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Abstract

Mutually beneficial interactions between plant and pollinators play an
essential role in the biodiversity, stability of the ecosystem and crop
production. Despite their immense importance, rapid decline events of
pollinators are common worldwide in past decades. Excessive use of
chemical pesticides is one of the most important threat to pollination
in the current era of anthropogenic changes. Pesticides are applied to
the plants to increase their growth by killing harmful pests and polli-
nators accumulates toxic pesticides from the interacting plants directly
from the nectar and pollen. This has a significant adverse effect on
the pollinator growth and the mutualism which in turn can cause an
abrupt collapse of the community however predicting the fate of such
community dynamics remains a blur under the alarming rise in the
dependency of chemical pesticides. We mathematically modeled the in-
fluence of pesticides in a multispecies mutualistic community and used
105 real plant-pollinator networks sampled worldwide as well as simu-
lated networks, to assess its detrimental effect on the plant-pollinator
mutualistic networks. Our results indicate that the persistence of the
community is strongly influenced by the level of pesticide and catas-
trophic and irreversible community collapse may occur due to pesticide.
Furthermore, a species rich, highly nested community with low con-
nectance and modularity has greater potential to function under the
influence of pesticide. We finally proposed a realistic intervention strat-
egy which involves the management of the pesticide level of one targeted
plant from the community. We show that our intervention strategy can
significantly delay the collapse of the community. Overall our study
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can be considered as the first attempt to understand the consequences
of the chemical pesticide on a plant-pollinator mutualistic community.

Keywords: Environmental contamination, Plant-pollinator network,
Tipping, Intervention

1 Introduction

Plant-pollinator interaction is vitally important to terrestrial ecosystems and
to crop production. It plays a key role in plant community assembly (Bruno
et al, 2003; Ollerton et al, 2011; Wright et al, 2017; Hale et al, 2020) and thus
provides critical ecosystem services with immense economic and aesthetic value
(Klein et al, 2007; Potts et al, 2016; Requier et al, 2022; Gallai et al, 2009).
Despite their immense importance, rapid decline events of many pollinators are
frequent in recent years (Burkle et al, 2013; Rhodes, 2018).An important issue
today is to determining how human activities impact the varied relationships
between plants and their insect pollinators for the sake of conservation.

Some major anthropogenic threats to pollinators in the face of current
global changes includes habitat loss and fragmentation, chemical contamina-
tion, warming and climate change, parasite infection and invasion of alien
species (Harrison and Winfree, 2015; Nicolson and Wright, 2017; Potts et al,
2010; Dicks et al, 2021). Habitat loss and fragmentation due to the trans-
formation of grasslands into farmland or urbanization, reduces the fraction
of interaction between the plant and their pollinators and hence decreases
the persistence of the system (McWilliams et al, 2019; Spiesman and Inouye,
2013). Climate warming affects the pollination by altering the abundance and
distribution of plants (Arft et al, 1999; Inouye et al, 2003) and by creating
temporal mismatch between plant and pollinators (Hegland et al, 2009). Dis-
ease by parasite infection has caused some major pollinator decline events in
recent years (Goulson et al, 2015). Invasive species can reorganize the interac-
tions, thus posing a risk to community stability(Vanbergen et al, 2018). These
several factors can cause an abrupt and often irreversible community collapse
of such mutualistic network, known as tipping (Lever et al, 2014; Memmott
et al, 2004). Although there is a long list of potential causes of the decline of
pollinators, the role of toxic contamination through agricultural pesticides and
fertilizers, etc. is significant but rarely studied.

The intensification of agriculture and increasing reliance on agrochemicals
makes pollinators chronically exposed to contaminations. Contamination from
agriculture includes commonly used pesticides (Sponsler et al, 2019), fungi-
cides and herbicides (Belsky and Joshi, 2020), and heavy metal contamination
from the soil fertilizers (Nieminen et al, 2001). Pollinators may be exposed
to contamination in numerous ways, mainly thorough ingestion of contami-
nated pollen and nectar (Mitchell et al, 2017), or exposure to contaminated
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nesting sited or materials which can impose variety of lethal and sub-lethal ef-
fect on them (Whitehorn et al, 2012; Henry et al, 2012; Tsvetkov et al, 2017;
Cresswell, 2011; Bryden et al, 2013; Godfray et al, 2014). Lethal or direct ef-
fect includes reduction in the growth rate (Whitehorn et al, 2012) and rise in
the mortality rate of pollinator and their larvae due to the accumulated con-
tamination (Henry et al, 2012; Tsvetkov et al, 2017). Moreover, impairment
of normal biological behaviours of pollinators such as memory and olfactory
learning, navigation, foraging and feeding behaviour is seen due to contami-
nation accumulation in several studies (Schneider et al, 2012; Sponsler et al,
2019; Piiroinen and Goulson, 2016). Furthermore, delayed larval and pupal de-
velopments is observed in laboratory studies which can decrease the time niche
overlap between plant and pollinators for seasonal flowering plants (Wu et al,
2011). Overall the factors diminish the strength of the plant-pollinator mu-
tual disruption by altering the pollinator visitation rate (Sponsler et al, 2019)
and can be considered as sub-lethal effects. Exposure to chemical contamina-
tion can also compound the effects of other stressors on pollinator populations,
such as loss of habitat and exposure to pathogens and diseases (Di Prisco et al,
2013).

Mathematical models played an important role to access the effect of
current anthropogenic changes on plant-animal mutualistic community. Mu-
tualistic networks are highly heterogeneous in degree distribution (Bascompte
and Jordano, 2007), has moderate connectance (Valdovinos, 2019), moderate
modularity (Olesen et al, 2007) and importantly, high nestedness (Bascompte
et al, 2003; Burgos et al, 2007; Zhang et al, 2011). Nestedness promotes the
species coexistence by reducing the interspecific competition (Bastolla et al,
2009), promoting complexity-stability relationship (Okuyama and Holland,
2008). These structural properties are responsible for the abrupt collapse of
the whole community (Lever et al, 2014), i.e., the tipping, at some critical
threshold of declining mutualistic strength or increasing mortality of pollina-
tors, in the face of current anthropogenic changes. Metacommunity models of
mutualistic species is studied considering habitat loss as a parameter, showing
that there is a habitat loss threshold after which whole community collapses
(Fortuna and Bascompte, 2006) and the number of interaction of the network
reduces suddenly (Fortuna et al, 2013). Other environmental stressors affect-
ing mutualistic interaction strength by causing phenological change of species
can magnify the effect of habitat loss, when acts together (Revilla et al, 2015).
Epidemic models are developed (Truitt et al, 2019; Proesmans et al, 2021)
to study the disease spread on plant-pollinator network, and nestedness is
shown to promote disease persistence as highly generalist plants acts as hubs
of pathogen transmission. A mathematical model incorporating the effect of
the temperature on the psychological trait parameters such as growth, mor-
tality etc. of a mutualistic network is studied (Bhandary et al, 2022), where
global temperature rise is shown to cause abrupt pollinator decline.

Environmental contamination, one of the detrimental consequences of cur-
rent global changes, is an important driver of species demographic properties
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of such mutualistic communities. Few previous studies investigated the effect
of toxins for antagonistic interactions (Huang et al, 2015; Garay-Narváez et al,
2013), but the understanding for mutualistic interaction remains a blur. Wang
et al (2020) recently studied a single plant-pollinator system under pesticide ex-
posure. Transitions to the bistable state and consequently pollinator extinction
emerges as a result of increasing pesticide use. In real world, a plant-pollinator
mutualistic community involves multiple species and posses significantly dif-
ferent topological properties from the antagonistic networks which can largely
influence its dynamics (Bastolla et al, 2009; Lever et al, 2014) under the en-
vironmental stress. So study on the role of contamination on a multispecies
mutualistic community is still lacking to best our knowledge.

To address this gap, we considered a mathematical model of a multispecific
mutualistic community, where plants are exposed to environmental contamina-
tion. Pollinators accumulates contamination from the interacting plants which
alters several trait parameters of the system. Our research addressed following
interrelated questions: (1) what is the essential role of toxin on the persistence
and abrupt collapse of a mutualistic community? (2) what is the role of sev-
eral network topological properties to maintain the diversity of the system on
the onset of environmental contamination? This will be done with the help
of a mathematical model of multispecies mutualistic community, where phys-
iological traits of pollinators are influenced by environmental contamination
accumulated from the plant. Furthermore, we proposed here a possible inter-
vention strategy related to the network structure of the system to evade the
tipping point of the community.

Our paper is organized as follows. In the section 2, we proposed the math-
ematical model with the incorporation of contamination. We described our
results in section 3. Finally our paper ends with a detailed discussion (section
5).

2 Method

2.1 Mathematical model

An ecologically realistic mathematical model of a mutualistic community in-
corporates the following basic properties such as intrinsic growth, intra and
interspecific competition and mutualistic interaction between plant and polli-
nators. Let Pi and Ai be the abundance of the i − th plant and pollinators,
respectively. Following Bastolla et al (2009), the equations for the rate of
change of Pi and Ai are given by:



5

dPi
dt

= Pi

(
αPi −

SP∑
j=1

βPijPj +

SA∑
j=1

mP
ij

)
+ uP

dAi
dt

= Ai

(
αAi −

SA∑
j=1

βAijAj +

SP∑
j=1

mA
ij

)
− κAAi + uA

(1)

, where SP and SA are the plant and pollinator richness in the community.
Description of the other parameters are the following. αP and αA are the in-
trinsic growth rate of plant and pollinators, respectively, in the absence of
competition and mutualism. The degree of the mutualism can be categorize in
two ways, obligate and facultative, depending the sign of α. If the population
persists in the absence of mutualism, it is called facultative mutualism and α
is positive in this case. On the opposite, α is negative for the case of obligate
mutualism, where species cannot persists in the absence of mutualism. We as-
sumed a common value α as the intrinsic growth rate of all species, for the sake
of simplicity. βP,Aij represents the intra (for i = j) and interspecific (for i 6= j)
competition between plant or pollinators. Usually βii >> βij and so we as-

sumed βii = 1 and βij = 0, for all plant and pollinators. mP
ij(=

γPijAj

1+h
∑SA
j=1 γ

P
ijAj

)

is the per-capita mutualistic benefit received by plant i from the pollinator

j and similarly mA
ij(=

γAijPj

1+h
∑SP
j=1 γ

A
ijPj

) is the per-capita mutualistic benefit re-

ceived by pollinator i from the plant j. The parameters γPjj and γAjj are the
strength of mutualistic interactions, which takes the following form γij = δij

γ
dρi

.

Here δij ’s are the elements of the adjacency matrix of the network, δij = 1 if
plant i and pollinator j is connected, and δij = 0 otherwise. γ is the normal-
ized mutualistic strength and di is the degree if the i− th plant or pollinators.
Here the parameter ρ determines the trade-off between mutualistic strength
and the degree of the species and hence is associates mutualism with the net-
work topology. ρ = 0 means the mutualistic strengths are independent of the
network structure. In contrast, ρ = 1 means there is a full trade-off, gain
from the mutualism of a species from the interacting species is splitted by the
number of interactions and weakened the mutualism between each interacting
species. Between the two extreme cases, we took ρ = 0.5 following previous
studies (Rohr et al, 2014; Jiang et al, 2019; Meng et al, 2020). h is the half sat-
uration constant, as the mutualistic benefit will saturate with the abundance
of the interactive partners, and the Holling type response was first introduced
by Okuyama and Holland (2008) in mutualistic network model. κAi is the de-
cline rate of the pollinators due to the external effects, and we took κAi = κ for
simplicity. Finally, uP (uA) are the constant immigration rates of plant (pol-
linators), which takes typically small value and thus have a little effect on the
dynamics.
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2.1.1 Incorporation of the effect of contamination

A simple approach to model the internal concentration of contamination (or
body burden) of a species, i.e., the ratio of the total contamination accu-
mulation to the biomass, can be written by the following form (Luoma and
Rainbow, 2005; Veltman et al, 2008):

C
′

I = ( IE + IF ) − keCI (2)

where CI is the internal concentration of the contamination time t. IE and IF
are the inflow of the contamination coming from environment and food, re-
spectively, and ke is the constant loss rate. A general assumption in modeling
the dynamics of a system under the effect of contamination is that, the dynam-
ics of the internal contamination concentration is much faster compared to the
population dynamics. So it approaches the steady state before the a significant
change in the population dynamics (Huang et al, 2015; Prosnier et al, 2015;
Kooi et al, 2008). By equating C

′

I to 0 in equation 2, we get the steady-state
approximation of the internal contamination concentration (CISS) as:

CIss =
IE + IF
ke

, (3)

which is basically proportional to the sum of uptakes from the environment
and food. We can write IE , IF as,

IE = ku × C
IF = A× E × CF

(4)

C is the concentration of the contamination in the environment, ku denotes
uptake constant in the body, A is assimilation efficiency, E is egnation rate,
CF is the concentration in the food intake.

Plants receive contamination directly due to the use of pesticides and other
agrochemicals. So IF = 0 in case of plants. Let kin be the net uptake rate of
the i− th plant. Then using equation 4, the contamination burden of the i− th
plant, CPi becomes

CPi = kin × Ci, (5)

where Ci is the contamination concentration imposed into the plant. Now pol-
linators accumulate contamination, only when they visit plants and there is
no source of direct contamination intake from the environment. Thus IE = 0
for pollinators. The contamination body burden of pollinator i, CAi , depends
on the contamination burden of the plant j it interacts with (i.e. CPj ) together

with the mutualistic benefit it receives from that plant, mA
ij , and net assimila-

tion coefficient, si (see Fig. 1.A). Combining the terms according to equation



7

4 and taking the summation over all plants, the expression of CAi becomes

CAi = si

SP∑
j=1

mA
ijC

P
j . (6)

For simplicity, we assumed kin = kn, CPi = C for all plants i and si = s, for
all pollinator i.

Figure 1 Schematic representation of the contamination model. A mutualistic network
with 3 plant and 5 pollinators is illustrated, where the width of the links indicates the
mutualistic strength. Contamination body burdens of plants and pollinators are indicated
by the circles with the species. As example, pollinator 2 interacts with the 1st and 3rd plant
species, so the contamination burden of the pollinator will depend on the contamination
burdens of the plants together with their mutualistic strength.

Responses due to the contamination: Commonly used pesticides and
insecticide mainly contains a chemical named Neonicotinoid, which is accumu-
lated by the pollinators and has variety of lethal and sublethal effect on the
pollinator growth. Plenty of experimental studies found the positive association
between the contamination burden of the pollinator with their direct mortal-
ity (see Henry et al (2012); Whitehorn et al (2012); Kasiotis et al (2014)). So
we assumed that contamination mediated decline rate of the pollinators, κ̂i,
as a linearly increasing function of its body burden;

κ̂i = κi + σκi C
A
i , (7)

where σκi is the effect parameter (see Fig. 1.B). Furthermore, the pollinator
visitation rate in plants decreases with the accumulated toxin which in turn
decreases the mutualistic strength between plants and pollinators (Sponsler
et al, 2019; Wu et al, 2011; Schneider et al, 2012; Piiroinen and Goulson, 2016).
Keeping this in mind, our modified mutualistic interaction strengths γAij (of
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pollinator i with plant j) and γPij (of plant i with pollinator j) takes the form:

γ̂Aij =
γAij

1 + σγAi CAi
,

γ̂Pij =
γPij

1 + σγPi CAj
,

(8)

which is a decreasing function of contamination body burden of pollinator i
(Fig. 1.C). We assumed σκi = σκ and σγAi = σγA , σγPi = σγP for all pollinators
and plants. Finally, pesticides can increase the plant growth rate by killing the
harmful pests. So the plant growth rate takes the form:

α̂Pi = αPi +
ζiC

P
i

1 + CPi
, (9)

which is a monotonically increasing function of the pesticide used and saturates
at some specific value.

Final model: Incorporating the responses of the contamination from
equation 7, 8 and 9, our final model becomes:

dPi
dt

= Pi

(
α̂Pi −

SP∑
j=1

βPijPj +

∑SA
j=1 γ̂

P
ijAj

1 + h
∑SA

j=1 γ̂
P
ijAj

)
+ uP

dAi
dt

= Ai

(
αAi −

SA∑
j=1

βAijAj +

∑SP
j=1 γ̂

A
ijPj

1 + h
∑SP

j=1 γ̂
A
ijPj

)
− κ̂AAi + uA

(10)

2.2 Simulations to meet our objectives

2.2.1 Objective 1

To meet our first objective, i.e., to study the role of toxin on the persistence
and abrupt collapse of the community, we choose γ as one of the bifurca-
tion parameter. Mutualistic communities experiences abrupt and irreversible
collapse with deteriorating mutualistic strength, i.e., there exists a certain
threshold of γ, below which whole community collapses. To study the role
of contamination on the threshold of γ, we plotted equilibrium abundances
of the system with respect to the bifurcation parameter γ, for systematically
increasing contamination level.

Further to study the role of contamination on the abrupt collapse of the
system, we plotted the equilibrium abundance of the system with respect
to contamination level C as a bifurcation parameter, for different levels of
mutualistic strength (γ).

We first demonstrate the above results using four empirical networks: A
(SA = 61, SP = 17 and the number of links L = 146) from empirical data
from Hicking, Norfolf, UK; B (SA = 38, SP = 11 and L = 106) from Tenerife,
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Canary Islands; C (SA = 44, SP = 13 and L = 143) from North Carolina,
USA; D (SA = 42, SP = 8 and L = 79) from Hestehaven, Denmark (available
in Web Of Life database (https://www.web-of-life.es), with ID 6, 8, 25 and
38, respectively).

Further to illustrate the generality of the result, we plotted the minimum
mutualistic strength levels (below which system collapses) for increasing lev-
els of contamination and also maximum contamination tolerance level (after
which system collapses) for decreasing mutualistic strength for all 105 empirical
networks, described below.

Description of the data set: We used 105 real mutualistic networks
in our study from the available 153 networks in the Web Of Life database
(https://www.web-of-life.es). We first excluded the very large networks which
contains 100 or more species for the sake of simulation run time. Next we
excluded that which contains more plants than pollinators, as this is a basic
structural properties of all empirical mutualistic networks (ref...). These two
filtration leads to ultimately 105 networks with variety of network architectural
properties and covers wide range of geographic locations.

2.2.2 Objective 2

Our second objective in this study was to verify the role of different network
architectural properties on maintaining the species coexistence. We mainly
focus on four network properties: (i) species richness, which is the total
number of surviving species in the community; (ii) connectence or linkage
density, the proportion of the realised link to the total number of possible links
in the community; (iii) nestedness, the measure of the tendency for nodes
to interact with subsets of the interaction partners of better-connected nodes
(Bascompte et al, 2003; Bascompte and Jordano, 2007; Bastolla et al, 2009);
(iv) modularity, the measure of the tendency of the network to subdivide
into modules where species belonging to the same module interacts more than
other modules (Olesen et al, 2007; Jordano, 1987). We calculated nestedness
using the formula

N =

∑SP
i<j Nij +

∑SA
i<j Nij

SP (Sp−1)
2 + SA(SA−1)

2

, (11)

following Bastolla et al (2009). Here SA and SP are the pollinator and
plant richness, Nij =

nij
min(ni,nj)

, ni is the degree of species i and nij is the

number of times species i and j interacts with the same mutualistic partner.
Further we calculate nestedness using the modularity function using ”igraph”
package in R software. We find the level of minimum mutualistic strength for
varying contamination level and also the maximum toxin tolerance for different
level of mutualistic strength, for all the 105 empirical networks. We finally find
the correlation between the threshold of the tipping parameters with the four
network properties to find their role in species coexistence under the influence
of contamination in the environment.

https://www.web-of-life.es
https://www.web-of-life.es
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Plant-pollinator mutualistic networks are highly nested compared to an-
tagonistic networks (Bascompte et al, 2003; Bascompte and Jordano, 2013;
Burgos et al, 2007; Bastolla et al, 2009), that is, interaction partners of spe-
cialist species are proper subsets of that of the generalist species. Pollinators,
which interacts with common plants, have indirect positive effect on each other.
Nestedness promotes this indirect positive effect by creating a central core
of interactions, and thus increase biodiversity (Bascompte et al, 2003; Bas-
tolla et al, 2009). But the dependency on each other increases with abundance
loss and as a result, the whole community collapses together abruptly when
a tipping point is reaches, due to its nested structure (Lever et al, 2014). To
investigate the role of nestedness on the species coexistence and the tipping
of the community under the influence of contamination, we find the minimum
mutualistic strength threshold and maximum contamination tolerance levels,
for varying the nestedness of a network. To do so, we generated mutualistic
networks with specified connectence and nestedness using the algorithm pro-
posed in Medan et al (2007), further used by Lever et al (2014). Results were
averaged over 10 replications. We state the algorithm to generate a mutualistic
network with specified nestedness in brief below.

Simulated network: We used the algorithm proposed by Medan et al
(2007), further used by Lever et al (2014), to generate a mutualistic network
with specified nestedness. First, connectence and forbidden links are fixed.
Forbidden links are interactions that cannot occur within a community due
to morphological or phenological uncoupling (see Jordano et al (2003)). A
network with random structure is formed with the given connectence and
forbidden links. We excluded the networks with isolated species. Interaction
between species are rearranged in a ’rich gets richer’ mechanism to generate a
network with desired nestedness. In each iteration, two interacting species, x
and y is chosen randomly. Now the link between x and y is removed and x inter-
acts with a new randomly selected species z, if z has more degree than y. This
iteration process keeps the connectence unchanged and increases nestedness.
Iteration stops when the desired nestedness is obtained. This algorithm en-
ables us to vary nestedness in a mutualistic network with fixed species richness
and connectence.

2.2.3 Objective 3

We finally proposed a possible intervention strategy by choosing a target
plant and then applying the intervention. The detail of the intervention and
simulation process is given in section 4.
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3 Results

3.1 Effect of contamination on the persistence of the
system

In this section, we demonstrate the effect of contamination on the coexistence
and abrupt transition of a mutualistic community. We first used 4 empiri-
cal networks, A○- D○ (described in Section. 2.2.1), to demonstrate the results
(in Fig. 2, and 3). As we increase the contamination level, the abundance
of each species in the community decreases. This is expected, as increasing
contamination in plants increases the contamination body burden of the pol-
linators, which in turn increases their mortality and decreases the mutualistic
benefit received from plants. These effects are responsible for the reduction
in abundance. Surprisingly, with gradual increase in the contamination level,
the system experiences a catastrophic transition from the stable coexistence
state to an alternative state of very low abundance (see Fig. 2). The orange
lines represents the collapse and green lines represents the recovery of the sys-
tem. This phenomenon of sudden changing of a system’s state in response to
some system parameters is known as tipping (Lever et al, 2014; Jiang et al,
2018). Contamination triggers the two tipping parameters of the mutualis-
tic system, decline rate of the pollinators and the strength of the mutualism.
As a results, abrupt and irreversible collapse of the population is seen in the
community with increasing contamination. The threshold contamination level
at which the tipping occurs, is denoted as maximum contamination tolerance
(hereafter MCT). We see that, as the average mutualistic strength (γ) of the
community decreases, MCT decreases (Fig. 2). That is the systems with low
average mutualistic strength has low potential to coexists in a contaminated
environment.
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Figure 2 Equilibrium abundance of the species for the networks A○- D○ with respect to
increasing contamination. Abundance decreases with C and contamination mediated abrupt
community collapse is seen for any level of mutualistic strength. Red curves indicate the
collapse and green represents recovery. MCT decreases with decreasing γ. Here αA = αP =
−0.3, µA = µB = 0.0001, h = 0.2, κA = 0.1, ρ = 0.5, σκ = 0.1, σγA = 0.5, σγP = 0.1,
ζ = 0.1.

After the immediate collapse of the community, decreasing contamination
level does not bring back the system to its previous state. System recovers
at relatively low level of contamination, thus forming a hysteresis loop. At
this parameter window, there is a bistability in the system and so the initial
abundance determine its persistence. The parameter window for bistability in-
creases with decreasing γ, which means that even before the whole community
collapse, the system is sensitive to its initial abundance. For the community
with very low mutualistic strength (γ), the MCT is comparably very low. Fur-
thermore, the region of bistability is broad and sometimes there is no recovery
from the collapse (see Fig. 2, for γ = 1).
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Figure 3 Threshold level of γ at which community collapses (MGC), increases with
contamination level (C). Parameters are same as in Fig. 2.

To understand the influence of contamination on the tipping of a commu-
nity, we plot the equilibrium abundance with respect to γ, for different level
of contamination level in the environment (see Fig. 3). Abundance decreases
with decreasing γ, and then experiences an abrupt collapse at a threshold, be-
low which the system is in the alternative stable state of very low abundance.
We call it minimum gamma for coexistence, hereafter MGC. We see that MGC
increases significantly with increasing contamination, for all the 4 networks.
Also the threshold of the recovery, after which system backs to its previous
stable coexistence state irrespective of all initial conditions, increases with in-
creasing contamination. As example, network A coexists, irrespective of initial
condition, for the mutualistic strength γ = 1, when there is no contamination
in the system. But the system posses bistability at γ = 1 for C = 0.5 and even
extinction state for C = 1 for any initial abundance.

Figure 4 MGC’s and MCT’s for all 105 empirical networks. (a) MGC increases with
increasing contamination level, (b) MCT decreases with decreasing average mutualistic
strength (γ). Parameters are same as in Fig. 2.
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Further, to verify the prevalence of our findings on the effect of contami-
nation on the coexistence and tipping of a mutualistic community, we plot the
MCT for different level of γ and MGC for varying contamination level (C),
for all 105 empirical networks mentioned in section 2.2.1 (Fig. 4). For all the
networks, the MCT decreases significantly with decreasing γ (Fig. 4.A). Also
MGC increases with increasing contamination (Fig. 4.B). Which implies that
in the presence of contamination, plant-pollinator communities with high av-
erage mutualistic strength (γ) will coexists. Also the communities with low γ
is prone to catastrophic collapse in the face of contamination.

3.2 The role of network topological properties in
maintaining the coexistence

In this section, we study the role of several network architectural properties
in maintaining the coexistence and the tipping of the community in the face
of contamination. To do so, we plot MCT for all 105 networks with four im-
portant properties of a mutualistic network, richness, connectence, nestedness
and modularity mentioned earlier, with varying average mutualistic strength
γ (Fig. 5). In order to understand the linear dependency of the MCT of a
community with the network properties, we mentioned the Pearson correla-
tion coefficient between them in each plot. The same analysis is done for the
case of MGC with varying contamination level in Fig. 6.

Figure 5 Pearson correlation coefficients of the MCT’s for all 105 networks, with the four
network architectural properties. Richness and nestedness is positively correlated with MCT,
whereas connectence and modularity shows the opposite trend. Here αA = αP = −0.1,
other parameters are same as in Fig. 2.

Species richness or diversity of a community has a significant positive cor-
relation with the MCT, which means species rich communities can delay the
abrupt collapse due to contamination (Fig. 5, 1st column). As γ increases,
MCT increases for all the networks, but surprisingly, correlation remains the
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same. Also richness is negatively correlated with MGC, for any contamina-
tion level (Fig. 6, 1st column). This implies networks with higher richness can
coexists with minimal average mutualistic strength γ under the toxin. Thus
richness is beneficial for the persistence of a mutualistic community in the
presence of contamination, which is agreeable to the previous studies where
community size increases resilience of a mutualistic community (Okuyama and
Holland, 2008) and also for the food webs (Garay-Narváez et al, 2013). Con-
nectence or linkage density has a positive correlation with the MGC, for varied
level of contamination (Fig. 6, 2nd column). Also connectence decreases the
ability of a network to persists under contaminated environment as it negative
correlated with the MCT (Fig. 5, 2nd column). So a densely connected mu-
tualistic community is found to be more prone to extinction in the presence
of contamination, which is opposite for the case of food web under pollution,
where connectence is positively correlated with the persistence of the system
(Garay-Narváez et al, 2013). Pollinators accumulate more contamination in
a densely connected network. So their body burden increases, which acts an-
tagonistically. Nestedness is beneficial for a mutualistic community as it is
positively correlated with MCT (Fig. 5, 3rd column) and negatively corre-
lated with MGC (see Fig. 5, 6, 3rd column, respectively). This indicates that
nested communities is more robust in the face of contamination in the envi-
ronment. Species in a nested networks are adhesively connected to a central
core of interaction and creates a positive feedback loop between the interact-
ing species. Harsh condition increases the dependency between the interacting
species and this is why nestedness is beneficial for a community under environ-
mental stress. The result is synergistic with previous studies (Saavedra et al,
2013; Rohr et al, 2014), where nestedness is shown to increase the tolerance
level of a community in a fluctuating environment. Modularity acts opposite as
nestedness as it has strong negative (positive) correlation with MCT (MGC)
( Fig. 5, 6, 4th column, respectively). A modular network is prone to collapse
under environmental stress, which is opposite of the antagonistic interactions
(Garay-Narváez et al, 2014). As species interactions are more restricted to spe-
cific modules, pollinators are more dependent with the plants within modules,
the biomass loss of which can promote the collapse of that specific module,
which in turn can trigger the extinction of the whole community.
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Figure 6 Pearson correlation coefficients of the MGC’s for all 105 networks, with the
four network architectural properties. Richness and nestedness is negatively correlated with
MGC, whereas connectence and modularity shows the opposite trend. All parameters are
same as in Fig. 5.

Overall MCT decreases with decreasing mutualistic strength and MGC in-
creases with increasing contamination, for all 105 real networks studied. Large
mutualistic community with high nestedness, low connectence and low mod-
ularity is found to be capable to functioning in the face of environmental
contamination. Correlation between the network metrices and MCT (MGC)
remains unchanged with varying the level of mutualistic strength (contamina-
tion). Which means that their linear associationship remains unchanged over
varying conditions. But the slope of the regression line increases with increas-
ing contamination level or decreasing mutualistic strength, in all the cases.
So the community is more dependent with its topological properties. Also the
variance of the data is higher, i.e., data points more scattered in the extreme
conditions. This implies the tipping points of the community collapse largely
varies over networks in harsh condition (i.e., less mutualistic strength and
higher contamination level).

Mutualistic networks are often nested, entailing a core of species with
many interactions among themselves, species with few interactions interacting
with proper subsets of species with many interactions and few if any interac-
tions among species with few interactions. Nestedness influences the positive
stability-complexity relationship of a mutualistic community by increasing the
positive feedback loop (Okuyama and Holland, 2008). Nestedness reduces ef-
fecting interspecific competition (Bastolla et al, 2009) and increase biodiversity.
Nestedness increases the community resilience to species extinction (Memmott
et al, 2004; Burgos et al, 2007). To verify the role of nestedness on the poten-
tial of the community to coexist under the contaminated environment, we plot
MCT and MGC for simulated mutualistic networks with increasing nestedness
(see Fig. 7). We use the algorithm stated in section 2.2.2 to simulate a network
with specified nestedness. The results for simulated network is synergistic with
that of the real empirical networks, MCT (MGC) increases (decreases) with
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nestedness. Also the positive effect of nestedness on evading the tipping signif-
icant under the deteriorating environment. Overall the more nested a network,
the more ability to functioning properly under the effect of contamination.

Figure 7 Mean + - sd of the MGC and MCT’s for simulated mutualistic communities with
increasing nestedness. Here number of plants, SP = 10, number of pollinators, SA = 40,
and C = 0.2, Fl = 0.2. MCT (MGC) increases (decreases) with nestedness, for varying
level of mutualistic strength and contamination level. Results are replicated 10 times. Other
parameters are same as in Fig. 5.

4 Intervention strategy

In this section, we developed an ecologically feasible strategy to manage or
delay the critical transition of a mutualistic community. Managing critical
transitions or tipping typically means delaying the global extinction or altering
global extinction to gradual extinction of individual species. Jiang et al (2019)
proposed a biologically feasible intervention strategy by selecting a targeted
pollinator species and then controlling its abundance or fixing its decay rate.
This simple but effective intervention strategy can mitigate the abrupt collapse
of a plant-pollinator community. In our system, we dealt with the agrochem-
ical use in plants which is contaminant to the pollinators. So we propose an
intervention strategy related to the management of the use of agrochemicals
viz. pesticides, herbicides etc. in plants. A recent field study conducted by
Pecenka et al (2021) claimed that decrease of the percentage of pesticide use
can dramatically increase the crop production. Inspired from this, we make
our strategy by selecting a ”targeted plant” from the community by a system-
atic way and then manage its contamination level, subsequent steps of which
is stated below.
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Figure 8 Equilibrium abundance of all species for the four networks A○ - D○, with and
without applying the proposed intervention strategy. Here green (red) circles represents
the pollinators (plants) and yellow circle represents the targeted plant. Size of the circles
represents the nodal degree of the species. Parameters are same as in Fig. 2, C = 1.5

Target plant: A large number of research devoted on quantifying the most
important node of a network or the central node of a network and the corre-
sponding measure is called centrality. The target plant we choose in our study is
the node with highest centrality. Of course there are many alternative measures
of centrality. To justify our consideration of centrality for the target plant, we
state here some widely used centrality measures for bipartite networks. Degree
centrality, the number of degree a particular node have; Eigenvector centrality,
the elements of the eigenvectors for the largest eigenvalue (Bonacich, 1987);
Page rank centrality, where a node have higher centrality if it is connected
to other nodes with high centrality. We choose degree centrality over all cen-
trality measures for its simple yet effective concept, as high degree plants acts
as hubs of a plant-pollinator community. Albeit all the centrality measures
gives the same nodes for most of the real networks we studied, mentioned in
section 2.2.1. Degree has generally been extended to the sum of weights when
analysing weighted networks (Newman, 2004; Barrat et al, 2004). It is equal
to the traditional definition of degree if the network is binary. However these
two measures give same nodes for all the empirical networks we studied.

After choosing the target plant, we reduce the pesticide load of it by half
(i.e. 50%). First we illustrate the effectiveness of the intervention for networks
A○- D○. We plot the equilibrium abundance with respect to average mutualis-
tic strength (γ) in contaminated environment, without and with intervention
strategy (see Fig. 8). Our results indicates that intervention strategy sig-
nificantly decreases the extinction threshold of the community (i.e., MGC)
with decreasing mutualistic strength. For instance, the network A○, C○ cannot
survive with average mutualistic strength γ = 1.5 in the contaminated envi-
ronment. But when intervention acts, the coexistence is restored, though some
of the species may go to extinction before the whole community collapse, but
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the global extinction is delayed (see Fig. B2 in Appendix B, for the time series
plots). Similar results holds for networks B○ and D○, for γ = 1.75 and 1.8, re-
spectively. However extinction of few species may be regarded as a precursor
of the critical transition in this case. Recovery threshold from the extinction
state with increasing γ is also shifted due to the intervention. Which means
that, community recovers from the extinction state for slight increase in mu-
tualistic strength, when intervention acts. To generalize our findings, we plot
the MGC for all 105 real networks for without and with intervention (Fig. 9).
We see that, intervention effectively decreases the MGC, for all real networks
considered, which means that the intervention strategy we proposed has the
enough potential to delay the tipping.

Figure 9 Threshold level of the mutualistic strength below which community collapses
(MGC’s), for all 105 empirical networks, with and without the intervention. Targeted inter-
vention can effectively decrease the MGC. Here αA = αP = −0.1, C = 2, other parameters
are same as in Fig. 2.

Importance of systematic targeting: We further studied the impor-
tance of finding a targeted plant to apply the intervention strategy. To do so,
we compare the effectiveness of the intervention for two cases; first, interven-
tion in the target plant and secondly, intervention in any arbitrary plant in the
community. We perform statistical significance test (see Appendix C) to the
MGC for the two cases mentioned above and see that the MGC for the sec-
ond case is significantly greater than the first case. That means the threshold
deteriorating mutualistic strength level, below which community collapses, sig-
nificantly decreases in case of targeted intervention. Therefore the intervention
strategy is maximally beneficial when we apply it to a plant which is targeted
in a systematic way.

5 Discussions

Plant-pollinator interactions are essential for terrestrial biodiversity and crop
production. Chemical contamination due to excessive use of agrochemicals is
an important driver of pollinator decline in the current era of anthropogenic
changes as habitat loss, climate warming, parasite infection etc. But a math-
ematical study integrating the effect of contamination on a plant-pollinator
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mutualistic community is still lacking. Here we modelled a multispecies plant-
pollinator community under the influence of environmental contamination,
where pollinators accumulate toxin from the plants. Accumulated toxin affects
pollinator decline rate and mutualistic strength between the plant and the pol-
linators, which in turn can act as a driver of abrupt and irreversible community
collapse, from the stable coexisting state to community extinction, also known
as tipping. We studied the effect of contamination level on the persistence of
the community. We also investigated the role of different network architectural
properties of a mutualistic community to maintaining the coexistence of the
community in the face of contamination. Finally we proposed an intervention
strategy regarding maintenance of the contamination level of a single target
plant which can significantly evade the catestrophic collapse of the community.

Species abundance in a mutualistic community decreases with contamina-
tion level (Fig. 2). Elevated pollinator decline rate and reduced mutualistic
strength due to contamination causes the population decline. Increasing con-
tamination beyond a certain threshold can cause a catastrophic community
collapse, as it triggers the two tipping elements of a plant-pollinator mutu-
alistic community. Now a system backs to its functioning state i.e., recovers
with much lower levels of contamination compared to MCT, thus forming a
hysteresis loop. Within this contamination range, the system can coexists or
may go to extinction, depending on the initial population level, thus showing
bistability. Contamination mediated bistability is ubiquitous in a wide range
of ecological systems (Huang et al, 2015; Banerjee et al, 2021; Chattopadhyay
et al, 2022) and our finding adds one extra dimension into it. The systems
with lower mutualistic strength has a very low potential to function under
contamination as it possess much lower level contamination tolerance (Fig. 4)
and broader bistability window (Fig. 2). Also there is sometimes no recovery
from the extinction in some networks studied, that means the community is
always prone to extinction, if the initial population is low. Further the MGC
level below which community collapses, effectively increases with contamina-
tion for all the empirical networks studies (Fig. 3, 4.B), indicating that a
plant-pollinator community needs higher mutualism strength to exists in the
face of contamination.

Highly nested speciose communities with less connectence and modularity
has the greater potential to endure contamination (Fig. 5, 6). Species rich-
ness is strongly positively correlated with MCT, the maximum threshold level
of contamination after which community collapses, is relatively high for large
systems. Also MGC, the minimum mutualistic strength below which commu-
nity extinct, is low for species rich communities. Therefore species diversity
has positive effects on the existence of a mutualistic community under contam-
ination stress. Our results agrees with the conclusions of the previous studies
(Okuyama and Holland, 2008; Thébault and Fontaine, 2010), where diver-
sity is shown to be positively associated with the persistence and resilience of
mutualistic communities. Connectence decreases with richness in mutualistic
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communities (Olesen and Jordano, 2002), which is also evident from our stud-
ied empirical networks (see Fig. A1.A in App. A). Local stability and degree of
localization (metrices of stability; ability of a system to absorb perturbations)
negatively depends on the connectence of a mutualistic community (Allesina
and Tang, 2012; Suweis et al, 2015). Also extinction cascades, the tendency
of secondary extinction of a mutualistic network increases with connectence
(Vieira and Almeida-Neto, 2015). Overall connectence has negative impact
on the stability of a mutualistic community (but see Okuyama and Holland
(2008); Thébault and Fontaine (2010)). Our results is synergistic with the pre-
vious findings, as the MGC (MCT) has positive (negative) correlation with the
connectence. Thus densely connected networks are less likely to function under
contaminated environment. Pollinator’s contamination body burden increases
when it is connected with more plants in a densely connected community,
which in turn affects it’s demographic rates. This makes the community more
prone to extinction under contamination exposure. Nestedness, the anomalous
property of a mutualistic network (Bascompte et al, 2003), can boost the abil-
ity of the system to persists, especially in extreme circumstances (Thébault
and Fontaine, 2010). Species in a nested networks are cohesively connected
to a central core of interaction, where generalists and specialists both inter-
acts with generalists and specialist-specialist interactions are rare. Nestedness
creates a positive feedback loop between the interacting species and increase
the diversity by reducing the interspecific competition (Bastolla et al, 2009).
Community response to cascading extinction of pollinators is minimized for
nested structure (Memmott et al, 2004). Nestedness has a positive effect on
community persistence, resilience and structural stability (Okuyama and Hol-
land (2008); Thébault and Fontaine (2010); Rohr et al (2014), but see Allesina
and Tang (2012); Campbell et al (2012)). Results from our empirical and sim-
ulated networks shows that nestedness is positively associated with system’s
ability to function in extreme conditions (high contamination level or low mu-
tualistic strength). The interdependence within species in a nested community
increases with deteriorating conditions which in turn delay the whole com-
munity collapse. Modularity has strong negative correlation with the system’s
persistence under contamination; MCT (MGC) is low (high) for the communi-
ties with high modularity. Interactions becomes restricted into modules which
prevents the stabilizing mechanism of mutualistic communities; specialists to
generalists interaction. That’s why high modular networks has low degree
of nestedness (see Fig. A1.B in Appendix A). Previous studies reported the
negative relationship of modularity with the persistence and resilience of a mu-
tualistic community (Thébault and Fontaine, 2010). However nestedness may
be beneficial for the stability of a food web network (Thébault and Fontaine,
2010), especially under the contaminated environment (Garay-Narváez et al,
2014), opposite to our observed trends in case of mutualistic communities.

We further proposed an ecologically plausible intervention strategy which
can helps a plant-pollinator community to function upto a certain extent
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of the increasing environmental contamination. Our intervention strategy in-
volves managing of the contamination level of a single plant in the community.
Reducing the contamination burden of it by half can effectively work as an
intervention strategy. To apply the intervention, we choose one target plant
from the community, the plant with highest interaction, i.e., highest degree.
Our study indicates that managing the highest degree plant in the commu-
nity can effectively evade the tipping of the community for decreasing average
mutualistic strength or increasing contamination level. Pollinators, from most
specialist to generalist status, are likely to interact with the highest degree
plant of the network, that’s why this is called the hub of the network. So re-
ducing the contamination burden of the most connected plant or hub of the
community can effectively decrease the net contamination burden of the pol-
linators, which implicitly reduces the detrimental effect of the contamination
on pollinators. This in turn helps the community to sustain by alleviating
the effect of the deteriorating environment. As a result the minimum average
mutualistic strength, below which the whole community collapses, effectively
decreases when intervention acts. The difference between the two sets of MGC
for all 105 real network studied is statistically significant when we apply the
management on any arbitrary plant in the community. So our study empha-
sise the importance of the highly connected plant in the case of management.
Furthermore, when intervention applies, extinction of some species is seen be-
fore the system reaches to its threshold tolerance level of the deteriorating
environment, which may be pointed out as the precursor of the whole commu-
nity collapse. Also the range of the bistability parameter window, where the
fate of the community is dependent on its initial population level, decreases
when intervention applies to the system. A recent study by Jiang et al (2019)
proposed a management strategy on plant-pollinator community by fixing the
abundance or the decay rate of a specific pollinator in the system and this
strategy has the potential to delay the tipping and speed up the recovery of the
system. Our proposed intervention adds extra dimension in the management
policy under contamination exposure, which involves management of plants.
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Appendix A Empirical networks plots

Figure A1 Correlation between network architectural properties for 105 empirical net-
works studied. Richness-connectence and nestedness-modularity are negatively correlated.

Appendix B Effectiveness of the intervention

Figure B2 Time series solutions for four networks A○ - D○, with and without applying
the proposed intervention strategy. Here C = 1.5, and γ = 1.5, 1.75, 1.5, 1.8 for the four
networks, respectively. Other parameters are same as in Fig. 8. Intervention can effectively
restore the communities from extinction.
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Appendix C Statistical hypothesis test for the
significance of targeting a plant

We verify that intervention in targeted plants is more effective than manage-
ment in arbitrary plants in the community. It is enough to prove that the
MGC’s for the case of randomly managed plants are significantly greater than
that of targeted plants. Let x and a be the vector containing MGC’s for the for-
mar and latter cases, respectively. We assumed that x is normally distributed
with mean m and let ā be the mean of a. Here we are to test the hypothesis:
”MGC’s for random intervention is equal to MGC’s for targeted intervention”.

So here we are to test the null hypothesis:
H0 : µ = 0,
against the alternative hypothesis:
H1 : µ > 0,
where µ is the mean of the vector y = x − ā, which is also a normal

distribution with mean m− ā and unknown standard deviation.
Then the suitable test statistic is given by t =

√
n(ȳ−0)
s , whose sampling

distribution is a t-distribution with n − 1 degrees of freedom, n is the size of
the vector y. ȳ is the mean of y and s2 = n

n−1S
2, S2 is the variance of y.

Let us test the hypothesis H0 at 5% level of significance, i.e., ε = 0.05.
Now the critical region at the significance level ε = 0.05 is t : t > tε, where

tε is given by P (t > tε) = ε, and t has t-distribution with mean n− 1 degrees
of freedom.

Here n = 105. From the density of the t-distribution with n − 1 degrees
of freedom, we have tε = 1.659. Thus the critical region for rejecting the null
hypothesis H0 is: t : t > 1.659 (see Fig. C3).

Now from our vector x, the MGC’s for random intervention case, the value

of the test statistic is t =
√
n(ȳ−0)
s = 10.69, which lies in the critical region.

Thus the null hypothesis H0 is rejected and alternative hypothesis H1

accepted at 5% level of significance.
So it is reasonable to believe that µ > 0, i.e., MGC’s for the randomly

managed plants is greater that that of targeted plants. In other words, tar-
geted intervention is more effective than intervention in arbitrary plants in the
community.
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Figure C3 Critical region of the for rejecting the null hypothesis is indicated by the grey
area, i.e., after the red vertical line.
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