/10.1111/ele.12086
https://doi.org/10.1101/081257
https://doi.org/10.1890/1540-9295(2005)003[0479:LOFSCF]2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1017/s0025315408002269
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41587-020-0439-x
https://doi.org/10.1111/1755-0998.12138
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41893-019-0376-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41893-019-0376-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s004420050090
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gks1160
https://doi.org/10.1139/f10-134
https://doi.org/10.1111/ele.12867
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0095567
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-0-387-75865-7_31
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10021-006-9009-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10021-006-9009-4
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2009.01299.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jglr.2014.09.019
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-014-1901-x
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gks808
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gks808
https://doi.org/10.1111/2041-210X.12512
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.71.10.5935-5942.2005
https://doi.org/10.1086/303402
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.72.4.2971-2981.2006
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.72.4.2971-2981.2006
https://doi.org/10.1186/1742-9994-10-34
https://doi.org/10.1002/ecy.3371
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro3400
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0380-1330(00)70675-7
https://doi.org/10.14806/ej.17.1.200
https://doi.org/10.2307/1935352
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0061217
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2019.1857
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2010.04669.x
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=vegan
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=vegan
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps029237
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0627-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/307321a0
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gks1219
https://www.R-project.org/
https://www.R-project.org/
https://doi.org/10.1016/0169-5347(93)90254-M
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2012.04306.x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41564-020-00852-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41564-020-00852-1
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2016.00812
https://doi.org/10.1641/0006-3568(2001)051[0235:MFATSO]2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1641/0006-3568(2001)051[0235:MFATSO]2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2020.550420
https://doi.org/10.1890/080020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2019.734742


Jeevannavar et al. 10.3389/fmicb.2024.1310374

Frontiers in Microbiology 14 frontiersin.org

on animal assemblages’ composition and biodiversity. Acta Limnol. Brasil. 22, 218–236. 
doi: 10.4322/actalb.02202011

Tillett, D., and Neilan, B. A. (2000). Xanthogenate nucleic acid isolation from cultured 
and environmental cyanobacteria. J. Phycol. 36, 251–258. doi: 
10.1046/j.1529-8817.2000.99079.x

Tilman, D., Reich, P. B., and Knops, J. M. H. (2006). Biodiversity and ecosystem 
stability in a decade-long grassland experiment. Nature 441, 629–632. doi: 10.1038/
nature04742

Tommaso, P. D., Chatzou, M., Floden, E. W., Barja, P. P., Palumbo, E., and 
Notredame, C. (2017). Nextflow enables reproducible computational workflows. Nat. 
Biotechnol. 35, 316–319. doi: 10.1038/nbt.3820

van Donk, E., and Gulati, R. D. (1995). Transition of a lake to turbid state six years 
after biomanipulation: mechanisms and pathways. Water Sci. Technol. 32, 197–206. doi: 
10.1016/0273-1223(95)00699-0

Wan, W., Gadd, G. M., He, D., Liu, W., Xiong, X., Ye, L., et al. (2022). Abundance and 
diversity of eukaryotic rather than bacterial community relate closely to the trophic level 
of urban lakes. Environ. Microbiol. 25, 661–674. doi: 10.1111/1462-2920.16317

Whitman, W. B., Coleman, D. C., and Wiebe, W. J. (1998). Prokaryotes: the unseen 
majority. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 95, 6578–6583. doi: 10.1073/pnas.95.12.6578

Wickham, H., Averick, M., Bryan, J., Chang, W., McGowan, L., François, R., et al. 
(2019). Welcome to the Tidyverse. J. Open Source Softw. 4:1686. doi: 10.21105/joss.01686

Xue, Y., Chen, H., Yang, J. R., Liu, M., Huang, B., and Yang, J. (2018). Distinct patterns 
and processes of abundant and rare eukaryotic plankton communities following a 
reservoir cyanobacterial bloom. ISME J. 12, 2263–2277. doi: 10.1038/s41396-018-0159-0

Xue, M., Guo, Z., Gu, X., Gao, H., Weng, S., Zhou, J., et al. (2020). Rare rather than 
abundant microbial communities drive the effects of long-term greenhouse cultivation 
on ecosystem functions in subtropical agricultural soils. Sci. Total Environ. 706:136004. 
doi: 10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.136004

https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2024.1310374
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/microbiology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://doi.org/10.4322/actalb.02202011
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1529-8817.2000.99079.x
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature04742
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature04742
https://doi.org/10.1038/nbt.3820
https://doi.org/10.1016/0273-1223(95)00699-0
https://doi.org/10.1111/1462-2920.16317
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.95.12.6578
https://doi.org/10.21105/joss.01686
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41396-018-0159-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.136004

	Foundation species stabilize an alternative eutrophic state in nutrient-disturbed ponds via selection on microbial community
	1 Introduction
	2 Materials and methods
	2.1 Experimental setup
	2.2 Sampling and sequencing library preparation
	2.2.1 16S & 18S sequencing for prokarya and microbial eukarya
	2.2.2 eDNA sequencing targeting the COI gene for all eukarya
	2.3 Data analysis
	2.3.1 ASV/OTU calling
	2.3.1.1 16S & 18S
	2.3.1.2 COI gene
	2.3.2 Redundancy analysis (& PERMANOVA)
	2.3.3 Diversity analysis
	2.3.4 Pairwise distance analysis
	2.3.5 Structural equation modeling

	3 Results
	3.1 Nutrient disturbance affects the trajectory of community change in prokarya but not eukarya
	3.2 Foundation species impose selection on prokaryotic community composition
	3.3 Foundation species stabilize prokaryotes’ new state post-nutrient disturbance
	3.4 Presence of both foundation species led to the highest levels of turbidity and dissolved oxygen
	3.5 Prokaryotic community composition variation is associated with variation in ecosystem-level properties
	3.6 Presence of both foundation species influences most ecosystem properties post-disturbance

	4 Discussion
	Data availability statement
	Ethics statement
	Author contributions

	References

