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KK, 0000-0003-0512-1621; WG, 0000-0003-1697-6916; FD, 0000-0002-6501-6287 Global environmental change is altering the patterns of biodiversity worldwide. Observation and theory suggest that species’ distributions and abundances depend on a suite of processes, notably abiotic filtering and biotic interactions, both of which are constrained by species’ phylogenetic history. Models predicting species distribution have historically mostly considered abiotic filtering and are only starting to integrate biotic interaction. However, using information on present interactions to forecast the future of biodiversity supposes that biotic interactions will not change when species are confronted with new environments. Using bacterial microcosms, we illustrate how biotic interactions can vary along an environmental gradient and how this variability can depend on the phylogenetic distance between interacting species.



1. Background Global environmental change has substantial impacts on natural ecosystems [1,2]. Strong changes may doom species to extinction [1], relegate species to a smaller area of their original habitat [2,3] or may shift their distributions [4,5]. As a result, large-scale predictions about how species’ distributions and abundances respond to the changing environment have become a priority [6,7] for both biodiversity conservation [8] and ecosystem management [9]. Species’ distribution and abundance depend on multiple processes such as abiotic filtering [10– 12], biotic interactions [3,5,13,14] and phylogenetic history [15]. Nevertheless, many species distribution models still rely on abiotic environmental variables (e.g. temperature [3]), effectively assuming that information on biotic interactions can be ignored [5,12]. Experimental evidence shows, however, that the assumption that biotic interactions are conserved along the abiotic environmental gradient is not necessarily true [16–18]. For instance, simulated warming using a community of fruit flies suggests that biotic interactions could change as we move along a temperature gradient, and that even subtle temperature change can alter the net effects of biotic interactions on species abundance [16,17]. Here, we test the joint effects of abiotic filtering and biotic interactions on the abundance of a bacterial species, and illustrate how these effects could depend on phylogenetic similarity of interacting species. We addressed this issue, using a model system where phylogenetically closer species have more similar abiotic environmental niches than distant ones [14], and hence where phylogenetic relatedness can inform on the patterns of biotic interactions among species in the assemblage [15].
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Figure 1. Phylogeny. Maximum-likelihood phylogenetic tree of the 11 marine strains. Numbers at nodes indicate maximum-likelihood bootstrap support values (more than 50). Phylogenetic distance was measured by the sum of branch lengths separating pairs of bacterial strains on the maximum-likelihood 16S rRNA phylogeny ( patristic distances). (Online version in colour.)



2. Material and methods We used bacterial communities composed of a focal species Pseudomonas fluorescens SBW25 (hereafter, SBW25), a well-characterized green fluorescent protein (GFP)-tagged model strain [19], and different target strains of freshwater and marine bacteria (electronic supplementary material, table S1). These target bacteria are a component of natural microbial assemblages near Montpellier, France [20], in environments in a gradient ranging from coastal rivers to saline lagoons. Given this natural gradient, we used salinity as a model abiotic filter [21]. We chose the target bacterial strains (electronic supplementary material, table S1) so that they had different optimal salinities for growth, and that phylogenetically close strains had more similar optimal salinity conditions than phylogenetically distant ones (i.e. phylogenetic similarity in species’ abiotic environmental niche). We performed maximum-likelihood estimation of the phylogenetic tree of the 11 bacterial strains used (figure 1), and found that a strain’s phylogenetic distance from the focal strain SBW25 is significantly correlated with a strain’s optimal salt concentrations (Moran’s I ¼ 0.452, p , 0.005). We used an ‘experimental microbial biogeography’ approach allowing for large-scale experimental design and substantial replication, where microplates are used to simulate the distributions of bacterial communities along a salinity gradient. We assembled mixtures consisting of SBW25 and another target strain on 48well 1 ml microplates filled with LB medium supplemented with eight levels of salinity conditions in series (6.2–100 g l21, called ‘cline’ hereafter). After 48 h (a time period sufficient to cause competitive exclusion or dominance; electronic supplementary material, figure S1), we determined relative population densities of both marked SBW25 and its unmarked interactor in mixture (coculture experiment), using calibration techniques detailed in the electronic supplementary material, table S2 and figure S2. We also grew individual strains (the focal strain SBW25 and the 11 target strains in the electronic supplementary material, table S1) in isolation over 48 h along the salinity gradient. To infer the effects of biotic interactions, we contrasted the abundance of SBW25 in the co-culture and monoculture experiments. We calculated the proportional change (D) in population abundance of our focal strain SBW25 when grown alone versus in the presence of another strain: D ¼ (Dpoly – Dmono)/Dmono, where the abundance of SBW25 in monoculture is denoted by Dmono and that in coculture by Dpoly. The index D quantifies the effect of biotic



interaction on population abundance of SBW25 at individual salinity levels, varying from 21 (exclusion from salinity levels where is otherwise suitable), through 20.5 (neutral partitioning), 20.5 to 0 (weak interaction), and higher (positive interactions). We analysed the effects of salinity and the identity of target strains on proportional change (D) in population abundance of SBW25 along a manipulated gradient of phylogenetic relatedness, using ANOVA and linear regression.



3. Results and discussion We found that the average D value across all the co-culture treatments was 20.229 (+0.231 s.d.). Out of 462 co-culture experiments (using the salinity range limited to 6.2–60 g l21, as none of the strains grew sufficiently over 100 g l21), 90.4% of the effects of target strain on the focal strain SBW25 were negative, among which 18% were of strong negative interaction (D  0.5). We observed positive interactions (e.g. facilitation) in 9.5% of treatments. These infrequent cases were mostly observed at higher salinity levels. We found that the effect of a target strain on our focal strain SBW25 (i.e. D) depends on the level of salinity (table 1); the D decreased with increasing salinity ( p , 0.0001) (figure 2a). Our data are thus inconsistent with the assumption that biotic interactions are constant along abiotic environmental gradients. The observed variability in the outcome of biotic interaction among the salinity levels reflects differences in tolerance of high salinity among strains, which helps cells to persist and gain relative fitness advantages from biotic interactions (electronic supplementary material, figures S3 and S4). We assessed patterns in the variability of biotic interactions (i.e. D) along the salinity gradient and their relationship with phylogenetic relatedness of strains. To do this, we fitted a linear regression describing D as a function of salinity gradient for each replicate cline (salinity from 6.2 to 60 g l21); the slopes could vary from negative (stronger competition with increased salinity), through zero (D is constant) to positive (progressively weaker competition or facilitation). We found that the rate of
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Figure 2. Effects of biotic interactions on species abundance of Pseudomonas fluorescens and their variability along salinity and phylogenetic gradients. (a) Effects of biotic interactions on species abundance of Pseudomonas fluorescens SBW25 becomes more negative with increasing salinity (data for all strain pairs included). At individual salinity levels, effects of biotic interactions (i.e. D) represent the proportional changes in population abundance of P. fluorescens SBW25 when grown alone versus in the presence of another competitor strain. Data points for 100 g l21 salinity treatments were removed as neither strains grew well in the medium. (b) The more phylogenetically distant the strains in a community, the more the effects of biotic interactions change with elevated salinity. The predictor variable is phylogenetic distance between Pseudomonas fluorescens SBW25 and its paired target strain, with more negative being phylogenetically close to 1.00 being the most distant strain. The response variable is change in D along the salinity gradient for each replicate cline (i.e. the rate at which effects of biotic interactions on the abundance of the focal strain SBW25 change with elevated salinity). Data points for Wt (the wild-type of SBW25, hence phylogenetic distance is zero) were not shown, as log(relative phylogenetic distance) could not be calculated. (Online version in colour.) Table 1. Results of ANOVA testing for the joint effects of salinity levels (6.2– 60 g l21) and interacting target strain on the magnitude of biotic interactions D (quantiﬁed by the proportional change in population abundance of the focal strain SBW25 between monoculture and coculture treatments). The response variable D was square-root-transformed while retaining its sign to improve normality and homoscedasticity. variable salinity level identity of interacting strain salinity level  identity of strain residual
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change in D along the salinity gradient decreased markedly when paired with a phylogenetically distant strain (figure 2b; t ¼ 25.768, p , 0.001). Despite the large variability in D within phylogenetically close or distant groups, the result indicates that phylogenetic relatedness predicts the variability of the rate of change in D among biotic interactions; the more phylogenetically distant the strains are in a community, the more likely the effects of biotic interactions would change with elevated salinity. For example, when SBW25 was mixed with the target strain S276, D remained more or less unchanged along the salinity gradient, suggesting that the effects of biotic interactions were constant at different salinity levels (electronic supplementary material, figure S5). By contrast, when the phylogenetically distant target strains S613 and S598 were used, D declined with elevated salinity (electronic supplementary material, figure S5). Mixtures of phylogenetically distant strains resulted in biotic interactions being more variable in a changing environment. The results thus show that the effects of biotic interactions on species abundance are more likely to change for greater environmental change (figure 2a). This finding is consistent with theoretical work showing that competition can have more effect in extreme environments [13,22]. More work is needed to conclude on this last point however, as species’ responses to deteriorating environmental conditions might also be asymmetric. Furthermore, our experimental design



allowed us to link this variability in the effect of environmental change on biotic interactions to the phylogenetic distance between species (figure 2b). Even if the phylogenetic pattern was manipulated in our experiment, the results suggest that if biotic interactions are conserved in the phylogeny [14], closely related species could show less variability in their interactions when confronted with environmental changes than distant species. Our work illustrates the potential for phylogeny to predict future effects of biotic interactions, but does not provide a mechanistic picture of these processes in natural ecosystems. By controlling phylogenetic community structure, we manipulated the response of the focal bacterial strain SBW25 to the salinity gradient and biotic interactions with other strains, but we also probably modified other variables such as the bacterial strain’s foraging efficiency and chemical interactions. Indeed, multiple covarying abiotic and biotic factors are a feature of many prevalent properties of global environmental change [11,12]. Also, by choosing the bacterial strains such that phylogenetically close strains had more similar optimal salinity conditions than phylogenetically distant ones, we have created a ‘model experiment’ that does not allow generalization. Despite these limitations, we believe our work will motivate ecologists to explore how the use of phylogeny can help to predict future biodiversity in a changing environment. It has
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have been deposited in the European Nucleotide Archive of EMBLEBI under accession numbers LN868389 –LN868398. http://www. ebi.ac.uk/ena/data/view/LN868389-LN868398. Raw data for the
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been stated that failure to incorporate biotic interaction into future species distribution models could produce misleading predictions [6,16]. But, if we are to use the present biotic interactions to forecast future species’ distribution and abundance, then our results emphasize two fundamental limits. First, we cannot extrapolate too far along the anenvironmental gradient, because the biotic interactions can be very different in new environments. Second, biotic interactions with phylogenetically distant species might be harder to predict in new environments, because the magnitude of their interaction might be less conserved along an environmental gradient. Even if a general relationship between phylogenetic relatedness and niche similarity is not clear [14], unravelling these limits is an open challenge for ecologists that needs to be addressed to improve our ability to make predictions about future patterns of biodiversity in a changing world [7].



























des documents recommandant







[image: alt]





Metacommunity speciation models and their ... - Nicolas Mouquet 

The emergence of new frameworks combining evolutionary and ecological dynamics in communi- ... INTRODUCTION .... In practice, this broad definition covers a wide ... ties and to define a spatial framework to study multi-scale ... (B) In landscapes wi










 


[image: alt]





On the integration of biotic interaction and ... - Nicolas Mouquet 

neglecting the information contained in the distribution of associated taxa. ... primarily determine the composition of assemblages (Pearson and Dawson 2003).










 


[image: alt]





Empirical Evaluation of Neutral Interactions in Host ... - Nicolas Mouquet 

183, no. 4 the american naturalist april 2014. Thursday Feb 06 2014 09:34 ... ability of interacting together (i.e., not all interactions are equally probable). ...... Title ...










 


[image: alt]





Elementary Particles and Their Interactions 

This edition, prepared in 2013, is a slightly corrected and unabridged version of the work ... mechanics, special relativity, and classical electrodynamics. The main ... of the Feynman rules is given in the fourth chapter, where the student is ... fi










 


[image: alt]





Towards novel approaches to modelling biotic interactions in 

(1) developing statistical models with interaction matrices for multispecies co-occurrence datasets ... response of species and communities to changing environ- ..... 1 = interaction occurs) has played a key role in ecological network .... Thus, we c










 


[image: alt]





Erratum - Nicolas Mouquet 

0.16. 0.45. 0.11. 1. 0.18d. Inverse of comp. effect. 0.08a. 0.29b. 0.51c. 0.59c. 0.53c. 0.66cd*. 0.64cd*. 0.81d*. OIKOS 113: 192, 2006. 192. OIKOS 113:1 (2006)










 


[image: alt]





Mapping biodiversity in three-dimensions ... - Nicolas Mouquet 

Nov 27, 2015 - to taxonomic diversity (Pearson's correlation of r = 0.48) but more congruent to functional diversity ..... requires accounting for the functional or phylogenetic distances ... ori information exists on the functional role of corallige










 


[image: alt]





Unifying sources and sinks in ecology andEarth ... - Nicolas Mouquet 

the source and sink concepts that transcends disciplines is based on net flows between the components of a system: a ..... exporter of specific living or non-living entities (energy, ...... providing a steady stream of immigrants as long as dispersal










 


[image: alt]





Mechanisms of Coexistence in Competitive ... - Nicolas Mouquet 

Department of Integrative Biology, University of California,. Berkeley ... spatial variation in the expression of a life-history trade-off leads to a unique regional pattern ... existence via source-sink dynamics (Levin 1974; Hamilton and May 1977 ..










 


[image: alt]





Diversification in temporally heterogeneous ... - Nicolas Mouquet 

maintained by divergent selection, resulting in ecological ... heterogeneous environments requires strong evolution- ... Here, we experimentally explore the impact of the grain on .... and their arrangement on the Biolog plate are provided as Data ..










 


[image: alt]





Coexistence, saturation and invasion resistance in ... - Nicolas Mouquet 

invasion resistance. Here, we simulate plant community assembly using four models ...... Seed bank in a 35-year-old experiment with different treatments of a ...










 


[image: alt]





diversitÃ© - Dr. Nicolas Mouquet 

et suppose que les propriÃ©tÃ©s des Ã©cosystÃ¨mes dÃ©- coulent de leurs interactions alors que la seconde considÃ¨re que c'est l'environnement qui prime en.










 


[image: alt]





Sarracenia purpurea - Nicolas Mouquet 

ecosystem properties (here nitrogen production by the phytotelma community) can be ..... and midges, and sometimes small amounts of sand and dirt that blow ...










 


[image: alt]





Spatial mismatch and congruence between ... - Nicolas Mouquet 

protected areas, spatial analysis, turnover. Ecology Letters (2010) ..... transitional zones between regions with different pools of species, functional or ...










 


[image: alt]





Persistence Increases with Diversity and ... - Nicolas Mouquet 

May 27, 2011 - Page 1 .... result in lower persistence of the highest trophic-ranked species. We also find that for more complex structures, persistence ..... from the original food web to calculate persistence (the fraction of species remaining).










 


[image: alt]





Islands as model systems in ecology and evolution ... - Nicolas Mouquet 

INTRODUCTION ... 2Department of Ecology and Evolutionary Biology, University of Tennessee, ... 11Island Ecology and Biogeography Group, Instituto Universitario de Enfer- ..... multiple islands at any one level of isola tion. Study systems. : De novo 










 


[image: alt]





Source and sink dynamics in meta-ecosystems - Nicolas Mouquet 

We show that spatial flows of an inorganic nutrient (direct nutrient flow) and organic matter. (indirect nutrient ...... Ecology Letters 11:245â€“257. Huxel, G. R., and ...










 


[image: alt]





Biotic Interactions, Rapid Evolution, and the Establishment of 

Research has tended to focus on identifying ecological traits of potentially .... sume that the benefits provided by the introduced species are not required for the ..... vantage or a disadvantage due to the initial patterns of genotype frequencies i










 


[image: alt]





Metacommunities - Nicolas Mouquet 

book aims at filling some of these gaps by highlighting the emergence of a new ... metacommunities are being studied by introducing the rest of this book. .. -. -- ..... define communities based on structurally dominant organisms (usually plants); ..










 


[image: alt]





Representing taxonomic, phylogenetic and ... - Nicolas Mouquet 

vide fundamental services essential for ecosystem function and ..... of constraining conservation solutions towards species with .... project for financial support. .... van der Bank, M., Reeves, G., Hedderson, T.A.J. & Savolai- .... manual. Availabl










 


[image: alt]





Ecophylogenetics: advances and perspectives - Nicolas Mouquet 

Mar 20, 2012 - growing field is promoting the incorporation of evolution and ... practices to protect overall biodiversity in the face of global change. ... ecophylogenetics will help ecology to become a better integrative ... Network organisation an










 


[image: alt]





Patch Dynamics, Persistence, and Species ... - Nicolas Mouquet 

Jul 23, 2010 - for the overall functioning of the system composed of both biotic and abiotic ... and organic nutrientsâ€”could have considerable impacts on plant diversity and ...... revision of some classic ecological theories, including the theory 










 


[image: alt]





Asynchrony of taxonomic, functional and ... - Nicolas Mouquet 

other European countries with a random sampling of surveyed sites (Julliard et al., .... As we expected that the size of the community could affect diversity indices, .... tion theory have their intrinsic drawbacks (e.g. being bounded within a given 










 


[image: alt]





Defining and measuring ecological specialization - Nicolas Mouquet 

Finally, understanding the different facets of ecological specialization should facilitate ..... dancy analysis (RDA; ter Braak 1987) or co-inertia analysis. (DoleÂ´dec et al. ..... 'EC2CO'. DM was funded by a LITEAU III project (PAMPA) as well as by










 














×
Report Predicting biotic interactions and their variability in ... - Nicolas Mouquet





Your name




Email




Reason
-Select Reason-
Pornographic
Defamatory
Illegal/Unlawful
Spam
Other Terms Of Service Violation
File a copyright complaint





Description















Close
Save changes















×
Signe






Email




Mot de passe







 Se souvenir de moi

Vous avez oublié votre mot de passe?




Signe




 Connexion avec Facebook












 

Information

	A propos de nous
	Règles de confidentialité
	TERMES ET CONDITIONS
	AIDE
	DROIT D'AUTEUR
	CONTACT
	Cookie Policy





Droit d'auteur © 2024 P.PDFHALL.COM. Tous droits réservés.








MON COMPTE



	
Ajouter le document

	
de gestion des documents

	
Ajouter le document

	
Signe









BULLETIN



















Follow us

	

Facebook


	

Twitter



















Our partners will collect data and use cookies for ad personalization and measurement. Learn how we and our ad partner Google, collect and use data. Agree & Close



