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abstract: Primary succession is limited by both ecosystem devel-
opment and plant dispersal, but the extent to which dispersal con-
strains succession over the long-term is unknown. We compared
primary succession along two co-occurring arctic chronosequences
with contrasting spatial scales: sorted circles that span a few meters
and may have few dispersal constraints and glacial forelands that
span several kilometers and may have greater dispersal constraints. Dis-
persal constraints slowed primary succession by centuries: plots were
dominated by cryptogams after 20 years on circles but after 270 years
on forelands; plots supported deciduous plants after 100 years on
circles but after 1400 years on forelands. Our study provides century-
scale evidence suggesting that dispersal limitations constrain the rate
of primary succession in glacial forelands.

Keywords: arctic, biomass, ecosystem development, foreland, glacier,
growth form, soil C, sorted circle.

Introduction

Primary succession encompasses the earliest and most
fundamental stages of community assembly, yet the rela-
tive contributions of the main drivers that control its rate
remain largely unknown (Anderson 2007; del Moral and
Chang 2015). The driver most often studied is ecosystem
development, represented by the accumulation of nutrients
and carbon (C) in soils and plants (Schmidt et al. 2008;
Peltzer et al. 2009; Walker and Wardle 2014; Heckmann
et al. 2015). At high latitudes, ecosystem development also
comprises increased soil temperature, decreased wind speeds,
and increased duration of snow cover (Cutler et al. 2008). A
driver less often studied is plant dispersal (Johnson and
Miyanishi 2008; del Moral and Magnússon 2014), in spite

of its central roles in secondary succession (Cook et al.
2005; Anderson 2007) and community organization in gen-
eral (Schupp et al. 2010; Low-Décarie et al. 2015). The po-
tential importance of dispersal during primary succession is
suggested by early successional species being characterized
by high dispersal ability (Caccianiga et al. 2006; Robbins
and Matthews 2009), the presence of seeds in the youngest
soils (Marcante et al. 2009), and the abundances of domi-
nant successional species being highly correlated with dis-
tance from a seed source (Fastie 1995). Clearly, both ecosys-
tem development and dispersal operate as filters regulating
the rate of succession because dispersal must occur before
biologically driven ecosystem development can occur (An-
derson 2007), but the contribution of dispersal to regulating
plant populations and thus ecosystem development has re-
ceived relatively little attention (Walker and Wardle 2014).
If primary succession is driven only by ecosystem devel-

opment, then experimentally enhancing dispersal by adding
seeds to early successional seres (stages) should have little ef-
fect on plant community composition. In contrast, several
seed addition experiments show that dispersal does indeed
limit plant establishment (Wood and del Moral 1987;
Jumpponen et al. 1999; Lichter 2000; Jones and del Moral
2009; Marteinsdottir et al. 2010). On the other hand, seed
addition experiments are of durations that are brief (a few
months) relative to the duration of primary succession
(decades to centuries; Schupp et al. 2010), such that the
long-term impact of dispersal on primary succession re-
mains uncertain.
Here we introduce a novel method that quantifies the

contributions of both ecosystem development and dispersal
in constraining the rate of primary succession over a time-
scale of centuries. We use a comparative approach involv-
ing two types of arctic successional sequences similar in abi-
otic and biotic factors but differing greatly in scale and thus
dispersal constraints.
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The first of these sequences occurs in forelands exposed
by melting glaciers. Here succession is characterized by
shifts in dominant growth form, from cyanobacteria and
bryophytes on recently exposed overburden, to deciduous
vascular plants in intermediate seres, to evergreen plants
in later seres (Chapin et al. 1994; Hodkinson et al. 2003;
Jones and Henry 2003; Nakatsubo et al. 2005; Robbins
and Matthews 2009). High latitudes are expected to be es-
pecially prone to anthropogenic climate warming, acceler-
ating glacial melt and the exposure of forelands (Heck-
mann et al. 2015). The second sequence occurs in sorted
circles (1–5 m diameter; fig. A1; figs. A1, A2 and tables A1,
A2 are available online), which comprise a gradient of time
since disturbance from newly exposed, cryogenically mix-
ing soils in the center to older, more stable soils at the edge
(Klaus et al. 2013). Sorted circles occur within glacial fore-
lands, as well as outside them, and are a widespread geo-
morphic feature of high latitudes (Kessler and Werner
2003; Haugland and Beatty 2005; Walker et al. 2008). Suc-
cessional sequences on sorted circles are similar to those on
glacial forelands, comprising a gradient from cyanobacte-
rial crusts near the center to evergreen plants at the edge
(Haugland and Beatty 2005; Walker et al. 2008; Makoto and
Klaminder 2012).

We used the differences in spatial scale between glacial
forelands and sorted circles to test for the role of plant dis-
persal as a factor limiting the rate of primary succession.
In glacial forelands, the chronosequence spans some kilo-
meters (Hodkinson et al. 2003; Nakatsubo et al. 2005; Rob-
bins and Matthews 2009), but in sorted circles, the suc-
cessional chronosequence spans several meters (Kessler and
Werner 2003; Haugland and Beatty 2005; Walker et al.
2008). Thus, propagules need to disperse several kilometers
on forelands but only a few meters on circles. Therefore, if
ecosystem development alone limits succession, then similar
vegetation should appear in both sequences at similar ages.
In contrast, if plant dispersal limits succession, any given
vegetation sere should appear on sorted circles much sooner
than on glacial forelands. In terms of hypotheses, no signif-
icant difference between foreland and circle successional
seres would indicate that ecosystem development alone lim-
its rates of succession. Significantly greater ages on forelands
than on circles would indicate a role for dispersal limitation.

Similarly, if plant dispersal limits succession, then plant-
driven ecosystem properties such as biomass and soil C
should occur much earlier on circles than on forelands. Soil
C is a measure of ecosystem development that incorporates
above- and belowground productivity as well as decompo-
sition, and it is globally important because soil contains
about 70% of terrestrial organic C and belowground pro-
duction and decomposition regulate CO2 fluxes to the at-
mosphere that are approximately 10 times greater than those
from anthropogenic sources (Chapin et al. 2002). Delays in

biomass and soil C accumulation on large-scale forelands
relative to small-scale circles would suggest that these eco-
system properties are also regulated by dispersal, as op-
posed to purely endogenous rates of element accumulation.
Last, the rate of ecosystem development in the absence

of dispersal limitation may be inferred from succession on
sorted circles. If dispersal does not constrain succession on
small sorted circles, then any difference in age among seres
is likely attributable to ecosystem development. Therefore,
the extent to which dispersal limits primary succession will
be reflected by differences between circles and forelands in
the ages of successional seres. In summary, the ages of seres
in small-scale circles where propagules can freely disperse
reflect constraints imposed by rates of ecosystem develop-
ment, whereas the ages of seres in large-scale forelands
where propagules are more susceptible to dispersal con-
straint reflect both dispersal and ecosystem development,
allowing the influence of dispersal to be isolated.
Comparisons of multiple primary successions have pro-

vided insights into the roles of nutrients (Walker and del
Moral 2003), weathering (Wardle et al. 2012), competition,
and abiotic restraints (Anderson 2007). However, our study
of two successional sequences at different spatial scales but
with similar species pools of plants and abiotic conditions
is a unique opportunity to examine the long-term roles of
ecosystem development and plant dispersal during primary
succession in the field over centuries. Our primary hypothe-
sis was that successional seres have greater ages on large-scale
forelands than on small-scale circles.

Methods

Design

We examined two successional sequences, glacial forelands
(hereafter “forelands”) and sorted circles (hereafter “circles”),
in August 2011 and 2012 near Abisko in northern Sweden
(687N, 197E). We studied both sequences in each of three
valleys (Ballinriehppi, Guhkesriehppi, and Moarhmmábákti,
hereafter Ballin, Guhkes, and Moarhmmá) to encompass the
considerable geographic variation characteristic of foreland
vegetation (Robbins and Matthews 2009). Valleys were 6–
16 km apart. All valleys have bedrock dominated by hard
schists.
In each valley and in each of the two successional se-

quences, we sampled four seres that represented the range
of primary succession: overburden without vegetation, cryp-
togamic soil (including mosses and lichens), herbaceous and
deciduous woody vegetation (mostly Salix herbacea [dwarf
willow]), and evergreen woody vegetation (mostly Cassiope
tetragona [Arctic bell-heather] and Cassiope hypnoides [moss
bell-heather]). Each of the four seres was sampled along each
foreland sequence (1–3 km long, 1,170–1,370 m asl) in three
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plots (20 cm # 20 cm) separated by 110 m. All plots for
each sere were at similar elevations to avoid topographical
variation in community composition (Garibotti et al. 2011).
Each sere was also sampled in three sorted circles (2–3 m di-
ameter, separated by110m)within each foreland, in one plot
(20 cm# 20 cm) per sere in each circle. In circles, unvegetated
overburden occurred in the center, and the other three seres
were arrayed along transects from the center to the edge of
the circles. Plots were arbitrarily located near the middle of
each sere in each sequence. In summary, we sampled three
replicate plots in four seres of two sequences (forelands and
circles) in three valleys.

Dispersal and Sequence Age

We tested for the role of dispersal by testing the hypoth-
esis that the age of each successional sere was less in the
circles than in the forelands. The age of each plot was de-
termined using the diameter of map lichens (Rhizocarpon
geographicum; Karlén and Black 2002):

lichen age ðyearsÞ ¼ 0:9617#D1:33,

where D represents lichen diameter (in millimeters). This
function was developed in the study area, using forelands
sampled twice over 30 years and 270-year-old mine spoils,
and validated using 14C dating, tree rings, and historical
weather data. Lichen dating has been used on several gla-
cier forelands and sorted circles (Matthews 2005; Haugland
2006) and is accurate up to about 400 years (Karlén and
Black 2002).

For each foreland plot, the sizes of the three largest
lichens within 5 m were recorded, and the mean was used
to determine age. In circles, we determined plot age using
regression analysis. In each circle, we divided the distance
between the center and the edge into five distance classes
(0%–10%, 10%–20%, 20%–40%, 40%–60%, and 60%–
100%). For each class, the diameter of the largest lichen
and its distance from the center of the circle were mea-
sured. These data were used to calculate a regression rela-
tionship for each circle that described lichen diameter as a
function of distance from the circle center (r 2 ¼ 0:70–0:85,
P ¼ :002–:014). This relationship allowed us to predict li-
chen diameter and age for each plot based on the distance
of each plot from the center of its respective circle (Makoto
and Klaminder 2012).

Vegetation and Soil C

In each plot, before any destructive sampling, we recorded
the cover of bare ground, cryptogams (cryptogamic soil,
mosses, and lichens), and each vascular plant species (Dau-
benmire 1959). Next, aboveground vegetation was harvested,

dried for 1 week at 807C, and weighed. Cryptogamic soil
was collected within a subplot (10 cm# 10 cm, 2 cm deep)
using a knife and washed and sorted by hand to retain be-
lowground lichen and moss biomass, which was dried and
weighed. After cryptogamic soil collection, roots were sam-
pled with a core (2 cm diameter, 5 cm deep), washed, dried,
and weighed. Belowground biomass was the sum of cryp-
togams in the soil and roots.
In each plot, we collected one soil core (5 cm diameter,

5 cm deep). The core for soil analysis did not include litter
or cryptogamic soil crust. We focused on surface soil be-
cause the extremely rocky nature of the soil (fig. A1) pre-
vented deeper sampling and because this is the location of
the majority of soil C (Jobbágy and Jackson 2000) and
thus is most likely to reflect the influence of vegetation
(Nave et al. 2013). A 5-g subsample was weighed, dried,
and weighed again to determine soil water content. The
remainder of each core was sieved (2-mm mesh) and ho-
mogenized. Soil organic carbon concentration was mea-
sured using a CN analyzer (JM1000CN; JScience Lab,
Kyoto, Japan) after adding a few drops of 1 M HCl solu-
tion to exclude carbonate.

Statistical Analysis

Response variables were log10 transformed and analyzed us-
ing ANOVAs, with sequence (foreland or circle), sere, and
the sequence# sere interaction nested within valley, using
JMP, version 10 (SAS Institute). ANCOVAs were used to
test whether soil C varied with vascular plant cover and be-
tween sequences, with cover, sequence, and the cover# se-
quence interaction nested within valley.

Results

Sequence Age

Age varied significantly between sequences, with forelands
generally having much greater ages than circles (fig. 1; ta-
ble A1). Age also varied among seres and with the interac-
tion between sequence and sere, because the extent to which
forelands were older than circles varied among seres. Age
was severalfold greater in forelands than in circles for seres
dominated by cryptogamic soil (pairwise contrast t ¼ 5:06,
P < :001) and deciduous vascular plants (t ¼ 5:08, P <
:001). Age was also greater in forelands than in circles
for seres dominated by evergreen vascular plants, but not
significantly so (t ¼ 1:48, P ¼ :14). The age of the earliest
sere (unvegetated overburden) was significantly greater in
circles (15 years) than in forelands (4 years; t ¼ 4:98, P <
:001). Age did not vary significantly among valleys. Data
underlying all figures and tables are deposited in the Dryad
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Digital Repository: http://dx.doi.org/10.5061/dryad.85j01
(Makoto and Wilson 2016).

Vegetation

The covers of bare ground and growth forms were very
similar between forelands and circles (fig. 2; table A1).
The cover of bare ground varied significantly among seres,
decreasing steadily with increasing age (fig. 2A). The cover
of cryptogams varied significantly among seres and was
significantly greater in circles than in forelands (significant
sequence effect; fig. 2B). The total cover of deciduous vas-
cular plants varied significantly among seres but not be-
tween circles and forelands (fig. 2C). The total cover of ev-
ergreen vascular plants varied significantly among seres
but not between circles and forelands (fig. 2D). There was
a significant interaction between sere and sequence for ev-
ergreen vascular plants, because they occurred in all vege-
tated seres in circles but only in one sere on forelands.
The most common vascular plant species included the ev-
ergreen shrubs Cassiope tetragona and Cassiope hypnoides,
the deciduous shrub Salix herbacea, and the graminoids
Carex sp. (sedge) and Festuca ovina (sheep fescue; fig. A2).

Biomass and Soil Carbon

Aboveground biomass varied significantly among seres
but not between sequences or with the interaction between

sere and sequence (fig. 3A; table A2). Belowground bio-
mass varied significantly among seres as well as between
sequences and with the interaction between sere and se-
quence, because belowground biomass in circles was greater
than in forelands, especially for the oldest, evergreen sere
(fig. 3B). Neither above- nor belowground biomass varied
significantly among valleys.
Soil carbon (C) content varied significantly among seres

but not between circles and forelands (fig. 3C; table A2).
Soil C also varied significantly among valleys (table A2;
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Figure 1: Age (mean 5 1 SE) of four successional seres (unvege-
tated overburden [OB], cryptogamic soil [CS], deciduous vascular
plants [DV], and evergreen vascular plants [EV]) in two successional
sequences (glacial forelands and sorted circles). Seq p sequence ef-
fect; Ser p sere effect; SeqSer p sequence by sere interaction. An
asterisk indicates P < :05. ANOVA results are in table A1, available
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Figure 2: Cover (mean5 1 SE) of bare ground (A), cryptogams (B),
deciduous vascular plants (C), and evergreen vascular plants (D) in
four successional seres (unvegetated overburden [OB], cryptogamic
soil [CS], deciduous vascular plants [DV], and evergreen vascular
plants [EV]) in two successional sequences (glacial forelands and
sorted circles). Seq p sequence effect; Ser p sere effect; SeqSer p
sequence by sere interaction. An asterisk indicates P < :05. ANOVA
results are in table A1, available online.
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Ballin: 3:14%� 0:33% (mean 5 SE); Guhkes: 1:25%�
0:42%; Moarhmmá: 5:09%� 1:78%).

Discussion

Successional seres that supported vegetation occurred in
circles centuries before they occurred in forelands (seres
CS, DV, EV in fig. 1). Further, patterns of plant growth
forms, soil C, and biomass among seres were generally sim-
ilar between circles and forelands. Taken together, the con-
vergent distributions of growth forms and ecosystem prop-
erties between circles and forelands in spite of their great
differences in scale and age suggest that the rate of foreland
primary succession over centuries is influenced by plant
dispersal. Dispersal, in turn, may contribute to regulating
rates of plant- and microbe-driven ecosystem development
such as the accumulation of nutrients and organic matter in

soil (Tscherko et al. 2005; Johnson and Miyanishi 2008;
Walker and Wardle 2014).
The results provide an estimate for the rate of succes-

sion (Prach et al. 1993) controlled by ecosystem develop-
ment in the absence of dispersal constraints. If dispersal
alone controlled succession, and if all propagules reach
all parts of the small-scale circles (diameter ∼2.5 m) easily,
then all seres in the circles would have similar ages. In-
stead, circle seres were dominated by cryptogamic soil af-
ter ∼20 years, by deciduous vascular plants after a century,
and by evergreen vascular plants after four centuries. Thus,
ecosystem development alone clearly contributes to regu-
lating the rate of primary succession.
The extent to which dispersal constrains succession can

be inferred from differences between circles and forelands
in the ages of the successional seres. Plots dominated by
cryptogamic soil were ∼20 years old on circles but were
270 years old on forelands (fig. 1), suggesting that dispersal
constraints slowed succession, increasing the time required
to reach this stage from decades to centuries. Plots domi-
nated by deciduous plants were ∼100 years old on circles
but were 1400 years old on forelands, suggesting that dis-
persal constraints increased the time required for succes-
sion to this sere by a factor of four or more.
Foreland age associated with vascular plants can be esti-

mated only as 1400 years because the lichen age-size rela-
tionship is less reliable beyond 400 years (Karlén and Black
2002), but the trend of greater ages of forelands was consis-
tent for all vegetated seres. Other forms of dating, such as
14C (Bardgett et al. 2007) and infrared-stimulated lumines-
cence (Kadereit et al. 2010), could be employed to increase
the range of our dates. There are no direct comparisons of
lichen ages on forelands and circles, but measures from
forelands and mine spoils show similar relationships be-
tween lichen age and size (Karlén and Black 2002), and cir-
cle ages have been validated with 14C dating (Makoto and
Klaminder 2012). In spite of uncertainty about ages greater
than 400 years, the ages of our successional seres corre-
spond well to those on lava flows of known ages at similar
latitudes in Iceland (Cutler et al. 2008).
The influence of dispersal on primary succession has pre-

viously been investigated using seed addition experiments
(Wood and del Moral 1987; Stöcklin and Bäumler 1996;
Lichter 2000; Marteinsdottir et al. 2010), which are valuable
but address a short duration relative to succession (Jones
and del Moral 2009; Schupp et al. 2010). Our results con-
firm the influence of dispersal on primary succession but do
so over a time span of centuries. The role of dispersal re-
ceives almost no attention in recent reviews (Walker and
Wardle 2014; Heckmann et al. 2015), but a meta-analysis
pointed out that dispersal is likely to be most important
in the early stages of primary succession in isolated habitats
(Anderson 2007). Our large-scale forelands may serve as an

A) Above-ground biomass

B) Below-ground biomass

Seq Ser* SeqSer

Seq* Ser* SeqSer*

2
2

OB CS DV EV
0

5

10

15

C
 (%

)

Sere

OB CS DV EV
0

100

200

300

400

500

B
io

m
as

s 
(g

/m
   

)

Sere
C) Soil carbon
Seq Ser* SeqSer

OB CS DV EV
0

100

200

300

400

500

B
io

m
as

s 
(g

/m
   

)

Sere

Forelands

Circles

Figure 3: Mean (51 SE) aboveground (A) and belowground (B)
biomass and soil carbon (C) in four successional seres (unvegetated
overburden [OB], cryptogamic soil [CS], deciduous vascular plants
[DV], and evergreen vascular plants [EV]) in two successional se-
quences (glacial forelands and sorted circles). Seq p sequence effect;
Ser p sere effect; SeqSer p sequence by sere interaction. An aster-
isk indicates P < :05. ANOVA results are in table A2, available
online.
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example of this: succession was delayed on large-scale
forelands, and the size of this effect was greatest on seres
dominated by cryptogamic soil and deciduous vegetation
(fig. 1), the seres farthest from the continuous vegetation
beyond the foreland. Distance to propagule sources also in-
fluences the rate of succession at Glacier Bay, Alaska (Fastie
1995).

Apart from sere age, most response variables did not
vary significantly between forelands and circles. On one
hand, the nonsignificant differences between forelands and
circles reflect their common abiotic environments and spe-
cies pools. On the other hand, the nonsignificant differences
emerged in spite of the great differences between forelands
and circles in spatial scale and age. The two exceptions tonon-
significant differences were the cover of cryptogams (fig. 2B)
and belowground biomass (fig. 3B), both of which were sig-
nificantly greater in circles than in forelands in all seres.
Greatercoverof cryptogams incirclesmayreflectgreater cryo-
turbation in circles than in forelands (Klaus et al. 2013),
resulting in greater turnover of vascular plantmass and open-
ing up space for cryptogams. Greater belowground biomass
in circles may reflect the small particle size of circle soils, pro-
duced by the upwelling of fine sediments in the centers of
circles (Walker et al. 2008). Our results for belowground bio-
mass were in the same range as those from another primary
succession sequence (Uselman et al. 2007).

Soil C content increased with succession, typical for both
forelands (Hodkinson et al. 2003; Nakatsubo et al. 2005;
Tanner et al. 2013) and circles (Walker et al. 2008). The pres-
ence of soil C in young overburden might be attributable
to preglacial organic matter that dominates soil C in soils
!50 years old in an Austrian foreland (Bardgett et al. 2007).
We found no significant difference between forelands and
circles in soil C and no interaction between sequence and
seres (fig. 3C), suggesting that C varied among seres in a sim-
ilar manner in both forelands and circles. Nonetheless, soil C
was lower in circles than in forelands in the younger seres
but greater in the oldest, evergreen sere (fig. 3C). Greater
soil C in the foreland evergreen sere may be related to its
much greater age relative to the same sere in circles (fig. 1),
allowing more time for C to accumulate (Percival et al.
2000). Greater soil C in the foreland evergreen seremay also
be related to the low quality of litter from the dominant ev-
ergreen woody species, which is high in lignin and suberin
and tends to form recalcitrant organic matter (Hobbie and
Gough 2004; Freschet et al. 2013). Analysis of quality and age
of the soil C could clarify mechanisms underlying succession-
driven sequestration.

To some extent, studies of primary succession have em-
phasized ecosystem development over dispersal, whereas
studies of secondary succession have emphasized dispersal
over ecosystem development. Differences in emphasis may
depend on the differences in temporal scale, with primary

succession being amenable to considering ecosystem devel-
opment over centuries or millennia (Peltzer et al. 2009),
whereas secondary succession is often studied as an ongo-
ing process in which dispersal is readily observable and
amenable to experimentation (Cook et al. 2005; Anderson
2007). Clearly, however, both ecosystem development and
dispersal act as filters that regulate both primary and sec-
ondary succession, and a more comprehensive understand-
ing of succession will require the inclusion of both (An-
derson 2007; Walker and Wardle 2014).
Our method does not factor out other differences between

circles and forelands that may contribute to differences be-
tween them. Forelands encompass a greater range of altitude
and thus a greater range of temperature and precipitation.
Circles are characterized by gradients of greater cryoturbation
in the center and lesser at the edges (Makoto and Klaminder
2012), whereas the location of cryoturbation on forelands
depends on landscape-scale patterns of soil water flux (Mat-
thews et al. 1998). While the contributions of these and other
factors to differences between circles is uncertain, there is
perfect certainty that they differ in scale and thus suscepti-
bility to dispersal limitation.
The comparison of small- and large-scale successional

sequences allowed us to parse the contributions of ecosys-
tem development and dispersal in controlling the rate of
primary succession. In general, succession attributable to
ecosystem development (on meter-scale circles, free of dis-
persal constraints) was a century for vascular plant domi-
nance and several centuries for evergreen plant dominance.
Addingdispersal constraints (over kilometer-scale forelands)
delayed the age of cryptogam and deciduous vascular plant
seres severalfold, suggesting that arctic primary succession
and associated soil C dynamics at the timescale of centuries
are partly limited by plant dispersal.

Acknowledgments

We thank S. Matsuki for field assistance; R. Giesler, N.
Kaneko, J. Klaminder, the Abisko Scientific Research Sta-
tion, and the Soil Ecology Research Group in Yokohama
National University for logistical support; R. del Moral,
C. L. Hein, M. Sundqvist, M. Ushio, M. Vellend, and an
anonymous reviewer for comments on the manuscript;
and the Japan Society for the Promotion of Science
(K.M.) and the Natural Sciences and Engineering Research
Council of Canada (S.D.W.) for funding.

Literature Cited

Anderson, K. J. 2007. Temporal patterns in rates of community
change during succession. American Naturalist 169:780–793.

Dispersal and Primary Succession 809

This content downloaded from 133.087.026.125 on July 10, 2016 17:19:56 PM
All use subject to University of Chicago Press Terms and Conditions (http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/t-and-c).

http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?system=10.1086%2F516653


Bardgett, R. D., A. Richter, R. Bol, M. H. Garnett, R. Bäumler, X. Xu,
E. Lopez-Capel, et al. 2007. Heterotrophic microbial communities use
ancient carbon following glacial retreat. Biology Letters 3:487–490.

Caccianiga, M., A. Luzzaro, S. Pierce, R. M. Ceriani, and B. Cera-
bolini. 2006. The functional basis of a primary succession resolved
by CSR classification. Oikos 112:10–20.

Chapin, F. S., III, P. A. Matson, and H. A. Mooney. 2002. Principles
of terrestrial ecosystem ecology. Springer, New York.

Chapin, F. S., III, L. R. Walker, C. L. Fastie, and L. C. Sharman. 1994.
Mechanisms of primary succession following deglaciation at Gla-
cier Bay, Alaska. Ecological Monographs 64:149–175.

Cook, W. M., J. Yao, B. L. Foster, R. D. Holt, and L. B. Patrick. 2005.
Secondary succession in an experimentally fragmented landscape:
community patterns across space and time. Ecology 86:1267–1279.

Cutler, N. A., L. R. Belyea, and A. J. Dugmore. 2008. The spatiotem-
poral dynamics of a primary succession. Journal of Ecology 96:
231–246.

Daubenmire, R. 1959. Canopy-coverage method of vegetational anal-
ysis. Northwest Science 33:43–64.

del Moral, R., and C. C. Chang. 2015. Multiple assessments of suc-
cession rates on Mount St. Helens. Plant Ecology 216:165–176.

del Moral, R., and B. Magnússon. 2014. Surtsey andMount St. Helens:
a comparison of early succession rates. Biogeosciences 11:2099–
2111.

Fastie, C. L. 1995. Causes and ecosystem consequences of multiple
pathways of primary succession at Glacier Bay, Alaska. Ecology
76:1899–1916.

Freschet, G. T., W. K. Cornwell, D. A. Wardle, T. G. Elumeeva, W. D.
Liu, B. G. Jackson, V. G. Onipchenko, et al. 2013. Linking litter de-
composition of above- and below-ground organs to plant-soil feed-
backs worldwide. Journal of Ecology 101:943–952.

Garibotti, I. A., C. I. Pissolito, and R. Villalba. 2011. Spatiotemporal
pattern of primary succession in relation to meso-topographic
gradients on recently deglaciated terrains in the Patagonian Andes.
Arctic, Antarctic, and Alpine Research 43:555–567.

Haugland, J. E. 2006. Short-termperiglacial processes, vegetation succes-
sion, and soil development within sorted patterned ground: Jotun-
heimen, Norway. Arctic, Antarctic, and Alpine Research 38:82–89.

Haugland, J. E., and S. W. Beatty. 2005. Vegetation establishment,
succession and microsite frost disturbance on glacier forelands
within patterned ground chronosequences. Journal of Biogeogra-
phy 32:145–153.

Heckmann, T., S. T. McColl, and D. Morche. 2015. Retreating ice:
research in proglacial areas matters. Earth Surface Processes and
Landforms 41:271–276.

Hobbie, S. E., and L. Gough. 2004. Litter decomposition in moist
acidic and non-acidic tundra with different glacial histories. Oeco-
logia 140:113–124.

Hodkinson, I. D., S. J. Coulson, and N. R. Webb. 2003. Community
assembly along proglacial chronosequences in the High Arctic:
vegetation and soil development in north-west Svalbard. Journal
of Ecology 91:651–663.

Jobbágy, E. G., and R. B. Jackson. 2000. The vertical distribution of
soil organic carbon and its relation to climate and vegetation. Eco-
logical Applications 10:423–436.

Johnson, E. A., and K. Miyanishi. 2008. Testing the assumptions of
chronosequences in succession. Ecology Letters 11:419–431.

Jones, C. C., and R. del Moral. 2009. Dispersal and establishment
both limit colonization during primary succession on a glacier
foreland. Plant Ecology 204:217–230.

Jones, G. A., and G. H. R. Henry. 2003. Primary plant succession on
recently deglaciated terrain in the Canadian High Arctic. Journal
of Biogeography 30:277–296.

Jumpponen, A., H. Vare, K. G. Mattson, R. Ohtonen, and J. M.
Trappe. 1999. Characterization of “safe sites” for pioneers in pri-
mary succession on recently deglaciated terrain. Journal of Ecol-
ogy 87:98–105.

Kadereit, A., P. Kühn, and G. A. Wagner. 2010. Holocene relief and
soil changes in loess-covered areas of south-western Germany: the
pedosedimentary archives of Bretten-Bauerbach (Kraichgau). Qua-
ternary International 222:96–119.

Karlén, W., and J. L. Black. 2002. Estimates of lichen growth-rate in
northern Sweden. Geografiska Annaler Series A: Physical Geogra-
phy 84:225–232.

Kessler, M. A., and B. T. Werner. 2003. Self-organization of sorted
patterned ground. Science 299:380–383.

Klaus, M., M. Becher, and J. Klaminder. 2013. Cryogenic soil activity
along bioclimatic gradients in northern Sweden: insights from
eight different proxies. Permafrost and Periglacial Processes 24:210–
223.

Lichter, J. 2000. Colonization constraints during primary succession
on coastal Lake Michigan sand dunes. Journal of Ecology 88:825–
839.

Low-Décarie, E., M. Kolber, P. Homme, A. Lofano, A. Dumbrell, A.
Gonzalez, and G. Bell. 2015. Community rescue in experimental
metacommunities. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sci-
ences of the USA 112:14307–14312.

Makoto, K., and J. Klaminder. 2012. The influence of non-sorted
circles on species diversity of vascular plants, bryophytes and
lichens in sub-arctic tundra. Polar Biology 35:1659–1667.

Makoto, K., and S. D. Wilson. 2016. Data from: New multicentury ev-
idence for dispersal limitation during primary succession. Ameri-
can Naturalist, Dryad Digital Repository, http://dx.doi.org/10.5061
/dryad.85j01.

Marcante, S., E. Schwienbacher, and B. Erschbamer. 2009. Genesis of a
soil seed bank on a primary succession in the Central Alps (Ötztal,
Austria). Flora 204:434–444.

Marteinsdóttir, B., K. Svavarsdóttir, and T. E. Thórhallsdóttir. 2010.
Development of vegetation patterns in early primary succession.
Journal of Vegetation Science 21:531–540.

Matthews, J. A. 2005. “Little Ice Age” glacier variations in Jotunheimen,
southern Norway: a study in regionally controlled lichenometric dat-
ing of recessional moraines with implications for climate and lichen
growth rates. Holocene 15:1–19.

Matthews, J. A., R. A. Shakesby, M. S. Berrisford, and L. J. McEwen.
1998. Periglacial patterned ground on the Styggedalsbreen glacier
foreland, Jotunheimen, southern Norway: micro-topographic, para-
glacial and geoecological controls. Permafrost and Periglacial Processes
9:147–166.

Nakatsubo, T., Y. S. Bekku, M. Uchida, H. Muraoka, A. Kume,
T. Ohtsuka, T. Masuzawa, et al. 2005. Ecosystem development and
carbon cycle on a glacier foreland in the High Arctic, Ny-Ålesund,
Svalbard. Journal of Plant Research 118:173–179.

Nave, L. E., C. W. Swanston, U. Mishra, and K. J. Nadelhoffer. 2013.
Afforestation effects on soil carbon storage in the United States: a
synthesis. Soil Science Society of America Journal 77:1035–1047.

Peltzer, D. A., P. J. Bellingham, H. Kurokawa, L. R. Walker, D. A.
Wardle, and G. W. Yeates. 2009. Punching above their weight:
low-biomass non-native plant species alter soil properties during
primary succession. Oikos 118:1001–1014.

810 The American Naturalist

This content downloaded from 133.087.026.125 on July 10, 2016 17:19:56 PM
All use subject to University of Chicago Press Terms and Conditions (http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/t-and-c).

http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1111%2Fj.0435-3676.2002.00177.x
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1111%2Fj.0435-3676.2002.00177.x
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.5194%2Fbg-11-2099-2014
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?pmid=26578777&crossref=10.1073%2Fpnas.1513125112
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?pmid=26578777&crossref=10.1073%2Fpnas.1513125112
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1657%2F1523-0430%282006%29038%5B0082%3ASPPVSA%5D2.0.CO%3B2
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1046%2Fj.1365-2745.2003.00786.x
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1046%2Fj.1365-2745.2003.00786.x
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1111%2Fj.1365-2745.2007.01344.x
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1111%2Fj.1654-1103.2009.01161.x
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?pmid=15917988&crossref=10.1007%2Fs10265-005-0211-9
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1046%2Fj.1365-2699.2003.00818.x
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1046%2Fj.1365-2699.2003.00818.x
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?pmid=12532013&crossref=10.1126%2Fscience.1077309
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.2307%2F1940722
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1111%2Fj.1365-2699.2004.01175.x
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1111%2Fj.1365-2699.2004.01175.x
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1007%2Fs00300-012-1206-3
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1890%2F1051-0761%282000%29010%5B0423%3ATVDOSO%5D2.0.CO%3B2
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1890%2F1051-0761%282000%29010%5B0423%3ATVDOSO%5D2.0.CO%3B2
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1191%2F0959683605hl779rp
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.2136%2Fsssaj2012.0236
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1046%2Fj.1365-2745.1999.00328.x
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1046%2Fj.1365-2745.1999.00328.x
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1002%2Fppp.1778
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1111%2F1365-2745.12092
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1002%2Fesp.3858
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1002%2Fesp.3858
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.2307%2F2937039
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?pmid=18341585&crossref=10.1111%2Fj.1461-0248.2008.01173.x
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?pmid=17609172&crossref=10.1098%2Frsbl.2007.0242
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1007%2Fs11258-014-0425-9
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1111%2Fj.1600-0706.2009.17244.x
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1016%2Fj.quaint.2009.06.025
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1016%2Fj.quaint.2009.06.025
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1046%2Fj.1365-2745.2000.00503.x
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1657%2F1938-4246-43.4.555
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?pmid=15164284&crossref=10.1007%2Fs00442-004-1556-9
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?pmid=15164284&crossref=10.1007%2Fs00442-004-1556-9
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1890%2F04-0320
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1016%2Fj.flora.2008.06.001
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1002%2F%28SICI%291099-1530%28199804%2F06%299%3A2%3C147%3A%3AAID-PPP278%3E3.0.CO%3B2-9
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1007%2Fs11258-009-9586-3
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/action/showLinks?crossref=10.1111%2Fj.0030-1299.2006.14107.x


Percival, H. J., R. L. Parfitt, and N. A. Scott. 2000. Factors controlling
soil carbon levels in New Zealand grasslands: is clay content im-
portant? Soil Science Society of America Journal 64:1623–1630.

Prach, K., P. Pysek, and P. Smilauer. 1993. On the rate of succession.
Oikos 66:343–346.

Robbins, J. A., and J. A. Matthews. 2009. Pioneer vegetation on gla-
cier forelands in southern Norway: emerging communities? Jour-
nal of Vegetation Science 20:889–902.

Schmidt, S. K., S. C. Reed, D. R. Nemergut, A. S. Grandy, C. C.
Cleveland, M. N. Weintraub, A. W. Hill, et al. 2008. The earliest
stages of ecosystem succession in high-elevation (5000 metres
above sea level), recently deglaciated soils. Proceedings of the Royal
Society B: Biological Sciences 275:2793–2802.

Schupp, E. W., P. Jordano, and J. M. Gomez. 2010. Seed dispersal ef-
fectiveness revisited: a conceptual review. New Phytologist 188:
333–353.

Stöcklin, J., and E. Bäumler. 1996. Seed rain, seedling establishment
and clonal growth strategies on a glacier foreland. Journal of Veg-
etation Science 7:45–56.

Tanner, L. H., A. E. Walker, M. Nivison, and D. L. Smith. 2013.
Changes in soil composition and floral coverage on a glacial fore-
land chronosequence in southern Iceland. Open Journal of Soil
Science 3. doi:10.4236/ojss.2013.34022.

Tscherko, D., U. Hammesfahr, G. Zeltner, E. Kandeler, and R. Böcker.
2005. Plant succession and rhizosphere microbial communities in

a recently deglaciated alpine terrain. Basic and Applied Ecology
6:367–383.

Uselman, S. M., R. G. Qualls, and J. Lilienfein. 2007. Fine root pro-
duction across a primary successional ecosystem chronosequence
at Mt. Shasta, California. Ecosystems 10:703–717.

Walker, D. A., H. E. Epstein, V. E. Romanovsky, C. L. Ping, G. J.
Michaelson, R. P. Daanen, Y. Shur, et al. 2008. Arctic patterned-
ground ecosystems: a synthesis of field studies and models along
aNorth American Arctic transect. Journal of Geophysical Research:
Biogeosciences 113:G03S01. doi:10.1029/2007JG000504.

Walker, L. R., and R. del Moral. 2003. Primary succession and eco-
system rehabilitation. Cambridge University Press, New York.

Walker, L. R., and D. A. Wardle. 2014. Plant succession as an inte-
grator of contrasting ecological time scales. Trends in Ecology and
Evolution 29:504–510.

Wardle, D. A., M. Jonsson, S. Bansal, R. D. Bardgett, M. J. Gundale,
and D. B. Metcalfe. 2012. Linking vegetation change, carbon se-
questration and biodiversity: insights from island ecosystems in
a long-term natural experiment. Journal of Ecology 100:16–30.

Wood, D. M., and R. del Moral. 1987. Mechanisms of early primary
succession in subalpine habitats on Mount St. Helens. Ecology
68:780–790.

Associate Editor: Mark Vellend
Editor: Yannis Michalakis

“It will be noticed that there are two distinct folds, one on each side of the aperture of the shell, and these form regular conduits for the
water to enter and bathe the gills for respiration; the water entering by the right opening, and finding egress by the left one. . . . Vivipara
intertexta Say . . . has a very globose shell, yellowish green or brownish horn color, having numerous nearly obsolete revolving lines.” From
“Our Common Fresh-Water Shells” by E. S. Morse (The American Naturalist, 1869, 3:530–535).
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