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Abstract

Food web topology and energy flow rates across food web linkages can influence ecosystem
properties such as stability. Stability predictions from current models of energy flow are often
sensitive to details in their formulation, and their complexity makes it difficult to elucidate
underlying mechanisms of general phenomena. Here, within the maximum information en-
tropy inference framework (MaxEnt), we derive a simple formula for the energy flow carried
by each linkage between two adjacent trophic layers. Inputs to the model are the topological
structure of the food web and aggregate energy fluxes entering or exiting each species node.
For ecosystems with interactions dominated by consumer-resource interactions between two
trophic layers, we construct a model of species dynamics based on the energy flow predictions
from the MaxEnt model. Mathematical analyses and simulations of the model show that a
food web topology with a higher matrix dipole moment promotes stability against small per-
turbations in population sizes, where the matrix dipole moment is a simple nestedness metric
that we introduce. Since nested bipartite subnetworks arise naturally in food webs, our result

provides an explanation for the stability of natural communities.



Significance Statement

Traditionally, models of population dynamics use a large number of free parameters and are
generally too complex to study analytically. On the other hand, analytic approaches that
abstract away these complexities into random variables are prone to being unrealistic. We
take an approach that strikes a balance between detail and tractability. In a two-layer food
web, we model feeding interactions in a MaxEnt framework and treat other mechanisms
as random perturbations. An analytic analysis of the model shows that a simple nestedness
metric (the matrix dipole moment) has a high positive correlation with stability, thus bridging

food web topology with the stability of ecological communities.



Introduction

Food webs are a major component of modeling population dynamics in an ecosystem [1]]. Vari-
ous models and theories have been developed to predict trophic network structure (e.g., the niche
model [2]) and energy flows (e.g., the allometric trophic network [3} 4]]). Since energy flow rates
determine rates of biomass change, these models give rise to population dynamics whose stability
characteristics can be studied [3, 6]. However, these stability predictions are usually sensitive to
the detailed assumptions of the mechanisms involved, the choice of functional response (functional
form of the relationship between interaction strength and population sizes), and the choice of the
large number of free parameters [7, 8, 9]. Furthermore, due to the complexity of these models,
studies that aim to derive general features that characterize stable ecosystems have been focused
on simulations [[10, [11} 12, 5]. Their results therefore may not generalize well to systems beyond
those that were simulated.

A parallel line of work for studying ecosystem stability assumes as little as possible about
detailed mechanisms and models species interactions with independent random variables [[13, 14].
The simplicity of the model allows one to easily derive analytic predictions with great generality,
but the almost complete lack of mechanisms in the models means that they are far from being
realistic models of ecosystems. This could be a reason that these models tend to give rise to
counterintuitive predictions, e.g., larger systems are less stable [13]] and realistic network structure
is destabilizing in both predator-prey and mutualitic bipartite networks [14]. Systems with many

weak interactions are predicted to be less stable [14], even though simulations show otherwise



[10L11]] and empirical works have shown that weak interactions pervade natural communities [6].

In our work, we take an approach intermediate between the extreme of modeling ecological
mechanisms with as much detail as possible and the extreme of assuming almost nothing about the
mechanisms involved, aiming to achieve the generality obtainable from the latter while preserving
at least some of the realism achieved by the former.

Since energy flows are a crucial component of modeling population dynamics, we center our
model of population dynamics around a simple model of energy flow. We focus on a community
where interactions are dominated by feeding relationships between a consumer trophic layer and
a resource trophic layer. Given the allowed feeding interactions (the fopology of the food web)
and the aggregate energy flux through each species node, we derive the most probable energy flow
rates along the links of the food web as the solution to a simple set of equations. The equations are
solved analytically in the case of a perfectly nested topology.

The derivation relies on the principle of the maximization of information entropy (“MaxEnt”),
which allows one to make the least biased predictions consistent with some given prior informa-
tion. MaxEnt has led to successful theories in ecology for patterns such as species-abundance and
body-size distributions, species-area relationships, bipartite food web degree distributions in qua-
sistatic ecosystems, and topological nestedness in mutualistic bipartite networks [[15} (16} [17, [18]].
Although our MaxEnt model of energy flows is not as accurate—model predictions are on average
0.3 orders of magnitude apart from empirically observed flow rates—it still provides a reasonable
approximation given that the model is completely amechanistic.

The energy flows calculated from the MaxEnt model form the basis of the ecosystem’s commu-



nity matrix, whose entries describe how changing the total biomass of one species affects the rate
of change of the total biomass of another. Deviations from the MaxEnt energy flows and processes
not captured by energy flows (e.g., trophic efficiency) are modeled as random variables. We then
analytically investigate the stability characteristics of the resultant community matrix, leveraging
results from random matrix theory and perturbation theory. We discover mathematically that nest-
edness promotes stability for a quantitative metric of nestedness that we propose, which we call the
matrix dipole moment. The mathematical derivation is not a formal proof but a heuristic argument,
so we also conduct simulations to support the statement. We observe a correlation between 0.5 and
0.9 when 3 < Sk, S¢ < 20 and (Sgr, S¢) # (3,3), where Sg is the number of resource species in

the two-layer food web and S¢ is the number of consumer species.

Results

A MaxEnt Energy Flow Model in a Two-Layer Network

We model the distribution of flow rates from a resource (R) trophic layer to a consumer (C) trophic
layer. Here, the resource and consumer can be, for example, host and parasite, plant and herbi-
vore, or herbivore and carnivore. We construct from the flow rate distribution a corresponding
joint probability distribution f;; proportional to the energy flow between resource species ¢ and
consumer species j. The total Shannon information entropy [19] of the distribution is then maxi-
mized under constraints derived from prior information. The maximum-entropy distribution then

corresponds to a least-biased, most-probable energy flow rate distribution across the two trophic



layers of interest.
Consider a normalized energy flow matrix F' with entries f;; denoting the energy flow from
resource species 7 to consumer species j, where 1 < i < Spand 1 < j < Se. The normalization

is such that the aggregate energy flux from resources to consumers is unity:

Sk Sc

> fi=1 ()

i=1 j=1

Let £ denote the set of permissible linkages (7, j), where 1 < i < Spand 1 < 5 < Sc. In other
words, f;; = 0if (i,7) € E. The first 6 entries of table {I| summarize the main variables defined in
this subsection.

To apply MaxEnt, we need to specify a probability distribution whose information entropy is
maximized under given constraints. The simplest way to construct a probability distribution from
fi; 1s to simply reinterpret f;; itself as a probability distribution [20]. To understand the physical
meaning of the probability distribution f;;, imagine energy flow as the flow of packets of unit
energy. For any given time interval, if we randomly and uniformly choose one such energy packet
from all those that flowed into the consumer trophic layer, then the probability that this packet
flowed from resource species 7 to consumer species j is equal to f;;.

Now, since f;; is a probability distribution, we can define its Shannon information entropy [19]:

H(F*) == Y fiylnfy, )

(i,5)EE

where F™* is the vector containing the normalized energy flows along permitted linkages.



To find the optimal energy flow distribution /™, we maximize the entropy expression eq.
under constraints imposed by prior information on aggregate energy flows (d; and e;) through each
species. Here, e; is the aggregate energy flow entering consumer node j as a fraction of the total
energy entering the consumer trophic layer (3 ;€ = 1). Similarly, d; is the aggregate energy
flow exiting resource node ¢ as a fraction of the total energy exiting the resource trophic layer

(3=, d; = 1). Then, we have

Z fij =d; (3a)
J

(i,§)EE

Z fij = €. (3b)

(z‘,j%eE

Model flow rates are then obtained by maximizing the entropy expression eq. (2)) subject to the
constraints eq. (3).

Solving the optimization problem yields

fii = aib;, (4a)
where a; and b; satisfy
(LA)em
bj Z a; = 6]‘. (4C)
(if)e



Appendix S1 derives this result.

Note that eq. (4b)) and eq. (4c) above list S + Sc equations. However, they are not indepen-
dent: multiplying all a; by ¢ > 0 and dividing all b; by c leave eqgs. and unchanged.
Nevertheless, they generally give a unique positive solution in f;; = a,;b; (or, there may be no pos-
itive solution; see below). We can therefore fix one of the variables (e.g., a; = 1) and numerically

solve for the other Sk + S — 1 variables using Sk + Sc — 1 of the egs. and (c).

Perfectly nested topology

Since nested bipartite subnetworks are common in food webs [21, 22]], let us consider the case
where our two-layer network is perfectly nested.

The adjacency matrix A of the network is defined as A;; = 1[(¢, j) € E]. In other words, A;; is
1 if resource ¢ and consumer j are connected and 0 otherwise. Perfect nestedness means that there
is an ordering of resource and consumer species such that the 1s in the adjacency matrix occupy a
contiguous region that includes the leftmost column and topmost row.

The MaxEnt energy flow solution in the perfectly nested case can be presented intuitively if we
consider fitting the adjacency matrix into a unit square (fig. [I)), with the width of row 7 equal to d;
and the width of column j equal to ;. The region where links are disallowed (0Os in the adjacency
matrix) is colored black. Then the linkage existence boundary (the line separating the white and
black regions) will lie below the antidiagonal (blue in fig. [I); Appendix S2 proves this statement.

To compute the MaxEnt energy flow from resource ¢ to consumer j, let x.,;, be the x-coordinate

of where row ¢ meets the black region, and let ¥, be the y-coordinate of where column j meets



the black regionE] For the strip between the anti-diagonal and the black region, define w(y) to be
its horizontal width at distance y from the top of the square, and let i(x) be its vertical height at
distance x from the left edge of the square. Then the MaxEnt flow rates are given by the formula

. Uody b odw
fiy = Cdie; exp (/y m*/x m) ©)

‘min min

where C'is a normalization constant such that ZZ j ﬁj = 1. Appendix S3 derives this result.
Suppose the strip has roughly uniform horizontal or vertical width, so that we can write w(y) &
s and h(z) ~ s for some s. In addition, assume d; and e; satisfy energy equivalence [23], i.e.,
d;~1/Sgpand e; = 1/Sc. Then i, = 1+ s — i and Ypin ~ 1+ 5 — %, so the MaxEnt flow
rates fz’j increase exponentially with increasing é + SJ—C with rate 1/s. In other words, the flow
rates increase exponentially towards the bottom-right and the increase is faster when s is smaller,

i.e., the black region is closer to the anti-diagonal.

Empirical Testing

Although this paper focuses on the theoretical aspects of energy flow and stability, it is worth
testing the energy flow model against empirical data to make sure its predictions are reasonable.
Therefore, we tested our model against 14 empirical bipartite food web subnetworks from 9 com-
munities (table S1).

For each network studied, we calculated d; = »_, fi; and e; = _, fi;, where f;; are the

normalized empirical flow rates. Then, we substituted these values for d; and e; into eq. to

'z increases from O to 1 from the left edge of the square to the right edge. ¥ increases from 0 to 1 from the top
edge of the square to the bottom edge.
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obtain model flow rates f” We have excluded species of degree 1 in our analysis as the flow
through the linkage incident to such a species is always predicted with complete accuracy ( fij =
d; = fi; if the species is a resource and fij = ¢; = [;; if the species is a consumer).

To visualize how well our model fits the data, we constructed a histogram and box plot for
the distribution of log,o(fi;/fi;) (fig. ). 192 (91.4%) out of the 210 values of log,,(fi;/ fi;) lie
between —0.5 and 0.5, the root mean square is 0.294, and the interquartile range (IQR) is 0.242.
Our model thus predicts the order of magnitude of empirical observations accurately.

The box plot in ﬁg.shows 17 outliers (data points outside the interval [Q1 — 1.5IQR, Q3 + 1.5IQRY)).
This is expected as energy flow may depend on mechanisms specific to certain interspecific inter-
actions in natural communities, yet these mechanisms are neglected in the MaxEnt energy flow

model.

Nestedness Promotes Stability

Based on the MaxEnt energy flow model proposed above, we model the dynamics of a community
where interactions are dominated by consumer-resource relationships between two trophic layers.
Combining mathematical arguments and simulation, we will show that a nested network is more
likely to be stable.

One part of the argument assumes that the d; are similar in magnitude and the same assumption
is made for the e;. This roughly corresponds to the notion of energy equivalence in metabolic
theory, which has been shown both theoretically [23, 15, 24] and empirically [23] 25,26, 277].

The main variables defined in this section are summarized in the last 4 entries of table
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A Nestedness Metric: Matrix Dipole Moment

Since the notion of nestedness is informal, we first introduce a simple quantitative metric of nest-
edness which we call the matrix dipole moment (N,).

Suppose the species are labeled such that the degree decreases with increasing 7 and j. Let’s
fit the adjacency matrix into a unit square like in fig. |1} such that row ¢ has width d; and column j
has width e;. The areas corresponding to a 1 in the adjacency matrix are given a uniform positive
charge density while the areas corresponding to a 0 are given a uniform negative charge density
of the same magnitude. Then N, is defined as the dipole moment in the _ direction, normalized
such that the maximum possible value of N, is 1.

Note that perfect nestedness does not necessarily correspond to maximal N,,. The NV, value of a
perfectly nested network is higher when its linkage existence boundary is closer to the antidiagonal,
achieving the maximum of 1 when it follows the antidiagonal exactly.

While the concept of nestedness has traditionally been a property of the topology of the network
only, the definition presented above also depends on the aggregate energy flows d; and e;. If we
assume energy equivalence such that d; = 1/Sg and e; = 1/S¢, then we can write the following

formula for NV, that is a function of the topology £ only:

3 Sk Sc g — 1 j_l
N — . 1_ 2 2
=3 SCZZSW( P ) (©)

i=1 j=1
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where

+1 if(i,j) € E

Sij =

-1 if(i,j) ¢ E

Modeling Population Dynamics with Energy Flows

For a community of N species labeled 1,..., N, let x; be the aggregate biomass of all individ-
uals of species i. Then the dynamics of Z = (x1,...,zy) is modeled as a system of first-order

differential equations of the form

dz .
o = 1@ (7)

For full generality, we will not assume any particular form of the function f(Z). There is a rich liter-
ature on developing models for f(Z) that incorporate various ecological mechanisms; see Williams
et al. (2007) [[7] for a review.

The community matrix A/;; is defined as the Jacobian of f () at equilibrium, i.e.,

0x;

M = =
aij %o

®)

where f(Z) = 0. Near ¥ = 7, the differential equations governing the dynamics can be approxi-
mated as linear:

o M(E — 3). 9)

If all eigenvalues of M have negative real parts, then starting close enough to zy will cause the

system to converge to the equilibrium %, i.e., the equilibrium is stable. On the other hand, if
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M has an eigenvalue with a positive real part, then starting in the direction of the corresponding
eigenvector will cause the system to diverge away from the equilibrium, i.e., the equilibrium is
unstable. Therefore, to study the stability of the system, it suffices to study the eigenvalues of the
community matrix M.

Without assuming any particular form of f(Z), we will model M as a random matrix, following
prior work [[13}14]]. However, whereas these works assume little in addition to the type of interac-
tion studied, we will incorporate energy flows as derived from the MaxEnt energy flow model. In

this case, the coefficients of the community matrix are split into a sum of 3 components:

M = —dIl + M + X. (10)

Self-interaction terms are modeled as a diagonal matrix —d/ (d > 0). These terms represent in-
creased competition for resources within a species as its population grows. Consumer-resource
interaction coefficients are given by the matrix M , which we will call the consumer-resource com-
munity matrix. Letting the indices 1, . . ., Sk denote the resources and the remaining indices denote

the consumers, we assume that the consumer-resource community matrix takes the form

M = , (11)
BmoF)" 0

where

* F'is the matrix of energy flows f;;. Energy flow rates f;; are MaxEnt flow rates eq.
multiplied by i.i.d. random variables with positive support.
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* 17 is the matrix of trophic efficiencies, defined such that only a fraction 7;; of the energy
flow f;; from resource 7 to consumer j contributes to biomass growth of consumer j. The

efficiencies 7;; are modeled as random variables with positive support as well.
* © denotes the entry-wise matrix product (“Hadamard product”).
* «, [ are positive constants.

The effect of changing consumer populations on resource populations is described by entries of
—aF' and the effect of changing resource populations on consumer populations is described by
entries of 3(n ® F).

The third term X in eq. (I0) includes everything that is not modeled by the other two terms. For
example, it can include competition between different consumer species, mutualistic interactions,
interactions with other species in the ecosystem that are not modeled, etc. Without any assumption
on which of these mechanisms are present in the system and how they are modeled, we will simply
model X as a random matrix whose entries are i.i.d. normal random variables with mean 0 and
variance 0%. Since we are assuming that interactions in the system are dominated by consumer-

resource interactions described by M, ox will be small compared to the entries of M.

An Instability Metric for the Consumer-Resource Community Matrix

The eigenvalues of M are \; = A\, —d where \, are the eigenvalues of M + X . The largest real part
max; Re(\,) is the minimum value of d such that the system is stable. It therefore describes the
degree to which the system is prone to being unstable. Furthermore, by treating X as a perturbation

to M, we can obtain A} by adding first-order corrections to eigenvalues \; of M. These corrections
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have mean 0 and, when the entries of 7 are identical, their distribution is independent of F' for
almost all F”’s (Appendix S4.1.2). This justifies the use of the largest real part among eigenvalues

of M,

m,; = max Re();), (12)
?
as a measure of the instability of a consumer-resource community matrix M.

Nestedness Promotes Stability: The Mathematical Argument

Here, we present a heuristic mathematical argument that instability m ;; is typically smaller when
the energy flow network F' underlying M has higher nestedness N,.

Without loss of generality, suppose S > Sc—the argument is similar when S < S¢. Then
the eigenvalues ;\i of M can be shown to contain S r—S¢ zeros, and the remaining 25 eigenvalues
are +,/—afB¢; where ¢; are the Sc eigenvalues of (n © )" F (Appendix S4.1.1). If all ¢; are
non-negative, then all \; are purely imaginary and m,;; = 0. When all entries of 7 are the same
positive value 7, then (n ® F)TF = 5F " F is positive semi-definite, so all ¢; are non-negative.
Therefore, a positive real part in some \i only arises due to fluctuations in the entries of 7, resulting
in negative or non-real values of ¢;. This then causes some \; = +/—aB¢; to be positive, as a
result of which the instability m ; becomes positive.

Therefore, stability is enhanced when the positive semi-definiteness of 77/’ F' is more robust
to perturbations due to fluctuations in the entries of 7). In other words, stability is more likely when
the smallest eigenvalue of F'' F is larger. This heuristic measure for the stability of an energy flow

matrix F' constitutes the core of our argument.
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We will consider two separate cases: the case where the topology is perfectly nested and the

case where it is not.

Perfectly nested topology. The argument below assumes approximate energy equivalence, i.e.,
the d; are not too different from each other and neither are the e;.

Let’s first consider the case where all consumers consume different numbers of resources.
Then the MaxEnt energy flow solution F' is a non-singular matrix. According to the discussion
that follows eq. (3, the entries of F' decrease exponentially towards the top-left corner, and this
exponential decay is faster when the linkage existence boundary is closer to the antidiagonal, i.e.,
N, is higher. Thus, (FTF )ij = ﬁ . f; ( ﬁ denotes column k of F') decreases exponentially in
|i — 7|, with the exponential decay faster with higher values of N, as well. In other words, when
the topology is more nested according to N, the entries of F'" I’ are more concentrated on the
diagonal, thus resulting in larger eigenvalues that are less spread out (Appendix S4.2). This causes
the smallest eigenvalue of F'" I to be larger, resulting in more stability.

When there are consumers that consume the same number of resources, then their correspond-
ing columns in the MaxEnt flow rate matrix are equal and the smallest eigenvalue of F'' F is zero.
However, this is rarely the case in real food webs, where entries of F’ typically deviate from the
MaxEnt solution by about 0.3 orders of magnitude (see subsection Empirical Testing). When these
deviations are modeled as independent random variables that are added to the MaxEnt solution as
a perturbation, it can be shown that the original zero eigenvalues of F'' F' become positive, with

the smallest one typically larger for larger /V,, (Appendix S4.3).
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Non-perfectly-nested topology. Here, we provide a heuristic argument that a non-perfectly-nested
topology tends to be more stable for larger N,. We compare two networks that share the same
number of edges, d; and e;, but with different topologies: E, a non-perfectly-nested topology, and
E', a perfectly nested one. Suppose that £ can be obtained from £’ by moving 1s in the adjacency
matrix of £’ towards the bottom-right corner (left panel of fig. , thus decreasing N,. Our goal
now is to argue that a community with food web topology F ' is less likely to be stable than one
with topology E'.

Suppose that E is adequately represented as a typical sample from the distribution of random
topologies generated as follows: from a perfectly nested topology E, keep the (1, j)-edge with
probability p;q; where 0 < p;,q; < 1 (right panel of fig. . The linkage existence region of F
should contain that of £, so that its linkage existence boundary is towards the bottom-right of that
of E' (fig. ' Suppose fw = are the MaxEnt flow rates of E with the same d;, e;as E and £’
(see eq. @)). Then a; = @;/pi, b; = b;/q; solve egs. and in expectation, in the sense that
the expectation values of the left-hand sides over the randomness in £ equal the corresponding
right-hand sides. As a result, f;; = a;b; = fZJ /piq; approximate the MaxEnt flow rates of the

original network. Using this approximation, we obtain

EI(FTF)y] = E |16 k) € ENLGK) € B2 L | ™, 7 = (77 i,

- Pk Pjk -

Thus, the eigenvalues of F'T F' are expected to be distributed similarly to those of FTF, so the
stability of £ should be similar to that of E. Yet E is less stable than E’ since both are perfectly

nested and the latter has a linkage existence boundary closer to the anti-diagonal. Thus, F is less
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stable than E’, as desired.

Nestedness Promotes Stability: The Simulation

For each (Sg, Sc) with 3 < Sk, S < 20, we generated 105 S¢ random topologies. The sampling
algorithm is described in Appendix S5 and is designed to generate a wide diversity of nestedness
values. For each random topology, the MaxEnt solution is computed according to eq. (4) with d; =
1/Sk and e; = 1/S¢. Randomness is introduced by multiplying each flow rate by an independent
random variable following the distribution of 10% where X is a Gaussian with standard deviation
matching the empirically estimated value of 0.3 (see subsection Empirical Testing). The entries
of the efficiency matrix 1 were chosen to be exponentials of i.i.d. Gaussian random variables with
standard deviation 0.5 to approximate a realistic distribution of efficiencies. Since scaling the
entire efficiency matrix simply scales all eigenvalues of (n® F') " F', we chose the Gaussian random
variables to have mean 0 without loss of generality.

For each topology, we generated 1000 pairs (F,7) as described above and computed m =
max; Re(\/—_gzﬁj) where ¢; are the eigenvalues of (n ® F) " F, so that \/a8m is the maximum real
part of M, the part of the community matrix due to consumer-resource interactions. We use the
mean m of all the m values as our metric of instability of the given topology. A linear regression
is conducted between 7w and V), (eq. @), and the resultant correlation values for all (Sg, S¢) pairs
with 3 < Sg, Sc < 20 are plotted on a heat map (fig. d). All linear regressions give nonzero
slopes (all p-values are less than 10~?), and correlations range between —0.5 and —0.9 with the
sole exception of (Sg, Sc) = (3, 3). Correlation is stronger when Sy and S¢ are more different: it

is less than —0.7 when S > 2S¢ or S¢ > 2Skg.
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To visualize the relationship between the instability metric 72 and the nestedness metric IV, we
plotted 7 against IV, for 600 topologies generated with Sk = 10, S¢ = 6 (fig. [5). Despite some
scatter, the negative trend is manifest.

In Appendix S6, we investigate the relationship between instability and nestedness using 4
nestedness metrics (N, plus three other metrics from the literature) and 2 instability metrics (7 and
an additional metric p,,~(, defined as the proportion of m values that are positive). We consistently
obtain negative correlation betwen instability and nestedness when Sy and S¢ are sufficiently large
and not too close to each other. The correlation between stability and nestedness is not as strong
with the three existing nestedness metrics as it is with V), which is expected since the argument

that nestedness promotes stability is specific to the /V,, nestedness measure.

Discussion

Traditionally, theoretical approaches to stability often assumed very little about the system [[13}14]
or attempted to model the system in as much detail as possible [9]. Our approach is intermediate
between the two. While it attempts to somewhat realistically model real systems by incorporating
some mechanisms (in our case, the effect of energy flow on community matrix coefficients), the
model remains simple enough that analytic mathematical arguments can be applied, even for large
systems. As a result, compared to approaches that model the system in detail, which are often
restricted to small systems of only a few species, we were able to break this restriction and make
predictions about systems of arbitrary size. Our model also has a lot fewer free parameters than

models based on functional response. In fact, the only adjustable parameters in the simulation are
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the algorithm for generating random topologies and the distributions of the random variables used
to construct the community matrix (efficiency values and perturbations to the MaxEnt energy flow
rates). Therefore, whereas stability predictions from functional response models tend to be sensi-
tive to the parameters and specific functional forms of the functional response [7, 8, 9], predictions
from our model are more robust.

Also, unlike the stability studies that assumed little about the system [[13} [14], our results are
consistent with empirically established features that characterize ecosystems. One general feature
of ecological communities is “many weak interactions” [6} 5, 28], which have been shown to
promote stability in simulations [10, [11] as well as empirical food webs [12,5]. When V,, is high,
high values of energy flow are produced right below the antidiagonal of the energy flow matrix and
the region above the antidiagonal is filled with exponentially smaller energy flows, reproducing the
phenomenon of “many weak interactions.” Another tendency of empirical food webs is intervality,
the property that the species can be ordered such that each predator’s prey are contiguous in the
ordering [29]]. We note that interval food webs arise from a high-/N,, MaxEnt flow network when
the weakest links—those in the top-left corner of the adjacency matrix—are dropped (e.g., because
they are below the measurement threshold). Thus, our finding that networks with high N, tend to
be more stable is consistent with the prevalence of interval food webs observed in real ecosystems.
Finally, it is worth noting that the pattern where interactions are stronger near the linkage-existence
boundary of a nested network has been shown to promote stability in bipartite mutualistic networks
[30]]. Our results can therefore be viewed as an extension of this trend to two-layer food webs.

Our results provide a partial explanation for stability in communities dominated by consumer-
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resource interactions between two trophic layers. First, a nested topology is generated by known
mechanisms, such as body size constraints [31, 32} 33, [34} 35] and phylogenetic constraints [31,
36l]. Then, according to the results derived in this paper, the energy flows typical for a nested

topology give rise to population dynamics that are more likely to have a stable equilibrium.

Conclusion

We constructed a model of population dynamics in a community dominated by trophic interac-
tions between two trophic layers. The main assumptions are the maximum entropy principle for
modeling energy flows underlying the population dynamics, and approximate energy equivalence,
which can also be derived from MaxEnt [15)]. We introduced a new quantitative nestedness metric
that is simple and intuitive—the matrix dipole moment V. It is a good predictor for stability in
our model of population dynamics, as shown through both heuristic mathematical arguments and
simulations.

Our results show that incorporating a small number of mechanisms—fewer than “fully fleshed-
out” models that specify the functional response of all interactions, but more than “bare-bones”
models that model interactions as i.i.d. random variables—can give rise to a minimally realistic
model that yields powerful and general analytic predictions. We encourage future researchers to

further explore this kind of approach in ecological modeling.
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Tables

Table 1: List of important variables defined in this paper.

Variable | Definition

Sk | Number of resource species in the two-layer food web

Sc | Number of consumer species in the two-layer food web

E | The topology of the food web as a set of pairs (7, j) where resource i (1 <
i < Sg) is connected to consumer j (1 < 5 < S¢)

fi; | Energy flow rate from resource ¢ to consumer j, normalized according to
eq. (1)

d; | Aggregate energy flow rate exiting resource species ¢, normalized such that
> idi=1

e; | Aggregate energy flow rate entering consumer species j, normalized such
that ), e; =1

N, | The matrix dipole moment, the new nestedness measure introduced in this
paper; see eq. (6)

M | The (Sg + Sc) x (Sg + Sc¢) community matrix, defined as the Jacobian
matrix at equilibrium of the first-order ODE system modeling population
dynamics

M | The contribution to the community matrix due to consumer-resource inter-
actions in the two-layer food web; see eq. (11)

my; | The largest real part of any eigenvalue of M; measures the instability of the

system
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Figure 1: Illustration of definitions of Yyin, Zmin, w(y) and h(z) in the MaxEnt solution to energy
flows in the case of perfect topological nestedness.
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Figure  2: Histogram  and  box-and-whisker  plot  of  log,(fi;/fij)-

RMS = 0.294, Q1 = —0.164, Q3 = 0.078.
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Figure 3: Left: Non-nested topology E' is generated by moving 1s in the adjacency matrix (white
cells) of nested topology E’ into the black region. Right: F is generated by changing 1s in the
adjacency matrix of nested topology E to Os, shown as crossing out white cells. The red dashed
lines are the linkage existence boundaries of £’ and E, respectively.
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Figure 4: Heat map showing the correlation between instability (72) and nestedness (/V,,) for each
(SR, Sc) pair with 3 S SR, SC S 20.
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Figure 5: Plot of instability metric 7 versus nestedness metric N, for 600 randomly sampled
topologies with S = 10, S = 6.
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S1 Derivation of the MaxEnt Energy Flow Solution for

General Topology

The Lagrangian is given by

ﬁ(F*J‘i,)\) = _Zfijlnfij - Z/ﬁi (Zfij - di) - ZAj (Zfij - €j>, (S1)
0] i J J i

where we didn’t include the normalization condition eq. (1) as a constraint as it is already implied
by the constraints eq. (3a) and eq. (3b).
We now need to solve for

VL =0. (S2)

Note that % = (0 and % = 0 recover the constraint equations eq. (3a) and eq. (3b). On the other
i J

L _ (o
hand, o = 0 gives

—lnfij—l—/ﬁi—)\j:()
fiy=ehT

fij = ab; (S3)

1 PV
where a; = ¢ %72 > 0and b; = e 72 > 0.
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S2 Proof That the Linkage Existence Boundary Lies Below

the Antidiagonal

Suppose there’s a point on the linkage existence boundary that is above the antidiagonal. Let that
point be the intersection of horizontal line /;, and vertical line /,. Then the total flow below [,
(equal to its distance to the bottom side of the square) is larger than the total flow to the left of [,
(equal to its distance to the left side of the square), which is impossible since the former is a strict

subset of the latter.

S3 Derivation of the MaxEnt Energy Flow Solution for a

Perfectly Nested Topology

Let’s verify that the MaxEnt energy flow formula given in the main text is correct.

Since x;, only depends on ¢ and y,,;, only depends on j, we can factorize fij = a;b; where

Uoda Uody
a; X d; exp (/ —) and b; x e;exp (/ —)
i () T v W (Y)

‘min

It now suffices to verify

Due to the symmetry between the indices ¢ and j, we only need to show the former, and the proof
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for the latter would be nearly identical.

Substituting the expression for fij gives the following statement that we have to verify:

Z diexp(/yl%—i-/zl %):1/0 (S4)

‘min min

is constant in 7.

Let’s define x,,(y) to be the maximum x such that (x,y) is in the white region (including the
boundary) of the square, and y,,, () is similarly defined as the maximum y such that (z, y) is in the
white region (including the boundary) of the square. Furthermore, for any = in column j (excluding
its left and right edges), h(z) = y,,(z) +x — 1; and for any y in row i (excluding its top and bottom
edges), w(y) =z, (y) +y — 1.

For any z in column j (excluding its left and right edges), the left side of eq. (S4) can be

rewritten as

/ym(ﬂc) (/1 dy/ + /1 dx/ ) d
exp Y
0 ym (z) xm(y/) +y -1 zm (y) ym(gj’) +a' -1

or

1 dy ) Ym () 1 dz’
exp / v / exp ( / ) dy, (S5)
( ym () .Tm(’y) +y— 1 0 Tm (y) ym(x/) +a' =1

which we wish to show to be independent of x over all of [0, 1] except for those points at which
Ym(z) is discontinuous.
To avoid issues that may arise due to these discontinuities, let’s write the linkage existence

boundary as a parameterized curve (z(t),y(t)) for 0 < ¢ < 1, which goes from (1, 0) in the top-
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right corner at ¢ = 0 to (0, 1) in the bottom-left corner at ¢ = 1. The parameterization is such
that the curve is continuously differentiable everywhere except at the corners, where it is only
continuous.

Consider applying integration by parts to the following integral:

/Oto(f(t) +9(t)) exp (/to ) j_c(yt/()t,) — dt’) dt
= (a(to) +y(to) — 1) exp ( / e &/) - )
—i(t)

[ o0 e ([ o) st
= (x(to) +y(to) — 1) exp (/to @) f?%) — dt) + /Oto x(t) exp (/to o) jg;)t,) — dt’) dt.

Moving the integral on the right-hand side to the left side cancels out the 7(t) in the integrand on

the left-hand side, giving

/0 “ i) exp ( /t : o f%) — dt) dt = (2(ty) + y(ty) — 1) exp ( /: =0 f;t()t) — dt) |

Therefore, we obtain

S} = e </ 1) [ i0ee ([ e

’ (1) ' y(t)
= (x(to) + y(to) — 1) exp (/to P r— dt—{—/to 2O+l =1 dt) . (S6)

Note that S(t,) becomes eq. when we set t to the number such that z(¢y) =
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It now suffices to show that S(¢y)/S(t1) = 1 for any 0 < t¢,¢; < 1. Indeed,

S(to)  x(to) +y(to) — 1 ox n (1) n y(t
S(t)  a(t) +ylt) —1 </to z(t) +y(t) — 1 e /to z(t) +y(t) — 1 dt)
_x(to) +ylto) — 1 ox i) +y(t)
Ta(t) fyt) 1T (/to z(t) +y(t) — 1 dt)
— ig?; 1 zg?; : 1 exp (ln(x(t) +y(t) — 1){:})
-1,

hence completing the proof.

S4 Details of the Stability Argument

S4.1 The spectrum and perturbation theory of M

S4.1.1 Spectrum of 1/

. 0 A
Let’s write M = where A= —aFand B= (n® F)".

B 0

Let’s first look at the relationship between the eigenvalues/eigenvectors of AB and those of
BA. For any ;1 € C, let T), be the p-eigenspace of AB, where T, = {0} if 1 is not an eigenvalue

of AB. Similarly, let S, be the p-eigenspace of BA. We notice the following:

» If p # 0, then ABT,, = T, and BAS,, = S,,. Thus, T, and S, are related by 7,, = AS,
and S, = BT, and dim(7),) = dim(S,,). As a result, x is an eigenvalue of AB iff it is an

eigenvalue of BA.
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 If u = 0, then 7 is just the kernel of AB and S is the kernel of BA.

- AB 0
Now, M? = , whose p-eigenspace is just 7, & S,,.

0 BA
« For a nonzero eigenvalue 1 of M2, the possible corresponding eigenvalues of M are A =
+,/p and the corresponding eigenvectors take the form v & v where v € T), and v € S,.
Now, writing M (v @ u) = A(v & u) gives Au = \v and Bv = u, so the eigenspace of M

corresponding to an eigenvalue A = £, /it # 0is {(A\v) @ (Bv) : v € T},}.

« For an eigenvalue 1 = 0 of M?2 (if one exists), the corresponding eigenvalue of M is A =
+,/1 = 0 and the corresponding eigenvectors take the form v & u where v is in the kernel

of B and w is in the kernel of A.

S4.1.2 Perturbation theory of 1/

(Note: Every square matrix in this section is assumed to be diagonalizable.)

Consider adding to M a random perturbation X whose entries are i.i.d. normal with mean
0 and variance o2 that is small. This perturbs the eigenvalues A of M such that they become
A, = :\i + 55\2‘- Let’s derive a formula for 55\,~ to first order in X to show that the mean is O and,
when the entries of 7) are constant, the joint distribution is independent of F' when all its singular
values are distinct and positive.

For an eigenvalue X of M with multiplicity m > 1, let vy,09,...,7,, be a basis for its
eigenspace Dj5. Since M and M have the same characteristic polynomial, M also has a left

eigenspace E7 spanned by ’lI}I, w;, ..., W , corresponding to eigenvalue A
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Under the perturbation X, the perturbed eigenvectors can be decomposed as 0, + dv;, where

U; € D5 and 6v; L E;\E| The deviations 7; from the eigenspace can be considered to be small, so

(M + X)(0 + 60;) = (A + 0N (T, + 69;)

M 6%; + X0, = X 60; 4+ (67,

(S7)

where second-order terms have been neglected. Multiplying both sides of eq. by zb;r from the

left gives

Satsn 1ot yest — St t 5T
AD;00; + W; XV = A0jov; + Wi (ON)0;

WX T, = wivi(6N).

J g J T

Let’s define the matrices

W_[wl Wy ... wml V_[vl vy ... vm] VVI_{U'I vh

|

(S8)

where column 7 of 1/ is just the coefficients of writing v/ as a linear combination of the v;. Also,

’Here, we have assumed that D; @ ES% = V, where V = C®rT5¢ ig the entire vector space. This assumption

should generally hold since dim D5 = m and dim E:\l = Sr + Sc — dim E5 = Sg + S¢ — m. Also, we know that

it holds for Hermitian matrices where D5 = Ej.
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define the diagonal matrix JA = diag(éj\l, oy .. )8 :\m) Then eq. can be rewritten as

WIXVV' = WIVV/6A

(WIV) WXV = V/6AV' ! (S9)

Thus, the problem becomes diagonalizing the matrix on the left-hand side of eq. (S9), and the
resultant eigenvalues will be the perturbations to the original degenerate eigenvalue A.

When M is Hermitian, we can choose W and V to be equal unitary matrices and eq.
becomes the first-order perturbation theory result from quantum mechanics.

Let’s now study the distribution of the eigenvalue perturbations oN;. If we uniformly choose
from {55\1, oo, .., 65\m} at random then the expected value is

lEmwmy:%Mummvrwavnzu

m

The last step used the fact that every entry of (WTV)~1WTXV is a linear combination of entries
of X, all of which have zero mean.

Now, consider the case where all singular values of F' are distinct and positive. This is true
almost surely when F' is chosen to be the MaxEnt solution with random perturbations added to

its entries to model deviations from the MaxEnt solution. Assume also that the entries of 1 are

B 0 —aF
constant. WLOG, let them all be 1. Then M = . According to section [S4.1.1} the

BET 0

3This is the most reasonable thing to do when asking the question “What’s the perturbation to eigenvalue A7 when
the eigenvalue is degenerate. Any other interpretation such as asking about the smallest value among the eigenvalue
perturbations would break the symmetry of the degeneracy.
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nonzero eigenvalues are the & square roots of the nonzero eigenvalues of —a3FF'" (or, equiva-
lently, —aBF " F). Therefore, there are 2min(Sg, S¢) nonzero eigenvalues of the form +iv/a B0y,
where oy, are the min(Sg, S¢) singular values of F', and the remaining |Sr — S¢| eigenvalues are
Zero.

WLOG, suppose Sg > Sc. Write the SVD of F as F' = Zfﬁl orvru, . By section
the eigenvectors of M corresponding to singular value o}, of F are (Fiv/aBoyvy) @ BF v, =
(tivaBoy) & (Bopug). Let’s scale it to (diy/avg) & (\/Buk) for simplcity. Similarly, we can
obtain the corresponding left eigenvectors: (:Fz\/Bv,;r) &) (\/au;) Finally, if vg41,...,vg, 15
basis of the nullspace of F'', then v, & 0 (S + 1 < k < Sg) form a basis of the nullspace of M.

Consider the orthonormal basis consisting of the vectors vy @ 0 (1 < k < Sg) and 0 & uy
(1 <k < S¢). In this basis, the eigenspaces of M are solely a function of « and /3: the dependence
on the entries of /" has been absorbed into the change of basis. Therefore, if we always work in this
basis constructed from the left and right singular vectors of ', then the set of V' and WW matrices
for the eigenspaces and left eigenspaces of M will be independent of F'. Thus, the distribution of
eigenvalue perturbations given by eq. (S9) will be independent of ' as long as the distribution of
the perturbation matrix X is invariant under the change of basis. Indeed, since the new basis is

orthonormal, the change-of-basis matrix B is orthogonal. Then (BTX B)ij=>" ol By B Xy 1s
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distributed normally with mean 0 and

Cov((B"XB)ij,(B"XB)y;) = > BiiBijBy By Cov(Xu, Xpr)

kLK U

= Z Bk’iBljBki/Blj’O2

k.l

2
= 6ii’5jj’0 .

So B"X B is a random matrix with i.i.d. normal random variables with mean 0 and variance o2,
just like X. This completes the proof that the first-order perturbations to the eigenvalues of M
are independent of F' when the entries of 7 are equal and the singular values of F' are distinct and

positive.

S4.2  Perfectly-nested non-singular F: F'F has larger eigenvalues that are
less spread out when N, is high

Let’s treat off-diagonal elements of F'T F as a perturbation J A to the diagonal part A of F'T F'. Note
that both A and 0 A are symmetric matrices, so that we can directly cite perturbation theory results
from quantum mechanics, which apply to Hermitian matrices.

The eigenvalues of A are just the elements on the diagonal, a; = f: . ﬁ When N, is high,
the variance of the components of f; is high, i.e., the mean of the squares of the components of f;
is high (the square of the mean of the components is a constant 1/5%). Thus, ﬁ . ﬁ is high, thus

showing that the eigenvalues of A are larger for larger V,,.

Let’s now look how the perturbation J A changes the eigenvalues.
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For a non-degenerate eigenvalue a;; corresponding to the unit eigenvector e;, the first-order

perturbation to the eigenvalue is 0 A;; and the second-order perturbation is

ﬁ (S10)

ji i i

Each individual term in the sum is positive when a;; > a;; and negative otherwise, meaning that

eigenvalues smaller than a;; push it upwards and eigenvalues larger than a;; push it downwards, a

phenomenon known as level repulsion in quantum mechanics [37]. The effect of level repulsion

spreads the eigenvalues out, with the effect greater when the perturbation is larger, i.e., when [V, is
smaller.

For a degenerate or near-degenerate eigenspace spanned by unit eigenvectors e; for 7 € I, com-
puting the second-order perturbation according to the formula above gives values that explode.
This is interpreted as a nonzero first-order perturbation, which can be calculated using degener-
ate perturbation theory. The result is that the first order perturbations to a;; for ¢ € [ are given
by the eigenvalues of the symmetric matrix 5A = (0A;;)ijer- The sum of these eigenvalues is
tr(cgl) = 0, whereas the sum of the squares of the eigenvalues is tr(51v42) = > i er 047, Thus,
the original degenerate eigenvalues a;; (i € I) of A are now split (known as level splitting in quan-
tum mechanics), and the spread of the resulting eigenvalues is greater when the entries of SA are

greater, i.e., when N, is smaller.
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S4.3  Case where some consumers share the same set of resources

Since the eigenvalues of T F are the squares of the singular values of F, let’s study those instead.
Treating the random deviation from the MaxEnt matrix as a perturbation, i.e., F' = F + AF, the
zeros among the singular values of F' become the singular values of 2}/7, defined as AF with
its domain restricted to the nullspace of F' and image projected onto the left nullspace of F' (see
below). This is an (Sg — S) x (S¢ — S) random matrix where S is the rank of F'. If the entries
of this random matrix are i.i.d. normal with variance o2, then according to the Marchenko-Pastur

distribution [38]], the smallest singular value is approximately

|Sr — Sc
VSr—S++VSc— S

a‘\/SR—S—\/Sc—S):a (S11)

for large S — S, S¢ — S. The smallest singular value of AF is larger when S is larger, i.e., when
the topology is more nested according to /N,. In this case, the smallest singular value of F'is also

larger, translating to the smallest eigenvalues of F'' F' being larger, hence increasing stability.

Derivation of the perturbation to the zero singular values of a matrix. Write the SVD of F as F =
>, 0xUi V) where oy, are the distinct singular values with multiplicities d,, U = [U1 Uy ... Uk}

is unitary, and V' = |:‘/1 Vo ... Vk:| is unitary. Write the SVD of the perturbed matrix F' as

F+ AF =) (Up + AU)Uk(or g, + ASp)Vi (Vi + AV, (S12)
k
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where A, is diagonal, Uy, Vi € U(dg), ka/k* ~ [, to first order (unless o, = 0), Uy AU, =~ 0

to first order and V,* AV}, ~ 0 to first order. To first order, eq. (S12) can be rewritten as

AF =) (ok(AUk)Vk* + 0 Up(AVR)* + o Un(Up Vi — 13,)Vir + UkUk(AEk)Vk*Vk*) . (S13)
k

To obtain the singular value perturbations AY;,, we multiply from the left by U and from the

right by V}, to obtain
U (AF)Viy & 040Uk Vi = La,,) + Uno (AZ0) V. (S14)
If 0, = 0, then this becomes
Ui (AF) Vi & Up (AZ)VE, (S15)

as desired.

S5 Random topology sampling

Traditionally, a random topology is generated by setting each element of the adjacency matrix to
an independent Bernoulli random variable. However, this results in poor diversity in nestedness

ValuesE] Instead, we use the following algorithm that allows us to freely adjust the nestedness

“We generated 10° adjacency matrices this way for Sg = 6,Sc = 4,p = 0.5, and only 1.4% were perfectly
nested. This fraction decreases exponentially with Si and S, so that when Sp = 8, S¢ = 6, we found that none of
the 10° randomly generated adjacency matrices were perfectly nested.
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through the “number of swaps” parameter s:

1. First, randomly generate a perfectly nested topology according to the procedure outlined

below.

2. We repeat s times: uniformly choose an edge at random and move it to a uniformly random
new location that doesn’t have an edge. Equivalently, a uniformly chosen 1 and uniformly

chosen 0 in the adjacency matrix are swapped.

3. Check whether or not the resultant network is valid, i.e., every species has positive degree and
an energy flow solution exists under our assumption of energy equivalence. If the network is

invalid, we start over.

s can be understood as a temperature parameter: when s = 0, the output network is perfectly
nested; as s is increased, more swaps have been introduced to the initial perfectly nested network,
so that the output network is less nested.

We generated 25 random topologies for each value of s between 0 and 0.45gS¢.

Random nested topology generation. A nested topology is defined by its linkage existence bound-
ary. It is made of several alternating vertical and horizontal segments from the top-right corner to
the bottom-left corner (e.g., red dashed lines in main text fig. 3 for £ and E). Let S be the number
of vertical segments (or, equivalently, horizontal segments); this number is 6 in the left panel of
fig. 3 for £’ and 4 in the right panel for E.To generate a random nested topology, we first choose .S
uniformly at random between 2 and min(Sg, S¢). Afterwards, we choose the horizontal positions

of the S —1 vertical segments (excluding the rightmost one) uniformly at random (without replace-
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ment) from the Sc — 1 possible horizontal positions. Similarly, we choose the vertical positions
of the S — 1 horizontal segments (excluding the bottommost one) uniformly at random (without

replacement) from the Sr — 1 possible vertical positions.

S6 Comparison with Existing Nestedness Metrics

Here, we study the correlation between nestedness and instability using the following 4 metrics of
nestedness and 2 metrics of instability.

4 metrics of nestedness:
* The matrix dipole moment N,, as defined in the main text.
* Nestedness by overlap and decreasing fill NODF [39]].

* The nestedness metric N = 1 — T'/100, where T is the matrix temperature. T was defined
first in [40], but the definition was ambiguous, so we implement 7" based on BINMATNEST

[41].

* The nestedness metric Ny = 1 — 4d/SgSc, where d is the nestedness discrepancy [42].
Equivalently, this is N; = 1 —dy where d; is a normalized version of discrepancy introduced

by [43].

To reduce computational costs, the algorithm for finding the maximally packed configuration is by
simply ordering the species in decreasing degree.

2 metrics of instability:
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¢ m, as defined in the main text.

* pms0, the proportion of m values that are positive among the M matrices samples for a given

topology.

For each pair Sg, S¢ with 3 < Sg, S¢ < 50, we sampled 250 topologies with a roughly equal
number of topologies for each s from 0 up to 0.4SxSc. For each topology, 250 M matrices were
sampled, from which the instability metrics 7 and p,,,~o were calculated. A linear regression was
performed between each of the two instability metrics and each of the four nestedness metrics, and

the resultant r-values are plotted on a heat map for each (Sg, S¢) pair (fig. .
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Figure S1: Correlation betwen instability and nestedness for each (Sg, S¢) pair with 3 < Sg, S¢ <
50 for each instability metric (7, p,,,~() for each nestedness metric (/V,, NODF, N, Ny).

We notice significant negative correlation regardless of the instability metric or nestedness
metric used, as long as Sk and S¢ are not too close to each other and are sufficiently large. In
addition, we notice that the negative correlation is present even when S or S¢ are small if we use
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the N, or NODF metrics, as long as (Sg, S¢) # (3,3). As expected, the negative correlations are

the strongest for N,,.
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Supplementary Tables

Table S1: Information regarding the food web networks involved in the empirical data analysis.
For the “Resources” and “Consumers” columns, the format for each cell is [# of species]: [list of

species separated by commas].
Reference Ecosystem type Resources Consumers Total # | Topologically
linkages nested?
[44] Riparian 6:  Amorphous detritus, Diatoms, | 8: Potamopyrgus antipodarum, | 40 Yes
Leaves, Filamentous algae, Macro- | Gammarus lacustris, Tubificida
phytes, Fungi (a), Physidae, Lumbricidae, Chi-
ronomidae, Simuliidae, Other *
[45] Forest streams 14:  Elmidae, Copepoda, Cerato- | 2: Desmognathus quadramacula- | 28 Yes
pogonidae, Hexatoma, Diptera (non- | tus, Eurycea wilderae
Tanypodinae), Tanypodinae, Maccaf-
fertium, Paraleptophlebia, Serratella,
Amphinemura, Isoperla, Leuctra, Tal-
laperla, Wormaldia
[46] Mangrove; sea- 12: Tanaidacea, Copepoda, Isopoda, | 5: Haemulon flavolineatum, | 41 No
grass bed Amphipoda, Mysidecea, Bivalvia, Gas- | Haemulon sciurus, Lutjanus apo-
tropoda, Decapoda, Fish, Sediment, | dus, Lutjanus griseus, Ocyurus
Other T, Unidentified chrysurus
Coral reef 4: Decapoda, Fish, Sediment, Uniden- 13 No
ifi
1471 Freshwater trib- E1: elsietritus, Algae, Invertebrates, Inor- | 2: Chinese mitten crab, Red | 8 Yes
utary ganic matter swamp crayfish
[48] Beech wood 2: Inorganic matter, Non-particulate or- | 6: L. terrestris, L. castaneus, 12 Yes
ganic matter Aporrectodea caliginosa, Apor-
rectodea rosea, O. lacteum, O.
cyaneum
[49] Estuary (meso- | 2: Bay anchovy, Menhaden 3: Blue fish, Summer flounder, | 6 Yes
haline) Striped bass
[S0] Tropical island 2: Coleoptera adult, Adult spider 2: Hummingbirds, Elaenia 4 Yes
3: Coleoptera larva, Diptera larva, Ants | 4: Bullfinch, Coleoptera adult, 11 Yes
Centipede, Orthoptera
2: Collembola, Mites 4: Coleoptera larva, Diptera larva, | 8 Yes
Ants, Thysanoptera
2: Detritus, Fungi 2: Collembola, Mites 4 Yes
2: Wood, Detritus 2: Coleoptera larva, Isoptera 4 Yes
[S1] Halodule 3: Meiofauna, Benthic algae, Detritus 4: Brittle stars, Deposit-feeding 11 Yes
wrightii commu- peracaridan crustaceans, Deposit-
nity feeding gastropods,  Deposit-
feeding polychaetes
6: Meiofauna, Epiphyte-grazing am- | 4: Sheepshead minnow, Kil- | 20 No

* Ostracoda, Nematoda, Sphaeridae, Cladocera, Copepoda, Tubificida (b)

phipods, Deposit-feeding peracaridan
crustaceans, Zooplankton, Macro-
epiphytes, Benthic algae, Detritus

lifishes, Gobies and blennies,
Pipefish and seahorses

1 Oligochaeta, Polychaeta, Echinoidea, Ostracoda, Seagrass, Foraminifera, Filamentous algae, Calcareous algae,

Macroalgae
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