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Abstract
The impact of the occurrence of the non-indigenous species (NIS) Acartia tonsa, Oithona davisae, and Pseudodiaptomus 
marinus and of the range-expanding copepods Acartia bifilosa and Calanipeda aquaedulcis on the structure and diversity 
of zooplankton communities was analyzed using 18 years (1998–2015) time series from the contrasting estuaries of Bilbao 
and Urdaibai (Basque coast, Bay of Biscay). Changes in the structure of communities were assessed by using multivariate 
analyses of taxa abundances and changes in diversity by using descriptors of alpha, beta, and gamma diversity. The most 
evident changes occurred at the upper reaches of the estuary of Bilbao, where an abundant and less diverse brackish com-
munity, dominated by the NIS, A. tonsa and O. davisae, succeeded a low abundance and more diverse community of neritic 
origin. The later establishment of C. aquaedulcis was linked to further changes in the structure of the community and a 
progressive increase in diversity. The seasonal pattern of diversity at the inner estuary and the beta diversity in the estuary 
were also significantly affected by the arrival of the NIS and C. aquaedulcis. In contrast, the original low diversity brack-
ish community of the estuary of Urdaibai, clearly dominated by A. bifilosa, was far less affected by the arrival of the same 
copepod NIS, and A. bifilosa remained as the species best related to the changes in zooplankton structure and diversity in 
the brackish habitats of the estuary.

Keywords Diversity · Community structure · Non-indigenous species · Acartia tonsa · Oithona davisae · Calanipeda 
aquaedulcis

Introduction

Globalization and increasing trade have fostered the intro-
duction and establishment of non-indigenous species (NIS) 
beyond their natural distributional range in all ecosystems, 
and as a consequence, there is growing concern about the 
potential impacts at several levels (Thomaz et al. 2015). 

This phenomenon is one of the most important ecologi-
cal disturbances (Mollot et al. 2017), and warnings about 
the serious threats posed by NIS that become invasive to 
biodiversity (Vitousek et al. 1997; Strayer 2012; Simberloff 
and Vitule 2014) have been given. Although more studies 
have been carried out in terrestrial habitats than in aquatic 
ones (Jeschke et al. 2012; Lowry et al. 2012), the impact of 
human activities, in general, and of invasions, in particular, 
are likely greater in aquatic ecosystems than in terrestrial 
ecosystems (Thomaz et al. 2015). This is more evident in 
estuaries and connected habitats where human impact has 
caused a decrease of > 90% of formerly important species, 
destroyed > 65% of the main habitats, degraded water qual-
ity, and increased species invasions (Lotze et al. 2006). The 
increase in commercial shipping has made estuaries one of 
the most vulnerable ecosystems to the arrival of new spe-
cies (Frisch et al. 2006), due to the unavoidable presence 
of a huge variety of organisms, including copepods, in ship 
ballast waters (Bailey 2015), and because NIS may be more 
resistant to adverse environmental conditions than native 
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ones (Katsanevakis et al. 2014). Although studies on ben-
thic species are much more abundant than on pelagic ones 
(Thomsen et al. 2014), the pelagic communities are pivotal 
in the functioning of many aquatic systems. Indeed, zoo-
plankton play a key role in the pelagic food webs, being the 
link between primary producers and higher trophic levels 
and also in biogeochemical cycles and being also good sen-
tinels of environmental changes in the marine environment 
due to their physiology and short life cycles (Webber et al. 
2005; Ji et al. 2010).

NIS can affect the recipient community in highly variable 
ways, from changes in the density, even local extinction of 
native species, to changes in the structure, diversity, and 
functions (Thomsen et al. 2014; Gallardo et al. 2015; Chan 
and Briski 2017), which can influence ecosystem stability 
over time because species respond differentially to tem-
poral environmental variations (Mccann 2000; Schindler 
et al. 2015). In many systems, the establishment of multiple 
NIS has occurred, and scientists need to address the conse-
quences of multiple invasions within a community (Olden 
and Poff 2003). Nevertheless, it has to be born in mind also 
that many of the NIS effects on the ecosystems they colonize 
are not easy to observe because they may take a long time 
to reveal, and therefore, the full impact on biodiversity may 
not be apparent in the short term (Gallardo et al. 2015). 
Conversely, several theories suggest that the diversity and 
community structure of an habitat could also influence the 
invasion success of a NIS in that habitat. One of the forefa-
thers of these ideas was Charles Elton who developed the 
so called diversity-invasibility hypothesis (DIH) which pre-
dicts that it is more difficult that biologically more diverse 
communities are invaded by novel species (Elton 1958). He 
argued that more diverse ecosystems should be more resist-
ant to invasion by NIS, that is to say, that they would show 
a higher ecological resistance.

Although global-scale diversity trends are easier to detect 
under the current situation of global biodiversity loss, local-
scale diversity trends are more complex (Richirt et al. 2019), 
because they may be strongly influenced by local ecological 
context (Elahi et al. 2015). One of the main tools to study 
the changes in long-term monitoring of large numbers of 
species and ecosystems is diversity indices (Magurran et al. 
2010; Vackár et al. 2012). There are different diversity types 
depending on the focus: alpha diversity which reflects the 
variability in a small area of homogeneous habitat, gamma 
diversity which indicates variability at the regional level 
(or within a system with different habitats), and beta diver-
sity which gives us the turnover of taxa from one habitat to 
another (Ricklefs 2010). It is relevant to note that the effect 
of invasions in the organization of diversity in the space can 
differ from local species assemblages (alpha diversity) to 
diversity that accumulates from compositional differences 
between local assemblages (beta diversity), depending on 

the balance of processes that cause species heterogenization 
or homogenization between sites (Socolar et al. 2016). These 
indices are easy to calculate, and they are not only relevant 
for making science but also to inform policy, because diver-
sity is something our societies care about (Aslaksen et al. 
2015).

Zooplankton monitoring programs are an essential tool 
to improve our understanding and management of effects 
related to NIS in estuaries. These programs have recently 
started to focus on the variations in community structure 
and functional diversity based on indicators (Chiba et al. 
2018), such as the Aichi Biodiversity Target indicators at 
the global scale described in the Convention on Biological 
Diversity (2016).

Accordingly, we made use of the monitoring program of 
the zooplankton community carried out since 1998 in two 
contrasting estuaries of the Bay of Biscay, i.e., the estuaries 
of Bilbao and Urdaibai, to analyze variations in community 
structure and diversity induced by multiple new copepod 
occurrences. Over the study period, we detected the arrival 
of the copepod NIS Acartia tonsa, Oithona davisae, and 
Pseudodiaptomus marinus in both estuaries, as well as the 
previously undetected copepods Acartia bifilosa and Cala-
nipeda aquaedulcis in the estuary of Bilbao (Albaina et al. 
2009; Barroeta et al. 2020). The latter two species were 
already found in the first studies on zooplankton carried out 
in the estuary of Urdaibai and other estuaries of the Basque 
coast in the late 1970s and early 1980s of the past century 
(Villate et al. 2004), so we do not know if they were also in 
the estuary of Bilbao before it became highly polluted. The 
present work aims to determine the role of the occurrence 
and settlement of NIS and C. aquaedulcis and A. bifilosa on 
the changes in the structure and diversity of the zooplank-
ton communities of the estuaries of Bilbao and Urdaibai 
from 1998 to 2015. Moreover, the contrasting community 
structure and diversity conditions in these estuaries before 
the colonization allow us to discuss about their influence in 
invasion success.

Methods

Study Area

The estuary of Bilbao is a small (~ 23 km) and shallow (between 
0.5 and 32 m deep) estuary located in the inner Bay of Biscay 
(43º 23′ N, 03º 07′ W) (Fig. 1). It is a meso-macrotidal estu-
ary where euhaline waters dominate (Villate et al. 2013); the 
inner part is strongly stratified with salinity below the halocline 
around 30, whereas the outer part is partially mixed (Intxausti 
et al. 2012). Tidal flushing is relatively low; therefore, water 
residence time is medium–high (~ 29 days), being lower in 
the channelized upper and middle reaches than in the outer 
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Abra embayment, and much lower in above halocline layers 
(0.1–1.6 days) than in below halocline layers (0.3–11.6 days) 
for most of the estuary length (Uriarte et al. 2014) (Table 1). 
The main tributaries are Ibaizabal and Nerbioi rivers entering at 
the head of the estuary, although there are other small streams 
draining into the middle reaches. For most of the twentieth 

century, it was a highly polluted system due to the high indus-
trialization of the area and raw sewage discharges, which gave 
rise to very high heavy metal concentrations and a permanent 
hypoxia/anoxia situation (Villate et al. 2013; Irabien et al. 
2018). However, in 1979, a rehabilitation program was initiated 
with a comprehensive plan for the sanitation of the metropolitan 

Fig. 1  Maps of the estuaries of Bilbao and Urdaibai showing the spatial range of the salinity zones (26, 30, 33, 34, and 35) that were sampled
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area of Bilbao, and there was also an industrial decline in the 
area. Since then, heavy metal concentrations have decreased 
(Fernandez-Ortiz De Vallejuelo et al. 2010), and dissolved 
oxygen (Villate et al. 2013) and diversity (Borja et al. 2006) 
have increased. Nevertheless, it is a completely man-modified 
estuary, where land reclamation has been very extensive, the 
whole estuary except the outer Abra zone became channelized 
(Cearreta et al. 2004). Port facilities located in this Abra zone 
are an important marine transport and logistics center in the 
European Atlantic Arc.

The estuary of Urdaibai is a smaller (~ 12.5 km) and shal-
lower (3 m depth on average) meso-macrotidal estuary located 
in the inner Bay of Biscay (43º 22′ N, 02º 43′ W) (Fig. 1). 
The inner part of the estuary is partially stratified, with salini-
ties below the halocline around 26, but the outer part is well 
mixed. Freshwater inputs of the main river flowing into the 
estuary (Oka river) are low, and seawater dominates at high 
tide (Iriarte et al. 2015), water residence time being low 
(Valencia et al. 2004). At the upper and intermediate reaches, 
there are salt marshes and muddy intertidal areas, whereas 
extensive intertidal flats, mostly sandy ones, are found at the 
lower reaches (Table 1). The estuary of Urdaibai is part of a 
biosphere reserve and is one of the most important wetlands 
of the Iberian Peninsula. However, until 2003, dredging was a 
usual activity to allow launching ships built in a small shipyard 
located in the middle reaches. Nevertheless, since then, ships 
are only partially built in this shipyard, no dredging has been 
carried out, and the estuary has gradually become shallower 
(Monge-Ganuzas et al. 2013). The main source of pollution 
is a small sewage treatment plant located in the inner zone, 
the estuary having a low to moderate anthropogenic impact 
(Cotano and Villate 2006). In the outer reaches of the estu-
ary, there are also two small recreational harbours (Mundaka 
and Busturia) and the port of Bermeo, which is located a few 

kilometers away from the mouth of the estuary and is one of 
the main Basque fishery ports in the Bay of Biscay.

Data Source

The biological and environmental data (1998–2015 period) 
used in this study were obtained from an ongoing monitor-
ing program of the zooplankton community of the estuaries 
of Bilbao and Urdaibai. Because both systems have small 
estuary basins and are subject to torrential hydrological 
regimes and semidiurnal tidal regimes that produce strong 
temporal variations in the salinity zonation, a Lagrangian 
type of sampling strategy (Modéran et al. 2010) was used, 
sampling in water masses of specific salinities instead 
of doing it at fixed points. Thus, samples were collected 
monthly at the sites of 30, 33, 34, and 35 salinities in the 
estuary of Bilbao (B30, B33, B34, and B35) and 26, 30, 
33, and 35 salinities in the estuary of Urdaibai (U26, U30, 
U33, and U35) during high tide (Fig. 1). The salinity val-
ues correspond to those measured at the zooplankton sam-
pling depth. At each salinity site, zooplankton samples were 
collected below the halocline by 2–3 min horizontal tows 
using a 200-µm mesh size net equipped with a mechanical 
flow meter (Hydro-Bios) and subsequently preserved in 4% 
buffered formaldehyde for later counting and identification 
to the lowest possible taxonomic level under an inverted 
stereomicroscope. Zooplankton samples were diluted to a 
specific volume (10–100 ml) in order to obtain a suitable 
density of individuals, and we took a number of aliquots 
for the identification and counting of individuals until at 
least 100 individuals of the most abundant taxon and 30 
individuals of the second and third most abundant taxa were 
counted.

Table 1  Main hydro-morphological characteristics of the estuaries of Bilbao and Urdaibai

Information sources: aMonge-Ganuzas et al. (2019)
b Villate et al. (1989)
c Cearreta et al. (2014)
d Borja et al. (2004)

Estuary aLength (Km) bArea  (Km2) dBasin area  (Km2) dMean volume (V) 
(×  106  m3)

aMean river flow 
 (m3/s)

bAverage 
depth (m)

Bilbao 22.6 c1.5 1798.8 402.1 35.6 d9.5
Urdaibai 12.2 1.9 183.2 12.9 3.6 2.6

Estuary bMean tidal prism (Ω) 
(×  106  m3)

Tidal index (Ω/V) d% of subtidal area d% of intertidal area Range of 
stratification index

Average 
salinity 
stratification

Bilbao d77 0.19 72 28 0.9–22.8 8.8
Urdaibai 4.86 0.38 14 86 0–13.8 2.3
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Data Pre‑Treatment

Zooplankton missing values (around 6%) of the time series 
were filled with the mean of the preceding and following 
month values (Head and Pepin 2010; Fanjul et al. 2018). 
Only those species that showed an abundance > 0.01% dur-
ing the period 1998–2015 in data pooled for the two estu-
aries were taken into consideration for the calculation of 
the diversity indices using the abundance sorting method 
adapted from Ibañez et al. (1993). Zooplankton data were 
grouped and analyzed at two levels: (i) the zooplankton 
group level that included 19 groups and (ii) the copepod 
species level that included 25 taxa (Table 2).

For the multivariate ordination analyses, taxa densities 
were transformed to  log10 (x + 1) (hereinafter referred to as 
log (x + 1)) so that data could approach the required normal 
distribution. In order to test changes in diversity indices due 
to the new colonizing copepods, we distinguished three peri-
ods according to their colonization process. Thus, period 
1 lasted from 1998 to 2002 (before the occurrence of A. 

tonsa and O. davisae in large numbers), period 2 from 2003 
to 2009 (after the establishment of A. tonsa and O. davi-
sae and before the occurrence of P. marinus), and period 3 
from 2010 to 2015 (after the occurrence of P. marinus and 
a marked increase of C. aquaedulcis).

Data Analyses

Multivariate ordination methods were used to model the 
variability in the taxonomic structure of zooplankton com-
munities at each estuary using the Canoco v 4.55 software. 
A principal component analysis (PCA) of the zooplankton 
taxa densities (log (x + 1)) of each estuary was conducted 
using month as co-variable to remove seasonal variability. 
The year scores of the first two axes for each salinity site 
were depicted, in order to show year-to-year variation pat-
terns in zooplankton community structure. The position of 
each taxon in the first two axes was depicted in order to 
visualize which taxa contributed most to the main interan-
nual and spatial (salinity sites) changes in the structure of 

Table 2  List of taxa used in the analyses (full names and abbreviations)

* Includes the genera Paracalanus, Clausocalanus, Ctenocalanus, and Pseudocalanus, the species Paracalanus parvus being the dominant and 
Ctenocalanus and Pseudocalanus species very scarce at the level of adults
+ NIS: non-indigenous species

Copepods Zooplankton groups

Taxa Abbreviation Taxa Abbreviation

Acartia tonsa + Ato Appendicularians App
Oithona davisae + Oda Doliolids Dol
Pseudodiaptomus marinus + Pma Chaetognaths Cha
Calanipeda aquaedulcis Caq Siphonophores Sip
Acartia bifilosa Abi Bivalve larvae Biv
Acartia clausi Acl Gastropod larvae Gas
Acartia discaudata Adi Cirripede larvae Cir
Acartia margalefi Ama Decapod larvae Dec
Paracartia granii Pgr Ichthyoplankton Ict
Oithona nana Ona Medusae Med
Oithona similis Osi Echinoderm larvae Ech
Oithona plumifera Opl Cyphonaute larvae Cyp
PCPC-calanus assemblage * PCPC Polychaeta larvae Pol
Temora longicornis Tlo Cladocerans Cla
Temora stylifera Tst Ostracoda larvae Ost
Euterpina acutifrons Eac Isopods Iso
Ditrichocorycaeus anglicus Dan Mysids Mys
Oncaea media Onc Ascidian larvae Asc
Calanus sp. Cala Copepods Cop
Calocalanus sp. Calo
Centrophages sp. Cen
Candacia sp. Can
Fresh water copepods Fwcop
Microsetella sp. Mic
Harpacticoids Har
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communities. For their representation in figures, zooplank-
ton taxa and copepod species were classified into the follow-
ing: NIS copepods, A. bifilosa, C. aquaedulcis and brackish 
copepods, meroplankton groups, neritic groups and copep-
ods, freshwater copepods, and other categories (benthic or 
nektobenthic groups).

The diversity of zooplankton groups and copepod species 
was analyzed by calculating alpha, beta, and gamma diversity 
indices from raw abundance data using Primer 6 software. 
The Shannon index (H´ =  − Ʃpi·lnpi; being pi = relative abun-
dance) was calculated at a monthly scale for each salinity site 
of each estuary to estimate alpha diversity, and pooled for all 
salinity sites of both estuaries to estimate gamma diversity. 
To determine beta diversity, the Whittaker index was calcu-
lated at a monthly scale for each estuary (Magurran 2004). 
The monthly variations from 1998 to 2015 of all diversity 
indices are shown in contour plots made using the  Surfer® 10 
software (Golden Software, LLC). In order to establish the 
relationships of interannual changes in diversity (alpha and 
gamma) with those in the density of NIS species, A. bifilosa, 
C. aquaedulcis, key neritic copepod species, and zooplankton 
groups (the five most abundant ones were selected in each 
case) over the study period, dispersion plots of the selected 
taxa deseasonalized density vs. deseasonalized diversity val-
ues were used. For this purpose, the seasonal effect, which 
is the major temporal pattern of variation in plankton time 
series (Ribera D´Alcalà et al. 2004; Benedetti et al. 2019), 
was removed by using standardized anomalies of both cope-
pod species/zooplankton group densities (log (x + 1)) and 
Shannon index values. Standardized anomalies were calcu-
lated as the difference between each value and the mean value 
for each month for the study period divided by the standard 
deviation (Taboada et al. 2019). To visualize covariation pat-
terns between diversity and density of key taxa, linear regres-
sion fits were calculated and plotted. In order to eliminate 

relationships likely to be spurious due to data scarcity, linear 
regression lines were only shown when the number of cases 
was higher than 5% of the total in the data series.

Results

Community Structure

The first component (axis 1) of the PCA of zooplankton taxa 
densities from the estuary of Bilbao accounted for 41.4% 
of the total zooplankton variability. The plot of year scores 
along axis 1 (Fig. 2a) revealed similar trends of interannual 
variation at B30, B33, and B34 sites, but the magnitude of 
the change increased with decreasing salinity and was highest 
at the innermost site (B30). At B34, however, a slight return 
trend towards the initial community structure was observed in 
the year 2009. At the outermost salinity region (B35), how-
ever, no clear trend of community change was observed. The 
ordination of zooplankton taxa along axis 1 (Fig. 3) empha-
sized the major role of the NIS A. tonsa and O. davisae as 
responsible for the zooplankton community changes during 
the study period together with the NIS P. marinus, the brackish 
copepods C. aquaedulcis and A. bifilosa, and bivalve larvae. 
All those taxa increased in abundance over time, particularly 
in the lowest salinity site. Several neritic copepods, such as 
Temora stylifera, Oncaea media, Oithona plumifera and Acar-
tia clausi, and holoplankton groups such as siphonophores and 
cladocerans, also contributed to this major (axis 1) pattern of 
zooplankton variation, showing an opposite trend to that of 
the former taxa. The second component (axis 2) of the PCA 
accounted for a much lower percentage of the total variability 
(15.7%) and showed a similar interannual pattern of zooplank-
ton variation at all salinity sites (Fig. 2a), which was mainly 
explained by the common patterns of increase in time of some 

Fig. 2  Year average scores on 
the first two axes of the PCAS 
of zooplankton taxa densities 
(log (x + 1)) at each salinity site 
in (a) the estuary of Bilbao and 
(b) the estuary of Urdaibai
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meroplankton (gastropod and bivalve larvae) and holoplankton 
(appendicularians) groups, and neritic copepods such as the 
PCPC assemblage and Oithona similis. Only freshwater cope-
pods showed a slightly opposite trend to those taxa (Fig. 3).

In the estuary of Urdaibai, the first component (axis 1) of 
the PCA analysis accounted for a much lower variability of 
the zooplankton community (23.7% of the total variability) 
than in the estuary of Bilbao (Fig. 2). The plot of year scores 
along axis 1 (Fig. 2b) did not show clear trends of zooplank-
ton change throughout the study period at any salinity and 
revealed that the main interannual fluctuations were simi-
lar at all salinities. The strongest change in the community 
structure of the entire estuary was that occurred in 2012 as 
compared to the rest of years. These fluctuations reflected 
a common pattern of variation of most neritic taxa, with 
the neritic copepods Euterpina acutifrons, Oithona nana, 
and the PCPC assemblage showing the highest contribu-
tions. Slightly opposite trends were observed mainly for the 
NIS A. tonsa. The second component (axis 2) accounted for 
17.3% of the total variability and revealed an overall pro-
gressive change of zooplankton community from 1998–2002 
to 2010–2015, which was similar at all salinities (Fig. 2b). 
This change was mainly produced by the density variations 
of the brackish NIS copepod A. tonsa, some meroplankton 
groups (larvae of gastropods, polychaetes, and cirripedes), 
and the brackish native copepods A. bifilosa and P. grani, 
which were opposite to those of some neritic holoplankters, 
i.e., siphonophores, doliolids, T. stylifera, O. plumifera, O. 
media, and the PCPC assemblage (Fig. 3).

Diversity

Alpha Diversity

There were between-estuary and within-estuary (spatial) dif-
ferences in the temporal variations of alpha diversity both 
for copepod species and zooplankton groups (Fig. 4). In the 

estuary of Bilbao, the values and seasonal variations (smallest 
diversity in late winter-early spring and highest in autumn for 
copepod species, and smallest in autumn–winter and highest in 
late spring-early summer for zooplankton groups) were rather 
similar across the entire estuary in the period 1998–2002. 
However, values and seasonal variations of alpha diversity 
showed higher differences landwards from B34, while they 
remained similar in the outer estuary (B35) in the next two 
periods. At the lowest salinity site (B30), alpha diversity for 
both copepod species and zooplankton groups decreased from 
1998–2002 to 2003–2009, with the strongest decrease having 
occurred from 2002 to 2004–2005. The seasonal pattern also 
showed interannual changes, and late summer-early autumn 
became the time of the year with lowest diversity values in the 
2003–2009 period. In the last period (2010–2015), however, at 
B30, the seasonal changes in diversity differed between cope-
pod species and zooplankton groups. The diversity of cope-
pod species increased and the seasonal pattern was similar to 
that of the previous period, while the diversity of zooplankton 
groups decreased, and the seasonal pattern showed higher vari-
ation between years. At intermediate salinities, the interannual 
and seasonal changes of alpha diversity for both copepod spe-
cies and zooplankton groups at B33 were more similar to those 
at B30 while those of B34 were more similar to those of B35.

In the estuary of Urdaibai, alpha diversity of copepod 
species and zooplankton groups decreased, in general, from 
high salinity sites (U35 and U33) to the lowest salinity site 
(U26) from the beginning of the study period, and showed 
large interannual fluctuations, mainly at the innermost site 
(U26), but no clear trends over the study period. The sea-
sonal patterns of alpha diversity of copepod species and 
zooplankton groups showed variations between years and 
periods, but such variations decreased with increasing salin-
ity in the estuary. At the outermost site (U35) the seasonal 
pattern of diversity was rather similar over the study period, 
generally with lowest diversity in early spring for cope-
pod species and autumn for zooplankton groups. The main 

Fig. 3  Taxa scores on the 
first two axes of the PCAs of 
zooplankton taxa densities 
(log (x + 1)) in the estuaries of 
Bilbao and Urdaibai. Abbrevia-
tion meanings can be found in 
Table 2. NIS copepods (red); 
A. bifilosa, C. aquaedulcis, 
and other brackish copepods 
(green); meroplankton groups 
(yellow); neritic groups and 
copepods (blue); freshwater 
copepods (black); and other 
categories (gray)
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differences between periods in the seasonal patterns of alpha 
diversity of copepod species and zooplankton groups were 
due to the decrease of diversity in spring from 1998–2002 
to 2010–2015, which was more marked in copepods at inter-
mediate salinities (U30 and U33).

The relationship between deseasonalized variations in 
copepod alpha diversity and deseasonalized density vari-
ations of copepod species differed between estuaries and 
salinities (Fig. 5). In the estuary of Bilbao, diversity showed 
a strong negative relationship to the density of the NIS A. 
tonsa at all salinities and also to the density of the NIS O. 
davisae in the innermost salinity zones (B30 and B33). 
Likewise, the density of P. marinus was found to influence 
copepod diversity positively at B30 and the density of C. 
aquaedulcis negatively at B33. In the outer salinity zones 

(B34 and B35), however, diversity was strongly and nega-
tively related to the density of the neritic copepod A. clausi, 
but positively related to the density of the PCPC-calanus 
assemblage. The density of the congeneric species O. nana 
and O. similis species also showed positive relationships to 
copepod diversity at some salinity zones of this estuary. In 
contrast to the estuary of Bilbao, in the estuary of Urdaibai, 
copepod alpha diversity showed a strong negative relation-
ship to the density of A. bifilosa at all salinity sites, except 
at U35, where it was inversely related to the densities of 
A. clausi and PCPC-calanus. In this estuary, copepod alpha 
diversity showed a negative relationship to the density of the 
NIS A. tonsa only at U26 and U30. Regarding zooplankton 
groups (Fig. 6), their alpha diversity was found to be nega-
tively related to the density of copepods at all the salinity 

Fig. 4  Contour plots showing seasonal and interannual variations of the alpha diversity index (Shannon index) of the copepod species and zoo-
plankton groups at the studied salinity sites of the estuaries of Bilbao (B30, B33, B34, B35) and Urdaibai (U26, U30, U33, U35)
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sites under study in both estuaries. In addition, in the estuary 
of Bilbao, alpha diversity of zooplankton groups showed 
positive relationships with the densities of cirripede larvae, 
gastropod larvae, and appendicularians at B35 and with 
those of cladocerans and appendicularians at B33 and B34.

Gamma and Beta Diversities

Gamma diversity values and patterns of variation for cope-
pod species and zooplankton groups differed between estu-
aries (Fig. 7). Copepod gamma diversity was, in general, 
slightly higher in the estuary of Urdaibai, and its seasonal 
pattern was less variable along the study period in the estu-
ary of Bilbao, where it showed lowest values in late winter-
early spring and highest values in autumn. A slight trend of 
increase of copepod gamma diversity was observed in both 
estuaries over the study period, but the increase of diversity 
occurred mainly in late winter-early spring in the estuary of 
Bilbao and in autumn in the estuary of Urdaibai. In contrast, 

zooplankton gamma diversity was higher in the estuary of 
Bilbao than in the estuary of Urdaibai, and the seasonal pat-
tern of zooplankton diversity was similar in the two estuar-
ies, showing lowest values in autumn–winter and highest 
values in spring–summer. A clear decrease in zooplankton 
gamma diversity was observed from the first (1998–2002) 
to the last (2010–2015) period in the estuary of Bilbao, but 
not in the estuary of Urdaibai.

Deseasonalized copepod gamma diversity was negatively 
related to the deseasonalized density of the neritic species 
A. clausi and the NIS A. tonsa in the estuary of Bilbao, but 
showed a strong negative relation to that of the brackish 
autochthonous species A. bifilosa in the estuary of Urdaibai. 
In contrast, it showed a strong positive relationship to the 
deseasonalized density of the neritic species O. nana and 
O. similis in both estuaries, of O. media in the estuary of 
Bilbao, and the PCPC-calanus assemblage in the estuary of 
Urdaibai (Fig. 8a). The deseasonalized gamma diversity of 
zooplankton groups was strongly and negatively related to 

Fig. 5  Dispersion plots of the 
deseasonalized density (log 
(x + 1)) of key copepod species 
vrs. the deseasonalized copepod 
species alpha diversity (Shannon 
index) for each salinity site of the 
estuaries of Bilbao and Urdaibai. 
Straight lines show the tendency 
of the relationships. (a) Brackish 
copepod species: Ato, Acartia 
tonsa; Oda, Oithona davisae; 
Pma, Pseudodiaptomus marinus; 
Caq, Calanipeda aquaedulcis; 
and Abi, Acartia bifilosa. (b) 
Neritic copepod species: Acl, 
Acartia clausi; PCPC, PCPC-
calanus assemblage; Ona, Oithona 
nana; Osi, Oithona similis; and 
Ome, Oncaea media 
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the deseasonalized density of copepods in both estuaries, but 
it was also positively related to the density of cladocerans 
and appendicularians in the estuary of Bilbao (Fig. 8b).

Beta diversity (Fig. 7) increased both for copepod spe-
cies and zooplankton groups from the 1998–2002 period 
to the following periods in both estuaries, but the incre-
ment was higher in the estuary of Bilbao. However, from 

2003–2009 to 2010–2015, both beta diversities increased 
in the estuary of Bilbao, while they showed a slight 
decrease in the estuary of Urdaibai. The seasonal pattern 
of beta diversity for copepod species and zooplankton 
groups differed between years and periods in both estuar-
ies. However, the most obvious variations of the seasonal 
pattern of beta diversity between periods was observed for 

Fig. 6  Dispersion plots of 
deseasonalized density (log 
(x + 1)) of key zooplankton 
groups vrs. the deseasonal-
ized zooplankton groups alpha 
diversity (Shannon index) for 
each salinity site of the estuaries 
of Bilbao and Urdaibai. Straight 
lines show the tendency of the 
relationships. Cop, copepods; 
Cir, cirripede larvae; Gas, gas-
tropod larvae; Cla, cladocerans; 
and App, appendicularians
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copepods in the estuary of Bilbao, where beta diversity 
values showed the most marked increase in summer.

Discussion

Overall, results revealed that the NIS copepods detected 
during the 18-year-study had a much higher impact on zoo-
plankton community structure and diversity in the estuary 
of Bilbao than in the estuary of Urdaibai. This impact was 
highest in the uppermost zone and decreased with increas-
ing salinity in both estuaries, being negligible at the high-
est salinity sites located at the lower estuary. Therefore, our 
results agree with other observations in which the lower 

salinity habitats of the upper reaches, characterized by a 
minimum of native species richness, are the most sensitive to 
biological invasions in estuaries (Nehring 2006). However, 
more importantly, they showed that the impact of arriving 
species may differ largely between estuaries due to a com-
plex interaction of factors, including the history of human 
perturbations which may determine the suitability of a sys-
tem to be colonized by new species.

Changes in Zooplankton Structure

In the estuary of Bilbao, the occurrences of the copepod 
NIS A. tonsa and O. davisae, and that of C. aquaedulcis, 
and to a lesser extent the occurrences of A. bifilosa and the 

Fig. 7  Contour plots showing seasonal and interannual variations of the gamma diversity index (Shannon index) (upper panel) and beta diversity 
index (Whittaker index) (bottom panel) of the copepod species and zooplankton groups in the estuaries of Bilbao and Urdaibai
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NIS P. marinus caused marked changes in the structure 
of zooplankton communities throughout the study period, 
communities changing most drastically in the uppermost 
site. The occurrence of some of these species in other areas 
in Europe, such as O. davisae in the Black Sea (Gubanova 
et al. 2019) and A. tonsa in ponds of Doñana Natural park 
located in the southwest of Spain (Frisch et al. 2006), also 
affected the native zooplankton community structure. 
While in the lowest salinity habitat, the main mode of 
variation (PCA, axis 1) indicated a progressive increase 
of zooplankton in the presence of the brackish NIS and A. 
bifilosa and C. aquaedulcis, in intermediate salinity waters 
of 34, a slight return towards the initial community struc-
ture was observed, this denoting a landward increase in the 
influence of neritic taxa, to the detriment of the seaward 
advance of brackish species. This fact may be related to 

the changes in water quality during the study period, as 
we can infer from the increase of dissolved oxygen lev-
els (Villate et al. 2013; Iriarte et al. 2016). Aravena et al. 
(2009) found that oxygen levels affected the proportion 
of A. tonsa to A. clausi densities at intermediate salini-
ties of the estuary of Bilbao, because the density of A. 
clausi increased at higher oxygen levels, whereas A. tonsa 
showed a competitive advantage over A. clausi under low 
oxygen conditions due to its higher tolerance to hypoxic 
conditions (Marcus et al. 2004; Richmond et al. 2006). 
Some holoplankton and meroplankton groups, mainly 
appendicularians and larvae of gastropods and bivalves, 
showed a general interannual trend of increase along the 
entire estuary, as evidenced by the second main mode of 
variation of the zooplankton (PCA, axis 2), which supports 
the idea that the improvement of environmental conditions 

Fig. 8  Dispersion plots (a) of the deseasonalized density (log (x + 1)) 
of key species vrs. the deseasonalized copepod species gamma diver-
sity (Shannon index) and (b) of the deseasonalized density (log 
(x + 1)) of the most abundant zooplankton groups vs. the deseason-

alized zooplankton groups gamma diversity (Shannon index) of the 
estuaries of Bilbao and Urdaibai. Abbreviations of copepod species 
and zooplankton groups as in Figs. 5 and 6, respectively
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had a positive effect on zooplankton density in the estuary 
of Bilbao.

In the estuary of Urdaibai, unlike in the estuary of Bilbao, 
NIS copepods were not involved in the main changes of the 
zooplankton community structure, as shown by their low 
contribution to the PCA axis 1, and no clear differences in 
the trends of zooplankton change were identified between 
salinity habitats. The strong interannual variations observed 
were mainly driven by neritic copepods such as the PCPC-
calanus assemblage, O. nana and E. acutifrons. This might 
be attributable to the stronger hydrodynamics and shallow-
ness of the estuary of Urdaibai which give rise to a lower 
water column stability and higher sensitivity to climate fac-
tors (Iriarte et al. 2016), as it has been observed also in other 
small estuaries of southern Europe (Vieira et al. 2015). The 
strong changes in zooplankton observed in 2012 at all the 
salinity sites in the present study were already reported for 
the outer marine zone of both estuaries and were suggested 
to be linked to a hydro-climatic event (Fanjul et al. 2017). 
Our results suggest that such event could have affected the 
zooplankton structure along the entire estuary and that it had 
a smaller effect on the zooplankton of the estuary of Bilbao.

Brackish copepods, mainly A. tonsa and A. bifilosa, 
together with some meroplankton groups, were the taxa that 
contributed most to the second mode of zooplankton varia-
tion in the estuary of Urdaibai. Before the colonization by 
A. tonsa and O. davisae, the estuary of Urdaibai, unlike the 
estuary of Bilbao, had the typical brackish zooplankton com-
munity with a dominant species (A. bifilosa), and the domi-
nance of A. bifilosa seems to have limited both the abundance 
(and relative abundance) of the congeneric NIS A. tonsa and 
the length of the season in which it is abundant (Villate et al. 
2018; Barroeta et al. 2020). As the NIS A. tonsa is func-
tionally similar to the indigenous species A. bifilosa (David 
et al. 2007), no novel impact on zooplankton community that 
could otherwise cause ecosystem change happened, as found 
in other works too (see Doherty-Bone et al. 2019 and refer-
ences therein). It is interesting to point out that meroplank-
ton groups like gastropod and polychaeta larvae showed a 
similar level of contribution to that of the dominant brackish 
copepods to the changes in the zooplankton of the estuary of 
Urdaibai. In this system, gastropod larvae share salinity habi-
tats with brackish copepods and may become the dominant 
taxa in the zooplankton assemblage of the inner estuary in 
summer (Villate et al. 1993; Villate 1997).

Changes in Diversity

Spatial Changes in Both Estuaries

Overall, the alpha diversity of both copepod species and zoo-
plankton groups decreased with decreasing salinity from the 
mouth to the head over the entire study period in the estuary 

of Urdaibai and since the establishment of a dominant brack-
ish assemblage comprised by the NIS copepods in the estu-
ary of Bilbao. This pattern of change in diversity with salin-
ity is in agreement with the relationship between these two 
variables depicted in the Remane diagram (Remane 1934) 
for the salinity range analyzed in our study and has also 
being observed for copepods and zooplankton communities 
in other estuaries (e.g., Grindley 1981; Duggan et al. 2008; 
Whitfield et al. 2012). Therefore, the higher alpha diversity 
obtained in the inner estuary of Bilbao prior to the coloni-
zation by the brackish copepod NIS, with values similar to 
those measured in the outer estuary, may be considered as an 
indicator of impaired brackish estuarine communities, since 
the negligible presence of brackish copepods in the estu-
ary of Bilbao during the first period of study (1998–2002) 
allowed the occupation of the inner reaches of this estuary 
by a lower abundance but higher diversity assemblage of 
neritic zooplankton (Uriarte et al. 2016).

Interannual Changes in the Estuary of Bilbao

In the estuary of Bilbao, the main interannual changes in 
copepod alpha diversity occurred in the innermost zone 
and were mainly explained by A. tonsa and O. davisae 
density variations. The strong drop of diversity values 
from 2002–2003 to 2004–2005 coincided with the sudden 
increase of A. tonsa and to a lesser extent of O. davisae and 
the decrease of neritic species such as A. clausi (Barroeta 
et al. 2020). A similar case that relates a remarkable decrease 
in copepod diversity to a decrease in density of some species 
at the same time that other species increased in dominance 
was reported for a site in Arcachon Bay (Bay of Biscay) by 
Richirt et al. (2019). However, the progressive increase in 
diversity that occurred later, with highest values in the last 
period (2020–2015) in the estuary of Bilbao, was mainly due 
to the arrival and increase in abundance from 2008 to 2010 
of C. aquaedulcis and P. marinus (Barroeta et al. 2020). 
This is an interesting finding, because it showed that the 
previous establishment of NIS that became dominant (A. 
tonsa and O. davisae) did not hinder the successful colo-
nization of the inner estuary by other new arriving species, 
and suggests that this estuary is able to receive more NIS or 
range-expanding species which could contribute to increase 
even more the diversity in the future. The progressive colo-
nization of the inner estuary by NIS and C. aquaedulcis had 
also an evident effect on the beta diversity, because prior to 
the occurrence of NIS in large numbers, the community was 
more similar at all salinities due to the dominance of neritic 
species along the entire estuary, but the recovery of an estua-
rine community dominated by brackish species increased 
species heterogeneity at the estuarine system level. Disper-
sion plots showed that A. tonsa contributed considerably to 
the changes in copepod gamma diversity in the estuary of 
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Bilbao, but that neritic species were even more influential. 
Copepod gamma diversity, however, showed much smaller 
variations than alpha and beta diversities. In some cases, 
although a modification in species numbers or densities 
affected the alpha diversity of some sites, gamma diversity 
did not change because other sites maintained the species 
pool (Bonecker et al. 2013). In our case, the pool of neritic 
species in the estuary of Bilbao was much richer in species 
than the pool of colonizing brackish NIS copepods plus A. 
bifilosa and C. aquaedulcis, which did not affect the struc-
ture of the neritic assemblage in the lower estuary.

Seasonal Changes in the Estuary of Bilbao

The seasonal patterns of alpha diversity in zooplankton 
groups and copepod species at the inner estuary of Bilbao 
were also substantially modified by the progressive copepod 
colonization because NIS peaked in summer-autumn and 
C. aquaedulcis in spring–summer (Barroeta et al. 2020). 
Before the occurrence of NIS, the seasonal pattern of alpha 
diversity was similar at all salinities, being the typical sea-
sonal pattern of the neritic community, with low values 
during the first part of the year (from January to June) and 
an increase during the second part (from June to Decem-
ber), also observed in other temperate coastal regions of the 
North Atlantic (Johnson et al. 2011). When A. tonsa and O. 
davisae became very abundant and dominant since 2003 
(Barroeta et al. 2020), the diversity of copepods decreased 
during the second part of the year, in a similar way to  
observations in summer in the Uruguayan Solís Grande 
estuary (Gómez-Erache et  al. 2000) and Doñana Park 
(Spain) artificial ponds (Frisch et al. 2006) due to A. tonsa 
increases. When A. bifilosa and C. aquaedulcis occurred in 
large numbers from 2010 onwards (Barroeta et al. 2020),  
the diversity of copepods increased in the first part of the 
year, reflecting a more estuarine type of seasonal pattern of  
diversity (Soetaert and Van Rijswijk 1993, Primo et al. 2009),  
and similar to that found in the inner estuary of Urdaibai. 
Seasonal differences in copepods’ gamma diversity dimin-
ished over the study period mainly due to the progressive 
increase of diversity in the first half of the year from one 
period to the next. Copepods’ diversity minima in the first 
part of the year in the estuary of Bilbao is attributable to 
the strong dominance of A. clausi in late winter-early spring 
(Fanjul et al. 2016) and the absence of abundant brackish 
copepods in the inner estuary; the increase in diversity in 
winter-spring in the entire estuary is attributable to the pro-
gressive occupation of the inner estuary by NIS, and finally, 
by C. aquaedulcis, which peaks in spring (Barroeta et al. 
2020). The seasonal change in copepod beta diversity from 
lowest values in summer-autumn during the first period 
(1998–2002) to highest values in the same season during 

the last period (2010–2015) was related to the occupation 
of the inner estuary by the thermophilic NIS A. tonsa and 
O. davisae, which comprised a brackish community typical 
of the warm period, clearly segregated from the species-rich 
neritic assemblage within the estuary (Barroeta et al. 2020).

Interannual Changes in the Estuary of Urdaibai

In the estuary of Urdaibai, no clear trends in alpha diversity 
and no remarkable changes in the diversity of the inner estu-
ary were observed after the arrival and settlement of A. tonsa, 
this denoting that the zooplankton community was resilient to 
the invasion-induced disruption in terms of changes in diver-
sity. Regarding gamma diversity, the only copepod NIS that 
successfully established in this estuary, i.e., A. tonsa, clearly 
made a smaller contribution to the changes in diversity than 
the congeneric autochthonous brackish species A. bifilosa. 
However, an increase in beta diversity during the summer-
autumn period was observed in the estuary of Urdaibai after 
the occurrence of A. tonsa, whose presence in the estuary 
was limited to the warm season (Barroeta et al. 2020). Such 
increase in taxa heterogeneity was in agreement with the 
observed spatial segregation of the population of A. bifilosa, 
which was displaced seaward after the colonization of the 
inner estuary by A. tonsa (Villate et al. 2018). The seasonal 
and spatial segregation of these two congeneric species has 
also been reported in other European estuaries (Baretta and 
Malschaert 1988; Soetaert and Van Rijswijk 1993; David 
et al. 2007).

Seasonal Changes in the Estuary of Urdaibai

In the estuary of Urdaibai, the observed decrease in alpha 
diversity in spring in waters of lower than 33 salinity was 
associated to the advance of the annual peak of A. bifilosa 
from summer to late spring after the establishment of the con-
generic NIS which had its annual maxima in summer (Villate 
et al. 2018; Barroeta et al. 2020). In the Westerschelde estuary, 
the occurrence of A. tonsa is also limited in time and space, 
occupying the upstream area in summer, this also causing A. 
bifilosa (a winter-spring species in this region) to be absent 
more upstream in summer, affecting the seasonal pattern of A. 
bifilosa and the copepod community diversity pattern (Soetaert 
and Van Rijswijk 1993). Overall, all our results revealed that 
A. bifilosa is the key species that has driven all the changes in 
zooplankton diversity in the estuary of Urdaibai, although its 
effect on the increase and seasonal variations of gamma and 
beta diversities over the study period were attributable to its 
seasonal and spatial displacements induced by the colonization 
of the inner estuary by A. tonsa.
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The Role of Diversity and Community Structure 
Prior to the arrival of the New Copepod Species 
in the Differential Impact of These Species 
in the Two Estuaries

The diversity of copepod species and zooplankton groups 
was higher in the inner zone of the estuary of Bilbao 
than in the inner zone of the estuary of Urdaibai in the 
period previous to the arrival and establishment of the 
new copepod species in the inner zone of both estuaries. 
The colonization success and the resulting impact on the 
zooplankton structure and diversity of the arriving spe-
cies were, however, much higher in the first estuary than 
in the second one. These findings apparently go against 
the Elton’s hypothesis (Elton 1958), which suggests that 
resident diversity is an important determinant of invasion 
success because the high diversity increases the competi-
tive environment of communities and makes those envi-
ronments more difficult to be invaded (Naeem et al. 2000). 
In our case, however, the higher diversity of both copepod 
species and zooplankton groups in the inner estuary of 
Bilbao than in the inner estuary of Urdaibai could not be 
related to higher ecological resistance to invasions in the 
sense of the Elton’s hypothesis, since the initial diversity 
measured in the inner estuary of Bilbao corresponded to a 
lower abundance but higher diversity assemblage of neritic 
copepod species and zooplankton groups that penetrated 
the inner estuary when the environmental improvement 
due to cleaning actions in the estuary allowed so (Uriarte 
et al. 2016). However, such assemblage of neritic spe-
cies represents a post-disturbance community unable to 
compete with brackish invaders for the low salinity niches 
(Kneitel and Perrault 2006). If we focus on the brackish 
component of the zooplankton, the initial community of 
the inner zone of the estuary of Bilbao was less complex 
and diverse than that of the inner estuary of Urdaibai, the 
latter being dominated by the brackish species A. bifilosa 
(Barroeta et al. 2020), and therefore, it may be inferred 
that the lack of true estuarine competitors rather than the 
presence of a diverse neritic community determined the 
invasion success in the estuary. As the lack of typically 
brackish copepod species in the initial period in the estu-
ary of Bilbao is attributable to the previous environmental 
deterioration of the inner estuary (Uriarte et al. 2016), our 
results are consistent with the refined version of the Elton’s 
hypothesis which recognizes that habitat disturbances may 
facilitate invasions (Hobbs and Huenneke 1992; Reznick 
et al. 2020).

Acknowledgements The authors thank the WGEUROBUS of the 
International Council for the Exploration of the Sea (ICES) for facili-
tating this research. They also thank the High Technical School of 
Navigation of the Faculty of Engineering in Bilbao (UPV/EHU) for 
the facilities offered to carry out the field work.

Author Contribution All authors contributed to the study conception 
and design. Material preparation, data collection, and analysis were 
performed by Ziortza Barroeta, Fernando Villate, Ibon Uriarte, and 
Arantza Iriarte. The first draft of the manuscript was written by Ziortza 
Barroeta, and all authors commented on previous versions of the manu-
script. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Funding Open Access funding provided thanks to the CRUE-CSIC 
agreement with Springer Nature. This work was supported by the Uni-
versity of the Basque Country (UPV/EHU) (UPV/EHU, GIU19/059) 
and the Basque Government (PIBA2020-1-0028 & IT1723-22) and 
through a grant to Z. Barroeta to carry out her PhD (UPV/EHUn Ikert-
zaileak Prestatzeko Kontratazio Deialdia 2016).

Data Availability The datasets generated during and/or analyzed dur-
ing the current study are available on request from the corresponding 
author under specific conditions of use.

Code Availability The code generated during and/or analyzed during 
the current study is available from the corresponding author on reason-
able request.

Declarations 

Conflict of Interest The authors declare no competing interests.

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

Albaina, A., F. Villate, and I. Uriarte. 2009. Zooplankton communi-
ties in two contrasting Basque estuaries (1999–2001): Reporting 
changes associated with ecosystem health. Journal of Plankton 
Research 31: 739–752. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1093/ plankt/ fbp025.

Aravena, G., F. Villate, I. Uriarte, A. Iriarte, and B. Ibañez. 2009. 
Response of Acartia populations to environmental variability and 
effects of invasive congenerics in the estuary of Bilbao, Bay of 
Biscay. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 83: 621–628. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ecss. 2009. 05. 013.

Aslaksen, I., S. Nybø, E. Framstad, P.A. Garnasjordet, and O. Skarpaas. 
2015. Biodiversity and ecosystem services: The nature index for 
Norway. Ecosystem Services 12: 108–116.

Bailey, S.A. 2015. An overview of thirty years of research on ballast 
water as a vector for aquatic invasive species to freshwater and 
marine environments. Aquat Ecosyst Heal Manag 18: 261–268. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 14634 988. 2015. 10271 29.

Baretta, J.W., and J.F.P. Malschaert. 1988. Distribution and abundance 
of the zooplankton of the Ems estuary (North Sea). Netherlands 
Journal of Sea Research 22: 69–81.

2606 Estuaries and Coasts  (2022) 45:2592–2609

1 3

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1093/plankt/fbp025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2009.05.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2009.05.013
https://doi.org/10.1080/14634988.2015.1027129


Barroeta, Z., F. Villate, I. Uriarte, and A. Iriarte. 2020. Differences 
in the colonization success and impact of non-indigenous and 
other expanding copepod species on the zooplankton of two con-
trasting estuaries of the Bay of Biscay. Biological Invasions 22: 
3239–3267. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10530- 020- 02320-7.

Benedetti, F., L. Jalabert, M. Sourisseau, B. Becker, C. Cailliau, C. 
Desnos, A. Elineau, J.O. Irisson, F. Lombard, M. Picheral, L. 
Stemmann, and P. Pouline. 2019. The seasonal and inter-annual 
fluctuations of plankton abundance and community structure in a 
North Atlantic marine protected area. Frontiers in Marine Science 
6: 1–16. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3389/ fmars. 2019. 00214.

Bonecker, C.C., N.R. Simões, C.V. Minte-vera, F.A. Lansac-Tôha, L.F. 
Machado Velho, and A.A. Agostinho. 2013. Temporal changes 
in zooplankton species diversity in response to environmental 
changes in an alluvial valley. Limnologica 43: 114–121.

Borja, Á., I. Muxika, and J. Franco. 2006. Long-term recovery of soft-
bottom benthos following urban and industrial sewage treatment 
in the Nervión estuary (southern Bay of Biscay). Marine Ecology 
Progress Series 313: 43–55. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3354/ meps3 13043.

Borja, A., O. Solaun, I. Galparsoro, E.M. Tello, I. Muxika, V. Valencia, 
J. Bald, J. Franco, and A. Manzanos. 2004. Caracterización de 
las presiones e impactos en los estuarios y costa del País Vasco. 
Informe de la Fundación AZTI para la Dirección de Aguas del 
Departamento de Ordenación del Territorio y Medio Ambiente, 
Gobierno Vasco, 322.

Cearreta, A., M.J. Irabien, and A. Pascual. 2004. Human activities 
along the Basque coast during the last two centuries: geological 
perspective of recent anthropogenic impact on the coast and its 
environmental consequences. In: Borja Á, Collins M (eds) Ocean-
ography and marine environment of the Basque Country. Elsevier 
oceanography series, pp 27–50

Cearreta, A., M.J. Irabien, and M. Monge-Ganuzas. 2014. Los estuarios 
de la costa vasca: de su evolución natural durante el Holoceno 
a su transformación humana en el Antropoceno. In: Bodego A, 
Mendia M, Aranburu A, Apraiz A (eds) Geología de campo: 12 
excursiones geológicas por la Cuenca Vasco-Cantábrica. Servicio 
Editorial de la Universidad del País Vasco, pp 9–23

Chan, F.T., and E. Briski. 2017. An overview of recent research in marine 
biological invasions. Marine Biology 164: 121. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1007/ s00227- 017- 3155-4.

Chiba, S., S. Batten, C.S. Martin, S. Ivory, P. Miloslavich, and L.V. 
Weatherdon. 2018. Zooplankton monitoring to contribute towards 
addressing global biodiversity conservation challenges. Journal of 
Plankton Research 40: 509–518. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1093/ plankt/ 
fby030.

Convention on Biological Diversity. 2016. Indicators for the strategic 
plan for biodiversity 2011–2020 and the Aichi biodiversity tar-
gets. CBD/COP/DEC/XIII/28, pp. 24. https:// www. cbd. int/ doc/  
decis ions/ cop- 13/ cop- 13- dec- 28- en. pdf.

Cotano, U., and F. Villate. 2006. Anthropogenic influence on the 
organic fraction of sediments in two contrasting estuaries: A 
biochemical approach. Marine Pollution Bulletin 52: 404–414. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. marpo lbul. 2005. 09. 027.

David, V., B. Sautour, and P. Chardy. 2007. Successful colonization of 
the calanoid copepod Acartia tonsa in the oligo-mesohaline area 
of the Gironde estuary (SW France)-natural or anthropogenic forc-
ing? Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 71: 429–442. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ecss. 2006. 08. 018.

Doherty-bone, T.M., L.E. Brown, A.M. Dunn, F.L. Jackson. 2019. 
Multi-faceted impacts of native and invasive alien decapod species 
on freshwater biodiversity and ecosystem functioning Freshwater 
Biology 461–473 https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/ fwb. 13234

Duggan, S., A.D. Mckinnon, and J.H. Carleton. 2008. Zooplankton in 
an Australian tropical estuary. Estuaries and Coasts 31: 455–467. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s12237- 007- 9011-x.

Elahi, R., M.I.O. Connor, J.E.K. Byrnes, J. Dunic, B.K. Eriksson, 
M.J.S. Hensel, and P.J. Keams. 2015. Recent trends in local-
scale marine biodiversity reflect community structure and human 
impacts. Current Biology 25: 1938–1943.

Elton, C.S. 1958. The ecology of invasions by animals and plants. 
London: Methuen.

Fanjul, A., F. Villate, I. Uriarte, A. Iriarte, A. Atkinson, and K. Cook. 
2016. Seasonal and interannual relationships in the zooplankton 
dynamics of the northeast Atlantic shelves in relation to latitude 
and trophic status. Poster presented at ICES/PICES 6th Zooplank-
ton Production Symposium, 9–13 May 2016, at Bergen, Norway.

Fanjul, A., F. Villate, I. Uriarte, I. Iriarte, A. Atkinson, and K. Cook. 
2017. Zooplankton variability at four monitoring sites of the 
northeast Atlantic shelves differing in latitude and trophic status. 
Journal of Plankton Research 39: 891–909. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1093/ plankt/ fbx054.

Fanjul, A., A. Iriarte, F. Villate, I. Uriarte, A. Atkinson, and K. Cook. 
2018. Zooplankton seasonality across a latitudinal gradient in the 
northeast Atlantic shelves Province. Continental Shelf Research 
160: 49–62. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/J. CSR. 2018. 03. 009.

Fernandez-Ortiz de Vallejuelo, S., G. Arana, A. De Diego, and J.M. 
Madariaga. 2010. Risk assessment of trace elements in sediments: 
The case of the estuary of the Nerbioi-Ibaizabal River (Basque 
Country). Journal of Hazardous Materials 181: 565–573. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jhazm at. 2010. 05. 050.

Frisch, D., H. Rodriguez-Perez, and A.J. Green. 2006. Invasion of 
artificial ponds in Doñana Natural Park, southwest Spain, by an 
exotic estuarine copepod. Aquat Conserv Mar Freshw Ecosyst 16: 
483–492. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ aqc. 718.

Gallardo, B., M. Clavero, M.I. Sanchez, and M. Vilá. 2015. Global eco-
logical impacts of invasive species in aquatic ecosystems. Global 
Change Biology. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/ gcb. 13004.

Gómez-Erache, M., W. Norbis, D. Bastreri. 2000. Wind effect as forc-
ing factor controlling distribution and diversity of copepods in 
a shallow temperate estuary (Solis Grande, Uruguay). Scientia 
Marina 64:87–95

Grindley, J. 1981. Estuarine plankton. In: Day J (ed) Estuarine ecol-
ogy with particular reference to Southern Africa. A.A.Balkema, 
Cape town, 117–146

Gubanova, A.D., O.A. Garbazey, E.V. Popova, D.A. Altukhov, and V.S. 
Mukhanov. 2019. Oithona davisae: Naturalization in the Black 
Sea, interannual and seasonal dynamics, and effect on the structure 
of the planktonic copepod community. Oceanology 59: 912–919.

Head, E.J.H., and P. Pepin. 2010. Monitoring changes in phytoplankton 
abundance and composition in the northwest Atlantic: A compari-
son of results obtained by continuous plankton recorder sampling 
and colour satellite imagery. Journal of Plankton Research 32: 
1649–1660. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1093/ plankt/ fbq120.

Hobbs, R.J., and L.F. Huenneke. 1992. Disturbance, diversity, and 
invasion—implications for conservation. Conservation Biology 
6: 324–337.

Ibañez, F., J.C. Dauvin, and M. Etienne. 1993. Comparaison des évolu-
tions à long terme (1977–1990) de deux peuplements macroben-
thiques de la baie de Morlaix (Manche occidentale): relations avec 
les facteurs hydroclimatiques. Journal of Experimental Marine 
Biology and Ecology 169.

Intxausti, L., F. Villate, I. Uriarte, A. Iriarte, and I. Ameztoy. 2012. 
Size-related response of zooplankton to hydroclimatic variability 
and water-quality in an organically polluted estuary of the Basque 
coast (Bay of Biscay). Journal of Marine Systems 94: 87–96. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jmars ys. 2011. 10. 015.

Irabien, M.J., A. Cearreta, H. Serrano, and V. Villasante-Marcos. 2018. 
Environmental regeneration processes in the Anthropocene: The 
Bilbao estuary case (northern Spain). Marine Pollution Bulletin 
135: 977–987. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. marpo lbul. 2018. 08. 022.

2607Estuaries and Coasts  (2022) 45:2592–2609

1 3

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-020-02320-7
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2019.00214
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps313043
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00227-017-3155-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00227-017-3155-4
https://doi.org/10.1093/plankt/fby030
https://doi.org/10.1093/plankt/fby030
https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-13/cop-13-dec-28-en.pdf
https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-13/cop-13-dec-28-en.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2005.09.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2006.08.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2006.08.018
https://doi.org/10.1111/fwb.13234
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12237-007-9011-x
https://doi.org/10.1093/plankt/fbx054
https://doi.org/10.1093/plankt/fbx054
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.CSR.2018.03.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2010.05.050
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2010.05.050
https://doi.org/10.1002/aqc.718
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.13004
https://doi.org/10.1093/plankt/fbq120
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmarsys.2011.10.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2018.08.022


Iriarte, A., F. Villate, I. Uriarte, L. Alberdi, and L. Intxausti. 2015. 
Dissolved oxygen in a temperate estuary: The influence of hydro-
climatic factors and eutrophication at seasonal and inter-annual 
time scales. Estuaries and Coasts 38: 1000–1015. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1007/ s12237- 014- 9870-x.

Iriarte, A., F. Villate, I. Uriarte, and S. Arranz. 2016. Assessment of the 
climate and human impact on estuarine water environments in two 
estuaries of the Bay of Biscay. Oceanological and Hydrobiologi-
cal Studies 45: 505–523. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1515/ ohs- 2016- 0043.

Jeschke, J.M., L.G. Aparicio, S. Haider, T. Heger, C.J. Lortie, P. Pysek, 
and L. Strayer. 2012. Support for major hypotheses in invasion 
biology is uneven and declining. NeoBiota 14: 1–20. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 3897/ neobi ota. 14. 3435.

Ji, R., M. Edwards, D.L. Mackas, J.A. Runge, and A.C. Thomas. 2010. 
Marine plankton phenology and life history in a changing cli-
mate: Current research and future directions. Journal of Plankton 
Research 32: 1355–1368. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1093/ plankt/ fbq062.

Johnson, C.L., J.A. Runge, K.A. Curtis, E.G. Durbin, J.A. Hare, L.S. 
Incze, J.S. Link, G.D. Melvin, T.D. O´Brien, and L.V. Guelpen. 
2011. Biodiversity and ecosystem function in the Gulf of Maine: 
pattern and role of zooplankton and pelagic nekton. PLoS One, 6.

Katsanevakis, S., I. Wallentinus, A. Zenetos, E. Leppäkoski, and M.E. 
çinar, B. Ozturk, M. Grabowski, D. Golani, and A.C. Cardoso. 2014. 
Impacts of invasive alien marine species on ecosystem services and 
biodiversity: A pan-European review. Aquatic Invasions 9: 391–423.

Kneitel, J.M., and D. Perrault. 2006. Disturbance-induced changes in 
community composition increase species invasion success. Com-
munity Ecology 7: 245–252. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1556/ ComEc.7. 
2006.2. 11.

Lotze, H.K., H.S. Lenihan, B.J. Bourque, R.H. Bradbury, R.G. Cooke, M.C. 
Kay, S.M. Kidwell, M.X. Kirby, C.H. Peterson, and J.B.C. Jackson. 
2006. Depletion, degradation, and recovery potential of estuaries and 
coastal seas. Science 312: 1806–1810.

Lowry, E., E.J. Rollinson, A.J. Laybourn, T.E. Scott, M.E. Aiello- 
Lammens, S.M. Gray, J. Mickley, and J. Gurevitch. 2012. Biologi-
cal invasions: A field synopsis, systematic review, and database 
of the literature. Ecology and Evolution 3: 182–196. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1002/ ece3. 431.

Magurran, A.E. 2004. Measuring biological diversity. Blackwells.
Magurran, A.E., S.R. Baillie, S.T. Buckland, J. McP, D.A. Dick, 

E.M. Elston, R.I. Scott, P.J. Somerfield. Smith, and A.D. Watt. 
2010. Long-term datasets in biodiversity research and monitor-
ing: Assessing change in ecological communities through time. 
Trends in Ecology & Evolution 25: 574–582. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. tree. 2010. 06. 016.

Marcus, N.H., C. Richmond, C. Sedlacek, G.A. Miller, and C. Oppert. 
2004. Impact of hypoxia on the survival, egg production and pop-
ulation dynamics of Acartia tonsa Dana. Journal of Experimental 
Marine Biology and Ecology 301: 111–128. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. jembe. 2003. 09. 016.

Mccann, K.S. 2000. The diversity–stability debate. Nature 405: 
228–233.

Modéran, J., P. Bouvais, V. David, S. Le Noc, B. Simon-Bouhet, N. 
Niquil, P. Miramand, and D. Fichet. 2010. Zooplankton commu-
nity structure in a highly turbid environment (Charente estuary, 
France): Spatio-temporal patterns and environmental control. 
Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 88: 219–232.

Mollot, G., J.H. Pantel, T.N. Romanuk. 2017. The effects of invasive 
species on the decline in species richness: a global meta-analysis. 
In: Advances in Ecological Research. pp 61–83

Monge-Ganuzas, M., A. Cearreta, and G. Evans. 2013. Morphody-
namic consequences of dredging and dumping activities along the 
lower Oka estuary (Urdaibai Biosphere Reserve, southeastern Bay 
of Biscay, Spain). Ocean and Coastal Management 77: 40–49. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. oceco aman. 2012. 02. 006.

Monge-Ganuzas, M., A. Cearreta, M.J. Irabién, and A. García-Artola. 
2019. Estuaries of the Basque Coast. In The Spanish coastal sys-
tems, 437–465. Cham: Springer.

Naeem, S., J.M.H. Knops, D. Tilman, K.M. Howe, T. Kennedy, and S. 
Gale. 2000. Plant diversity increases resistance to invasion in the 
absence of covarying extrinsic factors. Oikos 91: 97–108.

Nehring, S. 2006. Four arguments why so many alien species settle 
into estuaries, with special reference to the German river Elbe. 
Helgoland Marine Research 60: 127–134.

Olden, J.D., and N.L. Poff. 2003. Toward a mechanistic understanding 
and prediction of biotic homogenization. The American Naturalist 
162: 442–460. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1086/ 378212.

Primo, A., U. Azeiteiro, S. Marques, F. Martinho, and M.A. Pardal. 
2009. Changes in zooplankton diversity and distribution pattern 
under varying precipitation regimes in a southern temperate estu-
ary. Estuaries and Coasts 82: 341–347. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
ecss. 2009. 01. 019.

Ribera D´Alcalà, M., F. Conversano, F. Corato, P. Licandro, O. Mangoni, 
D. Marino, M.G. Mazzocchi, M. Modigh, M. Montresor, M. Nardella, 
V. Saggiomo, D. Sarno, and A. Zingone. 2004. Seasonal patterns in 
plankton communities in a pluriannual time series at a coastal Medi-
terranean site (Gulf of Naples): an attempt to discern recurrences and 
trends*. Scientia Marina 68:65–83. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3989/ scimar. 
2004. 68s165

Remane, A. 1934. Die Brackwasserfauna. Verhandlungen Der 
Deutschen Zoologischen Gesellschaft 36: 34–74.

Reznick, D.N., S. De Bona, A. López-Sepulcre, M. Torres, R.D. Bassar, 
P. Benzen, and J. Travis. 2020. Experimental study of species inva-
sion: early population dynamics and role of disturbance in invasion 
success. Ecological Monographs, 0(0).

Richirt, J., E. Goberville, V. Ruiz-gonzalez, and B. Sautour. 2019. Local 
changes in copepod composition and diversity in two coastal sys-
tems of Western Europe. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 227: 
106304.

Richmond, C., N.H. Marcus, C. Sedlacek, G.A. Miller, and C. Oppert. 
2006. Hypoxia and seasonal temperature: Short-term effects and 
long-term implications for Acartia tonsa dana. Journal of Exper-
imental Marine Biology and Ecology 328: 177–196. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/j. jembe. 2005. 07. 004.

Ricklefs, R. 2010. The economy of nature. W. H. Freeman and Com-
pany, New York

Schindler, D.E., J.B. Armstrong, and T.E. Reed. 2015. The portfolio 
concept in ecology and evolution. Frontiers in Ecology and the 
Environment 13: 257–263. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1890/ 140275.

Simberloff, D., and J.R.S. Vitule. 2014. A call for an end to calls for 
the end of invasion biology. Oikos 123: 408–413. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1111/j. 1600- 0706. 2013. 01228.x.

Socolar, J.B., J.J. Gilroy, W.E. Kunin, and D.P. Edwards. 2016. How 
should beta-diversity inform biodiversity conservation? Trends 
in Ecology & Evolution 31: 67–80. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
tree. 2015. 11. 005.

Soetaert, K., and P. Van Rijswijk. 1993. Spatial and temporal pat-
terns of the zooplankton in the Westerschelde estuary. Marine 
Ecology Progress Series 97: 47–59.

Strayer, D.L. 2012. Eight questions about invasions and ecosystem 
functioning. Ecology Letters 15: 1199–1210. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1111/j. 1461- 0248. 2012. 01817.x.

Taboada, F.G., A.D. Barton, C.A. Stock, J. Dunne, and J.G. John. 
2019. Seasonal to interannual predictability of oceanic net pri-
mary production inferred from satellite observations. Progress 
in Oceanography 170: 28–39.

Thomaz, S.M., K.E. Kovalenko, J.E. Havel, and L.B. Kats. 2015. 
Aquatic invasive species: General trends in the literature and 
introduction to the special issue. Hydrobiologia 746: 1–12. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10750- 014- 2150-8.

2608 Estuaries and Coasts  (2022) 45:2592–2609

1 3

https://doi.org/10.1007/s12237-014-9870-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12237-014-9870-x
https://doi.org/10.1515/ohs-2016-0043
https://doi.org/10.3897/neobiota.14.3435
https://doi.org/10.3897/neobiota.14.3435
https://doi.org/10.1093/plankt/fbq062
https://doi.org/10.1556/ComEc.7.2006.2.11
https://doi.org/10.1556/ComEc.7.2006.2.11
https://doi.org/10.1002/ece3.431
https://doi.org/10.1002/ece3.431
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2010.06.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2010.06.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2003.09.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2003.09.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2012.02.006
https://doi.org/10.1086/378212
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2009.01.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2009.01.019
https://doi.org/10.3989/scimar.2004.68s165
https://doi.org/10.3989/scimar.2004.68s165
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2005.07.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2005.07.004
https://doi.org/10.1890/140275
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0706.2013.01228.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0706.2013.01228.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2015.11.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2015.11.005
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2012.01817.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2012.01817.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-014-2150-8


Thomsen, M.S., T. Wernberg, J.D. Olden, J.E. Byers, J.F. Bruno, 
B.R. Silliman, and D.R. Schiel. 2014. Forty years of experi-
ments on aquatic invasive species: Are study biases limiting our 
understanding of impacts? NeoBiota 22: 1–22. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 3897/ neobi ota. 22. 6224.

Uriarte, I., F. Villate, and A. Iriarte. 2016. Zooplankton recoloniza-
tion of the inner estuary of Bilbao: Influence of pollution abate-
ment, climate and non-indigenous species. Journal of Plankton 
Research 38: 718–731.

Uriarte, I., F. Villate, A. Iriarte, J. Duque, and I. Ameztoy. 2014. Sea-
sonal and axial variations of net water circulation and turnover 
in the estuary of Bilbao. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 
150: 312–324. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ecss. 2014. 04. 007.

Vackár, D., B. Brink, J. Loh, J.E.M. Baillie, and B. Reyers. 2012. 
Review of multispecies indices for monitoring human impacts 
on biodiversity. Ecological Indicators 17: 58–67. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/j. ecoli nd. 2011. 04. 024.

Valencia, V., A. Borja, J. Franco, I. Galsparsoro, and E. Tello. 2004. 
Medio físico y dinámica de los estuarios de la costa vasca. apli-
caciones en ecología y gestión. Departamento de Ordenación 
del Territorio y Medio Ambiente, Gobierno Vasco

Vieira, L.R., L. Guilhermino, and F. Morgado. 2015. Zooplankton 
structure and dynamics in two estuaries from the Atlantic coast 
in relation to multi-stressors exposure. Estuarine, Coastal and 
Shelf Science 167: 347–367.

Villate, F. 1997. Tidal influence on zonation and occurrence of resi-
dent and temporary zooplankton in a shallow system (estuary of 
Mundaka, Bay of Biscay). Scientia Marina 61:173–188.

Villate, F., A. Iriarte, I. Uriarte, L. Intxausti, and A. de la Sota. 2013. 
Dissolved oxygen in the rehabilitation phase of an estuary: Influ-
ence of sewage pollution abatement and hydro-climatic factors. 

Marine Pollution Bulletin 70: 234–246. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
marpo lbul. 2013. 03. 010.

Villate, F., A. Ruiz, and J. Franco. 1993. Summer zonation and develop-
ment of zooplankton populations within a shallow mesotidal sys-
tem the estuary of Mundaka. Cahiers de Biologie Marine 34:131–
143. https:// doi. org/ 10. 21411/ CBM.A. 1DFBF CC8

Villate, F., I. Uriarte, and A. Iriarte. 2018. Impact of the invasive spe-
cies Acartia tonsa on the distribution of autochthonous Acartii-
dae species in estuaries of the Bay of Biscay. In Trends in Cope-
pod Studies, ed. M. Uttieri, 83–117. New York: Nova Science 
Publishers.

Villate, F., I. Uriarte, X. Irigoien, G. Beaugrand, and U. Cotano. 2004. 
Zooplankton communities. In Oceanography and marine envi-
ronment of the Basque Country, ed. A. Borja and M. Collins, 
395–423. Amsterdam: Elsevier.

Villate, F., J. Franco, A. Ruiz, and E. Orive. 1989. Caracterización 
geomorfologica e hidrologica de cinco sistemas estuaricos del 
País Vasco. Kobie 18: 157–170.

Vitousek, P.M., and C.M. D´Antonio, L.L. Loope, M. Reijmánek, and 
R. Westbrooks. 1997. Introduced species: A significant compo-
nent of human-caused global environmental change. New Zealand 
Journal of Ecology 21: 1–16.

Webber, M., E. Edwards-Myers, C. Campbell, and D. Webber. 2005. 
Phytoplankton and zooplankton as indicators of water quality in 
phytoplankton in Discovery Bay, Jamaica. Hidrobiologia 545: 
177–193. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10750- 005- 2676-x.

Whitfield, A.K., M. Elliott, A. Basset, S.J.M. Blaber, and R.J. Wes. 
2012. Paradigms in estuarine ecology-a review of the Remane 
diagram with a suggested revised model for estuaries. Estuarine, 
Coastal and Shelf Science 97: 78–90. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
ecss. 2011. 11. 026.

2609Estuaries and Coasts  (2022) 45:2592–2609

1 3

https://doi.org/10.3897/neobiota.22.6224
https://doi.org/10.3897/neobiota.22.6224
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2014.04.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2011.04.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2011.04.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2013.03.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2013.03.010
https://doi.org/10.21411/CBM.A.1DFBFCC8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-005-2676-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2011.11.026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2011.11.026

	Impact of Colonizer Copepods on Zooplankton Structure and Diversity in Contrasting Estuaries
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Methods
	Study Area
	Data Source
	Data Pre-Treatment
	Data Analyses

	Results
	Community Structure
	Diversity
	Alpha Diversity
	Gamma and Beta Diversities


	Discussion
	Changes in Zooplankton Structure
	Changes in Diversity
	Spatial Changes in Both Estuaries
	Interannual Changes in the Estuary of Bilbao
	Seasonal Changes in the Estuary of Bilbao
	Interannual Changes in the Estuary of Urdaibai
	Seasonal Changes in the Estuary of Urdaibai

	The Role of Diversity and Community Structure Prior to the arrival of the New Copepod Species in the Differential Impact of These Species in the Two Estuaries

	Acknowledgements 
	References


