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Abstract 

1. An understanding of how biodiversity confers ecosystem stability is crucial in 

managing ecosystems under major environmental changes. Multiple biodiversity 

drivers can stabilize ecosystem functions over time. However, we know little about how 

local environmental conditions can influence these biodiversity drivers, and 

consequently how they indirectly shape the ecological stability of ecosystems.  

 

2. We hypothesized that environmental factors can have opposite influences (i.e., not 

necessarily either positive or negative) on the temporal stability of communities in 

different environmental ranges depending on the biodiversity drivers involved. We 

tested this novel hypothesis by using data from a 4-year-long field study of submerged 

macrophyte across a water depth gradient in 8 heterogeneous bays of Erhai lake (with 

total sample size of 30,071 quadrats), a large lentic system in China.  

 

3. Results indicate that a unimodal pattern of stability in temporal biomass 

measurements occurred along the water-depth gradient, and that multiple biodiversity 

drivers (the asynchrony in species dynamics, and the stability of dominant species) 

generally increased the temporal stability of aquatic primary producers. However, the 

effect of water depth either increased or decreased the stability of biomass according to 

the environmental conditions associated with sites along the water depth gradient.  

 

4. Synthesis. These results reveal the influence of local environmental conditions on 

the biodiversity drivers of stability may help predict the functional consequences of 

biodiversity change across different scenarios of environmental change.  
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Introduction 

The interaction of biodiversity and temporal stability, which reflects the degree of 

ecological variables that remain unchanged over time, has been a subject of interest to 

ecologists through theoretical, field, and experimental studies (e.g., Hooper et al., 2005; 

Tilman et al., 2006; Yan et al., 2023). Based on those efforts, biodiversity has been 

found to promote temporal stability of the community through key mechanisms such 

as: (1) species asynchrony, where declines in some species are offset by increases in 

others (Gonzalez & Loreau 2009); (2) dominant species stability, where stable species 

enhance community performance (Grime 1998; Yan et al., 2023); and (3) species 

richness, which fosters stability via mechanisms like the portfolio effect (i.e., the 

statistical averaging of independent fluctuations of individual species at community 

level), especially in communities with evenly distributed abundances of species (Doak 

et al. 1998; Tilman et al., 1998). Although an understanding of the above biodiversity 

drivers is crucial to maintaining ecosystem functions and services (Hooper et al. 2005), 

environmental processes can alter the mechanisms by which biodiversity confers 

stability to ecosystems (Xu et al. 2015). 

The prevailing focus on the environmental mechanisms that drive ecological 

stability highlights how environmental conditions may modulate the biodiversity-

stability relationship (Garcia-Palacios et al., 2018, Gilbert et al., 2020). For example, 

although the biodiversity-stability relationship is context-dependent (Hallett et al., 2014, 

Garcia-Palacios et al., 2018, Sasaki et al., 2024), biodiversity is hypothesized and has 

been demonstrated to positively affect the temporal stability of the community, 

regardless of environmental conditions (Hong et al., 2022, Sasaki et al., 2024). Related 

to this, Garcia-Palacios et al. (2018) reported that species richness can enhance the 

stability of plant communities under low aridity conditions yet still have a stabilizing 

influence, even under the most aridity conditions. 

As a different, novel perspective, we argue that environmental factors can produce 

different and even opposite biodiversity-mediated influences (i.e., but not restricted to 

strictly positive or negative) on the temporal stability of communities. Biodiversity 

drivers, including species richness and species asynchrony, can exhibit multiple 



nonlinear patterns both positively and negatively over a full range of environmental 

gradients in terrestrial, freshwater, and marine ecosystems (e.g., Quintero & Jetz 2018; 

Dodds et al., 2019; Chaudhary et al., 2021), such as with multimodal or unimodal 

elevational patterns of biodiversity (Peters et al., 2016). For example, in a low aridity 

range, aridity positively correlates with the species richness of plants, whereas in a high 

aridity range, aridity is negatively associated with plant species richness (Garcia-

Palacios et al., 2018). Gilbert et al. (2020) found that the moderate levels of climate 

variability can increase the asynchrony of plant species, but that high levels of 

variability cause a decline in species asynchrony. When considering the positive 

biodiversity-stability linkages in diverse ecosystems (e.g., Fu et al., 2021; Ouyang et 

al., 2021; Quan et al., 2021; see also the previous paragraph), opposite relationships are 

expected to occur between environment and community stability along the 

environmental gradients (Figure 1a). 

In this study, we used monitoring information for submerged macrophytes to 

examine how environmental conditions may influence the temporal stability of 

communities via biodiversity drivers across environment gradients in 8 heterogenous 

bays of a 40-km-long lake in China. We develop a generalized hypothesis that the 

environment can have opposite effects (i.e., not limited to strictly positive or negative) 

on community stability in different environment gradient ranges through the 

biodiversity drivers influencing the ecosystem (Figure 1a). In lake ecosystems, we 

hypothesize that environmental conditions (i.e., stresses caused by water level 

fluctuations and restrictions in light availability) will shape the unimodal pattern of 

biodiversity of submerged plants along a water-depth gradient (Figure 1b), for example, 

in species richness (Spence 1982; Ye et al., 2018; Lewerentz et al., 2021). Based on this 

unimodal environment-biodiversity relationship, we also hypothesize that when 

biodiversity is considered to positively affect stability, the water depth will 

consequently be positively correlated with community stability in shallow water and 

negatively correlated in deep water (Figure 1c).  

 



 

 



 

Figure 1. (a) Conceptual diagram of the non-linear relationship, which combines 

positive and negative phases (e.g., multimodal or unimodal), between ecological 

stability and environment gradients. The environment can have opposite effects (i.e., 

not necessarily either positive or negative) on temporal stability, depending on the 

positive and negative influences of environmental factors on the biodiversity drivers 

along different environmental ranges. This is particularly true when the positive 

relationship between biodiversity and stability persists under a range of conditions. (b) 

Conceptual representation of submerged macrophytes experiencing space and light 

limitations along depth gradients. In shallow water, macrophytes face seasonal 

exposure and disturbances from water level fluctuations; light availability exceeds the 

plant’s needs. In deep water, limited light restricts their growth and biomass, but there 

is no seasonal exposure as in shallow water. Consequently, there is an optimum of 

biomass stability over a range of water depths. (c) In contrast, water depth has the 

opposite effects on temporal stability depending on the positive or negative influence 

on the biodiversity drivers of temporal stability across the range of water depths. 

 

Materials and methods 

Study Area 



This study was conducted in Erhai Lake (25°36′–25°58′N and 100°15′–100°18′E), 

located northwest of the Yunnan Plateau in China. With a water surface area of 252 km2, 

average depth of 10.5 m, and maximum depth of 20.5 m, it is the second-largest lake in 

Yunnan Province. The area has a subtropical, monsoon climate. The mean annual 

temperature is 15.6 ℃, with a maximum air temperature of 20.1 ℃ in July and 

minimum temperature of 8.7 ℃ in January. The mean annual precipitation is 870 mm, 

of which > 80% falls between May and October (Wen et al., 2021). Erhai Lake is in the 

early stages of eutrophication (Wen et al., 2022). Submerged macrophyte species are 

show zonation distribution along the water depth gradient, with dominant species 

including Potamogeton maackianus, Ceratophyllum demersum, and Vallisneria natans 

(Wen et al., 2022). 

 

Study design and sampling protocol 

We carried out monthly monitoring of eight bays (Shaping Bay, Xizhou Bay, Majiuyi 

Bay, Erhaiyue Bay, Xiangyang Bay, Wase Bay, Changyu Bay, Hongshan Bay) around 

Erhai Lake from June 2017 to May 2021 in order to estimate the biomass of individual 

species and the total community biomass along water depth gradients (Figure 

Supplementary 1). We used a high spatial resolution survey method done along a water 

depth gradient in eight heterogenous bays in a 40 km long part of the lake. In the area 

studied, the two long sides of the lake were influenced by river inputs from different 

parallel mountain systems. The lake areas were situated more than 10 km apart along 

each side of the lake and were exposed to varying land-use inputs (more details in 

Figure Supplementary 1).  

A certain range of water depths in this lake allows submerged macrophytes to 

survive, and the maximum colonization depth in this lake is generally less than 7 m 

(Middelboe & Markager 1997). The sampling method that we used for submerged 

macrophytes covers the maximum range of the water depth of submerged plants that 

can grow in Erhai lake, which is no more than 7 m.  

We established three permanent transects in each bay that were perpendicular to 

the shoreline. For each transect, three 5 × 5 m plots were located along a 0 to 7.0 m 



depth gradient at 0.5-m intervals.  In this study, the 48-month average water level was 

1,965.1 m (Supplementary Figure 3). For sampling, lake bottom elevations were 

divided into 0.5 m intervals from 1,958.1 to 1,965.1 m, corresponding to depths of 6.5–

7, 6–6.5, 5.5–6, and so on down to 0–0.5 m. 

Within each 25 m2 plot, we used three 0.2 m2 quadrats for analysis. A submerged 

rotatable reaping hook covering a bottom area of 0.2 m2 was used to collect submerged 

macrophytes from each quadrat. The collected plants were washed, identified, sorted 

by species, and weighed (biomass in fresh weight). Plants were classified into 3 groups 

(dominant, common, and rare species) based on their relative abundance. Relative 

species abundance is the ratio between the biomass of each species and the biomass at 

the community level. Dominant species included those with a relative biomass > 10%, 

common species were those with a relative biomass e ranging from 1% to 10%, and 

rare species were those with a relative biomass < 1% in the sampling plots over the 

entire study period (Ma et al. 2017). In total, we sampled a total of 30,071 quadrats. 

 

Ecological stability and biodiversity drivers 

Species richness in each plot was defined as the total number of species detected 

in each quadrat across 4 years. Temporal stability of the community was defined as μ/σ, 

where μ and σ are the mean biomass and temporal standard deviation of community 

biomass at each water depth interval over the four-year period (Hautier et al. 2014).  

We also calculated Simpson’s dominance index by using the mean biomass of each 

species across 4 years of each plot of each water depth gradient. Simpson’s dominance 

index was calculated as follows: 

                                                 Simpson = ∑ (
𝑏𝑖

𝐵
)

2
𝑛
𝑖=1                                                  (1) 

Where i represents the number of species in the plot, 1≤i≤n, 𝑏𝑖 is the biomass of species 

i, B is the ecosystem biomass with a plot of n species (Leps 2004).  

Species asynchrony, which represents the degree of different responses of species 

within a community to environmental change (Loreau & de Mazancourt 2013), was 

calculated at each water depth interval over the four-year period The degree of species 



asynchrony was quantified by the community-wide asynchrony index as follows: 

                                                   1 − 𝜑𝑥=1-𝜎2/(∑ 𝜎𝑖
𝑠
𝑖=1 )²                                           (2) 

where 𝜑𝑥 is the species synchrony, 𝜎2 is the community biomass variance, and 𝜎𝑖 is the 

standard deviation of biomass of species I in a plot with S species. This index equals 1 

when species fluctuations are totally asynchronized and equals 0 when species 

fluctuations are totally synchronized.  

The R package ‘vegan’ was used to calculate the Simpson’s dominance index. The 

‘synchrony’ function in the R package ‘codyn’ was used to calculate synchrony metrics 

(Hallett et al. , 2016). 

 

Statistical analysis 

In order to categorize the two water depths that could affect the potential mechanisms 

driving community stability, we applied a break-point analysis within a piecewise linear 

regression analysis. In the analysis, each sample represents a value of community 

biomass stability at each water depth gradient along the depth gradient. Such break-

point analysis estimates the segment with the largest change in the temporal stability of 

the community biomass along the depth gradient (Muggeo 2003). The community 

biomass stability of submerged macrophytes was calculated for two water depth areas, 

the shallow water and deep areas. 

To test whether species richness enhances community stability through the mean-

variance scaling, we examined the mean-variance scaling relationship (Taylor’s power 

law) on community biomass stability (Doak et al., 1998; Tilman et al., 1998). Increases 

in species richness can create a “portfolio effect” (also known as “statistical averaging”), 

where stability at the community level increases as a result of more independent 

fluctuations in species’ abundances (i.e., fluctuations with no correlation) (Doak et al., 

1998). This probabilistic (and non-biologically related) process can be described by the 

mean-variance scaling relationship. The relationship was described as: 

                                                                  σ2  = cmz                                                                               (3) 

where σ2 is the variance in biomass per species, c is a constant, m is the average biomass 

per species, and Z is the scaling coefficient. When 1 < Z < 2, diversity is expected to 



enhance the stability of the plant community biomass via mean-variance scaling  

(Tilman et al., 1998; Grman et al., 2010). A linear regression model was used to explore 

the relationship between log (species variance of biomass) and log (species mean 

biomass) for different water depth intervals. ANCOVA analyses were used to examine 

differences between the slopes of the linear regressions for different water depth areas, 

indicated by a significant difference in slopes at the 0.05 level 

General Additive Models (GAMs) were used to explore separately the relationship 

between water depth and multiple biodiversity facets (species richness, species 

asynchrony, species dominance, and the biomass temporal stability of dominant, 

common, and rare species). In addition, we used GAM models to examine how different 

species were distributed along the water depth. We used the GAM approach because it 

does not require a priori determination of the shape of the relationships between 

dependent and independent variables, and because the flexibility of the models accepts 

predictors that would violate assumptions of parametric approaches (Wood et al., 2016).  

Structural Equation Modeling (SEM) was used to explore how water depth 

influences potential biodiversity drivers (i.e., species richness, species dominance, 

species asynchrony, dominant species stability, common species stability, and rare 

species stability) of the temporal stability of community biomass. An initial model was 

constructed to include all potential pathways. (Figure Supplementary 3). The Fisher’s 

C statistic and Akaike information criterion (AIC) were used to assess the fit of the 

model. The SEM analysis was done by using the restricted maximum-likelihood 

estimation and incorporating different lake bays as a random effect.  

Statistical analyses were conducted in R (version 4.0.0., R development Core 

Team). The ‘segmented’ package was used to perform break-point analysis. The ‘car’ 

package was used to perform the analysis of covariance (ANCOVA). GAM models 

were fitted using the ‘gam’ function in the R package ‘mgcv’ (Wood 2011; Wood et al., 

2016). Partial regressions were conducted by using the R package ‘effect’. The SEM 

analysis was performed with ‘piecewiseSEM’ package using the restricted maximum-

likelihood estimation method and incorporating the random effect of block (Lefcheck 

2016).  



 

Results 

Community composition along the water depth gradient 

The biomass ratio of both common and rare species was much lower than that of 

dominant species across water depth gradients. The dominant, common, and rare 

species consisted of 3, 6, and 10 species, accounting for 79.1%, 19.4%, and 1.6% of 

community biomass, respectively (Table Supplementary 1). Along the water depth 

gradient, the biomass of P. maackianus showed a single-peak pattern, the relative 

biomass ratio of C. demersum showed a U-shaped pattern, and the relative biomass 

ratio of V. natans increased with the water depth. The biomass of most common and 

rare species decreased with water depth (Figure 2). 



 

Figure 2. Biomass of different species along the water depth gradient. (a) The biomass 

of dominant species. (b) The biomass of common species. (c) The biomass of rare 

species. (d) Species relative abundance of dominant species. (e) Species relative 

abundance of common species. (f) Species relative abundance of rare species. Different 

colors represent different species. The scale is 0–1, i.e., 0–100%. Each dot represents 

community biomass at each water depth in each transect of each bay. The curves in all 

panels (a-f) were obtained by fitting generalized additive models. 



 

Temporal stability of the Community along the water depth gradient  

Using a segmented regression model to explore the community biomass stability along 

the water depth gradient, the biomass stability of the community showed a unimodal 

relationship along the water depth gradient (p < 0.001, Figure 3). In order to distinguish 

the two water depth areas (i.e. shallow water and deep water) of community biomass 

stability, we applied a break-point analysis within a piecewise linear regression analysis. 

The result showed that the largest value of community biomass stability was at a depth 

of 3.1 m (p < 0.001, Figure 3).  

 

 

Figure 3. Relationship between the biomass stability of the community and water depth. 

The blue solid line represents the two-segment piecewise linear regression between 

water depth and community biomass stability based on the two-segment piecewise 

linear regression fit, and the shaded regions indicate the 95% confidence intervals of 

predictions.  

 



Drivers of stability along the water depth gradient 

Species richness and species asynchrony and dominant species stability both showed 

unimodal relationships with increasing water depth (p < 0.001; Figure 4a-d); The 

stability of common species and rare species decreased significantly with water depth 

(p < 0.001; Figure 4e-f); There was a significant positive correlation between species 

dominance and water depth (p < 0.001; Figure 4b).  

 

 

Figure 4. Relationships between water depth and main drivers of community stability. 

(a) Species richness; (b) species asynchrony; (c) species dominance (based on Simpson 

index); (d) dominant species stability; (e) common species; (f) rare species. The blue 

solid lines represent the fitted generalized additive models, and the shaded areas 

represent 95% confidence intervals of predictions. Each dot represents the temporal 

stability of the community biomass at each water depth in each bay. The curves in 

panels (a-f) were obtained by fitting generalized additive models. 

 

Effects of water depth on mean-variance scaling 

The water depth was first divided into shallow and deep areas based on break-point 

analyses. Following this, we observed that log-transformed values of the species 

 

 

  

   

 
 
 
 
  
 
  
  
 
 
 
 
 

   

   

   

   

   

   

 
 
 
 
  
 
  
 
 
  
 
 
 
 

   

    

    

    

    

   

 
 
 
 
  
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

 
 
 
  
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
  
 
  
  
 
   
  

   

 

 

   

 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
  
 
  
  
 
   
  

   

   

   

   

   

 
 
  
  
 
 
 
  
 
  
  
 
   
  

   

               



variance in biomass were positively correlated to the log-transformed values of its mean 

values within both shallow and deep water areas, respectively (Figure 5; both p < 0.001). 

The slopes of the scaling relationship Z for both the shallow and deep-water areas were 

1.62 ± 0.01 and 1.65 ± 0.01 (Mean ± SE), respectively, indicating that species richness 

is expected to promote the biomass stability of the plant community via the mean-

variance scaling in both lake zones. Moreover, ANCOVA analyses showed that there is 

a significant change in the scaling of the coefficient Z between different water depth 

areas (F = 4.6, df = 1, p < 0.05).  

 

 

Figure 5. Relationship between the logarithm of variance in community biomass and 

the logarithm of the mean biomass per 50 m2 sampling area at each water depth and for 

each species. The water depth was divided into shallow and deep areas based on break-



point analyses (see Figure 2). “Z” represents the slope of scaling coefficients.  

 

Pathways influencing temporal stability along the water depth gradient 

Structural Equation Modelling (SEM) analysis showed multiple pathways by which the 

temporal stability of the community increased along the water depth gradient. The 

stability of dominant species and species asynchrony played a positive role in 

determining the temporal stability of the community biomass within both shallow and 

deep areas. However, the relationship between water depth and drivers of the temporal 

stability of the community changed from positive to negative in shallow and deep areas, 

respectively, indicating the effects of water depth on the temporal stability of the 

community biomass changed from stabilizing to destabilizing with increasing water 

depth within each lake zone (Figure 6a and 6b).  

Within shallow waters, the effect of water depth on the biomass stability of the 

plant community was positive, with the standardized total effect size being 0.25 (Figure 

6a and Table Supplementary 2). While water depth significantly increased the biomass 

stability of dominant species (path efficient = 0.36, p < 0.001), it reduced the biomass 

stability of common species (path efficient = -0.25, p < 0.001) and rare species (path 

efficient = -0.43, p < 0.001). Species dominance, species asynchrony, and biomass 

stability of dominant species are all important pathways that changed with water depth 

in the way they contributed to the temporal stability of biomass at the community level. 

In contrast, the temporal stability of the biomass of common species decreased the 

biomass stability at the community level, an effect that was reduced with increasing 

water depth. Moreover, species richness was positively associated with plant 

community biomass stability in both shallow and deep waters (Figure 6a and 6b). The 

SEM (with bay as a random effect in shallow waters) explained 85% of the variation in 

the temporal stability of plant community biomass (Figure 6a). 

In contrast, within deep waters, the effect of water depth on plant community 

biomass stability was negative, with the standardized total effect size being -0.55 

(Figure 6b and Table Supplementary 3). Water depth has a negative effect on species 

asynchrony and the temporal stability of the biomass of the dominant species (Figure 



6b). Species asynchrony and dominant species still showed a positive association with 

the temporal stability of community biomass (Figure 6b). In addition, species richness 

declined sharply with increasing water depth. The SEM (with bay as a random effect in 

deep waters) explained 96% of the variation in the temporal stability of plant 

community biomass (Figure 6b). 

 

 

 



 

 

Figure 6. Effect of multiple drivers of temporal stability as a function of water depth, 

evaluated using the Structural Equation Modelling (SEM) analysis.  Black and red 

arrows indicate significant positive and negative pathways, respectively, and grey 

dashed arrows indicate non-significant pathways. Bold numbers represent the standard 

path coefficients. The arrow width is proportional to the strength of the relationship. 

𝑅𝑚
2   and 𝑅𝐶

2  are the variance explained by all paths from the fixed effects and 

combinations from the fixed and random effects, respectively. For the shallow water 

depth area: Fisher C = 0.396, p = 0.82, AIC = -28.289. For the deep water depth area: 

Fisher C = 2.466, p = 0.291, AIC = 36.426. Level of significance: ***p < 0.001; **0.001 

≤ p < 0.01; *0.01 ≤ p ＜0.05. 

 

Discussion 

This study demonstrated that environmental factors can have oppositive (i.e., but not 

limited to either positive or negative) influences on the temporal stability of the 

community by changing the drivers of biodiversity (e.g., dominant species biomass 



stability and species asynchrony). For example, our field study found that although 

biodiversity drivers always positively contributed to the temporal stability of the 

submerged plant communities in both shallow and deep water, water depth shifted the 

temporal stability from a positive stabilizing effect in shallow waters to a negative 

destabilizing effect in deep waters.  

 

Unimodal response of community stability along the water depth gradient 

Our field survey found that the stability of the community biomass of submerged 

macrophytes showed a unimodal pattern with the full water depth, and with the highest 

values at an intermediate water depth. We found that biodiversity drivers (i.e., dominant 

species stability, species asynchrony, and species richness) jointly contribute to the 

temporal stability of the submerged plant communities in both shallow and deep water. 

It is worth noting that all these biodiversity drivers (i.e., dominant species stability, 

species asynchrony, and species richness) showed a unimodal pattern along the water 

depth gradient.  

Previous studies have also found that species richness, species asynchrony, and the 

stability of dominant species show nonlinear patterns along environmental gradients, 

and both positive and negative relationship patterns were found (Garcia-Palacios et al., 

2018; Zhang et al., 2018). For example, there are both positive and negative relationship 

patterns exist along aridity gradients (Garcia-Palacios et al., 2018). Also, increased 

climate variability has been shown to increase species diversity and further increase 

species asynchrony (P Chesson et al., 1989). However, high levels of climate variability 

can also reduce species diversity (Peter B Adler et al., 2008; Shurin et al., 2010) and 

can lead to a decrease in species asynchrony, and ultimately a decrease in community 

stability (Loreau & de Mazancourt 2013; Gilbert et al., 2020). Thus, the effect of water 

depth on the temporal stability of the community essentially depends on whether these 

biodiversity drivers are at the beginning or end of the water depth gradient. 

 

Effect of water depth on stabilizing mechanisms of community stability in different 

water depth ranges 



Despite the opposite environmental effects that occur in the shallow water and deep 

water plots, the stabilization of dominant species generally contributes to the 

stabilization of the macrophyte communities. Our results demonstrated that the stability 

of dominant species was an important driver for the stability of community biomass 

(Figure 6), which was consistent with the results of previous studies (Xu et al., 2015; 

Ma et al., 2017; Ma et al., 2021; Quan et al., 2021).  

In both shallow and deep water during the 4-year field study, water depth enhanced 

or weakened the biomass stability of the plant community by increasing or decreasing 

the stability of the dominant species stability, respectively. Specifically, three dominant 

macrophyte species (P. maackianus, V. natans, and C. demersum) accounted for 79.1% 

of the community biomass (Table Supplementary 1). In shallow water area in this study, 

the space limitation is the main limiting factor, First, the plant height is positively 

correlated with the water depth  (Fu et al., 2014; Fu et al., 2018; He et al., 2019). Also, 

the branch length increases with the increase of the volume of the water column volume, 

which improves its ability to occupy more space and reduce competition for space(Fu 

et al., 2014; Fu et al., 2018; He et al., 2019). As a result, the stability of the dominant 

species (e.g., P. maackianus) of submerged plants increases with increases in the water 

depth (Fu et al., 2014; Fu et al., 2018; He et al., 2019). In contrast, in deep water, the 

low availability of light becomes the main limiting factor, and the total leaf area and 

leaf area ratio of submerged macrophytes decrease. This results in the decrease of 

photosynthetic biomass accumulation. Consequently, the stability of the dominant 

species decreases with the increase of water depth (Fu et al., 2014; Fu et al., 2018; He 

et al., 2019). 

Our study also demonstrated that species asynchrony is an important mechanism 

that modulates community stability, which is consistent with the results of previous 

studies in terrestrial ecosystems (Xu et al., 2015; Zhang et al., 2016; Ma et al., 2017; 

Quan et al., 2021). For example, in both shallow and deep water, species asynchrony 

was consistently, positively correlated with the stability of the community biomass 

(Figure 5). Within the shallow water depth area, there was sufficient light availability 

that increases interspecific competition and results in higher species asynchrony. In 



addition, higher species richness often promotes higher differentiation of temporal 

niches, thus leading to higher species asynchrony within the shallow water area. In 

contrast, within deep waters, water depth reduces community stability by weakening 

species asynchrony.  

Because of reduced underwater light availability in deep water area (Figure 

Supplementary 4), most species are subjected to low light availability (Figure 2). 

Species turnover occurs mainly in shallow water, because common and rare species, 

which occupy a higher proportion of species richness, are mainly concentrated in 

shallow waters, the number of species in deep water is reduced, as no new species can 

be established. For example, previous studies found that the response strategy of 

submerged macrophytes to low light conditions largely depends on their growth form. 

The canopy-forming species (e.g., P. maackianus) respond to low light conditions at 

deeper sites by stem elongation. In contrast, the rosette-type species (e.g., V. natans) 

increase the chlorophyll content of their shoots (He et al., 2019). Hence, only the 

dominant species C. demersum and V. natans had a relatively high abundance in areas 

above 4.5m depth, and these are followed by the common species of H. verticillata and 

E. nuttallii (Figure 2). These low light tolerant species have similar life-cycle rhythms 

in deep waters, thus resulting in reduced asynchrony (Wen et al., 2022).  

In both shallow and deep water, where the results of the environmental effects were 

opposite, the stability of common species contributed to increased stability at the 

community level but this effect was weakened in deep waters. For example, common 

species represented 31.6% of species richness and accounted for 19.4% of plant 

community biomass. Rare species represented 52.6% of species richness, however they 

accounted for only 0.3% of plant community biomass (Table Supplementary 1).  

Common and rare species had significant effects on community biomass stability, 

which has rarely been reported in previous studies (Douda et al., 2018; Ma et al., 2021; 

Zong et al., 2023). However, these results are in accordance to findings found in Ma et 

al. (2021) who found that at low N addition rates, the stability of common species had 

a significant, positive correlation with the temporal stability of the community. 

However, this relationship became insignificant at high rates of nitrogen additions. In 



our study, with increasing water depth in the shallow-water depth area, common species 

and rare species significantly decreased because of the relatively higher levels of 

competition at intermediate water depths. This effect was amplified, and even led to 

species extinction in the deep-water depth area because of stronger low-light limitation. 

Therefore, the contribution of the stability of common and rare species to temporal 

stability at the community level cannot be ignored under certain environmental ranges.  

Our results that were based on structural equation models suggest that species 

richness is not a significant predictor of the stability of the biomass of plant 

communities. Numerous theoretical and empirical studies have shown that increasing 

species diversity can enhance community stability  (Tilman et al., 2006; Jiang & Pu 

2009; Hector et al., 2010; Hautier et al., 2014; Quan et al., 2021). However, previous 

studies have also shown that other biodiversity drivers can have stronger influences (e.g. 

species asynchrony and temporal stability of dominant species) on the temporal 

stability of the community than that of species richness (Xu et al., 2015; Valencia et al., 

2020; Ma et al., 2021). In deep water in our study, although species richness decreased 

significantly with increasing depth, we only found changes in common and rare species. 

Alternatively, because the mean-variance relationship is also considered as an universal 

mechanism driving community biomass stability, communities with more species are 

more likely to reduce the variance of ecosystem attributes through statistical averaging 

(Doak et al., 1998). Moreover, factors altering the slope of such a relationship can 

change ecosystem stability. In this study, the Z value of the slope is between 1 and 2, 

which is expected to increase community stability within both water depth areas 

(Tilman et al., 1998). However, the increase in dominance of certain species (and 

therefore a reduction in evenness) with increasing water depth may lead to a weaker 

effect of species richness on the stability of community biomass (Cottingham et al., 

2001). Hence, the mean-variance scaling is likely negligible in this study because the 

portfolio effect is generally stronger in communities with species biomass that is more 

evenly distributed (Doak et al., 1998; Hillebrand et al., 2008; Grman et al., 2010). 

 

Management Implications and Conclusions 



Our study results suggest that the direction of environmental change on the temporal 

stability of the community depends on its effect on biodiversity drivers. Our study may 

provide insights into how community stability varies along large environmental 

gradients at the local scale. For example, we found that along relatively large 

environmental gradients (such as the shallow water and deep waters covered in this 

study), the local environmental condition (e.g., water depth) can influence the temporal 

stability of the community in aquatic ecosystems in opposite ways when biodiversity 

promotes temporal stability of the community, the local environment can act as both 

stabilizing and destabilizing drivers along environment gradients by opposingly 

influence the dominant species stability and species asynchrony. Consequently, our 

findings have implications for the protection and management of ecosystems that 

attempt to conserve the stability of the functions and services of the natural ecosystem. 

Our study provides a perspective to better understand how the relationships among 

biodiversity, stability, and environmental change have important implications for 

ecosystem management and protection. Our results suggest that the stabilization 

mechanisms operating along different environmental ranges should be considered in 

planning ecosystem conservation and restoration. Specifically, changes in 

environmental factors may promote or decrease community stability under different 

environmental ranges. For example, in lake restoration, increasing species diversity and 

dominant species in shallow water can improve the stability of submerged plant 

communities. However, in deep water, the addition of species that can withstand low 

light conditions can reduce community species diversity and species asynchrony, both 

of which are conducive to maintaining community stability.  
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Figure Supplementary 1. Study location and sampling scheme. The study was carried 



out in Erhan Lake, Yunnan, China. We sampled submerged macrophyte communities 

in 30,071 quadrats (0.2 m2) in eight bays. Three permanent transects were established 

in each bay perpendicular to the lakeshore from shallow to deep water, with 5 × 5 m 

plots located along the water depth gradient at 0.5-m intervals from 0 to 7.0 m. Within 

each 25 m2 plot, three 0.2 m2 quadrats were used for analysis. 

  



 

Figure Supplementary 2. Time series plot of water level fluctuations of Erha lake from 

June 2017 to May 2021. The blue dotted line represents the normal (mean) water level 

during this period was 1965.1m above sea level (a.m.). 

 



 

Figure Supplementary 3. The initial structural equation model for plant community 

biomass stability in response to water depth gradients. All plausible pathways were 

considered, on the basis of theoretical and empirical predictions. 

  



 

Figure Supplementary 4. The relationship between measured water depth using a 

sonic depth finder and Secchi disc measurements of depth (m). we used the ratio of 

water transparency to water depth to characterize underwater light conditions. Our 

results show that the ratio of water transparency to water depth decreases significantly 

with water depth, indicating that underwater light availability sharply decreases with 

water depth.  

 

              
 
       

    

    

    

    

   
               

 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
  
  
  

 
  
  
 
 
 
  
  
 
 



Table Supplementary 1. The name and relative abundance (RA) of dominant, common, and rare species in our study (19 species in total). 

Nomenclature follows the editorial committee of Chinese plant records. 

Dominant species Common species Rare species 

Latin name RA Latin name RA Latin name RA 

Potamogeton maackianus 50.9  Hydrilla verticillata 5.2  Stuckenia pectinata 0.5  

Ceratophyllum demersum 16.4  Potamogeton lucens 4.8  Potamogeton perfoliatus 0.4  

Vallisneria natans 11.8  Myriophyllum spicatum 3.5  Potamogeton distinctus 0.3  

  Elodea canadensis 2.5  Potamogeton intortifolius 0.2  

  Potamogeton wrightii 2.2  Potamogeton acutifolius 0.2  

  Charophyceae 1.1 Najas marina 0.1  

    Utricularia aurea 0.01  

    Potamogeton crispus <0.01 

    Najas minor <0.01 

        Ottelia acuminata <0.01 

 

 

 

 



Table Supplementary 2. Results of the Structural Equation Model testing the influence of water depth on potential stabilizing drivers of the 

temporal stability of the community biomass in the shallow water area. Given are the standardized path coefficients, standard errors of regression, 

critical value, and the levels of significance for the regression. 

Path (Shallow water area)  Standard coefficient Standard error Crit.Value P.Value 

Community stability ← Species richness -0.05  0.01  -0.83  0.41  

Community stability ← Species dominance 0.22  0.17  4.17  0.00  

Community stability ← Species asynchrony 0.41  0.18  7.33  0.00  

Community stability ← Dominant species stability 0.85  0.06  13.66  0.00  

Community stability ← Common species stability 0.40  0.05  8.23  0.00  

Community stability ← Rare species stability 0.10  0.10  2.20  0.03  

Community stability ← Water depth 0.00  0.02  -0.02  0.98  

Species dominance ← Water depth 0.12  0.01  1.47  0.14  

Dominant species stability ← Water depth 0.36  0.03  5.79  0.00  

Common species stability ← Water depth -0.25  0.03  -3.33  0.00  

Rare species stability ← Water depth -0.43  0.02  -5.19  0.00  

Species asynchrony ← Water depth 0.16  0.01  1.95  0.05  

Species richness ← Water depth 0.15  0.18  2.58  0.01  

 

  



Table Supplementary 3. Results of the Structural Equation Model testing the influence of water depth on potential stabilizing drivers of the 

temporal stability of the community biomass in deep water area. Give are the standardized path coefficients, standard errors of regression, critical 

value, and the levels of significance for the regression. 

Path (Deep water area)  Standard coefficient Standard error Crit.Value P.Value 

Community stability ← Species richness 0.02  0.01  0.47  0.64  

Community stability ← Species dominance 0.15  0.18  2.95  0.00  

Community stability ← Species asynchrony 0.20  0.11  3.61  0.00  

Community stability ← Dominant species stability 0.89  0.04  23.66  0.00  

Community stability ← Common species stability 0.22  0.10  4.65  0.00  

Community stability ← Rare species stability 0.05  0.13  1.87  0.07  

Community stability ← Water depth -0.05  0.03  -0.79  0.43  

Species dominance ← Water depth 0.13  0.01  1.86  0.06  

Dominant species stability ← Water depth -0.51  0.03  -7.76  0.00  

Common species stability ← Water depth -0.01  0.02  -0.13  0.90  

Rare species stability ← Water depth 0.05  0.01  0.38  0.71  

Species asynchrony ← Water depth -0.50  0.02  -7.28  0.00  

Species richness ← Water depth -0.69  0.12  -13.85  0.00  

 

 


