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Abstract  
The introduction of non-native organisms into complex microbiome communities holds 
enormous potential to benefit society. However, microbiome engineering faces several 
challenges including successful establishment of the organism into the community, its 
persistence in the microbiome to serve a specified purpose, and constraint of the organism and 
its activity to the intended environment. A theoretical framework is needed to represent the 
complex interactions that drive these dynamics. Building on the concept of the community 
functional landscape, we define the ‘persistence landscape’ as the metabolic, genetic, and 
broader functional composition and ecological context of the target microbiome that can be used 
to predict the environmental fitness of an introduced organism. Here, we discuss critical aspects 
of persistence landscapes that impact interactions between an introduced organism and the 
target microbiome, including the community’s genetic and metabolic complementation potential, 
cellular defense strategies, spatial and temporal dynamics, and the introduced organism’s ability 
to compete for resources to survive. Finally, we highlight important knowledge gaps in the fields 
of microbial ecology and microbiome engineering that limit characterization and engineering of 
persistence landscapes. As a model for understanding microbiome structure and interaction in 
the context of microbiome engineering, the persistence landscape model should enable 
development of novel containment approaches while improving controlled colonization of a 
complex microbiome community to address pressing challenges in human health, agronomy, 
and biomanufacturing. 

Introduction 
Naturally occurring microbes have demonstrated great potential in laboratory studies to promote 
functions beneficial to host microbiomes such as the human gut or plant rhizosphere. However, 
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their performance in complex environments has been variable due to the difficulties and 
uncertainties around achieving stable, long term persistence of the organisms in the target 
community (Mawarda, Lakke et al. 2022). Incorporating new functions by genome engineering 
into organisms for agronomic, medical, or environmental applications holds great promise for 
real-world applications (National Academies of Sciences 2019, Afridi, Fakhar et al. 2022, 
Jansson, McClure and Egbert 2023), but often results in reduced fitness, especially in natural 
environments. For example, in a field study of grain sorghum inoculated with a synthetic 
microbial community, the synthetic community did not persist nine weeks after planting despite 
eliciting increased plant biomass and grain yields (Fonseca-Garcia, Pettinga et al. 2024). 
However, the incorporation of a genetically engineered microorganism into a soil microbiome, 
using a genetically tagged Pseudomonas fluorescens SBW25 showed that cells persisted up to 
250 days after sowing (Jaderlund, Hellman et al. 2008). These contrasting outcomes highlight 
the challenges with attaining stable, long-term persistence of an introduced organism in natural 
microbiomes. 
 
In other cases, organisms with strong colonization potential such as pathogens could displace 
members of the naturally occurring community, thus causing disease, as can happen with 
Clostridium difficile in the human gut (Spigaglia 2024). Better understanding of how pathogenic 
organisms establish colonization and persist in natural microbiomes would allow design of 
probiotic strategies for combatting infectious disease, and would provide a basis for biosecurity 
in agricultural applications like food crops and livestock (Huber, Andraud et al. 2022, Etherton, 
Choudhury et al. 2024). However, the understanding of how pathogens interact with host 
microbiomes is poorly understood, especially outside of human pathobiology 
 
The increasing pace of major breakthroughs in synthetic biology (National Academies of 
Sciences 2019) presents unprecedented opportunities to engineer beneficial functions into 
microbes deployed in the environment. For example, advances in high-throughput sequencing, 
DNA synthesis, and methylome profiling technologies have enabled construction of synthetic 
metabolic pathways, protein engineering, and large combinatorial DNA variant libraries to 
remodel microbes for novel or enhanced native functions (Zuniga, Fuente et al. 2018, Haskett, 
Tkacz and Poole 2021, Jansson, McClure and Egbert 2023). DNA editing technologies, such as 
recombination-mediated genetic engineering, site-specific DNA integration with phage 
recombinases, inducible natural transformation, and CRISPR/Cas-based genome edits have 
enabled scientists to implement these engineering solutions in platform organisms and 
environmental isolates (Egbert, Rishi et al. 2019, Vo, Ronda et al. 2021, Elmore, Dexter et al. 
2023). However, an intellectual framework is needed to guide the technical and ethical 
application of synthetic biology to microbial community engineering. 
 
Successful deployment of both wild and genetically modified microbes in environments requires 
the consideration of how the microbe interacts with both the desired target community as well as 
other non-target communities (Wu, Wu et al. 2015, Isabella, Ha et al. 2018, Reardon 2018, 
Pivot Bio 2019, Qiu, Egidi et al. 2019, Temme, Tamsir et al. 2019, Leventhal, Sokolovska et al. 
2020). This requires addressing two central concepts: colonization and control (Table 1). 
Colonization refers to the capacity of the organism to establish in the community in order to 
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carry out its introduced functionality. Control refers to constraining the persistence of the 
organism to the intended environment and community, preventing proliferation beyond those 
bounds. 
 
An organism introduced to a target community must be able to successfully acquire carbon, 
energy, and nutrients needed to survive and persist, while still performing the desired function. It 
must be competitive with the other community members for access to these resources to 
prevent being outcompeted. The organism must also be compatible with the members of the 
target community, avoiding being eliminated by bacterial defense or predation. Understanding 
these interactions fully would allow engineering mechanisms to both promote persistence of the 
introduced organism in the target community, while also preventing the organism from growing 
in other non-target communities. 
 
The control of released microbes is often approached through the design of genetic circuits to 
contain engineered functions. A common example is genetic modifications that introduce lethal 
toxins or nucleases (e.g., CRISPR-Cas complexes) upon environmental triggers (Chan, Lee et 
al. 2016, Rottinghaus, Ferreiro et al. 2022), also referred to as kill switches. More generally, the 
metabolic and regulatory repertoire of an organism, natively or through gene insertions and 
deletions, can be leveraged to exert persistence control. One attractive mechanism for 
engineered control is the removal of a core essential functionality, such that the organism can 
only survive if the missing function is complemented by some other organism in the target 
community, but not in non-target communities. This approach is less explored than the use of 
synthetic genetic circuits and is likely to be more compatible with existing regulatory frameworks 
(Marken, Maxon and Murray 2024), including in the United States. 
 
The ability of communities to complement functions missing or removed from an introduced 
organism and support the growth of the organism contributes to the effectiveness of both 
colonization and control. On one hand, complementation of a deficiency by a member of a 
target community (e.g., rhizosphere) may allow the organism to successfully colonize and 
provide beneficial functions (e.g., plant growth promotion). On the other hand, if a deficiency 
intended for control is complemented by a non-target community (e.g., bulk soil or waterways), 
the introduced organism may proliferate beyond the target environment with potential for 
unintended impacts. To describe these complex dynamics, we introduce the concept of a 
persistence landscape – which describes the intersection of the potential of an existing target 
community to support the establishment and persistence of an introduced organism and that 

Table 1. Glossary of term definitions related to the Persistence Landscape 

Establishment The colonization of a community by an organism 
Persistence Colonization in space and time sufficient to perform a specified function  
Escape An introduced organism overcoming a control mechanism  
Introduced organism A wild or engineered organism presented to a community for colonization  
Target community The community intended for controlled colonization  
Non-target community A neighboring community that may promote colonization outside the 

intended environment  
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potential of that organism to persist in the community. The persistence landscape, therefore, is 
tightly linked to mechanisms of control of the introduced organism by engineering or other 
means. In this perspective we discuss several ways to characterize a persistence landscape, 
the impact of temporal dynamics and spatial organization on the persistence landscape, and 
knowledge gaps to address how to enable persistence control of engineered organisms aimed 
at advancing biotechnology for human health, agriculture, and biomanufacturing. 

Defining the persistence landscape 
The fitness landscape concept was proposed in the 1930’s to help understand the process by 
which genetic modifications in a single organism result in a novel phenotype that impacts fitness 
of that organism under a set of defined conditions (Wright 1932). In a classic fitness landscape 
concept, points on the metaphorical two-dimensional surface represent candidate high-
dimensional genotypes of the organism, with similar genotypes being closer together on the 
surface, and the height of the surface represents the fitness of the organism’s phenotype under 
a particular set of conditions. Represented in this way the metaphor is a powerful way of 
envisioning a set of high-dimensional relationships that leads to practical insights into non-
obvious implications of the model. For example, the shape and ruggedness of the landscape 
has implications for organismal evolution (Kauffman and Levin 1987) and can be used to 
identify pairs (or even sets) of genes that affect phenotype, and thus fitness, in non-additive 
ways, termed epistatic interactions (Diaz-Colunga, Skwara et al. 2023). 
 

 
Figure 1. Successful introduction of an engineered organism into a microbial community. Left. 
Synthetic strain that includes desirable synthetic traits and may contain biocontainment strategies such as 
removal of essential pathways or kill switches. The objective is to understand how the persistence of the 
organism in the target environment can be maximized, while at the same time survival of the organism in 
other surrounding environments can be minimized. Right. The persistence landscape can be thought of as 
a fitness landscape where the objective function (height of the metaphorical landscape) is the fitness of the 
introduced organism, with peaks being maximal persistence and valleys being rejection by the community. 
The landscape in this metaphor is determined by the functional phenotype and capacity of the surrounding 
community members, their interactions, and the environment being targeted. 
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Recently, the notion of the fitness 
landscape has been extended to 
microbial communities as 
community function landscapes 
(Sanchez, Bajic et al. 2023), 
which generally describe the 
effects of species composition 
and abundance (and associated 
genetic potential) – the two-
dimensional space – on a 
functional outcome, e.g. the 
ability to metabolize a specific 
carbon source (Sanchez-
Gorostiaga, Bajic et al. 2019), 
forming the 3D landscape. 
Applications of the functional 
landscape concept to simple 
engineered communities 
identified critical species in the 
community, interactions with 
importance under particular 
conditions, and the sensitivity of 
the community composition to 
carbon source metabolism 
(Sanchez-Gorostiaga, Bajic et al. 
2019, Sanchez, Bajic et al. 
2023). 
 
We extend the concept of the 
community function landscape to 
the persistence landscape, 
where the ‘function’ being 

assessed is the ability of an introduced organism to establish and persist in the new 
environment. In our framing each point on the high dimensional surface of the landscape 
(Figure 1) is formed by the functions represented in the target microbiome, and the potential for 
supporting or hindering establishment and persistence of a specific introduced organism as the 
height of the surface. In the context of bioengineering, the application of the persistence 
landscape concept would improve identification of the factors and interactions between 
community members that facilitate microbiome colonization by introduced organisms and inform 
the design of containment strategies that restrict escape through complementation potential 
outside the target community. 

 
Figure 2. Factors that determine the ruggedness of the 
persistence landscape. Assessing the ability of an introduced 
organism (blue) into a microbial community requires 
consideration of multiple factors. Genetic complementation 
through horizontal gene transfer (HGT) can complement 
missing functions in the engineered organism. The organism 
may receive nutrients through metabolic complementation from 
the surrounding community and environment. Mechanisms that 
inhibit growth or kill target species, antagonistic interactions, 
can be thought of as limiting factors for introduced organism 
persistence. Finally, spatial organization and temporal 
dynamics can shape the persistence landscape by limiting or 
promoting interactions.  
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Community Composition as a Factor for Persistence 
Measuring the composition of a community is the most approachable way to estimate a 
persistence landscape. Characterization of taxonomic composition for a microbiome is 
commonly accomplished through amplicon sequencing, which can resolve the identity of 
bacteria to the species level and fungi to the family level (Hugerth and Andersson 2017). 
Taxonomic identification by amplicon sequencing provides a low-resolution view of the 
microbiome, but it can serve as a proxy for the functional potential encoded in related genomes 
(Martiny, Treseder and Pusch 2013, Martiny, Jones et al. 2015, Douglas, Maffei et al. 2020). 
However, these methods assume that function does not change over time or space and does 
not account for the diversity of functions encoded by a species’ accessory genes. Therefore, 
while it can serve as a starting point, this level of information is of limited utility for determining 
interactions between community members. 
Computational models of population dynamics can enhance understanding of interactions 
between community members and thus help characterize a persistence landscape. Dynamic 
network models have been used to represent microbial abundance data from temporally 
resolved 16S rRNA sequences and predict interactions within mouse gut microbiomes 
(Steinway, Biggs et al. 2015). Likewise, generalized Lotka-Volterra models – which describe 
ecological predator-prey relationships – have been widely used to model microbiomes at the 
species abundance level (Stein, Bucci et al. 2013, Gonze, Coyte et al. 2018, Hu, Cai et al. 
2024). The Minimal Interspecies Interaction Adjustment (MIIA) method (Lee, Haruta et al. 2019) 
predicts interactions between community members using a population-based model. Ecological 
models based on species abundances, but supplemented with genome-scale metabolic models, 
have been used in the human gut to predict networks of metabolic exchange (Goyal, Wang et 
al. 2021). These tools provide a starting point for identifying community interactions that may be 
important for predicting the persistence of an introduced organism. 
 
Beyond Community Composition 
 
Though community composition may be a tractable experimental target for evaluating the 
persistence landscape of very simple communities, this information does not reveal the 
genomic, metabolic, or ecological mechanisms of the interactions observed in the specific 
environment. In the context of microbiome engineering, such measures are unlikely to suggest 
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strategies for colonization or control. To 
understand the persistence landscape at a 
mechanistic level, functional characterization 
of the introduced organism and target 
community is necessary. One broad category 
of interactions that impacts persistence is the 
complementation of functional deficits. 
 
Complementation can occur by several 
mechanisms. Metabolic complementation 
occurs when a metabolite is made available 
by the surrounding community members, 
such that a missing function in an introduced 
organism is complemented through metabolic 
exchange or syntrophy (Zelezniak, Andrejev 
et al. 2015). Antagonistic interactions 
describe the interplay between microbial 
chemical or protein weapons and defenses 
(Chassaing and Cascales 2018). Genetic 
complementation occurs through horizontal 
gene transfer (HGT), where genetic material 
encoding a function missing from an 
introduced organism is acquired from the 

community through methods such as conjugation, the uptake of environmental DNA, or through 
the action of bacteriophage (Tokuda and Shintani 2024). We consider these mechanisms of 
complementation and interaction as they pertain to persistence in the following sections. 
 
Metabolic Complementation Potential 
A key facet of the persistence landscape is understanding the extent to which functions of an 
introduced organism essential to survival in its environment can be complemented through 
metabolic exchange with the target community (to promote persistence) and with non-target 
communities (that enable escape). 
 
Metabolic exchange (Figure 3) is the assimilation of a compound or by-product by one organism 
from another organism (Mori, Ponce-de-Leon et al. 2016, Geesink, Ter Horst and Ettema 2024). 
Multiple exchange mechanisms have been documented, ranging from one organism’s waste 
product being used by another, to metabolic pathways for synthesis of (e.g.) amino acids being 
partitioned between multiple organisms (Sloan and Moran 2012, Van Leuven, Meister et al. 
2014, Miller, Fitzsimonds and Lamont 2019, Garber, Garcia de la Filia Molina et al. 2024). 
Similarly, polymer degradation can depend on metabolic exchange of breakdown products 
between specialists and generalists, as in the case of chitin degradation by soil bacteria 
(McClure, Farris et al. 2022). Metabolic complementation has been well documented in 
endosymbiotic relationships (Baumann 2005, Van Leuven, Mao et al. 2019, Garber, Garcia de 
la Filia Molina et al. 2024), with complex interdependent molecular interchange (Garber, Kupper 

 
Figure 3. Metabolic complementation. 
Metabolites that can be used by an introduced 
organism may be made available by the 
surrounding community members as pathway 
intermediates, degradation products, or waste 
products. 
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et al. 2021) enabling dramatic reduction in endosymbiont genome size (McCutcheon and Moran 
2011, McCutcheon, Garber et al. 2024). Interactions at the scale of complex communities have 
also been documented across human-associated, soil, and seawater microbiomes (Zelezniak, 
Andrejev et al. 2015, McCutcheon and Lekberg 2019, Coe, Braakman et al. 2024).  
 
Understanding a community’s capacity for metabolic complementation will be critical for 
determining the persistence landscape and will guide organism engineering strategies. 
Empirical approaches to evaluate metabolic interactions among community members include 
generating high-throughput omics data such as metagenomics, metatranscriptomics, and 
metaproteomics. Statistical inference methods can be applied to these datasets to predict 
interactions between different species, including metabolic interactions (McClure, Overall et al. 
2018, McClure, Farris et al. 2022, Newman, Macovsky et al. 2024, Ruiz-Perez, Gimon et al. 
2024). More direct experimental assessment of metabolic exchange can be accomplished using 
stable isotope probing (SIP) techniques that trace isotopically labeled compounds to different 
members within a microbial community. For example, metabolism of labile or structural plant 
derived compounds by specific members of the soil microbiome was measured by incorporation 
of 13C-labeled xylose and cellulose (Pepe-Ranney, Campbell et al. 2016). In a host-associated 
system, 13C tracer was paired with metabolomics to track metabolites as they were exchanged 
between community members both in vitro and in vivo (Henriques, Dhakan et al. 2020). SIP 
methods have been applied in conjunction with secondary ion mass spectrometry (nanoSIMS) 
chemical imaging and species identification using fluorescent in situ hybridization (FISH) 
methods, termed ‘nanoSIP’, to add spatial resolution to isotope tracing (Musat, Musat et al. 
2016). These studies provide foundational tools to understand mechanisms of complementation 
interactions, where a nutrient of interest could be tracked to quantify transfer to an introduced 

organism. While the scale of SIP 
experimental approaches is currently 
limited by expensive reagents and 
labor-intensive methods, efforts to 
overcome these challenges (Nuccio, 
Blazewicz et al. 2022) have the 
potential to advance tracking 
metabolite exchanges among 
individual organisms in complex 
communities. 
  
Computational methods developed to 
enable the prediction of metabolic 
exchange within microbiomes could 
be applied to help determine a 
persistence landscape. Genome-
scale metabolic modeling can be 
used to infer potential metabolic 
exchange by testing for 
complementary pathways in 

 
Figure 4. Antagonistic interactions. Molecular 
weaponry to target competing species and defenses to 
counter these have co-evolved in microbes. 
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reconstructed metabolic networks from combinations of bacteria that are present in the same 
community, e.g. (Ang, Lakshmanan et al. 2018, Mirzaei and Tefagh 2024). These approaches 
are limited by the requirement for complete or near complete genome sequences for community 
members, limited knowledge about transport mechanisms for intermediates, and the complexity 
of metabolic mechanisms present for microbes in communities. Despite these caveats, a 
number of algorithms have been developed and applied to microbiomes to conduct flux analysis 
from genome-scale metabolic models derived from metagenome data to predict metabolic 
interaction potential, covering interactions between several to hundreds of microbial taxa 
(Zomorrodi and Maranas 2012, Zelezniak, Andrejev et al. 2015, Joseph, Zafeiropoulos et al. 
2024, Lange, Kranert et al. 2024, Mirzaei and Tefagh 2024). Models to predict metabolite 
exchange are useful but limited. Improved methods that integrate available data from omics or 
phenotypic measurements are needed to more fully understand these interactions and ground 
truth potential interactions in empirical observations. Most omics techniques cannot be applied 
at a fine enough spatial scale to discriminate the contributions from individual organisms, though 
advances in single-cell omics are closing that gap (Wu, Velickovic and Burnum-Johnson 2024). 
Tracking metabolite exchanges among multiple organisms at once also remains a challenge 
and an opportunity where emerging AI-based approaches may be fruitful (Dama, Kim et al. 
2023).  
 
Antagonistic Interactions 
Factors beyond metabolic exchange should also be considered as part of the persistence 
landscape. Many microbial community members encode functions that limit the ability of an 
introduced organism to persist in the target community. 
 
For example, microorganisms have evolved multiple mechanisms to target other microbes with 
molecular weapons (Chassaing and Cascales 2018). Offensive strategies include diffusible 
factors such as bacteriocins – proteins or peptides produced by bacteria that can inhibit or kill 
other bacteria – or other compounds with bacteriostatic or bactericidal properties, such as small 
molecules or non-ribosomal peptides (Chassaing and Cascales 2018, Wu, Pang et al. 2022). In 
contrast to factors that are delivered by secretion and diffusion, some are mediated by contact 
dependent inhibition (CDI) mechanisms (Ikryannikova, Kurbatov et al. 2020). In general, 
bacteriocins and CDIs act through receptors and thus have a limited range of targeted species, 
usually including those that are closely related to the producing organism (Ghequire and De Mot 
2015, Chassaing and Cascales 2018). However, non-peptide antibiotics can have a much wider 
range for killing, requiring specific resistance mechanisms to prevent their action. Studies have 
also demonstrated that antimicrobial functions can be carried by phage and other mobile 
genetic elements, straddling genetic and functional complementation (Dragos, Andersen et al. 
2021). Thus, defense against these anti-microbial systems are well-known to jump between 
organisms through HGT (Ferreiro, Crook et al. 2018, Ruiz-Perez, Gimon et al. 2024), with 
further potential consequences to persistence and containment. 
 
Microbes have also evolved a myriad of systems providing defense against molecular weapons 
including antibiotics, and phage infection. Defense against the action of antibiotics commonly 
can occur through the action of efflux pumps, which can move antibiotics, or other harmful 
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molecules, out of the cytoplasm of 
affected cells (Nikaido and Pages 2012). 
Enzymes, such as b-lactamases, can 
neutralize classes of antibiotics, 
rendering them inactive and protecting 
the microbe (Laub and Typas 2024). A 
number of defense systems aimed at 
foreign DNA from phage or plasmids 
have also been described. This includes 
restriction endonucleases, which cleave 
DNA based on set patterns (Ershova, 
Rusinov et al. 2015) and CRISPR-Cas 
systems, which incorporates the patterns 
of DNA into the host genome, then 
targets and cleaves DNA with those 
patterns when they are presented again 
(Laub and Typas 2024). 
 
Though antagonistic and defensive 
interactions have high potential to impact 

a persistence landscape, the limited understanding of the biology and lack of analysis tools in 
this area represent a major knowledge gap. Computational methods have been developed to 
identify genes encoding the molecular mechanisms for bacterial warfare and defense, including 
some bacteriocins (Hammami, Zouhir et al. 2010, Akhter and Miller 2023, Costa, da Silva Moia 
et al. 2023, Mondal, Sen et al. 2023), but knowledge is limited on the extent of other types of 
offensive and defensive systems, their ecological and biological target range, and how target 
identification occurs. Further characterization of how offensive and defensive systems evolve in 
response to each other and the mechanisms of action are needed. Emerging tools such as 
protein large language models (Rives, Meier et al. 2021) could be useful to more accurately and 
sensitively identify these systems and components from genomic data enabling a more 
thorough characterization of defense complementation and provide insights for manipulating 
these systems to support persistence. 

Genetic Complementation Potential 
HGT describes the process of genetic material being transferred between two organisms 
(Figure 5). In bacteria, HGT can occur through various mechanisms including direct uptake of 
DNA from the environment (competence), transfer of DNA directly between two bacteria 
(conjugation), or transfer via infection by phage (transduction) (Tokuda and Shintani 2024). 
These processes can shape the persistence landscape in significant ways by providing a 
mechanism for organisms to acquire functions from other members in the community. We 
consider the case here where HGT from a native community member to the introduced 
organism results in the complementation of an absent function in the recipient organism. 
 

 
Figure 5. Genetic complementation. The nucleic 
acid transfer mechanisms of transduction, phage 
infection, or natural competence represent forms of 
genetic complementation. 
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Predicting the impact of HGT on the persistence landscape is difficult because quantification of 
HGT is experimentally challenging and thus estimates of HGT rates in natural microbiomes vary 
widely between 10-7 to 10-11 events per generation, per cell (Baur, Hanselmann et al. 1996, 
Jiang and Paul 1998, Sheppard, Beddis and Barraclough 2020, Moralez, Szenkiel et al. 2021). 
Transfer rates are best characterized for antibiotic resistance genes (ARGs), because they are 
highly selected for in the presence of antibiotics, the protein groups are well classified (Anthony, 
Burnham et al. 2021), there are well established tools and methods for identifying a positive 
transfer event (Ferreiro, Crook et al. 2018), and the level of surveillance in clinical and water 
treatment settings is high. Transfer of ARGs has been shown to be prevalent in gut 
microbiomes from humans (Anthony, Burnham et al. 2021) and mice (Moubareck, Bourgeois et 
al. 2003, Neil, Allard et al. 2020, Leon-Sampedro, DelaFuente et al. 2021), and has also been 
measured in environmental microbiomes such as sewage, biofilms, and soils (Forsberg, Patel et 
al. 2014, Klumper, Droumpali et al. 2014, Lecuyer, Bourassa et al. 2018, Li, Dechesne et al. 
2018). Evidence of retention of even slightly beneficial genes following transfer suggests that a 
wider variety of transferable functions could contribute to a persistence landscape (van Dijk, 
Hogeweg et al. 2020).The impact of HGT on a persistence landscape is, however, modulated 
by the decreasing efficiency of transfer as the phylogenetic distance between the donor and 
recipient strains increases (Ravenhall, Skunca et al. 2015). 
 
One mechanism of gene transduction to provide complementation is delivery of functions to the 
host by phage infection. Auxiliary viral genes (AVGs), defined as phage genes that have 
functions not directly related to the phage life cycle, are both prevalent and diverse within phage 
(Graham, Camargo et al. 2024). AVGs identified in phage can be functional, and the functions 
can complement traits of the infected bacteria (Lindell, Jaffe et al. 2005, Monier, Welsh et al. 
2012, Wu, Smith et al. 2022, Wegner, Roitman et al. 2024), even expanding the host’s innate 
ecological niche (Monier, Chambouvet et al. 2017). Because of the ubiquity of phage in 
microbial communities and the high frequency of virus-host interactions (estimated 10^28 
infections per day in seawater; Breitbart 2012), transduction of functional genes from phage to 
an introduced organism could be a significant factor impacting a persistence landscape (Suttle 
1994, Fuhrman and Noble 1995, Suttle 2007).  
 
Prediction of HGT potential to complement an absent function in an introduced organism could 
be undertaken by assessing the genetic potential of the target microbiome through functional 
annotation of the metagenome. These annotations could aid inference of the potential for 
genetic complementation, but a rate estimate would be very difficult to determine since it would 
depend on many interacting factors. These factors include uptake of exogenous DNA by an 
introduced organism (its competency), its proximity to bacteria with mechanisms for transfer, 
and the stochasticity of transfer interactions. The capacity for specific types of HGT from 
genomic or metagenomic sequences can be assessed through computational approaches, 
usually through identification of plasmid (Krawczyk, Lipinski and Dziembowski 2018, Redondo-
Salvo, Fernandez-Lopez et al. 2020), conjugative elements (Wang, Liu et al. 2024), or phage  
(Roux, Enault et al. 2015, Camargo, Roux et al. 2023) sequences. However, these methods are 
likely limited in their accuracy and scope, especially when considering the number and diversity 
of plasmids and phages already known. Research to address this knowledge gap about HGT 
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rates in natural communities would 
accelerate understanding of persistence 
landscapes and enhance bioengineering 
efforts toward genetic isolation of the target 
organism. 
 
Environmental and Temporal 
Dynamics 
 
The composition of microbiomes, and 
concordantly the relationships between 
members, are driven by the surrounding 
environment. The ability of a microbiome to 
complement absent functions will be shaped 
by the environment, with conditions that vary 
over time and space, changing the 
persistence landscape in both subtle and 
substantial ways depending on the type of 
perturbation or change. The relevant time 
and spatial scales to consider will vary based 
on the environment and may not be easy to 
determine. However, the following questions 

can guide identification of factors to constrain practical efforts to define a persistence landscape: 
Which conditions and/or environments are expected to be important for the persistence 
phenotype? How long must the introduced organism persist in the target community to serve its 
purpose? How are the boundaries of the target community defined and what scale of spatial 
measurements are needed to assess community and environmental parameters within those 
boundaries? What environmental perturbations might be expected to occur in this time and 
space? Defining a persistence landscape would require design of experiments to gather data 
with these core factors in mind. 
 
Just as important to determining a persistence landscape is the intended purpose and time 
frame of the introduced function. If it is meant to be a short-lived function specific to a condition, 
the colonization side of the persistence landscape will be defined on a limited set of conditions 
and a short time scale. However, if the goal is long-term persistence of an introduced organism 
to provide a sustained or seasonal function, the persistence landscape will be defined on a 
wider set of possible conditions. In this case, considerations to prioritize include the anticipated 
deployment timescale for the introduced organism, the most critical conditions to assay for 
introduced function, and whether these conditions might vary over time. The interaction of the 
introduced organism with the most relevant conditions and time scale can thus be used to 
characterize the persistence landscape and use it to predict how the introduced function will be 
expressed under changing conditions.   
 

 
Figure 6. Spatial distribution. The distribution of 
community members across structurally isolated 
physical and chemical environments can impact 
the persistence landscape by providing or 
excluding critical nutrients or community 
interactions, synergistic or antagonistic. 
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Sudden shifts in the behavior of complex biological systems through biotic or abiotic 
perturbations have been studied extensively. Examples of perturbations include (i) a shift in 
environmental conditions beyond the normal range that results in mass turnover of community 
composition and its associated functions (Roy Chowdhury, Lee et al. 2019), or (ii) a phage 
bloom that alters community population dynamics (Zhao, Liang et al. 2025), potentially including 
the introduction of new functions through AVGs. These functional tipping points can be 
predicted for specific systems with sufficiently detailed models (Zhao, Liang et al. 2025), but this 
area of community modeling is not well developed. Perturbations can lead to large shifts in 
species abundance, community member functions, and community-level interactions, opening 
or closing environmental niche space that defines a persistence landscape.  
 
Practical assessment of persistence landscape dynamics can be achieved through targeted 
experiments that sample the range of conditions expected, with appropriate temporal sampling. 
The landscape in this case would be the sampling aggregate of functional potential and 
complementation in the experimental set. The development and use of fabricated ecosystems 
for soils such as EcoFab (Gupta, Tian et al. 2024), the RhizoGrid (Handakumbura, Rivas Ubach 
and Battu 2021), and RhizoChip (Aufrecht, Khalid et al. 2022) that capture spatially-resolved 
data will allow the dynamics of these systems to be studied in situ. A powerful way to approach 
this problem is the use of model microbial consortia, referred to as synthetic communities 
(SynComs), that contain a small number of individual species that represent taxonomic and 
functional diversity present in complex communities in reproducible and experimentally tractable 
forms (McClure, Naylor et al. 2020, Fonseca-Garcia, Pettinga et al. 2024). SynComs that 
represent the most important members of a complex community can be subjected to a wide 
range of controlled experiments to understand the responses of native and amended 
communities in different environments. They enable the testing and characterization of a 
persistence landscape through experiments with an introduced organism. 

Spatial Distribution 
The spatial structure of the environment and the arrangement of cells/populations within it 
constrain the interactions between community members, and thus the persistence landscape. 
The environmental matrix, from a host gut to a soil system, modulates the transport and 
accessibility of metabolites, phage, and cells through aqueous channels or other structural 
features that connect disparate regions of the environment. Thus, persistence is dependent on 
the spatial context – the proximity to the source of interactions which promote or prevent 
persistence. The complexity of spatial factors that influence interactions with potentially 
complementary functions makes it a challenging and active area of study, where emerging 
technologies and innovative approaches are being applied. 
 
Community structure and interactions are frequently influenced by biofilms. Biofilms are 
intercellular polymeric matrices formed by production of extracellular polymeric substances 
(EPS), which allow aggregation of microbes into pore and channel structures. These structures 
bring microbes into close pockets and create environments that can drive formation of chemical 
gradients, but are generally protective of the bacteria inside, e.g. from antibiotics and other 
stresses (Bohning, Tarafder and Bharat 2024). Biofilms also constrain cell-cell interaction and 
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communication via mechanisms such as quorum sensing and HGT (Lecuyer, Bourassa et al. 
2018, Michielsen, Vercelli et al. 2024). For some communities, integration of an introduced 
organism into a biofilm might be advantageous or critical to persistence or successful delivery of 
its intended function. Improved understanding about how introduction of non-native organisms 
works at different stages of biofilm life cycle/development and/or methods of introduction is 
needed to better understand impact on the persistence landscape. 
 
Spatial variation in human microbiomes has been elegantly characterized in a number of studies 
including a cartography of the human skin microbiome, which combined metagenomics and 
metabolomics (Bouslimani, Porto et al. 2015) to show that the skin exhibits diverse distributions 
of species. Similarly, a novel experimental platform, the RhizoGrid, was developed to map the 
bioenergy crop Sorghum bicolor root rhizosphere, showing that the distribution of bacterial taxa 
and metabolites vary across the root depth (Handakumbura, Rivas Ubach and Battu 2021). 
Both these examples highlight the difficulties of defining a persistence landscape for a 
microbiome, since the composition of the microbiome in the target environment is likely to be 
spatially heterogeneous. Focusing on a core microbiome (Shade and Handelsman 2012) from 
the target microbiome (e.g. root rhizosphere) is one approach to reduce variability across space. 
However, this can limit insight by ignoring the species and functions that are not shared but 
nevertheless play an important role in persistence. Efforts to profile the degree of compositional 
and/or functional variation over space could help address this hurdle. Fortunately, distance 
decay – the tendency for nearby locations to have similar characteristics or be influenced by 
each other (Wang, Zeng et al. 2024) – allows for implementing linear and non-linear forms of 
correlation and regression to identify microbes and metabolites that vary across, for instance, 
different rooting zones of the rhizosphere. Future efforts to identify causal relationships between 
components of the microbiome in different spatial regions could identify microbe-microbe, 
microbe-metabolite, and microbe-metabolite-host interactions that drive colonization dynamics 
of an introduced organism in natural settings which include a host like a plant or the human gut. 
Alongside experimental platforms like the RhizoGrid or Gut-on-a-chip platforms spatial 
enrichment and causal inference could be powerful tools for identifying how host and 
environmental perturbations affect the persistence landscape of complex microbiomes. 

Addressing Challenges to Defining Persistence Landscapes 
The daunting complexity of composition layered by spatial and temporal interactions renders 
complete characterization of a persistence landscape for natural communities generally 
infeasible, even at the taxonomic composition level. Model systems, such as reduced-
complexity SynComs (Duran, Thiergart et al. 2018, McClure, Naylor et al. 2020, van der Lelie, 
Oka et al. 2021, Fonseca-Garcia, Pettinga et al. 2024), offer one solution that has been applied 
to define a functional landscape (Sanchez-Gorostiaga, Bajic et al. 2019). Even though these 
simplified systems can be challenging due to the large number of potential interactions to 
investigate, SynComs can be used to examine species abundance profiles and correlations, 
which can then be used to identify keystone species and potential interacting partners. The 
community members can be more fully characterized individually to provide a more complete 
understanding of functional capabilities. As such, SynComs offer tools to study the behavior of 
communities and how they complement introduced organisms and can provide predictions of 
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important molecular mechanisms that can be tested in more complex natural communities. 
Further, because they can be more deeply characterized than most natural communities, they 
are excellent test beds for evaluating the mechanisms that support the establishment and 
persistence control of introduced organisms. 
 
Current limitations of metagenomic sequencing techniques and our knowledge of microbial 
physiology prevent full characterization of the taxonomic composition and functional potential of 
complex microbial communities such as the soil microbiome. We have previously published very 
deep sequencing of soil communities, and our results indicate that we have not yet approached 
determining all the species present (Nelson, Anderson et al. 2020). Species that are in very low 
abundance but that might thrive under specific conditions when assessed in a persistence 
landscape may confound efforts to fully understand their persistence potential. These issues 
mean that the ability to assemble complete or nearly complete genomes from metagenome 
reads is limited and it is not unusual that a large percentage of metagenome sequences cannot 
be incorporated into genomes (Thomas and Segata 2019). Additionally, the percentage of 
protein coding sequences that can be confidently assigned a function is between 30-40% even 
in relatively well-studied bacteria (Salzberg 2019, Lobb, Tremblay et al. 2020). Due to these 
challenges, there have been recent calls to the community to establish high quality domain-
specific databases of microbially assembled genomes not often submitted to public databases 
(Anthony, Allison et al. 2024). This would increase data-reuse, promote Findable, Accessible, 
Interoperable, and Reusable (FAIR) metadata standards, and improve taxonomic and functional 
annotation for metagenomic “dark matter”. Alongside this, novel machine learning methods for 
determining functional and metabolic potential trained on the extensive amount of available 
genome information is helping address these problems (Yu, Cui et al. 2023, Geller-McGrath, 
Konwar et al. 2024). 
 
As described above, characterization of the persistence landscape requires understanding of 
community function, and the inter-organism relationships that arise from these functions. 
Genome sequencing provides information about functional potential but does not indicate 
directly which functions are active. Metatranscriptomics to measure gene expression is one step 
closer to the goal of assessing expressed function and can provide a good indication of the 
genes that are active under particular conditions. However, the expression of a well-annotated 
gene does not mean that the function it represents is active, because the relationship between 
mRNA levels and corresponding protein levels is complex and not always directly proportional 
 (Zhang, Liu et al. 2016, Perl, Ushakov et al. 2017). Additionally, proteins can be post-
translationally modified in many ways that modulate their function (Macek, Forchhammer et al. 
2019). Metaproteomics (Maier, Lucio et al. 2017, Li, Wang et al. 2023) is a developing area that 
measures community protein abundance, providing a better estimate of function. However, the 
methodology is challenging, and as a result metaproteomics data tend to be sparse 
representations of the full community and do not capture all relevant functions (Pan, Wattiez 
and Gillan 2024). Multi-omic data integration, coupled with modeling, is a way of addressing 
these limitations by making use of the strengths of each data type (Deek, Ma et al. 2024). 
Improved methods for high-throughput phenotypic characterization, and better methods for real-



16 

time monitoring of molecular signatures are needed to better capture the complexity required for 
understanding the persistence landscape. 
 
To construct models that are truly predictive of community capacity for supporting persistence of 
an introduced organism, we must improve modeling approaches. More work is needed to 
integrate ecological competition models, which are expected to be strongly influenced by the 
effects of functional complementation, with mechanistic metabolic models to understand how 
dynamics of this complementation impact the persistence landscape. Improved methods for 
community metabolic modeling that account for molecular and phenotypic measurements 
(McClure, Lee et al. 2020) may enable better estimation of a persistence landscape from the 
metabolic complementation perspective. Finally, working with data from synthetic model 
systems could allow advancement of these approaches, and provide frameworks for rapid 
iteration on model improvement, benchmarking, and data imputation. 
 

Practical Assessment and Application of a Rhizosphere Persistence 
Landscape 
 
One important example of a target community for introduced organisms is the root rhizosphere, 
which is vitally important for plant growth (Afridi, Fakhar et al. 2022, Orozco-Mosqueda, Fadiji et 
al. 2022, Jansson, McClure and Egbert 2023). Understanding the persistence landscape of the 
root rhizosphere environment, including the metabolic complementation potential of the host 
plant, will enable enhanced design of engineered microbiomes. These enhancements include 
an increased ability to compete within native communities for host exudates and to deal with the 
important issues of containment and escape within an agricultural context.  
 
Ethical application of engineered organisms to microbial communities will likely require the 
organism to be engineered to prevent spread beyond the target area to minimize unintended 
consequences. Thus, the persistence landscape can also be used to guide minimization of 
fitness in non-targeted environments. Mapping of the persistence landscape would inform 
strategies to increase colonization potential within the sorghum root environment, while 
preventing escape to the surrounding bulk soil microbiome. Within the scope of metabolic 
complementation, one goal could be to identify metabolites that are not produced by other 
microbial constituents but which are solely produced by the plant. For instance, in the bioenergy 
crop Sorghum bicolor, root exudates are largely comprised of a relatively small list of plant 
produced metabolites, several of which are, to the best of our knowledge, rarely if ever 
produced by other host plants or other microorganisms (Czarnota, Rimando and Weston 2003, 
Wang, Chai et al. 2021). Understanding which microbial genes enable the uptake and use of 
these compounds as carbon sources would provide a method for engineering persistence 
control into an introduced organism, for example to be dependent upon that carbon source for 
growth or to only express a function when that compound is present. Similar approaches could 
be envisioned in human microbiomes by using selective diet supplementation with rare carbon 
sources. 
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The root rhizosphere comprises many thousands of species interacting in a complex spatial 
environment, making a comprehensive description of a persistence landscape experimentally 
intractable. To extend the concept of the functional landscape to the persistence landscape we 
instead envision near-term experiments that focus on stable synthetic communities designed to 
represent aspects of the target community and an introduced, possibly engineered, organism. 
Following Sanchez-Gorostiaga, et al., the membership of the synthetic community would be 
varied and the persistence of an introduced organism measured as “persistence fitness”. 
Enumerating all possible community compositions as unique combinations of species allows 
definition of the persistence landscape, identification of combinations of species permissive or 
intolerant of an introduced organism, and sub-groups of community members that fulfill different 
functional roles and niche specialties. Similar studies using synthetic communities designed to 
reflect aspects of non-target communities would be used to identify and characterize possible 
routes of escape for the introduced organism, providing a basis for refinement of control 
strategies. As experimental and modeling approaches advance, we anticipate more 
sophisticated opportunities to explore and define persistence landscapes. 
 
Advances in automated experimentation using robotic platforms offer a way to approach the 
persistence landscape. Coupled with smart computational approaches to guide experiments, 
automated platforms can be used to characterize important areas of the landscape and lead to 
a predictive method for novel combinations. To our knowledge this has not been attempted with 
microbial communities, but a recent example of a similar framework involved a deep learning-
powered, automated pipeline that learned the combination of amino acids supporting growth of 
a single organism (Dama, Kim et al. 2023). While the persistence landscape presents additional 
challenges including experimental consideration of members of the community that may be 
difficult or impossible to culture, and the much larger potential combinatorial space, a similar 
approach could be very useful for exploring persistence landscapes.  
 
Realization of a persistence landscape would allow improved design of engineered organisms 
that could survive in a complex target community and carry out their intended function, while 
keeping them contained safely to that community. Experimental data would need to be coupled 
with improved models that more completely describe the persistence landscape and could be 
used to formulate new strategies for modulation of engineered functions. A more complete 
understanding of the persistence landscape would allow development of approaches to 
enhance crop yield, decrease dependence on chemical fertilizers, improve resilience against 
environmental changes, and secure crops against potential biosecurity threats. 
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