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ABSTRACT
Terrestrial diatoms are an integral component of the soil microbial community.
However, their productivity and how it compares to other algal groups remains
poorly known. This lack of knowledge hampers their potential use as environmental
markers in various applications. As a way forward, we investigated the seasonal
and spatial patterns of diatom assemblages and the role of environmental factors on
the soil diatom productivity. We collected soil algal samples in 16 sites across the
Attert River basin (Luxembourg) every 4 weeks for a period of 12 months. The algal
abundances were then derived from pigment analysis using High-Performance
Liquid Chromatography. Our results indicate that diatom productivity is mainly
controlled by factors related to soil moisture availability leading to seasonal patterns,
whereas the concentration of green algae remained stable over the course of the study
period. Generally, anthropic disturbed habitats contained less living diatom cells
than undisturbed habitats. Also, we learned that diatoms can be the dominant algal
group at periods of the year with high soil moisture.

Subjects Ecology, Microbiology, Soil Science
Keywords Primary production, Fucoxanthin, Chlorophyll, Cyanobacteria, Chlorophyta,
Bacillariophyta

INTRODUCTION
Diatoms are microscopic, unicellular algae and form one of the most common and diverse
algal groups in both freshwaters and marine environments (Round, Crawford & Mann,
1990). They are pigmented, photosynthetic and because of their high abundances, they
play a large role in the exchange of gasses between the atmosphere and biosphere. It has
been estimated that they are responsible for 20% of the total oxygen production on the
planet (Scarsini et al., 2019). While diatoms are generally regarded as inhabitants of water
bodies, numerous taxa are able to survive and reproduce in a variety of terrestrial
ecosystems such as soils, mosses, wet walls and rocks (Smol & Stoermer, 2010). Generally,
those environments are much harsher for diatoms than aquatic habitats (Ress, 2012).
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Variables such as moisture and temperature can vary considerably not only seasonally, but
also over the course of a day or between 2 consecutive days. As a consequence, diatoms
are typically exposed to frequent and prolonged periods of desiccation. Terrestrial
diatom species have developed several features (both morphologically and physiologically)
to cope with the temperature variability and limited moisture conditions. For instance,
as the characteristic siliceous cell wall consists of many pores, they often decrease its
number or create structures to enclose them on the out-or inside to prevent water loss
(Lowe et al., 2007; Ress, 2012). This adaptability suggests that diatoms do not only survive
on soils, but that they eventually also could thrive and even be the dominant algal group in
a terrestrial environment.

As an integral component of the soil microbial community, diatoms play an important
role in the functioning of the soil ecosystem. By moving on or being attached to the
soil surface, they produce an extracellular matrix of mucopolysaccharides, which will bind
soil particles and eventually stabilize the soil (Booth, 1941; Paterson, 1986; Tolhurst, Gust &
Paterson, 2002; Jewson, Lowry & Bowen, 2006). This aggregation will subsequently
reduce water loss by evaporation, limit soil erosion and improve water infiltration,
thereby providing a favorable habitat for seed germination (Booth, 1941; Hoffmann, 1989).
Moreover, they promote the release of nutrients from insoluble compounds and the
weathering of silicates by creating a slightly acidic environment (Hoffmann, 1989;
Wu et al., 2013). Schmidt, Dyckmans & Schrader, 2016 found that they even might be an
important carbon input source for decomposing soil animals. Their death and decay also
provides organic matter, which other microorganisms and plants can potentially utilize
(Fritsch, 1907; Shubert & Starks, 1979; Starks, Shubert & Trainor, 1981). As climate change
is highly likely to increase the frequency and persistence of droughts in the near future
(Berg & Sheffield, 2018), there is growing concern about potential negative impacts that
this change could have on the viability and functions of terrestrial diatoms and
subsequently also on higher plants.

In temperate regions, the seasonal variability in meteorological (e.g., humidity),
chemical (e.g., nutrients) or biological conditions (e.g., vegetation height) is not causing
any significant changes in the composition of soil diatom communities according to
Lund (1945) and Foets et al. (2020). However, seasonal variations might prevail in the
diatom biomass with possible maxima observed in spring and autumn in response to
changes in temperature and precipitation (Lund, 1945). A similar observation for soil algae
was reported by Stokes (1940), who noticed sharp increases in algal numbers after periods
of rain and that the optimum moisture range for algal growth lies between 40% and
60% of the moisture-holding capacity of the soil. This amount would probably be ideal
to produce a soil solution with enough available nutrients to support algal growth
(Pringsheim, 1950; Starks & Shubert, 1982). Furthermore, Davey (1991) and Grondin &
Johansen (1995) reported an increased algal biomass (in algal numbers and in
chlorophyl a concentration) after snow cover. Although Lund (1945) is the only study
(of all aforementioned studies) to date to have analyzed specifically the terrestrial diatom
production, the temporal and spatial scale of that study was relatively limited (i.e., one
garden soil in optimal conditions). There is a pressing need for a better understanding of
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the seasonal patterns in diatom production across contrasted environmental settings. This
stands as a prerequisite for their subsequent use in future applications (e.g., as soil quality
bio-indicator or as a hydrological tracer).

Algae and cyanobacteria use pigments and other compounds to regulate the spectral
composition and the intensity of incoming light (photon flux density). This allows them to
maximize photosynthetic efficiency whilst preventing photochemical degradation of
cellular components and indirect loss of function mediated by reactive oxygen species
(Vincent, 2000). Two types of pigments are involved in those processes. Chlorophylls,
particularly a, b and c, are the central components in light-harvesting, while carotenoids,
including xanthophylls, are mainly engaged in photoprotection (Demmig-Adams &
Adams, 2000). In contrast to higher plants, which all contain the same major carotenoids,
algae have different characteristic carotenoids. So far, around 1,100 different natural
carotenoids have been characterized and reported in the literature (Fernandes et al., 2018).
This diversity and specificity allows us to use certain carotenoids as so-called biomarkers
or chemotaxonomical markers to infer the production of different algal groups.
Furthermore, recent developments in High-Performance Liquid Chromatography (HPLC)
allow for rapid and accurate determinations of pigments and their derivatives in
aquatic and sediment samples. Pigment concentrations have now become a common tool
in paleolimnological research and water quality assessments (Verleyen et al., 2004;
Reavie et al., 2017; Duong et al., 2019). However, except for a few studies on soil primary
production (Shubert & Starks, 1979; Starks & Shubert, 1982; Davey, 1991; Davey &
Rothery, 1992), no other attempts have been reported to date to assess soil diatom
production and its environmental controls.

Previously, we have investigated the temporal and spatial variability in the composition
of soil diatom communities (Foets et al., 2020). There, we found that forests create a
stable microhabitat for diatoms, that the temporal variation of the communities is mainly
controlled by farming practices, and that they need 1 to 2 months to reestablish a new,
stable community after a significant change in the environment. Here, we leverage
these findings and investigate how diatom production changes over space and time in a
mesoscale catchment compared to green algae and cyanobacteria. The catchment scale
was selected, since this is the natural unit in which environmental variables such as
radiation, temperature and soil moisture show the largest variability. The aim of this
study is mainly exploratory, but while analyzing the data for Foets et al. (2020), we also
developed two hypotheses. Our first hypothesis states that soil diatom productivity
(i.e., concentration of fucoxanthin) is controlled by meteorological conditions. Our second
hypothesis stipulates that the biomass changes depending on the type of habitat, since
communities in (anthropic) disturbed areas contain generally larger species (i.e., higher
pigment concentration) compared to undisturbed areas (Foets et al., 2020).

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Study area and weather conditions
Our study site is located in the Attert River basin in Luxembourg, covering an area of
approximately 249 km2 (Fig. 1). The western limit of the basin extends into Belgium

Foets et al. (2020), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.9198 3/21

http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.9198
https://peerj.com/


(49�46′13.0″ N, 5�59′9.2″ E). Additional information on the study area is given in
Foets et al. (2020).

We took monthly samples from December 2017 to November 2018. The summer
season prior to the start of our sampling campaign had been relatively wet (on average
88 mm/month; that is, 32 mm/month more than in reference period 1981–2010), whereas
the average monthly precipitation during the sampling period was 56.8 ± 33.5 mm.
The maximum monthly precipitation was observed in December 2017 and January 2018
(111.9 and 123.5 mm, respectively). Monthly precipitation reached a minimum in
October 2018 (18 mm). July and August were the warmest months, reaching mean
monthly temperatures of 20.5 �C and 18.7 �C, respectively. Most freezing days
occurred in February and March 2018 (28 and 12, respectively) (Data obtained from the
“Administration des Services Techniques de l’Agriculture” (ASTA)). Overall, 2018 was
characterized by a cold winter and an exceptionally dry and warm summer period
(Meteolux, 2019).

Meteorological data
Daily meteorological data for the entire study period was retrieved from two weather
stations (Useldange and Roodt) situated in the river basin. All data was taken from
Useldange, except daily precipitation. For that, we calculated Thiessen polygons to know
which sites were closer to the station. Besides, we derived air temperature for every
site following the general equation: −0.65 �C × 100 m (Altitude). The station in
Useldange is located at 280 m a.s.l. Additionally, 2 �C were deducted for the forested sites.
Finally, the 7-day average prior to the sampling day was taken for every meteorological
variable.

Figure 1 Land use characteristics of the Attert River basin in Luxembourg and Belgium. The map
shows the 16 sampling locations. Source: modified from Corine Land Cover (2018).

Full-size DOI: 10.7717/peerj.9198/fig-1
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Soil sampling and pigment analysis
In order to capture the intra-annual and spatial variability of the absolute algal
abundances, we took soil samples at the soil surface in 16 sites distributed across the Attert
River basin (Foets et al., 2020). The sampling campaigns took place every 3 to 5 weeks for a
period of 12 months (n = 192 samples). During each campaign, we made a description
of the site in order to keep track of any potential changes in the environment in between
the sampling periods. Characteristics such as type of land use, disturbances, height of
the lower vegetation (we used grass height as an indicator for mowing/grazing) were noted
(see Table A1). In addition, we measured soil moisture content and electrical conductivity
(EC) 30 times, using a FieldScout TDR 300 Soil Moisture Meter. Moreover, out of the
four soil samples that we took per site, one was to serve for pigment analysis and one was
used for species community analysis (Foets et al., 2020).

We used metal cylinders (Ø: 5.6 cm, height: 4 cm) to collect small soil cores. Upon
arrival in the lab, all plant litter was carefully removed from the top soil layer to keep
the sample undisturbed. We then extracted algae by rinsing the superficial layer with
Milli-Q water until a 50 mL falcon tube was completely filled (Barragán, Wetzel & Ector,
2018). The samples, consisting of soil particles and water, were kept in the dark at 4 �C
until pigment extraction.

The following day, we centrifuged the samples for 10 min at 4,000 rpm. We discarded
the supernatants and freeze-dried the residues for approximately 24 h. Next, we extracted
the pigments two times with five mL methanol by shaking for 15 min at 25 Hz. with a
mixer mill (MM 400 Retsch). After centrifugation (4,000 rpm., 10 min), organic phases
were pooled and extracts were concentrated by vacuum evaporation.

We separated and quantified the pigments by HPLC with Diode-Array Detection
(HPLC-DAD, 1260 Infinity; Agilent, Santa Clara, CA, USA). An Acquity UPLC HSS T3
column at 30 �C was used (2.1 × 100 mm, 1.7 µm) with a mobile phase consisting of
50 mM ammonium acetate solution, acetonitrile/dichloromethane/methanol (75/10/15
v/v/v) and ethyl acetate. Pigments were eluted at a flow rate of 300 µL min−1 with a
ternary gradient. We identified the compounds of interest by their retention time and
compared the spectral data with certified standards provided by Sigma–Aldrich and
Carotenature. The detection limit for the standards was 30 ng per sample. Quantification
was done at 450, 464, 620 and 655 nm using external calibration. We expressed chlorophyl
and carotenoid concentrations in ng per sample (50 mL) and transformed them to
µg L−1 to make the concentrations comparable with other studies. The different pigments
used in the analysis, their affinity and interpretation are listed in Table 1.

Physico-chemical analysis
After the algal extraction, we only kept the first cm of soil of each of the four samples. After
having dried the samples for one week at room temperature, we crushed the soils and
sieved them at 2 mm. We measured the pH according to the ISO 10390 (2005) standard.
The bioavailable part of nutrients (phosphorus (P), Total Nitrogen (TN), Dissolved Organic
Carbon (DOC), silica (Si), magnesium (Mg), manganese (Mn), sodium (Na), potassium
(K), iron (Fe) and aluminum (Al)) were all extracted following the method described by
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Houba et al. (2000). We added 150 mL of 0.01M CaCl2 to 15 g of soil in a 250 mL glass
bottle and shook this mixture for 2 h. Next, we centrifuged the samples for 15 min at
5,000 rpm. The supernatant was filtered through 0.7 µm glass microfiber filters and stored at
4 �C prior to the ICP-OES (5110 VDV radial; Agilent, Santa Clara, CA, USA) analysis of P,
Mg, Mn, K, Si and Na. DOC and TN concentrations were determined directly after the
extraction with a Torch Combustion TOC/TN analyzer (Teledyne Tekmar, Mason, OH,
USA). With a view to Fe and Al content analysis, we additionally filtered 10 ml of the
supernatant with 0.45 µm syringe filters (Acrodisc�; Pall, New York, NY, USA) and added
100 µL 1MHCl before the ICP-MS (Thermo Elemental X7/Perkin-Elmer©DRC-e) analysis.
We did not estimate the free metal ions concentrations.

Scanning electron microscope analysis
We carried out a scanning electron analysis to get information regarding diatoms within
the soil matrix (e.g., their abundance, their way of living). Additional soil samples were
taken in November 2017 at an agricultural grassland site (site 9, see Foets et al., 2020).
We carefully placed a part of the soil samples on aluminum stubs and analyzed them with a
Quanta 200 Field Emission Gun Scanning Electron Microscope (FEG SEM) (Phillips-FEI).
In addition, the microscope was equipped with a Genesis XM 4i Energy Dispersive
Spectrometer (EDS) system for chemical analysis. For complementary EDS analysis, we
used a large field detector, as our examination was done in a low-vacuum environment
(150 Pa).

Statistical analyses
Based on meteorological and discharge datasets, we calculated two soil moisture
availability proxies for the Attert River basin. First, we inferred daily water storage deficits
(SD) from water balance calculations as per Pfister et al. (2017). Second, we calculated daily
differences between precipitation input and potential evapotranspiration loss (PET).
We used the FAO Penman-Monteith equation for calculating PET (Allen et al., 1998).

Table 1 Summary of proxies employed in this study.

Pigment Code Affinity Interpretation

Chlorophyll a
(incl. derivatives)

TChla All photosynthetic algae Primary production/total algal production

Fucoxanthin Fx B* Diatom production

Diatoxanthin Da B, X*, E Diatoms, measure for irradiance

Diadinoxanthin Dd B, X*, E* Diatoms, measure for irradiance

Zeaxanthin Ze Cy*, R*, B, E, Cl Cyanobacteria production

Lutein Lu Cl* Green algal production

(Dd +Da) Fx−1 Mean irradiance per diatom

Notes:
* Major carotenoid in most species of the class.
Cy, Cyanophyta (cyanobacteria); E, Euglenophyta; CL, Chlorophyta (~green algae); B, Bacillariophyceae (~diatoms);
R, Rhodophyta; X, Xanthophyceae. Table derived from Verleyen et al. (2004) and Takaichi (2011).

Foets et al. (2020), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.9198 6/21

http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.9198
https://peerj.com/


For these calculations, we assumed the soil heat flux to be zero and the psychrometric
constant equal to 0.065.

Correlations between continuous environmental variables and between pigment
concentrations were assessed using Spearman rank correlation. One of each correlated
(i.e., R2 > 0.5 or < −0.5) environmental variable was retained for further discriminant analyses
(see “Results” section). Also, possible spatial autocorrelation of the pigment measurements
was assessed with a Mantel test. For doing that, pigment data were transformed to a
dissimilarity matrix (Bray–Curtis) and tested if there was significant correlation (perm-999)
with the geographical distance matrix. The latter was obtained using the rdist.earth
function from the R-package fields (Nychka et al., 2017). Before carrying out the indirect
and direct ordination analysis, pigment data was Hellinger-transformed. Detrended
correspondence analysis (DCA) on the pigment data revealed a gradient length smaller
than 2.0 S.D. (standard deviation) (Hill & Gauch, 1980). Therefore, we relied on a
redundancy analysis (RDA) as exploratory method.

We used the variation partitioning technique (Legendre, Borcard & Peres-Neto, 2005)
to quantify the relative contributions of three matrices of variables (soil chemistry,
meteorology and site characteristics) to the explained variance and to test whether and to
what extent their contributions to the composition of the pigment concentrations could be
separated. Testable fractions were analyzed with RDA. For testing our first hypothesis,
we carried out a multiple regression analysis on the fucoxanthin data to identify the
variables that are significantly related to diatom abundances. A generalized mixed model
(lmer function) was formed with “site” as a random variable to account for repeated
measurements. Prior to model building, fucoxanthin concentrations were log-transformed
(x + 0.0001) to get normal distributed data and environmental variables were rescaled.
We did variable selection with backward elimination using the step function from the
lmerTest package (Kuznetsova, Brockhoff & Christensen, 2017). Afterwards, the residuals of
the final model were checked. For testing our second hypothesis, we calculated diatom
biovolume by multiplying the raw diatom community data given in Foets et al. (2020)
with the species size measurements given in Rimet & Bouchez (2012) and Omnidia
(version 6.0.8, 2018) (Lecointe, Coste & Prygiel, 1993). Next, we tested the variability of
biovolume and pigment concentrations over qualitative variables (e.g., month, soil
and habitat type) with analysis of variance (ANOVA), whilst accounting for repeated
measurements, or the non-parametric Kruskal–Wallis test. Homoscedasticity was
checked with the Breusch–Pagan test. Thereafter, we analyzed more specifically the
significant results by relying on Tukey’s range or the pairwise Wilcoxon test, respectively.
All aforementioned statistical analyses were performed using the R statistical program
(R v. 3.5.3.; http://www.r-project.org/) and additional functions from the R-package
vegan version 2.5-5 (Oksanen et al., 2019).

RESULTS
Soil matrix
Diatoms live at the top of the soil surface and with 15 cells per approximately 0.2 mm2

(= 7,500 cells cm−2) diatoms are relatively abundant even on a small area such as

Foets et al. (2020), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.9198 7/21

http://www.r-project.org/
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.9198
https://peerj.com/


shown in Fig. 2B. The occurring species are mainly Nitzschia pusilla (Kützing) Grunow
emend. Lange-Bertalot, Sellaphora nana (Hustedt) Lange-Bertalot, Cavacini, Tagliaventi &
Alfinito and Hantzschia amphioxys (Ehrenberg) Grunow. Bacilli-shaped bacteria are
also present at the soil surface (Fig. 2C). However, because they are so small, it is
impossible to see whether the bacteria are cyanobacteria or not. Green algae are absent on
the picture. This general observation is supported by the average pigment concentrations
measured on that particular site (site 9), which indicate that diatoms on average (9.0 µg L−1)
are more abundant than green algae (2.6 µg L−1) and cyanobacteria (0.7 µg L−1).

Besides the topography, the SEM picture also gives an idea of the chemical composition
of the top layer (Table 2). The contrast of the picture is based on the convention that
“heavier” elemental areas (= higher atomic number) are shown in light gray and low
atomic number elements in darker gray. Our subsequent analysis showed that the
percentage of carbon and oxygen in H. amphioxys is much higher than at the soil surface
(difference of respectively ± 100 and 50%), while the silica concentration is approximately
the same. Interestingly, the aluminum concentration at the soil is high (11.0%)
compared to the other elements and around a third of that percentage is found in the
diatom (3.4%). In addition to the composition mode, chemical maps could be made
displaying the chemical contrast in a colored pixel map (Figs. 2G–2I). This means that the
higher the elemental concentration is, the higher the colored pixel density will be. Since
oxygen and silica had the highest concentrations, they gave the best pixel maps of all
present chemical elements. While the map of silica is only able to show us roughly the
contours of H. amphioxys, some differences in the external valve structure are visible on
the oxygen map.

Controlling environmental variables
Chlorophyll a (cf. primary production (Table 1)) had the highest average concentration
over the sampling campaign (12.7 ± 13.5 µg L−1), followed by lutein (cf. green algae) and
fucoxanthin (cf. diatoms), with concentrations of 5.7 ± 10.0 µg L−1 and 5.0 ± 8.2 µg L−1,
respectively. We determined the lowest average concentrations in zeaxanthin (cf.
cyanobacteria; 1.1 ± 1.5 µg L−1) and diatoxanthin (0.6 ± 0.3 µg L−1). However, the
differences between the concentrations of fucoxanthin and lutein were not significant
when considering the whole dataset (Wilcoxon test, P = 0.089), whereas the concentrations
of zeaxanthin were significantly different for both fucoxanthin and lutein (P < 0.001).
This finding is confirmed when comparing the different habitat types with each other
(Fig. 3A). In addition, the figure shows that the type of habitat does not have an influence
on those three algal groups (Kruskal–Wallis, df = 4, P > 0.05). However, diatom biovolume
significantly differs between the different habitats with disturbed areas having generally
larger communities than undisturbed habitats (ANOVA, df = 4, P < 0.001) (Fig. 3B).

Results of the correlation analyses showed that the environmental descriptors,
physico-chemical and meteorological variables were not correlated between each other
(R2 not higher than 0.5 for all the variables). DOC and TN (R2 = 0.58) and EC and
moisture (R2 = 0.91) were correlated. Furthermore, most of the meteorological variables
were correlated with each other (R2 > 0.5 or < −0.5) and as a result, only radiation and SD
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Figure 2 Illustration of diatoms living on the soil surface. Images were taken with a Scanning Electron
Microscope (SEM). The soil sample is from an agricultural grassland site (site 9, see Fig. 4 in Foets et al.
(2020)) sampled in November 2017. (A) Soil sample on aluminum stub. (B) SEM image. (C) Close-up of
the dashed rectangle showing bacilli-shaped bacteria. (D) Life material showing pigment distribution in
Hantzschia amphioxys (Ehrenberg) Grunow. (E) SEM picture showing external valve structures. (F) SEM
picture showing the EDS 1 and EDS 2 analyzed zones. (G) SEM picture. (H) Chemical map showing
oxygen concentration at the surface. (I) Chemical map showing silica concentration at the surface.
(1) Sellaphora nana (Hustedt) Lange-Bertalot, Cavacini, Tagliaventi & Alfinito; (2) Nitzschia pusilla
(Kützing) Grunow emend. Lange-Bertalot; (3) H. amphioxys; (4) Mayamaea sp.; (5) bacteria. The scale
bar is 10 µm (if not indicated otherwise). Photo credit: Carlos E. Wetzel (A, D and E), Jean-Luc Biagi
(B and F–I). Full-size DOI: 10.7717/peerj.9198/fig-2
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of the meteorological variables were included in the RDA analysis, while EC was removed.
Concerning the different pigments, fucoxanthin was correlated with diadinoxanthin
(R2 = 0.64), while lutein was positively correlated with zeaxanthin (R2 = 0.59) and with total
chlorophyl a (R2 = 0.58).

There was no indication of spatial autocorrelation in the pigment data according to the
Mantel tests (P > 0.05). The total variation explained by the RDA was 40%. The first two
RDA axes covered respectively 40 and 5% of the total explained variation. However,
only the first axis resulted as significant (P = 0.001 and 0.158 respectively) after
permutation test. In the 2D ordination, fucoxanthin and lutein are mainly related to the
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Figure 3 Impact of habitat type on algal concentrations and diatom biovolume. (A) Concentration of
diatoms, cyanobacteria and green algae. (B) Comparison of diatom biovolumes between habitat types.
Biovolume is calculated according to Rimet & Bouchez (2012). AF, agricultural field; GG, grazed
grassland; AG, agricultural grassland; UG, undisturbed grassland; F, forest. Not overlapping notches
indicate that the medians differ (Chambers et al., 1983). Full-size DOI: 10.7717/peerj.9198/fig-3

Table 2 Element distribution for two example points. Weight percentages are derived from the
scanning electron analysis from two points indicated in Fig. 2F. The weight percentage of an element is
the weight of that element measured in the sample divided by the weight of all elements in the sample
multiplied by 100.

Element EDS 1 (%) EDS 2 (%)

C 22.7 12.5

N 3.0

O 36.2 24.5

Mg 0.4 0.8

Al 3.4 11.0

Si 24.9 26.3

P 0.4 0.3

S 0.4 0.3

K 3.2 6.1

Ca 1.4 2.9

Fe 4.0 5.5

Ti 0.8
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first axis, which is determined by radiation, TN and SD, while the other carotenoids follow
more the second axis, which is correlated with soil moisture content (Fig. 4). Of those
mentioned variables, most exhibit a strong seasonal gradient (e.g., radiation, soil moisture
and SD). The Venn diagram (Fig. 5) shows that meteorological variables explain in
total (including joint effects) 23.7% of the total variation (F = 3.80, df = 7, P = 0.02),
whereas the site characteristic variables and soil chemical factors explain respectively 13.3
(F = 2.88, df = 5, P = 0.01) and 9.1% (F = 2.57, df = 11, P = 0.027). However, only 37.7%
of the variation could be explained. Furthermore, multiple regression analysis revealed
that diatom productivity (log-transformed) has a strong seasonal gradient with radiation,
SD, and vegetation height all significant (ANOVA, F > 8.73, P < 0.05), whereas pH is an
important factor (F = 31.49, P < 0.001) in creating a spatial gradient. Besides, diatom
productivity is positively correlated with pH and vegetation height, whereas a negative
relation with radiation and SD exist.

Spatial and temporal variability pigment concentrations and diatom
biovolume
Diatom abundance shows a strong seasonal variability with a peak in February and
March (Fig. 6B), which occurred after the 2 wettest months and coincides with the coldest
period of the sampling campaign. In the subsequent spring and summer period
(April–September), abundances are low with an average of 3.9 µg L−1 (±3.8 µg L−1) per
month. A slight increase is again visible in November. In contrast to the diatoms, green
algae show less seasonality and their concentrations remain relatively high throughout
the whole campaign. Furthermore, chlorophyl a reaches its highest concentrations in
February and March following the pattern of fucoxanthin (Fig. 6C). Also, a peak occurred
in June reaching on average 24.0 µg L−1 while experiencing a precipitation of 90.8 mm that

Figure 4 Results of redundancy analysis (RDA) on the relation between environmental variables and
pigment data. Pigment data is Hellinger transformed. Pigments: Fx, fucoxanthin; Lu, lutein; Ze, zeax-
anthin; Dd, diadinoxanthin; Da, diatoxanthin. Variables: DOC, Dissolved Organic Carbon; Fe, iron; TN,
Total Nitrogen; SD, Storage Deficit; P, phosphorus; Al, aluminum; radiation, global radiation; moisture,
soil moisture content. Full-size DOI: 10.7717/peerj.9198/fig-4
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month. The lowest average chlorophyl a concentrations were measured at the beginning
of the campaign in December and January (2.7 and 4.1 µg L−1 respectively).

Since larger diatoms generally contain more pigment, the diatom biovolume was
calculated to check if the temporal variability of the fucoxanthin concentration was
influenced by their cell size. Opposed to the fucoxanthin concentration, the diatom
biovolume did not change significantly during the year (ANOVA, F = 2.29, df = 11,
P > 0.05) (Fig. 6C), meaning that the temporal variability in the fucoxanthin concentration
is not related to the absolute size of the diatom community. Finally, in Fig. 6D the
ratio between the photoprotective carotenoids in diatoms (i.e., diadinoxanthin and
diatoxanthin) and the light harvesting pigment fucoxanthin is given. This ratio generally
follows the pattern in radiation/temperature levels during the year. In summer,
diatoms sometimes had twice the amount of photoprotective pigments than fucoxanthin
during summer time, whereas in winter the average ratio was less than or equal to one in
the first 3 months of the study campaign (Kruskal–Wallis, df = 11, P < 0.001).
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Figure 5 Variation partitioning of the pigment composition data. Graph is represented as a Venn
diagram, indicating three groups of variables (soil chemistry, site characteristics and meteorology) with
their percentages of explained variance. The diagram shows the partitioning of the explained variance
into seven components. (A) Partial effects of the soil chemistry; (B) partial effects of the site char-
acteristics; (C) partial effects of meteorology; (D) partial joint effects of soil chemistry and site char-
acteristics; (E) partial joint effects of soil chemistry and meteorology; (F) partial joint effects of site
characteristics and meteorology; (G) partial joint effects of the three groups. Numbers outside the circles
stand for the total variance (in percent) explained by each variable (including all joint effects).
Meteorology includes air temperature, number of frozen days, precipitation, radiation, relative humidity,
wind speed and PET. Soil chemistry includes Na, Mn, Fe, pH, Si, P, DOC, TN, K, Al, Fe and Na. Site
characteristics includes vegetation height, soil moisture content, site, type of habitat and level of dis-
turbance. Full-size DOI: 10.7717/peerj.9198/fig-5
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DISCUSSION
Soil microbial community
The SEM image of the soil surface showed a diverse microbial community. Both diatoms
and (cyano)bacteria were present. Surprisingly, green algae seemed absent. Generally,
green algae are an important part of the soil algal community (Starks, Shubert & Trainor,
1981; Rindi, 2011), which our pigment data also confirms. However, for that agricultural
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grassland site our data indicated that usually diatoms are more abundant than green algae
during the period the sample was taken (i.e., November). Besides, species of the algal
classes Xanthophyta, Rodophyta and Euglenophyta could also be present on soils.
However, they generally occur in low abundances. Therefore, we did not expect to see
them on the picture. Despite that pigment concentrations could be a good estimate for
algal abundances, the amount of each pigment per algal cell is also dependent on its size
(i.e., larger cells have a higher amount of each pigment). Overall, terrestrial diatoms
and green algae have similar cell sizes (Rindi, 2011; Ress, 2012), whereas cyanobacteria
have on average smaller dimensions. Therefore, the pigment signal is lower for the
same number of living cells. This could explain why there are (cyano)bacteria present
whilst having a lower pigment concentration than green algae. Thus, for pigment
analysis, size does matter and this makes it difficult to compare pigment data with
algal counts.

Spatial and temporal variability in relation to environmental factors
In this study, we analyzed 25 environmental variables and related them to the different
concentrations of fucoxanthin over the entire 12-month study period. Of those 25,
we found that pH, radiation, SD and height of the lower vegetation were significant in
explaining 45% of the variability in diatom productivity. The relation with pH was positive,
suggesting that diatoms prefer higher pH values. This is in agreement with an earlier work
by Hoffmann (1989), indicating that most diatoms reach their highest abundances on
neutral to alkaline soils. However, our maximum soil pH extended only to 8.11, meaning
that we were unable to conclude on an optimum occurring or not. Regarding radiation
and SD, both variables can serve as a proxy for soil moisture availability. The negative
relation between those factors and fucoxanthin concentration was therefore expected since
water, which is often a limiting factor, is essential for diatom survival and reproduction
(Camburn, 1982; Van de Vijver, Ledeganck & Beyens, 2002). We also noticed that SD was a
better factor for explaining the temporal and spatial variability in the concentration of
fucoxanthin than precipitation and soil moisture content. This is probably because it takes
both variables into account. In this case, soil moisture was a point measurement and does
not give any information of the antecedent conditions, while precipitation (average of
seven days prior to sampling day) does not inform on how much water is still prevailing in
the upper soil layers. Finally, we found a positive relation between vegetation height
and diatom abundances. This could indicate that the capacity of a higher vegetation to
better keep moisture and protect against UV-radiation is important for diatom growth—
particularly in warm and dry conditions (Ress, 2012; Zhang, Lv & Pan, 2013). Despite
having analyzed many different environmental factors, we were still not able to explain a
large part of the variation.

We observed maxima in the chlorophyl a concentration in winter and in June, following
month(s) of high precipitation. Stokes (1940) reported the same observation and
considered the antecedent moisture conditions as responsible for the high abundances in
summer. Regarding the peak during winter, he considered snow cover as being important
for algal growth and conjectured that a blanket of snow keeps the soil moist and
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warmer than the surrounding atmosphere—creating favorable conditions for algal
development. However, the results of Davey (1991) and Grondin & Johansen (1995) refute
the latter, since the disappearance of snow led instead to a steep increase in the algal
concentration. Although we encountered snowfall during February and March, the snow
layer did not prevail for long. Thus, our winter peak could be rather the result of changes
between the presence and absence of snow cover, so that soil algae at one point in time
are protected against harsh winter conditions and at another point, they are able to
maintain photosynthesis. An additional reason for the winter peak could be that under
those low light conditions soil algae maximizes their chlorophyl a content to optimize their
photosynthetic activity and decrease their chlorophyl content under high-irradiance
conditions in summer (Neidhardt et al., 1998; Quesada & Vincent, 1993; Bohne & Linden,
2002). Indeed, according to Kuczynska, Jemiola-Rzeminska & Strzalka (2015) those
changes are usually fast since they are engaged in basic processes (e.g., photosynthesis
and photoprotection), which are essential for cell life. Thus, seasonality in chlorophyl
a concentration is probably the result of the algal growth in combination with their
physiological state. In addition, chlorophyl a comprises different algal groups which could
respond in a different way to varying environments.

Indeed, diatoms and green algae reacted differently to seasonal conditions. While
diatoms exhibited very high abundances in winter and lower abundances during summer,
the abundances of green algae remained high throughout the sampling period. This
indicates that green algae are more tolerant to dry and warm environmental conditions
than diatoms. The reasons for this could lie in the mucilage production and the cell
aggregation ability (e.g., forming filaments) of soil green algae. It is known that for green
algae the extracellular matrix is well resistant against periods of desiccation and could
contain a considerable amount of moisture (up to 97% of the total weight) (Boney, 1980;
Shephard, 1987; Rindi, 2011). Furthermore, by forming filaments, they support a high
self-protection against water loss (Karsten & Holzinger, 2014). Although many soil diatom
species have developed adaptations to fluctuating moisture availabilities in terrestrial
habitats (including the production of a mucopolysacharide matrix), the adaptations
made by terrestrial green algae seem to be more efficient (Shephard, 1987; Ress, 2012).

Despite the fact that diatom abundances are strongly related to moisture availability, the
latter obviously does not affect the diversity and composition of their assemblages.
Johansen (1993) observed high diatom diversity in arid environments, whereas, in a related
study by Foets et al. (2020), diatom composition and diversity did not change significantly
during the year. In addition, the latter also showed that diatom communities have a
strong spatial component and are controlled by the amount of anthropic disturbance with
larger species often being more tolerant (cf. H. amphioxys, Pinnularia borealis Ehrenberg).
Such observations were also visible in the results of our biovolume calculations.
However, there were no spatial differences in fucoxanthin concentrations, meaning that
overall less living diatom cells are present in disturbed compared to undisturbed areas.
On the contrary, the temporal variation in the measured fucoxanthin concentration is not
influenced by the diatom biovolume, since the results of the biovolume did not show
any temporal variation. Additionally, like chlorophyl, fucoxanthin has an important
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function in light-harvesting and its concentration is therefore affected in the same way as
chlorophyl by different irradiance levels (Xia et al., 2013; Kuczynska, Jemiola-Rzeminska &
Strzalka, 2015). Because of that, we would expect the differences in the number of
living diatom cells between the summer and winter period to be smaller than what we
would expect from the results derived from the pigment analysis. Besides the fact that the
size and physiological state of diatoms are important for pigment concentration, we could
conclude that the distribution of diatom communities is mainly controlled by spatial
factors related to the amount of disturbance and that diatom abundances are generally
linked to temporal factors related to (soil) moisture availability.

Recommendations and perspectives
Pigment analyses proved to be a useful tool in identifying microbial communities and
deriving their abundances (Leavitt & Hodgson, 2001). Here, we applied the same algal
extraction method as described in Barragán, Wetzel & Ector (2018) for diatom community
analysis. However, it is recommended by the authors that only samples of bare soil or
with only low presence of grass or other vegetation are taken. This is because dense
vegetation does not allow a proper rinsing of the soil substrate and subsequently hinders
the detachment of algal communities. As we followed this recommendation, we believe
that we equally extracted the different algal groups. Furthermore, we used average diatom
biovolume measurements taken from aquatic specimens (including terrestrial species
occurring in those habitats). However, previous studies of Van de Vijver & Beyens (1997),
Ress (2012) and Stanek-Tarkowska et al. (2013) all reported that cell sizes could be
significantly different (both larger and smaller) between terrestrial and aquatic habitats.
We did not incorporate this, but as those changes are not unidirectional, we believe
that there would only be a minimal effect on some of the results. Besides, we were not
able to compare our pigment concentrations with other studies, since many different
preparation, extraction and analytical methods are used and subsequently pigment
concentrations are expressed in different units (e.g., µg L−1, mg cm−2, mg g−1 soil)
(Leavitt & Hodgson, 2001; Cartaxana & Brotas, 2003; Schagerl & Künzl, 2007; Kuczynska,
Jemiola-Rzeminska & Strzalka, 2015).

Moreover, only few studies exist on the ecology of terrestrial diatoms compared to
aquatic diatoms. This is rather surprising, since terrestrial diatoms and other algae are
arguably affected more directly than aquatic algae by climatic changes and can be expected
to respond in an immediate way (Rindi, 2011; Ress, 2012; Souffreau et al., 2013). Therefore,
future research should give more attention to terrestrial microbial communities,
certainly in the light of climate change.

CONCLUSIONS
In this study, we investigated the temporal and spatial variability of soil diatom
abundances and compared them with the abundances of green algae and cyanobacteria.
The abundances were derived from pigment analysis using HPLC. Our results supported
our first hypothesis that diatom abundances show seasonal succession and that their
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abundances are mainly controlled by factors influencing the (soil) moisture availability
(e.g., radiation and storage deficit). However, our second hypothesis was rejected, since the
effect of habitat type, which played a key role in shaping the diatom communities
(Foets et al., 2020) and subsequently their biovolume, was not seen in the pigment
concentrations. This led to the conclusion that overall less diatom cells are present in
disturbed than in undisturbed habitats. Contrary to diatoms, green algal productivity
remained stable over the course of the study period. Also, we observed that diatoms could
have higher abundances than green algae and cyanobacteria at periods of the year with
high soil moisture. Concerning future studies, more focus should be on the ecology of
terrestrial diatoms and other algae, since they are affected more directly than aquatic algae
by climatological conditions (Rindi, 2011; Hinder et al., 2012).

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
The authors are very grateful to Emmanuelle Cocco for the pigment analysis and
developing the protocol. They also thank Dr. Denis Pittois and Johanna Ziebel for
analyzing the soil nutrients. Three reviewers are thanked for their constructive comments
that significantly improved the manuscript.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION AND DECLARATIONS

Funding
This work was supported by the Luxembourg National Research Fund (FNR) (PRIDE15/
10623093/HYDRO-CSI). The funders had no role in study design, data collection and
analysis, decision to publish, or preparation of the manuscript.

Grant Disclosures
The following grant information was disclosed by the authors:
Luxembourg National Research Fund (FNR): PRIDE15/10623093/HYDRO-CSI.

Competing Interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Author Contributions
� Jasper Foets conceived and designed the experiments, performed the experiments,
analyzed the data, prepared figures and/or tables, authored or reviewed drafts of the
paper, and approved the final draft.

� Carlos E. Wetzel conceived and designed the experiments, authored or reviewed drafts of
the paper, and approved the final draft.

� Adriaan J. Teuling conceived and designed the experiments, authored or reviewed drafts
of the paper, and approved the final draft.

� Laurent Pfister conceived and designed the experiments, authored or reviewed drafts of
the paper, and approved the final draft.

Foets et al. (2020), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.9198 17/21

http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.9198
https://peerj.com/


Data Availability
The following information was supplied regarding data availability:

The data and an explanation of the data are available in the Supplemental Files.
Diatom community data from which the diatom biovolume has been calculated is

available at Mendeley: Foets, Jasper (2019), “Temporal and spatial variability of terrestrial
diatoms at the catchment scale”, Mendeley Data, v2 DOI 10.17632/9s28gvnr53.2.

Supplemental Information
Supplemental information for this article can be found online at http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/
peerj.9198#supplemental-information.

REFERENCES
Allen RG, Pereira LS, Raes D, Smith M, Ab W. 1998. Crop evapotranspiration: guidelines for

computing crop water requirements, FAO Irrigation and drainage paper 56. Rome: Food and
Agriculture Organization of the United Nations.

Barragán C, Wetzel CE, Ector L. 2018. A standard method for the routine sampling of terrestrial
diatom communities for soil quality assessment. Journal of Applied Phycology 30(2):1095–1113
DOI 10.1007/s10811-017-1336-7.

Berg A, Sheffield J. 2018. Climate change and drought: the soil moisture perspective.
Current Climate Change Reports 4(2):180–191 DOI 10.1007/s40641-018-0095-0.

Bohne F, Linden H. 2002. Regulation of carotenoid biosynthesis genes in response to light in
Chlamydomonas reinhardtii. Biochimica et Biophysica Acta (BBA)—Gene Structure and
Expression 1579(1):26–34 DOI 10.1016/S0167-4781(02)00500-6.

Boney AD. 1980.Water retention and radiation transmission by gelatinous strata of the saccoderm
desmid Mesotaenium chlamydosporum De Bary. Nova Hedwigia 33:949–970.

Booth WE. 1941. Algae as pioneers in plant succession and their importance in erosion control.
Ecology 22(1):38–46 DOI 10.2307/1930007.

Camburn KE. 1982. Subaerial diatom communities in eastern Kentucky. Transactions of the
American Microscopical Society 101(4):375–387 DOI 10.2307/3225756.

Cartaxana P, Brotas V. 2003. Effects of extraction on HPLC quantification of major pigments
from benthic microalgae. Archiv für Hydrobiologie 157(3):339–349
DOI 10.1127/0003-9136/2003/0157-0339.

Chambers JM, Cleveland WS, Kleiner B, Tukey PA. 1983. Graphical methods for data analysis.
Belmont: Wadsworth & Brooks/Cole.

Corine Land Cover. 2018. Corine land cover. Available at https://land.copernicus.eu/pan-
european/corine-land-cover/clc2018 (accessed 6 November 2019).

Davey MC. 1991. The seasonal periodicity of algae on Antarctic fellfield soils. Ecography
14(2):112–120 DOI 10.1111/j.1600-0587.1991.tb00641.x.

Davey MC, Rothery P. 1992. Factors causing the limitation of growth of terrestrial algae in
maritime Antarctica during late summer. Polar Biology 12(6–7):595–601
DOI 10.1007/BF00236982.

Demmig-Adams B, Adams WW. 2000. Harvesting sunlight safely. Nature 403(6768):371–373
DOI 10.1038/35000315.

Duong TT, Nguyen HY, Le TPQ, Nguyen TK, Tran TTH, Da Le N, Dang DK, Vu TN,
Panizzo V, McGowan S. 2019. Transitions in diatom assemblages and pigments through dry

Foets et al. (2020), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.9198 18/21

http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.9198#supplemental-information
http://dx.doi.org/10.17632/9s28gvnr53.2
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.9198#supplemental-information
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.9198#supplemental-information
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10811-017-1336-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s40641-018-0095-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0167-4781(02)00500-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1930007
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3225756
http://dx.doi.org/10.1127/0003-9136/2003/0157-0339
https://land.copernicus.eu/pan-european/corine-land-cover/clc2018
https://land.copernicus.eu/pan-european/corine-land-cover/clc2018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0587.1991.tb00641.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00236982
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/35000315
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.9198
https://peerj.com/


and wet season conditions in the Red River, Hanoi (Vietnam). Plant Ecology and Evolution
152(2):163–177 DOI 10.5091/plecevo.2019.1627.

Fernandes AS, Do Nascimento TC, Jacob-Lopes E, De Rosso VV, Zepka LQ. 2018. Introductory
chapter: carotenoids—a brief overview on its structure, biosynthesis, synthesis, and applications.
In: Zepka LQ, Jacob-Lopes E, De Rosso VV, eds. Progress in Carotenoid Research. Rijeka:
IntechOpen.

Foets J, Wetzel CE, Teuling AJ, Pfister L. 2020. Temporal and spatial variability of terrestrial diatoms
at the catchment scale: controls on communities. PeerJ 8(2):e8296 DOI 10.7717/peerj.8296.

Fritsch FE. 1907. The role of algal growth in the colonization of new ground and in the
determination of scenery. Geographical Journal 30(5):531–548 DOI 10.2307/1778061.

Grondin AE, Johansen JR. 1995. Seasonal succession in a soil algal community associated with a
beech-maple forest in northeastern Ohio, USA. Nova Hedwigia 60:1–12.

Hill MO, Gauch HG Jr. 1980. Detrended correspondence analysis: an improved ordination
technique. Vegetatio 42(1–3):47–58 DOI 10.1007/BF00048870.

Hinder SL, Hays GC, Edwards M, Roberts EC, Walne AW, Gravenor MB. 2012. Changes in
marine dinoflagellate and diatom abundance under climate change. Nature Climate Change
2(4):271–275 DOI 10.1038/nclimate1388.

Hoffmann L. 1989. Algae of terrestrial habitats. Botanical Review 55(2):77–105
DOI 10.1007/BF02858529.

Houba VJG, Temminghoff EJM, Gaikhorst GA, Van Vark W. 2000. Soil analysis procedures
using 0.01 M calcium chloride as extraction reagent. Communications in Soil Science and
Plant Analysis 31(9–10):1299–1396 DOI 10.1080/00103620009370514.

ISO 10390. 2005. Soil quality—Determination of pH. Geneva: International Organization for
Standardization (ISO).

Jewson DH, Lowry SF, Bowen R. 2006. Co-existence and survival of diatoms on sand grains.
European Journal of Phycology 41(2):131–146 DOI 10.1080/09670260600652903.

Johansen JR. 1993. Cryptogamic crusts of semiarid and arid lands of North America.
Journal of Phycology 29(2):140–147 DOI 10.1111/j.0022-3646.1993.00140.x.

Karsten U, Holzinger A. 2014. Green algae in alpine biological soil crust communities: acclimation
strategies against ultraviolet radiation and dehydration. Biodiversity and Conservation
23(7):1845–1858 DOI 10.1007/s10531-014-0653-2.

Kuczynska P, Jemiola-Rzeminska M, Strzalka K. 2015. Photosynthetic pigments in diatoms.
Marine Drugs 13(9):5847–5881 DOI 10.3390/md13095847.

Kuznetsova A, Brockhoff PB, Christensen RHB. 2017. lmerTest package: tests in linear mixed
effects models. Journal of Statistical Software 82(13):1–26 DOI 10.18637/jss.v082.i13.

Leavitt PR, Hodgson DA. 2001. Sedimentary pigments, terrestrial, algal, and siliceous indicators.
In: Smol JP, Birks HJB, Last WM, eds. Tracking Environmental Change Using Lake Sediments.
Vol. 3. Dordrecht: Kluwer Academic Publishers, 295–327.

Lecointe C, CosteM, Prygiel J. 1993. “Omnidia’’: software for taxonomy, calculation of diatom indices
and inventories management. Hydrobiologia 269–270(1):509–513 DOI 10.1007/BF00028048.

Legendre P, Borcard D, Peres-Neto PR. 2005. Analyzing beta diversity: partitioning the spatial
variation of community composition data. Ecological Monographs 75(4):435–450
DOI 10.1890/05-0549.

Lowe RL, Furey PC, Ress JA, Johansen JR. 2007.Diatom biodiversity and distribution on wetwalls
in Great Smoky Mountains National Park. Southeastern Naturalist 6(sp2):135–153
DOI 10.1656/1528-7092(2007)6[135:DBADOW]2.0.CO;2.

Foets et al. (2020), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.9198 19/21

http://dx.doi.org/10.5091/plecevo.2019.1627
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.8296
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1778061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00048870
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nclimate1388
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02858529
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00103620009370514
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09670260600652903
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.0022-3646.1993.00140.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10531-014-0653-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/md13095847
http://dx.doi.org/10.18637/jss.v082.i13
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00028048
http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/05-0549
http://dx.doi.org/10.1656/1528-7092(2007)6[135:DBADOW]2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.9198
https://peerj.com/


Lund JWG. 1945. Observations on soil algae I: the ecology, size and taxonomy of Bristish soil
diatoms: part 1. New Phytologist 44(2):196–219 DOI 10.1111/j.1469-8137.1945.tb05033.x.

Meteolux. 2019. Weather report of 2018. Available at https://www.meteolux.lu/fr/filedownload/73/
luxembourg_wmo_06590_ta_rr_climatebulletin_2018.pdf/type/pdf (accessed 7 January 2020).

Neidhardt J, Benemann JR, Zhang L, Melis A. 1998. Photosystem-II repair and chloroplast
recovery from irradiance stress: relationship between chronic photoinhibition, light-harvesting
chlorophyll antenna size and photosynthetic productivity in Dunaliella salina (green algae).
Photosynthesis Research 56(2):175–184 DOI 10.1023/A:1006024827225.

Nychka D, Furrer R, Paige J, Sain S. 2017. fields: Tools for spatial data. Available at
https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/fields/index.html.

Oksanen J, Blanchet FG, Friendly M, Kindt R, Legendre P, McGinn D, Minchin PR, O’Hara RB,
Simpson GL, Solymos P, Stevens MHH, Szoecs E, Wagner H. 2019. Vegan: community ecology
package. R package version 2.5-5. Available at https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=vegan.

Paterson DM. 1986. The migratory behaviour of diatom assemblages in a laboratory tidal scanning
electron microscopy micro-ecosystem examined by low temperature. Diatom Research
1(2):227–239 DOI 10.1080/0269249X.1986.9704971.

Pfister L, Martínez-Carreras N, Hissler C, Klaus J, Carrer GE, Stewart MK, McDonnell JJ. 2017.
Bedrock geology controls on catchment storage, mixing, and release: a comparative analysis of
16 nested catchments. Hydrological Processes 31(10):1828–1845 DOI 10.1002/hyp.11134.

Pringsheim EG. 1950. The soil-water culture technique of growing algae. In: Brunel J,
Prescott GW, Tiffany LH, eds. The Culturing of Algae. Dayton: The Charles F. Kettering
Foundation, 19–26.

Quesada A, Vincent WF. 1993. Adaptation of cyanobacteria to the light regime within
Antarctic microbial mats. SIL Proceedings, 1922–2010 25(2):960–965
DOI 10.1080/03680770.1992.11900293.

Reavie ED, Edlund MB, Andresen NA, Engstrom DR, Leavitt PR, Schottler S, Cai M. 2017.
Paleolimnology of the Lake of the Woods southern basin: continued water quality degradation
despite lower nutrient influx. Lake and Reservoir Management 33(4):369–385
DOI 10.1080/10402381.2017.1312648.

Ress JA. 2012. The ecology of aerial algae, bgsu1332874801. D. Phil. Thesis, Bowling Green State
University. Available at https://etd.ohiolink.edu/!etd.send_file%3Faccession%3Dbgsu1332874801%
26disposition%3Dinline.

Rimet F, Bouchez A. 2012. Life-forms, cell-sizes and ecological guilds of diatoms in European
rivers. Knowledge and Management of Aquatic Ecosystems 406:1–12
DOI 10.1051/kmae/2012018.

Rindi F. 2011. Terrestrial green algae: Systematics, biogeography and expected responses to climate
change. In: Hodkinson TR, Jones MB, Waldren S, Parnell JAN, eds. Climate Change, Ecology and
Systematics. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 201–228
DOI 10.1017/CBO9780511974540.010.

Round FE, Crawford RM, Mann DG. 1990. The diatoms: biology and morphology of the genera.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Scarsini M, Marchand J, Manoylov KM, Schoefs B. 2019. Photosynthesis in diatoms.
In: Seckbach J, Gordon R, eds. Diatoms: Fundamentals and Applications. New Jersey: Scrivener
Publishing LLC, 191–211.

Schagerl M, Künzl G. 2007. Chlorophyll a extraction from freshwater algae—a reevaluation.
Biologia 62(3):270–275 DOI 10.2478/s11756-007-0048-x.

Foets et al. (2020), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.9198 20/21

http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.1945.tb05033.x
https://www.meteolux.lu/fr/filedownload/73/luxembourg_wmo_06590_ta_rr_climatebulletin_2018.pdf/type/pdf
https://www.meteolux.lu/fr/filedownload/73/luxembourg_wmo_06590_ta_rr_climatebulletin_2018.pdf/type/pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1006024827225
https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/fields/index.html
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=vegan
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/0269249X.1986.9704971
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/hyp.11134
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/03680770.1992.11900293
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10402381.2017.1312648
https://etd.ohiolink.edu/!etd.send_file%3Faccession%3Dbgsu1332874801%26disposition%3Dinline
https://etd.ohiolink.edu/!etd.send_file%3Faccession%3Dbgsu1332874801%26disposition%3Dinline
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/kmae/2012018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511974540.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.2478/s11756-007-0048-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.9198
https://peerj.com/


Schmidt O, Dyckmans J, Schrader S. 2016. Photoautotrophic microorganisms as a carbon source
for temperate soil invertebrates. Biology Letters 12(1):20150646 DOI 10.1098/rsbl.2015.0646.

Shephard KL. 1987. Evaporation of water from the mucilage of a gelatinous algal community.
British Phycological Journal 22(2):181–185 DOI 10.1080/00071618700650221.

Shubert LE, Starks TL. 1979. Algal succession on orphaned coal mine spoils. Ecology and Coal
Resource Development 2:661–669 DOI 10.1016/B978-1-4832-8365-4.50089-2.

Smol JP, Stoermer EF. 2010. The diatoms: applications for the environmental and earth sciences.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Souffreau C, Vanormelingen P, Sabbe K, Vyverman W. 2013. Tolerance of resting cells of
freshwater and terrestrial benthic diatoms to experimental desiccation and freezing is habitat-
dependent. Phycologia 52(3):246–255 DOI 10.2216/12-087.1.

Stanek-Tarkowska J, Noga T, Pajączek A, Peszek U. 2013. The occurrence of Sellaphora nana
(Hust.) LangeBert. Cavacini, Tagliaventi & Alfinito, Stauroneis borrichii (J.B. Petersen) J.W.G.
Lund, S. parathermicola Lange-Bert. and S. thermicola (J.B. Petersen) J.W.G. Lund on
agricultural soils. Algological Studies 142:109–119 DOI 10.1127/1864-1318/2013/0114.

Starks TL, Shubert LE. 1982.Colonization and succession of algae and soil-algal interactions associated
with disturbed areas. Journal of Phycology 18(1):99–107 DOI 10.1111/j.1529-8817.1982.tb03162.x.

Starks TL, Shubert LE, Trainor FR. 1981. Ecology of soil algae: a review. Phycologia 20(1):65–80
DOI 10.2216/i0031-8884-20-1-65.1.

Stokes JL. 1940. The influence of environmental factors upon the development of algae and other
micro-organisms in soil. Soil Science 49(3):171–184 DOI 10.1097/00010694-194003000-00002.

Takaichi S. 2011. Carotenoids in algae: distributions, biosyntheses and functions. Marine Drugs
9(6):1101–1118 DOI 10.3390/md9061101.

Tolhurst TJ, Gust G, Paterson DM. 2002. The influence of an extracellular polymeric
substance (EPS) on cohesive sediment stability. Proceedings in Marine Science 5:409–425
DOI 10.1016/S1568-2692(02)80030-4.

Van de Vijver B, Beyens L. 1997. The epiphytic diatom flora of mosses from Strømness Bay area,
South Georgia. Polar Biology 17(6):492–501 DOI 10.1007/s003000050148.

Van de Vijver B, Ledeganck P, Beyens L. 2002. Soil diatom communities from Ile de la Possession
(Crozet, sub-Antarctica). Polar Biology 25(10):721–729 DOI 10.1007/s00300-002-0392-9.

Verleyen E, Hodgson DA, Leavitt PR, Sabbe K, Vyverman W. 2004. Quantifying habitat-specific
diatom production: a critical assessment using morphological and biogeochemical markers in
Antarctic marine and lake sediments. Limnology and Oceanography 49(5):1528–1539
DOI 10.4319/lo.2004.49.5.1528.

Vincent WF. 2000. Cyanobacterial dominance in the polar regions. In: Whitton BA, Potts M, eds.
The Ecology of Cyanobacteria: Their Diversity in Time and Space. Dordrecht: Academic
publishers, 321–340.

Wu Y, Rao B, Wu P, Liu Y, Li G, Li D. 2013. Development of artificially induced biological soil
crusts in fields and their effects on top soil. Plant and Soil 370(1–2):115–124
DOI 10.1007/s11104-013-1611-6.

Xia S, Wang K, Wan L, Li A, Hu Q, Zhang C. 2013. Production, characterization, and
antioxidant activity of fucoxanthin from the marine diatom Odontella aurita. Marine Drugs
11(7):2667–2681 DOI 10.3390/md11072667.

Zhang Z, Lv Y, Pan H. 2013. Cooling and humidifying effect of plant communities in subtropical
urban parks. Urban Forestry & Urban Greening 12(3):323–329 DOI 10.1016/j.ufug.2013.03.010.

Foets et al. (2020), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.9198 21/21

http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsbl.2015.0646
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00071618700650221
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/B978-1-4832-8365-4.50089-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.2216/12-087.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1127/1864-1318/2013/0114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1529-8817.1982.tb03162.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.2216/i0031-8884-20-1-65.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00010694-194003000-00002
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/md9061101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1568-2692(02)80030-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s003000050148
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00300-002-0392-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.4319/lo.2004.49.5.1528
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11104-013-1611-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/md11072667
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ufug.2013.03.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.9198
https://peerj.com/

	Temporal and spatial variability of terrestrial diatoms at the catchment scale: controls on productivity and comparison with other soil algae ...
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusions
	flink6
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile (None)
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth 8
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth 8
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


