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Abstract
Background Sesarmid crabs dominate mangrove habitats as the major primary consumers, which facilitates the 
trophic link and nutrient recycling in the ecosystem. Therefore, the adaptations and mechanisms of sesarmid crabs 
to herbivory are not only crucial to terrestrialization and its evolutionary success, but also to the healthy functioning 
of mangrove ecosystems. Although endogenous cellulase expressions were reported in crabs, it remains unknown 
if endogenous enzymes alone can complete the whole lignocellulolytic pathway, or if they also depend on the 
contribution from the intestinal microbiome. We attempt to investigate the role of gut symbiotic microbes of 
mangrove-feeding sesarmid crabs in plant digestion using a comparative metagenomic approach.

Results Metagenomics analyses on 43 crab gut samples from 23 species of mangrove crabs with different dietary 
preferences revealed a wide coverage of 127 CAZy families and nine KOs targeting lignocellulose and their derivatives 
in all species analyzed, including predominantly carnivorous species, suggesting the crab gut microbiomes have 
lignocellulolytic capacity regardless of dietary preference. Microbial cellulase, hemicellulase and pectinase genes 
in herbivorous and detritivorous crabs were differentially more abundant when compared to omnivorous and 
carnivorous crabs, indicating the importance of gut symbionts in lignocellulose degradation and the enrichment of 
lignocellulolytic microbes in response to diet with higher lignocellulose content. Herbivorous and detritivorous crabs 
showed highly similar CAZyme composition despite dissimilarities in taxonomic profiles observed in both groups, 
suggesting a stronger selection force on gut microbiota by functional capacity than by taxonomy. The gut microbiota 
in herbivorous sesarmid crabs were also enriched with nitrogen reduction and fixation genes, implying possible roles 
of gut microbiota in supplementing nitrogen that is deficient in plant diet.

Conclusions Endosymbiotic microbes play an important role in lignocellulose degradation in most crab species. 
Their abundance is strongly correlated with dietary preference, and they are highly enriched in herbivorous sesarmids, 
thus enhancing their capacity in digesting mangrove leaves. Dietary preference is a stronger driver in determining the 
microbial CAZyme composition and taxonomic profile in the crab microbiome, resulting in functional redundancy 
of endosymbiotic microbes. Our results showed that crabs implement a mixed mode of digestion utilizing both 
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Background
Mangrove forests are ecologically and economically 
highly important ecosystems. They yield primary pro-
duction (in terms of above-ground net primary produc-
tivity) comparable to the species-rich rain forests [1, 2]. 
The high carbon sequestration rates make the mangal 
ecosystem one of the most efficient natural carbon sinks 
globally to mitigate anthropogenic carbon emissions and 
climate change [3, 4]. It is, however, intriguing that few 
animals have evolved to exploit this abundant carbon 
source directly. One-third of the mangrove primary pro-
duction is discarded in the form of leaf litter [5], which 
is mostly utilized by mangrove herbivorous invertebrates 
dominating the habitat, the sesarmid crabs (Brachyura: 
Thoracotremata: Sesarmidae) [6, 7]. Mangrove crabs 
from other families are mainly detritivores that feed on 
organic matter (e.g., microphytobenthos and decay detri-
tus) in sediments and process significantly less plant mat-
ter compared to sesarmids [6]. The diversity of sesarmid 
crabs is disproportionately high, comprising more than 
half of the 400 known mangrove crab species globally [8]. 
The herbivorous habit of sesarmids suggests that their 
capacity of lignocellulose degradation and utilization of 
mangrove leaves as a food source may be an important 
evolutionary innovation that has allowed them to better 
adapt to the mangrove environment and as a result, pro-
mote speciation.

The sesarmid crabs are in fact crucial to the function-
ing of a healthy mangrove forest ecosystem. By feeding 
on mangrove leaves and fecal deposition, they actively 
enhance nutrient recycling in the ecosystem, provid-
ing an important trophic link between producers and 
higher consumers [6, 9]. Their bioturbation activities 
via burrowing also substantially impact many impor-
tant biogeochemical processes, and hence vegetation 
patterns [9, 10]. Sesarmid crabs can thus be regarded as 
key ecological engineers in mangrove forests. Therefore, 
how sesarmid crabs digest plant tissue is a major ques-
tion; not only fundamental to the understanding of the 
drivers for adaptive radiation, but also providing impor-
tant insights into the ecosystem functioning and future 
restoration of mangrove forests. However, it remains 
poorly understood how sesarmid crabs achieve lignocel-
lulose degradation and obtain sufficient nutrients from 
a plant-dominant diet. Generally, on top of the physical 
digestion of plant cell wall fibers, complete lignocellu-
lose degradation requires collaborative action of various 
classes of enzymes, including cellulases, hemicellulases, 

laccases and pectinases, each with their own subset of 
enzymes responsible for side-branch, backbone and oli-
gosaccharide degradation of the respective lignocellulose 
component (see Supplementary Table S1 for a summary 
of enzymes involved in lignocellulose degradation and 
reviewed by [11, 12]). Majority of the herbivorous ani-
mals rely at least partially on the enzyme produced by 
endosymbiotic microbes in digesting plant fiber [13, 
14]. Crustaceans can encode endogenous Carbohydrates 
Active enZymes (CAZymes) for lignocellulose degrada-
tion, which are hypothesized to be responsible for the 
degradation of algal cell wall, a major component in their 
omnivorous diet [15, 16]. Transcriptomic and enzyme 
assay studies have confirmed the production of endog-
enous cellulolytic enzymes in herbivorous decapod spe-
cies [17–19], including sesarmid crabs [20, 21]. However, 
it remains largely unclear that if mangrove herbivorous 
crabs possess complete metabolic pathways to degrade 
lignocellulose, or if they require a symbiotic microbiome 
to complement the digestion process as the situation 
observed in terrestrial isopods [22] and termites [23–26], 
due to limited clues. The digestive tracts of crab species 
are short, even in herbivorous species, such that the pas-
sage time of food in their digestive system is believed 
to be insufficient for microbial fermentation and hence 
microorganisms present in decapod intestine are hypoth-
esized to be not essential for digestion and nutrition [27]. 
However, the functional role and importance of symbi-
otic microbes in nutrition have seldom been systemati-
cally investigated in any crab. Metagenomes for the gut 
symbiont were only sequenced for a few species with 
commercial importance (e.g., Chinese mitten crab Erio-
cheir sinensis [28, 29]; mud crab Scylla spp [30, 31]). The 
gut bacterial communities were characterized on three 
mangrove sesarmid crabs using 16S amplicon sequencing 
and microbes with capacity of cellulose degradation and 
nitrogen fixation were found [32]. This is consistent with 
the previous detection of sediment bacteria inside the 
fiddler crab intestines with possible nitrogen fixing capa-
bilities [33], suggesting that the gut microbes may con-
tribute to both digestion and nutrition of the host crabs.

In the present study, we attempt to characterize the 
gut bacterial metabolic potentials on lignocellulose deg-
radation using metagenomic sequencing to validate the 
hypothesis that endosymbiotic cellulolytic microbes play 
an important role in lignocellulose degradation in man-
grove herbivorous sesarmid crab species. We further 
compare the microbiome of other mangrove crab species 

endogenous and microbial enzymes in lignocellulose degradation, as observed in most of the more advanced 
herbivorous invertebrates.
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with different dietary preferences from other families to 
determine whether herbivorous crabs are enriched in 
lignocellulose degrading CAZy families, KOs, or related 
bacterial taxa. We hypothesize that the dietary need of 
crabs is strongly correlated to the abundance of lignocel-
lulolytic bacteria, and they are highly enriched in herbiv-
orous sesarmids compared to carnivores and omnivores, 
thus enhancing their capacity for digestion of mangrove 
leaves. Furthermore, the contribution of gut symbiotic 
microbes to the nitrogen economy of the crabs will also 
be explored.

Methods
Sample collection
Specimens of 23 crab species in nine brachyuran families 
were collected from mangroves and intertidal habitats in 
Hong Kong from 2019 to 2021 (Table 1; Supplementary 
Fig. 1). Species were categorized as herbivores (H), detri-
tivores (D), omnivores (O) and carnivores (C) accord-
ing to their dietary habits reported in previous studies. 
Crabs that actively cut and consume leaf litter were clas-
sified as herbivores (e.g., Sesarmidae crabs). Crabs that 

sieve organic matters, microphytobenthos and detritus 
from sediments (e.g., fiddler crabs and Metaplax) were 
grouped as detritivores while crabs mainly hunt or scav-
enge for animal remains and occasionally scrape algae as 
food source were defined as omnivores (e.g., Hemigrapsus 
penicillatus, Ocypode ceratophthalmus, Metopograpsus 
frontalis, and Xanthidae crabs). Portunidae and Ozi-
idae crabs that actively hunt for animal tissues and less 
commonly ingest algal or plant matters were classified 
as carnivores. Details of the diet content and taxonomic 
information of the target species are listed in Table  1. 
Only male crabs were collected to avoid variance from 
sex and crabs were anesthetized on ice immediately upon 
collection to minimize changes in microbial composition 
during transportation. Upon arrival at the laboratory, 
specimens were dissected and the contents in midgut and 
hindgut with the enveloping peritrophic membrane that 
harbors a high density of gut microbes were isolated and 
preserved in 95% ethanol. Gut tissues were discarded to 
minimize contamination from host cells. For each spe-
cies, gut contents of equal weight from three individuals 
collected at the same location and date were pooled and 

Table 1 Mangrove crab species analyzed in the current study and their major diet content reported in previous studies. A lower 
trophic position reflects a higher dietary proportion of primary producers and a tendency of herbivory, while a higher trophic position 
reflects a tendency of predation or microbivory [81]
Dietary 
group

Family Species Diet contents Trophic 
position 
[81]

References

Herbivore Sesarmidae Clistocoeloma villosum Mangrove litter, suspended organic matter#  [88]
Episesarma versicolor Detritus, bark or root, leaf, algae 1.9 ± 0.2 [80, 89]
Fasciarma fasiatum Plant, organic matter, animal matter# -
Orisarma dehaani Plant, organic matter, animal matter  [90]
Orisarma intermedium Leaf litter, diatoms  [91]
Orisarma sinensis Leaf litter, diatoms#  [91]
Parasesarma affine Leaf litter, diatoms 2.1 ± 0.3  [91]
Parasesarma continentale Algae, leaf litter 1.8 ± 0.2  [92]

Detritivore Macrophthalmidae Macrophthalmus definitus Sediment organic material 1.6 ± 0.2*  [93]
Mictyridae Mictyris brevidactylus Sediment organic material  [94]
Ocypodidae Gelasimus borealis Microphytobenthos, microheterotrophs, bacteria, detrital 

matter
1.9 ± 0.2  [95]

Paraleptuca splendida Microphytobenthos, microheterotrophs, bacteria, detrital 
matter

2.3 ± 0.3  [95]

Tubuca arcuata Microphytobenthos, microheterotrophs, bacteria, detrital 
matter

 [95]

Varunidae Metaplax longipes Detritus, bark or root, sand, algae# 2.4 ± 0.3  [89]
Metaplax tredecim Detritus, bark or root, sand, algae 2.4 ± 0.3*  [89]

Omnivore Grapsidae Metopograpsus frontalis Algae, leaf litter, crabs, gastropods, fish 2.3 ± 0.3*  [92]
Ocypodidae Ocypode ceratophthalmus Sediment organic material, animal carrion  [96]
Varunidae Hemigrapsus penicillatus Bivalves, algae, gastropods, crustaceans, polychaetes#  [97]
Xanthidae Etisus laevimanus Algae  [98]

Leptodius affinis Algae  [98]
Carnivore Oziidae Epixanthus frontalis Crabs, gastropods#  [72]

Portunidae Scylla paramamosain Fish, mollusks, fish, shrimp  [70]
Thranita danae Bivalves, gastropods, crabs, algae#  [71]

#   Data from crabs from same genus/family
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homogenized as one biological sample to cover individ-
ual variations.

DNA extraction and metagenome sequencing
DNA was extracted from 0.6 g of each pooled biological 
sample using a protocol combining the use of QIAamp 
PowerFecal DNA Kit (QIAGEN) and DNA fragment size 
selection with SPRI magnetic beads  (Beckman Coulter). 
Initial cell lysis and inhibitor removal steps were per-
formed using the QIAamp PowerFecal DNA Kit follow-
ing the manufacturer’s instructions. The column binding 
step was replaced by 0.65x SPRI beads for DNA fragment 
size selection. The resultant solutions were mixed care-
fully and then split into microcentrifuge tubes and stood 
on a magnetic rack for separation of the beads with DNA 
and the buffer. 500 µl of Solution C5 (washing buffer) of 
the QIAamp PowerFecal DNA kit was added to wash 
the beads twice, and the Solution C5 was then aspirated. 
The beads with DNA samples were allowed to air-dry for 
five minutes for the removal of excess ethanol. 54  µl of 
ddH2O was then added to the beads and stood for five 
minutes before elution. The eluates were collected on a 
magnetic rack and transferred to new microcentrifuge 
tubes. Samples with high DNA purity and majority of 
the fragments > 500 bps were sent to a commercial bio-
technology company (Novogene, China) for quantity and 
purity measurements using Agilent 2100. Samples pass-
ing QC were used for metagenomic library preparation 
and sequenced on the Illumina NovaSeq 6000 Platform 
targeting around 30Gb output data of 150 bp paired-end 
raw reads (approximately 200 M reads) per sample.

Functional & taxonomic annotations and diversity indices 
calculation
For the downstream data analyses, default param-
eters were used unless otherwise specified. Adapter 
sequences, duplications, and reads of quality below Q15 
were trimmed using fastp v.0.22.0 [34] with --dedup flag 
enabled for deduplication. Trimmed reads of each spe-
cies were further processed and annotated using an inte-
grated pipeline SqueezeMeta v1.4.0 [35] with -extdb flag 
to add annotation from CAZy database. Clean reads were 
co-assembled into contigs from samples of the same spe-
cies by MEGAHIT v.1.2.9 [36] and the Open Reading 
Frames (ORFs) were predicted using Prodigal v2.6.3 [37]. 
For each sample, clean reads were also mapped to contigs 
using Bowtie2 v2.3.4.1 [38]. Raw counts for each ORF, 
gene, and contig in each sample were obtained for down-
stream analyses. The ORFs and contigs were mapped and 
annotated to the latest publicly available KEGG Orthol-
ogy (KO) (release v58) [39] and CAZy databases (release 
V10, 07292021) [40]. KO entries were represented in 
terms of functional orthologs and integrated into molec-
ular networks and pathways, while CAZy database has a 

more comprehensive coverage on lignocellulose degrad-
ing enzymes and gene features. Combining annotations 
from both databases would enhance the recovery and 
identification of lignocellulolytic genes of interest. The 
taxonomic origin of the ORFs was searched against the 
RefSeq non-redundant protein (nr) databases (release 
243) [41] using blastx mode of DIAMOND v2.0.8.146 
[42]. ORFs of non-bacterial origin and samples with less 
than 1 M mapped prokaryotic reads were excluded from 
the subsequent analyses.

Chao1, Shannon and Simpson indices of each sample 
were calculated from raw bacterial counts at taxonomic 
levels from phylum to species using R package phylo-
seq [43]. Chao1 index reflected the corrected richness 
of observed taxa [44], while Shannon [45] and Simpson 
[46] indices revealed the evenness of taxa where domi-
nant species were weighed more in Simpson index. Alpha 
diversity indices of different dietary groups were com-
pared using Wilcoxon rank sum test with false discovery 
rate (FDR) correction to adjust for multiple comparisons. 
As Chao1 index was expressed as integers and the test 
cannot compute an exact p-value in case of ties, a con-
served estimate was output instead before conducting 
FDR correction.

Normalization and differential abundance analysis
Normalization of raw counts is essential to achieve 
meaningful cross-sample comparisons by eliminating 
the effects of individual variations in sequencing depth, 
composition, and gene length. Different normalization 
methods have been developed with the rapid increase in 
differential testing tools and studies using high through-
put sequencing data. Despite high throughput sequenc-
ing data is generally considered compositional and 
similar statistic models were employed in the various dif-
ferential testing tools [47], benchmarking studies showed 
different sensitivity and specificity across differential 
abundance analysis (DAA) tools in 16S datasets [48], 
shotgun metagenome datasets [49], and transcriptome 
datasets [50]. Thus, a consensus approach was adopted 
in the current study to make a conservative call for dif-
ferentially abundant features with reproducible results 
across different DAA tools [48, 49]. Among the available 
tools, ALDEx2 [51] and ANCOM-BC [52] were used as 
they were reported to show lower FDR in the benchmark 
studies [53, 54]. DEseq2 [55] was also included for its 
popularity and the alternative normalization approach 
accounting for library size adopted by the tool. Median 
of ratio was used in DESeq2 for normalization while 
log-ratio transformations were used in ALDEx2 and 
ANCOM-BC, despite both approaches relying on the 
ratio of counts relative to the geometric mean abundance.

DAA was performed as pairwise comparisons among 
the four dietary groups (H, D, O and C), resulting in 12 
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pairs of comparisons for each set of features. Functional 
features were represented as CAZy families and KOs, 
while taxonomic features were compared at the phylum 
level because of its lower proportion of unclassified taxa 
as compared to lower taxonomic levels (see Results). For 
DAA of functional features, a set of 76 Universal Single 
Copy Genes for bacteria (USiCGs) were used as a refer-
ence for both library size and gene copy number [56]. 
While for taxonomic features, all phyla were used for 
normalization. Features with normalized counts < 1000 
and existed in < 20% of samples were prefiltered out using 
CoDaSeq package [47] to reduce variance and false posi-
tives. Only features commonly identified by at least two 
tools were considered as differentially abundant (DA) in 
this study.

CAZy families and KO entries related to lignocellu-
lose degradation reported in previous studies [11, 22, 57] 
listed in Supplementary Table S1 were analyzed. Another 
list of KO entries of nitrogen metabolism-related func-
tions [58] listed in Supplementary Table S2 was also 
studied to investigate the capability of bacteria to recy-
cle ammonia wastes and fix atmospheric nitrogen into 
utilizable amino acids. Log-adjusted abundances gener-
ated from ANCOM-BC were used as a representative 
for visualization of results in subsequent analyses with 
the associated statistics for all analytic tools shown in the 
corresponding comparison. Heatmaps displaying abun-
dances of DA features were generated using pheatmap 
package [59], with the samples clustered according to the 
phylogenetic tree from Tsang, Schubart [60].

Hierarchical clustering and principal coordinate analysis
Aitchison distances [61] among samples were calculated 
from normalized counts for each set of features. Samples 
were clustered according to the Aitchison distances using 
Ward’s method [62] and visualized as hierarchical clus-
tering trees and Principal Coordinate Analysis (PCoA) 
plots to illustrate the (dis)similarity among samples. Sta-
tistical verification of the dissimilarity was conducted 
with pairwise permutational multivariate analysis of 
variance (PERMANOVA) comparisons of Aitchison dis-
tances across dietary groups using pairwiseAdonis pack-
age [63].

Taxonomic origin of genes related to lignocellulose 
degradation and nitrogen metabolism
R package SQMtools [64] was used to identify the taxo-
nomic origin of genes related to lignocellulose degrada-
tion and nitrogen metabolism. Taxonomic information 
was extracted from the annotated dataset of each species 
using the subsetFun and subsetTax functions of SQM-
tools. Counts transformed into relative abundances were 
allocated to the corresponding substrates and bacterial 

phyla. Adjacency matrices were then generated and visu-
alized using Circos webtool [65].

Results
A total of 43 samples from the 23 species have passed 
the quality filters with more than 1  M mapped pro-
karyotic reads. The number of herbivorous, detri-
tivorous, omnivorous, and carnivorous crab samples 
successfully sequenced were 12, 18, 7 and 6, respec-
tively (Supplementary Table S3). The sequencing met-
rics for individual metagenomes were summarized in 
Supplementary Table S3. The metagenomes had an aver-
age of 14,360,783 prokaryotic reads (ranging between 
1,646,180 and 66,420,675). Percentages of prokaryotic 
reads varied from sample to sample, with the highest of 
61.8% in one Episesarma versicolor sample to the low-
est of 0.9% in Macrophthalmus definitus. Twenty-nine 
samples out of 43 in this study had lower than 10% of 
prokaryotic read identified. Herbivorous and detri-
tivorous crabs generally had a lower average number of 
mapped prokaryotic reads (14.6  M and 6.8  M respec-
tively), compared to 26.9 M in carnivorous and 22.6 M in 
omnivorous crabs. The reads were assembled into 33,557 
to 9,668,764 contigs with an average of 5,017,671 per 
sample. The average N50 of the contigs was 784 (rang-
ing from 499 to 1,483) and the N50 were also higher in 
carnivores (average = 1,177, range = 830 to 1,483) and 
omnivores (average = 882, range = 730 to 1,271) then 
that in herbivores (average = 763; range = 610 to 1,218) 
and detritivores (average = 629; range = 499 to 870). Raw 
read data of all metagenomes are available at NCBI 
Sequence Read Archive (SRA) under BioProject acces-
sion number PRJNA1017629 while metagenome assem-
blies and unnormalized read count tables for taxonomic 
and functional features are available at DRYAD under 
https://datadryad.org/stash/share/jGokZ8PmSAfDhjV_
iAN4UgVWlgFqh4pqDGrEcY8GW30.

Composition and diversity of mangrove crabs gut 
symbiotic bacteria
Eighteen bacterial phyla were identified and contributed 
81.2% of the annotated prokaryotic reads. The proportion 
of classified reads gradually decreased down taxonomic 
ranks, with only 6.2%  of reads annotated to 28 taxa at 
the species level. Proteobacteria was the most dominant 
bacterial phylum in the samples with an average relative 
abundance of 56.1%, followed by Bacteroidetes (11.1%), 
Aquificae (8.49%), Firmicutes (6.80%), Actinobacteria 
(6.42%) and Tenericutes (5.72%) (Fig. 1). These six most 
abundant bacterial phyla constituted over 90% of the 
annotated reads in the crab metagenomes. Alpha-diver-
sity metrics of the samples were compared across dietary 
groups from phylum to species levels to explore the rich-
ness and evenness of bacterial taxa identified (Fig. 2). At 

https://datadryad.org/stash/share/jGokZ8PmSAfDhjV_iAN4UgVWlgFqh4pqDGrEcY8GW30
https://datadryad.org/stash/share/jGokZ8PmSAfDhjV_iAN4UgVWlgFqh4pqDGrEcY8GW30
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the phylum level, dietary groups D and O were signifi-
cantly different in Shannon and Simpson indices, while a 
significant difference was only detected in the Shannon 
index at the class level (Supplementary Table S4). Despite 
a significant difference was observed between dietary 
groups D and C in Chao1 index at the genus level, the 
results need to be interpreted with caution given the high 
proportion of unclassified reads. Furthermore, no sig-
nificant difference in alpha diversity indices was detected 
across crab families, which could be attributed to the rel-
atively small sample sizes for most crab families analyzed 
to provide statistically meaningful results.

Comparison of bacterial taxonomic profiles across dietary 
groups
PCoA plot and hierarchical clustering tree based on 
bacterial taxonomic profiles of annotated phyla in the 
crab metagenomes showed largely congruent results 
and revealed that most samples from the same spe-
cies shared similar prokaryotic profiles, though some 
individual variations were observed (Figs.  3 and 4). No 

distinct clustering pattern was observed based on the 
crab families alone in Sesarmidae, Varunidae and Ocy-
podidae where there were more than three species ana-
lyzed per family in the present attempt (Figs.  3C and 
4C). The bacterial taxonomic profiles were more heter-
ogenous within carnivorous and herbivorous crabs while 
omnivores and detritivores shared more similar bacte-
rial communities with species having the same dietary 
preference, despite the hosts belongs to different crab 
families. All but one omnivorous species (Etisus laevima-
nus) grouped together in the hierarchical clustering tree, 
while detritivores formed a large assemblage together 
with a few herbivorous species. Concerning the similar-
ity in profiles amongst dietary groups, the carnivorous 
crabs partially overlapped with groups H and O, which 
were largely intermingled in the PCoA plot. Detritivo-
rous crabs also partially overlapped with H and O, but 
mostly separated from C. PERMANOVA analyses on 
the relative abundance of bacterial phyla showed that the 
prokaryotic compositions were significantly different in 
all comparisons among the four different dietary groups 

Fig. 1 Relative abundances of bacterial phyla in each crab metagenome sample. Samples are clustered by phylogeny inferred in [59]. Sample names are 
colored according to the dietary groups and symbols correspond to the family. Bacterial phyla with relative abundances less than 1% in all samples are 
grouped as “Others”
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(FDR adjusted p-value < 0.05; Supplementary Table S5), 
despite the observed overlapping in the PCoA plot or 
cluster tree.

For the differentially abundant (DA) bacterial phyla 
detected by at least two of the DA testing tools, Fuso-
bacteria was significantly more abundant in C than all 
other three dietary groups, while Tenericutes was more 
abundant in C than D and in O than D. Four phyla (Chlo-
roflexi, Cyanobacteria, Gemmatimonadetes and Verru-
comicrobia) were of higher abundances in D than C, in 
which Gemmatimonadetes was also more abundant in D 
than H. PCoA plot based only on the DA bacterial phyla 
identified recovered largely similar clustering pattern 
with that generated based on all bacteria taxa (Supple-
mentary Fig. 2).

Identification of microbial lignocellulose degrading 
CAZymes and enrichment across dietary groups
The prokaryotic contigs recovered a total of 127 out of 
231 lignocellulose degradation related CAZy families, 
including 75 glycoside hydrolases (GH), ten carbohydrate 

esterases (CE), 15 polysaccharide lyases (PL), nine aux-
iliary activities (AA), and 18 of carbohydrate-binding 
modules (CBM) (Fig. 5A). For KO entries, nine out of 71 
lignocellulose degradation related KOs were recovered 
(Fig. 5B). Enzymes responsible for the degradation of cel-
lulose, hemicellulose, pectin and lignin composed of 35%, 
34%, 11% and 4% of the reads, respectively, while 16% 
of reads were annotated to enzymes with binding func-
tion (Fig. 6). The 127 identified CAZymes were found in 
metagenomes of crabs from all four dietary groups. How-
ever, herbivorous crabs had the highest abundances of 
lignocellulose degrading genes followed by detritivorous 
crabs, despite the gene diversity being comparable among 
the four dietary groups. GH 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 12, 28, 43_11, 
AA 1 and CBM 13 were the top 10 most abundant genes 
among the 127 genes identified. The relative abundances 
(Log2 transformed) of the identified CAZyme genes in 
each sample were shown in Fig. 5A and B.

Comparison of the CAZy families’ profiles using PCoA 
plot revealed a clear separation between herbivores and 
omnivores + carnivores, of which the species from the 

Fig. 2 Distribution of alpha diversity metrics in terms of Shannon index, Simpson index and Chao1 index among different dietary groups on (A) phylum, 
(B) class, (C) order, (D) family, (E) genus and (F) species levels. The bold line within the box corresponds to the median of the group. The bottom and 
top of the box correspond to the 25th and 75th percentiles. The whiskers are drawn to the 10th and 90th percentiles. Each point represents a sample
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latter two groups were largely overlapping (Fig. 3A). On 
the other hand, detritivorous crabs partially overlapped 
with both herbivores and omnivores + carnivores clus-
ters. Results from the hierarchical clustering were largely 
consistent with the PCoA plot (Fig.  4A). Herbivorous 
crabs (except one Parasesarma continentale sample) 
formed a cluster with detritivorous Metaplax spp., while 
specimens of the other species in group D (except one T. 
arcuata) clustered with the species from groups O and C 
(Fig. 4A). For annotations based on KO entries, there was 
more overlapping between samples from different dietary 
groups in the PCoA plots, and the distribution was more 
scattered in the hierarchical clustering tree (Fig.  4B). It 
is possibly due to the low number of features with only 
nine KO entries identified, and hence lower resolution 
among species and samples. PERMANOVA analyses on 
the identified CAZyme families suggested that the com-
positions were significantly different among crabs from 

different dietary groups (FDR adjusted p-value < 0.05) 
(Supplementary Table S5), even between omnivorous 
and carnivorous crabs which were highly overlapped 
in PCoA plot. While for KO entries, only group H was 
found to be significantly different from the other three 
dietary groups.

Thirty CAZy families and seven KO were consistently 
identified as enriched in some metagenomes by at least 
two DA tools and these genes were mostly found in her-
bivorous crabs with some of them also observed in detri-
tivores, but none of the CAZyme genes were enriched 
in omnivorous nor carnivorous crab species (Supple-
mentary Tables S6A and S6B; Fig. 5A and B). In total, 26 
CAZyme families and seven KO entries were enriched 
in at least one of the pairwise comparisons between 
herbivores and the other three dietary groups. The larg-
est number of enriched features were observed in the 
herbivores vs. omnivores comparisons (20 CAZyme 

Fig. 3 PCoA plots of the (dis)similarities among crab metagenome samples according to the matrix of different features. (A) Lignocellulolytic enzymes 
annotated to CAZy families, (B) lignocellulolytic enzymes annotated to KEGG Orthology (KO) entries, (C) bacterial phyla and (D) nitrogen metabolism-
related enzymes annotated to KEGG Orthology entries. Each point corresponds to a sample and the symbol represents the family to which the sample 
belongs. Labels in red are features with significant differences in at least one pairwise comparison among the dietary groups identified with consensus 
from ALDEx2, ANCOM-BC and DESeq2
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families, two KO entries), followed by comparison with 
the carnivorous group (11 CAZyme families, one KO 
entry) and detritivorous group (three CAZyme families, 
one KO entry) (Supplementary Table S6). Most of the 
enriched features related to lignocellulose degradation in 
herbivorous species were hemicellulose degrading genes 
(16 CAZyme families, two KO entries) and some pectin 
degrading (eight CAZyme families, three KO entries) 
and cellulose degrading genes (two CAZyme families, 
two KO entries) were also found to be enriched in her-
bivores. These genes covered the metabolic pathway of 
debranching, backbone degradation and oligosaccharide 
degradation of basically all major components of lig-
nocellulose biomass except lignin. For detritivores, six 
CAZyme families (CE 7, GH 10, 16, 27, 43_9, 43_34) and 
one KO entry (K01190) related to hemicellulose degrada-
tion were enriched over omnivorous crabs and GH43_33 
was enriched over carnivorous crabs. These genes cover 
debranching, backbone degradation, and oligosaccharide 
degradation of beta-glucans, xylans and mannans. Fur-
thermore, two gene families related to pectin degradation 
(GH 105 and PL 1_2) were also enriched over group O.

Taxonomic origin of lignocellulose degrading genes
Proteobacteria contributed to an average of 44% of the 
lignocellulose degrading genes across all crab samples 
analyzed (Fig.  6E) and was the dominant phyla in most 
crab metagenome in all five enzyme categories (degrada-
tion of the four lignocellulose compounds and binding) 
when they were counted individually. A considerable pro-
portion of the microbial CAZyme genes (15%) were from 
unclassified taxonomic origin (Fig.  6E). Bacteroidetes, 
Firmicutes, Actinobacteria, Tenericutes and Planctomy-
cetes contributed to an average of 15%, 9%, 6%, 6% and 
2% of the lignocellulose degrading genes, respectively. 
Binding genes and genes related to cellulose, hemicellu-
lose and pectin degradation were of similar taxonomic 
composition, of which Proteobacteria and Bacteroides 
accounted for over 50% of genes identified. However, all 
the lignin-degrading genes were originated from Proteo-
bacteria and Planctomycetes only.

When crabs from different dietary groups were inves-
tigated separately, the inter-relationship of bacterial 
phyla and enzyme categories of herbivores (Fig. 6A) and 
detritivores (Fig. 6B) were akin to the average across all 
samples (Fig.  6E) with subtle differences. Herbivores 
were characterized by a relatively higher proportion of 

Fig. 4 Hierarchical clustering trees of samples based on the abundance of different features. (A) Lignocellulolytic enzymes annotated to CAZy families, 
(B) lignocellulolytic enzymes annotated to KEGG Orthology (KO) entries, (C) bacterial phyla and (D) nitrogen metabolism-related enzymes annotated to 
KEGG Orthology entries. Sample names are colored according to the dietary groups and symbols correspond to the family
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Fig. 5 Heatmaps of log2 normalized abundances of different features. (A) Lignocellulolytic enzymes annotated to CAZy families, (B) lignocellulolytic 
enzymes annotated to KEGG Orthology entries, (C) bacterial phyla and (D) nitrogen metabolism-related enzymes annotated to KEGG Orthology (KO) en-
tries. Samples are clustered according to phylogenetic relationship reported in Tsang et al. [60]. Sample names are colored according to the dietary groups 
and symbols correspond to the family. Features are arranged according to enzyme categories in A, B and D; and by alphabetical order in C. Differentially 
abundant features detected in pairwise comparisons with the consensus in at least two of the differential abundance testing tools (ALDEx2, ANCOM-BC 
and DESeq2) among dietary groups are denoted by asterisks in the table below the heatmap
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Actinobacteria, contributing to an average of 15% of lig-
nocellulose degrading genes, compared to approximately 
5%, 1% and 0% observed in D, O and C, respectively. In 
detritivores, some lignocellulolytic genes were from 
Planctomycetes and Spirochetes but not Tenericutes. The 
profile in omnivores was characterized by the domina-
tion of Proteobacteria with an average of 63% compared 
to 46% in group H and 39% in group D (Fig. 6C). While 

in carnivores, only 22% of lignocellulose degrading genes 
were from Proteobacteria but an increase in the propor-
tion of genes from Tenericutes and of unclassified taxo-
nomic origin was observed (Fig. 6D).

Fig. 6 Chord diagrams showing the inter-relationship between bacterial phyla and enzyme categories in lignocellulolytic enzymes identified from ei-
ther CAZy or KEGG Orthology databases in (A) herbivores (n = 12), (B) detritivores (n = 18), (C) omnivores (n = 7), (D) carnivores (n = 6) and (E) all samples 
(n = 43)
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Microbial genes for nitrogen metabolism in mangrove crab 
gut microbiome
The prokaryotic reads from the crab metagenomes recov-
ered 32 out of 42 KO entries related to nitrogen metab-
olism functions of interest (Supplementary Table S2), 
including three related to nitrate reduction, four related 
to nitrogen metabolism, three related to nitrogen fixa-
tion, nine related to dissimilatory nitrate reduction, ten 

related to arginine synthesis, and three related to gluta-
mate synthesis genes. Genes classified under categories 
of nitrate reduction (42%) and arginine synthesis (39%) 
together comprised > 80% of the microbial nitrogen 
metabolism gene while dissimilatory nitrate reduction, 
nitrogen metabolism and nitrogen fixation composed 
an average of 13%, 4% and 2% of the annotated nitrogen 
metabolism gene reads, respectively (Fig. 7E). Glutamate 

Fig. 7 Chord diagrams showing the inter-relationship between bacterial phyla and enzyme categories in nitrogen metabolism-related enzymes iden-
tified from KEGG Orthology database in (A) herbivores (n = 12), (B) detritivores (n = 18), (C) omnivores (n = 7), (D) carnivores (n = 6) and (E) all samples 
(n = 43)
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synthesis genes were also found but composed < 1% of the 
reads annotated to nitrogen metabolism functions and 
were therefore not shown in the figure.

The abundance of the nitrogen metabolism genes 
showed significant differences among species and dietary 
groups (Fig.  5D). PCoA plot (Fig.  3D) and hierarchical 
clustering tree (Fig.  4D) based on the composition of 
nitrogen metabolism-related genes demonstrated sig-
nificant differentiation between groups H and C, while 
samples from D and O were clustered together and 
overlapped with both C and H. PERMANOVA analyses 
revealed significant differences in nitrogen metabolism-
related enzyme composition between the four dietary 
groups (FDR adjusted p-value < 0.05; Supplementary 
Table S5). Ten KO entries were identified as differen-
tially abundant by at least two DAA tools across all pair-
wise comparisons between dietary groups, with nine of 
them depleted in carnivorous crabs (Supplementary 
Table S6D). Among these nine KO entries, seven nitro-
gen metabolism-related entries were depleted when 
compared to herbivores, classified under dissimilatory 
nitrate reduction (K00362), nitrate reduction (K10534), 
nitrogen fixation (K02586, K02587, K02588) and nitrogen 
metabolism (K15576, K15578). Three KO entries clas-
sified under dissimilatory nitrate reduction (K00371), 
nitrogen fixation (K02586) and nitrogen metabolism 
(K02575) were enriched in detritivores over carnivores, 
with K02586 being the only KO enriched in both herbi-
vores and detritivores compared to carnivores. K15876 
classified under dissimilatory nitrate reduction was the 
only gene of differential abundance in the comparison 
between group H and group D (Fig. 5D, Supplementary 
Table S6D). These genes participate in the conversion of 
nitrates and atmospheric nitrogen into ammonia. This 
would potentially increase the nitrogenous nutrient 
content available for assimilation with the high abun-
dance of genes for arginine and glutamine synthesis from 
ammonia.

Taxonomic origin of genes related to nitrogen metabolism
Most of the nitrogen metabolism-related genes origi-
nated from Proteobacteria (averaged 62%), followed by 
Actinobacteria (8%), Bacteroidetes (7%), Firmicutes (6%), 
Tenericutes (5%), and Spirochetes (2%) (Fig.  7E). 8% of 
the annotated genes belonged to unclassified prokary-
otes. Genes classified under the categories of nitrogen 
metabolism and nitrogen fixation were contributed pre-
dominantly by Proteobacteria in most of the crab spe-
cies with the remaining phyla altogether only composed 
of less than 2% in these functions. The genes for nitrate 
reduction, arginine synthesis and dissimilatory nitrate 
reduction also mostly originated from the Proteobac-
teria, but other phyla also contributed a small propor-
tion in these three categories in the crab metagenomes. 

Tenericutes, on the other hand, only contribute to argi-
nine synthesis.

Variations in the composition of bacterial phyla of 
nitrogen metabolism-related genes were observed across 
dietary groups (Fig. 7). The proportion of Actinobacteria 
was larger in herbivores (17%) than in the other groups 
(5% in D, 2% in O and 2% in C). In omnivores, Proteo-
bacteria dominated the taxonomic profile of nitrogen 
metabolism-related genes, contributing up to 80%, while 
groups H and D showed lower relative abundance with 
approximately 60% in both groups. Carnivores were 
characterized by the reduction in proportion of Pro-
teobacteria with only 36% of genes related to nitrogen 
metabolism. Furthermore, Tenericutes was highly abun-
dant in C (26%) but it was absent in H and low in relative 
abundance in D (1%) and O (8%).

Discussion
This study represents the first comprehensive investiga-
tion of the enzyme repertoire involved in lignocellulose 
degradation and nitrogen recycling in mangrove herbiv-
orous crabs. A wide coverage of 43 metagenomes from 
23 species with different familial affiliations and dietary 
preferences allow us to conduct a thorough investigation 
on mangrove crab microbiome composition and their 
functional role in lignocellulose degradation based on a 
comparative approach. The results would also compre-
hend our understanding of the composition and function 
of gut microbes from marine crustaceans or even inverte-
brates which are poorly studied despite their high species 
diversity.

Composition and lignocellulose degradation capacity of 
the mangrove crab gut symbiotic microbiome
Functional metagenomic studies on crustaceans, includ-
ing crabs, are limited to a few species (e.g. terrestrial 
isopods, [66]; shrimp [67]) and species with commercial 
importance (e.g. Chinese mitten crab Eriocheir sinen-
sis [28, 29]; mud crab Scylla spp. [30, 31]). For the other 
crustaceans, most of the research effort was focused on 
taxonomic profiling using 16S amplicon sequencing that 
provided only little insight into the functional aspect of 
the microbes. Nevertheless, 16S sequencing data sug-
gests high microbial diversity in crustacean digestive 
tract and phenotype prediction indicates some of the 
microbial symbionts may contribute to lignocellulose 
degradation and/or nitrogen fixation in mangrove her-
bivorous crabs [32, 33]. Our current attempt represents 
the first systematic attempt to understand the gut micro-
biome composition and function in crabs and our results 
show that Proteobacteria was the most abundant phyla 
in the mangrove crab metagenome sequences, making 
up half of the gut microbes in most of the species, fol-
lowed by Bacteroidetes, Actinobacteria and Firmicutes. 
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The results are largely coherent with previous taxonomic 
profiles reported in other marine crab species based on 
shotgun metagenomic sequencing (e.g. Scylla [31]) and 
16S metabarcoding analyses (deep-sea hydrothermal vent 
crab Austinograea sp. [68] ; freshwater crab Sinopota-
mon planum [69]) of which three mangrove sesarmid 
species [32] and fiddler crabs [32] were also character-
ized. Although the alpha diversity measures of rich-
ness and evenness were not significantly different across 
dietary groups or species, the taxonomic profiles of the 
four dietary groups were distinct from each other. Yet 
no obvious clustering according to taxonomy (family or 
genus) nor dietary preference based on the similarity of 
bacterial phyla composition. Future studies based on a 
larger sample size will be needed to investigate how phy-
logenetic and environmental factors (e.g., habitat prefer-
ence) affect the microbial profile in crab gut microbiome.

We demonstrated a high diversity of microbial 
CAZyme families in the mangrove crab gut microbiome 
which is comparable to that reported in other herbivo-
rous arthropods (e.g. termites [58], isopods [22, 66]). All 
crab species analyzed in this study possess comparable 
diversity of microbial lignocellulolytic genes, regardless 
of the dietary composition or taxonomic affiliation, sug-
gesting the microbiome of carnivorous and omnivorous 
crabs also contain the capacity of degrading lignocel-
lulose to some extent. The most abundant lignocellulo-
lytic genes, including CE 4, 8 xylan esterases, GH 1, 2, 
3 glucosidases, GH 12, 26, 51, 55 glucanases, GH 6, 43 
xylanases, GH 4, 31, 36 galactosidases, GH 28 polygalact-
uronidase, and AA 1, 3 lignin oxidases, are found in all 
studied crabs. These enzymes cover the reactions in the 
complete degradation pathway of lignocellulose, includ-
ing debranching, backbone degradation and oligosac-
charide degradation enzymes, as well as all enzymes 
targeting the four major components, cellulose, hemi-
cellulose, lignin, and pectin in plant fiber. This provides 
strong evidence that gut microbes play a role in the lig-
nocellulose degradation of the mangrove leaf and algae 
consumed by marine and semi-terrestrial crab species. 
It is slightly surprising that the repertoire of lignocellu-
lose degrading CAZymes was found in carnivorous crab 
species as well. This might be attributed to the typically 
omnivorous lifestyle of crabs with ingestion of algal mat-
ter was also reported in the predominantly carnivorous 
species collected in subtidal areas in this study (Thra-
nita danae, Scylla paramamosain, Epixanthus frontalis 
[70–72], which facilitate the acquisition and maintenance 
of lignocellulolytic microbes in carnivorous species. 
These results together with previously reported cellu-
lase expression in crab transcriptomes [18, 19] suggest 
that the crabs implement a mixed mode of digestion 
utilizing both endogenous and microbial enzymes in 

lignocellulose degradation, as observed in most of the 
more advanced herbivorous invertebrate species [11].

Common lignocellulolytic bacterial phyla Proteobacte-
ria, Bacteroidetes, Firmicutes, and Actinobacteria make 
up the largest part of the lignocellulolytic genes in the 
crab gut microbiomes. A similar profile is also observed 
in terrestrial isopods of which the lignocellulose degrad-
ing CAZymes are dominated by Proteobacteria, followed 
by Bacteroidetes, and a small proportion of Actinobacte-
ria and Firmicutes [66]. Compared to the termites which 
are well-studied for their lignocellulolytic endosymbi-
onts, crabs shared some major lignocellulolytic bacterial 
phyla with higher termites, including Firmicutes, Proteo-
bacteria, Bacteroidetes and Actinobacteria [24, 58, 73]. 
The relative importance of the bacterial phyla is, however, 
differently significant, with Fibrobacteres, Spirochetes, 
and/or Firmicutes are a major source of prokaryotic cel-
lulose and hemicellulose degradation in higher termites 
[25, 26, 58, 74] while Fibrobacteres and Spirochetes 
are also dominant lignocellulolytic microbes in wood-
feeding termite [26]. Yet Spirochetes and Fibrobacteres 
account only for a very minor proportion of microbial 
lignocellulolytic genes (less than 2% of reads) in crabs 
and the contribution from Proteobacteria becomes more 
important (average of 44% across crab species). Hence, 
the lignocellulolytic symbiont composition of crabs dis-
plays higher similarity to the terrestrial isopod that also 
belongs to Malacostraca crustaceans, than to insects in 
the Hexapoda.

Enrichment of microbial cellulolytic capacity in mangrove 
herbivorous crabs
Comparison of gut microbiome of mangrove crabs in the 
four dietary groups, herbivores, detritivores, omnivores, 
and carnivores reveals that although the lignocellulolytic 
enzymatic repertoire are present in all mangrove crab 
species analyzed here, but their abundance differs signifi-
cantly in respect to the dietary preference and composi-
tion. Herbivorous and detritivorous species are distinct 
from the omnivorous and carnivorous species in term of 
microbial CAZyme profiles, while the profiles are highly 
similar between herbivorous and detritivorous crabs, or 
between omnivorous and carnivorous crabs comprised 
of species from distantly related families. This shows 
that dietary preference is a stronger driver over phylog-
eny in determining the microbial CAZyme composition 
and abundance. Differential abundance analyses found 
many lignocellulolytic genes were enriched in herbivo-
rous and detritivorous species compared to omnivorous 
and carnivorous species, but not vice versa. The enriched 
genes in herbivores comprised high completeness of the 
degrading pathways of cellulose, hemicellulose, and pec-
tin but not for laccases and lytic polysaccharide monoox-
ygenases (LPMOs, AA1, 3), implying that the capacity for 



Page 15 of 18Hui et al. BMC Microbiology           (2024) 24:57 

lignin degradation is not significantly increased despite of 
the presumably high lignin content in mangrove leaf. On 
the other hand, the enriched enzymes in detritivores are 
less diverse and smaller in number compared to herbivo-
rous species, indicating a positive correlation between 
microbial CAZyme abundance and the amount of plant 
matter in the diet. The herbivorous sesarmid species 
exhibit a mangrove leaf dominated diet while the diet of 
detritivorous crabs consists of a mixture of decomposing 
plant detritus, animal parts as well as microphytobenthos 
in the sediment that contain a lower lignocellulose con-
tent [75]. The detritivores enriched genes mainly related 
to hemicellulose and pectin degradation. The variations 
in CAZyme composition are also higher among the 
detritivorous species that partially reflect their diverse 
microhabitat preference (e.g., more muddy sediment that 
contains more organic matter versus sandy substratum 
that contains more animal meiofauna), and hence varia-
tions in organic matter content in diet, which is consis-
tent with previous reports on higher cellulase activities in 
crab species having a greater plant biomass in diet [20, 
76]. This provides further support to our hypothesis that 
endosymbiotic cellulolytic microbes play an important 
role in lignocellulose degradation in most crab species 
but their abundance is strongly correlated with dietary 
preference, and thus enhancing their capacity for diges-
tion of mangrove leaves and plant detritus.

Despite the high similarities in microbial lignocel-
lulolytic gene composition among crabs with the same 
dietary preference, their microbial taxonomic compo-
sition differed significantly, resulting in a discrepancy 
between taxonomic and functional profiles across the 
same set of crab species concerned. This high func-
tional redundancy was also observed in terrestrial iso-
pods Armadillidium vulgare and Porcellio sp. where 
laboratory and wild lineages share similar proportions 
of microbial AAs, CEs, and GHs enzymes, but differ in 
their taxonomic origin [66]. This may suggest that the 
symbiotic bacterial communities introduced from the 
environment were selected against by metabolic inter-
actions within their host holobiont instead of identity 
[77, 78] and the functional redundancy in the symbiotic 
microbiome may be more common in the nature that 
warrants further investigation, especially the crab micro-
biome will be affected by other environmental factors, 
including geographic location, salinity as well as micro-
habitat preference, etc. Our present sampling effort can 
only explore the effect of diet, so sampling from boarder 
geographic coverage, habitat and microhabitat would be 
needed to investigate the influence of other environmen-
tal parameters.

Microbial contribution of nitrogen supply in mangrove 
herbivorous crabs
The Carbon to Nitrogen (C:N) ratio in mangrove detritus 
(~ 100) is significantly higher than that of algae (7–10), 
microphytobenthos (6.4–7.8) and animal tissues (3.7–
5.8), so how the mangrove herbivorous crabs acquire 
sufficient nitrogen from a mangrove leaf-dominated 
diet represents another major question in mangrove 
crab ecology [79–81]. Recent stable isotope analysis on 
crab nutrient sources showed that the contribution of 
nitrogen from the mangrove litter, and hence the depen-
dence on the additional nitrogen supply is highly variable 
among mangrove crab species, even amongst different 
herbivorous species from the family Sesarmidae [82]. For 
instance, up to half of the nitrogen intake of sesarmid 
crab Episesarma versicolor originated from mangrove 
leaf litter, but only as low as 8% and 32% of assimilated 
nitrogen was supplied by the mangrove leaf litter in the 
sesarmid species Parasesarma affine and P. continentale 
(as P. bidens in the study). Other mangrove-associated 
omnivorous and detritivorous crab species obtained 
less than 25% of their nitrogen from leaf litter, suggest-
ing that most of the mangrove crab species depend heav-
ily on other non-mangrove sources for nitrogen supply. 
Occasional consumption of animal tissue through preda-
tion and/or scavenging [81, 83], intake of more nitrogen-
rich supplementary food such as microphytobenthos 
(MPB) [84, 85] and contribution from the endosymbiotic 
microbes are invoked as supplementary nitrogen sources 
for mangrove herbivorous crab species [23, 86], yet 
empirical evidence to determine the contribution these 
potential sources remain limited.

Our metagenomic analyses provide the first direct evi-
dence of the presence of microbial genes in dissimila-
tory nitrate reduction, nitrogen fixation and synthesis of 
amino acid (e.g., glutamine, arginine), depicting the capa-
bility of the gut microbiome to convert ammonia gener-
ated by nitrate reduction and fixation to amino acids that 
can be utilized by both the host and microbes in various 
mangrove crab species studied, regardless of dietary pref-
erence. This finding is consistent with the previous report 
of nitrogenase activity and enrichment of microbes with 
nitrogen fixing potential based on 16S metabarcoding 
analyses on intestinal bacteria of sesarmid species Epis-
esarma versicolor and Neosarmatium smithi [32]. Recent 
study also found that the gill-associated bacteria of man-
grove fiddler crab can convert ammonia to amino acids 
[87]. Therefore, the accumulating evidence together sug-
gests symbiotic microbes can contribute at least part of 
the nitrogen to their host and facilitate their adaptation 
to semi-terrestrial life.

Furthermore, the herbivorous and detritivorous crabs 
that exhibit a diet rich in plant matter are enriched 
in microbial nitrogen metabolism genes compared to 
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carnivorous crabs. Nine out of ten nitrogen metabo-
lism genes that are found to be differentially more abun-
dant between dietary groups belong to the comparison 
between herbivorous vs. carnivorous and detritivorous 
vs. carnivorous comparisons. The herbivore-enriched 
genes include nitrogen transporters (K15576, K15578), 
nitrate/nitrite reductase (K10534, K00362), nitroge-
nases (K02586, K02588, K02594) that could facilitate the 
increase in production of ammonia from atmospheric 
nitrogen and nitrate reduction. On the other hand, there 
is no significantly enriched nitrogen metabolism gene 
detected in the comparisons between omnivorous crabs 
and crabs from the other three dietary categories, sug-
gesting an intermediate abundance of nitrogen metabo-
lism bacteria in omnivorous crabs. Hence, these results 
reflect the inverse correlation between the nitrogen con-
tent in the diet and the abundance of nitrogen metabo-
lism gut bacteria in mangrove crabs, and the role of 
endosymbiotic microbes in supplementing nitrogen to 
the herbivorous crab to fulfill their metabolic need.

Conclusion
Comparison of bacterial functional abundance found 
in gut content between crab species under four major 
dietary preference groups revealed 30 CAZyme families 
and seven KOs responsible for lignocellulose degradation 
with significantly higher abundance in herbivorous or 
detritivorous crabs compared to omnivorous or carnivo-
rous crabs, as well as nine KOs responsible for nitrogen 
metabolism with significantly higher abundance in her-
bivorous or detritivorous crab compared to carnivorous 
crabs. The results demonstrated the potential role of 
gut microbiome in crab digestion of plant materials and 
enrichment of nitrogenous nutrients. The dietary groups 
of crabs are also shown to be more distinct in lignocel-
lulolytic functional profile than the taxonomic profile, 
showing possibilities of functional selection of the crab 
gut microbiome by metabolic interactions in the gut. 
These findings illustrate the potential roles of bacterial 
symbionts in crab lignocellulose digestion and its signifi-
cance to both adaptation to an herbivory lifestyle and the 
mangal terrestrial environment.

Abbreviations
AA  Auxiliary Activities
CAZy/CAZyme  Carbohydrates Active enZyme
CBM  Carbohydrates Binding Modules
CE  Carbohydrate Esterase
DA/DAA  Differential Abundance/ Differential Abundance 

Analysis
FDR  False Discovery Rate
KEGG  Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes
KO  KEGG Orthology
LPMO  Lytic Polysaccharide Monooxygenases
RefSeq nr database  NCBI Reference Sequence non-redundant protein 

database
ORF  Open Reading Frame
PCoA  Principal Coordinate Analysis

PERMANOVA  Permutational Multivariate ANOVA
PL  Polysaccharide Lyase
SRA  The Sequence Read Archive

Supplementary Information
The online version contains supplementary material available at https://doi.
org/10.1186/s12866-024-03209-4.

Supplementary Material 1

Supplementary Material 2

Acknowledgements
The authors would like to thank Ms Mani Nga Man Chung, Mr Benjamin Tak 
Chu Jong for their assistance in laboratory analyses and field collection.

Author contributions
TKLH and LMT designed the study. TKLH, ICNL and CTTT processed the 
samples and generated the sequence data. TKLH, ICNL KKWW analyzed the 
data. THKL, KKWW and LMT interpreted the data and wrote the manuscript. All 
authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Funding
This research was supported by the GRF grants from the Research Grants 
Council (RGC), Hong Kong SAR to LMT (Project number: CUHK14119419 & 
CUHK14104623).

Data availability
Raw data of all metagenomes are available at NCBI Sequence Read Archive 
(SRA) with BioProject accession number PRJNA1017629, accessible at https://
www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/bioproject/PRJNA1017629. The assembly of the gut 
metagenome of each species as well as the unnormalized read counts tables 
on bacterial phyla and functional features in CAZy and KEGG databases 
are available at DRYAD, accessible at https://datadryad.org/stash/share/
jGokZ8PmSAfDhjV_iAN4UgVWlgFqh4pqDGrEcY8GW30.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Not applicable.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Author details
1Simon F. S. Li Marine Science Laboratory, School of Life Sciences, The 
Chinese University of Hong Kong, Shatin, Hong Kong, China

Received: 7 October 2023 / Accepted: 28 January 2024

References
1. Alongi DM. Carbon cycling and storage in mangrove forests. Annu Rev Mar 

Sci 2014;6:195–219.
2. Lee SY, Jones G, Diele K, Nordhaus I. Chapter 3 Biodiversity. In: Rivera-Monroy 

V, Lee SY, Kristensen E, Twilley R, editors. Mangrove ecosystems: A Global 
Biogeographic Perspective: structure, function, and services. New York (US): 
Springer; 2017.

3. Taillardat P, Friess DA, Lupascu M. Mangrove blue carbon strategies for 
climate change mitigation are most effective at the national scale. Biol Lett 
2018;14(10):20180251.

4. Serrano O, Lovelock CE, Macreadie TBA, Canto PI, Phinn R. Australian veg-
etated coastal ecosystems as global hotspots for climate change mitigation. 
Nat Commun 2019;10(1):4313.

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12866-024-03209-4
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12866-024-03209-4
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/bioproject/PRJNA1017629
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/bioproject/PRJNA1017629
https://datadryad.org/stash/share/jGokZ8PmSAfDhjV_iAN4UgVWlgFqh4pqDGrEcY8GW30
https://datadryad.org/stash/share/jGokZ8PmSAfDhjV_iAN4UgVWlgFqh4pqDGrEcY8GW30


Page 17 of 18Hui et al. BMC Microbiology           (2024) 24:57 

5. Bouillon S, Borges AV, Castañeda-Moya E, Diele K, Dittmar T, Duke NC et al. 
Mangrove production and carbon sinks: a revision of global budget esti-
mates. Glob Biogeochem Cycles 2008;22(2):GB2013.

6. Lee SY. Ecological role of grapsid crabs in mangrove ecosystems: a review. 
Mar Freshw Res 1998;49(4):335–43.

7. Kristensen E. Mangrove crabs as ecosystem engineers; with emphasis on 
sediment processes. J Sea Res 2008;59(1–2):30–43.

8. Davie PJF, Guinot D, Ng PKL. Systematics and classification of Brachyura. In: 
Castro P, Davie PJF, Guinot D, Schram F, von Vaupel Klein C, editors. Treatise on 
Zoology – Anatomy, Taxonomy, Biology The Crustacea. Decapoda: Brachyura 
(Part 2). 9 C-II. Leiden (NL) and Boston. (US): Brill; 2015. pp. 1049–130.

9. Cannicci S, Burrows D, Fratini S, Smith TJ, Offenberg J, Dahdouh-Guebas F. 
Faunal impact on vegetation structure and ecosystem function in mangrove 
forests: a review. Aquat Bot 2008;89(2):186–200.

10. Agusto LE, Fratini S, Jimenez PJ, Quadros A, Cannicci S. Structural charac-
teristics of crab burrows in Hong Kong mangrove forests and their role in 
ecosystem engineering. Estuar Coast Shelf Sci 2021;248:106973.

11. Matias de Oliveira D, Rodrigues Mota T, Marchiosi R, Ferrarese-Filho O. Dantas 
Dos Santos W. Plant cell wall composition and enzymatic deconstruction. 
AIMS Bioeng 2018;5(1):63–77.

12. Zoghlami A, Paes G. Lignocellulosic biomass: understanding recalcitrance 
and predicting hydrolysis. Front Chem 2019;7:874.

13. Cragg SM, Beckham GT, Bruce NC, Bugg TD, Distel DL, Dupree P, et al. Ligno-
cellulose degradation mechanisms across the Tree of Life. Curr Opin Chem 
Biol 2015;29:108–19.

14. Karasov W, Douglas A. Comparative digestive physiology. Compr Physiol 
2013;3:741–83.

15. Chang WH, Lai AG. Mixed evolutionary origins of endogenous biomass-
depolymerizing enzymes in animals. BMC Genom 2018;19(1):483.

16. Tanimura A, Liu W, Yamada K, Kishida T, Toyohara H. Animal cellulases with a 
focus on aquatic invertebrates. Fish Sci 2012;79(1):1–13.

17. Linton SM, Greenaway P. Presence and properties of cellulase and hemicel-
lulase enzymes of the gecarcinid land crabs Gecarcoidea natalis and Discoplax 
hirtipes. J Exp Biol 2004;207(23):4095–104.

18. Linton SM, Cameron MS, Gray MC, Donald JA, Saborowski R, von Bergen M, 
et al. A glycosyl hydrolase family 16 gene is responsible for the endogenous 
production of beta-1,3-glucanases within decapod crustaceans. Gene 
2015;569(2):203–17.

19. Wilde JE, Linton SM, Greenaway P. Dietary assimilation and the digestive 
strategy of the omnivorous anomuran land crab Birgus latro (Coenobitidae). J 
Comp Physiol B 2004;174(4):299–308.

20. Lee CY, Lee SY. Widespread occurrence of endogenous cellulase production 
and glycosyl hydrolase in grapsoid crabs along the land-sea transition indi-
cates high potential for mineralisation of mangrove production. Front Mar Sci 
2022;9:1002502.

21. Miyake K, Baba Y. De novo transcriptome assembly of the midgut glands 
of herbivorous land crabs, Chiromantes haematocheir, and identifica-
tion of laccase genes involved in lignin degradation. J Comp Physiol B 
2022;192(2):247–61.

22. Bredon M, Dittmer J, Noel C, Moumen B, Bouchon D. Lignocellulose deg-
radation at the holobiont level: teamwork in a keystone soil invertebrate. 
Microbiome 2018;6(1):162.

23. Rosengaus RB, Zecher CN, Schultheis KF, Brucker RM, Bordenstein SR. Disrup-
tion of the termite gut microbiota and its prolonged consequences for 
fitness. Appl Environ Microbiol 2011;77(13):4303–12.

24. Brune A. Symbiotic digestion of lignocellulose in termite guts. Nat Rev Micro-
biol 2014;12(3):168–80.

25. Calusinska M, Marynowska M, Bertucci M, Untereiner B, Klimek D, Goux X, 
et al. Integrative omics analysis of the termite gut system adaptation to 
Miscanthus diet identifies lignocellulose degradation enzymes. Commun Biol 
2020;3(1):275.

26. Tokuda G, Mikaelyan A, Fukui C, Matsuura Y, Watanabe H, Fujishima M, et al. 
Fiber-associated spirochetes are major agents of hemicellulose degradation 
in the hindgut of wood-feeding higher termites. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 
2018;115(51):E11996–E2004.

27. Vogt G. Synthesis of digestive enzymes, food processing, and nutrient 
absorption in decapod crustaceans: a comparison to the mammalian model 
of digestion. Zoology 2021;147:125945.

28. Dong J, Li X, Zhang R, Zhao Y, Wu G, Liu J, et al. Comparative analysis of the 
intestinal bacterial community and expression of gut immunity genes in the 
Chinese mitten crab (Eriocheir sinensis). AMB Express 2018;8(1):192.

29. Jiang H, Bao J, Xing Y, Cao G, Li X, Chen Q. Metabolomic and metagenomic 
analyses of the Chinese mitten crab Eriocheir sinensis after challenge with 
Metschnikowia bicuspidata. Front Microbiol 2022;13:990737.

30. Apine E, Rai P, Mani MK, Subramanian V, Karunasagar I, Godhe A, et al. Com-
parative analysis of the intestinal bacterial communities in mud crab Scylla 
serrata in South India. MicrobiologyOpen 2021;10(2):e1179.

31. Lau NS, Ting SY, Sam KK,  Janaranjani M, Wong SC, Wu X, et al. Comparative 
analyses of Scylla olivacea gut microbiota composition and function sug-
gest the capacity for polyunsaturated fatty acid biosynthesis. Microb Ecol 
2022;86(1):575-588.

32. Tongununui P, Kuriya Y, Murata M, Sawada H, Araki M, Nomura M, et al. Man-
grove crab intestine and habitat sediment microbiomes cooperatively work 
on carbon and nitrogen cycling. PLoS ONE 2021;16(12):e0261654.

33. Cuellar-Gempeler C, Leibold MA. Key colonist pools and habitat filters 
mediate the composition of fiddler crab-associated bacterial communities. 
Ecology 2019;100(4):e02628.

34. Chen S, Zhou Y, Chen Y, Gu J. Fastp: an ultra-fast all-in-one FASTQ preproces-
sor. Bioinformatics 2018;34(17):i884–i90.

35. Tamames J, Puente-Sanchez F, SqueezeMeta. A highly portable, fully auto-
matic metagenomic analysis pipeline. Front Microbiol 2018;9:3349.

36. Li D, Liu CM, Luo R, Sadakane K, Lam TW. MEGAHIT: an ultra-fast single-node 
solution for large and complex metagenomics assembly via succinct de 
Bruijn graph. Bioinformatics 2015;31(10):1674–6.

37. Hyatt D, Chen G-L, Locascio P, Land M, Larimer F, Hauser L. Prodigal: pro-
karyotic gene recognition and translation initiation site identification. BMC 
Bioinform 2010;11:119.

38. Langmead B, Salzberg SL. Fast gapped-read alignment with Bowtie 2. Nat 
Methods 2012;9(4):357–9.

39. Kanehisa M, Goto S, Furumichi M, Tanabe M, Hirakawa M. KEGG for repre-
sentation and analysis of molecular networks involving diseases and drugs. 
Nucleic Acids Res 2010;38(Database issue):D355–60.

40. Drula E, Garron ML, Dogan S, Lombard V, Henrissat B, Terrapon N. The 
carbohydrate-active enzyme database: functions and literature. Nucleic Acids 
Res 2022;50(D1):D571–D7.

41. O’Leary NA, Wright MW, Brister JR, Ciufo S, Haddad D, McVeigh R, et al. Refer-
ence sequence (RefSeq) database at NCBI: current status, taxonomic expan-
sion, and functional annotation. Nucleic Acids Res 2016;44(D1):D733–45.

42. Buchfink B, Xie C, Huson D. Fast and sensitive protein alignment using DIA-
MOND. Nat Methods 2014;12:366–8.

43. McMurdie PJ, Holmes S. Phyloseq: an R package for reproducible inter-
active analysis and graphics of microbiome census data. PLoS ONE 
2013;8(4):e61217.

44. Chao A, Chazdon RL, Colwell RK, Shen T-J. Abundance-based similarity 
indices and their estimation when there are unseen species in samples. 
Biometrics 2006;62(2):361–71.

45. Shannon CE. A mathematical theory of communication. Bell Syst Tech J 
1948;27(3):379–423.

46. Simpson EH. Measurement of diversity. Nature 1949;163(4148):688.
47. Gloor GB, Macklaim JM, Vu M, Fernandes AD. Compositional uncertainty 

should not be ignored in high-throughput sequencing data analysis. Austrian 
J Stat 2016;45(4):73–87.

48. Nearing JT, Douglas GM, Hayes MG, MacDonald J, Desai DK, Allward N, et al. 
Microbiome differential abundance methods produce different results across 
38 datasets. Nat Commun 2022;13(1):342.

49. Yang L, Chen J. A comprehensive evaluation of microbial differential abun-
dance analysis methods: current status and potential solutions. Microbiome 
2022;10(1):130.

50. Quinn TP, Crowley TM, Richardson MF. Benchmarking differential expression 
analysis tools for RNA-Seq: normalization-based vs. log-ratio transformation-
based methods. BMC Bioinform 2018;19(1):274.

51. Fernandes AD, Reid JNS, Macklaim JM, McMurrough TA, Edgell DR, Gloor GB. 
Unifying the analysis of high-throughput sequencing datasets: characterizing 
RNA-seq, 16S rRNA gene sequencing and selective growth experiments by 
compositional data analysis. Microbiome 2014;2(1):15.

52. Lin H, Peddada SD. Analysis of compositions of microbiomes with bias cor-
rection. Nat Commun 2020;11(1):3514.

53. Cappellato M, Baruzzo G, Di Camillo B. Investigating differential abundance 
methods in microbiome data: a benchmark study. PLoS Comput Biol 
2022;18(9):e1010467.

54. Wallen ZD. Comparison study of differential abundance testing methods 
using two large Parkinson disease gut microbiome datasets derived from 16S 
amplicon sequencing. BMC Bioinform 2021;22(1):265.



Page 18 of 18Hui et al. BMC Microbiology           (2024) 24:57 

55. Love MI, Huber W, Anders S. Moderated estimation of fold change and 
dispersion for RNA-seq data with DESeq2. Genome Biol 2014;15(12):550.

56. Manor O, Borenstein E. MUSiCC: a marker genes based framework for 
metagenomic normalization and accurate profiling of gene abundances in 
the microbiome. Genome Biol 2015;16(1):53.

57. Giovannoni M, Gramegna G, Benedetti M, Mattei B. Industrial Use of Cell 
Wall Degrading enzymes: the fine line between production strategy and 
economic feasibility. Front Bioeng Biotechnol 2020;8:356.

58. Arora J, Kinjo Y, Sobotnik J, Bucek A, Clitheroe C, Stiblik P, et al. The functional 
evolution of termite gut microbiota. Microbiome 2022;10(1):78.

59. Kolde R. pheatmap: Pretty Heatmaps. 2019. https://rdrr.io/cran/pheatmap/
60. Tsang LM, Schubart CD, Ahyong ST, Lai JC, Au EY, Chan TY, et al. Evolutionary 

history of true crabs (Crustacea: Decapoda: Brachyura) and the origin of fresh-
water crabs. Mol Biol Evol 2014;31(5):1173–87.

61. Aitchison J. The Statistical Analysis of Compositional Data. London UK: Chap-
man & Hall; 1986.

62. Ward JH. Hierarchical grouping to optimize an objective function. J Am Stat 
Assoc 1963;58(301):236–44.

63. Martinez Arbizu P, pairwiseAdonis: Pairwise Multilevel Comparison using 
Adonis. R package version 0.4. https://github.com/pmartinezarbizu/
pairwiseAdonis/tree/master

64. Puente-Sanchez F, Garcia-Garcia N, Tamames J. SQMtools: automated pro-
cessing and visual analysis of ‘omics data with R and anvi’o. BMC Bioinform 
2020;21(1):358.

65. Krzywinski M, Schein J, Birol I, Connors J, Gascoyne R, Horsman D, et al. 
Circos: an information aesthetic for comparative genomics. Genome Res 
2009;19(9):1639–45.

66. Bredon M, Herran B, Bertaux J, Greve P, Moumen B, Bouchon D. Isopod 
holobionts as promising models for lignocellulose degradation. Biotechnol 
Biofuels. 2020;13:49.

67. Garibay-Valdez E, Cicala F, Martinez-Porchas M, Gomez-Reyes R, Vargas-
Albores F, Gollas-Galvan T, et al. Longitudinal variations in the gastrointestinal 
microbiome of the white shrimp, Litopenaeus vannamei. PeerJ. 2021;9:e11827.

68. Zhang N, Song C, Wang M, Liu Y, Hui M, Cui Z. Diversity and characteriza-
tion of bacteria associated with the deep-sea hydrothermal vent crab 
Austinograea sp. comparing with those of two shallow-water crabs by 16S 
ribosomal DNA analysis. PLoS ONE. 2017;12(11):e0187842.

69. Liu C, Liu M, Wang Y, Shi B, Pan D. Insights into the gut microbiota of the 
freshwater crab Sinopotamon planum across three seasons and its associa-
tions with the surrounding aquatic microbiota. Diversity 2023;15(4).

70. Farhadi A, Huang Z, Tan H, Qiu B, Fang S, Ikhwanuddin M, et al. Effects of two 
natural diets on the biochemical compositions of post-mating female mud 
crab (Scylla paramamosain). Aquacult Res 2022;53(9):3504–15.

71. Cannicci S, Dahdouh-Guebas F, Anyona D, Vannini M. Natural diet and 
feeding habits of Thalamita crenata (Decapoda: Portunidae). J Crust Biol. 
1996;16(4):678–83.

72. Vannini M, Cannicci S, Fratini S. Prey selection of Epixanthus dentatus (Crusta-
cea: Brachyura: Eriphiidae) as determined by its prey remains. J Mar Biol Assoc 
UK 2001;81(3):455–9.

73. Romero Victorica M, Soria MA, Batista-Garcia RA, Ceja-Navarro JA, Vikram S, 
Ortiz M, et al. Neotropical termite microbiomes as sources of novel plant cell 
wall degrading enzymes. Sci Rep. 2020;10(1):3864.

74. Warnecke F, Luginbuhl P, Ivanova N, Ghassemian M, Richardson TH, Stege JT, 
et al. Metagenomic and functional analysis of hindgut microbiota of a wood-
feeding higher termite. Nature. 2007;450(7169):560–5.

75. Domozych DS, Ciancia M, Fangel JU, Mikkelsen MD, Ulvskov P, Willats WG. 
The cell walls of green algae: a journey through evolution and diversity. Front 
Plant Sci. 2012;3:82.

76. Kawaida S, Kimura T, Toyohara H. Habitat segregation of two dotillid crabs 
Scopimera globosa and Ilyoplax pusilla in relation to their cellulase activity on 
a marsh-dominated estuarine tidal flat in central Japan. J Exp Mar Biol Ecol. 
2013;449:93–9.

77. Doolittle WF, Booth A. It’s the song, not the singer: an exploration of holobi-
osis and evolutionary theory. Biol Philos 2016;32(1):5–24.

78. Gilbert SF. Developmental symbiosis facilitates the multiple origins of her-
bivory. Evol Dev 2020;22(1–2):154–64.

79. Kristensen E. Mangrove crabs as ecosystem engineers; with emphasis on 
sediment processes. J Sea Res 2008;59:30–43.

80. Thongtham N, Kristensen E, Puangprasan S-Y. Leaf removal by sesarmid 
crabs in Bangrong mangrove forest, Phuket, Thailand; with emphasis on 
the feeding ecology of Neoepisesarma versicolor. Estuar. Coast. Shelf Sci. 
2008;80(4):573-580.

81. Kristensen E, Lee SY, Mangion P, Quintana CO, Valdemarsen T. Trophic 
discrimination of stable isotopes and potential food source partition-
ing by leaf-eating crabs in mangrove environments. Limnol Oceanogr 
2017;62(5):2097–112.

82. Thibodeau B, Allais L, Agusto LE, So MWK, Cannicci S. Isotopes of amino acids 
give novel insights on nitrogen sources partitioning and trophic position of 
invertebrates in a subtropical mangrove. Ecol Indic 2023;150:110261.

83. Buck TL, Breed GA, Pennings SC, Chase ME, Zimmer M, Carefoot TH. Diet 
choice in an omnivorous salt-marsh crab: different food types, body size, and 
habitat complexity. J Exp Mar Biol Ecol 2003;292(1):103–16.

84. Kristensen DK, Kristensen E, Mangion P. Food partitioning of leaf-eating 
mangrove crabs (Sesarminae): experimental and stable isotope (13C and 15N) 
evidence. Estuar Coastal Shelf Sci. 2010;87(4):583–90.

85. MacKenzie RA, Demopoulos AW. Estimating the value of mangrove leaf litter 
in sesarmid crab diets: the importance of fractionation factors. Bull Mar Sci 
2020;96(3):501–20.

86. Breznak JA, Brill WJ, Mertins JW, Coppel HC. Nitrogen fixation in termites. 
Nature 1973;244:577–80.

87. Fusi M, Ngugi DK, Marasco R, Booth JM, Cardinale M, Sacchi L, et al. Gill-
associated bacteria are homogeneously selected in amphibious mangrove 
crabs to sustain host intertidal adaptation. Microbiome 2023;11(1):189.

88. David F, Marchand C, Thành-Nho N, Van VT, Taillardat P, Meziane T. Trophic 
relationships and basal resource utilisation in the Can Gio Mangrove Bio-
sphere Reserve (Southern Vietnam). J Sea Res 2019;145:35–43.

89. Nordhaus I, Salewski T, Jennerjahn TC. Food preferences of mangrove crabs 
related to leaf nitrogen compounds in the Segara Anakan lagoon, Java, 
Indonesia. J Sea Res 2011;65(4):414–26.

90. Qin H, Chu T, Xu W, Lei G, Chen Z, Quan W, et al. Effects of invasive cordgrass 
on crab distributions and diets in a Chinese salt marsh. Mar Ecol Prog Ser 
2010;415:177–87.

91. Stumpp M, Saborowski R, Jungblut S, Liu HC, Hagen W. Dietary preferences of 
brachyuran crabs from Taiwan for marine or terrestrial food sources: evidence 
based on fatty acid trophic markers. Front Zool 2021;18(1):26.

92. Poon DYN, Chan BKK, Williams GA. Spatial and temporal variation in 
diets of the crabs Metopograpsus frontalis (Grapsidae) and Perisesarma 
bidens (Sesarmidae): implications for mangrove food webs. Hydrobiologia 
2009;638(1):29–40.

93. Schuwerack P-MM, Barnes RSK, Underwood GJC, Jones PW. Gender and spe-
cies differences in sentinel crabs (Macrophthalmus) feeding on an Indonesian 
mudflat. J Crust Biol 2006;26(2):119–23.

94. Takeda S, Murai M. Microhabitat use by the soldier crab Mictyris brevidactylus 
(Brachyura: Mictyridae): interchangeability of surface and subsurface feeding 
through burrow structure alteration. J Crust Biol 2004;24(2):327–39.

95. Peer N, Miranda NAF, Perissinotto R. A review of fiddler crabs (genus Uca 
Leach, 1814) in South Africa. Afr Zool 2015;50(3):187–204.

96. Jones DA. Aspects of the ecology and behaviour of Ocypode ceratophthalmus 
(Pallas) and O. Kuhlii De Haan (Crustacea: Ocypodidae). J Exp Mar Biol Ecol 
1972;8(1):31–43.

97. Lohrer AM, Fukui Y, Wada K, Whitlatch RB. Structural complexity and vertical 
zonation of intertidal crabs, with focus on habitat requirements of the inva-
sive Asian shore crab, Hemigrapsus sanguineus (de Haan). J Exp Mar Biol Ecol 
2000;244(2):203–17.

98. Saisho T, Noguchi T, Koyama K, Uzu A, Kikuta T, Ashimoto K. Examination of 
stomach contents in xanthid crabs. Bull Jap Soc Sci Fish 1983;49(6):939–47.

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


	Metagenomic analysis of gut microbiome illuminates the mechanisms and evolution of lignocellulose degradation in mangrove herbivorous crabs
	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Sample collection
	DNA extraction and metagenome sequencing
	Functional & taxonomic annotations and diversity indices calculation
	Normalization and differential abundance analysis
	Hierarchical clustering and principal coordinate analysis
	Taxonomic origin of genes related to lignocellulose degradation and nitrogen metabolism

	Results
	Composition and diversity of mangrove crabs gut symbiotic bacteria
	Comparison of bacterial taxonomic profiles across dietary groups
	Identification of microbial lignocellulose degrading CAZymes and enrichment across dietary groups
	Taxonomic origin of lignocellulose degrading genes
	Microbial genes for nitrogen metabolism in mangrove crab gut microbiome
	Taxonomic origin of genes related to nitrogen metabolism

	Discussion
	Composition and lignocellulose degradation capacity of the mangrove crab gut symbiotic microbiome
	Enrichment of microbial cellulolytic capacity in mangrove herbivorous crabs
	Microbial contribution of nitrogen supply in mangrove herbivorous crabs

	Conclusion
	References


