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Species show varying levels of plasticity regarding morphology, physiology and behaviour in relation to their
immediate environment, and several trait characteristics are habitat-dependent. Determining when and how
the environmental context changes trait expression is of key importance for understanding the role of individual
species for ecosystem functioning. The tellinid clamMacoma balthica can vary its feeding behaviour, shifting be-
tween deposit- and suspension-feeding. In order to study the context-dependency of this trophic plasticity in
adult clams, we conducted an experiment assessing food uptake by using stable isotope signatures (δ13C and
δ15N). We transplanted individuals between and within two shallow bays differing in exposure (exposed–
sheltered) and sediment characteristics. Our results show that isotope signatures of clams differed between
the two habitats and that clams in the exposed site showed stable isotope values linked to a diet of suspended
particulate organic material, while values of individuals in the sheltered site corresponded to an uptake of
sediment-boundorganicmaterial. Clams transplanted between these two environmental settingswere gradually
showing differing isotopic signatures from clams at their original habitat, over time mirroring the changes in
clams in the site towhich theywere transferred. The shift in carbon and nitrogen stable isotopes of the clamspro-
vides insights into the context-dependent intraspecific feeding plasticity of this zoobenthic key species. The
causes for this shift were coupled to contrasts in the hydrodynamic and biotic setting, implying that feeding plas-
ticity may explain adaptation of organisms to changes in their surroundings.

© 2015 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.
1. Introduction

The surrounding environmental context may determine the mani-
festation or strength of specific functional traits of an organism and
thereby its role in the ecosystem (Chapin et al., 1997; Hooper et al.,
2005). Today, analysing biological traits is an important tool in ecology
(Albert et al., 2011, 2012; Violle et al., 2012). The focus has primarily
been on trait differences between co-occurring species, assuming that
trait variation within species (i.e. intraspecific or phenotypic trait vari-
ability) is of less importance. The general assumption is that, for a
given species, traits are expressed in the sameway regardless of the eco-
logical context that the species occurs in (McGill et al., 2006; Petchey
and Gaston, 2006; Violle et al., 2007). Thus, trait information is still
often based on an average (e.g. mean values for continuous variables
such as size, or qualitative categories for binary traits such as feeding
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habit), irrespective of the environmental setting (mean field theory,
McGill et al., 2006;Weiher et al., 2011). Nevertheless, awealth of empir-
ical evidence shows that species can regulate behavioural, developmen-
tal and physiological characteristics depending on their biotic and
abiotic contexts (Agrawal, 2001; Mooney and Agrawal, 2007; Funk
and Cornwell, 2013). Thus, determining which circumstances and how
environmental context change trait expression is pivotal for under-
standing responses in biological diversity and the consequences for eco-
system functioning in systems undergoing environmental change
(Hawlena et al., 2011; Albert et al., 2012; Violle et al., 2012).

Intraspecific variability, within the functional trait-framework, has
to date primarily been studied in terrestrial or freshwater systems
with few examples from the marine realm (Cesar and Frid, 2012) al-
though a high degree of plasticity in life histories (Hadfield and
Strathmann, 1996) and in particular feeding habits of marine benthic
animals is known to occur (Fauchald and Jumars, 1979; Riisgård and
Kamermans, 2001). Plasticity in trophic traits of a species can have a di-
rect impact on its role in the flow of energy through the food web (Frid
et al., 2008). To illustrate the importance of trait plasticity in contrasting
marine habitats, we studied the tellinid bivalve Macoma balthica that
occurs over a wide geographic range in coastal waters in temperate
and arctic areas (Riisgård and Kamermans, 2001; Väinölä, 2003;
MarLIN, 2015). M. balthica is considered a key species in most areas of
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its circumboreal distribution range (Segerstråle, 1962; Beukema et al.,
1977; Petersen, 1978), in which it also displays a large genetic plasticity
(Väinölä, 2003). The species constitutes an important trophic node
through its consumption of planktonic primary producers and deposit-
ed organic matter (Riisgård and Kamermans, 2001), as well as its role
as a major prey species for invertebrate and vertebrate consumers in
coastal habitats (Piersma and Beukema, 1993; Aarnio et al., 1996;
Nordström et al., 2010).

M. balthica is a facultative suspension- and deposit-feeder that uses
its siphon to collect suspended particles or to feed on organic material
directly from the sediment surface (Bradfield and Newell, 1961;
Ólafsson, 1986; Riisgård and Kamermans, 2001). Juvenile M. balthica
lack siphons and, until such are developed, feed on deposited material
using the foot (Bonsdorff, 1984). This ontogenetic shift can be tracked
using the ratio of carbon stable isotopes (13C:12C), and is seen as a deple-
tion in 13C with an increase in the size of the clams (Rossi et al., 2004).
Identifying and measuring the adult suspension-feeding behaviour,
compared with the deposit-feeding action has been more difficult
because of the variable movement and thus potential usage of the si-
phon by M. balthica (Kamermans, 1994; Riisgård and Kamermans,
2001). The various behaviours identified as suspension-feeding are
when the siphon is kept still and/or swirled around well above the
sediment surface or kept protruding just above the sediment surface,
while deposit-feeding has been noted as movements of the siphon
with the opening on the sediment surface (Riisgård and Kamermans,
2001). Observational studies have been able to provide indications
of a switch from deposit- to suspension-feeding in the species but
there has not been any direct proof of the opposite (Kamermans and
Huitema, 1994; Riisgård and Kamermans, 2001). It has been argued
that the deposit-feeding mode may be the inherent and dominant one
based on the physiology of the species and the gardening effect on its
food resource (common among deposit-feeding organisms) (Ólafsson,
1986). The occurrences of suspension feeding and causes for it are inter-
esting to evaluate as they may elucidate the functional roles that the
species plays in transportation of organicmatter in the foodweb. Defin-
ing the factors that control switching from one mode of feeding to
another has proved challenging (Riisgård and Kamermans, 2001).
Four main factors have been suggested to control the adult feeding
mode of M. balthica: 1) high current velocities preventing grazing on
the sediment surface, but allowing for suspension-feeding, 2) higher
food availability in the water column favouring suspension-feeding,
3) sub-lethal siphon nipping by predators restricting deposit-feeding,
or 4) high lethal predation pressure and subsequent deeper burrowing
only allowing for suspension-feeding (Riisgård and Kamermans, 2001).
In our study,we focused on thefirst two of these suggestedmechanisms
for shifts in feeding mode, related to the physical environment of the
species. Apart from observational investigations, stable isotopes have
been used for quantifying variation in traits related to food consumption
in benthic species, as organisms assimilate carbon and nitrogen stable
isotopes in their food sources (Rossi et al., 2004, 2015; Cesar and Frid,
2012). Variability in δ13C is considered to reflect differences in trophic
pathways, while δ15N is a proxy for the trophic level of organisms
(Post, 2002). In a study on spatial variation of stable isotope ratios of
benthic food-web components, adult M. balthica showed δ13C values
ranging up to 5‰ between shallow soft-sediment sites, a variation at-
tributed to spatial differences in its feeding strategies and/or spatially
differing isotope ratios of basal food sources (Nordström et al., 2010).
No study so far has utilised stable isotopes to track and quantify adult
plasticity in feeding habit of this key species in relation to abrupt chang-
es in their environments (but see Rossi andMiddelburg, 2011 for chang-
ing diet relationships in colonising juvenile M. balthica following
hypoxia in muddy environments).

The objective of this study was to document a potential shift in food
uptake depending on the environment, and to explore causes behind
any disparity inM. balthica carbon and nitrogen isotope ratios. We con-
ducted a transplantation experiment, in which adult individuals of
M. balthicawere transferred between andwithin two sites, representing
two neighbouring shallow bays of different exposure and sediment
characteristics. We examined the effect of the manipulation on individ-
ual stable isotope ratios over the production season in order to detect a
possible adaptation to the new local environment of the clams.

More specifically, we (1) evaluated the effect of the manipulation of
clams (i.e. the process of digging animals up and putting them in exper-
imental enclosures), by comparing the development of stable isotope
ratios of replantedM. balthica individuals against ambient clams within
each site. We hypothesised that the values and trends of replanted and
ambient clams would not differ significantly over the course of the ex-
periment. Then we (2) investigated the response in stable isotopes of
the clams transplanted between the two sites, by determining differ-
ences in ratios between clams (replanted) within a site and clams
transplanted from their native site.We expected that, over time, isotope
ratios of transplanted clams would approach, or at least change in par-
allel with those of replanted clams in the new site to which they were
transplanted, if they made use of the same resources. Finally, (3) we
compared stable isotope ratios of transplanted clams with replanted
clams at their native site. As an indication of a shift in feeding habit,
we hypothesised that there has to be a distinction between the isotope
ratios of clams over time.

We considered the possible causes behind contrasts in stable iso-
topes of clams between sites to be either i) differences in stable isotope
ratios of the two food sources, or ii) shifts in feeding strategy depending
on the availability and quality of the food sources (Nordström et al.,
2009). These mechanisms were based on the knowledge that stable
isotopes of food sources may differ between environments contrasting
in local subsidies and/or wind and waves (i.e. exposure), which may
change the importance of pelagic and benthic production (Nordström
et al., 2010). Exposure also affects the availability (amount) of thepelag-
ic or benthic food source (Ólafsson, 1986). Additionally, iii) the biotic
context (ambient macrofaunal community) may differ between envi-
ronments and for example create different competitive situations
which might affect food uptake for clams and thus we included this
aspect. Finally, we considered that the iv) abiotic context simply con-
strains the clams to either of the two feeding modes (Riisgård and
Kamermans, 2001).

2. Materials & methods

2.1. Experimental sites

The two studied shallow bays are located about 1 km apart in the
ÅlandArchipelago, the non-tidal northern Baltic Sea (Hinderbengtsviken
60°10 N, 19°32 E; Skeppsvik 60°11 N, 19°31 E) (Supplementary Fig. S1.).
Hinderbengtsviken (hereafter “the exposed site”) is open towards the
sea to the south and southwest, and classified as exposed, based on
the GIS-based wave exposure model by Isæus (2004) that makes use
of shoreline coastal shape, main wind direction and a maximum fetch
distance of 500 km. The grain size distribution is dominated by coarse
sand and occasionally some loose-lying filamentous algae (e.g. Pylaiella
littoralis) can occur. Skeppsvik is less open towards the sea, and classi-
fied as sheltered (hereafter referred to as “the sheltered site”). The
sediment is mostly medium and fine sand and the site consists of main-
ly bare sandy bottoms but patches of vegetation, such as Chara aspera,
Potamogeton pectinatus and loose-lying P. littoralis occur.

2.2. Transplant experiment and collection of samples

The experiment was conducted in 2010 and run during the produc-
tive season with initiation of the experiment on June 15th and ending
eight weeks later. Adult individuals of M. balthica (size range 7.8–
16.0 mm, average 10.5 ± 0.1 mm) were collected in early June at both
experimental sites in net bags by SCUBA diving and by shovelling sedi-
ment onto a 0.5 mm sieve. The collected clams were brought to the
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laboratory, where each individual was marked and measured for initial
size (precision 0.1 mm). At each site, 48 PVC cylinders (diametre
110 mm, height 150 mm) were pushed down into the sediment 2 m
apart, in 6 rows at 1–1.5 m depth. After deployment, the cylinders
were left for 5–6 days to allow for stabilisation of the sediment prior
to the transplantation experiment. When the experiment started
(hereafter “t0”), five adult M. balthica individuals were added to each
enclosure so that 24 enclosures at each site contained clams from that
same site (replanted) and 24 contained clams from the other site
(transplanted), randomised within rows. To reduce the possibility of
intraspecific competition in the enclosures, the number of added
clams was chosen so as to not greatly exceed the ambient densities of
M. balthica. Cylinder openings were covered with a net to keep the re-
cently added M. balthica from escaping or being taken by predators
while still at the sediment surface. Nets were removedwhen all individ-
uals had buried into the sediment. Clams were re-collected after 7, 14,
28 and 56 days (hereafter “t7”, “t14” “t28” and “t56”) by plugging the cyl-
inder opening and lifting each cylinder (n = 6/sampling occasion) and
its contents into a net bag. The contents were run through a sieve
with a 0.5 mm mesh. Marked specimens of M. balthica were taken
aside, left in filtered seawater (20 μm) for 12h to allowgut and intestine
evacuation, and then frozen (−20 °C) until processing for stable isotope
analysis. For analysis of benthic community structure, the faunal assem-
blage in each cylinderwaspreserved in 70%ethanol, later sorted under a
dissecting microscope, and identified to lowest possible taxonomic
level. Animals were counted and weighed (precision 0.1 mg dry
weight). Ambient M. balthica individuals were also collected
(as controls) for stable isotope analysis at the start and during each
re-sampling event. The size of all individuals (manipulated and ambi-
ent) was determined to the nearest 0.1 mm as a rough estimate of
growth.

At the start and at each sampling occasion, temperature (°C), pH,
salinity, dissolved oxygen (mg l−1, %), turbidity (NTU), tot-P and tot-N
(μg l−1) were measured. Salinity was determined from conductivity
on a conductometre, pH on a laboratory pH metre, dissolved O2 by
Winkler titration, turbidity on a turbidimetre and levels of total P and
total N were determined spectrophotometrically after persulphate oxi-
dation. To compare the hydrodynamic forcing or energy at the two ex-
perimental sites, we used a gypsum dissolution technique according
to Valanko et al. (2010). The method provides an integrative measure
of wind and wave energy and was conducted using five replicate gyp-
sum blocks (diametre 45 mm, height 20 mm) at each site, placed at
0.5 m height off the seafloor for 48 h. The measure is expressed as per
cent change in dry weight (60 °C, 48 h) minus mean change in weight
at no-flow conditions (laboratory control).

We evaluated the availability and quality of food sources in the
water and in the sediment at each site. The availability of Suspended
Particulate Organic Matter (SPOM) and SEDiment particulate Organic
Matter (SEDOM) was estimated as the amount of chl-a (μg l−1) in the
water and in the sediment, respectively. SPOM was collected from
every sampling occasion with a 10 μm-net, concentrated on Whatman
GF/C filters and stored in the freezer for stable isotope analysis. Sedi-
ment was collected for estimation of organic matter content (%) (loss-
on-ignition, 3 h at 500 °C) and chl-a (μg l−1) as well as for stable isotope
analysis of SEDOM. Sediment organic matter was suspended and
decanted into Whatman GF/C filters and stored in the freezer. Chl-a
analysis followed those of Lorenzen (1967) and Sartory (1982), with
extraction from sediments in 90% acetone for 24 h and then spectropho-
tometricmeasurements. The C/N ratio of SPOMand SEDOMwas used as
a measure of the quality of the food source, and calculated from stable
isotope values (δ13C and δ15N).

2.3. Stable isotope analysis

The frozen clams were thawed, rinsed in deionised water and
cleaned of debris under a stereomicroscope. The temporal stability of
organism isotopic composition depends on tissue turnover rates
(McCutchan et al., 2003). In this study, we chose to analyse stable
isotope ratios (δ13C and δ15N) of sample tissue composed of the diges-
tive gland, stomach and intestine as an indication of shifts in feeding
behaviour. These are metabolically active tissues and therefore tend to
respond more quickly to dietary changes (Tieszen et al., 1983; Hobson
and Clark, 1992), than for example muscle tissue that may in primary
and secondary consumers require weeks to a year to reach equilibrium
under a constant diet (Hesslein et al., 1993; MacAvoy et al., 2001;
McIntyre and Flecker, 2006). Previous studies of food sorting and
absorption of carbon by M. balthica have revealed a two-phase process
(Decho and Luoma, 1991). Completing digestion and assimilation of
ingested elements occurs within three to four days for M. balthica
(Decho and Luoma, 1991), which is well within the first sampling
event (seven days) in our study. Each sample was treated with 1 M
HCl in order to remove carbonates, oven-dried (60 °C, 48 h),
homogenised and packed in a tin capsule. Each clam sample for stable
isotope analysis contained pooled individuals from the same enclosure.
For stable isotope analysis of ambientM. balthica, six replicates (enclo-
sures) were used per site and sampling event (including the start, t0,
of the experiment). Thefilterswith suspended particulate and sediment
particulate organic matter (SPOM and SEDOM) were treated with 1 M
HCl before being oven-dried and packed into tin capsules. Samples
were analysed at the Stable Isotope Facility at University of California,
Davis, USA. Sample stable isotope ratios of carbon and nitrogen are
expressed in relation to those of international standards (V-PDB for car-
bon and air for nitrogen) as δ-values per mille (‰) according to the
standard equation:

δ13C or δ15N ¼ Rsample=Rstandard−1
� �� � � 103

where R is 13C: 12C or 15N: 14N (Fry, 2006). Replicate laboratory stan-
dards revealed an analytical error of b0.05‰ for both C and N.

2.4. Statistical analysis

To track changes in stable isotope ratios (δ13C, δ15N) of clams, we
used linear regression analysis (Quinn and Keough, 2002), as we
wanted to investigate the overall response of clams, i.e. the relationship
(δ13C or δ15N clams = b0 + b1 × time) between stable isotope ratios
and time since manipulation, rather than compare specific sampling
events. We compared the responses of replanted clams against ambient
ones and replanted (at newor native site) against transplanted clams by
evaluating whether slopes (b0) and intercepts (b1) differed. Prior to all
analyses, data was tested for meeting assumptions of normality and ho-
mogeneity of variances and transformed when necessary. We also
checked for non-linearity, but found first order polynomial (linear) fit
to be the best option for all treatments.

Discrepancy in initial size between replanted and transplanted
M. balthica individuals was analysed separately for each experimental
site using a Mann–Whitney test. The same analysis or a t-test, when re-
quirements for the parametric test were met, was used to compare the
size-difference (the start comparedwith the end of the experiment) be-
tween replanted and transplanted clams. These analyses indicated
whether clams had been able to utilise the available food sources and
potentially grow during the experiment.

The environmental variables wave energy (% gypsum lost), chl-a in
the sediment, organic content (%) of the sediment, and C/N ratios of
suspended particulate and deposited organic materials were compared
across experimental sites. The difference in energy between sites was
analysed with a Mann–Whitney test (site: exposed or sheltered, n =
5) while temporal analysis of chl-a, organic content and C/N ratio of
SPOM and SEDOM was done using repeated-measure ANOVAs (site:
exposed or sheltered, between-subject effect; time: t0 to t56, within-
subject effect). However, for organic content analysis t14 was excluded
due to sampling errors. Stable isotopes (13C:12C, 15N:14N) of SPOM and
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SEDOM within sites and over time were analysed with repeated-
measure ANOVAs (source: SPOM or SEDOM, between-subject effect;
time: t0 to t56, within-subject effect). To achieve a balanced analysis,
t0, for 13C and 15N at the exposed site and t56 for 15N were excluded.

The macrofaunal community in experimental cylinders was
analysed using both univariate and multivariate analyses. We used
repeated-measures ANOVA to determine the effect of site (exposed or
sheltered, between-subject effect) and time (t0 to t56, within-subject
effect) on abundance, biomass, species richness (number of taxa) and
diversity (Shannon's diversity index H′ [loge] and evenness J′). Differ-
ences in community composition between the two sites were analysed
using repeated-measures permutational multivariate ANOVA on
fourth-root transformed data with site (exposed or sheltered) and
time (days from start of the experiment) as factors (Euclidean distance,
9999 permutations). Multivariate variance was homogenous between
groups (multivariate dispersion, p N 0.05). A SIMPER analysis was ap-
plied to identify the species contributing most to similarities within
and dissimilarities between the two sites.

Analyses were run using the Car and Vegan packages in R (R
Development Core Team, 2014), as well as GraphPad Prism and
PRIMER v 6. (Clarke, 1993; Clarke and Gorley, 2006).

3. Results

First, we present the results of the transplant experiment, including
whether experimental relocation of clamsmight have had an impact on
the results, the response of clams transplanted from their native site to a
new environment as well as initial size and growth of manipulated
clams. Then we describe contrasts in the abiotic environment, food
sources and biotic context (community structure and composition)
between the two sites.

3.1. Effect of relocation of clams

Ambient and replanted M. balthica individuals at the sheltered site
were enriched in 13C by about 2.8‰ (ambient:−18.9 ± 0.6‰, replant:
−19.2 ± 0.4‰) compared with the exposed site (ambient: −22.0 ±
Fig. 1. Stable isotope values (δ13C, δ15N, ‰) and linear regression with 95% confidence interva
sheltered sites.
0.2‰, replant: −21.7 ± 0.2‰). The opposite pattern was seen in δ15N,
where clams at the sheltered site had on average 1.3‰ lower values
than at the exposed site (Fig. 1).

At the exposed site, neither replanted nor ambient clams showed
any temporal change in the stable isotopes (Table 1a, Fig. 1A,B). Apart
from the fact that ambient clams had on average a 0.3‰ lower δ13C
value than the replanted ones (difference in intercept: F1,57 = 7.464,
p = 0.008), there was no difference between the two groups of clams
in terms of the trend over time for δ13C and δ15N (difference in slope:
F1,56 = 0.048, p = 0.827 and F1,56 = 0.734, p = 0.395, respectively).

A temporal shift in both δ13C and δ15Nwas observed at the sheltered
site (Fig. 1C, D). Both ambient and replanted clams became increasingly
enriched in heavy carbon over the course of the experiment (Table 1b,
Fig. 1C). However, ambient clams showed a greater change in carbon
over time compared with the replanted ones (difference in slope:
F1,56 = 7.228, p = 0.009). The opposite pattern was found for 15N, i.e.
a depletion of heavy nitrogen during the experiment (Table 1b,
Fig. 1D). Both ambient and replanted clams showed similar trends in
δ15N over time (difference in slope: F1,56 = 3.546, p = 0.065).

3.2. Responses of transplanted clams to a new environment

Clams that were transplanted from one site to the other (exposed–
sheltered) followed the temporal trend in stable isotope ratios of the
clams in the site towhich theyweremoved. However, the isotope ratios
of the transplanted clams remained at a different level (higher or lower
ratios) than the replanted ones throughout the experiment. The level
depended onwhether theywere originallymoved from the comparably
13C enriched and 15N-depleted sheltered site, or from the exposed site
(Fig. 1).

At the exposed site, carbon ratios of replanted M. balthica and
transplanted individuals from the sheltered site differed over the course
of the experiment (difference in slope: F1.56 = 10.544, p = 0.002)
(Fig. 1A). The δ13C value of transplanted clams was on average 1.3‰
higher than that of replanted clams at the start of the experiment, and
increased towards the end (Table 1a). Although the transplanted
clams from the sheltered site did not approach carbon values of the
ls of ambient, replanted and transplantedMacoma balthica at the A–B) exposed and C–D)



Table 1
Linear regressionmodels of stable isotope ratios (δ13C and δ15N) of ambient, replanted and
transplanted clams as a function of time (days since start of experiment, t0 to t56) in the
a) exposed and b) sheltered sites. Intercept (Const.), slope (Coeff.), p-value and R2 of the
models are presented in the table. Degrees of freedom (DFn, DFd) for all models were 1
and 28, respectively. Significant values (0.001***) denote that the slope is different from
zero (i.e. increasing or decreasing). Model comparison indicated the best-fit to be linear.

Variable Const. Coeff. p-Value R2

a) Exposed site
δ13C Ambient −22.0 0.00 0.844 0.001

Replant −21.7 0.01 0.550 0.013
Transplant (from sheltered site) −20.4 0.12 b0.001*** 0.531

δ15N Ambient 4.34 −0.00 0.943 0.001
Replant 4.29 −0.02 0.156 0.071
Transplant (from sheltered site) 3.30 0.01 0.700 0.010

b) Sheltered site
δ13C Ambient −20.2 0.06 b0.001*** 0.740

Replant −20.0 0.30 b0.001*** 0.585
Transplant (from exposed site) −22.2 0.32 b0.001*** 0.847

δ15N Ambient 3.35 −0.02 b0.001*** 0.630
Replant 3.40 −0.10 b0.001*** 0.565
Transplant (from exposed site) 4.53 −0.18 b0.001*** 0.762
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replanted ones at the exposed site, their δ13C values still indicated a re-
sponse to the new and contrasting environment when compared with
the replanted clams at their native site (Fig. 2). A significantly greater
enrichment in 13C over time was noted for the clams remaining at the
sheltered site than the ones thatwere relocated to the exposed environ-
ment (difference in slope: F1,56 = 31.650, p b 0.001) (Fig. 2).

At the sheltered site, the transplanted clams showed a significant
increase in δ13C over time (Table 1b, Fig. 1C). The transplanted clams
paralleled, although on a lower level (average 2.0‰), the values of the
replanted clams throughout the experiment (difference in slope:
F1,56 = 1.777, p = 0.188). The strong response of the transplanted
clamswas also evident in the distinct disparity in δ13C to their replanted
counterparts at their native exposed site (difference in slope: F1,56 =
74.670, p b 0.001) (Fig. 2).

In terms of δ15N values of the manipulated clams, patterns generally
mirrored those of the δ13C values at each site. Contrary to the significant
contrasts in the development of carbon values over time between
replanted and transplanted clams at the exposed site, the trend in
δ15N over time did not differ between the two groups of clams (differ-
ence in slope: F1,56 = 1.555, p = 0.218), but the transplanted clams
had on average a 0.9‰ lower δ15N value (difference in intercept:
F1,57 = 200.532, p b 0.001, Fig. 1B). At the sheltered site, the difference
in δ15N between transplanted and replanted clams decreased steadily
over the course of the experiment (difference in slope: F1,56 = 9.174,
p = 0.004), but the δ15N of transplanted clams did not fully reach
those of replanted ones (Fig. 1D).
Fig. 2. δ13C values (‰) and linear regression with 95% confidence intervals ofMacoma balthica i
B) sheltered sites.
3.3. Initial size and growth of manipulated clams

At the start of the experiment, the size of replanted and transplanted
clams differed at both sites. Replanted clams (10.9 ± 0.1 mm) were on
average 1.0mm larger than transplanted ones (9.9±0.1mm) at the ex-
posed site (Mann–Whitney p b 0.001). The opposite pattern was found
for the sheltered site (Mann–Whitney p b 0.001), where the difference
was 0.7 mm between replanted (10.3 ± 0.1 mm) and transplanted
(11.0 ± 0.2 mm) individuals.

Manipulated M. balthica individuals increased in size whether re-
planted within the same site or transplanted from the site (mean
growth: 0.3 ± 0.1 mm), indicating that clams utilised the food sources
present. A significant difference in growth of clams (Mann–Whitney
p b 0.001) was noted in the exposed site, where replanted individuals
had increased more in size (0.7 ± 0.1 mm) than transplanted ones
(0.1 ± 0.1 mm) at the end of the experiment (t56). For the sheltered
site, no statistical difference in growth between replanted and
transplanted individuals was found (t23 = 0.825, p = 0.418).

3.4. Contrasts in the abiotic environment, food sources and quality

In accordance with previous qualitative descriptions (Nordström
et al., 2010) and the Isæus index of the site, the hydrodynamic energy
(estimated as % gypsum lost) was significantly higher at the exposed
site, compared with the sheltered one (Mann–Whitney p = 0.008)
(Table 2). This was also in agreement with other hydrographical mea-
surements in this study (Table 2). The amount of chl-a in the water col-
umnwas 2.1± 0.4 μg l−1 at the exposed site and 2.2± 0.7 μg l−1 at the
sheltered site (Table 2). Chl-a in the sediment, on the other hand, was
on average higher at the sheltered site (1.0 ± 0.1 μg l−1) than at the ex-
posed one (0.6 ± 0.1 μg l−1) (Table 2). The difference was significant at
the start (t0) and at all events but the first resampling event (t7)
(site × time: F4,32 = 11.720, p b 0.001). This pattern was due to a drop
in sediment chl-a at the sheltered site between the start (t0: 1.1 ±
0.1 μg l−1) and thefirst sampling event (t7: 0.6±0.1 μg l−1). The organ-
ic content of the sediment variedmore over time, being overall higher at
the sheltered site (Table 2), but differed significantly between sites only
at the start of the experiment (t0) and after 28 days (t28) (site × time:
F3,24 = 9.060, p b 0.001).

Stable isotope analyses of the two food resources, suspended partic-
ulate (SPOM) or sediment particulate (SEDOM) organic matter, indicat-
ed a significant variation of sources over time at both sites and in terms
of both 13C and 15N (Fig. 3). The difference in δ13C between SPOM and
SEDOM varied over time at both the exposed (source × time: F3,18 =
88.310, p b 0.001) and the sheltered sites (source × time: F4,16 =
8.583, p = 0.001) (Fig. 3A, C). At the exposed site, carbon values of
SEDOM ranged from −18.4 ± 0.1‰ at the first sampling event (t7) to
−18.3 ± 0.1‰ at the last (t56) one, while SPOM varied from
ndividuals from the same site, i.e. replanted within and transplanted from, A) exposed and



Table 2
Abiotic and biotic variables of the experimental sites (mean ± SE). Variables highlighted
(bold) were analysed statistically and significant differences between sites (single vari-
able: site, or interaction: site × time) are indicated with an asterisk (*).

Exposed site Sheltered site

Abiotic Energy (% gypsum lost)* 53.1 ± 4.8 31.2 ± 1.2
Temp. (°C) 15.9 ± 1.7 17.2 ± 2.1
pH 8.2 ± 0.1 8.4 ± 0.1
Salinity 5.5 ± 0.1 5.6 ± 0.1
O2 (mg/l) 10.1 ± 0.6 11.6 ± 0.7
Turbidity (NTU) 1.0 ± 0.3 1.2 ± 0.6
Tot-P (μg l−1) 19 ± 2.5 41 ± 14
Tot-N (μg l−1) 280 ± 15 390 ± 57
Chl-a (μg l−1, water) 2.1 ± 0.4 2.2 ± 0.7
Chl-a (μg g−1 dry wt., sediment)* 0.6 ± 0.1 1.0 ± 0.1
Org. content (LOI%)* 0.22 ± 0.01 0.27 ± 0.02
C/N ratio SPOM* 8.0 ± 0.4 6.6 ± 0.2
C/N ratio SEDOM* 6.2 ± 0.1 6.8 ± 0.1

Biotic Abundance (ind. m−2)* 89.1 ± 11.3 385.6 ± 59.2
Biomass (g DW m−2)* 1.0 ± 0.3 1.4 ± 0.2
S (Total)* 4.0 ± 0.2 (16) 5.8 ± 0.5 (24)
H 0.8 ± 0.1 0.9 ± 0.1
J* 0.8 ± 0.1 0.6 ± 0.1
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−22.2±0.2‰ to−19.5±0.1‰, respectively (Fig. 3A). At the sheltered
site, SEDOM was also enriched compared with SPOM, and varied from
−19.3 ± 0.0‰ at the start of the experiment (t0) to −16.6 ± 0.5‰ at
the end (t56) (Fig. 3C). The corresponding values of SPOM were
−20.7±0.1‰ (t0) and−18.8±0.3‰ (t56). In terms of heavy nitrogen,
SEDOMwas again enriched comparedwith SPOM at the exposed site, in
all but the first sampling events (t7) (source × time: F3,12= 10.060, p=
0.001) (Fig. 3B). At the sheltered site, both sources showed a significant
variation over time (source× time: F3,12=13.660, p b 0.001), but an op-
posite pattern was found, where SPOM was enriched and varied from
2.3 ± 0.1‰ (t0) to 3.6 ± 0.1‰ (t28), compared with SEDOM that varied
from 1.7 ± 0.0‰ (t0) to 1.5 ± 0.0‰ (t28) (Fig. 3D).

In addition, the quality of the two food sources (C/N ratio of SPOM
and SEDOM) did differ between the sites, but only at occasional
sampling events (Table 2). The C/N ratio of SEDOM was higher at the
Fig. 3. Stable isotope values of basal resources (δ13C and δ15N,‰, mean± SE) of deposited orga
the water column (SPOM, white colour) at the A–B) exposed and C–D) sheltered site. Non-sign
not available. (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend, the reader is r
sheltered bay at the first (t7) and the second (t14) sampling events
(site × time: F4,24 = 22.080, p b 0.001). The ratio varied more for
SPOM but without any clear pattern, as it was higher at the sheltered
site in the beginning (t7) while it was opposite in the last two sampling
events (t28 and t56) (site × time: F3,12 = 32.790, p b 0.001).
3.5. The biotic context— benthic community structure and composition

Analysis of the macroinvertebrate community structure and com-
position sieved from the experimental enclosures indicated contrasting
biotic settings. The sheltered site had on average a higher faunal abun-
dance, biomass and species richness than the exposed one (Table 2).
The two sites showed significant contrasts in abundance at all events
but the first sampling event (t7) (site × time: F3,66 = 24.920, p b

0.001), while biomass varied more over time and was significantly
higher in the sheltered site at 7 and 28 days (site × time: F3,66 =
2.910, p = 0.041). Species richness was only significantly higher at
the last sampling event (t56) (site × time: F3,66 = 22.030, p b 0.001).
Diversity increased somewhat over timebut therewas nodifference be-
tween the sites (site × time: F3,66= 1.850 p=0.147, site: F1,66= 3.520,
p = 0.074, time: F3,66 = 4.270, p = 0.008). In contrast to the other
variables describing community structure, evenness was slightly higher
at the exposed site at all events except the first sampling event (t7)
(site × time: F3,66 = 3.550, p = 0.019), indicating a dominance of a
few species at the sheltered site. The average number of M. balthica in-
dividuals per enclosure, including the added clams, was 6.0 ± 0.2 at the
exposed site, and 13.4 ± 0.5 at the sheltered site.

Multivariate analysis highlighted a clear contrast in macro-
faunal community composition over time (site × time: F1,90 = 17.360
p b 0.001). Similarity within the sampled enclosures at the exposed
site (57%) was lower and composition was more varied than at the
sheltered site (68%) where Marenzelleria spp., M. balthica and Chirono-
midae contributedmost to similaritywithin the site, but also dominated
the community composition (Supplementary Table S1). Species con-
tributing to the similarity within the exposed site were Bathyporeia
pilosa, Oligochaeta and Pygospio elegans, all belonging to the five most
nic matter in sediment (SEDOM, grey colour) and suspended particulate organicmatter in
ificant results are indicated (ns.), all other comparisons are significant, p b 0.05. na. = data
eferred to the web version of this article.)
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dominant taxa. In this site, M. balthica ranked fifth in terms of abun-
dance (Supplementary Table S1).

4. Discussion

The aim of this study was to document whether differences in
environmental context may induce a shift in feeding behaviour iden-
tifiable through carbon and nitrogen stable isotopes. We illustrated
this in a transplantation-experiment using adult individuals of the key
species M. balthica, a species known from observational studies to be
able to express plasticity in feeding habit, displaying either suspen-
sion or deposit-feeding and possibly shifting between these depend-
ing on the ecological context (Ólafsson, 1986, 1989; Riisgård and
Kamermans, 2001). Utilising two neighbouring bays differing in ex-
posure (exposed–sheltered), sediment characteristics, and commu-
nity composition, we were able to explore the causes behind this
context-dependency in terms of food availability and quality as
well as the biotic and abiotic settings.

4.1. Trophic plasticity in M. balthica

We found that adult M. balthica showed marked differences in
stable isotope signatures (δ13C and δ15N) between two environmentally
contrasting coastal bays, consistent with earlier studies (Nordström
et al., 2010). At the exposed site, ambient and replanted clams were
depleted in carbon but enriched in nitrogen comparedwith the ambient
and replanted individuals at the sheltered site. The similar pattern in
stable isotopes between ambient and replanted clams indicated, as
hypothesised, no significant effect of the experimental procedure. The
two examined food sources, suspended particulate (SPOM) and sedi-
ment particulate organic matter (SEDOM) showed differing carbon
stable isotope signatures over the course of the experiment where
SPOM was depleted compared with SEDOM. As basal food sources are
reflected in the diet of organism (Post, 2002), the carbon stable isotope
values of the ambient and replanted clams at the exposed site (ambient:
−22.0 ± 0.2‰, replant: −21.7 ± 0.2‰) are likely to reflect a diet of
suspended particulate organicmaterial. At the sheltered site, carbon iso-
tope signatures in clams (ambient: −18.9 ± 0.6‰, replant: −19.2 ±
0.4‰) suggested an uptake of sediment particulate organic material.

Clams transplanted from their native site to a new environment
showed context-dependent change over time. Their isotope ratios
remained either enriched or depleted throughout the experiment
depending on their native environment. Transplanted clams from the
exposed site to the sheltered site indicated an adaptation to the new en-
vironment by increasing their carbon values and following the pattern
of the replanted (within the site) clams over time. The nitrogen values
of the transplanted clams even approached those of the replanted
ones, showing a true shift in stable isotopes. Furthermore, the signifi-
cant difference in carbon values of the transplanted clams from those
of the replanted ones in their native environment also supports this
shift. The response thus implies a shift from suspension to deposit-
feeding of the clams, a behaviour also found in observational studies
(Ólafsson, 1986). At the exposed site, transplanted clams did show an
increase over time in their carbon values compared with the replanted
clams. Although statistically significant, this changewas not comparable
with the magnitude of difference between the transplanted clams and
the replanted ones in their original site. The replanted clams in the shel-
tered site increased significantly in δ13C over time, in accordance with
the development of SPOM values, while transplanted clams did not fol-
low this strong response and changed little over the experiment. The
change in δ13C of clams transplanted from the sheltered site followed
more that of the sediment particulate organic matter. This result, in
combination with the parallel development of δ15N of transplanted
and replanted clams at the exposed site, suggests an adaptation and
possibly a shift to uptake of the suspended particulate material.
4.2. Mechanisms influencing feeding behaviour

The availability or amount of food has been suggested to be a mecha-
nism determining suspension-feeding in a dynamic environment such as
an exposed coastal bay (Riisgård and Kamermans, 2001). In this study,
neither the availability nor the quality (C/N ratio) of the food sources
could clearly explain the disparity in stable isotopes and shifts in feeding
habit. These measures varied over time but did not show any persistent
differences between sites. The availability of suspended food for clams
is also determined by the horizontal flux of organic matter along the sea-
floor (Kamermans, 1994; Peterson and Skilleter, 1994), important also
for sediment–animal interactions in non-tidal areas similar to the sites
in this study (Valanko et al., 2010). Our point-estimates of food sources
(levels of chl-a and sediment organic matter) may not be sufficient to
fully capture between-site variability in the availability of food.

The third mechanism proposed in the study suggests that the biotic
setting could affect food uptake. The structure and composition of the
other macrofauna in the enclosures were used as a proxy for e.g. dif-
ferential competition among individuals or groups of consumers.
Contrasts in feeding behaviour due to interspecific interactions could
not be ruled out as the faunal community differed between the two
sites, the sheltered site having a more rich and diverse community
than the exposed one, and simultaneously being more similar in com-
position over time. The species composition of the two sites also
reflected the abiotic contrasts in exposure as B. pilosa and P. elegans
are often characteristic of exposed sandy bottoms while Marenzelleria
spp. and species of Chironomidae are found in more sheltered muddy
habitats (Kraufvelin et al., 2011). The dominating taxa in the studied
sites are generally co-occurring with M. balthica (Herman et al., 2000;
Rossi et al., 2004). Concerning intraspecific competition, our aim was
to account for M. balthica individuals present in the cylinders, and the
decision to add specifically five individuals per cylinder was based on
previous knowledge of clam density in the sites. Adult clam densities
measured in this study (Supplementary Table S1) were similar to
those found in other studies from the region (Hiddink and Wolff,
2002; Aarnio et al., 2011). The sheltered site had a higher ambient den-
sity of clams than the exposed one and thus the potential for intraspecif-
ic competition was higher. According to Ólafsson (1986), density-
dependency may occur in deposit-feeding populations of M. balthica,
affecting the growth of the clams as food uptake might be lowered
because of interactions from clam movement or siphons meeting
other individuals. In our study, intraspecific competition was probably
not a significant factor as both replanted and transplanted clams had
grown during the experiment in the sheltered site. We acknowledge
that our size measurements represent rough estimations of growth as
they relied on shell size only, rather than a combination of size and
weight, growth rings or lines (Bonsdorff and Wenne, 1989; Cardoso
et al., 2013). Shell size is variable in this species (Beukema and
Meehan, 1985), but also used as a common measure for differentiating
size-related changes in stable isotope ratios in M. balthica (Rossi et al.,
2004; Rossi and Middelburg, 2011). The large number of replicates in
this study provides some reliability to the measure and indication of
clam activity in the experiment.

Finally, the hydrodynamic regimewas a strong differentiating factor
of the sites and is likely to have affected the food uptake of the clams by
constraining the clams to either of the two feedingmodes, as suggested
by Riisgård and Kamermans (2001). At the exposed site, with a higher
hydrodynamic regime (based on measurements of energy and known
sediment characteristics), stable isotopes of ambient and replanted
clams suggested that suspension-feeding was conducted to some de-
greewhile the oppositewas thought to be the case for clams at the shel-
tered site. Hence, it is likely that the hydrodynamics at the exposed site
prevented grazing on the sediment surface, but allowed suspension-
feeding.

To summarise, the mechanisms considered here can probably
not alone determine feeding behaviour as they are in various ways



39A. Törnroos et al. / Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology 472 (2015) 32–40
interlinked. In addition to physical constraints on feeding behaviour,
faster flows (in an exposed bay) imply greater fluxes of suspended
particles and thus enhanced energetic rewards, while slower flows
(in a sheltered site) imply enhanced deposition of food particles,
favouring deposit feeding (Peterson and Skilleter, 1994; Bayne, 2004).
However, clams living in highly dynamic environments, such as ex-
posed bays, face not only adaptation to short term (hours, days) vari-
ability in food flux and characteristics (particle size and composition)
but particularly the dynamics of the seasonal input of material from
phytoplankton production, which might be more pulse-like than in
sheltered areas (Peterson and Skilleter, 1994). The hydrodynamic
setting shaping community composition, might not only present
M. balthica with differing levels of interactions between other con-
sumers as discussed above, but also predation by other macrofauna
(Bonsdorff et al., 1995) or higher trophic levels such as fish (Peterson
and Skilleter, 1994). This additional proposed mechanism (Riisgård
and Kamermans, 2001) was not studied here but affects especially the
deposit feeding behaviour and thus likely clams inhabitingmore hydro-
dynamically stable and often high productive muddy environments.

4.3. Conclusions

To conclude, our study provides information on the isotopic gradient
across which adult M. balthica forage, and suggests that stable isotopes
offer insights into intraspecific patterns in feeding plasticity. Our results
highlight the context-dependency of feeding behaviour and indicate
that causes for plasticity are possible to disentangle and thus predict
to some degree. It would therefore be of value to assess the importance
of this context-dependent plasticity in relation to an ecosystem function
such as the structure or dynamics of the food web (Nordström et al.,
2010; Bolnick et al., 2011). In addition, as suggested by Nordström
et al. (2010), and supported by the results of the transplanted clams in
this study, the same species in neighbouring contrasting environments
may function differentially. The flexible feeding ability of M. balthica
in combination with the species dominance in both sandy and muddy
habitats calls for further quantitative studies of trophic transfer as
an ecosystem function. Many studies examining effects of environmen-
tal heterogeneity onmarine ecosystem functioning have focused on the
interspecific variability in traits (e.g. Vaughn et al., 2007; Rossi et al.,
2008; Griffin et al., 2009). In these studies, identity effects or comple-
mentarity among species, are linked to variability in the environment
and to enhancement of ecosystem functioning (Griffin et al., 2009).
However, the intraspecific plasticity of organisms may potentially blur
the effect of differences between species (Violle et al., 2012). Complicat-
ing the assessment of plasticity in traits and ecosystem function further
is the fact that trait plasticity might also lay latent until needed
(Hawlena et al., 2011). Hence, better understanding of variabilitywithin
species' traitsmay provide insights not only to different context-related
functional effects but also to the adaptability of species to changes in
their surrounding habitat or new and contrasting environments,
which may be highly important e.g. in the light of predicted climate-
change scenarios.

Supplementary data to this article can be found online at http://dx.
doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2015.06.015.

Acknowledgements

We thank Husö Biological Station for providing excellent working
facilities, Benjamin Weigel for help with the supplementary figure and
three reviewers for constructive comments on the manuscript. The
study was funded by the Åbo Akademi University Endowment and by
the BIO-C3 project from BONUS, the joint Baltic Sea research and devel-
opment programme (Art 185), funded jointly from the European
Union's Seventh Programme for research, technological development
and demonstration. The Centre for Ocean Life is a VKR center of excel-
lence supported by the Villum foundation.
References

Aarnio, K., Bonsdorff, E., Rosenback, N., 1996. Food and feeding habits of juvenile flounder
Platichthys flesus (L.), and turbot Scophthalmus maximus L. in the Åland Archipelago,
northern Baltic Sea. J. Sea Res. 36, 311–320.

Aarnio, K., Mattila, J., Törnroos, A., Bonsdorff, E., 2011. Zoobenthos as an environmental
quality element: the ecological significance of sampling design and functional traits.
Mar. Ecol. 32, 1–14.

Agrawal, A.A., 2001. Phenotypic plasticity in the interactions and evolution of species. Sci-
ence 294, 321–326.

Albert, C.H., Grassein, F., Schurr, F.M., Vieilledent, G., Violle, C., 2011. When and how
should intraspecific variability be considered in trait-based plant ecology. Perspect.
Plant Ecol. 13, 217–225.

Albert, C.H., Bello, F., Boulangeat, I., Pellet, G., Lavorel, S., Thuiller, W., 2012. On the impor-
tance of intraspecific variability for the quantification of functional diversity. Oikos
121, 116–126.

Bayne, B.L., 2004. Phenotypic flexibility and physiological trade-offs in the feeding and
growth of marine bivalve molluscs. Integr. Comp. Biol. 44, 425–432.

Beukema, J.J., Meehan, B.W., 1985. Latitudinal variation in linear growth and other shell
characteristics of Macoma balthica. Mar. Biol. 90, 27–33.

Beukema, J.J., Cadre, G.C., Jansen, J.J.M., 1977. Variability of growth rate ofMacoma balthica
(L.) in theWadden Sea in relation to availability of food. In: Keegan, B.F., Ceidigh, P.O.,
Boaden, P.J.S. (Eds.), Biology of Benthic Organisms. Pergamon Press, Oxford, pp. 69–77.

Bolnick, D.I., Amarasekare, P., Araujo, S.M., Burger, R., Levine, J.M., Novak, M., Rudolf,
V.H.W., Schreiber, S.J., Urban, M.C., Vasseur, V.A., 2011. Why intraspecific trait varia-
tion matters in community ecology. Trends Ecol. Evol. 26, 182–193.

Bonsdorff, E., 1984. Establishment, growth and dynamics of a Macoma balthica popula-
tion. Limnologica 15, 403–405.

Bonsdorff, E., Wenne, R., 1989. A comparison of condition indices ofMacoma balthica (L.)
from the northern and southern Baltic Sea. Neth. J. Sea Res. 23, 45–55.

Bonsdorff, E., Norkko, A., Sandberg, E., 1995. Structuring zoobenthos: the importance of pre-
dation, siphon cropping and physical disturbance. J. Exp. Mar. Biol. Ecol. 192, 125–144.

Bradfield, A.E., Newell, G.E., 1961. The behaviour of Macoma balthica (L.). J. Mar. Biol.
Assoc. 41, 81–87.

Cardoso, J.F.M.F., Santos, S., Witte, J.I.J., Witbaard, R., van der Veer, H.W., Machado, J.P.,
2013. Validation of the seasonality in growth lines in the shell of Macoma balthica
using stable isotopes and trace elements. J. Sea Res. 82, 93–102.

Cesar, P., Frid, C.L.J., 2012. Benthic disturbance affects intertidal foodweb dynamics: impli-
cations for investigations of ecosystem functioning. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 466, 35–41.

Chapin, F.S., Walker, B.H., Hobbs, R.J., Hooper, D.U., Lawton, J.H., Sala, O.E., Tilman, D.,
1997. Biotic control over the functioning of ecosystems. Science 277, 500–504.

Clarke, K.R., 1993. Non-parametric multivariate analyses of changes in community struc-
ture. Aust. J. Ecol. 18, 117–143.

Clarke, K.R., Gorley, R.N., 2006. PRIMER v6: User Manual/Tutorial. PRIMER-E, Plymouth.
Decho, A.W., Luoma, S.N., 1991. Time-courses in the retention of food material in the bi-

valves Potamocorbula amurensis and Macoma balthica: significance to the absorption
of carbon and chromium. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 78, 303–314.

Fauchald, K., Jumars, P.A., 1979. The diet of worms: a study of polychaete feeding guilds.
Oceanogr. Mar. Biol. Annu. Rev. 17, 193–284.

Frid, C.L.J., Paramor, O.A.L., Brockington, S., Bremner, J., 2008. Incorporating ecological
functioning into the designation and management of marine protected areas.
Hydrobiologia 606, 69–79.

Fry, B., 2006. Stable Isotope Ecology. Springer, New York.
Funk, J., Cornwell, W.K., 2013. Leaf traits within communities: context may affect the

mapping of traits to function. Ecology 94, 1893–1897.
Griffin, J.N., Jenkins, S.R., Gamfeldt, L., Jones, D., Hawkins, S.J., Thompson, R.C., 2009. Spatial

heterogeneity increases the importance of species richness for an ecosystem process.
Oikos 118, 1335–1342.

Hadfield, M.G., Strathmann, M.F., 1996. Variability, flexibility and plasticity in life histories
of marine invertebrates. Oceanol. Acta 19, 323–334.

Hawlena, D., Hughes, K.M., Schmitz, O.J., 2011. Trophic trait plasticity in response to
changes in resource availability and predation risk. Funct. Ecol. 25, 1223–1231.

Herman, P.M.J., Middelburg, J.J., Widdows, J., Lucas, C.H., Heip, C.H.R., 2000. Stable isotopes
as trophic tracers: combining field sampling and manipulative labelling of food re-
sources for macrobenthos. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 204, 79–92.

Hesslein, R.H., Hallard, K.A., Ramlal, P., 1993. Replacement of sulfur, carbon, and nitrogen
in tissue of growing broad white-fish (Coregonus nasus) in response to a change in
diet traced by d34S, d13C, and d15N. Can. J. Fish. Aquat. Sci. 50, 2071–2076.

Hiddink, J.G., Wolff, W.J., 2002. Changes in distribution and decrease in numbers during
migration of the bivalve Macoma balthica. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 233, 117–130.

Hobson, K.A., Clark, R.G., 1992. Assessing avian diets using stable isotopes. I. Turnover of
13C in tissues. Condor 94, 181–188.

Hooper, D.U., Chapin III, F.S., Ewel, J.J., Hector, A., Inchausti, P., Lavorel, S., Lawton, J.H.,
Lodge, D.M., Loreau, M., Naeem, S., Schmid, B., Setälä, H., Symstad, A.J., Vandermeer,
J., Wardle, D.A., 2005. Effects of biodiversity on ecosystem functioning a consensus
of current knowledge. Ecol. Monogr. 75, 3–35.

Isæus, M., 2004. Factors Structuring Fucus Communities at Open and Complex Coastlines
in the Baltic Sea (PhD Thesis). Stockholm University.

Kamermans, P., 1994. Similarity in food source and timing of feeding in deposit- and sus-
pension-feeding bivalves. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 105, 63–75.

Kamermans, P., Huitema, H.J., 1994. Shrimp (Crangon crangon L.) browsing upon siphon
tips inhibits feeding and growth in the bivalve Macoma balthica (L.). J. Exp. Mar.
Biol. Ecol. 175, 59–75.

Kraufvelin, P., Perus, J., Bonsdorff, E., 2011. Scale-dependent distribution of soft-bottom
infauna and possible structuring forces in low diversity systems. Mar. Ecol. Prog.
Ser. 426, 13–28.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2015.06.015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2015.06.015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0185


40 A. Törnroos et al. / Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology 472 (2015) 32–40
Lorenzen, C., 1967. Determination of chlorophyll and pheo-pigments: spectrophotometric
equations. Limnol. Oceanogr. 12, 343–346.

MacAvoy, S.E., Macko, S.A., Garman, G.C., 2001. Isotopic turnover in aquatic predators:
quantifying the exploitation of migratory prey. Can. J. Fish. Aquat. Sci. 58, 923–932.

MarLIN (Marine Life Information Network), 2015. Marine Life Information Network.
Marine Biological Association of the United Kingdom, Plymouth ([cited 01/01/15].
Available from: www.marlin.ac.uk).

McCutchan Jr., J.H., Lewis Jr., W.M., Kendall, C., McGrath, C.C., 2003. Variation in trophic
shift for stable isotope ratios of carbon, nitrogen, and sulfur. Oikos 102, 378–390.

McGill, B.J., Enquist, B.J., Weiher, E., Westoby, M., 2006. Rebuilding community ecology
from functional traits. Trends Ecol. Evol. 21, 178–185.

McIntyre, P.B., Flecker, A.S., 2006. Rapid turnover of tissue nitrogen of primary consumers
in tropical freshwaters. Oecologia 148, 12–21.

Mooney, K.A., Agrawal, A.A., 2007. Phenotypic plasticity in plant–herbivore interactions.
In: Tilmon, K. (Ed.), Specialization, Speciation, and Radiation. University of California
Press, pp. 43–45.

Nordström, M., Aarnio, K., Bonsdorff, E., 2009. Temporal variability of a benthic food web:
patterns and processes in a low-diversity system. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 378, 13–26.

Nordström, M.C., Lindblad, P., Aarnio, K., Bonsdorff, E., 2010. A neighbour is a neighbour?
Consumer diversity, trophic function, and spatial variability in benthic food webs.
J. Exp. Mar. Biol. Ecol. 391, 101–111.

Ólafsson, E.B., 1986. Density dependence in suspension-feeding and deposit-feeding pop-
ulations of the bivalveMacoma balthica: a field experiment. J. Anim. Ecol. 55, 517–526.

Ólafsson, E.B., 1989. Contrasting influences of suspension-feeding and deposit-feeding
populations of Macoma balthica on infaunal recruitment. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 55,
171–179.

Petchey, O.L., Gaston, K.J., 2006. Functional diversity: back to basics and looking forward.
Ecol. Lett. 9, 741–758.

Petersen, G.H., 1978. Life cycles and population dynamics of marine benthic bivalves from
the Disko Bugt area of west Greenland. Ophelia 17, 95–120.

Peterson, C.H., Skilleter, G.A., 1994. Control of foraging behaviour of individuals within an
ecosystem context: the clam Macoma balthica, flow environment, and siphon-
cropping fishes. Oecologia 100, 256–267.

Piersma, T., Beukema, J.J., 1993. Tropic interactions between shorebirds and their inverte-
brate prey. Neth. J. Sea Res. 31, 299–512.

Post, D.M., 2002. Using stable isotopes to estimate trophic position:models, methods, and
assumptions. Ecology 83, 703–718.

Quinn, G.P., Keough, M.J., 2002. Experimental Design and Data Analysis for Biologists.
Cambridge University Press, UK.

R Development Core Team, 2014. R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Comput-
ing. The R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria 3-900051-07-0
(Available online at http://www.R-project.org/).
Riisgård, H.U., Kamermans, P., 2001. Switching between deposit and suspension-feeding
in coastal zoobenthos. In: Reise, K. (Ed.), Ecological Comparisons of Sedimentary
Shores. Ecological Studies 151, pp. 74–101.

Rossi, F., Middelburg, J.J., 2011. Intraspecific diet shift of Macoma balthica during commu-
nity reassembly in an estuarine intertidal flat. Estuar. Coast. Shelf Sci. 92, 496–501.

Rossi, F., Herman, P.M.J., Middelburg, J.J., 2004. Interspecific and intraspecific variation of
d13C and d15N in deposit- and suspension-feeding bivalves (Macoma balthica and
Cerastoderma edule): Evidence of ontogenetic changes in feeding mode of Macoma
balthica. Limnol. Oceanogr. 49, 408–414.

Rossi, F., Gribsholt, B., Middelburg, J.J., Heip, C., 2008. Context-dependent effects of
suspension-feeding on intertidal ecosystem functioning. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 354,
47–57.

Rossi, F., Baeta, A., Marques, J.C., 2015. Stable isotopes reveal habitat-related diet shifts in
facultative deposit-feeders. J. Sea Res. 95, 172–179.

Sartory, D.P., 1982. Spectrophotometric analysis of chlorophyll a in freshwater phyto-
plankton. Technical Report TR 115. Department of Water Affairs, Hydrological Re-
search Institute, Republic of South Africa, p. 163.

Segerstråle, S.G., 1962. Investigations on Baltic populations of the bivalveMacoma balthica
(L.). ΙΙ. What are the reasons for the periodic failure of recruitment and the scarcity of
Macoma in the deeper waters of the inner Baltic? Soc. Sci. Fenn. Comm. Biol. 24, 1–26.

Tieszen, L.L., Boutton, T.W., Tesdahl, K.G., Slade, N.A., 1983. Fractionation and turnover of sta-
ble carbon isotopes in animal tissues: implications for d13C analysis of diet. Oecologia 57,
32–37.

Väinölä, R., 2003. Repeated trans-Arctic invasions in littoral bivalves: molecular zoogeog-
raphy of the Macoma balthica complex. Mar. Biol. 143, 935–946.

Valanko, S., Norkko, A., Norkko, J., 2010. Strategies of post-larval dispersal in non-tidal soft
sediments. J. Exp. Mar. Biol. Ecol. 284, 51–60.

Vaughn, C.C., Spooner, D.E., Galbriath, H.S., 2007. Context-dependent species identity ef-
fects within a functional group of filter-feeding bivalves. Ecology 88, 1654–1662.

Violle, C., Navas, M.L., Vile, D., Kazakou, E., Fortunel, C., Hummel, I., Garnier, E., 2007. Let
the concept of trait be functional! Oikos 116, 882–892.

Violle, C., Enquist, B.J., McGill, B.J., Jian, L., Albert, C.H., Hulshof, C., Jung, V., Messier, J., 2012.
The return of variance: intraspecific variability in community ecology. Trends Ecol.
Evol. 27, 244–251.

Weiher, E., Freund, D., Bunton, T., Stefanski, A., Lee, T., Bentivenga, S., 2011. Advances,
challenges and a developing synthesis of ecological community assembly theory.
Philos. Trans. R. Soc. B 366, 2403–2413.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0195
http://www.marlin.ac.uk
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0275
http://www.R-project.org/
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-0981(15)00171-9/rf0360

	Environmental context and trophic trait plasticity in a key species, the tellinid clam Macoma balthica L.
	1. Introduction
	2. Materials & methods
	2.1. Experimental sites
	2.2. Transplant experiment and collection of samples
	2.3. Stable isotope analysis
	2.4. Statistical analysis

	3. Results
	3.1. Effect of relocation of clams
	3.2. Responses of transplanted clams to a new environment
	3.3. Initial size and growth of manipulated clams
	3.4. Contrasts in the abiotic environment, food sources and quality
	3.5. The biotic context — benthic community structure and composition

	4. Discussion
	4.1. Trophic plasticity in M. balthica
	4.2. Mechanisms influencing feeding behaviour
	4.3. Conclusions

	Acknowledgements
	References


