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Abstract
Annual variations in biogeochemical and physical processes can lead to nutrient variability

and seasonal patterns in phytoplankton productivity and assemblage structure. In many

coastal systems river inflow and water exchange with the ocean varies seasonally, and al-

ternating periods can arise where the nutrient most limiting to phytoplankton growth

switches. Transitions between these alternating periods can be sudden or gradual and this

depends on human activities, such as reservoir construction and interbasin water transfers.

How such activities might influence phytoplankton assemblages is largely unknown. Here,

we employed a multispecies, multi-nutrient model to explore how nutrient loading switching

mode might affect characteristics of phytoplankton assemblages. The model is based on

the Monod-relationship, predicting an instantaneous growth rate from ambient inorganic nu-

trient concentrations whereas the limiting nutrient at any given time was determined by Lie-

big’s Law of the Minimum. Our simulated phytoplankton assemblages self-organized from

species rich pools over a 15-year period, and only the surviving species were considered as

assemblage members. Using the model, we explored the interactive effects of complemen-

tarity level in trait trade-offs within phytoplankton assemblages and the amount of noise in

the resource supply concentrations. We found that the effect of shift from a sudden resource

supply transition to a gradual one, as observed in systems impacted by watershed develop-

ment, was dependent on the level of complementarity. In the extremes, phytoplankton spe-

cies richness and relative overyielding increased when complementarity was lowest, and

phytoplankton biomass increased greatly when complementarity was highest. For low-com-

plementarity simulations, the persistence of poorer-performing phytoplankton species of in-

termediate R*s led to higher richness and relative overyielding. For high-complementarity

simulations, the formation of phytoplankton species clusters and niche compression en-

abled higher biomass accumulation. Our findings suggest that an understanding of factors

influencing the emergence of life history traits important to complementarity is necessary to

predict the impact of watershed development on phytoplankton productivity and

assemblage structure.
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Introduction
Coastal lagoons, estuaries and bays represent some of the most productive ecosystems on the
planet and are comprised of habitats important to many of the world’s species [1]. The high
productivity and biodiversity found in these coastal systems are influenced, in part, by phyto-
plankton productivity and assemblage composition. In turn, phytoplankton are influenced by a
complex interplay among many factors that sometimes include inorganic nutrients, light, tem-
perature, stratification, grazing and allelopathy [2–4]. Thus, factors acting at the base of the
food web, such as these, can ultimately influence ecosystem form and functioning.

Regarding inorganic nutrients, annual variations in freshwater inflow to coastal systems are
known to influence their availability. Similarly, annual variations in water exchange with the
ocean are known to influence the availability of nutrients. The net effect of annually varying
freshwater inflows and ocean water exchanges can lead to alternating periods where the nutri-
ent most limiting to reproductive growth switches [5–10]. Shifts in nutrient availabilities, like
this, can influence productivity and composition of phytoplankton. This phenomenon has
been observed regularly in inland water bodies, and an understanding of the underpinning
mechanisms has been well developed through empirical and theoretical research [11–14].

In coastal systems where it occurs, the mode of switching between which nutrient is most
limiting to reproductive growth likely differs. For example, in systems characteristic of abrupt
changes in nutrient loadings, sudden transitions in which nutrient is the most limiting might
arise. Abrupt changes in nutrient loadings might follow short-period runoff events associated
with precipitation [15–17] or short-period vertical mixing events associated with winds [18–
20]. On the other hand, in systems that are characteristic of seasonally developing wet and dry
periods or annually occurring periods of upwelling [21, 22], gradual changes in nutrient avail-
abilities might arise.

Human activities might also influence the mode of switching between limiting nutrients.
For example, coastal systems receiving inflows from watersheds with many reservoirs might
experience gradual changes in nutrient availabilities. This would occur because during reser-
voir operations peak in-stream flows tend to be lower relative to historical (pre-dam) condi-
tions and low in-stream flows tend to be elevated, resulting in a less dynamic flow regime [23,
24]. Another human activity that might influence the mode of switching between limiting nu-
trients is interbasin water transfers to basins with water shortages from basins with water sur-
pluses. During interbasin water transfers flow through the watershed receiving the water can
be elevated, while flow through the watershed donating the water can be reduced, with both
scenarios resulting in a less dynamic condition.

While phytoplankton productivity is linked to nutrient loading associated with inflows and
ocean water exchanges, it is better characterized by cellular nutrient uptake and conversion to
biomass, which is the process of resource exploitation. As an ecological principle, the level of
complementarity in an assemblage influences the degree of resource exploitation. Here, com-
plementarity refers to greater resource exploitation facilitated by the interaction between co-oc-
curring species [25–27]. Sometimes the level of complementarity can lead to overyielding. This
is a condition where the productivity of the assemblage is greater than the average productivity
of all members of the assemblage when they are each considered in monoculture [28, 29]. In
the extreme, overyielding can be transgressive. This is a special condition where the productivi-
ty of the assemblage is greater than the productivity of the most productive member of the as-
semblage when it is considered in monoculture [30].

In this research, we employ a multispecies, multi-nutrient mathematical model to explore
how nutrient loading switching mode, i.e., sudden vs. gradual, might effect notable phytoplank-
ton assemblage characteristics. These included time-averaged richness, evenness, total biomass,
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degree of overyielding, species interactions, length of the resource trade-off space exploited,
and resource utilization. These characterizations are focused upon because they are often used
to describe ecosystem form and functioning. In addition, we investigated the influence of the
level of complementarity and the amount of noise in the resource supply concentration on
these assemblage characteristics. Such information will increase our understanding of how
phytoplankton systems might respond to increased landscape alterations driven by human de-
velopment and population growth. To keep our model tractable, we focus solely on competi-
tion for nutrients limiting to reproductive growth and its relationship with assemblage
characteristics. Other notable factors, such as temperature, stratification, light, grazing and alle-
lopathy, are not studied here. This is not to say that these other factors are unimportant to the
phytoplankton assemblage characteristics studied here. Indeed, the compounding affects of
these other factors should be a focus of future studies.

Methods
Our multispecies, multi-nutrient model was governed by the widely-used Monod-relationship,
which predicts an instantaneous reproductive growth rate from ambient inorganic nutrient
concentrations [31]. This relationship is defined by two life history traits. The first is the maxi-
mum specific reproductive growth rate (μmax). The second is the half-saturation coefficient for
reproductive growth (kS). Together, these life history traits enable construction of a curve that
asymptotically approaches a species-specific maximum reproductive growth rate as nutrient
concentrations increase. The rate at which this curve approaches the maximum reproductive
growth rate is determined by the initial slope of this curve, which is defined by 0.5�μmax divided
by kS. Because our model employed two reproductive growth-limiting nutrients, we used Lie-
big’s Law of the Minimum to determine which inorganic nutrient was limiting to each species
at any point during model simulations [31]. As we will describe in the sections below, we com-
bined these relationships with a population loss factor, i.e., hydraulic displacement of cells asso-
ciated with inflows, to characterize each species’ niche using the R� conceptual model [11],
thus enabling an ecological interpretation of our modeling results.

The phytoplankton assemblages employed in our analyses were the result of self-organiza-
tion processes where surviving species emerged from initial species-rich pools [32]. The initial
species pools varied in their level of complementarity among species (discussed further below).
Which species survived the self-organization process was determined, in part, by their compet-
itive abilities for the two reproductive growth-limiting nutrients, which is reflected by their R�

values (lower R� values indicate better competitive abilities). Here, the half-saturation coeffi-
cients for resource-limited reproductive growth (kS) and the fixed cellular content of resources
(QS) were the life history traits that differentiated competing species. During self-organization,
two modes of resource supply fluctuation were explored, where resource supply transitions
were either sudden or gradual (discussed further below). Once self-organized phytoplankton
assemblages emerged under these fluctuation modes, we compared characteristics of the as-
semblages that included time-averaged richness, evenness, total biomass, degree of overyield-
ing, species interactions, length of the resource trade-off space exploited, and
resource utilization.

Mathematical model and numerical solution
We employed a well-known mathematical model developed by Tilman [11] for depicting pop-
ulation dynamics of primary producers, i.e., plants, macroalgae and phytoplankton [11, 13,
32]. We structured the model to simulate a phytoplankton assemblage where new resources ar-
rived with inflow, and loss of cells and ambient nutrients occurred through hydraulic flushing.
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For each species, population dynamics were simulated using an equation of the form:

dN
dt

¼ mN � vN ð1Þ

where N was population density (cells liter-1), μ was specific reproductive growth rate (d-1),
and ν was hydraulic flushing defined as the inflow divided by the system volume (d-1). For the
purposes of this research, we assume that carbon content per cell is constant, so N becomes an
analog of biomass.

As mentioned above, specific reproductive growth rate for each population was determined
using the Monod equation and Liebig's "Law of the Minimum" [33] following the form:

m ¼ mmax min
S1

S1þ kS1
;

S2
S2þ kS2

� �� �
ð2Þ

where μmax was the maximum specific reproductive growth rate for a species (d-1), S1 and S2
were the concentration of resources necessary for reproductive growth (μM), and kS1 and kS2
were the half-saturation coefficients for resource-limited reproductive growth (μM) specific to
each species. A function ‘min’ was used to determine which resource was more strongly limit-
ing to reproductive growth at each time step of the simulation.

For the two resources necessary for reproductive growth, changes in concentration were
simulated using an equation of the form:

dS
dt

¼ v Ssource � Sð Þ �
Xn

i¼1

Qsi
miNi ð3Þ

where Ssource was the fixed concentration of the resource in the source (μM), Qsi
was the fixed

cellular content of the resource (μmole cell-1) for a species, n was the total number of species,
and other parameters were the same as previously described.

Differential equations were solved numerically using ordinary differential equation solving
routines that were a part of a commercial software package (The Math Works, Inc.). The rou-
tines were based on fourth-order Runge-Kutta procedures, and used a variable time step that
was based on a local error tolerance set at 10-15.

Fluctuations in the resource supply
Assemblages self-organized under an annually fluctuating resource supply (Ssource). Simula-
tions were initiated with the first resource having a concentration of 2 μM and the second re-
source a concentration of 20 μM. These are within the range of resource concentrations
observed for river discharges into coastal lagoons, estuaries and bays where anthropogenic eu-
trophication is not as prevalent [34]. Over a period of ~182 days, the concentrations of the re-
sources in the supply reversed. That is, at day 182 the first resource had a concentration of 20
μM and the second resource a concentration of 2 μM.

We explored two modes of this resource supply reversal. The first mode was a sudden
change, where resource supply concentrations were 2 and 20 μM for days 1 to 182, then
abruptly switched to 20 and 2 μM on day 182 and remained at those concentrations through
day 365. On day 365, they abruptly switched back to concentrations of 2 and 20 μM (see
Fig. 1a). The second mode of resource supply reversal was a gradual change, where the first re-
source progressively increased from 2 μM on day 1 to 20 μM on day 182, while the concentra-
tion of the second resource progressively decreased from 20 μM on day 1 to 2 μM on day 182.
From days 182 through 365 the resources progressively changed back to their initial values (see
Fig. 1b). Thus, the fluctuation period for both modes of resource supply reversal occurred over
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an interval of 365 days. As mentioned previously, switching between limiting resources over a
period of a year is observed in many natural systems, especially when the year is characterized
by wet and dry seasons [5–10].

In natural settings, however, it is unlikely that resource supply reversals are quite so regular.
Consequently, we performed additional simulations with added noise to the resource supply.
We created a function that randomly altered the resource concentration in the supply by add-
ing or subtracting a value equivalent to some percentage of the resource supply concentration
that was used for the ‘regular’ scenarios (described in the preceding paragraph and shown in
Fig. 1a, b). The function also accounted for the duration that the resource supply was altered.

Fig 1. Sudden and gradual modes of reversal in the resource supply concentration. The sudden mode
of reversal went from a resource supply of 2 and 20 μM for resources 1 and 2 to a resource supply of 20 and 2
μMwith an abrupt transition on day 182. Three levels of noise in the resource supply were explore, which
were no noise (a), 0–20% noise (c) and 0–80% noise (e). The gradual mode of reversal also went from a
resource supply of 2 and 20 μM for resources 1 and 2 to a resource supply of 20 and 2 μM, but with a slow
change that reversed direction on day 182. Again, three levels of noise in the resource supply were explore,
which were no noise (b), 0–20% noise (d) and 0–80% noise (f).

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0120673.g001
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More specifically, the adjusted resource concentration in the supply was randomly varied in
magnitude over the interval (-20%, 20%) (see Fig. 1c, d for representative simulations) or over
the interval (-80%, 80%) (see Fig. 1e, f for representative simulations). This resource supply ad-
justment, or amount of noise in the resource supply concentration, occurred over periods that
randomly varied in duration from 1 to 14 days. The noise pattern did not repeat with each an-
nual cycle. In other words, each simulation year of each 15-year period simulated was unique.
The noise pattern was also unique between each of the 100 replicate simulations per scenario
(discussed below). We selected these intervals for noise because they generated simulation re-
sults for resource supply variability similar to what is observed in multiple coastal systems [15,
35–37].

Parameterization of populations to produce self-organized, species-rich
assemblages
We generated phytoplankton assemblages using a numerical approach that involved self-
organization from a species-rich pool under fluctuating resource supply conditions, where the
number of species in the initial pool was 300 and they were distributed throughout the resource
trade-off space (Fig. 2). The authors have worked in a variety of aquatic ecosystem types that
include lakes, rivers, bays and coastal oceans [35, 38–40]. Field sampling in these systems usu-
ally spanned multiple seasons, with sampling frequencies ranging from weekly to quarterly.
Phytoplankton species richness in these ecosystems ranged from one to ~80, with 15–20 spe-
cies being the norm. Thus, we considered the initial species pool of 300 used in these simula-
tions as “species rich”. The simulated period of self-organization was 15 years. Surviving
species after this simulated period (those with biomass>0.05% of the total biomass, a level

Fig 2. R*s of phytoplankton in the initial species pool and the recurrently fluctuating environmental
conditions fromwhich assemblages self-organized.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0120673.g002
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chosen because oscillating populations at this point in the model did not decrease to levels
below this [41] were then used to initiate a second 15-year simulation. The surviving species
from this second simulation were considered members of a self-organized assemblage. In this
way, we assured ourselves that the processes underlying coexistence in our simulations fol-
lowed from life history traits and not potential effects from an initial species-rich pool.

Parameterization of life history traits in the species-rich pool, i.e., reproductive growth-
related factors in our simulations, were not random. We used our knowledge of physiological
traits and basic ecological principles as a guide. For example, competitive ability for a specific
resource was inversely proportional to a species’ cellular resource content [42]. In other words,
the resource-specific, half-saturation coefficient for reproductive growth (kS) and the cellular
resource content (QS) varied proportionally. To illustrate, kS was selected randomly from num-
bers within the range 0.04–1. When in units of μM this range represents what is typically ob-
served in phytoplankton for half-saturation coefficients [14, 43]. Following the principle of
proportionality mentioned above, QS was then set equal to kS. When in units of 10-6 μmole
cell-1 the range of 0.04–1 represents typical resource contents measured in phytoplankton [14,
43]. Therefore, species with relatively low kS and QS in our simulations represented populations
with high competitive ability and low demand for that resource. Conversely, species with rela-
tively high kS and QS represented populations with low competitive ability and high demand
for that resource.

Our parameterization of reproductive growth-related factors was further guided by a trade-off
between competitive abilities for the two resources used in the model. A species being a good
competitor for one resource meant that it was a poor competitor for the other resource; and a spe-
cies being an intermediate competitor for one resource meant that it was also an intermediate
competitor for the other resource [11, 44]. This prevented any single species from being a superior
competitor for both resources. To illustrate, a species with kS1 andQS1 values of 0.15 for resource
1 would then have kS2 andQS2 values of 0.85 for resource 2. This species would be characterized
as a good competitor for resource 1 and a poor competitor for resource 2. A species with kS1 and
QS1 values of 0.45 for resource 1 would then have kS2 andQS2 values of 0.55 for resource 2. This
species would be characterized as an intermediate competitor for resources 1 and 2.

Complementarity level in the initial species pool and the R*model
framework
Initial species pools were generated with varied levels of complementarity (twelve total). Here,
complementarity refers to time-averaged resource use by a self-organized assemblage under
conditions of resource supply fluctuation over an annual cycle. Assemblages that are able to
use more resources, i.e., draw down ambient resource concentrations to lower levels, are con-
sidered more complementary.

To provide a mechanistic understanding of how complementarity in the assemblage affect-
ed other characteristics of the self-organized assemblage (discussed further below), species
were analyzed based on one of their life-history traits, kS (recall that the other life history trait
that varied among species was QS, which was proportional to kS). Along with μmax and v, which
were the same for all species in the assemblage, knowledge of kS enabled determination of R�

values for each species [11, 12, 45]. This was achieved following the equation:

R� ¼ nks
mmax � n

ð4Þ

Our simulations employed two resources therefore the resource trade-off space was two-
dimensional.
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As mentioned previously, we employed a proportional resource trade-off when assigning
species specific values of kS for the two resources. Consequently, the distribution of species’ R�s
through a two-dimensional resource trade-off space was linear (see Fig. 3a). Linear distribu-
tions of R�s were not commonly observed in plankton systems, rather distributions of R�s with
a downward curve were more commonly observed [42]. To generate assemblages with a down-
ward-curved distribution of R�s (see representative assemblages in Fig. 3b, c), we transformed
the R�s from a linear distribution into a downward-curved distribution following a simple pro-
cedure described in the next section.

Conceptually, assemblages with linear distributions of R�s through the resource tradeoff
space should use less resources over time compared to assemblages with downward-curved dis-
tributions of R�s through the resource tradeoff space. As mentioned above, we defined comple-
mentarity as the time-averaged resource use by a self-organized assemblage under conditions
of resource supply fluctuation over an annual cycle. Consequently, we now refer to assemblages
with linear distributions of R�s as having the lowest level of complementarity and assemblages
with the greatest downward-curved distributions of R�s as having the highest level
of complementarity.

Shape function and levels of complementarity
The shape function used for manipulating the level of complementarity within an assemblage
followed the form:

y ¼ a
x

ð5Þ

Fig 3. Representative R* species distributions in the initial pool of 300 populations at the lowest (a), intermediate (b) and highest (c) level of
complementarity.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0120673.g003
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where a was a user defined coefficient that controlled the shape of the curve for the region de-
fined over the intervals x[0,1] and y[0,1]. To illustrate, when a = 0.5 a range of y values from 1
to 0.5 are possible in the interval x[0,1]. The curve of the line in this region dips towards the or-
igin (for example, compare Fig. 3b where the line is “dipped” with Fig. 3a where the line is line-
ar). As a decreases, the lower range of possible y values also lowers, and the grade to which the
curve dips towards the origin becomes more pronounced (for example, compare Fig. 3c with
Fig. 3b). Using a polynomial fitting function that was a part of a commercial software package
(The Math Works, Inc.), the life-history traits of the populations in the initial species pool were
transformed so that their distribution through the trade-off space matched the curve of the
shape function.

In this research, 12 levels of assemblage complementarity were explored. These corre-
sponded to a values of 0.99 (lowest complementarity level), 0.82, 0.66, 0.50, 0.39, 0.28, 0.17,
0.13, 0.09, 0.05, 0.03 and 0.01 (highest complementarity level). These values for a resulted in
regular spaced resource trade-off curves through the resource trade-off space. For each comple-
mentarity level, 100 self-organized assemblages were generated. Here, the number of replica-
tions was determined by calculating the average and standard deviation of our assemblage
characteristics of interest (see further below) with each additional simulation. We stopped rep-
lication at 100 because the means and standard deviations for the assemblage characteristics of
interest no longer varied with additional simulations. In total, 1200 simulations
were performed.

Prior to the simulations mentioned above, a low amount of noise was added to each life his-
tory trait not exceeding 0.04. This is why the species’ R�s do not line up exactly along the re-
source trade-off curves shown in Fig. 3. In a natural system, it is not likely that R�s would line
up exactly on a line through the resource trade-off space. Adding some noise to kS and QS

added realism to the model. In this research, we did not explore the relationship between the
amount of noise added to the life history traits and the assemblage characteristics of interest.

Model initialization
Initial population densities for each species were the same for all simulations, i.e., N = 0.1 (x106

cells liter-1). Initial resource concentrations were 2 μM for resource 1 and 20 μM for resource 2.
Parameter constants included total flushing and maximum specific reproductive growth rate,
which were v = 0.25 d-1 and μmax = 2 d-1. As mentioned previously, values for kS were within
the range 0.04 and 1.0 (μM), and values for QS ranged within 0.04 and 1.0 (10-6 μmole cell-1).
All parameterizations were within the range of what is typical for phytoplankton assemblages
and pelagic environments [14, 43].

Assemblage characteristics of interest
For purposes of this research, eight characteristics were determined for each self-organized
phytoplankton assemblage. These included time-averaged richness (number of coexisting spe-
cies), evenness (based on biomasses of co-occurring populations), total biomass (a sum of co-
existing populations’ cell density, in units of x106 cells liter-1), degree of overyielding, species
interactions, length of the resource trade-off space exploited, and resource utilization. Here,
‘time-averaged’means that the characteristic of interest was based on either the population
densities or ambient resource concentrations averaged over the last year of the 15-year period.
The simulated period on which to focus our analyses (15th year) was determined by observing
a recurrent annual cycle in population dynamics [41], thus minimizing potential effects of tran-
sient dynamics common during the initial years of the simulations.
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Total biomass (OT) and species richness (S) were the total number of cells present and the
number of coexisting species respectively. An evenness index (J) was determined following Pie-
lou [46], which was:

J ¼ H 0

lnðSÞ ð6Þ

H 0 ¼ �
XS

i¼1

pi lnðpiÞ ð7Þ

whereH’ was a diversity index and pi was the probability that any given cell was species i [47],
and other parameters were the same as previously defined.

The maximum deviation yield (Dmax), an indicator of transgressive overyielding when>0
(i.e. the yield of the mixture exceeds that of the most productive monoculture), was determined
following:

Dmax ¼
OT �maxðMiÞ

maxðMiÞ
ð8Þ

where OT was the same as previously defined and max(Mi) was the population density of spe-
cies i observed in the most productive monoculture under the same conditions as the self-orga-
nized assemblage [30].

Not all species in an over-yielded assemblage contributed to the overyielding. To determine
which species contributed to overyielding in our self-organized assemblages, and the degree to
which they contributed, the species-specific yield exponent (yi) was calculated using:

yi ¼ logs
Oi

Mi

� �
ð9Þ

where Oi was the population density for species i observed in the self-organized assemblage
andMi was the population density for species i observed in a monoculture under the same con-
ditions as the self-organized assemblage [48, 49].

The deviation yield total (DT) is a measure of the proportional deviation of the observed
total yield from its expected value. This is a standardized way to compare the overall perfor-
mance of a mixture with its expectation in the absence of species interactions. Thus larger val-
ues indicate greater species interactions. This metric was determined following:

DT ¼ OT � ET

ET

ð10Þ

ET ¼
XS

i¼1

Ei ð11Þ

Ei ¼ ~pMi ð12Þ

~p ¼ 1

S
ð13Þ

where OT was the same as previously defined, ET was the sum of the expected probabilities
from monocultures, Ei was the expected probability for each species based on monoculture, ~p
was the expected probability that any given cell belongs to a population assuming all
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populations were evenly represented in the total number of coexisting populations, andMi was
the same as previously defined [30].

The length of the resource trade-off space exploited was defined simply as the distance be-
tween the two species at either extreme of the resource trade-off curve, which we will now call
R�distance. This was calculated using the Pythagorean Theorem. Here, R�distance was simply
the hypotenuse of the triangle formed when the distance between the R�s for resource 1 of the
two extreme species and the distance between the R�s for resource 2 of the two extreme species
formed the legs of the triangle.

Finally, resource utilization was determined by averaging the concentration of a resource
over the last year of the simulation, where lower averaged resource concentration reflected
greater use of that resource. We calculated this for resource 1 and 2.

Statistics
We employed 3-way ANOVAs to partition the variance of each of the assemblage characteris-
tics (time-averaged richness, evenness, total biomass, degree of overyielding and species inter-
actions) between the explanatory variables (resource supply reversal mode, noise level,
complementarity level, and their interactions). This analysis was not used for hypothesis test-
ing as p-values are bound to be minuscule due to increased sample sizes. Instead the F-ratios
were used as a quantitative measure of the amount of variability explained by each explanatory
variable (Table 1). Guided by ANOVA results, we performed two principal component analy-
ses, the first using simulation results from the sudden reversal scenarios and the second using
simulation results from the gradual reversal scenarios.

Results
In almost all simulations, species-rich assemblages emerged from the process of self-organization
(Fig. 4a). Here, species-rich refers to a condition where the number of coexisting populations
was greater than the number of limiting resources. This occurred regardless of the mode of rever-
sal in the resource supply concentrations, and in general, regardless of the amount of noise ap-
plied to the resource supply concentrations. Exceptions occurred in the sudden reversal
scenarios when complementarity level was low and the amount of noise in the resource supply
was 0–80%.

Table 1. F-ratios resulting from Analysis of Variance on the effects of fluctuation type, noise and complementarity levels and their interactions on
multiple assemblage characteristics (e.g. biomass, richness, etc).

F-Ratio

Df Species richness Evenness Biomass Dmax DT R* distance R1 min R2 min

Main effects A:Reversal mode 1 5094 809 76284 1774 1762 1004 831 628

B:Noise 2 1202 326 260 482 703 227 5262 13216

C:Complementarity 11 161 11 14366 2718 364 1207 21 11

Interactions AB 2 8 154 24 30 439 136 404 252

AC 11 223 115 5256 241 349 69 6 8

BC 22 88 22 21 8 66 14 6 13

ABC 22 13 81 7 32 95 20 11 14

Reversal mode refers to the sudden and gradual mode of reversal of the two resources, noise refers to the three noise levels employed (zero, 0–20%, and

0–80%), and complementarity refers to the 12 complementarity levels.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0120673.t001
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The mode of reversal in the resource supply concentration explained the most variation in
time-averaged richness and evenness. This was followed by the amount of noise in the resource
supply concentrations, with the level of complementarity explaining the least amount of vari-
ability in these assemblage characteristics (Table 1).

For time-averaged richness, when the mode of reversal in the resource supply concentra-
tions was sudden, the highest time-averaged richness was ~12. When the mode of reversal was
gradual, the highest time-averaged richness was ~19 (Fig. 4a). Adding noise to the resource
supply concentrations at the 0–20% amount had little effect. But adding noise at the 0–80%
amount reduced the time-averaged richness by as much as 50%. The greatest differences be-
tween sudden and gradual reversal modes in resource supply concentrations occurred when

Fig 4. Variability of species richness (number of coexisting species) (a) and evenness (index based on biomasses of co-occurring populations)
(b) along a gradient of increasing complementarity in the assemblages and noise in resource concentration from the supply, when the reversal in
resource supply concentrations is sudden and gradual. Error bars represent 95% confidence intervals.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0120673.g004
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complementarity level was low, where time-averaged richness was 2- to 3-fold greater in the
gradual resource supply reversal.

The relationship between complementarity level and time-averaged richness also varied be-
tween sudden and gradual reversal modes in the resource supply concentrations (Fig. 4a). For
scenarios where the mode of reversal was sudden, the relationship was unimodal. In those sce-
narios, the complementarity level where time-averaged richness maxima occurred shifted to-
wards higher levels of complementarity as the amount of noise increased. This shift came
about because of the large decreases in richness that occurred at lower complementarity levels
with the 0–80% added noise. This latter trend weighted heavily on principal component 2
(~28% of total variability) in the PCA analysis focused on sudden reversal scenarios (Fig. 5).

For scenarios where the mode of reversal in the resource supply concentrations was gradual,
and with no noise or 0–20% noise in the resource supply concentrations, the relationship with
complementarity level was linear with a negative slope (Fig. 4a). That is, lower time-averaged
richness occurred at higher levels of complementarity. When noise in the resource supply con-
centrations was 0–80%, the relationship became curvilinear (or weakly unimodal) where the
high time-averaged richness values previously observed at low complementarity levels did not
occur. This trend weighted heavily on principal component 1 (~48% of total variability) in the
PCA analysis focused on gradual reversal scenarios (Fig. 6).

For time-averaged evenness, the highest and lowest values of ~0.85 and ~0.50 occurred
when the mode of reversal in the resource supply concentrations was sudden (Fig. 4b). When
the mode of reversal was gradual, the highest time-averaged evenness observed was ~0.75 and
the lowest observed was ~0.55. Only addition of noise to the resource supply concentrations at
the 0–80% amount had a pronounced effect, and this was only observed when the mode of re-
versal in the resource supply concentrations was sudden and complementarity level low to in-
termediate. Under these scenarios, an ~73% increase in time-averaged evenness occurred
compared to similar sudden reversal scenarios with no noise and 0–20% noise in the resource
supply concentrations.

The shape of the curve describing the relationships between complementarity level and
time-averaged evenness varied depending on the mode of reversal in the resource supply con-
centrations (Fig. 4b). When resource supply reversals were sudden, the relationship was con-
caved. The higher evenness values at higher levels of complementarity in these simulations
weighted heavily on principal component 1 (Fig. 5, ~57% of total variability). When resource
supply reversals were gradual, the relationship was unimodel. This resulted in ~45% greater
time-averaged evenness when the mode of reversals were gradual and the level of
complementarity intermediate.

Concerning time-averaged biomass, the mode of reversal in the resource supply concentra-
tion again explained the most variance. But different from above, the mode of reversal was fol-
lowed by the level of complementarity, then the amount of noise in the resource supply
concentrations, as variance explanatory factors (Table 1). In scenarios where the mode of re-
versal in the resource supply concentrations was sudden, maximum time-averaged biomass
was ~28 x106 cells liter-1. When the mode of reversal was gradual, the time-averaged biomass
maximum was ~85% greater, ~52 x106 cells liter-1 (Fig. 7a). In all scenarios, the shape of the
curve describing the relationship between complementarity level and time-averaged biomass
was exponentially increasing where minima of ~18–20 x106 cells liter-1 occurred at the lowest
levels of complementarity. This trend weighted heavily on the first principal component in the
PCA analyses for sudden and gradual reversal scenarios (~57% and ~48% of total variability,
respectively) (Figs. 5 and 6).

Different from three assemblage characteristics mentioned above, the level of complemen-
tarity explained the most variance in time-averaged overyielding. The level of complementarity

Phytoplankton Assemblage Characteristics Fluctuating Environments

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0120673 March 23, 2015 13 / 25



Fig 5. Principal component analysis using all simulations where the transitions in resource supply
concentration were sudden. Parameter weightings (a) and the simulation scenario weightings (b) on the
two principal components with the greatest eigenvalues, PC1 and PC2, represented 57% and 28%,
respectively, of the total variability. Parameters in the analysis were timer-averaged richness (‘Rich’),
evenness (‘Even’), biomass ‘(Biom’), overyielding (‘Dmax’), species interactions (‘DTot’), length of the
resource trade-off curve exploited (‘Rdst’), and drawdown of resources one and two (‘mnR1’ and ‘mnR2’).
Simulation scenarios are identified using a numbering scheme where the first two digits identify the level of
complementarity (‘99’ lowest level, ‘01’ highest level) and the second two digits identify the level of noise in
the resource supply concentrations (‘00’means no noise, ‘20’means 0 to 20% noise, and ‘80’means 0 to
80% noise).

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0120673.g005
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Fig 6. Principal component analysis using all simulations where the transitions in resource supply
concentration were gradual. Parameter weightings (a) and the simulation scenario weightings (b) on the
two principal components with the greatest eigenvalues, PC1 and PC2, represented 48% and 27%,
respectively, of the total variability. Parameters in the analysis were timer-averaged richness (‘Rich’),
evenness (‘Even’), biomass ‘(Biom’), overyielding (‘Dmax’), species interactions (‘DTot’), length of the
resource trade-off curve exploited (‘Rdst’), and drawdown of resources one and two (‘mnR1’ and ‘mnR2’).
Simulation scenarios are identified using a numbering scheme where the first two digits identify the level of
complementarity (‘99’ lowest level, ‘01’ highest level) and the second two digits identify the level of noise in
the resource supply concentrations (‘00’means no noise, ‘20’means 0 to 20% noise, and ‘80’means 0 to
80% noise).

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0120673.g006
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was followed closely by the mode of reversal in the resource supply concentrations, then the
amount of noise in the resource supply concentrations, as variance explanatory factors
(Table 1). The lowest levels of complementarity resulted in the greatest values of time-averaged
overyielding, where at the most they were 6- to 7-fold greater than time-averaged overyielding
at the highest levels of complementarity (Fig. 7b). This trend weighted heavily on the first prin-
cipal component in the PCA analyses for sudden and gradual reversal scenarios (~57% and
~48% of total variability, respectively) (Figs. 5 and 6). The mode of reversal in the resource sup-
ply concentrations influenced the shape of the curve describing the relationship between com-
plementarity level and time-averaged overyielding, where scenarios with sudden reversals
showed a curvilinear relationship with maxima ~0.25–0.32, and scenarios with gradual rever-
sals showed a linear relationship with a negative slope and maxima ~0.45–0.47. These maxima

Fig 7. Variability of Biomass (a sum of co-existing populations’ cell density, in units of x106 cells liter-1) (a) and transgressive overyielding index
Dmax (b) along a gradient of increasing complementarity in the assemblages and noise in resource concentration from the supply, when the
reversal in resource supply concentrations is sudden and gradual. Error bars represent 95% confidence intervals.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0120673.g007
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occurring in scenarios with gradual reversals were ~75% greater than those occurring in the
sudden reversal scenarios. The amount of noise in the resource supply concentrations only no-
tably influenced time-averaged overyielding (decreased by ~28%) in scenarios where the mode
of reversal was sudden and complementarity was low, and only when the amount of noise was
0–80%.

Like richness and evenness, the mode of reversal in the resource supply concentration ex-
plained the most variance in time-averaged species interactions, followed by the amount of
noise in the resource supply concentrations, then followed by the level of complementarity
(Table 1). The highest and lowest time-averaged species interaction values of ~1.3 and ~0.2 oc-
curred when the mode of reversal in the resource supply concentrations was sudden. When the
mode of reversal was gradual, values were relatively unchanging, ~0.5 (Fig. 8a). Only addition

Fig 8. Variability of species interactions DT (a) and R* Distance (b) along a gradient of increasing complementarity in the assemblages and noise
in resource concentration from the supply, when the reversal in resource supply concentrations is sudden and gradual. Error bars represent 95%
confidence intervals.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0120673.g008

Phytoplankton Assemblage Characteristics Fluctuating Environments

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0120673 March 23, 2015 17 / 25



of noise to the resource supply concentrations at the 0–80% amount had a pronounced effect,
and this was only observed when the mode of reversal in the resource supply concentrations
was sudden and complementarity level low to intermediate. Under these scenarios, an ~66%
decrease in time-averaged species interactions occurred compared to similar sudden reversal
scenarios with no noise and 0–20% noise in the resource supply concentrations. This trend of
higher species interactions at lower levels of complementarity when there was no noise or
0–20% noise in the resource supply concentrations weighted heavily on principal component 1
(~57% of total variability) in the PCA analysis focused on sudden reversal scenarios (Fig. 5).
When the mode of reversal in resource supply concentrations was sudden, the relationship be-
tween complementarity level and time-averaged species interactions was either linear with a
decreasing slope (no noise and 0–20% noise amounts) or unimodel (0–80% noise amount).
When the mode of reversal in resource supply concentrations was gradual, time-averaged spe-
cies interactions was insensitive to complementarity level.

Like time-averaged overyielding, the level of complementarity explained the most variance
in time-averaged R�distance. The level of complementarity was followed closely by the mode of
reversal in the resource supply concentrations, then the amount of noise in the resource supply
concentrations, as variance explanatory factors (Table 1). The lowest levels of complementarity
resulted in the greatest values of time-averaged R�distance (Fig. 8b), where at the most they
were 19-fold greater than time-averaged R�distance at the highest levels of complementarity
(Fig. 8b). This trend weighted heavily on the second principal component in the PCA analyses
for sudden reversal scenarios (~28% of total variability, Fig. 5), and on the first principal com-
ponent in the PCA analyses for gradual reversal scenarios (~48% of total variability, Fig. 6).
The shape of the curve describing the decreasing relationship between complementarity level
and time-averaged R�distance was similar between the two mode of reversal scenarios, and the
amount of noise in the resource supply had little effect.

The amount of noise in the resource supply explained the most variance in time-averaged
resource exploitation (R1min and R2min), followed by the mode of resource reversal, then by
the level of complementarily (Table 1). Resource exploitation was greatest when noise in the re-
source supply was highest (Fig. 9a, b), a relationship showed strongly on the second principal
components for both sudden and gradual resource supply reversal scenarios (Figs. 5 and 6).
When considering each of the noise levels independently, resource drawdown was more con-
sistent and lower in the sudden resource reversal scenarios compared to the gradual resource
reversal scenarios. A trend between resource drawdown and complementarity level was only
observed at the highest noise level in simulations where resource reversals were gradual.

Finally, the level of complementarity influenced the distribution of species along the re-
source trade-off curve (Fig. 10). For example, a more even distribution of species across the
resource trade-off curve tended to emerge during self-organization at low levels of comple-
mentarity, while species tended to cluster at either extreme of the resource trade-off curve
when complementarity was high. Lastly, species with R�s positioned closer to the origin
produced higher yields when in monoculture under these recurrently fluctuating resource
supplies.

Discussion
High species richness resulted in almost all of our simulations, which is consistent with theory
regarding fluctuating environments [11, 12] and many previous studies focused on phyto-
plankton [50–52]. Exceptions only occurred when transitions in the resource supply were sud-
den, noise level in resource supply concentration was high, and complementarity was low. In
those exceptional simulations, two species emerged from the self-organization process. Because
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high richness was the norm in our simulations, it is likely that in coastal systems characteristic
of multiple limiting resources [5–10] the process of recurrent resource fluctuations contributes
to species richness.

Richness was higher in our simulations when transitions in resource supply concentrations
were gradual compared to sudden. Intuitively, slower change in resource supply concentrations
would lead to a slower progression of the system condition along the resource trade-off curve.
In other words, available resources would occur at ratios other than the conditions at the ex-
tremes of the resource trade-off curve for greater periods. This likely enabled species character-
istic of intermediate R�s to perform better in simulations where transitions in resource supply
concentrations were gradual.

Interestingly, richness was lower when complementarity among the members of an assem-
blage was high. The reasons for this were two-fold. First, species clusters emerged at either

Fig 9. Variability of minimum in Recourse 1 (a) and Resource 2 (b) along a gradient of increasing complementarity in the assemblages and noise in
resource concentration from the supply, when the reversal in resource supply concentrations is sudden and gradual. Error bars represent 95%
confidence intervals.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0120673.g009
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extreme of the resource trade-off curve when complementarity was high. As shown previously
[33, 53], and also in our model, species occurring within clusters have similar competitive abili-
ties for at least one of the resources. Species unassociated with a cluster experience intense com-
petition with species associated with clusters, and are frequently excluded [53]. That is also
what happened in our simulations during the period of self-organization when complementari-
ty was high. Our model adds to this understanding by showing that the emergence of species
clusters leads to an overall decrease in competitive interactions after the process of self-
organization is completed, especially when transitions in resource supply concentrations are
sudden. The second reason for lower richness at high complementarity is a compression of the
niche. The distance between R�s of species at the extremes of the resource trade-off curve de-
creased through the process of self-organization, thereby lessening the chance for niche-
partitioning.

In simulations where transitions in resource supply were sudden, lower richness occurred
with low complementarity. Lower richness also occurred with low complementarity in simula-
tions where noise was applied to the resource supply concentration. This relationship can be
explained by the poorer performance in monoculture of species with intermediate R�s from as-
semblages with lower complementarity compared to those of higher complementarity. For ex-
ample, time-averaged biomass was ~5 x 106 cells liter-1 for species of intermediate R�s when
complementarity was at its lowest level, while time-averaged biomass was ~20 x 106 cells liter-1

Fig 10. Representative R* species distributions from self-organized assemblages where the initial
species pools had the lowest (filled circles), intermediate (open squares) and highest (crosses) levels
of complementarity. The numbers associated with each marker is the time-averaged biomass of that
species when in monoculture.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0120673.g010
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for species of intermediate R�s when complementarity was at its highest level. Species with in-
termediate R�s that are poor performers in monoculture would not likely do well in a mixed as-
semblage exposed to dynamic shifts in the supply of resources. This explains why richness was
lower in our simulations with sudden transitions in resource supply concentrations, and in our
simulations with noise applied to the resource supply concentrations.

The differing processes acting to lower richness at either extreme of the complementarity
gradient explored here (emergence of species clusters and niche compression when comple-
mentarity was highest, and poor-performing species of intermediate R�s when complementari-
ty was lowest) led to a unimodel relationship between species richness and complementarity
level. The exception to this observation was when transitions in resource supply concentrations
were gradual and no noise was applied to the resource supply concentrations. Our theoretical
observation of a unimodel relationship between species richness and complementarity in most
of our scenarios is not consistent with some previous studies reporting a positive relationship
[28, 54, 55]. It may be, however, that those previous studies did not investigate this relationship
in systems characteristic of species clusters or where the niche is compressed. In other words,
our theoretical observations may have extended the level of complementarity beyond what
those previous studies addressed.

The highest biomasses occurred when complementarity levels were highest. Interestingly,
only in the scenarios were transitions in resource supply concentration were gradual and noise
in the resource supply concentration high did accumulated biomass relate to resource draw-
down. This demonstrates that in recurrently fluctuating environments the effect of comple-
mentarity among members of an assemblage can be realized even when resources are not fully
exploited. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first reporting of this phenomenon.

In all of our simulations, transgressive overyielding resulted. Two conditions contributed to
this finding. First, the recurrent environmental fluctuations did not favor accumulation of bio-
mass in monocultures. And second, matured assemblage structures likely have a greater inci-
dence of overyielding than immature assemblages. Regarding monoculture performance, a
fluctuating ratio in the resource supply creates an environment where ambient nutrients oscil-
late towards and away from the monoculture’s optimal resource ratio. Accumulation of bio-
mass would likely lessen over time if the ambient resource ratio diverged a great distance from
the monoculture’s optimum. In an assemblage, however, there are many species distributed
along a resource gradient. As the ambient resource ratio changes, a succession of species ensues
allowing optimal use of resources [41]. Because of this, resources would be used to a greater ex-
tent and biomass accumulation of the assemblage would be greater over time. This mechanism
contributed to the consistent observation of transgressive overyielding in our simulations. Re-
garding the state of assemblage maturation, long-term field experiments suggested comple-
mentarity effects grew stronger through time as communities developed [25–27]. It was also
suggested that strong diversity effects and resource partitioning may not fully develop over
short periods, thus reducing the magnitude of overyielding [56]. In our simulations, transgres-
sive overyielding emerged as a result of self-organization over a period of 15 years, encompass-
ing many 1000s of generations. It seems, therefore, that overyielding may be more likely in
systems characterized by recurrent environmental fluctuations that have been acting in the
long term, such as coastal lagoons, estuaries and bays.

Paradoxically, transgressive overyielding in the self-organized assemblage was least at the
highest levels of complementarity in the initial species pool, and consequently least when bio-
mass was highest. Recall, few to no species of intermediate R�s comprised these assemblages.
The assemblage members were mostly species within clusters located nearer to the extremes
of the resource trade-off curve. These species were characteristic of lower R� for either of the
resources and thus performed better in monoculture relative to species with intermediate R�s
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(this led to higher values ofMi in equation 8, thereby reducing the values of Dmax). Conse-
quently, the degree of transgressive overyielding was lessoned. These model observations, i.e.,
inverse relationship between overyielding and biomass, underscores the challenges of using
the overyielding metric to compare assemblages self-organized from different initial
species pools.

Our findings illustrate how the mode of transition between reproductive growth limiting
nutrients in fluctuating environments might be important to various aspects of phytoplankton
assemblages. Furthermore, our findings illustrate how the effects of human population growth
and associated watershed development (i.e., construction of dams and increased interbasin
water transfers) might be complex. For example, with human population growth and develop-
ment a shift from sudden towards gradual transitions in resource supplies is anticipated [23,
24]. As mentioned previously, this would occur because during reservoir operations peak in-
stream flows tend to be lower relative to historical (pre-dam) conditions and low in-stream
flows tend to be elevated, resulting in a less dynamic flow regime [23, 24]. Similarly, during in-
terbasin water transfers flow through the watershed receiving the water can be elevated, while
flow through the watershed donating the water can be reduced, with both scenarios resulting in
a less dynamic condition.

The possible effects of shifts towards gradual resource supply fluctuations from sudden fluc-
tuations on phytoplankton assemblages will be dependent, in part, on the level of complemen-
tarity among species comprising assemblages. For example, if complementarity is low, then an
increase in species richness with a possible decrease in species interactions might ensue, with
biomass remaining nearly the same and an increase in the level of overyielding. If complemen-
tarity is high, then slight increases in richness along with slight decreases in species interactions
might follow, but now with large increases in biomass and similar levels of overyielding. If
complementarity is intermediate [42], then similar richness (sometimes slight increases) along
with decreases in species interactions might result, along with an increase in biomass and simi-
lar levels of overyielding.

While these findings provide insights into how the mode of fluctuation in resource supply
influences phytoplankton, there is still much to be learned by building into this model frame-
work the influences of temperature, stratification, light, grazing and other processes important
to phytoplankton assemblage structure. It would also be beneficial to include variable maxi-
mum reproductive growth rates and more dynamic inflows. There will certainly be interaction
effects, as many of these processes are not independent from each other, which underscores the
importance of applying numerical models to aid in unraveling this complexity. From the work
presented here, it seems very likely that an understanding of the processes that influence the
level of complementarity in phytoplankton assemblages will be paramount, enabling a better
understanding of how human population growth and watershed development will impact envi-
ronments of the coastal zone, such as lagoons, estuaries and bays. This information will also
likely be useful for landscape-scale management approaches aimed at promoting healthy coast-
al ecosystems, as the timing and magnitude of in-stream flows in watersheds replete with reser-
voirs can be regulated, to a degree.

Supporting Information
S1 Assemblage Data. Shown in Figs. 4, 7, 8 and 9 where the level of complementarity was
determined: a) with a = 0.99, b) with a = 0.82, c) with a = 0.66, d) with a = 0.50, e) with
a = 0.39, f) with a = 0.28, g) with a = 0.17, h) with a = 0.13, i) with a = 0.09, j) with a = 0.05,
k) with a = 0.03, and l) with a = 0.01.
(XLSX)

Phytoplankton Assemblage Characteristics Fluctuating Environments

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0120673 March 23, 2015 22 / 25

http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0120673.s001


Author Contributions
Conceived and designed the experiments: DLR SS. Performed the experiments: DLR. Analyzed
the data: DLR SS. Contributed reagents/materials/analysis tools: DLR. Wrote the paper: DLR SS.

References
1. McLusky DS, Elliott M. The estuarine ecosystem: ecology, threats and management. New York: Ox-

ford University Press; 2004

2. Barbosa AB, Domingues RB, Galvão HM. Environmental forcing of phytoplankton in a Mediterranean
Estuary (Guadiana Estuary, South-western Iberia): A Decadal Study of Anthropogenic and Climatic In-
fluences. Estuar Coast. 2010; 33: 324–341.

3. Pulina S, Padedda BM, Satta CT, Sechi N, Luglie A. Long-term phytoplankton dynamics in a Mediterra-
nean eutrophic lagoon (Cabras Lagoon, Italy). Plant Systems. 2012; 146: 259–272.

4. CalićM, CarićM, Kršinić F, Jasprica N, PećarevićM. Controlling factors of phytoplankton seasonal suc-
cession in oligotrophic Mali Ston Bay (south-eastern Adriatic). Environ Monit Assess. 2013; 185:
7543–7563. doi: 10.1007/s10661-013-3118-2 PMID: 23417779

5. Caraca N. What is the mechanism behind the seasonal switch between N-limitation and P-limitation in
estuaries. Can J Fish Aquat Sci. 1988; 45: 381–382.

6. Webb KL. Comment on ‘‘Nutrient limitation of phytoplankton growth in brackish coastal ponds” by Car-
aco, Tamse, Boutros, and Valiela (1987). Can J Fish Aquat Sci. 1988; 45: 380–381.

7. Fisher TR, Peele EM, Ammerman JW, Harding LW Jr. Nutrient limitation of phytoplankton in Chesa-
peake Bay. Mar Ecol Prog Series. 1992; 82: 51–63.

8. Yin KD. Monsoonal influence on seasonal variations in nutrients and phytoplankton biomass in coastal
waters of Hong Kong in the vicinity of the Pearl River estuary. Mar Ecol Prog Ser. 2002; 245: 111–122.

9. Yin KD, Song XX, Sun J, WuMCS. Potential P limitation leads to excess N in the Pearl River estuarine
coastal plume. Cont Shelf Res. 2004; 24: 1895–1907.

10. Pilkaityte R, Razinkovas A. Seasonal changes in phytoplankton composition and nutrient limitation in a
shallow Baltic lagoon. Boreal Environ Res. 2007; 12: 551–559.

11. Tilman D. Resource competition and community structure. Princeton University Press, New Jersey;
1982.

12. Sommer U. Succession in Plankton Communities. Springer-Verlag, Berlin; 1989.

13. Grover JP. Resource competition. Chapman & Hall, London; 1997.

14. Reynolds C. The ecology of phytoplankton. Cambridge University Press, New York; 2006.

15. Roelke DL, Li HP, Hayden NJ, Miller CJ, Davis SE, et al. Co-occurring and opposing freshwater inflow
effects on phytoplankton biomass, productivity and community composition of Galveston Bay, USA.
Mar Ecol Prog Ser. 2013; 477: 61–76.

16. Roy ED, White JR, Smith EA, Bargu S, Li C. Estuarine ecosystem response to three large-scale Missis-
sippi River flood diversion events. Sci Total Environ. 2013; 458: 374–387. doi: 10.1016/j.scitotenv.
2013.04.046 PMID: 23685135

17. Morse RE, Mulholland MR, Egerton TA, Marshall HG. Phytoplankton and nutrient dynamics in a tidally
dominated eutrophic estuary: daily variability and controls on bloom formation. Mar Ecol Prog Ser.
2014; 503: 59–74.

18. Lares ML, Marinone SG, Rivera-Duarte I, Beck A, San˜udo-Wilhelmy S. Spatial variability of trace met-
als and inorganic nutrients in surface waters of Todos Santos Bay, Mexico in the Summer of 2005 dur-
ing a red tide algal bloom. Arch Environ Contam Toxicol. 2009; 56: 707–716. doi: 10.1007/s00244-
008-9210-x PMID: 18726538

19. Hu S, Chen C, Ji R, Townsend DW, Tian R, Beardsley RC, et al. Effects of surface forcing on interannu-
al variability of the fall phytoplankton bloom in the Gulf of Maine revealed using a process-oriented
model. Mar Ecol Prog Ser. 2011; 427: 29–49.

20. Chen X, Pan D, Bai Y, He X, Chen C-TA, Hao Z. Episodic phytoplankton bloom events in the Bay of
Bengal triggered by multiple forcings. Deep-Sea Res. 2013; 73: 17–30.

21. Anabalón V, Arístegui J, Morales CE, Andrade I, Benavides M, Correa-Ramírez MA, et al. The structure
of planktonic communities under variable coastal upwelling conditions off Cape Ghir (31°N) in the Ca-
nary Current System (NW Africa). Prog Oceanogr. 2014; 120: 320–339.

22. ZhouW, Yuan X, Long A, Huang H, YueW. Different hydrodynamic processes regulated on water qual-
ity (nutrients, dissolved oxygen, and phytoplankton biomass) in three contrasting waters of Hong Kong.
Environ Monit Assess. 2014; 186: 1705–1718. PMID: 24122158

Phytoplankton Assemblage Characteristics Fluctuating Environments

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0120673 March 23, 2015 23 / 25

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10661-013-3118-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23417779
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2013.04.046
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2013.04.046
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23685135
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00244-008-9210-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00244-008-9210-x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18726538
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24122158


23. Magilligan FJ, Nislow KH. Changes in hydrologic regime by dams. Geomorphology. 2005; 71: 61–78.

24. Poff NL, Olden JD, Merritt DM, Pepin DM. Homogenization of regional river dynamics by dams and
global biodiversity implications. Proc Natl Acad Sci. 2007; 104: 5732–5737. PMID: 17360379

25. Tilman D, Reich PB, Knops J, Wedin D, Mielke T, Lehman C. Diversity and productivity in a long-term
grassland experiment. Science. 2001; 294: 843–845. PMID: 11679667

26. Cardinale BJ, Wright JP, Cadotte MW, Carroll IT, Hector A, Srivastava DS, et al. Impacts of plant diver-
sity on biomass production increase through time because of species complementarity. PNAS USA.
2007; 104: 18123–18128. PMID: 17991772

27. Marquard E, Weigelt A, Temperton VM, Roscher C, Schumacher J, Buchmannet N, et al. Plant species
richness and functional composition drive overyielding in a six-year grassland experiment. Ecology.
2009; 90: 3290–3302. PMID: 20120799

28. Fridley JD. The influence of species diversity on ecosystem productivity: how, where, and why? Oikos.
2001; 93: 514–526.

29. Hooper DU, Chapin FS, Ewel JJ, Hector A, Inchausti P, Lavorel S, et al. Effects of biodiversity on eco-
system functioning: A consensus of current knowledge. Ecol Monogr. 2005; 75: 3–35.

30. Loreau M. Separating sampling and other effects in biodiversity experiments. Oikos. 1998; 82:
600–602.

31. Monod J. La technique de la culture continue: theorie et applications. Ann Inst Pasteur Line. 1950; 79:
390–410.

32. Roelke DL, Eldridge PM. Mixing of supersaturated assemblages and the precipitous loss of species.
Am Nat. 2008; 171: 162–175. doi: 10.1086/524955 PMID: 18197769

33. De Baar HJW. von Liebig's Law of the Minimum and Plankton Ecology (1899–1991). Prog Oceanog.
1994; 33: 347–386.

34. Wollast R. Interactions in Estuaries and Coastal Waters. In Bolin B; Cook R.B. (eds.) Major biogeo-
chemical cycles and their interactions. Chichester; JohnWiley and Sons (SCOPE report, 21); 1983.

35. Roelke DL, Cifuentes LA, Eldridge PM. Nutrient and phytoplankton dynamics in a sewage impacted
gulf coast estuary: A field test of the PEG-model and Equilibrium Resource Competition theory. Estuar-
ies. 1997; 20: 725–742.

36. Davis SE, Childers DL, Day JW, Rudnick DT, Sklar FH. Nutrient Dynamics in Vegetated and Unvege-
tated Areas of a Southern Everglades Mangrove Creek. Est Coast Shelf Sci. 2001; 52: 753–768.

37. Russell MJ, Montagna PA, Kalke RD. The effect of freshwater inflow on net ecosystemmetabolism in
Lavaca Bay, Texas. Estuar Coast Shelf Sci. 2006; 68: 231–244

38. Roelke DL, Buyukates Y, Williams M, Jean J. Interannual variability in the seasonal plankton succes-
sion of a shallow, warm-water lake. Hydrobiologia. 2004; 513: 205–218.

39. Roelke DL, Zohary T, Hambright KD, Montoya JV. Alternative states in the phytoplankton of Lake Kin-
neret, Israel (Sea of Galilee). Freshwater Biol. 2007; 52: 399–411.

40. Spatharis S, Mouillot D, Danielidis DB, Karydis M, Chi TD, Tsirtsis G. Influence of terrestrial runoff on
phytoplankton species richness-biomass relationships: A double stress hypothesis. J Exp Mar Biol
Ecol. 2008; 362: 55–62.

41. Roelke DL, Spatharis S. Phytoplankton succession in recurrently fluctuating environments. PLOS1. In
Press.

42. Huisman J, Johansson AM, Folmer EO, andWeissing FJ. Towards a solution of the plankton paradox:
the importance of physiology and life history. Ecol Lett. 2001; 4: 408–411.

43. Grover JP, Sterner RW, Robinson JL. Algal growth in warm temperate reservoirs: Nutrient-dependent
kinetics of individual taxa and seasonal patterns of dominance. Archiv fur Hydrobiologie. 1999; 145:
1–23.

44. Vincent TLS, Scheel D, Brown JS, Vincent TL. Trade-offs and coexistence in consumer-resource mod-
els: It all depends on what and where you eat. Am Nat. 1996; 148: 1038–1058.

45. Sommer U. The role of competition for resources in phytoplankton ecology. In: Sommer U, editor.
Plankton ecology: succession in plankton communities. Springer-Verlag, Berlin; 1989. pp. 57–106.

46. Pielou EC. Ecological diversity. Wiley InterScience, New York; 1975.

47. Shannon CE, Weaver W. The mathematical theory of communication. Urbana, IL, University of Illinois
Press; 1949.

48. Hille Ris Lambers J, Harpole WS, Tilman D, Knops J, Reich PB. Mechanisms responsible for the posi-
tive diversity-productivity relationship in Minnesota grasslands. Ecol Lett. 2004; 7: 661–668.

49. Schmidtke A, Gaedke U, Weithoff G. A mechanistic basis for underyielding in phytoplankton communi-
ties. Ecology. 2010; 91: 212–221. PMID: 20380210

Phytoplankton Assemblage Characteristics Fluctuating Environments

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0120673 March 23, 2015 24 / 25

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17360379
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11679667
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17991772
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20120799
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/524955
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18197769
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20380210


50. Sommer U. The Paradox of the Plankton—Fluctuations of Phosphorus Availability Maintain Diversity of
Phytoplankton in Flow-Through Cultures. Limnol Oceanogr. 1984; 29: 633–636.

51. Interlandi SJ, Kilham SS. Limiting resources and the regulation of diversity in phytoplankton communi-
ties. Ecology. 2001; 82: 1270–1282.

52. Yamamoto T, Hatta G. Pulsed nutrient supply as a factor inducing phytoplankton diversity. Ecol Model.
2004; 171: 247–270.

53. Scheffer M, van Nes EH. Self-organized similarity, the evolutionary emergence of groups of similar spe-
cies. PNAS USA. 2006; 103: 6230–6235. PMID: 16585519

54. Hector A. The effect of diversity on productivity: detecting the role of species complementarity. Oikos.
1998; 82: 597–599.

55. Picasso VD, Brummer EC, LiebmanM, Dixon PM, Wilsey BJ. Diverse perennial crop mixtures sustain
higher productivity over time based on ecological complementarity. Renew Agr Food Syst. 2011; 26:
317–327.

56. Stachowicz JJ, GrahamM, Bracken MES, Szoboszlai AI. Diversity enhances cover and stability of sea-
weed assemblages: the role of heterogeneity and time. Ecology. 2008; 89: 3008–3019.

Phytoplankton Assemblage Characteristics Fluctuating Environments

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0120673 March 23, 2015 25 / 25

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16585519

