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Abstract
Algae and archaea co-exist in diverse aquatic ecosystems and play a significant role in ecological functions and biogeochemi-
cal cycles. Compared to well-studied algal–bacterial interactions, there is a lack of information on algal–archaeal interac-
tions and how their interactions affect their physiological fitness and nutrient cycles in either artificial cultivation systems or 
natural environments. The vast archaeal biodiversity, as indicated by genomic sequencing and computational approaches, 
has stimulated great interest in exploring uncultivated archaea to expand our knowledge of algae-archaea symbiosis. In this 
review, we summarize the latest studies on the diversity of algae-associated archaea and their (putative) symbiotic interac-
tions, highlight the effects of algal–archaeal interactions on biogeochemical cycles and extend such knowledge to facilitate 
novel archaeal isolation and a broad range of algae-based biotechnological applications.
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Introduction

Algae play critical roles in the nutrient cycles of lakes, 
oceans, and the atmosphere (Falkowski et al. 2008; Smeta-
cek and Cloern 2008). They have also received particular 
attention from bio-based economies as they comprise one 
of several sustainable alternatives to fossil fuels (Lian et al. 
2018; Wijffels and Barbosa 2010). In addition to abiotic 

factors, including temperature, light and nutrients, algae are 
critically dependent upon interactions with co-occurring 
microbes for growth and survival (Amin et al. 2015; Sey-
mour et al. 2017).

Archaea were previously believed to exclusively inhabit 
extreme environments such as hot springs and deep-sea 
hydrothermal vents (Woese et al. 1978). However, the dis-
covery of mesophilic archaeal groups in temperate and oxy-
genated marine waters suggests that these microorganisms 
may be more widespread and ecologically important than 
previously thought (DeLong 1992; Fuhrman et al. 1992). 
Both archaea and bacteria are ubiquitous nutrient remineral-
izers. However, to date only bacteria are frequently reported 
as being associated with algae in natural and engineered 
aquatic systems. For instance, bacteria contribute to microal-
gal health through recycling and solubilizing necessary ele-
ments to bioavailable forms (Amin et al. 2009; Clarens et al. 
2010), synthesis and release of vitamins (Croft et al. 2005), 
excretion of growth-promoting phytohormones (Amin et al. 
2015) and inactivation of algal pathogens via antibiotics 
(Seyedsayamdost et al. 2011). By contrast, knowledge of 
algal–archaeal interactions is almost non-existent compared 
to bacterial counterparts.

Archaea, like bacteria, utilize dissolved organic matter and 
respond to signaling molecules released by algae (Amin et al. 
2012). Ongoing encounters between these organisms influ-
ence the co-evolution and ecology of both taxa in diverse 
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ways. First, archaea are increasingly accepted as the ancestor 
of eukaryotic algae through engulfing a cyanobacterium that 
was retained as an organelle to perform photosynthesis; this 
process is known as serial endosymbiosis (Yoon et al. 2004). 
Moreover, horizontal gene transfer from various bacteria and 
archaea to algae has expanded their metabolic flexibility and 
enabled an adaptation to extreme environments (Schönknecht 
et al. 2013). More recently, the rapid expansion of genomic 
data has led to an improved understanding of archaeal diver-
sity, with increasing evidence supporting the positive correla-
tion of certain archaeal taxa with algae based on 16S and 18S 
rRNA gene sequencing (Hamilton and Havig 2017; Needham 
et al. 2018; Needham and Fuhrman 2016). However, as Olson 
and Kellogg (2010) have noted, analyzing algal–archaeal 
interactions is hindered by the challenge of isolating archaea. 
Despite rapid methodological and technological advances, the 
successful culturing of novel archaeal representatives remains 
limited (Sun et al. 2020). It is essential to isolate and culture 
species from those uncultured archaeal lineages (such as 
Marine Group II and III) to establish algae-archaea co-culture 
models for better understanding their physiology and ecologi-
cal roles.

Archaea and algae are involved in the cycling of essential 
elements such as carbon, nitrogen, oxygen, and sulfur, as 
well as other trace metals (Offre et al. 2013). Their com-
plex interactions are potent to change the atmospheric pool 
of greenhouse gases such as CO2 and CH4 through carbon 
fixation and methanogenesis. Similarly, the metabolism of 
volatile dimethylsulfide, a chemical involved in cloud for-
mation and climate regulation (Hatton et al. 2012), could 
be influenced by algae-archaea symbiosis. Investigating 
algae-archaea interactions provides a foundation for the 
proper management of aquatic ecosystems in the context 
of global climate change. Moreover, understanding such 
interactions has diverse biotechnological applications, such 
as adding beneficial archaea into algal cultures to improve 
algal biomass accumulation and reduce production cost, or 
utilizing methanogenic archaea in biogas production from 
algae residual biomass. Proteins or secondary metabolites 
produced by archaea also have potential as biological agents 
in algal biomass harvest and cell disruption prior to biore-
finery. The aim of this review is to provide both an overview 
of algal–archaeal interactions and also new perspectives on 
how to utilize such knowledge in algal biotechnology.

Co‑occurring archaea with algae

Macroalgae associated archaea

The macroalgal surface is an ideal habitat for microbiota due 
to the high organic carbon content and abundant oxygen, 
and nutrients (Martin et al. 2014; Zulkifly et al. 2012). It 

has been reported that epiphytic microbial communities on 
macroalgae are usually distinct from that of the surround-
ing environment, which indicates that selection processes 
together with stochastic recruitment of microbes drive 
macroalgal surface colonization. The associated microbial 
communities (including archaea, bacteria, fungi, microal-
gae, protozoa, and viruses) together with the algal host are 
increasingly regarded as a functional unity called a holobi-
ont. The highly specialized symbiotic interactions between 
all the involved organisms are important for the fitness of 
the host and for the functioning of the holobiont (van der 
Loos et al. 2019).

A large and growing number of microbial-macroalgal 
studies focus on bacteria (Zulkifly et al. 2012). For instance, 
it has been found that the brown macroalga Ectocarpus sp. 
strain 371 when deprived of associated bacteria were unable 
to survive a salinity change, while this capability could be 
restored by restoring their associated bacteria (Dittami et al. 
2016). Bacteria are also implicated in the morphogenesis of 
the macroalga as evidenced by an abnormal tissue develop-
ment of Ulva mutabilis under axenic conditions, whereas the 
alga completely recovers morphogenesis when cocultured 
with Roseovarius sp. and Maribacter sp. (Alsufyani et al. 
2020).

Although metagenomic research suggests that bacteria 
dominate macroalgal-associated microbial community (de 
Oliveira et al. 2012), other members of the microbial com-
munity are also indispensable components of the holobiont. 
Archaea, as ubiquitously distributed taxa in diverse envi-
ronments, are among important members of macroalgal 
epiphytic communities, but very little is known about their 
diversity and relationships between the macroalgal hosts and 
archaea (van der Loos et al. 2019). In many cases, archaeal 
taxa are often excluded from downstream analysis of mac-
roalgal-associated microbiome due to their low abundance 
and lack of diversity (Bengtsson et al. 2012).

Based on the limited number of studies, most macroal-
gal-associated archaea have been found to belong to Nitros-
osphaeria (previously Thaumarchaeota) and methanogen-
esis Euryarchaeota (Table 1). Trias et al. (2012) evaluated 
ammonium-oxidizing archaea on three macroalgal species 
(Osmundaria volubilis, Phyllophora crispa and Laminaria 
rodriguezii). However, unlike other marine habitats, archaea 
were underrepresented compared with ammonium-oxidiz-
ing bacteria. Illumina sequencing of 16S rRNA genes of 
microbiota associated with Sargassum and Ulva prolifera 
has revealed the presence of several methanogenesis Eur-
yarchaeota assigned to Methanomicrobiaceae, Methanosar-
cinaceae and Methanococcaceae (Hervé et al. 2021; Zhao 
et al. 2022). In addition to Nitrososphaeria and Euryar-
chaeota, a few other archaeal lineages are also found to co-
exist with macroalgae. For instance, Nanoarchaeales (pre-
viously Nanoarchaota) and Woesearchaeales (previously 
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Woesearchaeota) were associated with epilithic mac-
roalgae (Titioatchasai et al. 2023), while Bathyarchaeia, 

Lokiarchaeia and Woesearchaeales were found during a 
green tide of Ulva prolifera (Zhao et al. 2022).

Table 1   Co-occurring archaea with macroalgae and microalgae

Algae specie Co-occurring archaea Sample region References

Macroalgae
Osmundaria volubilis, Phyllophora 

crispa and Laminaria rodriguezii
Nitrososphaeria Shelf of Majorca and Minorca 

Islands
Trias et al. (2012)

Sargassum Methanomicrobiaceae, Methanosar-
cinaceae, Methanococcaceae

Atlantic coasts of Martinique and 
Guadeloupe

Hervé et al. (2021)

Ulva prolifera Marine Group II, Nitrosopumi-
laceae, unclassified Bathyar-
chaeia, Nitrososphaeraceae, 
Methanosarcinales, unclassified 
Thermoplasmata

Coastal Qingdao, China Zhao et al. (2022)

Padina sp., Lobophora variegata, 
Sargassum, Turbinaria, Clad-
ophora and red turf algae

Nanoarchaeales, Woesearchaeales Reef crest at Ko Taen, Mu Ko 
Thale Tai National Park, the Gulf 
of Thailand

Titioatchasai et al. (2023)

Pyropia haitanensis Nitrosopumilaceae Rizhao City and Ningde City, 
China

Wang et al. (2022)

Microalgae
Bathycoccus prasinos Marine Group I, Marine Group II San Pedro Ocean Time-series 

station
Parada and Fuhrman (2017)

Dinophyta, Chlorophyta, Bacillari-
ophyta

Marine Group II Tara Oceans expedition Lima-Mendez et al. (2015)

Phaeocystis, Chaetoceros, Heter-
osigma

Marine Group II San Pedro Ocean Time-series 
station

Needham and Fuhrman (2016)

Diatoms, Pseudo-nitzschia, Chae-
toceros

Marine Group II Offshore of Santa Catalina Island, 
California, USA

Needham et al. (2018)

Micromonas pusilla Marine Group II California Cooperative Fisheries 
Investigations Line 67

Orsi et al. (2015, 2016)

Alexandrium catenella Marine Group II, Methanomicrobi-
ales, Methanocellales, Halobacte-
riaceae, Thermoplasmatales

Salt Pond in the Nauset Marsh 
System on Cape Cod, USA

Zhou et al. (2018)

Phaeocystis antarctica Marine Group I, Marine Group II, 
Marine Group III

Amundsen Sea Kim et al. (2014)

Diatoms, green algae, haptophytes, 
stramenopiles

Marine Group II Pearl River plume and the northern 
South China Sea

Chen et al. (2022)

Phaeocystis, Rhizosolenia, dino-
flagellate

Halobacterium, Thermoplas-
matales, Marine Group I, Marine 
Group II

German Bight Wemheuer et al. (2012)

Bacillariophyta, Chlorophyta, 
Dinophyceae

Marine Group II Pearl River, China Xie et al. (2018)

Chlorella vulgaris Haloarchaea, Methanococcus Outdoor, alkaliphilic raceway pond Bell et al. (2016)
Coleochaete pulvinata Methanosaeta Sharon Lake, Marquette County, 

Wisconsin
Knack et al. (2015)

Chlamydomonas, Chloromonas Nitrososphaeria, Thermoplasmata Mount Adams in Washington, and 
Mount Hood and North Sister in 
Oregon

Hamilton and Havig (2017)

Noctiluca scintillans Methanocellaceae, Methanomicro-
biaceae, Methanocorpusculaceae, 
Nitrosocaldaceae, Nitrosopumi-
laceae, Halobacteriaceae, Cenar-
chaeum

Coastal area of Dongchong in 
Shenzhen, China

Zhou et al. (2020)

Dunaliella salina Halobacterium Saltpans along the south eastern 
coast, Andhra Pradesh, India

Keerthi et al. (2018)
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Microalgae associated archaea

There is increasing evidence to suggest that microscale 
interactions play out within the region immediately sur-
rounding individual microalgal cells, called the phycosphere 
(Seymour et al. 2017). The interactions between microalgae 
and microbes not only strongly affect carbon and nutrient 
cycling, regulate the primary productivity and stability of 
aquatic food webs, and affect ocean–atmosphere fluxes of 
climatically relevant gases (Amin et al. 2015), but also could 
have relevant industrial applications to increase algal bio-
mass yield (Lian et al. 2018). Therefore, an increasing num-
ber of studies have assessed the microbial community asso-
ciated with microalgae in a wide range of environments, the 
vast majority of which focus on bacteria. It has been shown 
from frequent observations that microalgae require bacteria 
for morphology development and growth (Bolch et al. 2011; 
Windler et al. 2014). Bacteria are able to fix nitrogen (Foster 
et al. 2011; Thompson et al. 2012) and synthesize an array of 
molecules, including vitamins (Grant et al. 2014; Xie et al. 
2013), the growth-promoting hormone indole acetic acid 
(IAA) (Amin et al. 2015; Dao et al. 2018) and the sidero-
phore vibrioferrin (Amin et al. 2007; Lupette et al. 2016) for 
microalgae to exchange for dissolved organic matter.

Like macroalgae-associated archaea, archaea co-occur-
ring with microalgae have often been overlooked. By assess-
ing the limited literature, marine group I (MGI, Nitros-
opumilaceae) and marine group II (MGII, Poseidoniales) 
are found to be the most common archaeal group correlated 
with microalgae (Table 1). As the main archaeal taxa dis-
tributed in the global ocean, MGI and MGII account for 
20% of the prokaryotic biomass in marine waters (Karner 
et al. 2001). MGI were generally negatively correlated with 
phytoplankton communities due to competition for ammo-
nium (Liu et al. 2018; Murray et al. 1998), although positive 
correlations between MGI and phytoplankton populations 
have also been recorded in a few studies (Tolar et al. 2013; 
Wells et al. 2006). Observations at the San Pedro Ocean 
Time-series (SPOT) station demonstrated that MGII was 
positively correlated to a green microalga (Bathycoccus 
prasinos) and to another bloom-forming microalga Phae-
ocystis globosa, which potentially indicates that organic 
substrates from phytoplankton promote MGII heterotrophic 
growth (Needham and Fuhrman 2016; Parada and Fuhrman 
2017). Changes in archaeal community composition have 
also been reported in blooms of Phaeocystis antarctica and 
most of the archaeal sequence reads could be classified into 
MGI, MGII and marine group III (MGIII) (Kim et al. 2014). 
Moreover, co-occurrence network analyses from the Tara 
Oceans expedition showed that MGII co-exists with a vari-
ety of phytoplankton including Dinophyta, Chlorophyta and 
Bacillariophyta (Lima-Mendez et al. 2015).

Members of methanogens and Thermoplasmatales are 
among the second most common archaeal group occurring 
with microalgae. For instance, during a spring bloom of the 
dinoflagellate Alexandrium catenella, archaea accounted 
for about 6%–10% of the total prokaryotic community, 
with the most abundant OTUs belonging to methanogens 
(Methanomicrobiaceae, Methanocorpusculaceae, Metha-
noregullaceae, and Methanocellaceae), ammonia-oxidizing 
archaea (AOA) (Nitrosopumilaceae and Nitrosocaldaceae), 
Halobacteriaceae and Thermoplasmatales (Zhou et  al. 
2018). Similarly, Methanogens and/or Thermoplasmatales 
co-existed with Alexandrium catenella, Chlamydomonas sp., 
Chloromonas sp., Chlorella vulgaris and Noctiluca scintil-
lans (Bell et al. 2016; Hamilton and Havig 2017; Zhou et al. 
2018, 2020). In alkaliphilic pond and saltpans, halophilic 
archaea were found to be present with Chlorella vulgaris 
and Dunaliella salina (Bell et al. 2016; Keerthi et al. 2018).

Growth‑promoting archaea

Interactions between algae and archaea are typically 
inferred from bioinformatic and statistical analyses 
(Fig. 1), as experimental evidence is relatively scarce in 
the literature. To date, only one in vitro study has been 
reported on interactions between microalgae and archaea. 
In this study, co-culturing the microalga Dunaliella salina 
with archaeon Halobacterium salinarum was found to 
improve the algae’s capacity for carbon fixation. The 
possible explanation for this is that the dead algal cells 
release byproducts of photosynthetic carbon into the 
surrounding media. The byproducts are further metabo-
lized and remineralized by archaea into a form that is 
readily consumed by the algae. In addition, adding the 
supernatant of D. salina culture into artificial seawater 
supported the growth of H. salinarum (Baliga 2015). 
Beneficial effects are more widespread in algal–bacte-
rial interactions. For example, Samo et al. (2018) found 
enhanced carbon fixation in Phaeodactylum tricornutum 
when this alga was associated with the filamentous bac-
terium of Haliscomenobacter sp. The possible reason for 
this is that the attached bacteria respired the algal carbon 
and relieved microscale CO2 limitation in P. tricornu-
tum while removing O2 from the microenvironment. In 
the meanwhile, P. tricornutum may have benefitted from 
cross feeding of ammonium by bacteria. However, Halis-
comenobacter sp. incorporated more algal derived carbon 
than other attached bacterial cells.

Currently, most studies on the interactions between 
algae and associated archaea are limited to identifying 
correlations. These correlations can serve as a valuable 
starting point for developing hypotheses on functional 
relationships between algae and archaea but more experi-
mental models of algal–archaeal interactions are needed 
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to establish a guide for future research and a better under-
standing of the roles played by archaea in algal–micro-
bial systems. The archaea on the surface of macroalgae 
or associated with bloom-forming phytoplankton (for 
instance, Phaeocystis globose) would be ideal targets to 
start with.

Vitamin B12 provided by archaea

Based on a survey of 326 algal species, vitamin B12 (cobala-
min) has been found to be an essential cofactor required for 
many branches of life, including more than half of microal-
gae (Croft et al. 2005), whereas the biosynthesis of vitamin 
B12 is confined to only a few bacteria and archaea taxa (Fang 
et al. 2017).

 Bacteria (Mesorhizobium loti and Sinorhizobium 
meliloti) are involved in algal symbiosis through cobalamin 

biosynthesis (Grant et al. 2014; Xie et al. 2013). However, 
the involvement of archaea in cobalamin production is poorly 
understood. Doxey et al. (2015) examined genomes and 430 
metagenomes of Nitrososphaeria from a diverse range of 
aquatic environments and demonstrated that all analyzed 
genomes possess cobalamin synthesis genes. This result 
provides evidence that the growth of cobalamin-auxotrophic 
phytoplanktonic communities may depend on cobalamin-
producing microbes such as Nitrososphaeria. Cobalamin-
producing Nitrososphaeria could be an interesting candidate 
for isolation, and cobalamin exchange between algae and 
archaea needs to be validated in laboratory conditions.

Fig. 1   A simplified illustration of interactions between algae and 
archaea. Algae exude dissolved organic carbon (DOC), dissolved 
organic nitrogen (DON) and dissolved organic phosphorus (DOP) 
to archaea. In return, the archaea fix nitrogen and provide dissolved 
inorganic carbon (DIC), dissolved inorganic nitrogen (DIN), dis-

solved inorganic phosphorus (DIP) to support the growth of the 
algae. Archaea can also discharge methane through the metabolism of 
dimethylsulfoniopropionate (DMSP). In addition, the archaea supply 
vitamins as organic cofactors or produce indole acetic acid (IAA) and 
siderophores to make iron bioavailable to promote algal growth



	 Marine Life Science & Technology

Phytohormone

Bacteria regulate algal growth by providing phytohormone 
(Amin et al. 2015; Dao et al. 2018), and archaea have a 
similar potential. In earlier research, archaea were found to 
produce large quantities of plant hormones. Specifically, the 
thermophilic archaeon Sulfolobus acidocaldarius produces 
the plant growth-stimulating hormone IAA at a concentra-
tion one thousand times greater than those found in typical 
plant extracts (White 1987). Recent metagenomic data anal-
ysis also suggests that archaea have the potential to produce 
plant growth-promoting auxin (Taffner et al. 2018). Hagagy 
et al. (2023) further confirmed that halophilic archaea are 
capable of synthesizing IAA. Considering the co-occurring 
history of halophilic archaea and algae (Table 1), it is prob-
able that archaea are able to establish potentially mutualis-
tic relationships with algae through the synthesis of phyto-
hormones. The recognition of these interactions will have 
implications for the exploitation of algae for biotechnologi-
cal applications.

Siderophores

Iron is crucial for photosynthesis and respiration and its low 
solubility and concentration in parts of the ocean often limit 
primary productivity and the growth of bacteria (Amin et al. 
2009). To overcome the limitation of iron, marine hetero-
trophic bacteria produce siderophores that strongly bind to 
iron and increase its solubility (Vraspir and Butler 2009). 
Microalgae do not synthesize siderophores. However, they 
are able to access iron from iron-complexed siderophores 
through involving a reduction step to release bound iron 
from the chelates (Hopkinson and Morel 2009).

Siderophores produced by bacteria have been extensively 
studied, for instance, Marinobacter sp., which lives in close 
association with Scrippsiella trochoidea, has been found to 
produce an unusual lower-affinity dicitrate siderophore that 
enhances iron assimilation by the alga (Amin et al. 2009). By 
comparison, siderophore production by archaea has received 
less attention (Barry and Challis 2009). Shafiee et al. (2019) 
found that the ammonia-oxidizing archaeon Nitrosopumi-
lus maritimus was unable to produce siderophores, while a 
few halophilic archaea were capable of synthesizing sidero-
phore (Dave et al. 2006; Hagagy et al. 2023). Halophilic 
archaea have been found to grow with algae (Table 1) and 
co-operation to scavenge the limiting micronutrient through 
the synthesis of siderophore is essential for the survival of 
both algae and archaea.

Elemental cycles

Carbon cycle

Microalgae and oxygenic phototrophic cyanobacteria are the 
dominant primary producers in aquatic ecosystems, respon-
sible for nearly 50% of global photosynthesis (Field et al. 
1998). Thaumarchaea in the ocean are also known to fix 
inorganic carbon, contributing approximately 1% to the total 
marine primary production (Könneke et al. 2014). These 
primary producers have complex metabolic interactions with 
the surrounding microbial community, which play critical 
roles in regulating the global carbon cycle (Kim et al. 2022). 
Although it is commonly believed that archaea benefit from 
the ready availability of organic carbon sources produced 
by the host alga, field data suggests that they are also able 
to take up organic carbon compounds (Ouverney and Fuhr-
man 2000; Teira et al. 2006) by expression of transporter 
proteins (Bergauer et al. 2018). For instance, MGII and 
MGIII archaea have been suggested to be heterotrophic, 
with a specialization in high-molecular-weight compounds 
(Zhang et al. 2015). More interestingly, most MGII taxa con-
tain archaeal flagella gene operons used to attach to phyto-
plankton cells and crack intact phytoplankton cells to obtain 
organic matter (Lassak et al. 2012; Rinke et al. 2019). In 
addition, the cell density of MGII has been found to increase 
in the presence of alga-derived proteins or whole algal cells 
of Micromonas pusilla (Orsi et al. 2015, 2016), indicating 
the active uptake of organic substrates by archaea and poten-
tial interactions between two species. In hypersaline envi-
ronments, it is suggested that photosynthetically produced 
glycerol leaking from the unicellular green algae Dunaliella 
sp. is the preferred carbon and energy source for the growth 
of halophilic archaea (Oren 1995).

Nitrogen cycle

Marine nitrogen fixers (diazotrophs) play an irreplaceable 
role in marine ecosystems by converting atmospheric N2 gas 
to bioavailable nitrogen in the form of ammonium (Hutchins 
and Capone 2022). Although photoheterotrophic cyanobac-
teria are the most cosmopolitan diazotrophs found in a range 
of marine environments, nifH genes (nitrogenase) of non-
cyanobacterial diazotrophs (NCDs) have also been detected 
(Farnelid et al. 2011). Archaeal methanogens are members 
of NCDs and make a major contribution to nitrogen fixa-
tion in the aphotic zone (Bombar et al. 2016). A survey on 
1175 genomes of methanogenic Euryarchaeota found that 
44 genomes have NifHDKENB genes (Koirala and Brözel 
2021). Ammonium produced from nitrogen fixation is the 
preferred nitrogen source for algal growth because assimila-
tion of ammonia is more energy efficient than other sources 
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of nitrogen (Kong et al. 2021). Archaeal nitrogen fixation 
could thus have a strong impact on marine phytoplankton 
productivity, especially in oligotrophic waters. In addi-
tion, a wide range of studies have shown that heterotrophic 
diazotrophs are stimulated (increases in N2 fixation or nifH 
gene copy numbers) by nutrient or dissolved organic matter 
additions (Dekaezemacker et al. 2013; Loescher et al. 2014; 
Rahav et al. 2013). Hence, there are possible interactions 
between diazotrophic archaea and planktonic microalgae 
through exchange of fixed nitrogen and organic carbon.

Ammonia-oxidizing archaea (AOA), such as Nitros-
opumilus maritimus SCM1, however, are ubiquitously 
distributed in marine and terrestrial environments (Walker 
et al. 2010) and play a significant role in the global nitrogen 
cycle, particularly in combination with anaerobic ammo-
nium oxidation (anammox) and denitrification by bacteria 
(Francis et al. 2007; Pajares and Ramos 2019). AOA pos-
sess the capacity to both fix carbon by using inorganic car-
bon as the sole carbon source and also oxidize ammonia at 
extremely low concentrations (Könneke et al. 2005). Despite 
their high ammonia affinity and economical cell size, Thau-
marchaea are apparently not as competent as phytoplankton 
at ammonia acquisition in some environments (Schleper 
and Nicol 2010; Wan et al. 2018). In addition, fast-growing 
phytoplankton, such as diatoms, that outcompete archaeal 
diazotrophs for other limiting nutrients are generally also 
considered to be poor competitors for acquiring phosphorous 
and iron (Ward et al. 2013). Therefore, competition for nitro-
gen and other nutrients makes interactions between phyto-
plankton, diazotrophic archaea and AOA more complicated.

Phosphorus cycle

Phosphorus is an essential element of all lifeforms to syn-
thesize DNA, RNA, ATP and the phospholipids of cell 
membranes (Ruttenberg 2001). The most abundant form of 
phosphorous in the global ocean exists in the + 5 oxidation 
state (phosphate) (Van Mooy et al. 2015). Phosphate avail-
ability can impact primary production rates in the ocean and 
in recent years it has been recognized that phosphate limita-
tion may be more prevalent than previously thought (Paytan 
and McLaughlin 2007). Phytoplankton can utilize phosphate 
for growth and release a fraction of it as dissolved organic 
phosphorous (DOP). Archaea and bacteria synthesize alka-
line phosphatases (Yadav et al. 2015), which hydrolyze DOP 
back to orthophosphate that can be reused by microalgae 
for further growth. Although algae also contain alkaline 
phosphatases to scavenge DOP under phosphate deficiency 
(Zhang et al. 2022), microbial phosphatases display higher 
efficiencies than those of algae. Indeed, previous studies 
have shown that halophilic archaea such as Halobacterium 
excrete different kinds of organic acids to lower pH and 

solubilize phosphate (Yadav et al. 2015). Halobacterium has 
been found in association with algae, especially under alka-
liphilic conditions (Table 1). Further studies are needed to 
determine whether phosphate solubilizing archaea contribute 
to the growth of algae in phosphate-depleted environments.

Sulfur cycle

Sulfate (SO4
2−) is one of the most prevalent dissolved 

constituents in seawater, with a concentration of around 
28 mmol/L (Andreae 1990). The high concentration of 
SO4

2− in seawater can readily be reduced by phytoplankton 
to synthesize a range of biomolecules. These phytoplankton-
derived sulfur metabolites are released into seawater through 
exudation and cell lysis, which can be rapidly assimilated by 
marine bacteria and archaea as substrates or for the synthesis 
of vitamins, cofactors, signaling compounds and antibiotics 
(Moran and Durham 2019). The sulfur in these organic com-
pounds is subsequently returned to sulfate by bacterial and 
archaeal catabolism, which can be reused by phytoplankton.

The sulfur-rich compound dimethylsulfoniopropion-
ate (DMSP) is the best-studied marine sulfur metabolite. 
DMSP is an osmolyte that is mainly produced by marine 
algae in the photic zone and by bacteria in the aphotic zone 
and sediment (Zheng et al. 2020). Through grazing and/or 
virus-induced lysis, DMSP is released into the environment 
and later catabolized by diverse bacteria and phytoplankton 
via diverse DMSP lyase enzymes to generate the volatile 
dimethylsulfide (DMS). The DMS can then be further con-
verted to dimethylsulphoxide (DMSO) or sulphate aero-
sols by bacteria (Curson et al. 2011, 2017). Methanogenic 
archaea have been shown to metabolize DMSP for the pro-
duction of CH4 (van der Maarel and Hansen 1997). Zin-
dler et al. (2013) measured concentrations of DMSP, DMS, 
DMSO and CH4, as well as various phytoplankton marker 
pigments in the surface ocean from Japan to Australia, and 
found positive correlations between DMSO and DMSP with 
chlorophyll a. In addition, CH4 production was positively 
correlated with DMSP and DMSO along the transect, which 
suggests that archaea feed on algae-derived DMSP for CH4 
production. DMSP-dependent accumulation of CH4 has also 
been detected in the surface oligotrophic ocean as well as in 
phytoplankton blooms (Damm et al. 2010), lending further 
support to the notion that algae and methanogens have close 
associations.

DMS plays a role in cloud formation and potentially cli-
mate regulation (Todd et al. 2007; Zhang et al. 2019). CH4 
is the second-most important greenhouse gas in addition 
to CO2 and accounts for 16–25% of atmospheric warming 
to date (Etminan et al. 2016). Moreover, Rosentreter et al. 
(2021) indicated that aquatic ecosystems contribute nearly 



	 Marine Life Science & Technology

half of total global CH4 emissions. Therefore, it is reason-
able to speculate that algal–archaeal interactions could 
have a profound influence on global environmental change. 
Under global warming and ocean acidification conditions, 
both algal and archaeal communities can undergo major 
perturbations, further affecting DMSP metabolism and 
CH4 production. Consequently, unravelling interactions 
between alga and methanogenic archaea could not only 
help to deepen the understanding of the carbon and sulfur 
cycle but also help to provide better estimates of DMSP 
and CH4 production in oceans in the future.

Application based on knowledge of algal–archaeal 
interactions

Elucidating interactions between algae and archaea will not 
only enrich the understanding of the full range of symbiosis 
on our planet, but also potentially provide a wide range of 
biotechnological and ecological applications (Fig. 2). Poten-
tial applications are described in the sections below.

Living algae as a medium for archaeal isolation

A range of algae-associated archaea (MGII, for instance) 
are highly abundant in their habitats and likely play an 
important role in the biogeochemistry of that environment 
(Zhang et al. 2015). More importantly, currently, there are 
no cultured representatives of these archaeal clades, which 
makes them interesting to culture to better understand their 
functions (Lewis et al. 2021; Sun et al. 2020). Although 
numerous innovative methods, including reverse genomics 
(Cross et al. 2019), Raman-activated cell sorting (Lau et al. 
2008), live-FISH (Batani et al. 2019), iChip (Nichols et al. 
2010), SlipChip (Ma et al. 2014) and nanoporous microscale 
microbial incubators (Ge et al. 2016), have been adopted to 
isolate desired cells, the success remains limited. One reason 
for the failure of these methods could be the inability to pro-
vide suitable media that contains all of the necessary growth 
factors present in natural habitats (Kaeberlein et al. 2002).

Previously, information obtained from quantitative 
and qualitative analyses of photosynthetic metabolites of 
microalga (Chlorella sorokiniana) was used to formu-
late a novel artificial medium for the selective isolation of 

Fig. 2   Potential application 
based on knowledge of algae-
archaea interactions. Growth-
promoting archaea can be used 
to stimulate biomass produc-
tion of algae. Archaea-derived 
enzymes have the potential 
to disrupt algal cells prior to 
biorefinery. Algal–archaeal 
interactions have implications 
to improve the efficiency of 
algal-based wastewater treat-
ment and biogas production. In 
addition, such knowledge can be 
implemented in algal-associated 
archaea isolation and mitigation 
of greenhouse gases emission
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algal-associated bacteria (Watanabe et al. 2008). A small 
number of uncultured archaea are frequently found co-
existing with algae. Exchange of essential growth factors 
between them has occurred to ensure the survival and suc-
cess of both species, which can then be harnessed for the 
isolation and cultivation of novel archaea (Sun et al. 2020). 
Based on these developments, a method for isolating novel 
species using algal-microbial cocultures is proposed (Fig. 3). 
Through screening diverse habitats of archaea (algal bloom 
samples, algae-inhibited alkaliphilic ponds, etc.), the pres-
ence of target archaea for isolation and their possible algal 
symbionts can be determined (Fig. 3A). Then, the algal part-
ner can be purchased (if possible) or manually isolated, and 
antibiotic treatment can be applied to prepare axenic cultures 
of algae. Single cells of microorganisms prepared from serial 
dilution or microfluidic systems can be inoculated into algal 
cells-containing microcompartments to establish cocultures. 
To increase scalability and throughput, microfluidic systems 
are preferred to encapsulate large numbers of single cell in 
droplets in parallel. Droplet containing axenic algal cells can 
be injected into droplets encapsulated with a single prokary-
otic cell to establish cocultures. These droplets are incubated 
in the microfluidic device and can also be used to screen a 
range of different growth conditions (Fig. 3B). In this way, 
prokaryotic microbes rely on algae for essential growth fac-
tors instead of receiving excessive quantities of nutrients typ-
ically provided by classical media. The growth of microbes in 
cocultures can be routinely checked by sensors (optical den-
sity, fluorescence, etc.) or visualized by microscopic observa-
tion. The actively growing candidates can then be subjected 
to PCR with universal archaeal 16S rRNA gene primers and 
sequencing-based screening for taxonomic discrimination 
(Fig. 3C). Isolates of interest can be used for downstream 
characterization and experimentation to investigate their cell 
biology and physiology and to properly understand their eco-
logical roles (Fig. 3D). More importantly, could these novel 
lineages interact with algae and how?

Biotechnological application

Symbiotic archaea to promote the growth of algae

Increasing evidence has confirmed that growing microal-
gae with beneficial bacteria contributes to an increase in 
photosynthetic capacity (Martin et al. 2021), carbon fixa-
tion (Samo et al. 2018), biomass yield and lipid synthesis 
(Berthold et al. 2019; Toyama et al. 2019), production of 
biohydrogen (Lakatos et al. 2014) and production of extracel-
lular polymeric substances (Roux et al. 2021). Likewise, the 
growth-promoting effects of archaea have been verified in 
plants through the synthesis of IAA and siderophores, nitro-
gen fixation (Leigh 2000), phosphorus solubilization (Yadav 

et al. 2015), enhanced ammonia oxidation, nutrient recycling 
and the boosted defense system against pathogens (Song et al. 
2019) to benefit the growth of plants. Undoubtedly, algae-
growth-promoting archaea exist even though little evidence 
has been reported. Co-culturing of archaea and algae has 
great potential to enhance algal growth rates, prevent algal 
pathogens and reduce the production costs. Future research 
can be directed to find more growth-promoting archaea and 
to elucidate the molecular basis of algae-archaea interactions 
for large-scale biotechnological applications (Fig. 2).

Downstream processing of algal biomass

Algal cell walls are comprised of a wide diversity of com-
plex polysaccharides that are highly recalcitrant to cell dis-
ruption. Through complex and numerous interactions with 
the host, algae-associated microbes constitute a large source 
of bioactive compounds and specific polysaccharidases that 
are potentially useful in the downstream processing of algal 

Fig. 3   Schematic illustration of workflows for isolating novel archaea 
for cultivation using living algae as a medium. A Samples of vari-
ous habitats can first be sequenced to identify target organisms of 
high relative abundance and their associated algae. B Microfluidic 
device can be used to generate droplets with single cell of prokary-
otic microbes. Axenic algal cultures are prepared and inoculated into 
droplets to establish large numbers of cocultures. The cocultures 
were incubated and then screened for growth. C Viable cultures are 
sequenced for screening archaeal species of interest. D Cultured iso-
lates can be used for downstream characterization and experimenta-
tion to investigate their physiology
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biomass (Martin et al. 2014). Metagenomic analyses have 
shown that MGII archaea can express chitinase, glycoside 
hydrolase and protease to lyse algal cells for the acquisition 
of organic carbon (Damashek et al. 2021; Martin-Cuadrado 
et al. 2015; Rinke et al. 2019). Additionally, extremophilic 
archaea living in extreme environmental conditions have 
developed enzymes with increased stability at high tem-
peratures, extreme pH, in the presence of organic solvents 
and heavy metals (Cabrera and Blamey 2018). These spe-
cific enzymes are likely to be more efficient in decompos-
ing algal cell walls and hydrolyzing high molecular weight 
compounds. Therefore, direct production or heterogenous 
expression of these enzymes from archaea has the poten-
tial to pretreat algal biomass for down streaming processing 
prior to biorefinery.

Biogas production

Algal biomass represents a promising source for renewable 
biogas production through anaerobic fermentation. However, 
the rigidity of cell walls and the high molecular weight of 
organic compounds pose significant challenges for biogas 
production (McKennedy and Sherlock 2015). To facilitate 
the primary microbial degradation in anaerobic digesters, 
archaea-derived polysaccharidases could be applied to 
degrade complex organic compounds into lower molecular 
weight organic acids. Notably, several archaeal taxa, includ-
ing Methanosarcinales, Methanobacteriales, Methanomicro-
biales and Methanococcales, are known to be involved in 
methane production (Thakur et al. 2022; Wirth et al. 2015). 
Bioaugmentation with the green alga (Haematococcus plu-
vialis) in anaerobic membrane reactors increased biogas 
production by 40% and resulted in a significant change in 
the relative abundance of archaea. The main methanogenesis 
taxa shifted from Methanothermobacter to Methanosaeta 
(Aydin et al. 2023). On the other hand, it is worthy not-
ing that inhibitory compounds in algae have adverse effects 
on archaeal activity and limit methanogenesis. Neverthe-
less, there is currently little information available regard-
ing microbial shifts during the digestion of algal biomass 
(Thakur et al. 2022). Improving our understanding of inter-
actions between algae and archaea may lead to a deeper 
insight of the inhibitory mechanisms and inform manage-
ment strategies aimed at maximizing biomethane potential.

Wastewater treatment

As described above, archaea play a vital role in the global 
nitrogen cycle by performing ammonia oxidation (Francis 
et al. 2007). In the context of wastewater treatment, this 
nitrogen conversion process has recently been suggested, 
in combination with microalgae, as “shortcut nitrogen 
removal” (Wang et al. 2015) and the “Algammox” process 

(Manser et al. 2016; Yang et al. 2022) for the treatment of 
nitrogen-rich wastewaters (Fig. 4A, B). Shortcut nitrogen 
removal proposes a nitrification step (NH4

+ to NO2
−), fueled 

by photosynthetically produced oxygen and a subsequent 
denitrification step converting NO2

− to N2 (Wang et al. 
2015). The denitrification step can occur separately in a dif-
ferent treatment stage or simultaneously with the nitrifica-
tion step. Like the shortcut nitrogen removal process, the 
Algammox system is primarily directed at nitrogen removal 
by conversion of NH4

+ to N2 gas. However, the Algammox 
process utilizes a combination of microalgae, ammonia-oxi-
dizing organisms, and anammox bacteria in a granular form 
(Mukarunyana et al. 2018). Oxygen produced by microalgae 
drives partial nitrification to produce NO2

−, which anammox 
bacteria use in combination with available NH4

+ to produce 
N2 gas (Yang et al. 2022). Although both proposed treatment 
systems are described using microalgal-bacterial consortia, 
the potential role of ammonium oxidizing archaea in this 
nitrogen conversion cannot be understated. Therefore, future 
endeavors should conduct thorough analyses of the micro-
bial community composition and particularly decipher the 
interactions of microalgae and archaea in these wastewater 
treatment systems.

Other technologies based on the symbiosis between 
microalgae and prokaryotes, such as high-rate algal ponds 
(HRAPs) and photogranules, have emerged as promising 
platforms for wastewater treatment. HRAPs and photogran-
ules enable the removal of organic matter and nutrients 
with reduced or eliminated mechanical aeration, while also 
facilitating the capture of CO2 and the production of vari-
ous bioproducts (Ansari et al. 2019; Solimeno et al. 2017). 
The most abundant archaeal taxa found in HRAPs are usu-
ally methanogens (Cantera et al. 2021; Ferro et al. 2020), 
where they contribute to the mineralization of organic mat-
ter by interaction with bacteria and the production of CH4 
(Ferrera and Sánchez 2016). Photogranules are spherical 
aggregates composed of complex phototrophic ecosystems. 
Trebuch et al. (2023a) have shown that photogranules exhibit 
a clear stratification, with filamentous cyanobacteria form-
ing a scaffold for other microorganisms. They have a dense 
shell composed of both phototrophic and non-phototrophic 
organisms, followed by a zone of radially aligned filamen-
tous cyanobacteria and a dense and jumbled center. Coccoid 
eukaryotic algae are also present throughout the photogran-
ule, and glycoconjugates surround the filamentous cyano-
bacteria. However, archaea remain poorly understood in 
photogranules because of their low abundance (Milferstedt 
et al. 2017). For instance, low-abundant sequences belong-
ing to AOA (Nitrosotenuis sp.) and methanogens (Metha-
nofastidiosum, Methanobacterium, etc.) were present in the 
microbial ecosystem of photogranules (Trebuch et al. 2020). 
Further, nitrification and denitrification are commonly 
described in nitrogen removal mechanisms in photogranules 
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(Trebuch et al. 2023a) where AOA could have a profound 
impact. In another example, the biomass generation and 
wastewater treatment performance of photogranules have 
been successfully sustained under nitrogen limitation by 
means of nitrogen fixation of cyanobacteria (Trebuch et al. 
2023b). Further, polyphosphate accumulating bacteria and 
cyanobacteria in photogranules enhanced phosphorus and 
chemical oxygen demand removal in wastewaters with a 
low N:P ratio (Trebuch et al. 2023b, c). Archaea, such as 
Methanosarcina mazei, can not only fix nitrogen but also 
accumulate polyphosphate (Paula et al. 2019). These archaea 
are worthy of further attention in future research because of 
their potential in the efficient functioning of photogranules 
and enhancement of phosphorus removal in wastewaters 
(Fig. 4C).

The structure of the archaeal and algal communities and 
their interactions have significant impacts on algal growth, 
wastewater treatment, and biogas upgrading. Therefore, 
fundamental research on algal–archaeal interactions, per-
formance and metabolisms in wastewater treatment sys-
tems, as well as the environmental parameters that affect the 
growth and cooperation of both communities, is necessary to 
enhance the operation robustness and ensure the long-term 
sustainability of these biotechnologies in real-scale applica-
tions (Cantera et al. 2021).

Conclusion and future prospective

The emergence of multi-omics has significantly expanded 
our knowledge of the phylogenetic and functional diver-
sity of archaea from a variety of habitats. However, the low 
abundance of archaeal cells and the use of universal bacteria 
primers to identify archaea has led to the neglect of archaea 
from algal research, which consequently underestimates 
their significance in algal symbioses. Many fundamental 
questions still remain to be answered, for example, which 
archaeal species interact with algae and what the underlying 
mechanisms are? Are there any algicidal archaea? Addition-
ally, how do they contribute to global biogeochemical cycles 
and global environmental change. To answer these ques-
tions, prior studies indicating positive correlations between 
algae and archaea can guide the targeting and isolation of 
potential algal-associated archaea. Cocultures of algae and 
archaea could be established to test the effects of archaea 
on algal growth. Integration of muti-omics with experimen-
tal work would greatly benefit our understanding of how 
algae-archaea interactions alter gene function, regulation, 
and metabolism. Stressors associated with global environ-
mental change can be introduced to lab-scale systems to test 
the response of algae and their interaction with archaea, and 
how they mediate biogeochemical cycles. However, the main 
remaining challenge is still to translate this knowledge into 
practical applications including large-scale algal cultivation, 
algal-based bioenergy production and wastewater treatment. 

Fig. 4   Algal–bacterial consortia 
are involved in A shortcut nitro-
gen removal, B algammox and 
C photogranules. Archaea could 
play a role in ammonia oxida-
tion, nitrogen fixation and phos-
phate accumulation instead of 
bacteria. AOB and AOA denote 
ammonia-oxidizing bacteria and 
ammonia-oxidizing archaea, 
respectively. For the photogran-
ules (Adapted from Trebuch 
et al. 2023a), the first and forth 
show the whole photogranules; 
the second shows the cross 
section of the photogranule and 
the third shows a photogranule 
cross section obtained by confo-
cal laser scanning microscopy 
(CLSM)
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The recognition of the symbiotic algal–archaeal interaction 
may have significant implications for positive environmental 
impacts and for the exploitation of algae as a future energy 
source and other biotechnological applications.

Acknowledgements  This work was supported by the grants from 
National Natural Science Foundation of China (32061133009, 
3222500, 31970105, 92251306), Guangdong Major Project of Basic 
and Applied Basic Research (2023B0303000017), the Southern 
Marine Science and Engineering Guangdong Laboratory (Zhuhai) 
(SML2023SP218), the Shenzhen Science and Technology Program 
(JCYJ20200109105010363), and Shenzhen University 2035 Program 
for Excellent Research (2022B002).

Author contributions  JL reviewed the literature and wrote the manu-
script under the guidance of ML. DYZ, LT, CHD and ML read and 
corrected the manuscript. All authors approved the final version of 
the manuscript.

Data availability  The data supporting this study are available from the 
corresponding author upon reasonable request.

Declarations 

Conflict of interest  The authors declare there is no conflict of inter-
est. Author Meng Li is one of the Editorial Board Members, but he 
was not involved in the journal’s review of or decision related to this 
manuscript.

Animal and human rights statement  This article does not contain any 
studies with human participants or animals performed by any of the 
authors.

Open Access   This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attri-
bution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adapta-
tion, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long 
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, 
provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes 
were made. The images or other third party material in this article are 
included in the article's Creative Commons licence, unless indicated 
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in 
the article's Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will 
need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a 
copy of this licence, visit http://​creat​iveco​mmons.​org/​licen​ses/​by/4.​0/.

References

Amin SA, Küpper FC, Green DH, Harris WR, Carrano CJ (2007) 
Boron binding by a siderophore isolated from marine bacteria 
associated with the toxic dinoflagellate Gymnodinium catena-
tum. J Am Chem Soc 129:478–479

Amin SA, Green DH, Hart MC, Küpper FC, Sunda WG, Carrano CJ 
(2009) Photolysis of iron–siderophore chelates promotes bacte-
rial–algal mutualism. Proc Natl Acad Sci 106:17071–17076

Amin SA, Parker MS, Armbrust EV (2012) Interactions between dia-
toms and bacteria. Microbiol Mol Biol Rev 76:667–684

Amin SA, Hmelo LR, Van Tol HM, Durham BP, Carlson LT, Heal KR, 
Morales RL, Berthiaume CT, Parker MS, Djunaedi B (2015) 
Interaction and signalling between a cosmopolitan phytoplankton 
and associated bacteria. Nature 522:98–101

Andreae MO (1990) Ocean–atmosphere interactions in the global bio-
geochemical sulfur cycle. Mar Chem 30:1–29

Ansari AA, Abouhend AS, Park C (2019) Effects of seeding density 
on photogranulation and the start-up of the oxygenic photogran-
ule process for aeration-free wastewater treatment. Algal Res 
40:101495

Aydin S, Fakhri H, Tavsanli N (2023) Bioaugmentation of the green 
alga to enhance biogas production in an anaerobic hollow-fiber 
membrane bioreactor. Biofouling 39:349–358

Baliga NS (Seattle, WA, US), Orellana MV (Seattle, WA, US), White-
head K (Seattle, WA, US), Pang LW (Shoreline, WA, US) (2015) 
Methods to increase and harvest desired metabolite production in 
algae. Institute for systems biology. United States

Barry SM, Challis GL (2009) Recent advances in siderophore biosyn-
thesis. Curr Opin Chem Biol 13:205–215

Batani G, Bayer K, Böge J, Hentschel U, Thomas T (2019) Fluores-
cence in situ hybridization (FISH) and cell sorting of living bac-
teria. Sci Rep 9:18618

Bell TAS, Prithiviraj B, Wahlen BD, Fields MW, Peyton BM (2016) 
A lipid-accumulating alga maintains growth in outdoor, alka-
liphilic raceway pond with mixed microbial communities. Front 
Microbiol 6:1480

Bengtsson MM, Sjøtun K, Lanzén A, Øvreås L (2012) Bacterial diver-
sity in relation to secondary production and succession on sur-
faces of the kelp Laminaria hyperborea. ISME J 6:2188–2198

Bergauer K, Fernandez-Guerra A, Garcia JA, Sprenger RR, Stepanaus-
kas R, Pachiadaki MG, Jensen ON, Herndl GJ (2018) Organic 
matter processing by microbial communities throughout the 
Atlantic water column as revealed by metaproteomics. Proc Natl 
Acad Sci 115:E400–E408

Berthold DE, Shetty KG, Jayachandran K, Laughinghouse HD IV, 
Gantar M (2019) Enhancing algal biomass and lipid production 
through bacterial co-culture. Biomass Bioenergy 122:280–289

Bolch CJ, Subramanian TA, Green DH (2011) The toxic dinoflagellate 
Gymnodinium catenatum (Dinophyceae) requires marine bacteria 
for growth. J Phycol 47:1009–1022

Bombar D, Paerl RW, Riemann L (2016) Marine non-cyanobacterial 
diazotrophs: moving beyond molecular detection. Trends Micro-
biol 24:916–927

Cabrera MÁ, Blamey JM (2018) Biotechnological applications of 
archaeal enzymes from extreme environments. Biol Res 51:37

Cantera S, Fischer PQ, Sánchez-Andrea I, Marín D, Sousa DZ, Muñoz 
R (2021) Impact of the algal-bacterial community structure, 
physio-types and biological and environmental interactions on 
the performance of a high rate algal pond treating biogas and 
wastewater. Fuel 302:121148

Chen S, Tao J, Chen Y, Wang W, Fan L, Zhang C (2022) Interactions 
between Marine Group II archaea and phytoplankton revealed 
by population correlations in the northern coast of South China 
Sea. Front Microbiol 12:785532

Clarens AF, Resurreccion EP, White MA, Colosi LM (2010) Environ-
mental life cycle comparison of algae to other bioenergy feed-
stocks. Environ Sci Technol 44:1813–1819

Croft MT, Lawrence AD, Raux-Deery E, Warren MJ, Smith AG (2005) 
Algae acquire vitamin B12 through a symbiotic relationship with 
bacteria. Nature 438:90–93

Cross KL, Campbell JH, Balachandran M, Campbell AG, Cooper CJ, 
Griffen A, Heaton M, Joshi S, Klingeman D, Leys E, Yang Z, 
Parks JM, Podar M (2019) Targeted isolation and cultivation 
of uncultivated bacteria by reverse genomics. Nat Biotechnol 
37:1314–1321

Curson ARJ, Todd JD, Sullivan MJ, Johnston AWB (2011) Catabolism 
of dimethylsulphoniopropionate: microorganisms, enzymes and 
genes. Nat Rev Microbiol 9:849–859

Curson ARJ, Liu J, Bermejo Martínez A, Green RT, Chan Y, Carrión 
O, Williams BT, Zhang S-H, Yang G-P, Bulman Page PC, Zhang 

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Marine Life Science & Technology	

X-H, Todd JD (2017) Dimethylsulfoniopropionate biosynthesis 
in marine bacteria and identification of the key gene in this pro-
cess. Nat Microbiol 2:17009

Damashek J, Okotie-Oyekan AO, Gifford SM, Vorobev A, Moran 
MA, Hollibaugh JT (2021) Transcriptional activity differenti-
ates families of Marine Group II Euryarchaeota in the coastal 
ocean. ISME Commun 1:5

Damm E, Helmke E, Thoms S, Schauer U, Nöthig E, Bakker K, Kiene 
R (2010) Methane production in aerobic oligotrophic surface 
water in the central Arctic Ocean. Biogeosciences 7:1099–1108

Dao G, Wu G, Wang X, Zhang T, Zhan X, Hu H (2018) Enhanced 
microalgae growth through stimulated secretion of indole acetic 
acid by symbiotic bacteria. Algal Res 33:345–351

Dave B, Anshuman K, Hajela P (2006) Siderophores of halophilic 
archaea and their chemical characterization. Indian J Exp Biol 
44:340–344

de Oliveira LS, Gregoracci GB, Silva GGZ, Salgado LT, Filho GA, 
Alves-Ferreira M, Pereira RC, Thompson FL (2012) Tran-
scriptomic analysis of the red seaweed Laurencia dendroidea 
(Florideophyceae, Rhodophyta) and its microbiome. BMC 
Genomics 13:1–13

Dekaezemacker J, Bonnet S, Grosso O, Moutin T, Bressac M, Capone 
DG (2013) Evidence of active dinitrogen fixation in surface 
waters of the eastern tropical South Pacific during El Niño and 
La Niña events and evaluation of its potential nutrient controls. 
Global Biogeochem Cycles 27:768–779

DeLong EF (1992) Archaea in coastal marine environments. Proc Natl 
Acad Sci 89:5685–5689

Dittami SM, Duboscq-Bidot L, Perennou M, Gobet A, Corre E, Boyen 
C, Tonon T (2016) Host–microbe interactions as a driver of 
acclimation to salinity gradients in brown algal cultures. ISME 
J 10:51–63

Doxey AC, Kurtz DA, Lynch MDJ, Sauder LA, Neufeld JD (2015) 
Aquatic metagenomes implicate Thaumarchaeota in global 
cobalamin production. ISME J 9:461–471

Etminan M, Myhre G, Highwood E, Shine K (2016) Radiative forc-
ing of carbon dioxide, methane, and nitrous oxide: a significant 
revision of the methane radiative forcing. Geophys Res Lett 
43:12614–12623

Falkowski PG, Fenchel T, Delong EF (2008) The microbial engines 
that drive earth’s biogeochemical cycles. Science 320:1034–1039

Farnelid H, Andersson AF, Bertilsson S, Al-Soud WA, Hansen LH, 
Sørensen S, Steward GF, Hagström Å, Riemann L (2011) Nitro-
genase gene amplicons from global marine surface waters are 
dominated by genes of non-cyanobacteria. PLoS ONE 6:e19223

Ferrera I, Sánchez O (2016) Insights into microbial diversity in waste-
water treatment systems: how far have we come? Biotechnol Adv 
34:790–802

Ferro L, Hu YOO, Gentili FG, Andersson AF, Funk C (2020) DNA 
metabarcoding reveals microbial community dynamics in a 
microalgae-based municipal wastewater treatment open photo-
bioreactor. Algal Res 51:102043

Field CB, Behrenfeld MJ, Randerson JT, Falkowski P (1998) Primary 
production of the biosphere: integrating terrestrial and oceanic 
components. Science 281:237–240

Foster RA, Kuypers MM, Vagner T, Paerl RW, Musat N, Zehr JP 
(2011) Nitrogen fixation and transfer in open ocean diatom–
cyanobacterial symbioses. ISME J 5:1484–1493

Francis CA, Beman JM, Kuypers MMM (2007) New processes and 
players in the nitrogen cycle: the microbial ecology of anaerobic 
and archaeal ammonia oxidation. ISME J 1:19–27

Fuhrman JA, McCallum K, Davis AA (1992) Novel major archaebacte-
rial group from marine plankton. Nature 356:148–149

Ge Z, Girguis PR, Buie CR (2016) Nanoporous microscale microbial 
incubators. Lab Chip 16:480–488

Grant MA, Kazamia E, Cicuta P, Smith AG (2014) Direct exchange of 
vitamin B12 is demonstrated by modelling the growth dynamics 
of algal-bacterial cocultures. ISME J 8:1418–1427

Hagagy N, Abdel-Mawgoud M, Akhtar N, Selim S, AbdElgawad H 
(2023) The new isolated Archaea strain improved grain yield, 
metabolism and quality of wheat plants under co stress condi-
tions. J Plant Physiol 280:153876

Hamilton TL, Havig J (2017) Primary productivity of snow algae com-
munities on stratovolcanoes of the Pacific Northwest. Geobiol-
ogy 15:280–295

Hatton AD, Shenoy DM, Hart MC, Mogg A, Green DH (2012) Metab-
olism of DMSP, DMS and DMSO by the cultivable bacterial 
community associated with the DMSP-producing dinoflagellate 
Scrippsiella trochoidea. Biogeochemistry 110:131–146

Hervé V, Lambourdière J, René-Trouillefou M, Devault DA, Lopez PJ 
(2021) Sargassum differentially shapes the microbiota composi-
tion and diversity at coastal tide sites and inland storage sites on 
caribbean islands. Front Microbiol 12:701155

Hopkinson BM, Morel FMM (2009) The role of siderophores in iron 
acquisition by photosynthetic marine microorganisms. Biomet-
als 22:659–669

Hutchins DA, Capone DG (2022) The marine nitrogen cycle: new 
developments and global change. Nat Rev Microbiol 20:401–414

Kaeberlein T, Lewis K, Epstein SS (2002) Isolating “uncultivable” 
microorganisms in pure culture in a simulated natural environ-
ment. Science 296:1127–1129

Karner MB, DeLong EF, Karl DM (2001) Archaeal dominance in the 
mesopelagic zone of the Pacific Ocean. Nature 409:507

Keerthi S, Koduru UD, Nittala SS, Parine NR (2018) The hetero-
trophic eubacterial and archaeal co-inhabitants of the halophilic 
Dunaliella salina in solar salterns fed by Bay of Bengal along 
south eastern coast of India. Saudi J Biol Sci 25:1411–1419

Kim J-G, Park S-J, Quan Z-X, Jung M-Y, Cha I-T, Kim S-J, Kim 
K-H, Yang E-J, Kim Y-N, Lee S-H, Rhee S-K (2014) Unveiling 
abundance and distribution of planktonic bacteria and archaea 
in a polynya in Amundsen Sea, Antarctica. Environ Microbiol 
16:1566–1578

Kim H, Kimbrel JA, Vaiana CA, Wollard JR, Mayali X, Buie CR 
(2022) Bacterial response to spatial gradients of algal-derived 
nutrients in a porous microplate. ISME J 16:1036–1045

Knack J, Wilcox L, Delaux P-M, Ané J-M, Piotrowski M, Cook M, 
Graham J, Graham L (2015) Microbiomes of streptophyte algae 
and bryophytes suggest that a functional suite of microbiota fos-
tered plant colonization of land. Int J Plant Sci 176:405–420

Koirala A, Brözel VS (2021) Phylogeny of nitrogenase structural and 
assembly components reveals new insights into the origin and 
distribution of nitrogen fixation across bacteria and archaea. 
Microorganisms 9:1662

Kong W, Kong J, Ma J, Lyu H, Feng S, Wang Z, Yuan P, Shen B (2021) 
Chlorella vulgaris cultivation in simulated wastewater for the 
biomass production, nutrients removal and CO2 fixation simul-
taneously. J Environ Manag 284:112070

Könneke M, Bernhard AE, José R, Walker CB, Waterbury JB, Stahl 
DA (2005) Isolation of an autotrophic ammonia-oxidizing marine 
archaeon. Nature 437:543

Könneke M, Schubert DM, Brown PC, Hügler M, Standfest S, Schwan-
der T, von Borzyskowski LS, Erb TJ, Stahl DA, Berg IA (2014) 
Ammonia-oxidizing archaea use the most energy-efficient aero-
bic pathway for CO2 fixation. Proc Natl Acad Sci 111:8239–8244

Lakatos G, Deák Z, Vass I, Rétfalvi T, Rozgonyi S, Rákhely G, Ördög 
V, Kondorosi É, Maróti G (2014) Bacterial symbionts enhance 
photo-fermentative hydrogen evolution of Chlamydomonas 
algae. Green Chem 16:4716–4727



	 Marine Life Science & Technology

Lassak K, Ghosh A, Albers S-V (2012) Diversity, assembly and regula-
tion of archaeal type IV pili-like and non-type-IV pili-like sur-
face structures. Res Microbiol 163:630–644

Lau AY, Lee LP, Chan JW (2008) An integrated optofluidic platform 
for Raman-activated cell sorting. Lab Chip 8:1116–1120

Leigh JA (2000) Nitrogen fixation in methanogens: the archaeal per-
spective. Curr Issues Mol Biol 2:125–131

Lewis WH, Tahon G, Geesink P, Sousa DZ, Ettema TJG (2021) Inno-
vations to culturing the uncultured microbial majority. Nat Rev 
Microbiol 19:225–240

Lian J, Wijffels RH, Smidt H, Sipkema D (2018) The effect of the 
algal microbiome on industrial production of microalgae. Microb 
Biotechnol 11:806–818

Lima-Mendez G, Faust K, Henry N, Decelle J, Colin S, Carcillo F, 
Chaffron S, Ignacio-Espinosa JC, Roux S, Vincent F (2015) 
Determinants of community structure in the global plankton 
interactome. Science 348:1262073

Liu Q, Tolar BB, Ross MJ, Cheek JB, Sweeney CM, Wallsgrove NJ, 
Popp BN, Hollibaugh JT (2018) Light and temperature control 
the seasonal distribution of thaumarchaeota in the South Atlantic 
bight. ISME J 12:1473–1485

Loescher CR, Großkopf T, Desai FD, Gill D, Schunck H, Croot PL, 
Schlosser C, Neulinger SC, Pinnow N, Lavik G, Kuypers MMM, 
LaRoche J, Schmitz RA (2014) Facets of diazotrophy in the oxy-
gen minimum zone waters off Peru. ISME J 8:2180–2192

Lupette J, Lami R, Krasovec M, Grimsley N, Moreau H, Piganeau G, 
Sanchez-Ferandin S (2016) Marinobacter dominates the bacterial 
community of the Ostreococcus tauri phycosphere in culture. 
Front Microbiol 7:1414

Ma L, Datta SS, Karymov MA, Pan Q, Begolo S, Ismagilov RF (2014) 
Individually addressable arrays of replica microbial cultures ena-
bled by splitting SlipChips. Integr Biol 6:796–805

Manser ND, Wang M, Ergas SJ, Mihelcic JR, Mulder A, van de 
Vossenberg J, van Lier JB, van der Steen P (2016) Biological 
nitrogen removal in a photosequencing batch reactor with an 
algal-nitrifying bacterial consortium and anammox granules. 
Environ Sci Technol Lett 3:175–179

Martin M, Portetelle D, Michel G, Vandenbol M (2014) Microor-
ganisms living on macroalgae: diversity, interactions, and 
biotechnological applications. Appl Microbiol Biotechnol 
98:2917–2935

Martin N, Bernat T, Dinasquet J, Stofko A, Damon A, Deheyn DD, 
Azam F, Smith JE, Davey MP, Smith AG, Vignolini S, Wang-
praseurt D (2021) Synthetic algal-bacteria consortia for space-
efficient microalgal growth in a simple hydrogel system. J Appl 
Phycol 33:2805–2815

Martin-Cuadrado A-B, Garcia-Heredia I, Moltó AG, López-Úbeda 
R, Kimes N, López-García P, Moreira D, Rodriguez-Valera 
F (2015) A new class of marine Euryarchaeota group II 
from the mediterranean deep chlorophyll maximum. ISME J 
9:1619–1634

McKennedy J, Sherlock O (2015) Anaerobic digestion of marine mac-
roalgae: a review. Renew Sustain Energy Rev 52:1781–1790

Milferstedt K, Kuo-Dahab WC, Butler CS, Hamelin J, Abouhend AS, 
Stauch-White K, McNair A, Watt C, Carbajal-González BI, 
Dolan S, Park C (2017) The importance of filamentous cyano-
bacteria in the development of oxygenic photogranules. Sci Rep 
7:17944

Moran MA, Durham BP (2019) Sulfur metabolites in the pelagic ocean. 
Nat Rev Microbiol 17:665–678

Mukarunyana B, van de Vossenberg J, van Lier JB, van der Steen P 
(2018) Photo-oxygenation for nitritation and the effect of dis-
solved oxygen concentrations on anaerobic ammonium oxidation. 
Sci Total Environ 634:868–874

Murray AE, Preston CM, Massana R, Taylor LT, Blakis A, Wu K, 
DeLong EF (1998) Seasonal and spatial variability of bacterial 

and archaeal assemblages in the coastal waters near Anvers 
Island, Antarctica. Appl Environ Microbiol 64:2585–2595

Needham DM, Fuhrman JA (2016) Pronounced daily succession of 
phytoplankton, archaea and bacteria following a spring bloom. 
Nat Microbiol 1:1–7

Needham DM, Fichot EB, Wang E, Berdjeb L, Cram JA, Fichot CG, 
Fuhrman JA (2018) Dynamics and interactions of highly resolved 
marine plankton via automated high-frequency sampling. ISME 
J 12:2417–2432

Nichols D, Cahoon N, Trakhtenberg EM, Pham L, Mehta A, Belanger 
A, Kanigan T, Lewis K, Epstein SS (2010) Use of ichip for high-
throughput in situ cultivation of uncultivable microbial species. 
Appl Environ Microbiol 76:2445–2450

Offre P, Spang A, Schleper C (2013) Archaea in biogeochemical cycles. 
Annu Rev Microbiol 67:437–457

Olson JB, Kellogg CA (2010) Microbial ecology of corals, sponges, 
and algae in mesophotic coral environments. FEMS Microbiol 
Ecol 73:17–30

Oren A (1995) The role of glycerol in the nutrition of halophilic 
archaeal communities: a study of respiratory electron transport. 
FEMS Microbiol Ecol 16:281–289

Orsi WD, Smith JM, Wilcox HM, Swalwell JE, Carini P, Worden 
AZ, Santoro AE (2015) Ecophysiology of uncultivated marine 
euryarchaea is linked to particulate organic matter. ISME J 
9:1747–1763

Orsi WD, Smith JM, Liu S, Liu Z, Sakamoto CM, Wilken S, Poirier 
C, Richards TA, Keeling PJ, Worden AZ (2016) Diverse, uncul-
tivated bacteria and archaea underlying the cycling of dissolved 
protein in the ocean. ISME J 10:2158–2173

Ouverney CC, Fuhrman JA (2000) Marine planktonic archaea take up 
amino acids. Appl Environ Microbiol 66:4829–4833

Pajares S, Ramos R (2019) Processes and microorganisms involved 
in the marine nitrogen cycle: knowledge and gaps. Front Mar 
Sci 6:739

Parada AE, Fuhrman JA (2017) Marine archaeal dynamics and interac-
tions with the microbial community over 5 years from surface to 
seafloor. ISME J 11:2510

Paula FS, Chin JP, Schnürer A, Müller B, Manesiotis P, Waters N, 
Macintosh KA, Quinn JP, Connolly J, Abram F, McGrath JW, 
O’Flaherty V (2019) The potential for polyphosphate metabolism 
in archaea and anaerobic polyphosphate formation in Methano-
sarcina mazei. Sci Rep 9:17101

Paytan A, McLaughlin K (2007) The oceanic phosphorus cycle. Chem 
Rev 107:563–576

Rahav E, Bar-Zeev E, Ohayion S, Elifantz H, Belkin N, Herut B, Mul-
holland M, Berman-Frank I (2013) Dinitrogen fixation in aphotic 
oxygenated marine environments. Front Microbiol. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​3389/​fmicb.​2013.​00227

Rinke C, Rubino F, Messer LF, Youssef N, Parks DH, Chuvochina 
M, Brown M, Jeffries T, Tyson GW, Seymour JR, Hugenholtz P 
(2019) A phylogenomic and ecological analysis of the globally 
abundant Marine Group II archaea (Ca. Poseidoniales ord. nov.). 
ISME J 13:663–675

Rosentreter JA, Borges AV, Deemer BR, Holgerson MA, Liu S, Song 
C, Melack J, Raymond PA, Duarte CM, Allen GH, Olefeldt D, 
Poulter B, Battin TI, Eyre BD (2021) Half of global methane 
emissions come from highly variable aquatic ecosystem sources. 
Nat Geosci 14:225–230

Roux P, Siano R, Collin K, Bilien G, Sinquin C, Marchand L, Zykwin-
ska A, Delbarre-Ladrat C, Schapira M (2021) Bacteria enhance 
the production of extracellular polymeric substances by the green 
dinoflagellate Lepidodinium chlorophorum. Sci Rep 11:4795

Ruttenberg K (2001) Phosphorus cycle. Encycl Ocean Sci 4:2149–2162
Samo TJ, Kimbrel JA, Nilson DJ, Pett-Ridge J, Weber PK, Mayali 

X (2018) Attachment between heterotrophic bacteria and 

https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2013.00227
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2013.00227


Marine Life Science & Technology	

microalgae influences symbiotic microscale interactions. Environ 
Microbiol 20:4385–4400

Schleper C, Nicol GW (2010) Ammonia-oxidising archaea—physi-
ology, ecology and evolution. In: Poole RK (ed) Advances in 
microbial physiology. Academic Press, pp 1–41

Schönknecht G, Chen W-H, Ternes CM, Barbier GG, Shrestha RP, 
Stanke M, Bräutigam A, Baker BJ, Banfield JF, Garavito RM, 
Carr K, Wilkerson C, Rensing SA, Gagneul D, Dickenson NE, 
Oesterhelt C, Lercher MJ, Weber APM (2013) Gene transfer 
from bacteria and archaea facilitated evolution of an extremo-
philic eukaryote. Science 339:1207–1210

Seyedsayamdost MR, Case RJ, Kolter R, Clardy J (2011) The Jekyll-
and-Hyde chemistry of Phaeobacter gallaeciensis. Nat Chem 
3:331–335

Seymour JR, Amin SA, Raina JB, Stocker R (2017) Zooming in on the 
phycosphere: the ecological interface for phytoplankton–bacteria 
relationships. Nat Microbiol 2:17065

Shafiee RT, Snow JT, Zhang Q, Rickaby REM (2019) Iron require-
ments and uptake strategies of the globally abundant marine 
ammonia-oxidising archaeon, Nitrosopumilus maritimus SCM1. 
ISME J 13:2295–2305

Smetacek V, Cloern JE (2008) On phytoplankton trends. Science 
319:1346–1348

Solimeno A, Parker L, Lundquist T, García J (2017) Integral microal-
gae-bacteria model (BIO_ALGAE): application to wastewater 
high rate algal ponds. Sci Total Environ 601–602:646–657

Song GC, Im H, Jung J, Lee S, Jung MY, Rhee SK, Ryu CM (2019) 
Plant growth-promoting archaea trigger induced systemic resist-
ance in Arabidopsis thaliana against Pectobacterium carotovo-
rum and Pseudomonas syringae. Environ Microbiol 21:940–948

Sun Y, Liu Y, Pan J, Wang F, Li M (2020) Perspectives on cultivation 
strategies of archaea. Microb Ecol 79:770–784

Taffner J, Erlacher A, Bragina A, Berg C, Moissl-Eichinger C, Berg G 
(2018) What is the role of archaea in plants? New insights from 
the vegetation of Alpine bogs. mSphere 3:e00122-18

Teira E, Van Aken H, Veth C, Herndl GJ (2006) Archaeal uptake of 
enantiomeric amino acids in the meso-and bathypelagic waters 
of the North Atlantic. Limnol Oceanogr 51:60–69

Thakur N, Salama ES, Sharma M, Sharma P, Sharma D, Li X (2022) 
Efficient utilization and management of seaweed biomass for 
biogas production. Mater Today Sustain 18:100120

Thompson AW, Foster RA, Krupke A, Carter BJ, Musat N, Vaulot D, 
Kuypers MM, Zehr JP (2012) Unicellular cyanobacterium symbi-
otic with a single-celled eukaryotic alga. Science 337:1546–1550

Titioatchasai J, Surachat K, Kim JH, Mayakun J (2023) Diversity of 
microbial communities associated with epilithic macroalgae in 
different coral reef conditions and damselfish territories of the 
Gulf of Thailand. J Mar Sci Eng 11:514

Todd JD, Rogers R, Li YG, Wexler M, Bond PL, Sun L, Curson AR, 
Malin G, Steinke M, Johnston AW (2007) Structural and regula-
tory genes required to make the gas dimethyl sulfide in bacteria. 
Science 315:666–669

Tolar B, King G, Hollibaugh J (2013) An analysis of Thaumarchaeota 
populations from the Northern Gulf of Mexico. Front Microbiol 
4:72

Toyama T, Hanaoka T, Yamada K, Suzuki K, Tanaka Y, Morikawa 
M, Mori K (2019) Enhanced production of biomass and lipids 
by Euglena gracilis via co-culturing with a microalga growth-
promoting bacterium, Emticicia sp. EG3. Biotechnol Biofuels 
12:205

Trebuch LM, Oyserman BO, Janssen M, Wijffels RH, Vet LEM, Fer-
nandes TV (2020) Impact of hydraulic retention time on com-
munity assembly and function of photogranules for wastewater 
treatment. Water Res 173:115506

Trebuch LM, Bourceau OM, Vaessen SMF, Neu TR, Janssen M, de 
Beer D, Vet LEM, Wijffels RH, Fernandes TV (2023a) High 

resolution functional analysis and community structure of pho-
togranules. ISME J 17:870–879

Trebuch LM, Schoofs K, Vaessen SMF, Neu TR, Janssen M, Wijf-
fels RH, Vet LEM, Fernandes TV (2023b) N2-fixation can sus-
tain wastewater treatment performance of photogranules under 
nitrogen-limiting conditions. Biotechnol Bioeng 120:1303–1315

Trebuch LM, Sohier J, Altenburg S, Oyserman BO, Pronk M, Jans-
sen M, Vet LEM, Wijffels RH, Fernandes TV (2023c) Enhanc-
ing phosphorus removal of photogranules by incorporating 
polyphosphate accumulating organisms. Water Res 235:119748

Trias R, García-Lledó A, Sánchez N, López-Jurado JL, Hallin S, 
Bañeras L (2012) Abundance and composition of epiphytic bac-
terial and archaeal ammonia oxidizers of marine red and brown 
macroalgae. Appl Environ Microbiol 78:318–325

van der Maarel MJ, Hansen TA (1997) Dimethylsulfoniopropionate 
in anoxic intertidal sediments: a precursor of methanogenesis 
via dimethyl sulfide, methanethiol, and methiolpropionate. Mar 
Geol 137:5–12

van der Loos LM, Eriksson BK, Falcão Salles J (2019) The macroalgal 
holobiont in a changing sea. Trends Microbiol 27:635–650

Van Mooy BAS, Krupke A, Dyhrman ST, Fredricks HF, Frischkorn 
KR, Ossolinski JE, Repeta DJ, Rouco M, Seewald JD, Sylva 
SP (2015) Major role of planktonic phosphate reduction in the 
marine phosphorus redox cycle. Science 348:783–785

Vraspir JM, Butler A (2009) Chemistry of marine ligands and sidero-
phores. Annu Rev Mar Sci 1:43–63

Walker C, De La Torre J, Klotz M, Urakawa H, Pinel N, Arp D, Bro-
chier-Armanet C, Chain P, Chan P, Gollabgir A (2010) Nitros-
opumilus maritimus genome reveals unique mechanisms for 
nitrification and autotrophy in globally distributed marine cre-
narchaea. Proc Natl Acad Sci 107:8818–8823

Wan XS, Sheng H, Dai M, Zhang Y, Shi D, Trull TW, Zhu Y, Lomas 
MW, Kao S-J (2018) Ambient nitrate switches the ammonium 
consumption pathway in the euphotic ocean. Nat Commun 9:915

Wang M, Yang H, Ergas SJ, van der Steen P (2015) A novel shortcut 
nitrogen removal process using an algal-bacterial consortium in 
a photo-sequencing batch reactor (PSBR). Water Res 87:38–48

Wang J, Tang X, Mo Z, Mao Y (2022) Metagenome-assembled 
genomes from Pyropia haitanensis microbiome provide insights 
into the potential metabolic functions to the seaweed. Front 
Microbiol 13:857901

Ward BA, Dutkiewicz S, Moore CM, Follows MJ (2013) Iron, phos-
phorus, and nitrogen supply ratios define the biogeography of 
nitrogen fixation. Limnol Oceanogr 58:2059–2075

Watanabe K, Imase M, Aoyagi H, Ohmura N, Saiki H, Tanaka H (2008) 
Development of a novel artificial medium based on utilization 
of algal photosynthetic metabolites by symbiotic heterotrophs. J 
Appl Microbiol 105:741–751

Wells LE, Cordray M, Bowerman S, Miller LA, Vincent WF, Deming 
JW (2006) Archaea in particle-rich waters of the Beaufort Shelf 
and Franklin Bay, Canadian Arctic: clues to an allochthonous 
origin? Limnol Oceanogr 51:47–59

Wemheuer B, Wemheuer F, Daniel R (2012) RNA-based assessment 
of diversity and composition of active archaeal communities in 
the German Bight. Archaea 2012:695826

White RH (1987) Indole-3-acetic acid and 2-(indol-3-ylmethyl)indol-
3-yl acetic acid in the thermophilic archaebacterium Sulfolobus 
acidocaldarius. J Bacteriol 169:5859–5860

Wijffels RH, Barbosa MJ (2010) An outlook on microalgal biofuels. 
Science 329:796–799

Windler M, Bova D, Kryvenda A, Straile D, Gruber A, Kroth PG 
(2014) Influence of bacteria on cell size development and mor-
phology of cultivated diatoms. Phycol Res 62:269–281

Wirth R, Lakatos G, Maróti G, Bagi Z, Minárovics J, Nagy K, 
Kondorosi É, Rákhely G, Kovács KL (2015) Exploitation of 



	 Marine Life Science & Technology

algal-bacterial associations in a two-stage biohydrogen and 
biogas generation process. Biotechnol Biofuels 8:59

Woese CR, Magrum LJ, Fox GE (1978) Archaebacteria. J Mol Evol 
11:245–252

Xie B, Bishop S, Stessman D, Wright D, Spalding MH, Halver-
son LJ (2013) Chlamydomonas reinhardtii thermal tolerance 
enhancement mediated by a mutualistic interaction with vitamin 
B12-producing bacteria. ISME J 7:1544–1555

Xie W, Luo H, Murugapiran SK, Dodsworth JA, Chen S, Sun Y, Hed-
lund BP, Wang P, Fang H, Deng M, Zhang CL (2018) Localized 
high abundance of Marine Group II archaea in the subtropical 
Pearl River Estuary: implications for their niche adaptation. 
Environ Microbiol 20:734–754

Yadav AN, Sharma D, Gulati S, Singh S, Dey R, Pal KK, Kaushik 
R, Saxena AK (2015) Haloarchaea endowed with phosphorus 
solubilization attribute implicated in phosphorus cycle. Sci Rep 
5:12293

Yang M, Xie K, Ma C, Yu S, Ma J, Yu Z, Chen X, Gong Z (2022) 
Achieving partial nitrification-anammox process dependent on 
microalgal-bacterial consortia in a photosequencing batch reac-
tor. Front Bioeng Biotechnol 10:851800

Yoon HS, Hackett JD, Ciniglia C, Pinto G, Bhattacharya D (2004) A 
molecular timeline for the origin of photosynthetic eukaryotes. 
Mol Biol Evol 21:809–818

Zhang CL, Xie W, Martin-Cuadrado A-B, Rodriguez-Valera F (2015) 
Marine Group II Archaea, potentially important players in the 
global ocean carbon cycle. Front Microbiol 6:1108

Zhang X, Liu J, Liu J, Yang G, Xue C, Curson ARJ, Todd JD 
(2019) Biogenic production of DMSP and its degradation to 

DMS—their roles in the global sulfur cycle. Sci China Life Sci 
62:1296–1319

Zhang K, Li J, Wang J, Lin X, Li L, You Y, Wu X, Zhou Z, Lin S 
(2022) Functional differentiation and complementation of alka-
line phosphatases and choreography of DOP scavenging in a 
marine diatom. Mol Ecol 31:3389–3399

Zhao G, He H, Wang H, Liang Y, Guo C, Shao H, Jiang Y, Wang M 
(2022) Variations in marine bacterial and archaeal communities 
during an Ulva prolifera green tide in coastal Qingdao areas. 
Microorganisms 10:1204

Zheng Y, Wang J, Zhou S, Zhang Y, Liu J, Xue C, Williams BT, Zhao 
X, Zhao L, Zhu X, Sun C, Zhang H, Xiao T, Yang G, Todd JD, 
Zhang X (2020) Bacteria are important dimethylsulfoniopropion-
ate producers in marine aphotic and high-pressure environments. 
Nat Commun 11:4658

Zhou J, Richlen ML, Sehein TR, Kulis DM, Anderson DM, Cai Z 
(2018) Microbial community structure and associations during 
a marine dinoflagellate bloom. Front Microbiol 9:1201

Zhou J, Lao Y, Song J, Jin H, Zhu J, Cai Z (2020) Temporal heteroge-
neity of microbial communities and metabolic activities during 
a natural algal bloom. Water Res 183:116020

Zindler C, Bracher A, Marandino CA, Taylor B, Torrecilla E, Kock 
A, Bange HW (2013) Sulphur compounds, methane, and phyto-
plankton: interactions along a north–south transit in the western 
Pacific Ocean. Biogeosciences 10:3297–3311

Zulkifly S, Hanshew A, Young EB, Lee P, Graham ME, Graham ME, 
Piotrowski M, Graham LE (2012) The epiphytic microbiota of 
the globally widespread macroalga Cladophora glomerata (Chlo-
rophyta, Cladophorales). Am J Bot 99:1541–1552


	Exploring the interactions between algae and archaea
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Co-occurring archaea with algae
	Macroalgae associated archaea
	Microalgae associated archaea
	Growth-promoting archaea
	Vitamin B12 provided by archaea
	Phytohormone
	Siderophores

	Elemental cycles
	Carbon cycle
	Nitrogen cycle
	Phosphorus cycle
	Sulfur cycle
	Application based on knowledge of algal–archaeal interactions
	Living algae as a medium for archaeal isolation

	Biotechnological application
	Symbiotic archaea to promote the growth of algae
	Downstream processing of algal biomass
	Biogas production
	Wastewater treatment

	Conclusion and future prospective
	Acknowledgements 
	References


