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Abstract :   
 
Recurrent blooms of the toxic dinoflagellate Ostreopsis cf. ovata are frequently reported in the 
Northwestern Mediterranean Sea. The impact of these proliferations on other microalgal species 
inhabiting the same habitats is of interest from an ecological prospective. In vitro experiments were carried 
out to investigate the influence of O. cf. ovata on the growth of the co-occurring benthic diatoms 
Licmophora paradoxa, Navicula arenaria and the benthic dinoflagellates Prorocentrum lima and Coolia 
monotis. Overall, O. cf. ovata exhibited weak allelopathic effects towards these microalgal species, with 
a reduction in the cell abundance for L. paradoxa and P. lima only. Interestingly, dead cells of L. paradoxa 
and N. arenaria were observed embedded in the thick mucus surrounding O. cf. ovata cells, suggesting 
that the mucous layer could act as a toxic phycosphere, especially for non-motile cells. All competitors 
were further exposed for 24 h to ovatoxins, the major toxins produced by O. cf. ovata, and the maximum 
quantum yield efficiency of L. paradoxa, N. arenaria and P. lima was affected at a minimum concentration 
of 10 µg mL−1. We then hypothesized that the diffusion of solubilized ovatoxins in the culture medium 
affects only moderately the competitors’ growth, whereas their accumulation in the mucus would yield 
deleterious effects. More precisely, the competitors’ sensitivity to ovatoxins was enhanced in their 
stationary phase of growth and resulted from a rapid inhibition of an uncharacterized photosynthetic step 
downstream photosystem II. Altogether, these results emphasize the predominant role of the O. cf. ovata’s 
mucus in driving ecological interactions and suggest that it can affect the growth of several benthic 
microalgae by accumulating the potent ovatoxins. 
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Introduction

Allelopathy is being increasingly highlighted 
as an important trait in all microalgal clades for 
inter-specific competition (Schwartz et  al. 2016; 
Brown et al. 2019). Indeed, the release of 
allelochemicals by microalgae can exhibit an 
influence on competitors by modifying their 
nutrient uptake (Lyczkowski and Karp-Boss 2014), 
motility (Lim et al. 2014; Fernán-dez-Herrera et  al. 
2016), photosynthetic efficiency (Poulson-Ellestad 
et  al. 2014), growth (Wang et  al. 2017a) or even 
cell integrity (Tillmann et  al. 2007, Poulson-
Ellestad et  al. 2014, Wang et  al. 2017b, Poulin 
et  al. 2018). Even though chemical interac-tions 
occur at the cellular scale, they may then induce 
cascade effects at the ecosystem level 
(Hattenrath-Lehmann and Gobler 2017). However, 
and despite recent efforts on the characterization of 
allelochemi-cals produced by microalgae, only a 
limited number of these metabolites have been 
structurally identified (Pohnert 2005; Gillard et  al. 
2013; Selander et  al. 2015; Gallo et al. 2017). Our 
knowledge on the physi-ological effects of 
microalgal allelochemicals is also insufficient 
although recent findings showed a disrup-tion of 
osmoregulation, photosynthesis, or lipid bio-
synthesis in some cases (Poulson-Ellestad et al. 
2014; Poulin et al. 2018; Long et al. 2018a).

Dinoflagellates are known to be a rich 
source of bioactive metabolites that can exhibit 
negative effects on other marine organisms but also 
on humans (Botana 2014; Shimizu 1993; Simon 
et  al. 2009). 

Even though some dinoflagellate metabolites have 
been identified as toxins, their ecological effects espe-
cially on competitive microalgae have rarely been 
studied (Tillmann and John 2002, Kubanek et  al. 
2005, Tillmann and Hansen 2009, Poulson-Ellestad 
et  al. 2014). Intriguingly, microalgal toxins are only 
scarcely associated with allelochemistry (Granéli and 
Hansen 2006; Prince et  al. 2010), with the excep-
tion of karlotoxins (Place et  al. 2012) produced by 
strains of the dinoflagellate Karlodinium veneficum 
and involved in prey capture. Usually, allelochemi-
cals in microalgae are more described by a variety of 
chemical structures (Brown et  al. 2019), with small 
and non-toxic metabolites like sterols, polyunsatu-
rated aldehydes or fatty acids being known to medi-
ate chemical interactions in diatoms (Pohnert 2005; 
Gallo et  al. 2017; Ianora et  al. 2004). A wide range 
of effects are associated with these allelochemicals 
towards other microalgal species, spanning from a 
weak reduction in cell concentration (Kubanek et al. 
2005, 2007) to cell lysis (Tillmann and John 2002; 
Tillmann and Hansen 2009). In particular, effects 
of dinoflagellate allelochemicals on diatoms have 
been increasingly reported during the past decade 
(Hakanen et  al. 2014, Lim et  al. 2014, Lyczkowski 
and Karp-Boss 2014, Poulson-Ellestad et  al. 2014, 
Sala-Pérez et al. 2016, Long et al. 2018a)

Most studies on dinoflagellate allelochemistry 
focused on planktonic species (Poulson-Ellestad 
et  al. 2014; Long et  al. 2018a; Tillmann and John 
2002; Kubanek et  al. 2005; Tillmann and Hansen 
2009), while benthic microalgae have been largely 
understudied (Monti and Cecchin 2012; García-Por-
tela et  al. 2016; Ternon et  al. 2018). Blooms of the 
benthic and toxic dinoflagellate Ostreopsis cf. ovata 
frequently occur in the northern Mediterranean Sea 
(Mangialajo et al. 2011), and the increase in the fre-
quency and intensity of these blooms have become 
health (Tichadou et  al. 2010; Vila et  al. 2016) and 
ecological (Faimali et al. 2012; Simonini et al. 2011; 
Pavaux et al. 2019) hazards in the last decades. The 
main metabolites described for this species are struc-
tural analogues of the potent palytoxin and named 
ovatoxins (Ciminiello et  al. 2008; Brissard et  al. 
2015), and they are believed to induce toxic effects on 
humans. The impact of the blooms of O. cf. ovata on 
other microalgae of the benthic consortium has been 
insufficiently investigated, and the involvement of 
these toxins in allelochemistry remains understudied. 
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It has been shown recently that while distant allelopa-
thy of O. cf. ovata through a membrane is not detri-
mental to competitors (Ternon et al. 2018), the filtrate 
of O. cf. ovata cultures does inhibit the growth and 
the maximum quantum yield (photosystem II) of sev-
eral competitors (Monti and Cecchin 2012; García-
Portela et  al. 2016; Ternon et  al. 2018). These first 
observations are more in favour of a contact interac-
tion that could be mediated through the mucus layer 
well described for this species, but experimental data 
were needed to confirm this assumption.

Contact interactions play an important role in 
aquatic chemical ecology due to the dilution factors 
acting at a longer distance (Jonsson et al. 2009). The 
present study aimed to give some insights into the 
contact allelopathy of O. cf. ovata with co-occur-
ring microalgae. Co-culture experiments allowing 
cell–cell contacts were carried out on four benthic 
microalgal species sharing the same habitat Proro‑
centrum lima, Coolia monotis, Licmophora para‑
doxa and Navicula arenaria. Bioassays assessing 
the impact of ovatoxins on the same set of competi-
tors were also carried out. In an attempt to identify 
the allelochemicals responsible for the observed 
effects, both targeted and un-targeted metabolomics 
analyses of the culture medium were finally per-
formed by ultra-high-performance liquid chromatog-
raphy coupled to high-resolution mass spectrometry 
(UHPLC-HRMS).

Materials and methods

Co-culture experiments and the bioassay were per-
formed on four microalgal species known to occupy 
the same ecological niche as O. cf. ovata (Accoroni 
et al. 2016; Marro et al. 2019; Ninčević Gladan et al. 
2019): the diatoms Licmophora paradoxa and Navic‑
ula arenaria; and the dinoflagellates Prorocentrum 
lima and Coolia monotis. All strains were monoclonal 
and obtained from the MCCV (Mediterranean Culture 
Collection of Villefranche, MCCV33, 109, 47 and 
112, respectively, and 54 for O. cf. ovata) and grown 
in L1 medium (Guillard and Ryther 1962) prepared 
with autoclaved aged and filtered seawater adjusted to 
a salinity of 38. Nitrate and phosphate concentrations 
in L1 medium are 882  µM, and 36.2  µM, respec-
tively. Algae cultures were maintained at 22  °C, 

under a 14:10 light/dark cycle with a light intensity of 
250 µmol  m−2  s−1.

Co-culture experiments

The co-culture experiments allowed cell–cell contact 
between O. cf. ovata and one competitor, as a dual 
interaction. All competitors were initially grown in 
separate 75-mL flasks, O. cf. ovata in one 300-mL 
Fernbach, and were used to seed the co-cultures after 
10 days of growth (end of the exponential phase). 
To mimic natural conditions, the ratios of cells of 
O. cf. ovata/competitors observed in the field at the 
peak of the 2016 bloom of the Rochambeau site (43° 
41′  35.64ʺ N–7° 18′  31.54ʺ E, Northwestern Medi-
terranean Sea) were used to seed the co-cultures (O. 
cf. ovata: competitor = 5:1).

Before seeding the co-cultures, an aliquot of 1 mL 
was sampled from the parent cultures and immedi-
ately fixed with Lugol’s iodine solution (4% v/v) for 
cell counting under microscope. After determination 
of the cell abundance, a small volume (< 1  mL) of 
the parent culture of the four competitors was used 
to seed the co-culture flasks of 50  mL containing 
L1 media at the desired cell concentration. For each 
competitor, six flasks were prepared among which 
three received cells of O. cf. ovata at a concentration 
of 1.50E+02 cell  mL−1 and three were control flasks 
(Fig.  1 SI). Three additional 50-mL control flasks 
were set for O. cf. ovata alone using the same cell 
concentration and volume of L1 media. All mono- 
and co-cultures were maintained for 17  days, and, 
every 3–4 days, an aliquot of 1 mL was sampled from 
each flask after scraping the bottom of the flask to 
detach the cells. The aliquots were fixed with Lugol’s 
iodine solution to monitor the cell concentration. 
Additionally, 15 mL was sampled in sterile conditions 
at days 14 and 17 from all flasks and filtered on 0.2-
µm syringe filters to remove cells. These filtrates were 
stored at − 20 °C until analyses of nitrate and nitrite 
concentrations.

Cell counting

Samples were stored in the fridge (4  °C) and ana-
lysed within a month. All counting was performed 
under microscope using Sedgewick rafter counting 
chamber.

123

124

125

126

127

128

129

130

131

132

133

134

135

136

137

138

139

140

141

142

143

144

145

146

147

148

149

150

151

152

153

154

155

156

157

158

159

160

161

162

163

164

165

166

167

168

169

170

171

172

173

174

175

176

177

178

179

180

181

182

183

184

185

186

187

188

189

190

191

192

193

194

195

196

197

198

199

200

201

202

203

204

205

206

207

208

209

210

211



UNCORRECTED PROOF

Journal : Medium 10452 Article No : 9953 Pages : 17 MS Code : 9953 Dispatch : 11-2-2022

 Aquat Ecol

1 3
Vol:. (1234567890)

Nutrients measurements

Nitrite  (NO2
−) and nitrate  (NO3

−) concentrations 
were estimated to follow the microalgae uptake and 
nutrient availability. Measurements were performed 
using an Auto-analyser II Technicon as described by 
Bendschneider and Robinson (Bendschneider and 
Robinson 1952).

Chemistry of Ostreopsis cf. ovata

Extraction of the intra‑ and extra‑cellular metabolites 
from O. cf. ovata monocultures

In order to assess the chemical diversity produced and 
released throughout the growth of the O. cf. ovata 
strain used in this study (MCCV54), the chemical 
content of the cells and the medium from monocul-
tures was analysed at three time points (3, 10 and 
17 days of growth).

Twelve flasks were filled with 300  mL of L1 
medium, and nine of them were further seeded with 
Ostreopsis cf. ovata at an initial concentration of 
1.10E+03 cell  mL−1, the three remaining flasks being 
the blanks (only L1 medium, no cells added, Fig.  2 
SI). All flasks were placed in an incubator at 24  °C 
avoiding any shading between them. At each sam-
pling day (days 3, 10 and 17), one blank and three 
O. cf. ovata flasks were removed from the incuba-
tor. After subsampling of 1 mL for cell counting, the 
flasks’ content was transferred to 50-mL falcon tubes 
for centrifugation at 900 g and 21 °C for 10 min. The 
supernatant was collected and filtered upon 0.2 µm of 
a glass filtering device, and the cell pellet was flash-
frozen using liquid nitrogen and further stored at 
− 20  °C. The sterile supernatants were immediately 
extracted using C18 discs (47 mm diameter, Supelco) 
under low vacuum (< 5  mm Hg), following the 
method described in Ternon et al. (2018). Briefly, the 
discs were activated using 3 × 5 mL of MeOH, equili-
brated with 3  mL of MQ water. After sample load-
ing, the discs were rinsed with 3 mL of MQ water and 
eluted with 3 × 3 mL of MeOH. The organic extracts 
were evaporated to 250 µL under a stream of nitrogen 
before being stored at − 20 °C until analysis. The cell 
pellets were freeze-dried and extracted three times 
with 5  mL of MeOH/H2O (v/v 80/20) in an ultra-
sonic bath for 10 min. The extract was further centri-
fuged at 1000 g for 12 min, and the supernatant was 

collected. All extracts were evaporated to dryness, 
weighed, and resuspended in MeOH to reach a con-
centration of 3 mg  mL−1.

Preparation of the ovatoxins

A mixture of five ovatoxins (OVTX-a to OVTX-e) 
was obtained from pellets of O. cf. ovata MCCV 54 
cultivated in L1 medium. The toxins were extracted 
from 5 g pellets (75 g in total) with 20 mL of MeOH/
H2O (1/1, v/v) by vortex-mixing during 1 min. After 
centrifugation (4000  g, 5  min), the supernatant was 
collected, and the pellet rinsed twice with the same 
volume of mixture of solvents. All supernatants were 
pooled and concentrated at 30  °C under a stream of 
nitrogen until a final volume of 1.2 mL. These con-
centrated extracts were further fractionated by size 
exclusion chromatography (Sephadex LH-20, column 
of 70 × 1.5 cm) according to Brissard et al. (Brissard 
et al. 2015) by using 300 mL of pure MeOH for the 
elution and collections of 10 mL fractions. The ova-
toxin content of each fraction was determined by 
LC–MS/MS as in Gémin et  al. (Gémin et  al. 2020). 
The OVTX-containing fractions were pooled and 
concentrated before purification by semi-prep chro-
matography according to Brissard et al. (2015) using 
a liquid chromatographic system (Agilent 1160) 
coupled to a DAD detector (1260 Infinity II DAD 
WR) (λ = 233 and λ = 263 nm). Ovatoxins were puri-
fied trough the semi-preparative column Uptisphere 
 C18-TF (Interchim, 250 mm × 10 mm, 5 µm) at 25 °C. 
A linear elution gradient using  H2O/acetic acid 0.2% 
(A) and ACN/H2O/acetic acid 0.2% (95:5 v/v) (B) 
started from 80:20 (v:v) to 0:100 (v:v) over 30  min 
followed by an isocratic during 5  min 0:100 (v:v). 
Fractions corresponding to the pool of OVTXs were 
collected in polypropylene tubes and finally con-
centrated at 30  °C under a flux of nitrogen in 1 mL 
DMSO.

Metabolomic analyses of the exometabolome 
in monocultures of O. cf. ovata by UHPLC‑HRMS/
MS

An analysis of the chemical content of the endo- 
and the exometabolome of the monocultures of O. 
cf. ovata was performed by UHPLC-HRMS/MS 
using an Agilent 1290 system (Agilent Technolo-
gies, USA) equipped with a diode array detector and 
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coupled to an Agilent 6540 QTOF mass spectrometer 
(Agilent Technologies, USA). Analyses were per-
formed in full scan positive mode (ESI +). A volume 
of 10 µL of each sample was injected and analysed 
in a reverse phase column (Acquity UPLC HSS T3 
1.8  µm, 2.1  mm × 100  mm, Waters) using a linear 
elution gradient over 15  min with  H2O/MeOH/ for-
mic acid 0.1% from 90:10 (v:v, isocratic from 0 to 
2 min) to 0:100 (v:v, isocratic from 12 to 13 min) at 
a flow rate of 0.4 mL  min−1. Collision energies (CE) 
of 40 eV were applied to obtain the MS/MS spectra. 
UV spectra were extracted at 210, 233 and 263 nm. 
The capillary voltage of the MS spectrometer was set 
at 4500 V (positive mode), and the nebulizing param-
eters were set as follows: nebulizing gas  (N2) pressure 
at 0.4 bar, drying gas  (N2) flow at 11 L  min−1, dry-
ing temperature at 300  °C and vaporizer/sheath gas 
temp, 350 °C. A quantification of the ovatoxins was 
performed using commercial palytoxin as a reference 
(Wako Chemicals, GmbH, Neuss, Germany) consid-
ering similar MS responses for all the analogues. A 
calibration curve for palytoxin was built using con-
centrations between 1 and 10 µg  mL−1 and the major 
triply charged ion [M + 3H-4H2O]3+ at m/z 870.1571 
for quantification. The same adduct was used to quan-
tify ovatoxin a (m/z 859.4956) in the samples, consid-
ering other analogues in the pool of ovatoxins negli-
gible (Brissard et al. 2014).

To perform untargeted metabolomics on the exo-
metabolome, a random injection of the samples on 
the UHPLC-HRMS/MS was performed in two sepa-
rate batches to avoid systematic errors. Five qual-
ity control samples (QCs) were prepared by mix-
ing all the samples at equimolar concentrations and 
were injected every seven samples. Analytical blanks 
were also prepared and injected at the beginning and 
the end of the analyses. Raw UHPLC-HRMS data 
were analysed using mass hunter qualitative analy-
sis, converted into mzXML files using msConvert 
(Holman et al. 2014), and processed for mass detec-
tion, building chromatogram, deconvolution, align-
ment, isotope finding and annotation using the open-
source MZmine (version 2.37.corr17.7_kai_merge2). 
The resulting list of features was filtered using three 
successive steps (signal/noise using blanks, coef-
ficient of variation using QCs samples) using an in-
house script run on R. These variables were normal-
ized by the quantile,  log10-transformed, auto-scaled 
and analysed by partial least-square discriminant 

analysis (PLS-DA) using the MetaboAnalyst 3.5 
online resource (Xia and Wishart 2016). Subse-
quently, an annotation of analogues for identified bio-
markers was tried out using molecular networking on 
the GNPS platform (Wang et al. 2016).

Bioassays

Three sets of bioassays were carried out to investi-
gate the effects of the ovatoxins on the physiology of 
each of the four competitors at three different stages 
of their growth, determined beforehand: initiation 
(IN, day 3), exponential (EX, day 10) and station-
ary (ST, day 17) phases of growth. Each competitor 
was grown beforehand in a 150-mL mother flask, 
for 20 days. At days 3 (IN), 10 (EX) and 17 (ST), a 
volume of 1  mL was sampled in sterile conditions 
from this mother flask and added to 2  mL of fresh 
L1 medium in 12-well plates to reach 200 cell  mL−1 
for each species. In total, 10 assays were performed 
for each species—ovatoxins 1 and 10  µg   mL−1 and 
a control—and all assays were performed in tripli-
cates. DMSO solutions of 3 and 0.3 mg   mL−1 were 
prepared for the ovatoxins, and 10 µL was added to 
the corresponding well to reach a concentration of 
10 and 1 µg   mL−1. For control conditions, 10 µL of 
DMSO only was added yielding a final non-toxic 
concentration of 0.3% of DMSO each well. The well 
plates were further incubated at 22 °C for 24 h until 
assessment of the photosynthetic efficiency of the 
competitors.

Pulse‑amplitude‑modulated (PAM) measurement

The method used in this study was described pre-
viously (Ternon et  al. 2018). Briefly, after being 
incubated 24  h with the mixture of ovatoxins, the 
well plates containing the competitors were placed 
in the dark for 15  min before being transferred to 
a 2-mL glass cuvette immediately moved to a MC-
PAM (Multi-Color Pulse-Amplitude-Modulated, 
Heinz Walz Gmbh, Effeltrich, Germany) equipped 
with a blue LED (440  nm) as a source for the 
actinic light and a white LED used for the saturat-
ing pulses. The Fv/Fm (maximum quantum yield) 
of the photosystem II (PSII) was used as a proxy 
of the microalgae physiological state. It was calcu-
lated as (Fm − F0)/Fm, where F0 is the fluorescence 
of a dark-adapted sample and Fm is measured after 
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application of a saturation pulse of light (intensity 
431  µE   m−2   s−1, 300  ms duration). Curve fitting 
software provided with the instrument (PAMwin 
V3.20 W) was used to obtain Fv/Fm. All curve fits 
and fluorescence transients were manually inspected 
in real time. An activity of the toxins was calcu-
lated as a percentage based on the Fv/Fm of the PSII 
using the following equation:

Photosynthetic performance

The effect of ovatoxins on the photosynthetic per-
formance of L. paradoxa was measured using a Jol-
iot-type spectrometer (JTS-10, Biologic, Grenoble, 
France). Maximum quantum yield of PSII (Fv/Fm) 
was calculated as explained before. The PSII quantum 
yield in light-adapted (800  µE   m−2   s−1) samples of 
PSII (ΦPSII) was calculated as ΦPSII = (Fmʹ − Fstat)/Fmʹ, 
where Fstat is the fluorescence of the sample adapted 
to the actinic light (6 min, 800 µE  m−2  s−1) and Fm’ 
the fluorescence when a saturating pulse is applied 
on light-adapted sample. The photochemical rate 
(PSI + PSII activity) was calculated as described 
in Bailleul et  al. (2010). In brief, the electro-chro-
mic shift of photosynthetic pigments was followed 
at 532  nm under steady-state illumination (800 µE 
 m−2  s−1) and at the offset of light. The slope of ECS 
was measured for the first 5 ms after light offset and 
then normalized by a saturating laser flash-induced 
ECS increase, providing an expression of the photo-
chemical rate in charge separations per photosystem 
per second (charge sep.  PS−1  s−1).

Statistics

A Shapiro test was performed to check the normal-
ity of the data, and a Mann–Witney test was subse-
quently performed on R 3.4.0 to obtain significant 
differences in cell abundance in the co-culture experi-
ments. A t test was used to assess statistical signifi-
cance from photosynthetic performance experiments.

% =

⎛
⎜⎜⎜⎝
1 −

�
Fv

Fm

�
treatment

Average
�

Fv

Fm

�
control

⎞
⎟⎟⎟⎠
× 100

Results

Co-culture experiments

Growth of the competitors of O. cf. ovata

In monocultures of the two diatoms Licmophora 
paradoxa and Navicula arenaria, a standard growth 
curve with an exponential phase lasting for 7 to 
10 days and a stationary phase between day  10 and 
day 17 was observed (Fig.  1A, B). Monocultures of 
the dinoflagellates Prorocentrum lima and Coolia 
monotis did not reach the stationary phase after 
17 days (Fig. 1C, D), indicating a slower growth than 
diatoms on the same culture medium. Similar obser-
vations were made for the co-culture flasks.

Although all cultures were inoculated with a 
cell concentration of the same order of magnitude 
(~ 1E+02  cell   mL−1), the final cell concentration in 
control flasks was species-dependent. The stationary 
phase was reached at 9.24 E+03  cell   mL−1 for the 
diatom N. arenaria and 6.22 E+04 cell  mL−1 for the 
diatom L. paradoxa, which showed the highest cell 
concentration of all competitors. The two dinoflagel-
lates were still in their exponential phase at the end 
of the experiment with cell concentrations of 4.04 
E+04 cell   mL−1 and 9.4 × 10E+02 cell   mL−1 for C. 
monotis and P. lima, respectively.

Overall, cell densities between monocultures and 
co-cultures were not statistically different for all four 
microalgal competitors. No dramatic decrease in their 
cell abundance was observed in co-cultures with O. 
cf. ovata. Yet, the cell abundances for the diatom L. 
paradoxa and the dinoflagellate P. lima were lower 
in the co-culture flasks at the end of the experiments. 
The optimal growth rate revealed an inhibition of the 
cell division for L. paradoxa and P. lima in the pres-
ence of O. cf. ovata (µmax, Table 1). A second obser-
vation was that cell division was completed faster for 
N. arenaria, which entered its stationary phase at day 
7 instead of day 10 in the mono-culture.

O. cf. ovata growth

In both mono- and co-culture flasks, the growth 
curve of O. cf. ovata followed a similar trend, with 
an exponential phase between day 3 and 10, followed 
by a stationary/senescent phase towards the end of the 
experiment (Fig. 1E). The maximal cell concentration 
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of 1.8E + 04 cell  mL−1 was reached in control flasks 
on day 10. Overall, no beneficial effects from being 
co-cultured with other species were observed on O. 
cf. ovata’s cell abundance (Fig.  1E). Conversely, a 
reduction in the cell abundance of O. cf. ovata was 
observed when co-cultured with all competitors but 
L. paradoxa (Fig. 1E). O. cf. ovata cell division was 

slowed by the presence of N. arenaria, P. lima and 
C. monotis and this effect was particularly marked for 
the two dinoflagellates with µmax of O. cf. ovata rang-
ing from 0.20 to 0.21  d−1 against 0.36  d−1 in control 
flasks (µmax, Table 1).

Microscopic observations of the co-cultures 
showed an accumulation of dead diatom cells for both 

Fig. 1  Cell abundance 
of the competitors A 
Licmophora paradoxa, B 
Navicula arenaria, C Pro‑
rocentrum lima, D Coolia 
monotis in mono-culture 
flasks (plain line) and when 
co-cultured with Ostreopsis 
cf. ovata (dashed line). Cell 
abundance of E O. cf. ovata 
in mono-culture (plain line) 
and when co-cultured with 
its competitors (dashed 
line). A log scale is used for 
the ordinates to improve the 
visualization of the expo-
nential phase of growth

Table 1  Mean optimal growth rate (µmax,  d−1) and mean concentration of nitrates  (NO3
−, µM) and nitrite  (NO2

−, µM) with their 
standard error for the competitors and O. cf. ovata in mono- and co-cultures

The µmax was calculated over the exponential phase, which is species and condition dependent. The mean concentration of nitrogen 
species was measured at the end of the experiment (day 17) for all conditions and species

O. cf. ovate L. paradoxa N. arenaria P. lima C. monotis

Monoculture
µmax 0.36 ± 0.005 0.83 ± 0.008 0.45 ± 0.008 0.23 ± 0.02 0.44 ± 0.016
[NO3

−] 2.05 ± 1.2 247.93 ± 14.33 103.40 ± 25.79 793.7 ± 5.82 62.07 ± 20.22
[NO2

−] 0.05 ± 0.02 2.8 ± 1.4 2.95 ± 2..95 0.93 ± 0.93 6.99 ± 4.44

L. paradoxa N. arenaria P. lima C. monotis

Co‑culture
µmax competitor 0.76 ± 0.05 0.60 ± 0.01 0.12 ± 0.06 0.40 ± 0.02
µmax O. Cf. ovata 0.34 ± 0.02 0.29 ± 0.03 0.20 ± 0.06 0.21 ± 0.008
[NO3−] 5.42 ± 2.30 17 ± 14.3 34 ± 22.6 13 ± 1.89
[NO2−] 0.17 ± 0.05 0.39 ± 0.18 4.16 ± 3.5 2.21 ± 1.87
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L. paradoxa and N. arenaria, embedded in the thick 
mucus produced by O. cf. ovata. P. lima cells present 
in the thick brown mucus could not be distinguished 
unambiguously from those of O. cf. ovata due to 
similar cell colour and morphology, but we assumed 
a similar behaviour for the three species. No such 
observation was made for C. monotis.

Nutrients availability

The initial  NO3
− concentration was 882 µM, and even 

if a decrease was observed for all species,  NO3
− con-

centrations were > 20 µM for the first 14 days in both 
mono- and co-cultures. At the end of the experiment, 
 NO3

− concentration decreased to lower values, but 
was always > 2 µM in the co-culture chambers. The 
highest rate of  NO3

− consumption was observed for 
monocultures of O. cf. ovata and led to concentra-
tions as low as 2.05 ± 1.2  µM at day 17 (Table  1). 
In competitors’ monocultures,  NO3

− concentrations 
were high until the end of the experiment, with val-
ues ranging from 62 to 793 µM (Table 1). When com-
petitors were present, the  NO3

− consumption was 
lower than in O. cf. ovata monocultures. It leaded to 
concentrations that ranged between 5.42 ± 3.25 and 
34 ± 2 µM at the end of the experiment, depending on 
the competitive species (Table 1).

Part of the nitrogen taken up as  NO3
− was released 

as  NO2
− (nitrite) by the cells. Nitrite excretion was 

easily noticeable on day 14, with  NO2
− concentrations 

in the medium even exceeding 20 µM for co-cultures 
with L. paradoxa, N. arenaria and C. monotis. The 
 NO2

− concentration then decreased at concentrations 
below 7 µM on day 17 (Table 1).

Targeted and untargeted analysis of the endo‑ 
and the exo‑metabolome of O. cf. ovata

The metabolic contents of O. cf. ovata cells (endo-
metabolome) and the culture media (exometabo-
lome) were analysed in triplicate monocultures of 
the dinoflagellate harvested at days 3, 10 and 17 
by un-targeted and targeted metabolomics analysis 
UHPLC-HRMS/MS.

The targeted analysis first revealed an increase 
in the total cellular ovatoxin content in the flask 
from 31.88 to 584.80 µg   L−1 throughout the growth 
(Fig.  2). In the meantime, the toxin content in the 
culture medium positively correlated with the 

intracellular concentration of ovatoxins, starting from 
0 to 12.8 ± 8.8  µg   L−1 at day  17. It is worth noting 
that if the total cellular toxin content increased over 
time until day  17, the maximal concentration of 
toxin per O. cf. ovata cell was reached at day 10 with 
35.2 ± 7.4 pg equivalent pltx  cell−1.

The untargeted approach performed on the same 
exometabolome content from monocultures of O. cf. 
ovata led to 736 features after filtering. A clear sepa-
ration between the different sampling time points is 
displayed by the PLS-DA plot (Fig.  3), mainly on 
the first component (37.5%), highlighting a signifi-
cant (95% interval of confidence is not overlapping) 
modification of the metabolites produced and exuded 
by O. cf. ovata over time. Chemical differences at day 
10 are highlighted by the second component (22.1% 
of the total variance), indicating additional diversity 
of the metabolites biosynthesized and released at the 
end of the exponential phase. The first 18 Variable 
Importance in Projection (VIP) responsible for the 
distribution of the samples on the PLS-DA plot (VIP 
score > 1.5) are listed in Table 2. The identification of 
the metabolites was very limited, but some proposi-
tions can be made.

Only VIP16 was identified as 3-Amino-4-methyl-
hexanoic acid by comparing its fragments with the 
MassBank data. Due to a poor fragmentation, the 
annotation of the other VIP was only putative. The 
VIP1 was a penta-charged ion at m/z 1010.61859 
eluting at 5.27  min (Fig.  4), corresponding to a 
[M +  H]+ mono-charged ion at m/z 5053.0929, with 
a tetra-charged ion detected at m/z 1258.07. The 
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Fig. 2  Intra- (plain line, left axis) and extra-cellular (dashed 
line, right axis) mean concentration of ovatoxin obtained from 
monocultures of O. cf. ovata (n = 3) harvested after 3, 10 and 
17 days of growth
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high molecular mass together with a similarity with 
the ovatoxin-a isotopic pattern suggests a structur-
ally related compound. This ion may result from the 
dimerization of the ovatoxin-a as the number of car-
bons is multiplied by 2 in the proposed molecular 
formula. The ovatoxin-a monomer, eluting at 8 min, 
was not listed as VIP for the exo-metabolome. Lastly, 
no identification of the other VIP was successful, but 
both VIP 6 and 9 are found to be produced by O. cf. 
ovata cells (data not shown).

Evaluation of the ecotoxicity of the ovatoxins

The effect of the ovatoxins on the four competitors 
was tested at three different stages of their growth: 
initial (IN, day 3), exponential (EX, day 10) or sta-
tionary (ST, day 17) phases. While long-term (24 h) 
exposure to 1 µg  mL−1 of ovatoxins did not affect the 
PSII of any competitors (Fig.  5), a concentration of 
10  µg   mL−1 (or approximately 3.77  µM) did inhibit 

the PSII of both diatoms (L. paradoxa and N. are‑
naria) and one dinoflagellate (P. lima). The sensitiv-
ity of the competitors to the ovatoxins was dependent 
on the cultures growth phase: Licmophora paradoxa 
was more sensitive at the IN and ST phases (100 and 
90% of activity of the toxins) than during the EX 
one (50%). The sensitivity of N. arenaria increased 
from IN to ST phases, as shown by the increase in the 
toxin activity from 35 to 100%. Prorocentrum lima 
was hampered by the ovatoxins only at the ST phase 
(45%).

A side experiment on the diatom L. paradoxa 
revealed an absence of the variation of the maxi-
mum quantum yield of the PSII (Fv/Fm) after short-
term exposure (5  min) to 10  µg   mL−1 of ovatoxins 
(Fig. 6A). However, if the same sample was then illu-
minated, steady state of photosynthesis was signifi-
cantly affected. A decrease by 48 ± 25% of the quan-
tum yield of the PSII (ΦPSII) was measured after 
the samples were exposed to high light (six minutes 

Fig. 3  PLS-DA plot 
obtained for the exo-
metabolome at three stages 
of the growth of mono-
cultures of O. cf. ovata 
(T1 = Day 3, T2 = Day 10 
and T3 = Day17)
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of 800 µE  m−2  s−1, Fig. 6B). Furthermore, under the 
same irradiance, the exposure to ovatoxins decreased 
the photochemical rate, which measures the com-
bined activities of photosystem I (PSI) and PSII, by 
36 ± 12% (Fig. 6C).

Discussion

The interactions observed in the present study are not 
driven by nutrient limitation given the  NO3

− concen-
trations at the end of the experiment (> 2 µM), but are 
rather hypothesized to be chemically mediated based 
on previous results obtained on the bioactivity of 
axenic cell-free filtrates from O. cf. ovata’s cultures 
(Ternon et al. 2018).

Weak allelopathic effects by O. cf. ovata on its 
competitors

The effects of O. cf. ovata cells on the benthic dia-
toms N. arenaria and L. paradoxa or the dinoflagel-
lates P. lima and C. monotis were not as dramatic 
as those reported for toxic species of the genera 

Alexandrium, Prymnesium and Chrysochromulina 
(Tillmann and John 2002; Tillmann and Hansen 
2009), that lead to a strong induction of cell lysis 
or reduced motility of their competitors. A reduc-
tion in the cell concentration and the growth rate 
of some competitors was, however, observed and 
appeared to be quite specific, just as the effects 
caused by the dinoflagellate Karenia brevis on 
other phytoplanktonic species (Poulson-Ellestad 
et al. 2014; Kubanek et al. 2005). Weak allelopathic 
effects of O. cf. ovata towards the benthic dinoflag-
ellates P. minimum, C. monotis (Monti and Cec-
chin 2012), G. excentricus and P. hoffmannianum 
(García-Portela et  al. 2016) have previously been 
reported. Although weak, the existence of an allel-
opathic effect on C. monotis (Monti and Cecchin 
2012; García-Portela et al. 2016) is, however, not in 
agreement with our results and could be attributed 
to metabolic variability between strains of a same 
species (Meyer and Pohnert 2019; Pavaux et  al. 
2020). Even if not drastic, a decrease in the cell 
concentration and adhesion (García-Portela et  al. 
2016) of other competitive species should benefit O. 
cf. ovata in colonizing the substrate.

Table 2  Variable of importance projection (VIP) obtained from the PLS-DA plot with their characteristics (m/z, RT) and a putative 
annotation based on their  MS2 fragments

*means putative annotation not confirmed by MS2 data

VIP no. m/z RT Formula Err (ppm) Score Fragments Annotation

1 1010.6185 4.98 C258H446N6O104 nd nd – Ovatoxin-a dimer*
2 532.2806 5.04 C29H35N6O4 − 2.11 74.89 87.04; 89.06; 103.04; 104.04; 

113.06; 133.09; 147.06
nd

3 488.2688 4.72 C31H31N6 − 0.37 76.78 87.04; 89.06; 103.04 nd
4 577.2299 4.72 C20H32N4O8 0.28 68.74 139.08; 267.13; 447.17; 577.24 nd
5 439.26 4.62 C18H36NO11 nd nd 313.16; 314.17 nd
6 492.2557 7.79 nd nd nd 77.03; 91.04; 93.04; 117.05 nd
7 1042.5519 5.27 nd nd nd 975.20 nd
8 537.2470 5.04 C29H34N3O7 0.08 88.64 479.26 nd
9 200.0788 1.83 C8H11N2O4 1.78 47.01 – C6-homoserine lactone*
10 576.3183 5.28 C32H41N5O5 0.58 86.93 87.03; 89.05; 103.03; 104.03 nd
11 1024.5404 5.45 nd nd nd 93.07 nd
12 164.0880 1.45 C7H15O2S − 8.42 80.67 66.02 L-ethionine*
13 463.0986 4.90 C20H18N2O11 0.11 82.55 – Chrysoeriol-7-O-glucoside*
14 246.1446 7.40 C10H19N3O4 2.76 78.30 – Leu-Gly-Gly*
15 620.2859 5.47 C21H43N6O15 0.47 95.47 73.06; 87.04; 89.05; 103.3; 113.05; 

133.07
nd

16 146.1226 4.61 C7H15NO2 nd nd 69.03; 81.07; 85.06; 109.10; 123.11; 
139.11; 151.11; 169.12

(3R,4S)-3-Amino-4-methyl-
hexanoic acid
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Fig. 4  Mass spectra exhibiting i the m/z 1010. 61,859 and two other ions of similar isotopic pattern at m/z 972.55 and m/z 934.55 
(upper panel), and ii a focus on the mass spectra of the m/z 1010. 61,859 indicating its quinta-charged state (lower panel)
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Dead competitors (particularly L. paradoxa) were 
only observed when the cells were embedded in the 
mucus produced by O. cf. ovata, confirming the cen-
tral role played by contact interactions promoted by 
the dense mucus (Ternon et al. 2018; Giussani et al. 
2015). By trapping competitors or concentrating 
allelochemicals, the mucus may form a toxic phyco-
sphere. And indeed, competitors’ motility is believed 
to influence the effects of O. cf. ovata on their cellular 
growth. The strains of L. paradoxa and P. lima were 
the less motile and the most sensitive to the presence 
of O. cf. ovata in co-cultures. No impact on the very 
motile C. monotis and a contrasted impact on the 

moderately motile N. arenaria were noted. Motility 
enables microalgae to navigate across environments 
as shown for benthic diatoms in sediments (Con-
salvey et al. 2004) or when attracted by pheromones 
(Gillard et  al. 2013; Bondoc et  al. 2019) and could 
allow them to escape the toxic phycospheres such as 
O. cf. ovata’s mucus.

Effects of the ovatoxins

The toxicity of the ovatoxins varies with the tested 
species, and also with the growth phase of the micro-
algae (IN, EX and ST), highlighting species-specific 
response. Cell lysis of L. paradoxa and N. arenaria 
occurred when exposed to 10 µg  mL−1 of ovatoxins, 
confirming the deleterious effects of ovatoxins on two 
diatoms largely distributed in the same ecological 
niche. Yet, the maximal free extra-cellular concen-
tration of ovatoxins was only 12.8 ± 8.8  ng   mL−1 at 
day  17. Whether competitive interactions have been 
shown to stimulate the production and the release of 
ovatoxins by a factor 2 (Ternon et al. 2018), the active 
concentrations of the ovatoxins would still be lower 
by a factor thousand than the active concentration of 
10 µg  mL−1.

Other dinoflagellates are known to release toxins 
in cell-to-cell contact during micro-predation interac-
tions, leading to prey cell lysis (e.g. Karlodinium spe-
cies) (Place et al. 2012). In co-cultures, cell lysis was 
mostly observed within the mucus, suggesting that 
deleterious concentrations of ovatoxins may only be 
reached in this phycosphere.

Besides, their amphiphilic character confers to the 
ovatoxins surfactant-type properties that may lead to 
potential dimerization (as proposed in the untargeted 
metabolomic study) or binding to the mucus as sug-
gested by Giussani et al. (2015). Therefore, the ova-
toxin pool embedded into the mucus may result from 
a combination of dimeric ovatoxins and mucus-inter-
acting ovatoxins.

It is difficult to conclude on the allelochemicals 
responsible for the observed weak inhibition of com-
petitors’ growth in the co-cultures. Altogether, the 
data and observations suggest a central role played 
by the mucus, by either accumulating the ovatoxins 
or other unknown allelochemical, to toxic concentra-
tions, or by trapping competitors. Nevertheless, the 
absence of sensitivity of P. lima to the ovatoxins at 
most growth stages indicates that other metabolites 

Fig. 5  Activity (%) of the ovatoxins (calculated from the 
Fv/Fm, see Methods) on each competitor, testing concentra-
tions of 1 and 10 µg  mL−1 and an exposure time of 24 h. The 
sensitivity of the competitors was tested at three stages of 
growth (IN, EX and ST)
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are involved in its growth inhibition. The bacteria of 
the Rhodobacteraceae clade (Oceanicaulis, Dinoro‑
seobacter and Roseovarius), known to live in close 
association with O. cf. ovate (Guidi et al. 2018), may 
have also contributed to the observed interactions by 
either producing some of the secondary metabolites 
highlighted by the metabolomics analysis or by recy-
cling or transforming metabolites produced by O. cf. 
ovata, including the toxins (Smith et al. 2002).

Mode of action of the toxins and other 
allelochemicals

Although growth inhibition was observed for three 
of the four species studied when exposed to O. cf. 
ovata, this does not evidence an induction of cell 
lysis as strong as the one recorded for other genera 
like Alexandrium (Tillmann and John 2002; Tillmann 
and Hansen 2009). Other types of interactions might 
be involved and cell membranes can be disrupted by 
dinoflagellate allelochemicals, even though cell lysis 
does not occur [K. brevis (Prince et  al. 2008)]. In 
the present study, no measurement of the membrane 
permeability was performed, but an inhibition of 
the PSII efficiency was detected for the two diatoms 
L. paradoxa and N. arenaria and for the dinoflagel-
late P. lima, in response to ovatoxins. Inhibition of 
PSII efficiency is commonly proposed as a mecha-
nism for allelopathy (Prince et al. 2008; Tilney et al. 
2014; Long et al. 2018b). However, the results of the 

additional experiment performed with L. paradoxa 
suggest that the decrease in photosynthetic activ-
ity stems from a rapid inhibition of an uncharacter-
ized photosynthetic step downstream PSII. There-
fore, inhibition of PSII is rather a consequence of the 
stress cascade induced by allelopathy. Recent pieces 
of evidence of disruption of the membrane polarity, 
permeability and associated lipids in phytoplankton 
by dinoflagellate allelochemicals (Poulin et al. 2018; 
Long et al. 2021) are indeed supporting the hypothe-
sis of a symptomatic maximum quantum yield inhibi-
tion. Therefore, the lack of inhibition of the PSII effi-
ciency in the dinoflagellate P. lima may not indicate 
that cells are not stressed when exposed to ovatoxins, 
but this species may rather present other undeter-
mined symptoms.

Implication for natural blooms

The results obtained from the co-cultures are mir-
roring observations of the natural microalgae con-
sortium made during O. cf. ovata blooms. Field sur-
veys conducted over O. cf. ovata blooms reported 
unchanged abundances of the dinoflagellate C. 
monotis (Marro et al. 2019; Ninčević Gladan et al. 
2019), a decrease in the dinoflagellate P. lima 
(Marro et  al. 2019; Vila et  al. 2001) and in dia-
toms abundance (Accoroni et al. 2016; Marro et al. 
2019), particularly the non-motile ones [i.e. Lic‑
mophora paradoxa; (Accoroni et  al. 2016)]. Thus, 

Fig. 6  Photosynthetic response of Licmophora paradoxa to 
short-term exposures to 10  µg   mL−1 of ovatoxins: A Maxi-
mum quantum yield of PSII (Fv/Fm) in dark-adapted cells, B 
quantum yield of PSII (ΦPSII) under 800 µE  m−2  s−1 in light 
illumination, C photochemical rate under 800 µE  m−2  s−1 light 
illumination. Black bars represent the control (0.6% of DMSO 
final volume), and grey bars represent the ovatoxin-treated 

samples. After exposure to ovatoxins (or DMSO alone), cells 
were dark-adapted for 1 min before Fv/Fm was measured and 
then illuminated till photosynthesis reached a steady state 
(~ 6  min). Mean value ± S.D of four independent biological 
samples is shown. Paired sample t test was used for statistical 
analysis (**p < 0.05)
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the weak allelopathic effect of the dinoflagellate O. 
cf. ovata on some of its competitors may still have 
the ability to shape microalgae species succession 
in the benthic ecosystem.

The extent of this control must, however, be miti-
gated by the retro-control that can be applied by 
the competitors on O. cf. ovata abundance. Indeed, 
despite a mixotrophic character (Jauzein et  al. 
2017), O. cf. ovata does not benefit from being co-
cultured with its competitors. Conversely, a decrease 
in cell concentration is observed in the presence of 
C. monotis, N. arenaria and P. lima. This inhibition 
is in agreement with previous observations with C. 
monotis (García-Portela et  al. 2016), even though 
no morphological changes or encystment in O. cf. 
ovata was noticed by the authors. A control on O. 
cf. ovata growth by its competitors could also be 
mediated by chemicals. Both dinoflagellates and 
diatoms are known to produce a large array of small 
molecules that can act as allelochemicals (Pohnert 
2005; Gillard et  al. 2013; Long et  al. 2018a; Ma 
et al. 2011), and some of them have been shown to 
inhibit the growth of dinoflagellates (Wang et  al. 
2017a; Tillmann and John 2002; Hakanen et  al. 
2014; Ternon et al. 2018; Xu et al. 2015, 2019).

The chemical impact of O. cf. ovata on ecologi-
cal succession may also depend on several factors 
such as the intensity and the duration of the blooms 
(i.e. variations in biosynthesized chemicals, includ-
ing the toxins) and the competitor species (adaptive 
ecophysiological traits like motility). Moreover, 
other parameters could influence the outcome of 
this control in natural ecosystems, such as the avail-
ability in nutrients that can modulate allelopathic 
interactions (Grover and Wang 2013), the intra-
specific variability of the individuals (Meyer and 
Pohnert 2019) and eventually the considerable com-
plexity of natural assemblages that involve several 
parties (Bigalke and Pohnert 2019).

Acknowledgements This work benefited from the support of 
the project OCEAN-15 (ANR-15-CE35-0002-01) of the French 
National Research Agency (ANR) and the European MSCA 
project CHEMICROS (#841051). The authors are grateful to 
Julien Lopez and Lola Miro-Solé for their help with maintain-
ing the co-cultures and cell counting. The authors declare no 
conflict of interest.

References

Accoroni S, Romagnoli T, Pichierri S, Totti C (2016) Effects of 
the bloom of harmful benthic dinoflagellate Ostreopsis Cf. 
ovata on the microphytobenthos community in the north-
ern adriatic sea. Harmful Algae 55:179–190. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/j. hal. 2016. 03. 003

Bailleul B, Cardol P, Breyton C, Finazzi G (2010) Electro-
chromism: a useful probe to study algal photosynthesis. 
Photosynth Res 106(1–2):179–189. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1007/ s11120- 010- 9579-z

Bendschneider K, Robinson RJ (1952) A new spectropho-
tometric method for the determination of nitrite in sea 
water, Technical report 8, Oceanographic laboratories: 
University of Washington

Bigalke A, Pohnert G (2019) Algicidal bacteria trigger con-
trasting responses in model diatom communities of differ-
ent composition. MicrobiologyOpen 8(8):e00818. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1002/ mbo3. 818

Bondoc KGV, Lembke C, Lang SN, Germerodt S, Schuster S, 
Vyverman W, Pohnert G (2019) Decision-making of the 
benthic diatom seminavis robusta searching for inorganic 
nutrients and pheromones. ISME J 13(2):537–546. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1038/ s41396- 018- 0299-2

Botana LM (2014) Seafood and freshwater toxins: pharmacol-
ogy, physiology and detection, 3rd edn. CRC Press

Brissard C, Herrenknecht C, Sechet V, Herve F, Pisapia F, Har-
couet J, Lemee R, Chomerat N, Hess P, Amzil Z (2014) 
Complex toxin profile of French Mediterranean Ostreop‑
sis Cf. ovata strains, seafood accumulation and ovatoxins 
prepurification. Mar Drugs 12(5):2851–2876. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 3390/ md120 52851

Brissard C, Herve F, Sibat M, Sechet V, Hess P, Amzil Z, Her-
renknecht C (2015) Characterization of ovatoxin-h, a new 
ovatoxin analog, and evaluation of chromatographic col-
umns for ovatoxin analysis and purification. J Chromatogr 
A 1388:87–101. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. chroma. 2015. 
02. 015

Brown ER, Cepeda MR, Mascuch SJ, Poulson-Ellestad KL, 
Kubanek J (2019) Chemical ecology of the marine plank-
ton. Nat Prod Rep 36(8):1093–1116. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1039/ C8NP0 0085A

Ciminiello P, Dell’Aversano C, Fattorusso E, Forino M, Tartag-
lione L, Grillo C, Melchiorre N (2008) Putative palytoxin 
and its new analogue, ovatoxin-a, in Ostreopsis ovata col-
lected along the ligurian coasts during the 2006 toxic out-
break. J Am Soc Mass Spectrom 19(1):111–120. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jasms. 2007. 11. 001

Consalvey M, Paterson DM, Underwood GJC (2004) The ups 
and downs of life in a benthic biofilm: migration of ben-
thic diatoms. Diatom Res 19(2):181–202. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1080/ 02692 49X. 2004. 97058 70

Faimali M, Giussani V, Piazza V, Garaventa F, Corrà C, 
Asnaghi V, Privitera D, Gallus L, Cattaneo-Vietti R, Man-
gialajo L, Chiantore M (2012) Toxic effects of harmful 
benthic dinoflagellate Ostreopsis Ovata on invertebrate 
and vertebrate marine organisms. Mar Environ Res 76:97–
107. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. maren vres. 2011. 09. 010

Fernández-Herrera LJ, Band-Schmidt CJ, López-Cortés 
DJ, Hernández-Guerrero CJ, Bustillos-Guzmán JJ, 

AQ4

767

768

769

770

771

772

773

774

775

776

777

778

779

780

781

782

783

784

785

786

787

788

789

790

791

792

793

794

795

796

797

798

799

800

801

802

803

804

805

806
807
808
809
810
811
812

813

814
815
816
817
818
819
820
821
822
823
824
825
826
827
828
829
830
831
832
833
834
835
836
837
838
839
840
841
842
843
844
845
846
847
848
849
850
851
852
853
854
855
856
857
858
859
860
861
862
863
864
865
866
867
868
869
870
871

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2016.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2016.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11120-010-9579-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11120-010-9579-z
https://doi.org/10.1002/mbo3.818
https://doi.org/10.1002/mbo3.818
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41396-018-0299-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41396-018-0299-2
https://doi.org/10.3390/md12052851
https://doi.org/10.3390/md12052851
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chroma.2015.02.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chroma.2015.02.015
https://doi.org/10.1039/C8NP00085A
https://doi.org/10.1039/C8NP00085A
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jasms.2007.11.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jasms.2007.11.001
https://doi.org/10.1080/0269249X.2004.9705870
https://doi.org/10.1080/0269249X.2004.9705870
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2011.09.010


UNCORRECTED PROOF

Journal : Medium 10452 Article No : 9953 Pages : 17 MS Code : 9953 Dispatch : 11-2-2022

Aquat Ecol 

1 3
Vol.: (0123456789)

Núñez-Vázquez E (2016) Allelopathic effect of chattonella 
marina var. marina (raphidophyceae) on gymnodinium 
catenatum (dinophycea). Harmful Algae 51:1–9. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. hal. 2015. 10. 009

Gallo C, d’Ippolito G, Nuzzo G, Sardo A, Fontana A (2017) 
Autoinhibitory sterol sulfates mediate programmed cell 
death in a bloom-forming marine diatom. Nat Commun 
8(1):1292. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ s41467- 017- 01300-1

García-Portela M, Riobó P, Franco JM, Bañuelos RM, Rod-
ríguez F (2016) Genetic and toxinological characterization 
of north atlantic strains of the dinoflagellate ostreopsis 
and allelopathic interactions with toxic and non-toxic spe-
cies from the genera prorocentrum. Coolia and Gambier-
discus Harmful Algae 60:57–69. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
hal. 2016. 10. 007

Gémin M, Réveillon D, Hervé F, Pavaux A, Tharaud M, Séchet 
V, Bertrand S, Lemée R, Amzil Z (2020) Toxin content 
of Ostreopsis Cf. ovata depends on bloom phases, depth 
and macroalgal substrate in the NW Mediterranean sea. 
Harmful Algae 92:101727. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. hal. 
2019. 101727

Gillard J, Frenkel J, Devos V, Sabbe K, Paul C, Rempt M, Inzé 
D, Pohnert G, Vuylsteke M, Vyverman W (2013) Metabo-
lomics enables the structure elucidation of a diatom sex 
pheromone. Angew Chem Int Ed 52(3):854–857. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1002/ anie. 20120 8175

Giussani V, Sbrana F, Asnaghi V, Vassalli M, Faimali M, Casa-
bianca S, Penna A, Ciminiello P, Dell’Aversano C, Tartag-
lione L, Mazzeo A, Chiantore M (2015) Active role of the 
mucilage in the toxicity mechanism of the harmful ben-
thic dinoflagellate Ostreopsis Cf. ovata. Harmful Algae 
44:46–53. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. hal. 2015. 02. 006

Granéli E, Hansen PJ (2006) Allelopathy in harmful algae: 
A mechanism to compete for resources? In: Granéli E, 
Turner JT (eds) Ecology of harmful algae. Springer, 
Berlin, pp 189–201. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 978-3- 540- 
32210-8_ 15

Grover JP, Wang F-B (2013) Competition for one nutrient 
with internal storage and toxin mortality. Math Biosci 
244(2):82–90. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. mbs. 2013. 04. 009

Guidi F, Pezzolesi L, Vanucci S (2018) Microbial dynam-
ics during harmful dinoflagellate Ostreopsis Cf. ovata 
growth: bacterial succession and viral abundance pattern. 
MicrobiologyOpen 7(4):e00584. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ 
mbo3. 584

Guillard RRL, Ryther JH (1962) Studies of marine planktonic 
diatoms; I cyclotella nana hustedt, and detonula conferva-
cea (cleve) gran. Can J Microbiol 8(2):229–239. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1139/ m62- 029

Hakanen P, Suikkanen S, Kremp A (2014) Allelopathic activity 
of the toxic dinoflagellate alexandrium ostenfeldii: intra-
population variability and response of co-occurring dino-
flagellates. Harmful Algae 39:287–294. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. hal. 2014. 08. 005

Hattenrath-Lehmann TK, Gobler CJ (2017) Identification of 
unique microbiomes associated with harmful algal blooms 
caused by alexandrium fundyense and dinophysis acumi-
nata. Harmful Algae 68:17–30. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
hal. 2017. 07. 003

Holman JD, Tabb DL, Mallick P (2014) Employing proteowiz-
ard to convert raw mass spectrometry data. Curr Protoc 

Bioinforma 46(1):13.24.1-13.24.9. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1002/ 04712 50953. bi132 4s46

Ianora A, Miralto A, Poulet SA, Carotenuto Y, Buttino I, 
Romano G, Casotti R, Pohnert G, Wichard T, Colucci-
D’Amato L, Terrazzano G, Smetacek V (2004) Aldehyde 
suppression of copepod recruitment in blooms of a ubiq-
uitous planktonic diatom. Nature 429(6990):403–407. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ natur e02526

Jauzein C, Couet D, Blasco T, Lemée R (2017) Uptake of dis-
solved inorganic and organic nitrogen by the benthic toxic 
dinoflagellate Ostreopsis Cf. ovata. Harmful Algae 65:9–
18. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. hal. 2017. 04. 005

Jonsson PR, Pavia H, Toth G (2009) Formation of harmful 
algal blooms cannot be explained by allelopathic interac-
tions. Proc Natl Acad Sci 106(27):11177–11182

Kubanek J, Hicks MK, Naar J, Villareal TA (2005) Does the 
red tide dinoflagellate karenia brevis use allelopathy 
to outcompete other phytoplankton? Limnol Oceanogr 
50(3):883–895. https:// doi. org/ 10. 4319/ lo. 2005. 50.3. 0883

Kubanek J, Snell TW, Pirkle C (2007) Chemical Defense of the 
red tide dinoflagellate karenia brevis against rotifer graz-
ing. Limnol Oceanogr 52(3):1026–1035. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 4319/ lo. 2007. 52.3. 1026

Lim AS, Jeong HJ, Jang TY, Jang SH, Franks PJS (2014) Inhi-
bition of growth rate and swimming speed of the harmful 
dinoflagellate Cochlodinium polykrikoides by diatoms: 
implications for red tide formation. Harmful Algae 37:53–
61. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. hal. 2014. 05. 003

Long M, Tallec K, Soudant P, Le Grand F, Donval A, Lambert 
C, Sarthou G, Jolley DF, Hégaret H (2018a) Allelochemi-
cals from alexandrium minutum induce rapid inhibition of 
metabolism and modify the membranes from chaetoceros 
muelleri. Algal Res 35:508–518. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
algal. 2018. 09. 023

Long M, Tallec K, Soudant P, Lambert C, Le Grand F, Sarthou 
G, Jolley D, Hégaret H (2018b) A rapid quantitative flu-
orescence-based bioassay to study allelochemical inter-
actions from alexandrium minutum. Environ Pollut 
242:1598–1605. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. envpol. 2018. 07. 
119

Long M, Peltekis A, González-Fernández C, Hégaret H, Bail-
leul B (2021) Allelochemicals of alexandrium minu-
tum: kinetics of membrane disruption and photosynthe-
sis inhibition in a co-occurring diatom. Harmful Algae 
103:101997. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. hal. 2021. 101997

Lyczkowski ER, Karp-Boss L (2014) Allelopathic effects of 
alexandrium fundyense (dinophyceae) on thalassiosira 
cf gravida (bacillariophyceae): a matter of size. J Phycol 
50(2):376–387. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/ jpy. 12172

Ma H, Krock B, Tillmann U, Muck A, Wielsch N, Svatoš A, 
Cembella A (2011) Isolation of activity and partial char-
acterization of large non-proteinaceous lytic allelochemi-
cals produced by the marine dinoflagellate alexandrium 
tamarense. Harmful Algae 11:65–72. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. hal. 2011. 07. 004

Mangialajo L, Ganzin N, Accoroni S, Asnaghi V, Blan-
fune A, Cabrini M, Cattaneo-Vietti R, Chavanon F, 
Chiantore M, Cohu S, Costa E, Fornasaro D, Gros-
sel H, Marco-Miralles F, Maso M, Rene A, Rossi AM, 
Sala MM, Thibaut T, Totti C, Vila M, Lemee R (2011) 
Trends in ostreopsis proliferation along the northern 

872
873
874
875
876
877
878
879
880
881
882
883
884
885
886
887
888
889
890
891
892
893
894
895
896
897
898
899
900
901
902
903
904
905
906
907
908
909
910
911
912
913
914
915
916
917
918
919
920
921
922
923
924
925
926
927
928
929
930
931
932

933
934
935
936
937
938
939
940
941
942
943
944
945
946
947
948
949
950
951
952
953
954
955
956
957
958
959
960
961
962
963
964
965
966
967
968
969
970
971
972
973
974
975
976
977
978
979
980
981
982
983
984
985
986
987
988
989
990
991
992
993

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2015.10.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2015.10.009
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-01300-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2016.10.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2016.10.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2019.101727
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2019.101727
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201208175
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201208175
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2015.02.006
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-32210-8_15
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-32210-8_15
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mbs.2013.04.009
https://doi.org/10.1002/mbo3.584
https://doi.org/10.1002/mbo3.584
https://doi.org/10.1139/m62-029
https://doi.org/10.1139/m62-029
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2014.08.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2014.08.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2017.07.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2017.07.003
https://doi.org/10.1002/0471250953.bi1324s46
https://doi.org/10.1002/0471250953.bi1324s46
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02526
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2017.04.005
https://doi.org/10.4319/lo.2005.50.3.0883
https://doi.org/10.4319/lo.2007.52.3.1026
https://doi.org/10.4319/lo.2007.52.3.1026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2014.05.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.algal.2018.09.023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.algal.2018.09.023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2018.07.119
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2018.07.119
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2021.101997
https://doi.org/10.1111/jpy.12172
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2011.07.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2011.07.004


UNCORRECTED PROOF

Journal : Medium 10452 Article No : 9953 Pages : 17 MS Code : 9953 Dispatch : 11-2-2022

 Aquat Ecol

1 3
Vol:. (1234567890)

mediterranean coasts. Toxicon off J Int Soc Toxinology 
57(3):408–420. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. toxic on. 2010. 
11. 019

Marro S, Pavaux A-S, Drouet K, Lemée R (2019) Diversity of 
benthic microphytoplankton associated to Ostreopsis Cf. 
ovata bloom in the NW Mediterranean sea. In: Poster at 
French national conference on HAB, PHYCOTOX Group, 
Brest, pp 1

Meyer N, Pohnert G (2019) Isolate-specific resistance to 
the algicidal bacterium kordia algicida in the diatom 
chaetoceros genus. Bot Mar. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1515/ 
bot- 2019- 0007

Monti M, Cecchin E (2012) Comparative growth of three 
strains of ostreopsis ovata at different light intensities with 
focus on inter-specific allelopathic interactions. Crypto-
gam Algol 33(2):113–119. https:// doi. org/ 10. 7872/ crya. 
v33. iss2. 2011. 113

Ninčević Gladan Ž, Arapov J, Casabianca S, Penna A, Hon-
sell G, Brovedani V, Pelin M, Tartaglione L, Sosa S, 
Dell’Aversano C, Tubaro A, Žuljević A, Grbec B, Čavar 
M, Bužančić M, Bakrač A, Skejić S (2019) Massive 
occurrence of the harmful benthic dinoflagellate Ostreop‑
sis Cf. ovata in the eastern adriatic sea. Toxins 11(5):300

Pavaux A-S, Rostan J, Guidi-Guilvard L, Marro S, Ternon E, 
Thomas OP, Lemée R, Gasparini S (2019) Effects of the 
toxic dinoflagellate Ostreopsis Cf. Ovata on survival, 
feeding and reproduction of a phytal harpacticoid cope-
pod. J Exp Mar Biol Ecol 516:103–113. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. jembe. 2019. 05. 004

Pavaux A-S, Ternon E, Dufour L, Marro S, Gémin M-P, 
Thomas OP, Lemée R (2020) Efficient, fast and inex-
pensive bioassay to monitor benthic microalgae toxic-
ity: application to Ostreopsis species. Aquat Toxicol 
223:105485. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. aquat ox. 2020. 
105485

Place AR, Bowers HA, Bachvaroff TR, Adolf JE, Deeds JR, 
Sheng J (2012) Karlodinium veneficum—the little dino-
flagellate with a big bite. Harmful Algae-Requir Species-
Specif Inf 14:179–195. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. hal. 2011. 
10. 021

Pohnert G (2005) Diatom/copepod interactions in plankton: the 
indirect chemical defense of unicellular algae. ChemBio-
Chem 6(6):946–959. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ cbic. 20040 
0348

Poulin RX, Hogan S, Poulson-Ellestad KL, Brown E, Fernán-
dez FM, Kubanek J (2018) Karenia brevis allelopathy 
compromises the lipidome, membrane integrity and pho-
tosynthesis of competitors. Sci Rep 8(1):9572. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1038/ s41598- 018- 27845-9

Poulson-Ellestad K, McMillan E, Montoya JP, Kubanek J 
(2014) Are offshore phytoplankton susceptible to kare-
nia brevis allelopathy? J Plankton Res 36(5):1344–1356. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1093/ plankt/ fbu064

Poulson-Ellestad KL, Jones CM, Roy J, Viant MR, Fernandez 
FM, Kubanek J, Nunn BL (2014) Metabolomics and pro-
teomics reveal impacts of chemically mediated competi-
tion on marine phytoplankton. PNAS 111(24):9009–9014. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1073/ pnas. 14134 32111

Prince EK, Myers TL, Kubanek J (2008) Effects of harmful 
algal blooms on competitors: allelopathic mechanisms 
of the red tide dinoflagellate karenia brevis. Limnol 

Oceanogr 53(2):531–541. https:// doi. org/ 10. 4319/ lo. 2008. 
53.2. 0531

Prince EK, Poulson KL, Myers TL, Sieg RD, Kubanek J 
(2010) Characterization of allelopathic compounds from 
the red tide dinoflagellate karenia brevis. Harmful Algae 
10(1):39–48. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. hal. 2010. 06. 003

Sala-Pérez M, Alpermann TJ, Krock B, Tillmann U (2016) 
Growth and bioactive secondary metabolites of arctic 
protoceratium reticulatum (dinophyceae). Harmful Algae 
55:85–96. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. hal. 2016. 02. 004

Schwartz ER, Poulin RX, Mojib N, Kubanek J (2016) Chemi-
cal ecology of marine plankton. Nat Prod Rep 33(7):843–
860. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1039/ C6NP0 0015K

Selander E, Kubanek J, Hamberg M, Andersson MX, Cervin 
G, Pavia H (2015) Predator lipids induce paralytic shell-
fish toxins in bloom-forming algae. Proc Natl Acad Sci 
112(20):6395–6400. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1073/ pnas. 14201 
54112

Shimizu Y (1993) Dinoflagellates as Sources of Bioactive Mol-
ecules. In: Zaborsky OR (ed) Pharmaceutical and bioac-
tive natural products; attaway DH. Springer, Boston, pp 
391–410. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 978-1- 4899- 2391-2_ 10

Simon N, Cras AL, Foulon E, Lemée R (2009) Diversity and 
evolution of marine phytoplankton. Numéro Spéc Evol 
332(2–3):159–170

Simonini R, Orlandi M, Abbate M (2011) Is the toxic dinoflag-
ellate Ostreopsis Cf. Ovata harmful to Mediterranean ben-
thic invertebrates? evidences from ecotoxicological tests 
with the polychaete dinophilus gyrociliatus. Mar Environ 
Res 72(4):230–233. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. maren vres. 
2011. 08. 009

Smith EA, Mackintosh FH, Grant F, Gallacher S (2002) 
Sodium channel blocking (SCB) Activity and transforma-
tion of paralytic shellfish toxins (PST) by dinoflagellate-
associated bacteria. Aquat Microb Ecol 29(1):1–9

Ternon E, Pavaux A-S, Marro S, Thomas OP, Lemée R (2018) 
Allelopathic interactions between the benthic toxic dino-
flagellate Ostreopsis Cf. Ovata and a co-occurring diatom. 
Harmful Algae 75:35–44

Tichadou L, Glaizal M, Armengaud A, Grossel H, Lemée R, 
Kantin R, Lasalle J-L, Drouet G, Rambaud L, Malfait P, 
de Haro L (2010) Health impact of unicellular algae of 
the Ostreopsis genus blooms in the Mediterranean sea: 
experience of the French Mediterranean coast surveillance 
network from 2006 to 2009. Clin Toxicol 48(8):839–844. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 3109/ 15563 650. 2010. 513687

Tillmann U, Hansen P (2009) Allelopathic effects of alexan-
drium tamarense on other algae: evidence from mixed 
growth experiments. Aquat Microb Ecol 57:101–112

Tillmann U, John U, Cembella A (2007) On the allelochemical 
potency of the marine dinoflagellate alexandrium ostenfel-
dii against heterotrophic and autotrophic protists. J Plank-
ton Res 29(6):527–543. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1093/ plankt/ 
fbm034

Tillmann U, John U (2002) toxic effects of alexandrium spp. on 
heterotrophic dinoflagellates: an allelochemical defence 
mechanism independent of psp-toxin content. Mar Ecol 
Prog Ser 47(58)

Tilney CL, Pokrzywinski KL, Coyne KJ, Warner ME 
(2014) Growth, death, and photobiology of dinoflagel-
lates (dinophyceae) under bacterial-algicide control. J 

994
995
996
997
998
999

1000
1001
1002
1003
1004
1005
1006
1007
1008
1009
1010
1011
1012
1013
1014
1015
1016
1017
1018
1019
1020
1021
1022
1023
1024
1025
1026
1027
1028
1029
1030
1031
1032
1033
1034
1035
1036
1037
1038
1039
1040
1041
1042
1043
1044
1045
1046
1047
1048
1049
1050
1051
1052
1053
1054

1055
1056
1057
1058
1059
1060
1061
1062
1063
1064
1065
1066
1067
1068
1069
1070
1071
1072
1073
1074
1075
1076
1077
1078
1079
1080
1081
1082
1083
1084
1085
1086
1087
1088
1089
1090
1091
1092
1093
1094
1095
1096
1097
1098
1099
1100
1101
1102
1103
1104
1105
1106
1107
1108
1109
1110
1111
1112
1113
1114
1115

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.toxicon.2010.11.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.toxicon.2010.11.019
https://doi.org/10.1515/bot-2019-0007
https://doi.org/10.1515/bot-2019-0007
https://doi.org/10.7872/crya.v33.iss2.2011.113
https://doi.org/10.7872/crya.v33.iss2.2011.113
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2019.05.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2019.05.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2020.105485
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2020.105485
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2011.10.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2011.10.021
https://doi.org/10.1002/cbic.200400348
https://doi.org/10.1002/cbic.200400348
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-27845-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-27845-9
https://doi.org/10.1093/plankt/fbu064
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1413432111
https://doi.org/10.4319/lo.2008.53.2.0531
https://doi.org/10.4319/lo.2008.53.2.0531
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2010.06.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2016.02.004
https://doi.org/10.1039/C6NP00015K
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1420154112
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1420154112
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4899-2391-2_10
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2011.08.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2011.08.009
https://doi.org/10.3109/15563650.2010.513687
https://doi.org/10.1093/plankt/fbm034
https://doi.org/10.1093/plankt/fbm034


UNCORRECTED PROOF

Journal : Medium 10452 Article No : 9953 Pages : 17 MS Code : 9953 Dispatch : 11-2-2022

Aquat Ecol 

1 3
Vol.: (0123456789)

Appl Phycol 26(5):2117–2127. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s10811- 014- 0248-z

Vila M, Garcés E, Maso M (2001) potentially toxic epiphytic 
dinoflagellate assemblages on macroalgae in the NW 
Mediterranean. Aquat Microb Ecol 26:51–60

Vila M, Abós-Herràndiz R, Isern-Fontanet J, Àlvarez J, Berda-
let E (2016) Establishing the link between Ostreopsis cf. 
ovata blooms and human health impacts using ecology 
and epidemiology. Sci Mar 80(S1):107–115. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 3989/ scimar. 04395. 08A

Wang M, Carver JJ, Phelan VV, Sanchez LM, Garg N, Peng 
Y, Nguyen DD, Watrous J, Kapono CA, Luzzatto-Knaan 
T, Porto C, Bouslimani A, Melnik AV, Meehan MJ, Liu 
W-T, Crüsemann M, Boudreau PD, Esquenazi E, San-
doval-Calderón M, Kersten RD, Pace LA, Quinn RA, 
Duncan KR, Hsu C-C, Floros DJ, Gavilan RG, Kleigrewe 
K, Northen T, Dutton RJ, Parrot D, Carlson EE, Aigle 
B, Michelsen CF, Jelsbak L, Sohlenkamp C, Pevzner 
P, Edlund A, McLean J, Piel J, Murphy BT, Gerwick L, 
Liaw C-C, Yang Y-L, Humpf H-U, Maansson M, Keyz-
ers RA, Sims AC, Johnson AR, Sidebottom AM, Sedio 
BE, Klitgaard A, Larson CB, Boya CA, Torres-Mendoza 
D, Gonzalez DJ, Silva DB, Marques LM, Demarque DP, 
Pociute E, O’Neill EC, Briand E, Helfrich EJN, Grana-
tosky EA, Glukhov E, Ryffel F, Houson H, Mohimani H, 
Kharbush JJ, Zeng Y, Vorholt JA, Kurita KL, Charusanti 
P, McPhail KL, Nielsen KF, Vuong L, Elfeki M, Traxler 
MF, Engene N, Koyama N, Vining OB, Baric R, Silva 
RR, Mascuch SJ, Tomasi S, Jenkins S, Macherla V, Hoff-
man T, Agarwal V, Williams PG, Dai J, Neupane R, Gurr 
J, Rodríguez AMC, Lamsa A, Zhang C, Dorrestein K, 
Duggan BM, Almaliti J, Allard P-M, Phapale P, Nothias 
L-F, Alexandrov T, Litaudon M, Wolfender J-L, Kyle JE, 
Metz TO, Peryea T, Nguyen D-T, VanLeer D, Shinn P, 
Jadhav A, Müller R, Waters KM, Shi W, Liu X, Zhang L, 
Knight R, Jensen PR, Palsson BØ, Pogliano K, Linington 

RG, Gutiérrez M, Lopes NP, Gerwick WH, Moore BS, 
Dorrestein PC, Bandeira N (2016) Sharing and commu-
nity curation of mass spectrometry data with global natu-
ral products social molecular networking. Nat Biotechnol 
34(8):828–837. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ nbt. 3597

Wang R, Wang J, Xue Q, Sha X, Tan L, Guo X (2017a) Allelo-
pathic Interactions between skeletonema costatum and 
alexandrium minutum. Chem Ecol 33(6):485–498. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 02757 540. 2017. 13321 87

Wang R, Xue Q, Wang J, Tan L, Zhang Q, Zhao Y, Ander-
son DM (2017b) Effects of an allelochemical in phaeo-
dactylum tricornutum filtrate on heterosigma akashiwo: 
morphological physiological and growth effects. Chem-
osphere 186:527–534. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. chemo 
sphere. 2017. 08. 024

Xia J, Wishart DS (2016) Using metaboanalyst 3.0 for com-
prehensive metabolomics data analysis. Curr Protoc Bio-
informa 55(1):14.10.1-14.10.91. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ 
cpbi. 11

Xu N, Tang Y, Qin J, Duan S, Gobler C (2015) Ability of the 
marine diatoms pseudo-nitzschia multiseries and P. pun-
gens to inhibit the growth of co-occurring phytoplankton 
via allelopathy. Aquat Microb Ecol 74:29–41

Xu W, Wang J, Tan L, Guo X, Xue Q (2019) Variation in allel-
opathy of extracellular compounds produced by cylin-
drotheca closterium against the harmful-algal-bloom 
dinoflagellate prorocentrum donghaiense. Mar Environ 
Res 148:19–25. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. maren vres. 2019. 
05. 005

Publisher’s Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard 
to jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional 
affiliations.

1116
1117
1118
1119
1120
1121
1122
1123
1124
1125
1126
1127
1128
1129
1130
1131
1132
1133
1134
1135
1136
1137
1138
1139
1140
1141
1142
1143
1144
1145
1146
1147
1148
1149
1150
1151

1152
1153
1154
1155
1156
1157
1158
1159
1160
1161
1162
1163
1164
1165
1166
1167
1168
1169
1170
1171
1172
1173
1174
1175
1176
1177
1178
1179
1180

1181
1182
1183

1184

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10811-014-0248-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10811-014-0248-z
https://doi.org/10.3989/scimar.04395.08A
https://doi.org/10.3989/scimar.04395.08A
https://doi.org/10.1038/nbt.3597
https://doi.org/10.1080/02757540.2017.1332187
https://doi.org/10.1080/02757540.2017.1332187
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2017.08.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2017.08.024
https://doi.org/10.1002/cpbi.11
https://doi.org/10.1002/cpbi.11
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2019.05.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2019.05.005


Journal: 10452
Article: 9953

Author Query Form

Please ensure you fill out your response to the queries raised below and return this form 
along with your corrections

Dear Author

During the process of typesetting your article, the following queries have arisen. Please check your typeset proof 
carefully against the queries listed below and mark the necessary changes either directly on the proof/online grid or in 
the ‘Author’s response’ area provided below

Query Details Required Author’s Response
AQ1 Kindly check and confirm the OD and ON (affiliations 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7) are correctly 

identified.

AQ2 Please check given name and family name is correct for the author (P. Olivier 
Thomas).

AQ3 Please confirm the section headings are correctly identified.
AQ4 Please note that the Table 3 has been changed to Table 2. Kindly check and confirm.


