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Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

SENITIVITY ASSESSMENT OF CONTAMINANT PRESSURES
- APPROACH DEVELOPMENT, APPLICATION, AND
EVIDENCE REVIEWS

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Phase 1 of the project explored the range of chemical contaminants likely to affect marine habitats,
examined the use of environmental standards (i.e. EQS, ERLs etc) and ‘mixing zones’ as potential
benchmarks of chemical contamination, and oil and chemical spills response guidance as benchmarks
for incidental spills and discharges.

Phase 1 concluded that it was difficult to see how a quantified value or scenario would function as a
quantified benchmark for sensitivity assessment. The mechanisms whereby any individual species is
exposed to any individual chemical is complex, and varies depending on the behaviour of chemicals in
the environment, their mode of action and toxicity, as well as the nature of the receiving environment.
Phase 1 concluded that:

1. a‘weight of evidence’ approach was used and sensitivity to exposure to any given chemical assessed
based on the reported levels of resultant mortality, as used for pressures such as ‘abrasion’,
‘penetration’ and ‘introduction of non-native species’;

2. sensitivity assessments were supported by a description of the relevant evidence on the
method/route of exposure, and evidence from laboratory studies (e.g. LC/ECsos) and observational
studies where available;

3. the chemical behaviour of the chemical included in our pressure groupings (‘hydrocarbons’,
‘synthetics’, ‘transitional metals’, and ‘others’) were recorded/examined to identify those unlikely
impact benthic species (e.g. ‘evaporators’), and those likely to have physical (e.g. smothering,
clogging) and/or chemical effects (e.g. toxicity);

4. sensitivity to physical and chemical effects were scored separately where needed, e.g. oil spills;

5. detailed Rapid Evidence Assessments (REAs) were used to record the details (meta-data) of the
evidence used to support sensitivity assessment, the evidence summaries’, in a separate
spreadsheet;

6. a meta-analysis to ‘rank’ marine benthic species or taxonomic groups by their responses to chemical
contaminants should be investigated; and

7. the resultant dataset should be provided online as an additional resource to SNCBs.

Phase 2 trialled the ‘weight of evidence’ approach and applied the standard REA methodology (Collins et
al., 2015) using Mytilus spp. as the test species and a focus on ‘Hydrocarbons & PAHs’. Phase 3
completed the Mytilus spp. REAs for ‘Transitional Metals’ and ‘Synthetic compounds’ and included REAs
for the ‘contaminant’ pressures in Zostera spp. and seagrasses. The results were as follows.

1. Alist of chemical contaminants likely to occur in the marine environment was developed and
attached to this report.

2. The existing pressure definitions for each of the contaminant pressures (‘hydrocarbons’, ‘synthetics’,
‘transitional metals’, and ‘others’) were revised.

3. A detailed REA protocol was developed and applied to the test species.

4. Detailed evidence for each of the contaminant pressures are provided in the relevant ‘evidence
summary’ spreadsheets that accompany this report for both Mytilus spp. and Seagrasses.
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5. Detail summaries of the relevant evidence on the effects of a range of contaminant types on both
Mytilus spp. and Seagrasses were provided with the report.

6. The likely resistance, and hence sensitivity, of both Mytilus spp. and Seagrasses to the different
contaminant types within each contaminant pressure were presented.

The development of the approach, the use of the REA protocol, evidence summaries, and resultant
sensitivity assessments are discussed.
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1 Introduction

MarLIN (Marine Life Information Network) was tasked with assessing the sensitivity of benthic marine
habitats in UK waters to contaminant (pollutant) pressures for inclusion in the MarESA (Marine
Evidence-based Sensitivity Assessment) database and website. The MarESA approach is summarized on
the MarLIN website (https://www.marlin.ac.uk/sensitivity/sensitivity rationale) and explained in detail
in MarESA Guidance Manual (Tyler-Walters et al., 2018). All the terms used in sensitivity assessment,
are defined and explained in detail in the above ‘Manual’ and summarized in the following report where
needed.

The following report outlines the methodology used to develop an approach prior to its testing, its
subsequent amendment, and application to example habitats or species. The resultant ‘Rapid Evidence
Assessments’ are presented, together with recommendations for further development prior to the
application of the proposed approach to further species and habitats.

1.1 Aim of the project

The project aimed to support an improved understanding of benthic habitat sensitivity (or risk), based
on marine biotopes of the UK MHC (UK Marine Habitat Classification) and EUNIS (European Union
Nature Information System) Habitat classifications. Sensitivity assessments are used to underpin MPA
condition assessments and advice on operations, for example, they are used within the Natural
England’s (NE) designated sites system and the Scottish FeAST (Feature Activity Sensitivity Tool) tool to
indicate MPA (Marine Protected Area) feature sensitivity to marine activities and associated pressures.

The current MarESA (Marine Evidence-based Sensitivity Assessment) approach ranks the ‘relative’
sensitivity of marine species and habitats against a standardised and specified quantitative or qualitative
‘benchmark’ level of exposure for each pressure assessed. All pressures are clearly defined based on the
ICG-C (Intercessional Correspondence Group on Cumulative Effects) (OSPAR, 2011).

The benchmarks are based on those developed by MarLIN and MB0102 (Tillin et al., 2010; Tillin & Tyler-
Walters, 2014a&b) (see Tyler-Walters et al., 2018). All sensitivity assessments are made against a
standardised ‘benchmark’ level of each pressure. For example for temperature changes the benchmark
used is ‘a 5°Cincrease in temp for a one month period, or 2°C for one year’.

The MarESA dataset includes the following ‘Contaminant’ pressures:
e ‘Transition elements & organometals’ contamination;

e ‘Hydrocarbon & PAH’ contamination;

e ‘Synthetic compound’ contamination;

e ‘Introduction of other substances’ (solid, liquid or gas), and

e ‘Nutrient enrichment’.

The benchmarks for the contaminant pressures are set to existing chemical/pollution standards levels,
that is, ‘Compliance with all AA EQS, conformance with PELs, EACs, ERLs’ for chemical contaminants and
‘Compliance with WFD criteria for good status’ for ‘Nutrient enrichment’. However, because these
environmental standards have been set with the intention of avoiding environmental harm, nothing is
therefore ‘sensitive’ to these pressures when ‘compliance with all environmental standards’ is used as a
‘benchmark’.
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The MarLIN Steering Committee’ wanted these assessments updated to enable their use in identifying
sensitive habitats within MPAs or other areas where unregulated events and pollution incidents may
occur that exceed the EQS thresholds, for example an accidental chemical or oil spill, or discharge of
excess fertilizer, so that SNCBs can advise on management and site recovery. MarLIN was, therefore
tasked with developing new pressure definitions and benchmarks for these contaminant pressures.

There is a strong need to ensure we integrate with other existing work on contaminants, so an expert
group and workshop was formed to support this project. We were aware of existing work undertaken
on chemical thresholds and assessments by groups such as the UK TAG CTT and CSSEG. However, the
MarLIN work did not aim to develop new standards or guidelines and the sensitivity benchmarks do not
relate to protection goals. Sensitivity assessments are used to provide an indication of biotope
sensitivity to a range of different pressures.

1.2 Project methodology

The project was divided into a series of phases or tranches of work.

e Phase 1 —Scoping study, discussion, and development of approach

e Phase 2 —Test of the proposed approach on example habitat/species

e Phase 3 — Application of the approach to an example habitats/species

The outputs of each phase were discussed and amended by the MarLIN Contaminants Expert Group?
and the MarLIN Steering Committee. The project was initiated on 3" December 2019 with a first
‘experts’ workshop and developed over the following timeline:

e initial contaminants pressures workshop 3rd December 2019;
e scoping study based on first contaminants workshop (above);
e work commenced in earnest with the second contaminants workshop in 16th November 2020;

e further study of ‘Allowable zones of Effects’ and the ‘Tiered’ approach to spills (oils and chemical)
and pollution incidents;

e agreed list of chemicals to be included (scope) circulated 11th January 2021;
e further recommendations on benchmarking circulated on 20th January 2021;
e Steering Committee meeting to discuss recommendations, with invited experts, 10th February 2021;

e Phase 2 of the project — the ‘testing of the approach’ phase was completed and reported to the last
Steering Committee and ‘Contaminants’ Expert group’ in September 2021;

e afurther test of the literature review was undertaken in October 2021;

e Phase 3 of the project focused on the completion of the Mytilus spp. Rapid Evidence Assessment
(REA) for ‘Metals’ and ‘Synthetics’, and an additional REA for Zostera spp., Based on the
recommendations received and the further literature review;

e the ‘Metals’ section of the Mytilus REA drafted and circulated for comment (February 2022);
e the ‘Synthetics’ section of the Mytilus REA and the Zostera REA is completed (end March 2022), and

' The MarLIN Steering committee is composed of representatives of Dept. For Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (Defra),
Dept. of Agriculture and Rural Affairs (DAERA), Joint Nature Conservation Committee (JNCC), Marine Scotland (MS), Natural
England (NE), Natural Resources Wales (NRW), and NatureScot.

2 Composed of representatives of the MarLIN Steering Committee and invited experts from Cefas (Centre for Fisheries and
Aquaculture Sciences), SEPA (Scottish Environmental Protection Agency), EA (Environment Agency), academia and
consultancy.
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e the final report circulated for comment (early April 2022).

In the report below, each Phase of the project is presented separately, to illustrate the different
approaches discussed and how the proposed approach to assess the sensitivity of marine habitats to
‘contaminant’ pressures was developed.

13
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2 Phase 1. Development of the approach

A short ‘scoping study’ was conducted based on the outcomes of the contaminants pressures
benchmark workshop (3™ December 2019). The ‘scoping study’ followed up the advice provided during
the workshop.

2.1 Initial scoping study

The scoping study report (May 2020) aimed to highlight the potential scale of the task and the
information needs required to create the contaminant pressure benchmarks and modify (if required)
the current MarESA sensitivity approach for the assessment of the sensitivity of marine habitats
(biotopes) to a range of contaminants. The report also identified several questions about the proposed
application of the assessments that needed to be addressed by the SNCBs and competent agencies
before the work begins.

Summary of findings

The main suggestions and questions that arose from the scoping study and are discussed in detail
below.

1. We need to agree the range of chemical contaminants to be addressed within the project, and agree
the specification for the project.

2. The categories of chemicals (i.e. hydrocarbons, synthetics, heavy metals, and others) should be
checked and revised if necessary.

3. The pressure ‘Introduction of other substances’ requires a clear definition.

4. The current benchmark ‘compliance with all environmental standards’ does not provide information
for management decisions and should be excluded.

5. Further expert input from the competent agencies is required to set benchmarks for:
a. concentrations within ‘mixing zones’ (e.g. 10x, 100x, 1000x EQS); and
b. spills, especially chemical spills other than oil.

6. Bioaccumulation is best assessed as part of the level of exposure (under point 6 above) and a
separate benchmark is not required.

7. The habitats (biotopes) should be grouped by similar structural / functioning species (or species
group) to streamline the literature review.

2.1.1 Range of chemical contaminants

How many chemical contaminants do we ‘want’ or ‘need’ to address?

Ideally, we ‘wanted’ to examine the effects of any chemical contaminant that was known to or had the
potential to adversely affect marine life and, hence, marine habitats (biotopes). Alternatively, we may
only ‘need’ to assess those chemicals that are identified as PBT (Persistent, Bioaccumulative, or Toxic)
and listed as Priority Chemicals under relevant Directives (PSD?, WFD*, MSFD) or conventions (OSPAR’®).
There are 45 chemicals listed on the PSD list, 29 on OSPAR’s list of priority chemicals and ca 264 on

*PSD (Priority Substances Directive) - https://ec.europa.eu/environment/water/water-framework/priority substances.htm
* WFD (Water Framework Directive) - https://ec.europa.eu/environment/water/water-framework/index_en.html

> OSPAR - Chemicals for priority action - https://www.ospar.org/work-areas/hasec/chemicals/priority-action

® OSPAR —List of substances of potential concern - https://www.ospar.org/work-areas/hasec/chemicals/possible-concern/list
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OSPAR’s list of chemicals of potential concern. However, the OECD AOP (Adverse Outcome Pathways)
Portal’ suggests there are ca 100,000+ chemicals in the environment (not limited to aquatic or marine).

We assumed that we would need to include ‘legacy’ chemicals (e.g. heavy metals, pesticides, and
antifoulants) as well as emerging chemicals (e.g. pharmaceuticals, novel biocides, novel antifoulants,
and nanoparticulates). However, we suggested that ‘algal toxins’, derived from harmful algal blooms
(HABs) should be addressed under a separate pressure.

How do we group chemical contaminants?

At present, we have separate ‘pressure definitions’ for:

e ‘Hydrocarbons and PAHs’;

e ‘Synthetic compounds (inc. pesticides, antifoulants, pharmaceuticals)’;

e ‘Transition elements and organo-metals’;

e ‘Radionuclides’;

e ‘Introduction of other substances (solid, liquid, gas)’; and

e ‘Nutrient enrichment’.

These categories are based on the OSPAR Intercessional Correspondence Group on Cumulative Effects
(ICG-C) (OSPAR, 2011) categories and mirror chemical categories used in the lists of priority substances
and substances of potential concern.

Therefore, we suggested that we continue to use these categories but with a few minor changes.

1. TBT and other antifoulants should be included under ‘synthetics’ and not ‘metals’ (as decided at the
expert workshop in December 2019).

2. ‘Introduction of other substances’ requires a clear definition.

The ‘Introduction of other substances’ pressure is unclear at present. It refers to ‘produced waters’ e.g.
from the oil and gas industry but otherwise acts as a ‘catch-all’ for contaminants that do not fit
anywhere else.

Literature review

Clearly, the greater the number of pressures, and the range of chemicals under each pressure we
address, the larger the literature review required and the greater the number of papers documented as
the basis for each assessment; and the longer the time required to complete the assessments.

In practice, MarLIN operates a ‘tiered’ approach to literature review. For example, in any one habitat,
for each of the species (or species group) ‘that are indicative of sensitivity’® within each biotope and/or
particular habitat (rocky shores, seagrass beds, etc), we search for:

1. direct evidence of adverse effects of each category of contaminant in turn (i.e. hydrocarbons, PAHs,
metals etc.);

2. direct evidence of adverse effects of each chemical within each category (e.g. Pb, Cd, Hg etc.).

3. evidence of adverse effects of each chemical or category of chemical on the taxonomic group or
functional groups within the habitat (e.g. Crustacea, Mollusca, Echindodermata etc. ), and

" OECD (Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development) - AOP (Adverse Outcome Pathways) Portal -
https://www.oecd.org/chemicalsafety/testing/adverse-outcome-pathways-molecular-screening-and-toxicogenomics.htm

¥ See section 4 of the MarESA manual for definition - https://www.marlin.ac.uk/assets/pdf/MarESA-Sensitivity-Assessment-
Guidance-Rpt-Dec2018.pdf.
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4. evidence of adverse effects of each chemical or category of chemical on similar habitats in the UK,
NEA (North East Atlantic) or worldwide.

Priority is given to evidence of direct effects of a particular contaminant, or category of contaminant on
the species or habitat of interest, as reported in the literature. For example, the results of significant oil
spills on temperate rocky shores are well documented (e.g. Exxon Valdez, Sea Empress, Amoco Cadiz
spills). Reports of the effects of pollution incidents on relevant habitats, and experimental exposures
will be the priority source of evidence, although may be limited to legacy contaminants.

Where information on particular species and habitats is lacking then we will use proxies, such as the
reported effects of contaminants on similar species or taxonomic groups.

The recent work on Adverse Outcome Pathways (AOPS) may be particularly useful. AOPs identify MIEs
(Molecular Initiating Events) by which the chemical in question interacts with common biochemical
pathways within an organism that results in one or more adverse effect. The AOP process promises to
be able to identify chemicals of similar structure and, hence, similar MIEs to inform their likely effect on
organisms. Similarly, where biochemical pathways are conserved within taxonomic groups, the AOPs
provide evidence on which to assess their potential risk to a range of organisms (Gunnarson et al., 2008,
2019; Hutchinson et al., 2013; Coady et al., 2018).

In May 2020, there were ca 284 AOPs for individual chemicals, which documented 2087 MIEs, in the
OECD AOP Knowledge base (https://aopkb.oecd.org/). Hopefully, we can mine that database for
relevant information. A short glance through a random sample suggests that the number of test
organisms, on which the AOPs are based, is small. However, that is true of most toxicity studies.

Similarly, the detailed dossiers® on the development of Environmental Quality Standards (EQS) for a
range of chemicals may also be a useful information resource.

An indication of the scale of the literature review is given in Table 2.1, which lists the number of
literature items returned in one abstracting journal (Aquatic Science and Fisheries Abstracts; ASFA) using
simple search terms based on the contaminant categories and classes chemicals on the priority chemical
lists (see above). Clearly, some results would require further specific terms while others require further
investigation, and the results are only based on a single abstracting journal. We routinely use Web of
Science (a science citation index), Google Scholar, and other sources. However, Table 2.1 suggests that
we could expect to sift through several thousand (perhaps many thousands) literature sources to review
the effects of the suggested range of chemicals on the range of habitats in the MarESA dataset (see
below).

Questions and issues

The following questions need to be discussed with the MarLIN Steering Committee and /or ‘expert
group’ in order to help specify the scope of work for the ‘contaminants project’.

1. Do we need to review the effects of every possible chemical within the present categories?

2. Isthere a minimum list of chemicals we ‘need’ to address?

3. Isthere a list of ‘likely suspects’ based on case work within the SNCBs and competent authorities
(EA, SEPA, and MMO) on which we ‘need’ to focus?

4. Are there any chemicals on the priority lists we can ignore, as they are unlikely to affect coastal or
marine environments?

Are we happy to exclude ‘algal toxins’ derived from HABs from the project?

How do we define ‘introduction of other substances’?

? https://ec.europa.eu/environment/water/water-dangersub/lib_pri_substances.htm
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Table 2.1. The number of literature items discovered (May 2020) using the listed search terms in
Aquatic Science and Fisheries Abstracts (ASFA) with a date range of 1960-2020 is listed. Multiple search
terms are separated by ‘/’ as are the number of ‘hits’. Please note the numbers are indicative, and large
numbers of ‘hits’ would be reduced using more specific terms and low numbers of ‘hits’ would be

routinely investigated further.

Pressure Search terms ASFA ‘hits’
Transition elements & organo- |Metals 184,098
metal contamination. Organometals 890

Pb (Lead) 89,208

Cd (Cadmium) 45,560

Hg (Mercury) 38,142
Hydrocarbon & PAH Hydrocarbons 85,032

contamination.

PAHs / Polyaromatic hydrocarbons

10,294 / 1,961

Oil / Petroleum

286,530/ 133,128

LPG / Liquefied petroleum gas

2,959/3,321

Synthetic compound

Pesticides/biocides

45,304 /2,112

contamination (incl. pesticides, | Antifoulants 361"

antifoulants, pharmaceuticals). |TBT / Tri-butyl tin 29 /29"
Pharmaceutical / ‘Pharmaceutical AND toxicity’ 26,848 / 857
PCBs / Polychlorinated biphenyl 12,002 /11,514
Organohalogens 318
Organochlorines 2,640
Organophosphates 3,937
Phenols 23,900
Hormones 40,033"
Oestrogens/Estrogens 7,426 /7,426
Endocrine disruptors 4,523

Introduction of other Barite / ‘Barium AND contamination’ 4,101/ 87

substances (solid, liquid or

gas)m

Radionuclide contamination Radiation 158,290
Radionuclides 6,205

Nutrient enrichment Eutrophication / ‘Eutrophication AND marine’ 46,760/ 5,563
Nitrogen 187,096
Phosphate 78,846

2.1.2 Pressures and benchmarks

At the expert consultation workshop in December 2019, it was agreed that a suite of benchmarks for
each of the pressure categories would be pursued. These were:

e Compliance with environmental standards (e.g. EQS) (the present benchmark);

e Permitted localised levels of chemical exposure i.e. within ‘mixing zones’;

" Further investigation required
" Further investigation required
 Further investigation required

B Mainly hormonal function rather than hormones as a contaminant
14 . . e
This category lacks a clear definition, at present.
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e Exposure to chemicals due to accidental spills; and
e Exposure to increased levels of contaminant due to bioaccumulation.

‘Nutrients’ was an exception. It was decided to use the WFD categories (i.e. ‘Good’, ‘Poor’, ‘Bad’) as the
basis of the benchmarks. No further discussion is required in this report.

Compliance with environmental standards (e.g. EQS)

This is the current benchmark used for all contaminant pressures. It results in a default assessment of
‘Not sensitive’ because the environmental standards are set at levels that are thought not to cause any
adverse effect on marine life. However, the contaminant pressures are reported as ‘Not assessed’ to
avoid any confusion and the implication that the species or habitats are not sensitive to the
contaminants, rather than ‘Not sensitive as defined under the benchmark’ (i.e. the EQS).

The expert consultation workshop suggested that this benchmark was retained. However, we would
suggest it is excluded because it provides no information on which to base a management decision.
Sensitivity assessments are not ‘absolute’ values but are ‘relative’. The sensitivity assessment approach
aims to identify those species and habitats that are more sensitive than others to a given pressure so
that the need for management action (intervention, protection, mitigation etc.) can be prioritised. If all
habitats and species are scored the same (in this instance 'Not sensitive’) then none can be prioritised
and the assessment serves no purpose.

Permitted localised levels of chemical exposure i.e. within ‘mixing zones’

‘Mixing zones’ allow the effluent or discharges from a given activity and/or outfall to ‘mix’ in the water
column and dilute the effluent or discharge to safe limits, that is, to the relevant EQS once outside the
defined ‘mixing zone’. However, the presumption is that the permitted levels of chemical may exceed
the relevant EQS within the ‘mixing zone’. Detailed information on the identification of ‘mixing zones’ is
given by European Commission (2010) and duplicated in guidance of thermal plumes (BEEMS, 2011).
The process is complicated and several modelling techniques are suggested (SEPA, 2013).

In summary, the identification of ‘mixing zones’ should take into account:
e the physical and chemical nature of the effluent / discharge;

e the physical and chemical nature of the receiving environment (inc. freshwater, lakes, transitional or
saline waters);

e the flow rate, speed and buoyancy of the effluent/discharge (inc. solids or sediment content);
e the flow rate or hydrography of the receiving environment (inc. bed topography), and
e the ratio of the concentration of the chemical(s) of concern to its (their) EQS(s); amongst others.

In short, the ‘mixing zones’ and the permitted concentrations of chemicals within them will be specific
to the activity under consideration, the type and content of the effluent / discharge, and its location.

Sensitivity assessments are not ‘site specific’ but benchmarks are designed to represent the most likely
‘level of effect’ of a given pressure. The expert workshop suggested that we could set this benchmark at
10 and/or 100x the EQS.

The European Commission (2011) guidance on the derivation of EQS lists ‘Assessment factors’ (AFs),
‘Assessment factors’ typically range from 5 to 10,000 depending on the receiving environment
(freshwater or saltwater, or sediment), the type of chemical, and the confidence on the source of
toxicity data and its relevance to the receptor (water column, sediment or biota). ‘Assessment factors’
are used to account for uncertainty in the evidence by reducing the EQS value (concentration) by
increasingly large AFs as uncertainty increases. In theory, we could back calculate the EQS and use the
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AF relevant to saltwater and marine environments to suggest a range of benchmarks between 5x to
10,000x the EQS. Alternatively, we could use the MAC-EQS (Maximum allowable concentration — EQS).

There is growing evidence for the effects of chemicals on ‘—omics’ (i.e. the transcriptome, proteome, or
metabolome) of organisms (Veldhoen et al., 2012). The limited evidence so far examined suggests that
‘~omics’ detect the effects of low levels of chemicals in the environment, and may act as an early
warning and improve chemical risk assessment. However, most of the effects are sublethal and would
not be incorporated into sensitivity assessment, where the existing ‘resistance’ scale is defined by
mortality within the population. The exception is where the chemicals adversely affect reproduction or
development and, hence, lead to population decline.

Questions and issues

If we decide to use multiples of the EQS, it means that we would create a separate benchmark for each
individual chemical within the priority substances list or for chemicals for which an EQS has been
determined. However, EQSs do not exist for every chemical that might be of concern. Also, we could
not apply this approach to categories of chemicals (see section 1) nor to ‘proxies’ based on evidence
from similar taxonomic groups.

1. What range of multiples of the relevant EQS (10x, 100x, 1000x) are representative of the
concentrations permitted in ‘mixing zones’?

2. Are the range of chemical concentrations typically permitted in ‘mixing zones’ publically available?

3. Canthe relevant competent authorities advise on typical chemical concentrations permitted and the
size (i.e. extent, area) of ‘mixing zones’?

Further expert input is required from the SNCBs and other competent bodies (EA, SEPA, and MMO).
Also, if we pursue this approach we must make sure that it is both transparent and understandable by
agency staff and comparable to existing guidance on water and sediment quality standards. We will also
need to incorporate information on the different pressure categories of chemicals and ‘proxies’ for
taxonomic groups.

2.1.3 Exposure to chemicals due to accidental spills'>

Current oil spill guidance identifies three tiers to describe the size and scope of the response (API, 2014;
IPIECA, 2015; Alison Brand pers. comm.).

Tier 1: Minor spills, including incipient spills that are quickly controlled, contained and cleaned up using
local (onsite or immediately available) equipment and personnel resources. A Tier 1 spill would typically
be resolved within a few hours or days.

Tier 2: Moderate spills requiring activation of significant regional oil spill response resources. A Tier 2
spill response may continue for several days or weeks.

Tier 3: Major spills requiring activation of large quantities and multiple types of response resources
including those from out of the region, and possibly international sources. A Tier 3 spill response may
continue for many weeks or months.

However, the tier levels are typically not associated with the volume of oil spilled. Nor is the type of oil
spilt specified. It is the overall impact of the spill, not the quantity alone that dictates the types and
amounts of resources required and the duration of cleanup operations (Alison Brand pers. comm.).

B Spills refer to accidental releases of chemical and not controlled deliberate releases or discharges. We will need to adopt
or create a definition.
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The EAs’ CICS (Common Incident Classification Scheme) (EA, 2016) provides guidance on the definition
of an incident, the physical response to the incident and categories of potential and actual impact. The
guidance is generic and not limited to oil or other spills but any incident. The environmental impact
categorisation is split into four categories (EA, 2016).

e Category 1 — major, serious, persistent and/or extensive impact or effect on the environment,
people and/or property

e Category 2 —significant impact or effect on the environment, people and/or property
e Category 3 — minor or minimal impact or effect on the environment, people and/or property
e Category 4 — substantiated incident with no impact.

There is close similarity between these categories and the resistance scale used in MarESA. However,
the scheme provides little information on the size and nature of the spills because it is a designed as a
framework with which to make decisions. Specific operational guidance mentioned in the CICS
document was not available.

Questions and issues

The effects (immediate damage and recovery) of large-scale oil spills are well documented (e.g. Exxon
Valdez, Sea Empress, Amoco Cadiz etc.). However, it is likely that the effects of small-scale local spills
are less well studied, outside experimental studies. Nevertheless, we could develop a number of
descriptive, qualitative benchmarks to describe the scale and extent of an oil spill for use as a qualitative
benchmark, similar to those suggested above. We would also need to include oil types (as different
types or fractions of oil have different toxicities). However, we are not aware of detailed studies of
other chemical spills at present and further research is required.

1. Are detailed studies of the effects of minor, local oil and fuel spills available?
2. Can the competent authorities provide information on the typical size and nature of local oil spills?

3. Can the competent authorities provide information on the typical size and nature of local chemical
spills (other than oils) encountered in their casework?

4. Are there any chemical or categories of chemicals that are unlikely to be released as a ‘spill’ and can
be excluded from this pressure?

Further expert input is required from the SNCBs and other competent bodies (EA, SEPA, and MMO).
Information from the relevant agencies on typical size and nature of spills, especially local spills, and
their effects will focus the literature review and ensure compatibility between the sensitivity assessment
approach adopted and their standard approaches. Information is existing operational guidance may
also focus the review.

2.1.4 Exposure to increased levels of contaminant due to bioaccumulation

The European Commission (2010) clearly define the terms relevant to bioaccumulation. They define
bioaccumulation via three terms.

e BCF (bioconcentration factor) of a compound is defined as the ratio of the concentration of the
chemical in the organism and in water at equilibrium;

e BMF (biomagnification factor) is defined as the ratio between the uptake of a contaminant from
food and its removal by depuration, excretion and metabolism; and

e bioaccumulation factor (BAF) can be expressed for simplicity as the steady state (equilibrium) ratio
of the substance concentration in an organism to the concentration in the surrounding medium (e.g.
water).
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The potential for bioaccumulation and ‘secondary poisoning of predators’ is assessed as part of the
process to derive an EQS, especially in biota. Therefore, we suggested that a separate benchmark for
bioaccumulation was probably not required.

In practice, we can use the benchmark levels under section 2.1.2 above and the agreed ‘multiples of the
EQS’ and treat ‘bioaccumulation’ as another pathway to exposure to the chemical of interest.

Therefore, the potential for any given chemical to bioaccumulate through the food chain, especially for
top predators will be taken into account in the literature review and subsequent sensitivity assessment.

2.1.5 Presentation of benchmarks and evidence

At present, we have a single benchmark and one evidence section for each of the categories of
contaminant pressures listed.

‘Hydrocarbons and PAHs’;

e ‘Synthetic compounds (inc. pesticides, antifoulants, pharmaceuticals)’;
e ‘Transition elements and organo-metals’;

e ‘Radionuclides’;

e ‘Introduction of other substances (solid, liquid, gas)’; and

e ‘Nutrient enrichment’.

In the recent climate change project (Garrard & Tyler-Walters, 2020), we defined two or three
benchmarks for each climate change pressure, depending on the climate change ‘scenario’ discussed.
We then presented a single summary of the relevant evidence and provided a separate sensitivity
assessment against each benchmark in the evidence text. This is our preferred approach. We can easily
use headers in the evidence text if required. The only issue is that the volume of evidence could be high
for some organisms, and the evidence sections could become lengthy. The alternative would be to
separate sections of the assessment, e.g. compliance (but see above), ‘mixing zones’ and ‘spills’ so that
we have (potentially) three sections for each of the existing categories. However, this may cause
difficulties for Natural England and others for ingesting the dataset into their systems.

2.1.6 Habitat (biotope) sensitivity assessment

The MarESA dataset includes ca 400 separate habitats (biotopes). In each case, we address six
contaminant categories (inc. ‘Nutrients’) and the above discussion suggests that we will have at least
three benchmarks, probably more for each category. For example, the discussion above could result in
one or more benchmarks of permitted releases within mixing zones, another for oil spills, and another
for other substance spills. We have already proposed the development of three benchmarks for
Nutrient, based on ‘Good’, ‘Poor’, and ‘Bad’ status under WFD. If we assume three benchmarks per
pressure category, we could undertake 2,328 new and/or updated literature reviews and, at least 6,984
assessments. The literature reviews might be extensive (see section 1.3).

Therefore, we propose to ‘group’ habitats (biotopes) by their dominant structural/functional species
groups and, hence, by their potential response to different chemical contaminants. For example, fucoid
dominated shores are characterized by fucoids (Fucus spp., Ascophyllum nodosum) and their community
dynamics are structured by the physical environment and grazers, e.g. molluscs (Patella spp., Littorina
spp.) and amphipod and isopod crustaceans.

We would identify a range of structurally and functionally important species for review, across the range
of marine habitats, grouped by habitat (biotope). We would then assess the sensitivity to contaminants
for each group of habitats (biotopes). We could then 'cascade’' the sensitivity assessment scores
through the relevant ' children biotopes' in the dataset quickly. Of course, there will be exceptions and
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unusual biotopes that require specific attention. Some biotopes may be deemed ‘not relevant’ to oil
spills due to their depth and absence of mixing due to wave action. Nevertheless, we may need to
review over 100 dominant structural/functional species (or species groups).

2.2 Spills (oil and chemical) and Allowable Zones of Effect (AZEs),

It was decided to examine the Tier approach to oil/chemical spills as a basis for a set of benchmarks
(Nov. 2020). We also examined the AZEs (Allowable Zones of Effects) around Aquaculture installations
as a special case of a ‘mixing zone’.

Summary of findings
1. Quantified values were suggested to describe the three Tiers of oil and chemical spills.
2. Allowable Zones of Effect (AZEs’) are special types of ‘mixing zones’ used in aquaculture in particular.

3. We could create a benchmark based on the maximum allowable exceedance of environmental
standards, i.e. EQSx10; EQS’s are extremely precautionary so that it is likely that all species will be
ranked as ‘not sensitive’ at the benchmark level.

4. But we would need to create a separate benchmark for every chemical included in the study,
assuming that environmental standards already exist for all of them.

5. However, it is difficult to see how a quantified value or scenario would function as a quantified
benchmark for sensitivity assessment, given the variation in physical and chemical behaviour of
substances that could be spilt or released into the marine environment, and the resultant variation
in exposure experienced by benthos.

2.2.1 Chemical spills in the marine environment

A review of oil and other chemical spills in the marine environment was undertaken between Nov 20201
and Jan 2021 to inform the discussion of possible pressure definitions and their benchmarks.

Spills from oil & gas installations

OGUK (UK Oil and Gas Industry Association Limited) (2019) reported that the in 2011-2018 the average
accidental oil release from oil and gas installations was 0.58 tonnes. However, oil releases of >50 t made
up only 0.23% of incidents but ca 75% of the total mass released since 2011 (OGUK, 2019). Baker et al.
(1995) suggested minor spills were “say 30-40 t”.

The size of chemical spills was significantly lower, with an average of 2.59 t per release although a single
release of 247 t was recorded in 2018 (OGUK, 2019). High and medium hazard category chemicals
contributed 2% and 6.7% of the total mass of chemicals released 2011-2018 respectively. The OGUK
(2019) also note that both accidental release of either oil or chemicals were significantly lower than the
total amount released under permit; 0.16% for chemicals, and 0.7% for oil.

OGUK (2019) used <>50 t to report on accidental oil spills but provided no similar spill ‘size’ for
chemicals, which were reported based total amount spilt per year from 2011-2018 based on the OCNS*®
hazard ranking category rather than the size of individual spills. OSPAR (2014) used <1 t and >1 t of oil
spill to report against the number of both chemical and oil spills in 2003-2012, as does the PON*’
reporting system.

' OCNS (Offshore Chemical Notification Scheme) - https://www.cefas.co.uk/data-and-publications/ocns/
Y PON (Petroleum Operations Notice) - https://www.gov.uk/guidance/oil-and-gas-environmental-alerts-and-incident-
reporting
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Some examples of oil and chemical spills are shown in Table 2.2 to give an indication of the range
different spills sizes and chemicals spilt (Neuparth et al., 2012; EMSA, 2013; Cunha et al., 2015; Cedre
Spill guidelg). The Cedre database of spills worldwide categorizes spill into 10-100, 100-1000, 1000-
10,000, 10,000-100,000 & >100,000 m? (rather than tonnes). Many of the spills reported by e.g. EMSA
(2013) were not quantified, or were only qualified by no. bags, boxes, or drums and are not listed in
Table 2.2, and only data up to 2012 is included.

Table 2.2. Examples of maritime incidents that resulted in spills (where the nature of the spill is
reported); mixed cargoes e.g. from ferries or container ships excluded, as are spills quantified by no.
bags, boxes, or drums (Source Neuparth et al., 2012; EMSA, 2013, Cedre Spill guide).

Vessel Date Spill size Spilt substance(s) Chemical behaviour
Amoco Cadiz 1978 220,880t Light crude oil Floater
Sea Empress 1996 72,000t Light crude oil Floater
Prestige 2002 63,000t Heavy fuel oil Floater
Fu Shan Hai 2003 66,000 t Potash Dissolver
Exxon Valdez 1989 32,000t Crude oil Floater
Erika 1999 19,000t Heavy fuel oil Floater
Cape Horn 2003 14,000 t Methanol Dissolver
Kemira Gas 2008 8,500t Liqguefied ammonia Gas/dissolver
Ece 2006 8,000t Phosphoric acid Dissolver
Adamandas 2003 8,000t Deoxidized iron ore balls Evaporator19
Susie 2008 8,000t Phosphine Evaporator
Balu 2001 8,000t Sulphuric acid Dissolver
Kira 1996 7,600t Phosphoric acid Dissolver
Kairo 1997 6,240 t Lead tetraethyl Sinker
Martina 2000 6,000 t Hydrochloric acid Dissolver
Patricia S. 2008 4,800t Metal shavings Gas/evaporator
levoli Sun 2000 3,998 t Styrene Floater

1,027t Methyl-ethyl-ketone

996 t Isopropanol
Scaieni 1991 3,057t Ammonium nitrate Dissolver
Grape one 1993 3,000t Xylene Floater/evaporator
Camadan 2002 2,900t Phosphate granules Dissolver
Ocean spirit 1988 2,850t Lead concentrate Sinker
Nordfrakt 1992 2,352t Lead sulphur Sinker
Dina 2001 2,340t Calcium fluoride Unknown
Dogruyollar IV 1998 2,020t Zinc and lead concentrates Sinker/dissolver
Val Rosandra 1990 1,800t Propylene Gas/evaporator
Lina Star 2000 1,150t Sodium carbonated Unknown
Jambo 2003 1,000 t Zinc chloride Unknown
Allegra 1997 900t Vegetable oil Persistent floater
Bow eagle 2002 800t Ethyl acetate Evaporator
Junior M 1999 700t (packs) |Ammonium nitrate Dissolver
Anna Broere 1988 547 t Acrylonitrile Dissolver

500t Odecyl benzene
MSC Napoli 2007 300t 0oil*° Floater
Albion Two 1997 114 t Calcium carbide® (in barrels) Dissolver

'8 Cedre Database of spill incidents and threats in waters around the world - http://wwz.cedre.fr/en/Resources/Spills

1

° re-oxidize in water, creating heat and hydrogen

%% also carried 1600 tonnes of dangerous goods
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Vessel Date Spill size Spilt substance(s) Chemical behaviour
Camphor ammonia anhydrous
Dana Optima 1984 16t Dinitrobutylphenol (Dinoseb) Unknown
BG Dublin 2010 1148t Sodium bromate Dissolver
Ena ll 2004 6t Sulphuric acid Dissolver
Kilgas Centurion 2001 1t Propane Gas/evaporator
Wilson Mosel 2011 0.850 t (bulk Ferrosilicum Gas/evaporator
and big bags)
MT Trans Arctic 2010 0.5t Benzene Evaporator/dissolver/floater
FS Odin 2005 insignificant Styrene monomer Floater/evaporator

However, Table 2.2 shows a range of possible chemical spills from <1 t to 220,880 t, of which, the oil
spills were the largest presumably because crude and fuel oils are transported in the largest vessels.
However, the range and scale of chemical spills in the marine environment is large and the behaviour of
the spilt chemical in the environment is variable (see below) (Neuparth et al., 2011, 2012; Cunha et al.,
2015).

Oil and chemical spill scenarios

The three-tiered approach (API, 2014; IPIECA, 2015; Alison Brand pers. comm.) and the four categories
of incidents used by EAs’ CICS (Common Incident Classification Scheme) (EA, 2016) define the scale of
spills (‘minor’, ‘moderate’ or ‘major’) based on the level of effort required to mitigate, control and clean-
up the oil spill. The CICS is not limited to oil and guidance on the definition of an incident, the physical
response to the incident and categories of potential and actual impact.

Both schemes are designed to provide a framework on which to base a decision of the action required
but neither provide clear guidance on the size/scale of the spill.

It is possible to quantify the terms ‘minor’, ‘moderate’, and ‘major’ based on the reviews of spills from
OGUK (OGUK, 2019) and OSPAR (2014) and the scales suggested by Baker et al. (1995). The following
broad scenarios could be suggested for both oil and chemical spills based on the three-tiered approach
(the CICS’s category 4 relates to an incident with no impact and it not used below).

Tier 1: Minor oil spills (<50 tonnes), including incipient spills that are quickly controlled,
contained and cleaned up using local (onsite or immediately available) equipment and personnel
resources. A Tier 1 spill would typically be resolved within a few hours or days. For example,
spills from burst hoses or from open valves during loading or unloading of tankers, or operational
failures in drainage systems, bulk transfer systems, hydraulics, diesel, production and storage
systems.

Tier 2: Moderate oil spills (50 - <1000 t) requiring activation of significant regional oil spill
response resources. A Tier 2 spill response may continue for several days or weeks. For
example, spills caused by minor collisions between vessels or vessels and docks.

Tier 3: Major oil spills (>1000 t) requiring activation of large quantities and multiple types of
response resources including those from out of the region, and possibly international sources.
A Tier 3 spill response may continue for many weeks or months. For example, spills from major
collisions, explosions, or blowouts.

21 . . .
calcium carbide reacts with water to create flammable acetylene gas
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However, the ‘significance’ of a spill of any particular size depends on:
e the nature of the chemical spilt,
e jts chemical behaviour,
e its toxicity (see below),
e and the location of the spill, that is,
e in harbour/port,
e inshore or offshore,
e the sea state (mixing),

e and the nature of the receiving environment, e.g. intertidal rock or sediment, shallow rock or
sediment or deepwater.

Several systems exist to classify chemicals transported or used in the marine environment depending on
their toxicity and fate in the marine environment, e.g. MARPOL, IMDG (IMO Dangerous Goods Code),
and GESAMP?? (2019) and Cefas’ OCNS system. OSPAR and the EU also list priority substances and
substrates of concern. However, substances are identified as ‘hazardous or noxious’ substances (HNS)
based on their:

e persistence in the environment;

e toxicity;

e bioaccumulation, and

e possible carcinogenic effects (Neuparth et al., 2012).

However, the exposure of marine species or habitat is also affected by the chemicals behaviour in the
environment, which is classified as:

e gases;

e evaporators;

e floaters;

o floaters persistent;

e dissolvers;

e sinkers, or

e combination of these attributes (GESAMP, 2019; Neuparth et al., 2012; Cuhna et al. 2015).

Some chemicals, e.g. heavy metals, react differently depending on the local salinity and/or temperature
of the receiving water body while others e.g. complex organics, degrade into other chemicals that may
be more or, less toxic than their parent. For example, temperature effected the rate at which
‘evaporators’ dissipate or degrade, and the solubility of ‘sinkers’, while the effect of salinity was
marginal but, in simulations, wave and currents affected the near bottom concentration of the chemical
examined (aniline) (Factors Affecting Marine Emergency and Response Research’, FAMERR, 20163).
However, temperature and salinity also affect toxicity of the chemicals spilt (FAMERR, 2016).

*2 GESAMP — Joint Group of Experts on the Scientific Aspects of Marine Environmental Protection
% https://www.itopf.org/fileadmin/uploads/itopf/data/Documents/RDaward/FAMERR _overview.pdf
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Hence, we need to consider:
e the ‘physical’ effects i.e. smothering, suffocation, clogging of gills and/or feathers;

e the ‘chemical’ effects i.e. toxicity of the chemicals and its degradation products (perhaps also
chemical reactions in water); and

e the route of exposure of the species of interest i.e. through absorption through skin or respiratory
surface (gills/lungs) or ingestion via particulates or food.

Therefore, it is unlikely that any given size of spill (defined by tonnage, or volume) would provide a clear
indication of the level of chemical exposure (defined in terms of concentration or duration) that any one
species or habitat would experience because of the spill.

While the environmental effects of major oil spills and a few chemical spills are well documented
(Neuparth et al., 2011, 2012; Cunha et al., 2015), little information on the effects of chemical spills was
found in this preliminary Phase 1 review. For example, the spill databases document the size and nature
of spill, ship name, date, and location but not environmental effects. Itis, therefore, unclear how much
evidence exists (outside the well-documented oil spills) against which to assess sensitivity.

2.2.2 Allowable Zones of Effect (AZEs)

Allowable Zones of Effect (AZEs) are specific types of ‘Mixing Zones’ used, in particular, to address
emissions from aquaculture such as shellfish and fin-fish farms in Scotland (SEPA, 2005, 2019a,b,&c).
Technically the AZEs are defined as “the area (or volume) of sea bed or receiving water in which SEPA
will allow some exceedence of a relevant Environmental Quality Standard (EQS)”. This is the same for
‘mixing zones’ whereby the ‘mixing zone’ is designed to be an area over which an emission is diluted to
acceptable (EQS) levels (European commission, 2010).

In Scotland, the regulations are being updated (SEPA 2019a,b,&c) so that the size and shape of the AZE
is determined by hydrographic modelling of the receiving waters. The current AZEs incorporate as near-
field ‘zone’ within 25 m of fin-fish cages and a far-field ‘zone’ within 100 m of the cages, but the
modelled zones will vary depending on the receiving environment. Within the AZEs, the
emissions/discharge is regulated so that it meets the relevant EQS at the edge of the AZE. The AZEs are
not permitted to overlap marine protected (or other designated) areas and EQS is not permitted to
exceed 10xEQS within the AZEs (Jack Bloodworth pers. comm.). However, at present only a limited
number of chemical discharges, namely, in-feed anti-parasitics, and directly controlled within AZEs
(SEPA, 2005).

The discharges from shellfish and finfish farms in Scotland are recorded and available online via the
Scotland’s Aquaculture24 website and SEPA’s SPRI* website, which provide details on the main
emissions in terms of amount of pollutant released. However, no information on the exact
concentrations in the water column or sediment was readily available.

As discussed for ‘mixing zones’, the issue remains how we could use environmental quality standards as
benchmarks because they are set at extremely precautionary levels, based on the most sensitive species
studied, with an additional ‘assessment factor’ designed to account for the quality of the evidence used.
Hence, even if we used an EQSx10 concentration as a benchmark, the value may still be so low that no
species would be assessed as sensitive. Nevertheless, it should be noted that environmental standards
are based on evidence derived from a limited number of ‘sentinel’ species and/or taxonomic groups so
that it is possible that species that are more sensitive exist.

** Scotland’s Aquaculture- http://aquaculture.scotland.gov.uk/default.aspx
%> SEPA SPRI - https://www2.sepa.org.uk/SPRIPA/Search/Bylndustry/Criteria.aspx
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In addition, the adoption of a value equivalent to EQSx10 would be arbitrary, and EQS are derived using
Assessment factors (AF) that range from 1-10,000 depending on the quality of evidence available and/or
biological concentrations (BCF) factors from 1-ca 20,000.

Also, if we adopted a quantified benchmark based on an EGS we may not capture the sensitivity of
species exposed to higher concentrations due to bioaccumulation. For example, if we adopted a
benchmark expressed in pg/l or ug/kg body weight but the concentrations observed in top predators,
and implicated in their mortality, were measured in mg/kg body weight, then they would not be
considered sensitive as the concentration of chemical implicated in mortality was several orders of
magnitude higher than the benchmark. However, top predators have been shown to be susceptible to
chemical pollution, due to bioaccumulation.

2.3 Phase 1 - Conclusions

At present, it is difficult to see how a quantified value or scenario would function as a quantified
benchmark for sensitivity assessment. The mechanisms whereby any individual species is exposed to
any individual chemical are complex, and vary depending on the behaviour of chemicals in the
environment, their mode of action and toxicity, as well as the nature of the receiving environment as
explained above.

2.3.1 ‘Weight of evidence’ approach

Therefore, we suggest that we adopt a ‘weight of evidence’ approach similar to that adopted for
qualitative benchmarks that describe a pressure or process. This is the approach used for other
pressures such as ‘abrasion’, ‘penetration’ ‘removal of non-target species’, and ‘introduction of non-
indigenous species’, where the level of resistance is determined by the levels of damage or disturbance
documented in the evidence. In these cases, there is the danger that the sensitivity assessments do not
compare ‘like’ with ‘like” and care is taken to record the evidence used in detail.

For qualitative benchmarks, resistance is assessed against the available evidence for the effects of the
pressure on the species or community of interest. For example:

e evidence of mass mortality of a population of the species or community of interest (either short or
long term) in response to a pressure benchmark will be ranked as ‘Low’ resistance;

e evidence of reduced abundance, or extent of a population of the species or community of interest
(either short or long term) in response to a pressure benchmark will be ranked as ‘Medium’
resistance;

e evidence of sub-lethal effects or reduced reproductive potential of a population of the species or
community of interest will be assessed as ‘High’ resistance.

We anticipate that there will be two main types of evidence — ‘observational’ and ‘experimental’.
Observational evidence will come from reports of the effects of pollution incidents, e.g. oil spills or
observed effects along transects from discharges, e.g. mine discharges, sewage effluents etc. In such
cases, the actual concentrations of the chemicals may not be reported.

Experimental evidence will come from laboratory studies used to derive ‘lethal’ or ‘effect’ concentration
‘end points’ (e.g. LCso, ECso, and NOEC?® etc.) in particular species.

In both cases, we will document and record the relevant concentrations to which species are exposed
(where reported), their effects, and the level of mortality experienced (e.g. LCso, ECso, and NOEC etc.) in
laboratory studies, and/or the level of mortality experienced in the field e.g. ‘severe’, ‘significant’, or
‘some’ in line with the current resistance scale.

%% | C/EC, =Lethal or Effect Concentrations at given percentile and NOEC = No Observable-Effect-Concentration.
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In addition:

e where ‘exposure’ to a ‘contaminant’ results in loss of the reproductive potential that resultsin a
decline in the population, then the effects on reproductive output would be considered as a source
of ‘mortality’;

e incidental oil and chemical spills will be treated as single events or exposures;

e operational discharges (e.g. from offshore/inshore installations, shipping, mariculture), effluent
discharges (e.g. from permitted outfalls), runoff, sewage effluents, sediment contamination, and
leaks from accidentally or deliberately dumped barrels or containers will be treated as periodic or
ongoing ‘exposures’ for the purpose of assessment; and

e chemicals that behave as ‘gases’ and ‘evaporators’ at the point of release will probably not affect
marine species and will be excluded from the assessments unless they have known underwater
releases.

Where appropriate we will provide separate sensitivity assessment for ‘physical’ and ‘chemical’ effects.
This can be achieved as two sets of sensitivity assessments, as we have for climate change pressures.
This approach is probably most relevant to hydrocarbons and particularly the difference in physical
effect of oils i.e. smothering, suffocation, clogging of gills and/or feathers and their chemical toxicity.
Both petroleum-based and vegetable-based (e.g. sunflower, palm) oils may cause smothering, bind
sediment, or clog the digestive tract when spilt (Cuhna et al., 2015).

2.3.2 Additional and alternative approaches

Evidence reviews

We propose that we create a detailed database of the relevant evidence (reports/papers and their
findings), as used in Rapid Evidence Assessments (REA; Collins et al., 2015) and Systematic Reviews,
together with our usual narrative (explanatory text) used to support MarLIN/MarESA sensitivity
assessments. As a result, we will create a database of relevant evidence on the effects of chemical
contamination on marine species that can be updated and used to support subsequent meta-analysis
and advice on operations. Further statistical analysis or meta-analysis (see below) could allow us to
‘rank’ the ‘resistance’ (and hence ‘sensitivity’) of species and/or taxonomic groups empirically. The
resultant dataset could also be updated and maintained as another resource for advice on operations.

The MarESA evidence review required is likely to be extensive (as outlined in the scoping report May
2020). A more detailed Rapid Evidence Assessment or Systematic Review would be more time-
consuming by definition but also more versatile and informative and allow for empirical statistical
analysis, where the evidence allows.

Species Sensitivity Distribution (SSD)

The Species Sensitivity Distribution (SSD) is a statistical process that uses the LC/ECso concentrations for
acute toxicity or NOEC/ECy, for chronic toxicity to rank species by toxicity to any given chemical, using
log-normal plots of cumulative distributions (Posthuma et al., 2002; de Zwart, 2005; de Zwart et al.,
2009). They have been used to predict the no-effect concentrations of specific chemicals or the HCs (5th
percentile hazardous concentration) in the derivation of EQS. The HCs predicts an environmental
concentration below which an ‘a priori’ acceptable small proportion of species (i.e. 5%) would be
affected (de Zwart, 2005). As a risk estimate, the SSD can provide an estimate of the number of species
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exposed to a concentration causing an adverse effect, because the NOEC is exceeded (de Zwart, 2005).
The US EPA CADDIS? suite provides standard SSD generator software for download.

SSDs could be used to ‘rank’ a large number of species/taxonomic groups by their toxicity to specific
chemicals. But the technique requires experimental data on LC/ECss, and/or NOEC/EC,os based on
quality, comparable, laboratory studies, which may not be available for all the species of interest in

sensitivity assessment.

Also, the use of SSDs would require an evidence review of a large number of marine benthic species
before the SSD was created. Ideally, an evidence review of all the species ‘indicative of sensitivity’
required in sensitivity assessment of the relevant 300+ biotopes would need to be carried out for all the
chemicals in the scope of the study, before the SSDs could be used to rank species by their response to
each chemical.

Meta-analysis

A meta-analysis is a statistical examination of the information on the reported effects of a particular
chemical (or other stressor) on a wide range of species. For example, Vaquer-Sunyer & Duarte (2008)
examined 872 papers that experimentally examined oxygen thresholds in 206 marine benthic species.
They used statistical techniques (including cumulative distributions similar to SSD) to examine the range
of median lethal and sub-lethal oxygen concentrations and median lethal time across taxonomic groups.
An extract of their results (Fig 3) is copied below as an illustration.

A Crustacea "[I:—“'" : 8
Fishes »ﬂ]—< b
Bivalva }—[”_‘ . b
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02 4 6 8w
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Fig.3. Box plot showing the distributions of oxygen thresholds among taxa
for (A) LCgo (mg Oy/liter), (B) SCLsp (mg Oy/liter), and (C) LTgo (h). The letters
indicate the results of the Tukey HSD test, whereby the property examined did
not differ significantly for taxa with the same letter.

Their paper demonstrates the potential for their technique to rank taxonomic groups and potentially
species by their ‘resistance’ and, hence, sensitivity to a single stressor. However, it should also be noted

%7 https://www.epa.gov/caddis-vol4/caddis-volume-4-data-analysis-download-software
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that their sample of 872 papers represented the papers in the ca 6000 on the subject of hypoxia that
provided adequate data for the analysis.

As with the SSD approach above, the evidence review would need to be completed for a large number
of marine benthic species for all the relevant chemicals before the analysis could be undertaken.

2.4 Phase 1 - Recommendations
Therefore, it was suggested that:

1. a ‘weight of evidence’ approach was used and sensitivity to exposure to any given chemical assessed
based on the reported levels of resultant mortality, as used for pressures such as ‘abrasion’,
‘penetration’ and ‘introduction of non-native species’;

2. sensitivity assessments were supported by a description of the relevant evidence on the
method/route of exposure, and evidence from laboratory studies (e.g. LC/EC50s) and observational
studies where available, which is current practice;

3. the chemical behaviour of the chemical included in our groupings (‘hydrocarbons’, ‘synthetics’,
‘transitional metals’, ‘other’) was recorded/examined to identify those unlikely to impact benthic
species (e.g. ‘evaporators’), and those likely to have physical (e.g. smothering, clogging) and/or
chemical effects (e.g. toxicity); and

4. sensitivity to physical and chemical effects was scored separately where needed, e.g. oil spills.
Furthermore, it was suggested that:

5. detailed Rapid Evidence Assessments were used to record the details (meta-data) of the evidence
used to support sensitivity assessment in a separate dataset;

6. a meta-analysis to ‘rank’ marine benthic species or taxonomic groups by their responses to chemical
contaminants should be investigated; and

7. the resultant dataset should be provided online as an additional resource to SNCBs.

We suggest that the meta-analysis could be an important addition, and allow us to ‘rank’ species and
taxonomic groups using statistical techniques if the evidence allows. However, such ranking would not
be possible until the evidence review was completed for the majority of biotopes so that biotopes could
not be assessed piecemeal, i.e. in small groups but would need to be assessed together at the end of the
review. If we adopt the ‘weight-of-evidence’ approach alone, we could assess biotopes as the evidence
review proceeded. In both cases, the evidence review required is likely to be extensive.

Nevertheless, collating detailed meta-data on the evidence reviewed would be a powerful addition to
the process and allow subsequent meta-analysis and a more defensible ranking of relative sensitivity of
marine benthic species to chemical contamination.

2.5 Revised pressure definitions

The 2014 pressure definitions (see Tyler-Walters et al., 2021) were revised to reflect the proposed scope
of the literature review discussed above and detailed below.

Most organic molecules have a hydrocarbon backbone. Therefore, some chemicals may fit into the
‘hydrocarbons’ pressure or the ‘synthetic chemical’ pressure. At present, biogenic and petroleum-based
hydrocarbons and their direct products are included under ‘hydrocarbons and PAHs’ while chemicals
that have been ‘manufactured’ from other components for use in industry have been included under
‘synthetics’. Further consultation on this split is required.

Organometals (e.g. TBT) are technically ‘synthetic’. It was suggested that they should be included under
‘Synthetic contaminants’ rather than ‘Transitional metals’ (see 2.1.1 above). However, the
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organometals compounds were routinely returned in the preliminary literature searches for ‘metals’.
Therefore, they are retained under ‘metals’ on the presumption that the ‘metal’ ion is the active, toxic,
component, made more biologically available by its organic component.

2.5.1 Hydrocarbon & PAH contamination.
The existing pressure definition has been revised to separate physical and chemical effects.
Revised pressure definition.

Increases in the levels of these compounds compared with background concentrations. Naturally
occurring compounds, or complex mixtures of two basic molecular structures:

e straight chained aliphatic hydrocarbons (relatively low toxicity and susceptible to degradation),
and

e multiple ringed aromatic hydrocarbons (higher toxicity and more resistant to degradation).

These fall into three categories based on source (includes both aliphatic and polyaromatic
hydrocarbons):

e biogenic hydrocarbons (from plants & animals);
e petroleum hydrocarbons (from natural seeps, oil spills and surface water run-off); and
e pyrogenic hydrocarbons (from combustion of coal, woods, and petroleum).
Ecological ‘chemical’ consequences include taint, acutely toxicity, carcinomas, and/or growth defects.

In addition, hydrocarbons may have ‘physical’ as well as ‘chemical’ (toxic) effects on marine species.
Physical effects include smothering, suffocation, and clogging of feathers, breathing apparatus, or the
digestive tracts of species at the air/water boundary, on rocks or in the sediment, they inhabit.

Guidance notes

Petroleum-based and vegetable-based (e.g. sunflower, palm) oils and other ‘persistent floaters’ can
spread out over the surface of the water, smother, suffocate and clog feathers, breathing apparatus or
the digestive tracts of species (e.g. mobile species) that cross or inhabit the air/water boundary. In
addition, petroleum-based and vegetable-based oils may smother rock surfaces and/or bind and
smother sediment, including the resident species, if they come ashore. Petroleum-based and vegetable-
based oils may also release potentially toxic chemicals (Cuhna et al., 2015).

Therefore, we propose we assess and score the physical effects separately from the chemical or
toxicological effects, with an emphasis on petroleum-based and vegetable-based oils, that is, ‘persistent
floaters’.

2.5.2 Synthetic compound contamination (incl. pesticides, antifoulants,
pharmaceuticals).

The existing pressure definition has been revised to outline the different groups of chemicals included
under this pressure.

Revised pressure definition.

Increases in the levels of these compounds compared with background concentrations. Synthetic
compounds are manufactured for a variety of industrial processes and commercial applications.

Chlorinated compounds and other organohalogens are often persistent and often toxic; includes:

e Polychlorinated biphenols (PCBs)
e Brominated flame-retardants
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e Chemical precursors and solvents

Pesticides vary greatly in structure, composition, environmental persistence, and toxicity to non-target
organisms, many of which are also organohalogens or organophosphates; includes:

e insecticides

e herbicides

e rodenticides
e fungicides

e parasiticides
e antifoulants

Pharmaceuticals and ‘Personal Care Products’ (PPCPs) originate from veterinary and human applications
and include a variety of products:

e over the counter medications

e fungicides

e chemotherapy drugs and animal (e.g. fin-fish) therapeutics, such as growth hormones and
oestrogens

e UV-filters e.g. from sun screens

Due to their biologically active nature, high levels of consumption, known combined effects, and their
detection in most aquatic environments pharmaceuticals have become an emerging concern. Ecological
consequences include physiological changes (e.g. growth defects, carcinomas).

Dispersants (used to disperse oils spills) are often mixtures of distillates, surfactants, and other
ingredients.

This category also includes:

e Other synthetic and organic esters,
e Phthalate esters, and
e Synthetic musks; which may also be PBT®s.

Guidance notes

At present, this category includes a number of alcohols such as ethanol and methanol that are
transported in bulk as well as some such as 1-Dodecanol and Isononanol that are PBTs. A number of
synthetic chemicals that do not fit into other categories are also included as ‘synthetic (others’).

Dispersants are included here as they are mixtures of chemicals, i.e. ‘synthetic mixtures’ designed to
break up oil spills.

Exposure to most of these synthetic compounds will probably be via the water column or adsorbed onto
particulates. Some may be ‘floaters’ but further research is required to determine if we need to identify
‘physical’ and ‘chemical’ effects separately.

2.5.3 Transitional elements & organometal (e.g. TBT) contamination.

The existing pressure definition has been revised to outline the different groups of chemicals included
under this pressure.

Revised pressure definition.

The increase in transition elements levels compared with background concentrations, due to their input
from land/riverine sources, by air or directly at sea.

28 . . . .
PBTs — Persistent, Bioaccumulative, or Toxic substances
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For marine sediments the main elements of concern are:

e Arsenic,

e Cadmium,

e Chromium,

e Copper,

e Mercury and organic mercury compounds,
e Nickel and its compounds,

e Lead and organic lead compounds, and

e Zinc.

However, the following may also be released into the marine environment:

e Aluminium

e Barium
e Cobalt
e |ron

e Molybdenum
e Selenium

e Tin

e Tungsten, and
e Vanadium.

Organo-metallic compounds such as the butyl tins (Tri butyl tin and its derivatives) can be highly
persistent and chronic exposure to low levels has adverse biological effects, e.g. Imposex in molluscs.
The use of other organo-metalloids, such as organo-copper and organo-zinc compounds, has increased
due to the ban on organo-tins.

Nanoparticulate metals such a Zinc oxide (Zn0O), Iron oxide (FeQ), Copper oxide (CuO), Titanium (n-TiO,),
Gold, and Silver nanoparticulate metals are included.

Guidance notes

Although the organometalloids are synthetic, they are included here on the presumption that the metal
ion is the active toxic component of the compound. Note, mercury, and lead form organic compounds
naturally in the environment.

Engineered Nanomaterials (ENMs) include nanoparticulate metals (e.g. ZnO, FeO, CuO, n-TiO,, Ag, and
Au), other inorganic nanomaterials (e.g. Quantum Dots, SiO,), and organic nanomaterials such as
fullerenes and carbon nanotubes (Rocha et al., 2015). Nanoparticulate metals are included here while
non-metallic nanomaterials may be considered under the ‘Introduction of other substances’ pressure
below.

2.5.4 Introduction of other substances (solid, liquid or gas)

The existing pressure definition has been revised to outline the different groups of chemicals included
under this pressure.

Revised pressure definition.

The 'systematic or intentional release of solids, liquids, or gases ..."' (from MSFD Annex Ill Table 2) is
considered e.g. in relation to produced water from the oil industry. It should therefore be considered in
parallel with the other contaminants’ pressures (P1, P2, and P3).
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This pressure includes compounds released as operational discharges, produced waters or spills from
maritime (offshore/ inshore) installations (e.g. oil & gas, renewables), mariculture, shipping and
harbours etc. that are not assessed elsewhere. This pressure includes:

e Inorganic chemicals that vary in their physical or chemical effects, e.g.
e Chemicals transported in bulk that may be spilt e.g. acetic acid, phosphoric acid, sulphuric
acid, sodium hydroxide;
e Chemicals in drilling waste or produced waters e.g. barite, calcium carbonate, potash, zinc
oxide;
e Natural products with varied uses, e.g. molasses (transported in bulk) but also glycerins, formalin
etc.
e Fin-fish food supplements — e.g. carotenoids, copper sulphate
e Releases from munitions dumps
e Chemical warfare agents
e Explosives/propellants

Guidance notes

This pressure can include a large list of chemicals of mixed ecological effect or none. At present,
chemical warfare agents and explosives are included, based on legacy munitions dumps. However, their
effects are varied and localized to the vicinity of the dump (hopefully) and may not be a significant
concern.

Also, the list of ‘natural products’ may be reduced to focus on only those with localized toxicity. Several
of the natural products are manufactured from natural occurring compounds or synthesized
commercially and may need to be placed under the ‘synthetics’ pressure. Chromium trioxide and
copper thiocyanate are inorganic chemicals used as antifoulants but are included under the ‘Transitional
metals’ pressure.

Cuhna et al. (2015) also highlighted spills of non-toxic sinkers, such as coal, wheat, rice, sugar cane,
copra, and cocoa beans. Spills of such items are likely to smother benthos and/or cause localized
nutrient enrichment. They are not included under ‘contaminants’ as they are non-toxic and
‘smothering’ and ‘nutrient’ and ‘organic enrichment’ are addressed under other pressures.

2.5.5 Nutrient enrichment
The existing pressure definition was retained but the benchmark was amended.
Pressure definition.

Increased levels of the elements nitrogen, phosphorus, silicon (and iron) in the marine environment
compared to background concentrations. Nutrients can enter marine waters by natural processes (e.g.
decomposition of detritus, riverine, direct, and atmospheric inputs) or anthropogenic sources (e.g.
wastewater runoff, terrestrial/agricultural runoff, sewage discharges, aquaculture, atmospheric
deposition).

Nutrients can also enter marine regions from ‘upstream’ locations, e.g. via tidal currents to induce
enrichment in the receiving area. Nutrient enrichment may lead to eutrophication (see also organic
enrichment).

Adverse environmental effects include deoxygenation, algal blooms, changes in community structure of
benthos and macrophytes.

Revised pressure benchmark

“A decrease in the one rank of nutrient status of a water body (as defined by WFD), that is, from High
to Good, Good to Moderate, Moderate to Poor for a period of a year”.
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Where habitats are defined by eutrophic or nutrient enriched status (e.g. the Beggiatoa biotope) then
sensitivity will be assessed against an increase in nutrient status.

Nutrient status is defined as follows in the “Water Framework Directive (Standards and Classification)
Directions (England and Wales) 2015%.

Table 16

Dissolved inorganic nitrogen standards for coastal water (salinity 32), or part of such
water, (coastal waters categorised by type in accordance with paragraph 3 of Schedule 2)

Mean dissolved inorganic nitrogen concentration (micromoles per litre) during the period 1"
November to 28th February

Dissolved inorganic nitrogen concentration (micromoles per litre)

Type High Good | Moderate | Poor
Mean for the period 1* Nov to 28" Feb

Clear 126 18 [27@ 40.5%
99 percentile standard for the period
1st Nov — 28th Feb

Intermedi | 12 70 105 157.5

ate

turbidity

Turbid 12 180 270 405

Very 12 270 405 607.5

turbid

) The standard refers to the concentration of dissolved inorganic nitrogen at a mean salinity of 32 for
the period of 1st November to 28th February.

Table 17

Dissolved inorganic nitrogen standards for transitional water (salinity 25), or part of such
water, (transitional waters categorised by type in accordance with paragraph 3 of Schedule
2)

Mean dissolved inorganic nitrogen concentration (micromoles per litre) during the period I"
November to 28" February

Dissolved inorganic nitrogen concentration (micromoles per litre)

Type High | Good | Moderate | Poor

Mean for the period 1* Nov to 28" Feb
Clear 20" 307 | 459 | 675

99 percentile standard for the period 1* Nov to 28" Feb
Intermediate 20 70 105 157.5
turbidity
Turbid 20 180 270 405
Very turbid 20 270 405 607.5

' The standard refers to the concentration of dissolved inorganic nitrogen at a mean salinity of 25 for
the period of 1* November 28* February.

Guidance notes

The above tables were taken from the ‘Directions’ for ‘England and Wales’ 2015. Further advice is
required on the standards in Scottish waters and offshore waters.

% https://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2015/1623/pdfs/uksiod 20151623 en auto.pdf
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2.6 Detailed scope of the literature review

The ‘scope’ of the literature review will determine the amount of evidence available and collated and,
hence, the time required and cost. The ‘scope’ is divided between the contamiant pressure, and the
relevant groups and types of chemical to address (‘Contaminants Chemicals Groups’ March 2022
spreadsheet), the potential source activities (Table 2.3), and the ‘species’ and ‘taxonomic groups’ to
address (Appendix 1).

Chemical compounds by pressure.

A preliminary list of chemical compounds has been collated in the detailed ‘Contaminants Chemicals
Groups’ March 2022 spreadsheet attached and summarized below.

The intitial list was prioritised based on the following sources:

e WEFD list of priority substances (WFD-P);

e OSPAR list of priority substances (OSPAR-P);

e OSPAR lists of substances of possible concern (OSPAR-PC(A-D);

e List of priority HNS (Hazardous and Noxious Substances) released into the marine environment
(Neuparth et al., 2011) (HNS-P);

e Review of chemical contaminants entering the marine environment from sea-based sources
(Tornero & Hanke, 2016); and

e Review of HNS (Hazardous and Noxious Substances) involved in marine spill incidents (Cuhna et al.,
2015).

Additional information was obtained from:

e HNS-MS - data base, documents the physico-chemical properties of major HNS transported from or
to the ports of Antwerp, Rotterdam, Hamburg, Nantes and Bordeaux (https://www.hns-ms.eu/); and
the

e ECHA (European Chemical Agency) Candidate list of SVHCs (Substances of Very High Concern)
(https://echa.europa.eu/candidate-list-table).

The initial list of potential PBTs, HNS and other chemicals of concern was expanded during the evidence
reviews undertaken in Phase 2 and 3. The list should not be considered exhaustive. Not all of the 768
chemicals listed as HNS-MS are included. Not all chemicals and products listed under the Marine
Dangerous Goods code are listed. It is not clear on the status of the ECHA SVHCs at present although
some, e.g. PFASs, are listed as PBTSs.

The ‘Contaminants Chemicals Groups’ spreadsheet includes the following information (where available):
e Pressure name;

e Contaminant group and type;

e Chemical name / Common name / Commercial name;

e Other names (where relevant);

e CAS number;

e Priority - where the chemical is listed under priority lists shown above;

e SEBC - Standardised European Behaviour Classification (in progess);

e Potential maritime sources (in progress, based on Tornero & Hanke, 2016);
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e Functional group/use (if known); and
e Additional ecotoxicological data based on HNS-MS/GESAMP (incomplete).

The general terms ‘groups’ and ‘types’ of chemicals will form the basis of the literature review, although
individual chemicals listed under WFD/OSPAR/HNS will also be used a search terms in their own right.
The chemicals are listed using their common/commercial names or full chemical name; however,
chemicals often have numerous synonyms. There are numerous dispersant mixtures in use in European
waters and only a few are included as examples. However, dispersants will be researched as a group.
Activity specific terms

A list of ‘process-based’ search terms was provided to identify evidence on the effects of specific
activities that may be sources of chemical contaminants (Table 2.3).

Species ‘indicative of sensitivity’

A list of ca 85 species identified as ‘indicative of sensitivity’ in the existing sensitivity assessments of
biotopes within the littoral and sublittoral biotope classification is shown in Appendix 1. These species
or their taxonomic group will be the focus of the research about the potential effects of the range of
‘contaminants’. In practice, we suspect that most of the evidence will be based on proxies or examples
of species within the higher taxonomic groups (e.g. Phylum, Class, Order, or Family) or congeners.

In addition, we will also look at habitat characteristics that may affect benthic exposure to contaminants
and, especially, their physical effects. For example:

e Littoral or Sublittoral zone;

e Depth

e Wave exposure and tidal streams;

e Sediment type (e.g. mud, muddy sands, sandy mud, sands, coarse, or mixed);
e Rock and boulders vs. soft rocks (e.g. chalk, clay, peats);

e Vertical aspect, overhangs and caves; and

e Under boulders.

The above list is of particular relevance to the physical effects of oils (petrochemical or biogenic).

Contaminant pressure specific terms.

The general terms (e.g. contaminant groups or type), together with specific chemicals identified as
above are listed, by pressure, in the attached ‘Contaminant-Chemical-Groups-March2022’ spreadsheet’.

The list of chemical groups currently (April 2022) includes ca 639 separate entries. The chemicals are
grouped by pressure, contaminant group, type, and chemical name (Table 2.4).
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Table 2.3. Maritime/Coastal activity and process-based search terms (preliminary).

Primary term

Secondary terms

Shipping (commercial &
recreational)

Vessels / Tankers / Freight

Spills (Accidental/Incidental)

Shipping (commercial & recreational)
Inshore/offshore installations
Harbours/Ports/Berths/Moorings/Bunkering
Chemical spills

Oil spills

Spills of containers/barrels (oil and chemical)

Operational discharges

Shipping (commercial & recreational)

Bilge water

Ballast tanks

Oil & gas installations

Renewables/wind farms (inc. cable installation, support vessels)
Mariculture

Harbours/Ports/Berths/Moorings/Bunkering

Antifouling paints

Shipping (commercial & recreational)
Mariculture/Aquaculture/Fin and shellfish)

Offshore renewable

Harbour/Port infrastructure (e.g. buoys pontoons etc.)

Mariculture/Aquaculture (fin-fish,
shellfish)

Chemotherapeuticals/Medicines
Antibiotics
Parasiticides/Biocides
Anaesthetics

Disinfectants

Food supplements

Antifoulants

Oil & gas exploration/ production

Drilling wastes/muds/cuttings
Produced waters
Decommissioning
Cables/Pipelines

Inshore/Offshore renewable (inc.
cables)

Antifoulants
Construction/decommissioning
Sediment remobilization

Dredging and dumped spoil

Aggregate dredging
Channelization
Harbours/Ports

Inshore discharges/outfalls

Power stations
Industrial effluents
Sewerage effluents (inc. human pharmaceuticals)

Runoff

Agricultural runoff (e.g. hormones/pesticides/nutrients)
Urban runoff
Mine effluents/waste runoff

Munitions dumps

Chemical warfare agents
Explosives/propellants

Ship wrecks
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Contaminant group No. chemicals identified

Hydrocarbon (biogenic) 11

Hydrocarbons (Petrochemical) 63

Hydrocarbons (pyrogenic) 52

Mixtures 16

Metals 34

Organometals 19

Flame retardants 14

Esters 4

Perfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS)

Personal Care Product chemicals (PCPs)

Pesticide/Biocide 139

Pharmaceutical 99

Non-phthalate plasticizer

Phthalates

Polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs)

Synthetic musk

Synthetics (other) 96

Inorganic chemicals 16

Natural product 14

Chemical warfare agent 22

Explosives/propellants 13
Total 639
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3 Phase 2 - Test of the proposed approach

The aims of Phase 2’ of the contaminants study were:

e examine the potential scale of the ‘contaminants’ literature review on one or more ‘test’ habitats or
species;

e determine the practicability of using the ‘Rapid Evidence Assessment’ (REA) method to improve
sensitivity assessment reviews, and to

e test the ‘weight of evidence’ approach, suggested in phase 1, for assessing resistance and, hence
sensitivity.

Blue mussel beds (littoral and sublittoral) were chosen as the case study. Hence, Mytilus edulis was
chosen as the main subject of review, as the biogenic, structural species in blue mussel beds (e.g.
LS.LBR.LMus or SS.SBR.SMus.MytSS). In addition, Mytilus spp. are well studied. Therefore, it was hoped
that Mytilus spp. would give a good indication of the potential scale of the literature review and the
time taken to undertake the REA.

Two other species were examined briefly, the gravel sea cucumber Neopentadactlya mixta as the
important characteristic species of SS.SCS.CCS.Nmix, and Tubularia indivisa as an example faunal turf
species that dominates several faunal turf biotopes (e.g. CR.HCR.FaT.CTub).

3.1 Methodology
Phase 2 involved the following tasks:
1. Development of the Rapid Evidence Assessment protocol (REA);

2. Literature review and screening;

3. Development of a template spreadsheet to summarise and extract (or map) the evidence from the
articles identified for the review; and

4. Evidence review and sensitivity assessment.

The evidence review was based on the Defra/NERC Quick Scoping Reviews and Rapid Evidence
Assessments guidance30 (Collins et al., 2015) together with examples of relevant REAs and Systematic
reviews (Johnston & Roberts, 2009; Johnston et al., 2015; Randall et al., 2015; Collier et al., 2016;
Mayer-Pinto et al., 2020).

The REA process involves the following steps (summarized from Collins et al., 2015).

e Develop protocol (including the details of the evidence review question(s) and methodology)

e Search for evidence (using the search strategy and methodology in the protocol)

e Screen the search results using relevancy (inclusions and exclusion) criteria outlined in the protocol
e Extract evidence relevant to the evidence review question(s) —and create a ‘map of the evidence’
e Critically appraise the evidence and its relevance to the ‘review question’.

e Synthesize the results.

e Communicate the results

30https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/u ploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/560521/Production_o
f_quick_scoping_reviews_and_rapid_evidence_assessments.pdf
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In Phase 2, the process outlined above was followed as far as possible with minor alterations due to the
time constraints and the aims of the project at this stage.

3.2 Development of the REA protocol

The Rapid Evidence Assessment (REA) protocol was drafted during Phase 2, based on Collins et al. (2015)
with reference to Johnston & Roberts, 2009; Johnston et al., 2015; Randall et al., 2015; Collier et al.,
2016; Mayer-Pinto et al., 2020). The resultant REA protocol was applied in Phase 2 and amended based
on the results below. The protocol is presented in Section 4 below.

3.3 Search for evidence

An initial search was conducted in Web of Science (WoS) using the chemical and activity-based
keywords listed in the protocol and ‘Mytilus’. The exact search strings and their results are given in the
‘Chemical-search-strings’ spreadsheet (attached). Another 552 references were extracted from the US
EPA’s ECOTOX database®”.

The initial searches resulted in 9,197 hits of which 6,412 were duplicates. Therefore, only WoS and
ECOTOX were used at this trial stage due to time constraints. All ‘hits’ were downloaded into and
managed in Endnote (X20.1). The resultant 3,337 references were screened for relevance based on the
proposed REA protocol (see below).

3.4 Screening

The resultant list of articles was then subject to a two-stage screening process (Collins et al., 2015)
against the inclusion and exclusion criteria (see protocol below). The results are summarized in Table
3.1.

Table 3.1. Summary of literature search and screening

REA procedure No. hits / articles |No. excluded
Identification Papers identified in database searches 9,749

Papers after duplicates removed 3,337 6,412
Screening (stage 1) Papers after screen by title and abstract 2,684 653
Screening (stage 2) Papers screened by full-text 664 NA**
Evidence review Papers subject to detailed evidence review 144 520

** (note — the scope was reduced to ‘hydrocarbons’ only in Phase 2)

Stage 1 involved a look at the title the articles and a quick look at the abstract. Stage 2 involved an
examination of the abstract, introduction, and possibly conclusions of the articles based on a speed-
reading of the article. At this point, screening is intended to exclude those articles that are definitely
not relevant to the ‘review question’.

3.5 Trial evidence review

Stage 2 screening resulted in 664 articles relevant to the ‘review question’ (see protocol below).
Therefore, the scope of the evidence review was limited to ‘Hydrocarbons and PAHs’ due to the time
constraints on Phase 2.

The resultant 144 articles (Table 3.1) were subject to detailed review. At this stage, several review
articles and additional papers were added to the list based on evidence cited within other papers. A
further 25 articles were excluded at this stage after reading of the paper in detail. The resultant
evidence review of Mytilus spp. and the pressure ‘Hydrocarbons and PAHs’ is presented in Section 6.

31 US EPA Ecotoxicology database- https://cfpub.epa.gov/ecotox/
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3.6 Neopentadactyla mixta and Tubularia spp.

Preliminary literature reviews were undertaken for two other species, the gravel sea cucumber
Neopentadactlya mixta and the turf forming, fouling, hydroid Tubularia spp. both were subject to the
search terms listed in ‘Chemical-search-strings’ spreadsheets against the relevant genus name.

The WoS searches for ‘Neopentadactlya’ and contaminants returned exactly ‘zero’ hits. Therefore, the
search was expanded, and the search strings entered into Google scholar. The searches returned 427
hits. However, only 31 remained after the initial screening, removal of duplicates left six potential
articles, all of which were rejected as not relevant to contaminants.

The WoS searches for ‘Tubularia spp.” and contaminants returned ‘zero’ hits. Therefore, the search was
expanded, and the search strings entered into Google scholar. The searches returned 4,816 hits, of
which 663 were probably relevant after initial screening. However, only 104 hits remained after
duplicates were removed, which may provide useful evidence.

In the preliminary searches, no evidence on the effect of contaminants on Neopentadactyla spp. was
found. Therefore, sensitivity assessment would be based on the larger review of the effects of
contaminants on echinoderms as a whole. Similarly, the searches found 104 potential reports on the
effects of contaminants on ‘Tubularia spp.’. However, the breadth of contaminants mentioned in these
104 articles was limited. We suspect that additional information based on ‘hydroids’ in general would
be needed to complete the sensitivity assessments of all of the contaminants pressures.

3.7 Conclusions

The aims of this phase of the ‘contaminants’ study (Phase 2) was to gauge the breadth and scale of the
literature review, investigate the REA methodology, and test the ‘weight of evidence’ approach to
sensitivity assessment.

1. Mytilus spp. was chosen deliberately as it was a well-studied species. However, the size of the
literature review was larger than expected so much so that it had to be curtailed in order to fit into
the ca one month of staff time budgeted for Phase2. To make this task manageable, only one
bibliographic database was used (WoS), augmented by articles from the ECOTOX database, and then
the focus of the literature review was restricted to only one genus Mytilus (rather than similar
bivalves) and one pressure, ‘Hydrocarbons & PAHs’.

2. We would need to use more than one bibliographic database (e.g. ScienceDirect, ASFA, and Google
Scholar) in order to ensure ‘good’ coverage in future, and to follow standard REA procedures. WoS
seemed to be inclusive from the mid 1990s but missed many seminal papers from the early 90s, the
80s, and 70s, which we added because we already had accessed them in prior sensitivity reviews.
Due to the time restraints, we were not able to follow up many potential leads from the papers
found nor pursue interlibrary loan services.

3. Neopentadactlya mixta was chosen deliberately as an example of a poorly studied species. In this
case, we expanded the searches to include Google Scholar. No relevant hits were found. As
expected, we would need to use proxies from similar taxonomic grounds, e.g. Holothuroidea, or
Echinodermata to assess this species. As echinoderms are sentinel species used in toxicological
studies, the Echinodermata review is also likely to be large.

4. Tubularia spp. was chosen as a potentially intermediate species. Again, WoS discovered nothing,
and the review was expanded to Google Scholar, which revealed numerous potentially useful hits.
But again, its sensitivity assessment is likely best served by a review of the effects of contaminants
on ‘Hydroids’ as a group, which may be large.

5. The Rapid Evidence Assessment (REA) approach provided a transparent documentation of the
literature review process and allowed us to provide a detailed overview of the evidence extracted
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(e.g. Figures 1 &2) and potentially, to compare studies. The evidence summary demonstrated the
prevalence of studies of sub-lethal effect but mainly the considerable variation in studies and their
experimental design.

6. However, the detailed audit trail at the screening Stage 2 is an additional time-constraint as is the
evidence summary (map). It may have added 30-50% additional time to the literature review
process, although it would still have taken weeks to read and process the over 140 studies that
included relevant evidence on the effects of ‘hydrocarbons’ on Mytilus spp.

7. The initial screening (stage 1) took one person ca 8 days to complete, screening stage 2 two people
ca two weeks to complete and the evidence summary two persons ca one month to complete
(although one was also pursuing additional leads), and not including writing up the sensitivity
assessment (see above).

8. The results of Phase 2 suggest that we would need ca one person month for each of the remaining
pressures (‘Synthetics’ and ‘Metals’) but less for ‘Others’ in Mytilus spp. Collins et al. (2015) suggest
that one REA could take 5-8 months and cost £20-50K but that assumes a tightly focused REA with a
one ‘review question’ while we are looking to review many species in many habitats.

9. We could put time limits on the literature review or limit ourselves to the first two thousand, but we
risk missing important evidence. Similarly, if we limit ourselves by date we will miss key evidence,
especially as in the case of Mytilus many of the acute toxicity studies date to the 70s and 80s.
However, such limits may not conform to REA standards.

10. The results from Phase 2 suggest that WoS is poorly key worded and catalogued if a search for the
phylum returns fewer results than a species within the phylum. Both WoS and Google scholar are
only Science-Citation Indices and Google scholar is limited to materials in the public domain inc. grey
literature.

3.8 Further test of literature review

The literature review approach was tested on a wider range of species to see if the number of ‘hits’ in
the searches from Mytilus spp. were much higher than could be expected for most species. It was
suggested that we examine additional bivalves (e.g. oysters), seagrass, and sea pens and examine the
possibility of using high-level taxonomic groups.

Therefore, we applied the same search strings developed in Phase 2 to:
e Seagrass — Zostera spp.

e Sea pens — Funiculina spp., Pennatula spp., and Virgularia spp.

e Qysters — Crassostrea spp., Ostrea spp. and Magallana sp.,

e Abra spp., and

e Echinoderms.

In addition, we expanded the searches to the relevant Class and Phylum. In Echinoderms, we included
species used to indicate sensitivity for a range of biotopes (see Appendix 1). We also include SCOPUS*?,
another science citation index with a different range of journals than Web of Science (WoS).

Each of the search strings developed for Mytilus (see Section 5) were applied in turn across each of the
bibliographic databases examined. However, we used common sense to determine the best search
strings to use. For example, if the least restrictive search string gave an unmanageable number of ‘hits’
(e.g. several hundred) then a more restrictive (focused) string was used. Conversely, if the number of

2 SCOPUS —WWW.SCOopus.com
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‘hits” was very low (e.g. <10) or zero then a less restrictive search string was used (see spreadsheet).
Some species resulted in zero hits for most searches. In these cases, (e.g. the sea pens, Leptometra,
Ocnus etc.) then the broad search (ALL=Taxon) was used to capture everything listed for that species in
the bibliographic database. Furthermore, the search was also expanded to include Google Scholar in the
hope of finding grey literature not included in the more academic science citation indices.

The results (hits) for Abra, Zostera and seagrass were also downloaded into Endnote, the number of
duplicate results checked, and the remaining unique records subject to Level 1 screening (title and
abstract only) against the inclusion and exclusion criteria developed in Phase 2.

Results and discussion

The results are summarized in Table 3.2, which shows the total number of hits (articles discovered) by all
searches. Where known (see below) the number of unique articles is shown in brackets.

The ECOTOX?® database records every chemical tested and different endpoints and test methods used
from each article recorded so that any one article can have multiple entries. Hence, Table 3.2 records
the number of ‘hits’ together with the number of unique articles in brackets. However, the focus of the
ECOTOX database means that most (if not all) of the articles will be directly relevant to the effects of
each chemical on each species but may not examine habitat or ecosystem effects.

SCOPUS routinely returned the most hits. However, it also had the highest rate of duplicate records.
For example, for Zostera and seagrass 57% of records obtained via Web of Science (WoS) were
duplicates while 87% of the records obtained for Zostera alone were duplicates. It was not sensible to
download the 53,526 hits returned by SCOPUS for seagrasses. In Abra, the duplicate rate was 44% for
WoS and 73% for SCOPUS. SCOPUS often returned duplicates in the same search. A ‘by eye’ appraisal
of the search results from SCOPUS suggested that many of the ‘hits’ would also be irrelevant and
excluded from the study.

Seagrass and Zostera returned several thousand hits from WoS but after removal of duplicates and level
1 screening, this number would be reduced to only 403 potentially relevant articles, including those
from ECOTOX. Fortunately, the term ‘seagrass’ also included several other species of seagrass in the
articles discovered so that the review should include the effects on similar species if not Zostera itself.
We did not search for the Class or Phylum, as ‘flowering plants’ were likely to return an impractical
number of irrelevant hits. Similarly, SCOPUS returned an impractical number of hits (ca 71,101) even
with an 87% duplicate rate. Nevertheless, it would take several weeks to interrogate ca 400 papers.

Mollusca and bivalves returned ca 49,000 hits across the entire group from WoS. Mytilus was the
largest contributor with Crassostrea close behind. Based on our experience with Mytilus, this may result
in several hundred relevant articles for detailed review. ECOTOX alone identified ca 610 articles for
Mytilus and 340 for Crassostrea, which are probably relevant. There are a total of 36 bivalve species and
12 gastropods listed in Appendix 1.

Sea pens returned the fewest hits. In this case, the effects of contaminants on UK sea pens would need
to be informed by a wider search of the effects on other Anthozoans and Cnidarians, and/or from
review articles. Few of the articles on the sea pen species themselves might be relevant to the study.
However, if we expand the search to include e.g. Anthozoa and Cnidaria we will probably need to
examine at least 82-182 articles in detail.

Echinoderms was a varied group, with the sea urchins returning the most ‘hits’ and the crinoids and
holothurians the least. We would probably need to review this group at the Phylum level, with perhaps
the exception of Paracentrotus and Strongylocentrotus, whose larvae are used as a test species for
chemical effects. ECOTOX alone provided ca 300 articles, which are probably relevant.

33 US EPA Ecotoxicology database- https://cfpub.epa.gov/ecotox/
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Table 3.2. Total count of ‘hits’ for multiple search strings across multiple taxa i.e., Phyla, Class and
example component species. The component species are those listed as characteristic within marine
habitats. Notes: no. of hits given, no. of unique in brackets where known. ECOTOX hits in the database

includes multiple entries/values from each article; ** too many to download in a single file.

Taxon / group WoS SCOPUS ECOTOX G. Scholar
Phylum Trachaeophyta Too large

Class Magnoliopsida Too large

Seagrass* 2,639 53,526 124 (12)

Zostera 1,201 17,575 552 (32)

Total for group 3,837 71,101

Phylum Mollusca 6,694 305,316 40,000**

Class Bivalvia 14,446 319,082 27,000**

Oyster* 11,038 270,103 44

Family Ostreidae 86 23,633 4,271

Ostrea spp. 484 27,785 0

Crassostrea spp. 7,141 151,943 4,327 (340)

Magallana spp. 60 953 0

Mytilus spp. 9,197 (2,785) 6,564 (610)

Abra spp. 218 (101) 6,222 (1,231) 20(1)

Total for group 49,394 Ca 40,000**

Phylum Cnidaria 420 21,347 2,012 (182) 30,231
Class Anthozoa 107 26,208 930 (82) 13,379
Sea pen* 375 1,885 0 654
Virgularia spp. 29 284 0 195
Pennatula spp. 57 653 0 2,594
Funiculina spp. 27 225 0 366
Total for group 1,015 Ca 2,000°

Phylum Echinoderm 1,126 3,600 (307)

Class Ophiuroidea 28 38 (8)

Brittle star*/Brittlestar* 103 36 (6)

Amphipholis 13 0

Amphiura 84 16 (1)

Ophiocomina 45 0

Ophiothrix 20 0

Ophiura 12 1(1)

Class Crinoidea 16 47 (3)

Crinoid* 95 0

Antedon 95 47 (3)

Leptometra 12 0

Class Asteroidea 69 195 (42)

* ECOTOX is catalogued by taxonomy
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Taxon / group WoS SCOPUS ECOTOX G. Scholar
Starfish 405 145 (32)

Asterias 434 194 (42)
Marthasterias 12 4(1)

Crossaster 34 0

Class Echinoidea 99 0

Sea Urchin / Heart Urchin 2,429 2,828(237) / 21(1)
Brissopsis 10 0

Echinocardium 21 21 (1)

Echinus 31 1074 (84)
Psammechinus 49 141 (7)
Paracentrotus 1,158 761 (78)
Strongylocentrotus 331 1,438 (152)

Class Holothuroidea 77 21 (6)

Sea Cucumber 536 21 (6)

Holothuria 189 17 (5)
Leptosynapta 65 5(1)

Ocnus 21 0
Neopentadactyla 4 (0) 0

Total for group 7,948 Ca 3,600°

Notes — ‘sea pen’ also returns articles on the use of ‘pens’ in the sea.

At this point, we have not looked at the Arthropoda and Crustacea or Annelida and Polychaeta or
macroalgae, as they are likely to be a well-studied taxa while smaller groups (e.g. Bryozoa) may be much
less studied. Table 3.3 lists the major taxonomic groups ranked the number of ‘hits’ on ECOTOX alone.
Unsurprisingly the molluscs and crustaceans are likely to be the largest groups to review.

In short, even where any individual species is poorly studied, we would probably need to examine
several hundred articles in detail for their taxonomic groups in order to answer or study question and
report on the effects of contaminants on species and ultimately habitats. There are a few exceptions
e.g. Brachiopods and sponges, although we may need to look for proxies with similar metabolic
pathways and, hence, response to chemicals (e.g. pharmaceuticals).

3.9 Recommendations

The Rapid Evidence Assessment (REA) protocol provides a recognised approach to the critical appraisal
of evidence. However, the literature reviews and assessment task is potentially large and, given the
scope of the study and our time constraints, we need to simplify our Rapid Evidence Assessment (REA)
approach and focus our effort.

Therefore, the following changes to the REA protocol and evidence summaries were suggested in Phase
3.

1. The detailed Level 1 and 2 screening used by the standard REA protocol is simplified. The inclusion
and exclusion criteria developed in Phase 2 to identify relevant articles for examination are used.
However, a detailed record of the inclusion/exclusion criteria against each article is not kept.
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Table 3.3. Phyla and taxonomic groups ranked by the number of entries returned from ECOTOX. No. of
unique references in brackets.

8.

Taxon ECOTOX (hits)
Green algae35 40,539
Mollusca 40,000

. Bivalvia 27,000

. Gastropoda 12,845
Crustacea 30,911

. Decapoda 23,888
Echinodermata 3,600 (307)
Polychaeta 3,068 (269)
Cnidaria 2,012 (182)
° Hydrozoa 993 (89)

° Anthozoa 930 (82)
Red algae 879 (86)
Brown algae 708 (91)
Bryozoa 281 (19)
Porifera 196 (21)
Lichens 48 (1)
Brachiopoda 7 (3)

The number of duplicates obtained by the searches is not recorded.

Empbhasis is given to the results from ECOTOX for individual species/taxa and WoS for wider
ecosystem/habitat wide effects.

Review articles are used to speed up the literature review where possible.
The SCOPUS bibliographic database is not used, unless no other database reveals results.

Google Scholar is used to fill gaps, e.g. in grey literature, where other databases reveal few ‘hits’,
that is, in otherwise poorly studied group and species.

Relevant articles are tabulated and summarized (mapped) in detail to summarise toxicological ‘end
points’ (e.g. LCso, ECso, NOEC, LOEC, etc.), physiological effects, mortality rates, and habitat effects in
tabular form to support sensitivity assessments.

Relevant articles are summarized in narrative form for inclusion in sensitivity assessments.

Nevertheless, the task is large and we need to prioritise the time available. For example:

9.

Examine habitats dominated by a single species, that is, biogenic habitats (e.g. horse mussel beds,
blue mussel beds, flame shell beds, serpulid reefs, Leptometra aggregations, seagrass etc.), or

10. Focus on one or two dominant taxonomic groups within habitats, e.g. bivalves or polychaetes that

dominate many sedimentary habitats.

35 . .
Probably includes microalgae as well as macroalgae
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4 Phase 3 - Application of the approach to an example
habitats/species

Phase 3 was taken forward based on the recommendations from Phase 2. Phase 3 included:
e Revision of the REA protocol;
e Revision of the Evidence summary spreadsheet template;

e Completion of REA Evidence reviews of the effect of contaminants on Mytilus spp. and resultant
sensitivity assessments; and

e Completion of REA Evidence reviews of the effect of contaminants on Zostera spp. and resultant
sensitivity assessments.

Mytilus spp. was chosen as the biogenic species, indicative of the sensitivity of blue mussel beds and
their relevant biotopes. Zostera spp. was chosen biogenic species, indicative of the sensitivity of UK
seagrass beds (Zmar and Znol). However, evidence of ‘seagrasses’ worldwide was included to ensure
that the review covered the range of effects and contaminants outlined in the scope of the review.

4.1 Modification to the REA protocol

The REA protocol was modified based on the recommendations above (section 3.9) and the experience
of Phase 2. In particular:

e Articles on bioaccumulation and body burden were excluded, unless they also documented any
other effects on the species or population of interest; and

e Articles on the use of the species as bioindicators (and biochemical/enzymatic biomarkers) were
excluded, unless they also documented any other effects on the species or population of interest.
4.2 Modification to the ‘Evidence summary’ spreadsheet

The ‘evidence summary’ spreadsheet template was modified to remove fields that we did not use in the
REA for ‘Hydrocarbons and PAHs’ in Mytilus spp. and to record individual ‘end points’ in more detail. In
particular:

e Fields related to bioaccumulation, and body burden were removed;

e All of the ‘effects’ or ‘end points’ (e.g. LCsq, ECso, LOECs etc) reported in the articles examined are
recorded; and

e A ‘worst-case’ effect or mortality, together with the narrative summary, for each individual article
and/or individual contaminant studied within each article is recorded, on which to base the
sensitivity assessment.

The changes to the ‘evidence summary’ also allowed us to import ECOTOX data directly into our
spreadsheet to save time on data entry. We also streamlined the fields and adopted ECOTOX definitions
where appropriate (see REA protocol).

4.3 Phase 3 - Evidence reviews and sensitivity assessments

The revised, current, protocol is discussed in Section 5 below, and the resultant ‘Evidence reviews’ and
sensitivity assessments in Sections 6 & 7.
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5 Rapid Evidence Assessment (REA) - protocol

The ‘Contaminants’ Rapid Evidence Assessment (REA) protocol was designed to collate and synthesis the
evidence required to inform the assessment of the resistance to, and hence sensitivity of, marine
habitats and species to the MarESA ‘Contaminant’ pressures; ‘Hydrocarbons and PAHs’; ‘Transition
elements and organo-metals’; ‘Synthetic compounds (inc. pesticides, antifoulants, pharmaceuticals)’ and
‘Introduction of other substances (solid, liquid, gas)’.

5.1 Background

Resistance assessment is based on the evidence collated in the literature review on the effects of each
pressure (or activity that results in a given pressure) on the key elements of the feature (physical habitat
and species that contribute to sensitivity). Resistance assessment considers the following for each
pressure in turn:

e reported evidence on the direct effect of a given pressure on the key elements of the feature,
compared to the benchmark level of pressure;

e the resultant levels of damage on the key elements, e.g. extent of damage to habitat, loss of
population size or abundance, changes in diversity, loss or reduction in abundance of one of more
species groups;

e reported evidence on the direct effect of a given pressure on similar habitats, species, or functional
groups, and/or

e ‘proxies’ are used to inform the assessment of the likely effect of a pressure on the key elements of
the feature, in the absence of direct evidence.

Wherever possible, direct evidence of the effect of a given pressure on the ‘key elements of the feature’
(habitat and/or the species) is used as the basis of the assessment of resistance. Where the evidence
guantifies the magnitude, extent or frequency of the pressure then the evidence can be compared
directly with the benchmark. Similarly, if the pressure is qualified in the evidence then it can be
compared with the relevant benchmark. The quality of the evidence and its applicability to each
pressure assessment is ranked using the ‘confidence assessment’ scale (Tyler-Walters et al., 2018).

In some cases, where evidence is lacking, it is possible to use ‘proxies’ against which a resistance
assessment can be made. For example, congeners or members of the same taxonomic Class or even
Phylum may be suitable ‘proxies’ for the physiological or toxicological effects of one or more chemical
groups. Similarly, chemicals that have the same mode of action or act on the same metabolic pathway
may be proxies for other chemicals that are not studied in detail.

The resultant ‘resistance’ assessments are combined with a species or habitat ‘resilience’ assessment,
reviewed separately, to determine an overall sensitivity assessment (Tyler-Walters et al., 2018).

Phase 1 of the project (section 2) concluded that quantified benchmarks were impractical so that a
‘weight of evidence’ approach was the most practical way to assess resistance to the effects of
contaminants on marine habitats and their species. It also concluded that the REA approach was a
useful approach to improve and standardise the literature review process.
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5.2 Current REA protocol

The evidence review process was based on the Defra/NERC Quick Scoping Reviews and Rapid Evidence
Assessments guidance36 (Collins et al., 2015) together with examples of relevant REAs and Systematic
reviews (Johnston & Roberts, 2009; Johnston et al., 2015; Randall et al., 2015; Collier et al., 2016;
Mayer-Pinto et al., 2020).

The REA process involves the following steps (summarized from Collins et al., 2015).

e Develop protocol (including the details of the evidence review question(s) and methodology)

e Search for evidence (using the search strategy and methodology in the protocol)

e Screen the search results using relevancy (inclusions and exclusion) criteria outlined in the protocol
e Extract evidence relevant to the evidence review question(s) —and create a ‘map of the evidence’
e Critically appraise the evidence and its relevance to the ‘review question’.

e Synthesize the results.

e Communicate the results

5.3 Defining of the ‘review question’

The ‘Contaminants’ (REA) review aimed to provide the information required to assess the likely effect of
any given ‘contaminant’ pressure on a range of marine habitats and their associated species.

MarESA resistance assessment is based on effects that result in:

e the loss of or reduction in population size, extent, or abundance of one or more species groups
within the habitat,

e the loss of diversity, and/or

e damage to the extent or function of the habitat (see above).

These are likely to result from:

e the direct mortality of adults and their loss from the habitat/species population,

e the direct mortality of larvae, juveniles or other propagules so that recruitment is
reduced/prevented, or

e direct or indirect effects on reproduction and recruitment resulting in population decline.

Resistance assessment, in MarESA, is predicated on evidence of ‘mortality’, ‘population decline, and/or
habitat modification. In most cases, it is assumed that the ‘contaminant’ pressures will affect habitats
via their effects on individual species. The exceptions are the physical effects of oils and the ecosystem-
wide effects of nutrient enrichment.

Therefore, the evidence requirements can be expressed as the following ‘review question’:
‘Does exposure of taxon ‘a’ to contaminant ‘x’ result in:
1. the direct mortality of adults and their loss from the habitat or population,

2. the direct mortality of larvae, juveniles or other propagules so that recruitment is
reduced/prevented,

**https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment data/file/560521/Production o
f quick scoping reviews and rapid evidence assessments.pdf
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3. ordirect or indirect effects on reproduction and recruitment resulting in population decline of one
or more species in the habitat of interest.

Therefore, the ‘Contaminants’ REA evidence reviews concentrate on the evidence required to answer
the above question. The term ‘taxon’ is used to denote the relevant taxonomic level of unit, e.g.
Species, Genus, Family, Order, Class, or Phylum.

5.4 Scope (inclusions and exclusions)
The proposed scope is outlined below and summarized in the following PICO table (Table 5.1).

1. Marine benthic habitats - include all (ca 400+ biotopes) identified by the UK Marine Habitat
Classification (UKMHC; JNCC, 2015) from the supralittoral to the sublittoral including habitats in the
shallow shelf seas (<200 m deep) and deep-sea (>200 m deep) (Connor et al., 2004; Parry et al.,
2015; JNCC, 2015).

2. The focus is on marine, estuarine and transitional water habitats as listed in the UKMHC (JNCC,
2015)

3. Marine benthic species refers to the agreed list of species ‘indicative of sensitivity’>’ (Appendix 1),
together with their congeners, co-familial and/or members of the same taxonomic group including
Class and Phylum where required.

4. Geographic range —United Kingdom habitats and species, although relevant information from the
coasts of the North East Atlantic and other temperate regions will be included where required.
Where evidence is lacking, information from similar species and habitats in the temperate southern
seas, or tropics will be included.

5. Biogeographic range — marine temperate species and habitats in the northern hemisphere. Where
evidence is lacking, information from similar species and habitats in the temperate southern seas, or
tropics will be included.

Information on the effects of contaminants on many marine species may be poorly studied. Therefore,
the species range may be expanded to include similar congeners, members of the same family or
Phylum. At present the emphasis in on marine benthic species and their propagules/larvae/juveniles.
Therefore, demersal and pelagic mobile species are excluded, in particular, fish, marine reptiles and
marine mammals. Phyto- and Zooplankton are also excluded, except where they include the larval or
juvenile stags of the benthic species of interest.

The biogeographic and geographic range may be expanded to include evidence from the southern
hemisphere and/or tropics. The emphasis is on UK marine and brackish water species and habitats.
Freshwater species are excluded except where they can be used a ‘proxies’ for species of the same
taxonomic group or that share the same AOP/MIE for one or more chemicals of interest.

6. ‘Contaminant’ refers to those groups of chemicals and individual chemicals listed in the agreed
table of contaminants (Section 2.6; Contaminant Chemicals Groups’ March 2022 spreadsheet). At
present, the agreed list excludes macro-plastics, micro-plastics and other marine debris. Chemicals
that evaporate if spilt (evaporators) are also excluded.

7. ‘Nutrients’ and ‘organic enrichment’ are excluded because these pressures have already been
subject to MarESA sensitivity assessment.

8. ‘Exposure’ - the following potential routes of ‘exposure’ to contaminants are included:

e physical contact — e.g. smothering/clogging by oils;

%7 As defined in the MarESA Guidance Manual 2018 (Tyler-Walters et al., 2018).
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e physical ingestion — e.g. of oils or particulates;

e ingestion and/or absorption from water i.e. the water column or interstitial water;

e ingestion /absorption from food including contaminants adsorbed onto organic or inorganic
particulates, or

e absorption from the substratum e.g. sediment.

At present, inhalation by birds, reptiles, or mammals is excluded, as these mobile species are not
included in the study.

Table 5.1. PICO elements and summary of relevant inclusion and exclusion criteria.

Inclusion criteria

Exclusion criteria

Population

Marine benthic habitats and
their component species

All species on agreed list, plus
congeners, co-familial

Members of same taxonomic
groups e.g. Order, Class, Phyla

Mammals, reptiles, birds, fish;
phytoplankton (unless a
macroalgal propagule); viruses;
zooplankton (unless a relevant
larval stage).

Intervention

Physical

Agreed list of chemicals

Air borne gases

(Exposure) smothering/ingestion/clogging Nanoparticulate / Engineered |Evaporators that disperse at
Ingestion/absorption via water | Nanomaterials water surface
Ingestion/absorption via Plastics/Microplastics
sediment/substratum L

Non-toxic spills — e.g. coal,
Ingestion/absorption via food wheat, grains etc.

Comparator |Examination of the effect of a | Quantitative experimental Anecdotal observations
contaminant, compared to a controlled laboratory studies
control on a species or habitat |inc. randomized control and
of interest non-randomized control
Examination of the effect of a studies
contaminant before or after a | Quantitative experimental,
spill or incidental release into a | controlled, in situ (field)
habitat or on a species studies/survey inc. randomized
population of interest control and non-randomized

control studies

Quantitative observational
studies/survey of before and
after spills/incidents, case-
controls

Quantitative observational
studies of long-term effects
Quantitative or qualitative
reviews — literature reviews,
systematic reviews.

Outcome Species Direction of effect (i.e. Accumulation studies e.g.

Toxicity (mortality of
adult/larval/propagule)

Larval/juvenile abnormalities

Physical (smothering,

increase or decrease)

Qualification or quantification
of effect

Lethal effect concentrations

bioaccumulation, bioindicator
studies (except if they
explain/result in mortality and
population decline)

Biochemical (except if they
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Inclusion criteria

Exclusion criteria

suffocation, clogging)

Toxicity (reproductive
impairment; endocrine
disruption)

Toxicity (effect on growth,
repair)

Behavioural response (resulting
in population decline (e.g. due
to mating failure), feeding
behaviour resulting in mortality
or reduced
fecundity/recruitment or loss
from site of interest)

Habitat

Physical/chemical habitat
modification resulting in
recruitment failure

Physical modification of the
habitat (smothering)

Change in species diversity,
population extent, species
abundance and community
composition (i.e. biotope)

Changes in trophic interactions
(e.g. abundance of grazers),
productivity,

(e.g. LCsq, PEC)

No-effect concentrations (e.g.
NOEC, PNEC)

Sub-lethal effects

explain/result in mortality and
population decline)

Cellular/molecular studies
(transomics and genomics)
(except if they explain/result in
mortality and population
decline)

Physiology or behaviour (except
if they explain/result in
mortality and popn decline)

Studies of population genetics,
ecology, autoecology,
taxonomy, socio-economics, or
non-contaminant —based
‘pressures’

In addition:

5.5 Search for evidence

US EPA’s ECOTOX database.

Peer-reviewed and grey literature is searched using:

9. Maritime activities — the review includes operational and incidental spills, operational releases, and
discharges from maritime activities (offshore and inshore), as well as activities that discharge into
water courses that ultimately reach marine waters (Table 5.2).

The review will prioritize releases in the marine environment but will also need to include freshwater
(riverine) inputs. Exposure from aerosol deposition is excluded except where the aerosol is known to
dissolve in water and becomes available to benthic species.

Web of Science (WoS; Core Collection: Citation Indexes) 1970-present, and

Review articles, including systematic reviews, are used to speed up the literature review where

The SCOPUS bibliographic database is not used, unless no other database reveals results.
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e Google Scholar is used to fill gaps, e.g. in grey literature, where other databases reveal few ‘hits’,
that is, in otherwise poorly studied group and species.

Additional evidence will be obtained from the references lists of the literature discovered, together with
relevant review articles and reports.

Table 5.2. Maritime/Coastal activity and process-based search terms (preliminary).

Primary term

Secondary terms

Shipping (commercial &
recreational)

Vessels / Tankers / Freight

Spills (Accidental/Incidental)

Shipping (commercial & recreational)
Inshore/offshore installations
Harbours/Ports/Berths/Moorings/Bunkering
Chemical spills

QOil spills

Spills of containers/barrels (oil and chemical)

Operational discharges

Shipping (commercial & recreational)

Bilge water

Ballast tanks

Oil & gas installations

Renewables/wind farms (inc. cable installation, support vessels)
Mariculture

Harbours/Ports/Berths/Moorings/Bunkering

Antifouling paints

Shipping (commercial & recreational)
Mariculture/Aquaculture/Fin and shellfish)

Offshore renewable

Harbour/Port infrastructure (e.g. buoys pontoons etc.)

Mariculture/Aquaculture (fin-fish,
shellfish)

Chemotherapeuticals/Medicines
Antibiotics
Parasiticides/Biocides
Anaesthetics

Disinfectants

Food supplements

Antifoulants

Oil & gas exploration/ production

Drilling wastes/muds/cuttings
Produced waters
Decommissioning
Cables/Pipelines

Inshore/Offshore renewable (inc.
cables)

Antifoulants
Construction/decommissioning
Sediment remobilization

Dredging and dumped spoil

Aggregate dredging
Channelization
Harbours/Ports

Inshore discharges/outfalls

Power stations
Industrial effluents
Sewerage effluents (inc. human pharmaceuticals)

Runoff

Agricultural runoff (e.g. hormones/pesticides/nutrients)
Urban runoff
Mine effluents/waste runoff

Munitions dumps

Chemical warfare agents
Explosives/propellants

Ship wrecks
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Additional information on toxicology will be obtained from the HNS database and/or the AOP wiki. The
Marine Biological Association’s (MBA) library catalogue will be used to fill gaps, especially in grey
literature and literature prior to 1980, if needed.

A date range of ‘1970 to present’ is used. However, the range may be extended to 1960s for
information on oil spills and experimental oil spills. The MarLIN Steering Group or relevant MBA experts
will be approached for relevant un-published evidence, where required.

Key words and search strings

Key words based on the pressure name, contaminant groups, contaminant type (Section 2.6;
‘Contaminant Chemicals Groups’ March 2022 spreadsheet), and marine activities list (see Additional
evidence will be obtained from the references lists of the literature discovered, together with relevant
review articles and reports.

Table 5.2) were used to develop a suite of standard ‘search strings’ against each taxon (Appendix 2).

Each of the search strings developed for taxa or habitat type (Appendix 2) were applied in turn across
each of the bibliographic databases examined (WoS, SCOPUS, Google Scholar). The search for evidence
is designed to be as inclusive as possible so that no potential source of evidence is overlooked.
However, we used common sense to determine the best search strings to use.

For example, if the least restrictive search string gave an unmanageable number of ‘hits’ (e.g. several
hundred) then a more restrictive (focused) string was used. Conversely, if the number of ‘hits’ was very
low (e.g. <10) or zero then a less restrictive search string was used (see spreadsheet). Some species
resulted in zero hits for most searches. In these cases, (e.g. the sea pens, Leptometra, Ocnus etc.) then
the broadest search (ALL=Taxon) was used to capture everything listed for that species in the
bibliographic database.

ECOTOX has its own search tools that enable the user to specify individual species or broad taxonomic
groups (e.g. Molluscs), chemicals, effects, and ‘end points’. But, the ECOTOX is a specialist database that
records available toxicological information from a wide range of species and habitats so that the
majority of ‘hits’ obtained in ECOTOX are directly relevant to the ‘review question’. The following
search parameters were used in the ECOTOX database:

e Species name—taxon name, and/or

e Species group (e.g. Molluscs, Crustaceans, etc.) if required to broaden the search
e Chemicals —set to ‘All’

e Endpoints — set to ‘All’

e Publications - —set to ‘All’

e Test conditions — set to ‘All’

e Effect groups —, ‘Biochemical’, ‘Cellular’, ‘Behavioural’, ‘Ecosystem’, ‘Growth’, ‘Multiple’, ‘Mortality’,
‘Physiology’, ‘Population’, and ‘Reproduction’ groups are included but the ‘Accumulation’ group is
excluded.

Search results

The number of the search results (hits) is recorded together with the date of the literature review. The
resultant citations were downloaded from the relevant bibliographic database into Endnote (X20.1).
The results of the ECOTOX searches were downloaded in Excel format, dated, and copied into the
relevant ‘Evidence summary’ spreadsheet.
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5.6 Screening

The resultant list of articles was then subject to a two stage screening process (Collins et al., 2015)
against the inclusion and exclusion criteria.

1. Stage 1involved a look at the title the articles and a quick look at the abstract.

2. Stage 2 involved an examination of the abstract, introduction, and possibly conclusions of the
articles based on a speed-reading of the article.

Stage 1 is intended to remove articles captured by the search strings that are obviously not relevant to
the study. Stage 2 screening is intended to exclude those articles that are definitely not relevant to the
‘review question’.

Collins et al. (2015) recommended that the results of Stage 2 were recorded together with reasons why
each article was included or excluded based on the inclusion/exclusion criteria. However, this record
was omitted due to the time constraints.

The following types of articles were included during screening:

e Papers that examine effects (sub-lethal, lethal, population) of one/more contaminant on the species
or habitat of interest;

e Papers that examine effects (sub-lethal, lethal, population) of one/more contaminant on another
similar species where no information on specific contaminants on the species of interest was found;

e Papers that might be relevant or link to relevant evidence but are unclear from title/abstract, or only
title available;

e Review articles that pointed to other relevant evidence; and

e Evidence of sub-lethal effects on reproduction/scope of growth as it has the potential for population
decline.

The following exclusions were made during screening:

e Methodological papers e.g. design of assays, biomarkers and their application;
e Metabolic/proteomics/genomics of the effects of chemicals;

e Marine biotoxins —i.e. from algal blooms/HABs;

e Novel chemicals of pharmaceutical potential extracted from species of interest;
e Human pathogens (e.g. E.coli, Strep and viruses) accumulated by mussels;

e Articles not relevant the taxon or habitat of interest — unless they were the only mention of chemical
of interest in dataset and may function as ‘proxies’;

e Evidence on effects of shellfish poisoning or shellfish contamination on humans;
e Faecal pollution; and

e General physiology or genetics i.e. not related to the effect of contaminants.

5.7 Evidence extraction, mapping and appraisal

The evidence extracted (or mapped) was limited to fields likely to be relevant to sensitivity assessment
or to categorise the ‘level of effect’ recorded in each article. The extensive systematic map suggested by
Randall et al. (2015) was felt to be too onerous.
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5.7.1 Evidence summary - terms and definitions

The field names and standard terms used within the ‘Evidence summaries’ were developed during Phase
2 and 3, based on terms used by the US EPA ECOTOX database or MarLIN glossary, or adapted from the
literature review, wherever possible or relevant. Not reported (NR) is used wherever the relevant
data/evidence is not reported or specified in the evidence. The field names and relevant standard terms
follow.

Short citation

Standard short form of citation for article/paper/book/ report etc.
Study type

Outline of the type of study adapted from ECOTOX definitions:

Term Definition

Field (obs) Observation in the field e.g. effect of spills, physical disturbance

Field (expt) Field based study, e.g. in situ mesocosm, field based experimental design exposed and
control plots/quadrats/transects

Laboratory Experimental or observational study conducted under laboratory conditions

Mesocosm Experimental or laboratory studies conducted within mesocosms either based in the

laboratory or the field

Review Review article (paper/report). Reviews used as sources of evidence and only novel data
in reviews included, originals articles examined for detail

Survey Survey of multiple site presence/absence/abundance etc. of chemical or species

Note —chemical analysis requires access to a laboratory but is not included within the study type.
Chemical names and groups

‘Contaminants group’, ‘contaminant type’, ‘contaminant name’ and ‘CAS number’ from the agreed
‘Contaminant Chemicals Groups’ March 2022’ spreadsheet. Two versions of ‘contaminant name’ are
listed:

e ‘Contaminant name’ reported by the article cited, and

e ‘Contaminant synonym’ used by ECOTOX or others, if available and different from ‘contaminant
name’.

Species name

The name of the species studied as reported in the original article. Relevant synonyms, based on
WoRMS, are used in the report text.

Life stage studied

Terms defined in MarLIN glossary

e Adult

e Juvenile
e larvae
e Embryo
o Egg

e Sporophyte
e Gametophyte
e Multiple

57




Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)
Exposure concentration

The experimental concentrations the samples were exposed to, where available, and expressed in
reported units and pg/l where possible.

Exposure type

Definitions of the type or route of exposure to the contaminant, adapted from ECOTOX.

Term Definition

Environmental Field and incidental exposures, includes via the water column or sediment

Environmental Optional where sediment concentration are paramount (e.g. sedimentary

(sediment) communities)

Flow-through Continuous or frequent flow through test chamber with no recycling

Food Introduced via food

Lentic Static water without measurable flow e.g. lakes, ponds, lagoons

Pulse Intermittent or fluctuating dosing

Renewal Without continuous flow of solution, but with occasional renewal of test solutions
after prolonged periods, e.g., 24 hours

Spill Incidental spills

Static Toxicity tests with aquatic organisms in which no flow of test solution occurs;
solutions may remain unchanged throughout the duration of the test.

Tidal Affected by tides

Study duration
The length of the study and reported by article in hours, days, months or years etc.
Exposure Duration (ECOTOX definition)

The Exposure Duration is the time of actual exposure to the chemical and is expressed as ‘days’. In cases
where the observation time is the only duration reported, it is assumed that the Exposure Duration is
equivalent to the longest observation time (field: Observed Duration).

For most field studies the ‘Exposure’ and ‘Study Duration’ are identical because it is difficult to
determine when the exposure ends. For lab studies the ‘Exposure’ and ‘Study Duration” may be
different, such as when effect measurements were reported from a post-exposure period. For lab
studies with injection, topical, or dietary (e.g. intraperitoneally or by gavage) exposure, ‘Exposure and
Study Duration’ are typically the same.

For a fluctuating or intermittent dosing experiment, the total exposure time is recorded. In some
instances, a biological, or qualitative, time is used, such as an exposure time reported as "until hatch",
"growing season" or "after the nth egg has been laid".
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Effect group (definitions from ECOTOX)

Term

Definition

Accumulation

Measurements and endpoints that characterize the process by which
chemicals are taken into and stored in plants or animals; includes lethal
body burden

Behaviour/Avoidance,

Activity of an organism represented by three effect groups - avoidance,
general behaviour, and feeding behaviour

Biochemical (inc. enzyme(s),
hormone(s))

Measurement of biotransformation or metabolism of chemical
compounds, modes of toxic action, and biochemical responses in plants
and animals; includes three effect groups - biochemical, enzyme and
hormone effects

Cellular/ Histology/ Genetic

Measurements and endpoints regarding changes in structure and
chemical composition of cells and tissues of plants or animals as related
to their functions; includes three effect groups -cellular, genetic and
histological effects

Ecosystem process

Measurements and endpoints to track the effects of toxicants on
ecosystem processes; includes microbial processes

Growth/ Development/

Category encompasses measures of weight and length, and includes

Morphology effects on development, growth, and morphology

Mortality Measurements and endpoints where the cause of death is by direct
action of the chemical

Multiple Measurements related to multiple or undefined effect.

No Effect The author reported an end point but not a specific effect

Physiology/ Immunological/
Injury/ Intoxication

Measurements and endpoints regarding basic activity in cells and tissues
of plants or animals; includes four effect groups - injury, immunity,
intoxication and general physiological response

Population

Measurements and endpoints relating to a group of organisms or plants
of the same species occupying the same area at a given time

Reproduction

Measurements and endpoints to track the effect of toxicants on the
reproductive cycle; includes behavioural and physiological measurements

Effect measurement

A description of the effect measured. These are likely to vary between different taxonomic groups. The
ECOTOX database includes many more categories than listed below for some of the ‘effect groups’; the
numbers are given in brackets. Examples of standard ‘effect measurement’ terms, organized by ‘effect

group’, include:

e Accumulation
e Body burden
e BCF

e Behaviour/Avoidance
e Chemical avoidance

e Substratum avoidance

e Biochemical (ECOTOX =1,641 entries)
e Acyl-CoA oxidase activity
e Acetylcholinesterase (AchE) activity
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e Acid phosphatase

e C(Catalase (CAT)

e Cytochrome P450 activity

e Gamma-Glutamyl Transpeptidase

e Glutathione disulphide

e Glutathione peroxidase (GPX),

e Glutathione reductase (GR),

e Heat shock proteins

e Lactate dehydrogenase

e Lipid peroxidation,

e Metallothioniens

e MFO (BPH, CYP-dependent monoxygenase)
e Multixenotoxicity resistance

e NADPH-Neo tetrazolium Reductase activity
e NF-E2-related factor 2 (Nrf2),

e Superoxide dismutase (SOD)

Cellular (ECOTOX has 143 entries)

e DNA damage/Micronuclei/Adduct formation
e Genotoxicity

e Haemocyte counts population

e Phagocytosis

e Lysosomal membrane stability

e Ovarian and spermatic follicles

e Transmembrane sodium energy gradient
e Transcriptomics

Ecosystem processes

e General

e Reduced/Increased productivity (primary/secondary)
e Community
Growth/Development/Morphology

e Abnormal development/larvae

e Growth rate

e Leaf/shoot/rhizome/root elongation

e Leaf shape/morphology

Mortality (adult/larval)

e Adult survival

e Llarval survival
Physiology/Immunological/Injury/Intoxication
e Byssal thread production

e Clearance/filtration rate

e Excretion rate

e Llarval swimming velocity/ability

e Respiration rate

e Condition indices

e Photosynthetic efficiency

e PSll function/damage

e Scope for growth (SFG)

e Valve gape

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)
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Population

Abundance/biomass
Condition

Cover/canopy
Distribution/extent
Diversity

Population decline (general)

Reproduction

Fecundity

Gametogenesis reduction
Gonad index

Fertilization success/failure
Recruitment success
Settlement

Sexual maturity (rate/age)
Sex ratios

Imposex

Response site

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

The part (or type) of the organism where the effect (response) is measured (or observed). ECOTOX has
594 entries, which vary between taxonomic groups. We should expect to add terms as we tackle more
taxonomic groups but use ECOTOX definitions where possible. For example:

Community
Digestive gland
Embryo
Gametes (oocytes and sperm)
Gonad
Haemocytes
Larva
Leaf/shoot
Lysosomes
Muscle tissue
Rhizomes/roots
Population
Seedling

Soft tissues

Whole organism (assumes adult)

End points

List of observed end points reported by the articles examined, used for consistency with ECOTOX data,
but also includes population level effects due to environmental exposure, spills etc. For example:

BCFD - Bioconcentration factor calculated using dry weight tissue concentration

ECxx— Effect concentration at XX percentile
ICxx - Inhibition concentration at XX percentile
IDxx - Inhibition dose at XX percentile

LCxx— Lethal concentration at XX percentile
LDyx— Lethal dose at XX percentile

LTyxx— Lethal time at XX percentile
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e LOEC/L - Lowest Observable-Effect-Concentration/Level: lowest dose (concentration) producing
effects that were significantly different (as reported by authors) from responses of controls
(LOEAL/LOEC)

e NOEC/L - No Observable-Effect-Concentration/Level: highest dose (concentration) producing effects
not significantly different from responses of controls according to author's reported statistical test
(NOEAL/NOEC)

e Mortality (e.g. after spills)

e NR-LETH —100% Mortality

e NR-ZERO — 0% Mortality

e Population loss

e Population decline

e Recruitment failure

Endpoint concentrations

ECOTOX provides a single concentration or range (with or without confidence intervals) for each
Endpoint. ECOTOX lists the confidence intervals as a range (min, max). In the ‘Evidence summary’
different End point concentrations (or ranges) are listed separately. Lethal (100%) is included where
papers give a concentration resulting in 100% mortality, which is one endpoint recorded by ECOTOX.

Concentrations are expressed as mg/l (ECOTOX) and/or pg/I.

Mortality (%) reported

The percentage mortality reported in the articles examined, where available.
Ranked mortality

The mortality reported in the articles examined is ‘ranked’ according to the MarESA resistance scale. For
example:

Ranked mortality Resistance
Severe (>75%) None
Significant (25-75%) Low

Some (<25%) Medium
None (reported) High
Sublethal High
Unspecified Unspecified

Unspecified = mortality is reported but not quantified or no detail provided
Quality/Applicability of Evidence — based on MarESA scales
Summary of evidence

The relevant evidence from the articles is summarized in narrative form, using the standard MarESA
format description of evidence.

‘Worst-case’ mortality

The reported ‘end points’ and evidence from each article is expressed as a ‘worst-case’ ranked mortality
for each contaminant examined in each article. For example, where the specimens are exposed to a
range of concentrations of one chemical and several ‘end points’ (e.g. ECso, LCso) determined, the
‘worst-case’ or greatest mortality is reported.

Please note, some papers examined several different combinations of contaminant type and seagrass
species. Therefore, the ‘worst case’ mortality is recorded for each unique species vs. contaminant
combination within each paper but not for every experimental permutation. For example, if a paper
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studied three metals and one herbicide, then we would report the four ‘worst case’ mortalities rather
than every mortality or effect from every concentration tested. However, if the papers examined the
same combination on three different species (e.g. in seagrasses) then we would record twelve separate
‘worst-case’ mortalities.

5.8 Synthesis and communication

The aim of the study is a REA to inform a sensitivity assessment of each of the contaminant pressures
against each habitat or the species indicative of sensitivity within each habitat. The resultant sensitivity
assessment(s) is presented below. However, the REA approach allows us to qualify the evidence-base as
a whole.

The key points from the REA are summarized in report format (see Sections 6&7 below) based on the
summary narratives and analysis of the collated evidence. The detailed ‘Evidence summaries’ are
provided in the attached spreadsheets. Only evidence relevant to the ‘review question’ (the effects of
contaminants) on the taxon or habitat interest was recorded in the attached ‘Evidence summary’. The
evidence is separated into the pressure categories, ‘Hydrocarbons and PAHS’, ‘Transitional metals (inc.
organometals)’, and ‘Synthetics compounds (inc. pesticides, antifoulants, and pharmaceuticals)’ and the
‘Introduction of other chemicals’.

The results will be disseminated via the MarLIN/MarESA sensitivity assessment web pages.
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6 Mytilus spp. - Evidence review

The initial searches (01-15 June 2021) resulted in 9,197 hits of which 6,412 were duplicates. Therefore,
only WoS and ECOTOX were used due to time constraints. The resultant 3,337 references were
screened for relevance based on the proposed REA protocol (see Section 5). Stage 1 and stage 2
screening against the exclusion criteria reduced this number to 664 articles, which were taken forward
for detailed review.

6.1 Mytilus spp. - Hydrocarbons and PAHs

The 143 articles relevant to the effects of ‘Hydrocarbons and PAHs’ and subject to detailed review are
shown in ‘Mytilus-evidence-summary-Mar2022.xls’ (attached). Several review articles and additional
papers were added to the list based on evidence cited within other papers. A further 25 articles were
excluded at this stage after reading of the paper in detail.

e The majority of papers (ca 70%) were excluded at stage 2 screening because they examined
bioaccumulation of contaminants, focused on the use of blue mussels (Mytilus spp.) to monitor or
detect contaminants, or the use of numerous biomarkers to detect contaminants rather than the
effect of contaminants on the mussels themselves.

e Another 25 papers were excluded at stage 3, after closer inspection of the papers, as they discussed
monitoring studies, bioaccumulation, or biomarkers but, importantly, provided no information on
the effect of hydrocarbon contaminant on Mytilus spp.

e Only 46 papers (7%) of those screened at stage 2 could not be accessed (at this stage).

e Most papers examined the effects of PAHs (27%); while the most commonly examined hydrocarbon
contaminants were crude oils (22%), oil spills*® (12.5%), fuel oils (12.5%), or multiple types of
hydrocarbons (16%).

e While most papers used standard techniques to determine body burdens and detect a wide range of
hydrocarbons, there was considerable variation in experimental design between studies. Therefore,
it is difficult to compare results between studies.

Resistance assessment, as defined under MarESA, is based on the level of mortality reported in the
evidence compiled in the literature review, as stated in the ‘review question’. Evidence of lethal or sub-
lethal effects was recorded in the evidence review. Where mortality was reported, the level of mortality
was ranked using the resistance scale as ‘severe’, significant’, ‘some’ or ‘none.

Hydrocarbons were reported to cause a ‘lethal’ response in only 25% of the articles examined (Figure
6.1. Number of articles examined that reported lethal and sub-lethal effects to a range of hydrocarbon
contaminants in Mytilus spp. (NR= not reported).). Most of the articles (70%) only reported and/or
examined sub-lethal effects.

Where a lethal response was reported, only four articles (3.5%) reported ‘Severe’ mortality, but 12
(11%) reported ‘Significant’ mortality, and 12 (11%) reported ‘Some’ mortality (Figure 6.2). No mortality
was reported in only 22% of the articles examined.

‘Severe’ mortality was only reported in four articles, two concerning exposures to crude oil, one to
lubricant oil and one exposure to the water accommodated fraction (WAF) of fuel oil. Significant
mortality was reported due to exposure to oil spills (two articles), crude oil (three articles), and fuel oil
(six articles). Although PAHs were the most studied group of hydrocarbons, ‘some’ mortality was only
reported in two articles, and the remaining 28 articles reported sub-lethal effects.

0l spills included instances of crude and fuel oils of different grades
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Figure 6.1. Number of articles examined that reported lethal and sub-lethal effects to a range of
hydrocarbon contaminants in Mytilus spp. (NR= not reported).
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Figure 6.2. Count of ranked mortality (from ‘severe’ to ‘none’) in articles examined to a range of
hydrocarbon contaminants in Mytilus spp. (NR= not reported).

Mortality was sometimes unclear or not mentioned in the studies examined. Mortality was ‘not
reported’ in 50% of studies overall. However, most studies only examined sub-lethal effects.

A range of ‘sub-lethal’ effects were examined in the articles reviewed (Table 6.1). Most of the sub-lethal
effects related to the use of mussels as biomarkers and few were informative about sensitivity.
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Overall, the evidence collated demonstrates that hydrocarbons can cause direct mortality in adult and
larval Mytilus spp. However, the variation in the experimental design makes it difficult to rank the
relative mortality and/or resistance to hydrocarbons.

Table 6.1. Range of sub-lethal effects examined in the articles reviewed.

Sub-lethal effect No. articles
Physiology 36
Accumulation 29
Mortality 29
Immunotoxicity 21
Histology 17
Genotoxicity 16
Toxicology 12
Proteomics 9
Reproduction 8
Feeding behaviour 8
Histochemical 7
Behaviour 7
Community 6
Other 15

The following evidence summaries and sensitivity assessments are based on the evidence collated in the
literature review with an emphasis on evidence of mortality or sub-lethal effects that could result in
population effects.

6.1.1 Oil spills.

Torrey Canyon 1967 (crude oil). Smith (ed., 1968) reviewed information on the effects of the Torrey
Canyon oil spill in 1967. Mytilus edulis was reported as missing from Porthleven, although Smith (1968)
noted that it was more characteristic of the exposed north coast where they were found to be quite
resistant of oil alone and moderate doses of detergent but “not intense” treatment. Mussels survived in
Booby's Bay which was subject to heavy oil but no detergent treatment. Qil was noted amongst small
mussel shells on rocks from which it had been washed off. Mussels were found behaving normally and
alive in rock pools which had a film of oil at Portreath even though their mantle cavity contained
globules of oil.

Sea Empress 1996 (crude oil). Crump et al. (1999) examined a set of permanent quadrats in Manorbier
and West Angle Bay, Pembrokeshire, before and after the Sea Empress oil spill. At Manorbier, large
numbers of small mussels were reported amongst crevices and cracks in the middle shore. Crump et al.
(1999) noted that ‘chocolate mousse' coated large areas of the rocky platform but tended to collect in
gullies and crevices. Manorbier is a steep rocky, wave exposed, shore so most of the quadrats were
clear of oil by the 28th February, 13 days after the spill. Coralline algae showed significant bleaching but
there was no clear evidence of mortality or ill effects on the other organisms surveyed in their quadrats.

Moore (1997) examined rocky shore transects set up in Milford Haven shortly after the Sea Empress oil
spill. Moore (1997) noted a slight increase in Mytilus abundance across sites between 1995 (pre-spill)
and 1996 (after spill) but suggested that it was natural variation unlinked to the oil spill. Morrell (1998)
examined permanent transects at Dale Fort set up after the Sea Empress oil spill. There was little
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obvious effect on Mytilus edulis in Castel Beach Bay and Monkhaven where numbers were stable,
except for one site at Monkhaven where the mussels were lost ca 11 months after the spill. However,
the cause was uncertain.

Roston & Bunker (1997) survey sublittoral epibenthic rock communities, 16 months after the Sea
Empress oil spill. One site included a subtidal Mytilus edulis bed habitat at 8-10 m. Samples were taken
for hydrocarbon contamination measurement and revealed 12-17 ppm (although dwt or wwt not
mentioned). Overall, all the habitats examined (inc. Mytilus edulis) were in normal condition and
showed no effects of the oil spill.

Exxon Valdez 1989 (crude oil). Highsmith et al. (1996) surveyed intertidal communities affected by the
Exxon Valdez oil spill between spring 1990 and summer 1991, ca 1-2 years after the spill (Dec. 1989).
Mytilus trossulus abundance and biomass were significantly reduced at most oiled sites studied
compared to reference sites. Where the biomass was higher on oiled sites this was attributed to the
survival of large individuals over smaller individuals. Highsmith et al. (1996) suggested that recovery had
started at some Prince William Sound's sheltered rocky and estuarine shore, with no significant
difference between oiled and reference sites by summer 1991. However, at coarse sediment and
estuarine sites in Cook Inlet and Kenai Peninsula the differences were still significant, indicating that
recovery was still in progress.

Conversely, Thomas et al. (1999) found no significant trends in byssal thread production or condition
index between mussels from polluted sites and mussels from clean sites. However, mussels collected
from oiled sites had significant PAH concentrations in their tissues compared to mussels from the
reference sites.

Babcock et al. (1998) reviewed the effects of oiling from the Exxon Valdez on blue mussel beds (Mytilus
trossulus) in Prince William Sound. Many of the oiled mussel beds in the Sound were not subject to
cleaning due to their commercial value. Babcock et al. (1998) reported that the presence of the mussel
bed retained the oil contaminant within the underlying sediment, preventing its breakdown or removal
by wave action. As a result, the mussels remained contaminated and a threat (via consumption) to
wildlife. Mussel condition was adversely affected by oil but some physiological measures in mussels
contaminated for 3-4 years were not correlated with oil concentration. No mortality of mussels on the
beds was reported, either directly related to oiling after the spill or to PAH contamination.

Erika, 1999 (heavy fuel oil). Amat et al. (2004) demonstrates a genotoxic event on the digestive glands
of the mussels living in the coast impacted by the Erika spill. Immediately after the Erika accident
(December 1999 and January 2000), a very high amount of DNA adduct could be observed even in the
reference site. Unfortunately, no data on the occurrence of adducts before the spill was available.

Prestige 2002 (heavy fuel oil). Peteiro et al. (2006) investigated whether the Prestige oil spill effected
the growth of Mytilus galloprovincialis seed collected from three different populations along the coast
of northwest Spain three months after the spill (February 2003). The results showed the mussels from
the area most affected by the spill to have significantly less growth in terms of weight. In addition, the
percentage of mussels classified as ‘large’ from the population most affected by the spill was
significantly less than the other two populations. No significant difference in growth or biochemistry
was noted in the mussel seed collected in 2004, which suggested the absence of sub-lethal effects in the
offspring of mussels exposed to the spill (Peteiro et al., 2006). However, Labarta et al. (2005) found
mussel seed from sites with the greatest oil impact had the lowest survival performance in air, with the
lowest survival rates observed from a site that exhibited the highest PAH values.

Hebei Spirit 2007 (crude oil). Jung et al. (2015) examined the effects of the Hebei Spirit oil spill on
intertidal habitats in Korea, nine months after the spill. Hebei spirit spilt ca 10,900 t crude oil in poor
weather with strong wave action. After nine months, the density of all Mollusca, including Mytilus
galloprovincialis was significantly reduced at impacted sites compared to controls. Donaghy et al.
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(2016) found mussels from two polluted sites following the Hebei Spirit oil spill to have a significantly
lower condition indices than the control site.

Kimya 1991 (sunflower oil). Mudge et al. (1993) examined the levels of fatty acids in Mytilus edulis
around Anglesey after the M.V. Kimya spill of sunflower oil in January 1991 at Bodorgan Head.
Components of the sunflower oil were incorporated into flesh of mussels around Anglesey but
enhanced levels of linoleic acid (18:2 w6) (the best indicator of sunflower oil contamination) was limited
to a 3 km wide area centred on the wreck. They concluded that mussels were able to metabolise fatty
acids from the spill. A large mortality of mussels occurred at Aberffraw in June 1991, but it could not be
attributed to the sunflower oil conclusively.

Others. The Esso Bernica spill (Sullom Voe, 1978) had little effect of intertidal communities in un-
cleared areas (Rolan & Gallagher, 1991). The Braer spill (Shetland 1993) removed grazers (although it
may have also been due to the use of dispersants), and no change in Mytilus abundance was reported
(Newey & Seed, 1995).

Sensitivity assessment (oil spills)

Little evidence on the direct physical effects of oil (smothering, or clogging) on Mytilus spp., was found
and few studies examined blue mussel beds, except in Babcock et al. (1998) and Rostron & Bunker
(1997). The evidence suggests that Mytilus spp. can be relatively tolerant of direct oiling (in the absence
of dispersants or other cleaning treatments) and survived oil spilt by the Torrey Canyon and Sea
Empress. In particular, blue mussel beds in Prince William Sound (Babcock et al., 1998) survived direct
oiling and continued exposure to oil retained in the sediment underneath the mussel beds for 3-4 years,
although their condition was impaired. However, Mytilus trossulus abundance in other intertidal
habitats was significantly reduced after the Exxon Valdez spill (Highsmith et al., 1996). In addition, a
significant reduction in Mytilus galloprovincialis abundance was also noted after the Hebei Spirit spill in
Korea (Jung et al., 2015). Hence, the effect of oil spills on Mytilus spp. and blue mussel beds is likely to
be dependent on the type of oil spilt, the local habitat, and wave conditions at the time of spill.
Therefore, resistance is assessed as ‘Low’ to represent the potential for mortality. Resilience is probably
‘Medium’ so sensitivity to oil spills is assessed as ‘Medium’.

6.1.2 Petroleum hydrocarbons (oils)

Lethal effects of exposure to hydrocarbons were only reported in 25% of the articles examined. Only 11
of the papers examined provided details of LCsq, LTsg, or EC5q values based on laboratory studies. The
lethal effects of petroleum oils (e.g. crude oil, fuel oils, and lubricant oils) are summarized below and
reported LCsq or LTsg values for petroleum hydrocarbons (i.e. oils) are shown in Table 6.2. Information
on the effect of oil contamination on ‘scope for growth’ (SFG) (Widdows & Johnson, 1988; Widdows &
Donkin, 1992) or other condition indices is also included.

e Saco-Alvarez et al. (2008) exposed developing Mytilus galloprovincialis larvae to WAF of Prestige oil
and Marine fuel oil under light and dark conditions. The ECso (50% larval abnormalities 48 hours)
was 13% WAF irrespective of light regime, while the ECso was 20% Marine WAF in the light
treatment and >100% in darkness ECso. Undiluted Marine WAF only caused a 20% decrease in
mussel normal larvae.

e Swedmark et al. (1973) examined the exposure of Mytilus edulis to several dispersants, dispersant
and fuel oil mixtures and Oman crude oil. The LCsq after 96 hr exposure to Oman crude oil and 48 hr
recovery in clean seawater was >1000 ppm.
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Table 6.2. Examples of LCsg, LTsg, or ECsq values for the effects of oils on Mytilus spp..

Exposure
Contaminant |Exposure Conc. |duration Life stage LC/ECs, Short Reference
Oman Crude |350, 650, 1000 |96 hours Adults LCso 96 hr =<1000 ppm Craddock, 1977;
oil ppm Swedmark et al.,
1973
Crude oil NR 48 hours Larvae, ECso 48h embryogenesis His et al., 2000
(embryogenesis), | Embryos = 2000 pg/I,
5 days (blastula / LCso 5days = 2-4 ppt
(mortality) trochophore)
(20 hours)
Crude oil NR 48 hours Larvae LCs, Fresh oil: Mass >100% | Stefansson et al.,
weathered and WAF 2016
non-weathered LCso Fresh oil: Q4000 >100%
Fresh oil: Mass, WAF
Q4000 LCsoCorexit 9500A 25-45%
Weathered oil: WAF
CTC, Juniper LCsq Mass + Corexit 9500A
Corexit 9500A 20-35% WAF
LCso Q4000 + Corexit 9500A
20-30% WAF
Tar 60, 80, 100, 120,|96 hours (acute |Adults LCso =139.84 mg/I Tar Alonso et al.,
140, and 160 toxicity test) 2019
mg/| (acute 17 days
toxicity test) (condition test)
10, 40, 60 mg/I
(condition test)
Diesel oil 5,10,30,50,100, |10 days larvae, |Adults, ECso (30 days) = 800 pg/I; Stremgren &
(microencapsul | 500 ug/l (larvae) |30 days adults Larvae LCso (30 days) adults ca Nielsen, 1991;

ated), copper

200, 600, 1000,
1300, 5000 pg/!
(adults)

5000 pg/| diesel oil
(microencapsulated)

His et al., 2000

e Schmutz et al. (2021) examined the effects of oil spill exposure under ice on caged mussels (Mytilus
edulis), during the spawning season, and their resultant larvae in experimental mesocosms, using
crude oil and diluted bitumens. Mussels were exposed to Heidrun and North Sea crude oil, and Cold
Lake Blend and Access Western Blend diluted bitumen from Canadian oil sands. Bioaccumulation of
PAHs was detected three days after exposure. Higher concentrations were associated with the
crude oil (5.49 +/- 0.12 pg/g dwt) than both diluted bitumens (0.51 +/- 0.03 or 0.91 +/- pug/g dwt).
Clearance rates were significantly reduced by Heidrun crude oil and Cold Lake Blend diluted
bitumen. Cellular stress (lysosomal stability) was highest under each oil treatment, and byssus
thickness was significantly lower under each oil treatment. However, there was good recovery and
the negative effects on some biomarkers disappeared one month afterwards. Mortality was not
excessive and never more than 15% in each treatment (Schmutz et al., 2021). Gametogenesis and
larval development were affected for a longer period. Gonad development was lower in oil
treatments but showed no recovery after a month. Spawning was induced several weeks after
treatment. Embryogenesis and larval development were severely affected, with larval development
lagging five days behind the controls.
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e Cajaraville et al. (1992) examined the effect of WAF of two types of crude oil and one type of
commercial lubricant oil on the physiology of Mytilus galloprovincialis. A few mussels died in the
crude oil treatments, irrespective of dose. However, exposure to the refined lubricant oil resulted in
100% mortality after 49 days at the high dose (40% WAF in seawater) and 77 days at the
intermediate dose (6% WAF). They noted that Ural oil WAF was more toxic than Maya oil WAF due
to higher concentrations of aromatic hydrocarbons in Ural oil WAF, although the lubricant oil had
the highest concentration of aromatic hydrocarbons. Overall, exposure to the crude and refined oil
WAFs significantly reduced growth of shell and flesh, and affected health, reproduction and survival.

e Alonso et al. (2019) estimated the LCso (96-hour) of tar at 139.84 mg/| in Mytilus galloprovincialis.
Alonso et al. (2019) also observed gonadal condition index of mussels exposed to 60 mg/| tar to be
significantly reduced after 10 days, and after 17 days, the gonadal condition index of mussels in the
10 and 40 mg/| treatments was also reduced. Histological findings showed spermatogenesis
disruption and alterations of somatic and germinal cells as a direct effect of treatment.

e Bgrseth et al. (1995) found oil, oil dispersants, formaldehyde, and benzene to cause the sodium
gradient across cell membranes to drop and caused the death of some test organisms. Phenol had
an anaesthetic effect (at 100 mg/I) but the depression in sodium gradient was not significant, and
mussels recovered. Benzene and formaldehyde significantly decreased the sodium gradient. The oil
and dispersant mixtures also significantly reduced sodium gradient. However, Boreth et al. (1995)
stated that prior experiments found that exposure to benzene and formaldehyde at the stated levels
for 5 days resulted in mortality and remarked that exposure to oil and dispersants at slightly higher
concentrations or longer durations caused mortality but gave no supporting data.

e |kadvalko et al. (2006) investigated the use of cotton grass as oil sorbent in marine environmental
protection. The addition of diesel to static tank experiments resulted in 100% mortality of Mytilus
spp. and Dreissena spp. when exposed to diesel without the addition of cotton. However, the final
concentration of diesel was not given.

e Lowe & Pipe (1987) examined the effect of diesel oil WAF (27.4 +/- 7.2 (Low) ppb and 127.7 +/- 28.3
(High) ppb total diesel oil hydrocarbons) on reproduction and survival in Mytilus edulis collected in
summer when food reserves were high and in autumn when they were low. All treatments,
including controls experienced mortality due to starfish predation and spawning stress between Jan-
June. But in the following 80 days (June-Sept), mortality was highest in the High oil treatment (71%
in mussels collected with low food reserves, and 27% in mussels with high food reserves), less in the
Low oil treatment (14.5% and 12.6% as above) and zero in controls, which suggested that condition
and season were factors in mortality from oil exposure.

e Stefansson et al. (2016) examined the toxicological effects of non-weathered and weathered crude
oil from the Deepwater Horizon incident on the development of marine bivalve (Mytilus
galloprovincialis, Crassostrea gigas, Mercenaria mercenaria) and echinoderm larvae. Weathered oils
had no toxic effect on developing larvae. However, fresh oil had adverse effects on developing
larvae. There was no significant difference in ECyq values between echinoderm and bivalve larvae.
The average ECyo (abnormal development) values for the larval species exposed to these WAFs were
67122 mg/l total PAH (46£18% WAF) and 66+£19 mg/| total PAH (57+22% WAF) for fresh oil samples.
Stefansson et al. (2016) gave LCso values for Mytilus larvae of ca 130% ug/l TPAH and ca 140 pg/I
TPAH for fresh oils but state that these values were higher than the highest concentration tested.

e Strgmgren & Nielsen (1991) found microencapsulated diesel oil to reduce spawning frequencies of
Mytilus edulis by 40-45% of the control at 1,000 and 1,300 pg/I. At 5,000 pg/l exposure, the
spawning frequencies were negligible. The mortality of Mytilus adults was around 40% when

3 Approximate value extracted from graph/figure in text
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exposed to 5,000 pg/l microencapsulated diesel oil, with the LCso (30-day) corresponding to about
5,000 pg/l. However, larval mortality rose steeply until 20-30% mortality at 50 pg/l and was 100% at
500 pg/l. The LCsq value (10-day) for larvae was found to be 30-35 pg/l. Larval growth was
significantly reduced at 10 pg/l, with an ECsq (10-day) of 24-30 ug/l; an order of magnitude less than
the ECso for growth of juvenile mussels (ca 1000 pg/l; Stréemgren & Reisen, 1988 unseen). Therefore,
they suggested diesel oil was, more toxic to larvae than juveniles. However, variation in larval
mortality was higher between batches than variation in growth.

e Bokn et al. (1993) examined the effect of diesel oil WAF on littoral rocky shore communities in
flowing water mesocosms, each including five steps to simulate tidal levels. The communities were
allowed to establish in the mesocosms for 32 months prior to the experiment. Mesocosms were
exposed to controls, High WAF (129.4 pg /I (mean)), and Low WAF (30.1 pg/l mean) for 24 months,
and the communities were examined at three monthly intervals. Mytilus communities were the
worst affected across the mesocosm. Their cover decreased to zero at all tidal levels within the High
WAF mesocosm and the upper two tidal levels by the end of the study in the Low WAF mesocosm.
At the lower tidal levels in the Low WAF mesocosm, the population of Mytilus was reduced to one
individual by the end of the study. The population of Mytilus increased slightly in the control
mesocosms. Bokn et al. (1993) noted that the decline in Mytilus cover corresponded to a decrease
in byssal attachments and increased susceptibility to starfish predation.

e Baussant et al. (2011) exposed Mytilus edulis to dispersed crude oil (0.015-0.25 mg/I) for seven
months across its entire gametic cycle to simulate the effect of produced water discharges from
North Sea oil installations. Reduced fertilization success was observed when both adult mussels and
gametes were exposed to 0.25 mg/I oil and only 60% of the eggs were fertilized. Larval development
was affected by parental exposure to oil, causing abnormal growth. Adult and larvae exposure to oil
resulted in a significantly smaller larva. Also, if only the adults or only the larvae were exposed to
the oil, the larvae grew bigger than those in the adult larvae exposure, but the larvae were still
significantly smaller than the control. There was a concentration-dependent increase in the volume
density of atretic® oocytes in female mussels exposed to oil; females exposed to 0.25 mg oil/l had
significantly higher volume density of atretic oocytes than control females. However, after
spawning, the volume density of atretic oocytes was low and no differences between experimental
groups were observed. When both adult mussels and their embryos were exposed to 0.25 mg oil/I,
a significantly higher level of DNA strand breaks in the embryos one day post-fertilization was found.
Overall, the study indicated a decrease in potential reproductive success and recruitment by mussels
exposed to dispersed crude oil for months at 0.25 mg/I but Baussant et al. (2011) noted that 0.25
mg/| dispersed oil was probably restricted to with the first 0.5 km of a discharge point of North Sea
oil platforms.

e Counihan (2018) used ecologically relevant concentrations of oil (10 ppm crude oil) and dispersant
based on concentrations measured in dispersed oil field trials and after oil spills. Counihan (2018)
observed 5% Mytilus trossulus mortality in treatments with non-dispersed crude oil and treatments
with crude oil and Corexit 9500 (3.75%), however mortality in the treatments were low. After seven
days, mussels in all the treatments had significantly thinner shells than the controls and after 21
days mussels in all treatments exhibited evidence of genetic damage, tissue loss and a continued
stress response.

e His et al. (2000) reviewed the use of bivalve larvae as a monitor or biomarker for contaminants. In
one example, His et al. (2000) reported a 48-hour ECsq embryogenesis of 2,000 ug /I, and 5-day LCsg
of 2-4 ppt in Mytilus edulis larvae exposed to crude oil (Luca & Le Roux, 1975, cited in His et al.,
2000).

a0 Degenerated and reabsorbed oocytes
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Gomiero et al. (2015) found Mytilus galloprovincialis sampled from three gas field sites in the
Adriatic in the summer months had a significant decrease in survival in air compared to the
reference organisms. However, no significant difference was observed in winter collections.

Widdows et al. (1982) used three experimental approaches to examine the effect of WAF crude oil
on mussels. Experiment 1 examined the effect of hydrocarbons in food, while Experiment 2
examined hydrocarbon absorption and Experiment 3 examined long-term exposure. They reported
that 30 pg/l WAF decreased feeding rate significantly and that 30-36 pg/| elevated respiration rate
by 30%. Oxygen consumption increased after seven days and remained elevated for five months in
the long-term experiment. In Experiment 1, mussels had negative SFG after 28 days. Overall, there
was a correlation between the decline in SFG and increase in tissue aromatic concentrations, with
negative SFG at ca >7 pg/g wwt of mussel tissue. Widdows et al. (1982) also noted that the 30-36
ug/l WAF concentrations used were comparable to levels found in the environment (e.g. the Thames
in 1980) but that very high concentrations (5-1,000 mg/I) were required to elicit a lethal response in
Mytilus edulis (see Craddock, 1977).

Widdows et al. (1987) exposed Mytilus edulis to WAF diesel oil (125 +/- 28 ug/I High oil and 28 +/- 7
ug/l Low oil in tidal, flowing seawater mesocosms for eight months. Both low and high oil conditions
resulted in a significant decrease in SFG mainly due to a reduction in feeding and food absorption.
SFG was severely reduced in high oil conditions, resulting in weight loss as the mussels used tissue
reserves. Widdows et al. (1987) reported a direct relationship between declining SFG and log of
hydrocarbon concentration. SFG became negative at ca >30 pg/l WAF. However, no mortalities
were reported in the eight-month exposure period, and all mussels had recovered 55 days after
return to untreated seawater. They noted that mussels from the high oil treatment depurinated
hydrocarbons and recovered faster than those exposed to the low oil treatment.

Craddock (1977) reviewed the evidence of acute toxicity of marine organisms to petroleum.
Craddock (1977) reported:

o 0-100% mortality in Mytilus californianus collected from four locations, exposed to 10,000
ppm of the soluble and emulsified fractions of Santa Barbara crude oil for 48-56 hours; the
larger mussels were the most susceptible;

o 28.4% or 24.4% mortality in Mytilus galloprovincialis larvae exposed to 1,000 ppm of
Venezuelan Crude oil or No. 1 fuel oil respectively;

o 66% mortality in Mytilus edulis exposed to 10% Outboard motor effluent for 24 hours (and
nine days holding);

o aLCsq(96-hour) < 1,000 ppm in Mytilus edulis exposed to Oman crude oil. Note - <350 ppm
lowest conc. affecting byssal activity and shell closure, <1,000 ppm lowest conc. affecting
shell closure; Crude oil less toxic than emulsions;

o an ECxq (loss of attachment and formation of byssus) in Mytilus edulis of 17 ppm WSF No.
diesel oil after 24 hours and 15.6 ppm after 48 hrs; and

o an ECxq (failure to reattach to substratum) in Mytilus edulis of 16.6 ppm after 24 hours and 15
ppm after 48 hours exposure to No. 2 diesel oil (layered on the surface and stirred
constantly).

Sensitivity assessment (oils). Refined oils (e.g. lubricant and fuel oils) were reported to be more toxic
than crude oils. Widdows et al. (1982) also noted that the 30-36 pg/l WAF concentrations used in their
experiments were comparable to levels found in the environment (e.g. the Thames in 1980) but that
very high concentrations (5-1,000 mg/l) were required to elicit a lethal response in Mytilus edulis (see
Craddock, 1977). Overall, the evidence suggests (10% of articles on the effects of oils) that exposure to
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oils or their water saturated (WSF) or water accommodated fraction (WAF) can result in ‘severe’
mortality (>75%) while another 30% of the articles report significant (25-75%) mortality depending on
the type of oil and its concentration. Therefore, resistance is assessed as ‘None’. Resilience is probably
‘Low’ so that sensitivity to petroleum-based oils is assessed as ‘High’.

In their review, Widdows & Donkin (1992) note that one reason mussels are good sentinels for pollution
is because they are relatively tolerant of, but not insensitive, to a range of environmental conditions and
contaminants. Furthermore, they noted that adults were >10-fold more sensitive than larvae to copper
(Cu), petroleum hydrocarbons and sewage sludge. Widdows & Donkin (1992) suggested that LCso values
in Mytilus gave a false impression of high tolerance because adult bivalves were able to close their
valves and isolate themselves from extreme (potentially lethal) conditions for long periods (i.e. days).

6.1.3 Polyaromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs)

Only three papers that examined the effects of PAH exposure reported ‘some’ mortalities, although not
direct mortality but rather as LTsos based on their ‘survival in air’. Donkin et al. (1989) reported the ECsg
(on feeding rates) for a range of PAHs. The remaining 27 papers concentrated on a range of sub-lethal
effects as biomarkers of contamination (see below).

e Giannapas et al. (2012) exposed Mytilus spp. to phenathrene (0.1 mg/l), anthracene (0.1 mg/l) or a
mixture (0.2 mg/l) for 7 days. They found that mussels exposed to PAHs to have reduced ability to
survive in air with LTsg values in the range of 3-4 days, while control treatment mussels had an LTsq
values of 7 days. The mussels from the PAH treatments also had lower cell viability, increased
lysosomal acid phosphatise activity, high frequencies of micronuclei, and other abnormalities in
haemocytes.

e Blanco-Rayon et al. (2020) examined the PAH and metal burden and suite of biomarkers in Mytilus
galloprovincialis collected from two sites, Arriluze (highly polluted) and Plentzia (relatively clean) in
the Bay of Biscay. They used LTsg in air examine the stress of the mussels. Although a highly
polluted site, the mussels from Arriluze had a higher survival in air than those form Plentzia in all
seasons. They suggested that a better nutritional state (of the Arriluze mussels) masked the
negative effects of the pollutants.

e Eertman et al. (1993) examined ‘survival in air’ (LTso) of Mytilus edulis transplanted to various sites in
Dutch coastal waters for seven days. They concluded that increased tissue levels of PAHs and PCBs
were correlated with decreased ability to ‘survive in air’.

e Donkin et al. (1989) examined the effects of hydrophobic organic chemicals on the feeding rates of
Mytilus edulis. Toxicity was confirmed by the concentration in mussel tissue required to reduce
feeding rate by 50% (TECso). The concentration of contaminant in the water required to reduce
clearance rates by 50% was also recorded. All of the contaminants in the study were found to
reduce feeding rates.

e Widdows et al. (1995) examined scope for growth and body burden of contaminants (inc.
hydrocarbons) in Mytilus edulis collected from North Sea coasts of the UK from Shetland to
Whitstable. They reported a general increase in stress (reduced SFG) from the cleaner waters to
north Scotland to the south of England. In the majority of the 26 coastal sites and 9 offshore sites,
90% of the decline in SFG was explained by PAHs. Polar organics, probably of natural origin,
contributed to the decline at some sites.

e Widdows et al. (2002) examined SFG and various contaminant levels in mussels from 38 sites around
the Irish Sea. A decline in SFG was associated with increased levels of contaminants. They reported
that 50-80% of the decline in SFG was due to PAHs from fossil fuels and oil spills. TBT made a minor
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contribution to the decline in SFG while the metal concentrations at their sites tested were not high
enough to have a significant effect.

e Granby & Spliid (1995) examined the concentrations of a range of hydrocarbons in Mytilus edulis
around the Danish coast. They found a significant negative correlation between the condition index
the total PAH concentrations and paraffin-naphthene (p-n-)-hydrocarbon concentrations in their
tissues.

Sensitivity assessment (PAHs). Only a few articles demonstrated ‘some’ mortality (<25%) due to
exposure to PAHs, and then indirectly, as a result of stress and subsequent reduction in the specimen’s
ability to survive in air. Similarly, Widdows and others (1995, 2002) demonstrated a decrease in
condition or SFG due to PAH exposure and body burden. However, most articles examined (93%) only
reported sub-lethal effects (Figure 1). Therefore, resistance is assessed as ‘Medium’ to represent the
‘worst-case’ potential of PAHs to cause indirect mortality due to reduced condition and/or stress.
Resilience is probably ‘Medium’ so sensitivity to PAHs is assessed as ‘Medium’.

6.1.4 Others

e Sabourin & Tullis (1981) found Benzo [a] pyrene (B[a]P) (10 ppm), benzene (50 ppm) and toluene
(100 ppm) to significantly reduce the heart rates of Mytilus californianus. Additionally, significant
declines in the rate of oxygen consumption occurred for 50 ppm benzene, 10 and 100 ppm toluene
and 1 ppm B[a]P. Mortality was only observed in the 100 ppm toluene treatment but mortality was
not quantified.

e Smith et al. (2001) observed the feeding rates of Mytilus edulis to reduce significantly when exposed
to 6-cyclohexyltetralin or 7-cyclohexyl-1-propyltetralin, with a linear relationship between exposure
concentration and body burden observed.

e Mamaca et al. (2005) exposed adult Mytilus edulis to 0.2 mg/| of styrene for 7 days in a flow through
laboratory experiment. No mortality was observed in the test specimens, but lysosomal membrane
activity was significantly reduced, and DNA damage was significantly increased compared with
controls.

e Danellakis et al. (2011) found olive oil mill wastewater (OMW) at the concentration of 1, 0.2, 0.1,
and 0.01% v/v to have no effects on the survival of Mytilus galloprovincialis over a period of four
days. However, high frequencies of either micronuclei or other abnormalities tested were found in
haemocytes of mussels exposed to 0.01 or 0.1% (v/v) OMW. A concentration dependent increase in
levels of DNA damage were detected in haemocytes. In addition, a significant inhibition of
Acetylcholineesterase (AChE) activity was observed in the haemolymph and in the gills of mussels in
the treatment groups. The treatment groups also showed significant increases in metallothionein
activity and lipid peroxidation.

The evidence on ‘other’ forms of hydrocarbons was limited. Evidently, toluene is potentially toxic to
Mytilus spp., while benzene, olive oil mill wastewater, styrene and ‘tetralins’ were reported to have sub-
lethal effects at the concentrations studied.

6.1.5 Sub-lethal effects

Overall ca 70% of the articles examined only reported sub-lethal effects of the effects of hydrocarbons
in Mytilus spp. This was because many studies examined the effects of contaminants on
immunotoxicity, genotoxicity, proteomics, and other biomarkers, or examined exposure to field relevant
concentrations of contaminants. Many of the biomarkers examined indicated ‘stress’ in the exposed
mussels. However, it was difficult to understand if the resultant ‘stress’ would result in changes in the
population. Further research is required on how relevant ‘sub-lethal’ effects are to sensitivity
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assessment, except where mortality, loss of condition, SFG, or changes in reproduction are shown
(above) to affect the population adversely. Therefore, sub-lethal effects are not discussed further.

6.1.6 Sensitivity assessment - Hydrocarbons and PAHs.

In their review, Widdows & Donkin (1992) note that (one reason) mussels are good sentinels for
pollution is because they are relatively tolerant of, but not insensitive, to a range of environmental
conditions and contaminants. Furthermore, they noted that adults were >10-fold more sensitive than
larvae to copper (Cu), petroleum hydrocarbons and sewage sludge. Widdows & Donkin (1992) noted
that lethal responses give a false impression of high tolerance since the adults can close their valves and
isolate themselves from the environment for days. They suggested that sub-lethal effects e.g., shell
growth and 'scope for growth' (SFG), were more sensitive indicators of the effects of contaminants.

The evidence review suggests that exposure to hydrocarbon contamination can cause mortality in
Mytilus spp., which is in some cases significant or even severe. The degree of mortality, or absence of
mortality, depends on the type of hydrocarbon (crude or refined oils, oil saturated water fractions,
PAHs, or refined products) to which the species is exposed, how they are exposed (through oil spills,
effluents, the sediment, or food supply e.g. algae), the concentration of the contaminant and the
duration of exposure, as well as seasonal influences on the species’ condition, especially spawning and
reproduction.

Therefore, the 'weight of evidence' based on reported 'severe' (>75%) and 'significant' (25-75%)
mortality due to hydrocarbon contamination suggests an overall ‘worst case’ resistance assessment of
‘None’. Resilience is probably ‘Low’ so sensitivity to petroleum-based oils is assessed as ‘High’.
However, it should be noted that the evidence reviewed also documented several occasions in which
blue mussels and blue mussel beds had survived significant oiling and most evidence (70% of the articles
examined) of exposure to hydrocarbons was reported to result in sub-lethal effects, although it was not
clear how detrimental sub-lethal effects or ‘stress’ is to the species survival. Hence, confidence in the
assessments is ‘Medium’.

6.2 Mytilus spp. - Transitional metals and organometals

A total of 133 articles were selected from 2,533 articles. These 133 articles focused on the physiological
effects of metal exposure on Mytilus spp. of which 15 articles focused on the effects of nanoparticulates
metals and 18 articles looked at the effects of organometals. The range of ‘ranked mortalities’**
reported in the 133 papers examined is shown in Figure 6.3.

In general, the evidence suggested that longer exposure times were required to understand the true
impacts of metal exposure on Mytilus, as mussels can close their shells for days. Hence, short-term
exposures (e.g. < 48 hrs) may underestimate sensitivity. This agrees with Widdows & Donkin (1992)
who suggested that LCsg values in Mytilus gave a false impression of high tolerance because adult
bivalves were able to close their valves and isolate themselves from extreme (potentially lethal)
conditions for long periods (i.e. days). Different life stages had different sensitivities. This also agrees
with Widdows & Donkin (1992) who noted that adults were >10-fold more sensitive than larvae to
copper (Cu), petroleum hydrocarbons and sewage sludge.

However, it was difficult to describe many other general trends in metal toxicity due to the variation in
the experimental conditions (e.g. laboratory or field), and especially duration between studies and the
different toxicities of the variation metals and their compounds used. Therefore, the results of the
review are presented separately for each metal and its compounds.

o Mortality is ‘ranked’ based on the MarESA resistance scale, i.e. some (<25%), significant (25-75%), and severe >75%, and
None (observed), with ‘sublethal’ included as an additional category.
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Figure 6.3. Count of ranked mortality (from ‘severe’ to ‘none’) in the articles examined for a range of
metal contaminants in Mytilus spp..

6.2.1 Copper

The effects of copper exposure on Mytilus spp. have been well studied with multiple papers
investigating the lethality of copper at different concentrations and life stages. A total of 52, of the 133
papers screened, document the lethality of copper, 29 of those looked at the effects on adults, 20
looked at the effects on embryo/larvae stages, and three papers looked at the effects on juveniles
(Figure 6.4).

The results from the papers show significant differences in the concentrations at which mortality
occurred. The variation in the concentrations that resulted in mortality typically correlated with the
exposure duration. For example, Al-subiai et al. (2011) observed no mortality of Mytilus edulis adults
exposed to 50 pg/l (0.05 mg/l) copper for five days. However, Martin (1979) exposed Mytilus edulis
adults to 50 pg/l (0.05 mg/I) copper for a period of 20 days resulting in complete mortality. The results
clearly demonstrate that lower doses of copper can be just as lethal as higher concentrations when the
mussels are exposed over a longer period. For example, Martin (1979) exposed groups of Mytilus edulis
individuals to a variety of concentrations of copper between 0.02 pg/l — 3 pg/l (0.00002 — 0.003 mg/I)
for a period of 50 days. Complete mortality occurred at the highest dose within 6 days and at the lowest
dose, complete mortality had occurred by day 40.

The development of embryo/larvae life stages of Mytilus was shown to be more sensitive to copper than
adult stages. Copper has been shown to have toxic effects on the embryo/larvae stages of Mytilus
development with 100% development abnormality occurring at 10 pg/l with a 48-hour exposure
(Yaroslavtseva & Sergeeva, 2007). In Mytilus californianus, larval mortality occurred at 6.5 pg/l copper
(Hall et al., 2020). In addition, concentrations of copper as low as 0.5 pg/l copper caused the abnormal
development of larvae. The experiments showed copper to have dose-dependent effect on embryo-
larval development characterized by an increase in abnormal D-larvae with increasing metal
concentration (Boukadida et al., 2016).
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Figure 6.4. Count of ranked mortality (from ‘severe’ to ‘none’) in the articles examined for inorganic
copper and its compounds in Mytilus spp..

6.2.2 Cadmium

Cadmium has the second greatest number of articles reporting lethal effects from exposure, with 24 of
133 screened papers reporting effects on survival. Significant to severe mortality was observed in all life
stages of Mytilus spp. from exposure to cadmium (Figure 6.5).
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Figure 6.5. Count of ranked mortality (from ‘severe’ to ‘none’) in the articles examined for inorganic

cadmium and its compounds. (NR= not reported).
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The evidence is summarized below.

Amiard-Triquet (1986) exposed Mytilus edulis adults to a large range of concentrations of cadmium
over a 16-day period. The cadmium concentration that caused 50% mortality in 96 hours (LCso, 96
hr) was 1550 pg/l (1.55 mg/l). At a concentration of 2500 ug/I (2.5 mg/l) cadmium 100% mortality
occurred within 8 days.

Chalkiadaki et al. (2014) exposed Mytilus galloprovincialis adults to various concentrations of
cadmium (0.5, 1, 2.5 & 20 mg/l) for 20 days with 10 days depuration period. During the experiment,
all the mussels exposed to 2.5 mg/l (2500 pg/!) cadmium died within 10 days, and those exposed to
20 mg/I cadmium all died within five days. The mussels exposed to 0.5 and 1 mg/I (500 and 1000
ug/l) cadmium all survived until the end of the experiment with no mortalities.

Eisler (1971) investigated the acute toxicity of cadmium on a variety of marine organisms including
the blue mussel, Mytilus edulis. The concentration required to kill half of the population of mussels
decreased with time, as follows, 24-hour LCsq >200 mg/I; 48-hour LCso 165 mg/I, and 96-hour LCs 25

mg/I.

Vlahogianni & Valavandis (2007) conducted short-term toxicity tests with cadmium on Mytilus
galloprovincialis adults establishing a 24-hour LCso of 1700 pg/l (1.7 mg/I) but observing 0% mortality
at 100 pg/I (0.1 mg/l).

Coles et al. (1995) found the survival of Mytilus edulis adults not to be affected by a seven-day
exposure to 40 pg/l and 4 pg/l (0.04 and 0.004 mg/I) cadmium.

Bebbianno & Langston (1992) found no mortality of Mytilus galloprovincialis during a 40-day
exposure to cadmium at concentrations of 400 pg/l (0.4 mg/l)

Bebbianno & Serafim (1998) found no mortality of Mytilus galloprovincialis to occur during a 40-day
exposure to 100 pg/l (0.1 mg/l) cadmium.

Talbot et al. (1976) determined lethal doses of cadmium exposure on Mytilus edulis adults over a
period of 200 days. The dose required to cause 50% mortality of the population decreased with
increasing exposure time. At 30 mg/l cadmium, 50% mortality occurred within 96 hours, however at
a lower concentration of 0.5 mg/I (500 pg/1), 50% mortality occurred within 200 days.

Myint & Tyler (1982) found cadmium to suppress Mytilus edulis gametogenesis at a concentration of
50 pg/l (0.05mg/l) during the early stages of gonad development but did not affect the survival of
adults during a 70-day exposure experiment at -1.5 to 0°C, or during a 28-day exposure at 18°C.

Ahsanullah (1976) determined the acute toxicity of cadmium exposure on Mytilus edulis adults,
establishing an LCso of 1620 pg/l (1.62 mg/L).

Nelson et al. (1988) exposed Mytilus edulis juveniles to cadmium at a variety of concentrations over
a 96-hour period to find the lethal concentration; a LCsg of 960 pg/l (0.96 mg/l) was established.

Martin et al. (1981) studied the toxicity of cadmium on the embryo development of Mytilus edulis
and established the 48-hour ECsq of cadmium to be 1200 pg/l (1.2 mg/l).

Beiras & Albentosa (2004) investigated the inhibitory effects of trace metals on the embryos of
Mytilus galloprovincialis. Cadmium exposure caused an increase in the percentage of abnormal
larvae with a dose response effect. A 48-hour ECsp 1925 pg/l (1.925 mg/l) cadmium was established,
with the lowest observed effect concentration (LOEC) of 500 pg/I (0.5 mg/l).

Balbi et al. (2014) investigated the effects of cd* exposure on Mytilus galloprovincialis. Adult
mussels were exposed to 100 pg/I (0.1 mg/l) for a period of 96 hours, during which time no mortality
occurred. Embryo/larvae development was significantly affected by cd* inducing a significant
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decrease in the percentage of normal D-larvae (-41% compared to controls), including larvae held up

in the trochophore or pre-veliger stages and malformed larvae.

e Pavicic et al. (1994a) observed the toxic effects of cadmium, zinc, and mercury on the development

and growth of Mytilus galloprovincialis larvae. Mercury was the most toxic followed by zinc and
then cadmium. The combined exposure to zinc and cadmium simultaneously resulted in an
antagonistic effect with a higher percentage of normally formed larvae and reduced growth
inhibition in comparison to the effects of the metals individually. Cadmium caused significant
decreases in growth at concentrations above 2200 pg/l (2.2 mg/l). All three metals caused the
abnormal development of veliger larvae with increasing metal concentration causing a higher
percentage of abnormal larvae.

e Prato & Biandolino (2007) investigated the toxicity of copper, cadmium, and mercury individually

and combined on Mytilus galloprovincialis using the embryotoxicity tests. The results showed all the

metals to have significant effects on the larval development with the lowest tested concentrations
contaminant causing a significant impact on larvae development. The ECso and LOEC of cadmium
were calculated at 21 pg/l (0.021 mg/l) and 6.25 pg/l (0.00625 mg/l), respectively. The toxicity of
the metals on larvae development showed an antagonistic effect for each combination of metals.

e Annicchiarico et al. (2007) exposed Mytilus galloprovincialis larvae to five concentrations of
cadmium in the range of 3.125 to 500 pg/I (0.003125 to 0.5 mg/l) to determine the lethal

of

concentration during a 48-hour exposure period. A 48 hr LCso of 590 pg/l (0.59 mg/l) was reported.

6.2.3 Zinc

The effects of zinc exposure on Mytilus spp. have been reasonably well studied with 15 articles from the

selected 133 articles investigating the lethality of zinc at different concentrations and life stages.
Significant mortality has been observed in all life stages of Mytilus spp. in these articles (Figure 6.6).

The evidence is summarized below.
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Figure 6.6. Count of ranked mortality (from ‘severe’ to ‘none’) in the articles examined for inorganic zi
and its compounds. (NR= not reported).

e D'silva & Kureishy (1978) exposed Mytilus viridis to zinc which caused 50% mortality at a
concentration of 140 pg/l (0.14 mg/I) and 100% mortality at 250 pg/l (0.25 mg/l) zinc within 48
hours.

nc

80



Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

e Burbidge et al. (1994) found both particulate (elemental) Zinc and soluble Zinc (ZnCl,) to be lethal to
Mytilus edulis at 10 pg/l (0.01 mg/l) causing 100% mortality after 12 days. At concentrations of 2
ug/l (0.002 mg/l) particulate zinc did not cause any mortalities during the 12-day period; however,
soluble zinc did cause some mortalities.

e Amiard-Triquet (1986) exposed mussels to a large range of concentrations of zinc over a 16-day
period. The concentration of zinc that caused 50% mortality in 96 hours (LCso) was >5000 pg/| (>5
mg/l). Complete (100%) mortality occurred after 16 days at 5000 pg/I (5 mg/l) zinc.

e Abel (1976) investigated the effects of pollutants on the filtration rate of Mytilus edulis. A reduction
in filtration rates occurred with increasing concentrations of zinc. The LCsowas estimated to be
7,800 pg/l (7.8 mg/l) after 96 hours.

e Hietanen et al. (1988) found the LCsqo value of zinc on Mytilus edulis to be 20.8 mg/| during a 41-day
exposure. Throughout the experiment, the LCsg value changed in relation to time with lower
concentrations causing the same percentage of mortalities as higher concentrations over a longer
period.

e Cotter et al. (1982) investigated the effects of zinc on the survival of Mytilus edulis at different
temperatures and salinities. The results showed zinc to cause mortality at a faster rate at 22°C and
35% salinity, than at lower temperatures and salinities.

e Myint & Tyler (1982) found no mortalities of Mytilus edulis adults occurred during a 70-day exposure
to 200 pg/l (0.2 mg/l) zinc at -1.5 to 0°C, or during a 28-day exposure at 18°C.

e Nadella et al. (2009) assessed the embryo-larvae toxicity of zinc on mussel Mytilus trossulus during a
48-hour development test. Zinc caused abnormal larvae development with an established ECs of
150 pg/1 (0.15 mg/l) and an ECyq of 99 g/l (0.099 mg/l).

e Martin et al. (1981) tested the toxicity of zinc on the embryos of Mytilus edulis. A 48-hour ECsg value
of 175 pg/l (0.175mg/l) zinc was established for abnormal development.

e Beiras & Albentosa (2004) investigated the inhibitory effects of trace metals on the embryos of
Mytilus galloprovincialis. Zinc exposure caused an increase in the percentage of abnormal larvae
with a dose response effect. A 48-hour ECso between 160-320 pg/I (0.16-0.32 mg/l) zinc was
established.

e Pavicic et al. (1994b) observed the toxic effects of zinc on the development and growth of Mytilus
galloprovincialis larvae. Zinc exposure caused abnormal development of veliger larvae with
increasing metal concentration causing a higher percentage of abnormal larvae. A 48-hour ECsg of
145 pg/1 (0.145mg/l) zinc was established.

e Ahsanullah (1976) determined the acute toxicity of zinc exposure on Mytilus edulis adults,
establishing an LCso of 2500 pg/I (2.5 mg/l) zinc in static exposure trials, and LCsos of 3600 & 4300
ug/l (3.6 & 4.3 mg/l) in flow through exposure trials.

6.2.4 Mercury

The effects of mercury toxicity on Mytilus spp. have been assessed in several scientific articles. Severe
mortality has been reported in juvenile mussels, and significant mortality has been reported in adult and
embryo/larvae life stages (Figure 6.7).
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Figure 6.7. Count of ranked mortality (from ‘severe’ to ‘none’) in the articles examined for inorganic
mercury and its compounds.

e Micallef & Tyler (1990) found that exposure of Mytilus edulis to 50 pg/l (0.05mg/l) mercury for five
days did not affect survival during that period. However, Micallef & Tyler (1978) found mercury at
concentrations of 2500 pg/l (2.5 mg/l) to cause 50% population mortality of Mytilus edulis within 96
hours. A long-term 98-day study by Domouhtsidou & Dimitriadis (2000) observed a concentration of
100 pg/l (0.1 mg/l) mercury to cause significant mortality (54.2%) of adult Mytilus galloprovincialis.

e Nelson et al. (1988) exposed Mytilus edulis juveniles to mercury at a variety of concentrations over a
96-hour period to find the lethal concentration. The established LCsg and LCgs were 161 pg/l (0.161
mg/l) and 284 pg/l (0.284mg/I) respectively.

e Martin et al. (1981) studied the toxicity of mercury on the embryo development of Mytilus edulis
and established the 48-hour ECsy of mercury to be 5.8 pg/l (0.0058 mg/I).

e Beiras & His (1995) investigated the effects of mercury on Mytilus galloprovincialis embryos and the
growth and survival of larvae at different stages of development. Larval growth was significantly
reduced at 4 pg/l (0.004mg/l) mercury and an ECsg of 10 pg/l (0.01 mg/l) mercury was established
for abnormal growth. Embryos were more sensitive to mercury exposure than the larvae with an
ECso of 10 pg/l (0.01 mg/l). The results showed the D-shaped larval stage to be the most sensitive
larval stage, followed by early umbonate, late umbonate and then eyed larvae stage, with LCsps of
51, 164, 322, 383 ug/l (0.051, 0.164, 0.322 and 0.383 mg/|) respectively.

e Beiras & Albentosa (2004) investigated the inhibitory effects of mercury on the embryo
development of Mytilus galloprovincialis, establishing a 48-hour ECsq of 2 pg/l (0.002 mg/l).

e Pavicic et al. (1994) observed the toxic effects of mercury on the development and growth of Mytilus
galloprovincialis larvae. Mercury exposure caused the abnormal development of veliger larvae with
increasing concentration causing a higher percentage of abnormal larvae. The established 48-hour
ECso for mercury was 3.5 pg/l (0.0035mg/I).

e Prato & Biandolino (2007) investigated the toxicity of mercury on Mytilus galloprovincialis
development using the embryotoxicity test. The results showed mercury to have significant effects
on larval development. The lowest tested concentration of 0.4 pg/l (0.0004mg/I) mercury caused a

82



Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

significant impact on larvae development; and the 48-hour ECsg was established at 1 pg/l (0.001
mg/l).

Annicchiarico et al. (2007) exposed Mytilus galloprovincialis larvae to five concentrations of mercury
in the range of 6.25-100 pg/l (0.00625—-0.1 mg/l) to determine the lethal concentration during a 48-
hour exposure period; an LCsq of 10 pg/I (0.01 mg/Il) was established.

The toxicity of methylmercury exposure on Mytilus edulis was monitored in two research papers.
Dorn (1976) exposed mussels to concentrations of methylmercury acetate between 400 and 2800
ug/l (0.4 and 2.8 mg/l) during a 48-hour period and reported that the feeding rate of Mytilus edulis
decreased in response to increasing concentration. However, no significant mortalities were
recorded during the 48-hour exposure period. Pelletier (1988) exposed Mytilus edulis to
methylmercury complexes at concentrations of 3 ug/I for 32 days and reported significant
mortalities of 30-67%.

6.2.5 Silver

The effects of silver toxicity on Mytilus spp. have been assessed in several articles. Severe mortality was
observed in juvenile mussels, and significant mortality was reported in adults and embryo/larvae life
stages (Figure 6.8).

Boukadida et al. (2016) investigated the toxic effects of silver concentrations (0.1, 1, 3, 10, 30 pg/l)
on Mytilus galloprovincialis larvae development at different temperatures (18, 20, 22 or 24°C). The
results showed a dose-dependent effect on embryo-larval development characterized by an increase
in the rate of abnormal D-larvae with increasing silver concentration. Significant embryotoxicity was
observed at the lowest tested concentration of silver (0.1 pg/I) with 19.7% of abnormal D-larvae. At
30 ug/l of silver, there was 100% larval abnormality. The 48-hour ECs, for silver at 18°C of was
calculated at 6.58 ug/I.

Metayer et al. (1990) observed the toxicity of silver on Mytilus galloprovincialis adults at three
different concentrations. For each of the tested concentrations 1-10, 100 and 1000 pg/I (0.001-0.01,
0.1, and 1 mg/l) LTso values were calculated. At the highest concentration of 1000 pg/I (1 mg/l), 50%
mortality occurred at 3.3 days, at 100 pg/I (0.1 mg/l) silver 50% mortality occurred at 4.6 days and at
1 pg/l1 (0.001mg/l) 50% mortality was >16 days.

Berthet et al. (1992) observed no mortality (0%) in adult Mytilus galloprovincialis after exposure to
20 pg/l silver for 28 days.

A long-term 98-day study by Domouhtsidou & Dimitriadis (2000) found a concentration of 100 pg/!
(0.1 mg/I) silver to cause significant mortality (51.4%) of adult Mytilus galloprovincialis.

Nelson et al. (1988) exposed Mytilus edulis juveniles to silver at a variety of concentrations over a
96-hour period to find the lethal concentrations and determined a LCsq of 159 pg/l (0.159mg/1)
silver.

Martin et al. (1981) studied the toxicity of silver on the embryo development of Mytilus edulis and
established the 48-hour ECsg of 14 pg/l (0.014 mg/I) silver.

6.2.6 Lead

The effects of lead exposure on Mytilus spp. has been studied by multiple papers. The lethal effects of
lead were reported in most of the articles examined, although not all the papers reported direct
mortalities. Abnormal larval development has been included as a lethal effect as abnormal
development may be expected to lead to recruitment failure and population decline. There was an
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almost 50/50 split in the papers that assessed the toxicity of lead on adult mussels or on early larvae
development stages (Figure 6.9).
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Figure 6.8. Count of ranked mortality (from ‘severe’ to ‘none’) in the articles examined for inorganic
silver and its compounds.

Adults

Freitas et al. (2019) observed no mortalities from exposure of Mytilus galloprovincialis to 50 ug/I
(0.05mg/l) lead at a variety of temperatures and salinities for a period of 28 days.

Vlahogianni & Valavandis (2007) conducted short term lead toxicity tests on Mytilus galloprovincialis
over 24 hours and 10 days. The observed concentration required to cause mortality in 50% of the
test population during a 24-hour exposure was calculated as LCsq 4500 pg/l (4.5 mg/1) lead.
Additionally, Vlahogianni & Valavandis (2007) observed no mortalities to occur during a 10-day
exposure to 150 pg/l (0.15 mg/l) lead.

However, a long-term study by Domouhtsidou & Dimitriadis (2000) found a lower concentration of
100 pg/l (0.1 mg/l) lead to cause significant mortality (48.5%) of Mytilus galloprovincialis during 98-
day exposure trials.

Talbot et al. (1976) determined the lethal dose of lead on Mytilus edulis adults during a long-term
exposure experiment. Talbot et al. (1976) observed a clear correlation in the exposure duration and
concentration required to cause mortality to 50% of the test population, as follows: LDso 20 mg/I 40
days; LDsg 30 mg/I 30-40 days; LDsp 10-20 mg/I 50-100 days; and LDsg 10 mg/l 100-200 days. The
results showed that the lethality of lead depends on the exposure concentration and exposure
duration

Embryo/larvae

The results from the examined papers have shown that Mytilus embryos and larvae are more sensitive
to lead exposure than adult specimens.

84



Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

4.5
3.5

2:5

3
2
B None
15
m Significant
1
0
\)\\ Q\O g &

v & \:5\\\ \?C\v
< o
\@
&
Metals & salts

Figure 6.9. Count of ranked mortality (from ‘severe’ to ‘none’) in the articles examined for inorganic
lead and its compounds.

Hrs-Brenko et al. (1977) investigated the effects of different concentrations of lead at different
salinities and temperatures on embryo development of Mytilus galloprovincialis. The embryonic
development of Mytilus galloprovincialis was inhibited depending on the salinity and temperature.
The percentage of embryonic development two days after fertilization decreased with increasing
concentrations of lead. Lead exposure caused undeveloped larvae, abnormal larvae, and mortality
of larvae with the percentage of effect depending on concentration, exposure time, temperature,
and salinity. During the first 48 hours of exposure, the mortality rate of the larvae at all
concentrations was very low, however, after 96 hours, the mortality rate had significantly increased,
as follows:

o at 100 pg/! (0.1 mg/l) lead embryo development ranged between 8.86-95.60%;
o at 250 pg/! (0.25 mg/l) lead embryo development ranged between 0-87%;

o at 500 pg/l (0.5 mg/l) lead embryo development ranged between 0-46.54%; and
o at 1000 pg/l (1 mg/l) lead embryo development ranged between 0-22.36%.

Lussier et al. (1999) observed 476 pg/l (0.476 mg/l) lead to cause a 50% reduction in larvae hatch
rates. Similarly, Martin et al. (1981) reported 50% of Mytilus edulis larvae to have abnormal
development when exposed for 48 hours to 476 pg/l lead. In addition, Beiras & Albentosa (2004)
investigated the inhibitory effects of lead on the embryos of Mytilus galloprovincialis and
established a 48-hour ECsq of 221 pg/l (0.221mg/l).

6.2.7 Nickel

The effects of nickel on Mytilus spp. have been investigated by a limited number of papers.

Stromgren et al. (1982) observed concentrations up to 200 pg/I (0.2mg/l) nickel did not significantly
affect the behaviour or growth rate of Mytilus edulis when compared to the control.
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e Nadella et al. (2009) assessed the embryo-larvae toxicity of nickel on mussel Mytilus trossulus during
a 48-hour development test. Nickel caused abnormal larvae development with an established ECsg
of 150 pg/I (0.15mg/1) and an ECy of 82 pg/l (0.082 mg/I).

e Martin et al. (1981) investigated the effects of nickel on Mytilus edulis larvae development during a
48-hour experiment, and established the 48-hour ECs of nickel to be 891 g/l (0.891 mg/l).

e Chalkiadaki et al. (2014) exposed Mytilus galloprovincialis adults to various concentrations of nickel
(0.5, 1, 2.5 & 20 mg/I) for 20 days with 10 days depuration period. No mortalities occurred during
the exposure period even at the highest concentration of 20 mg/I nickel.

e Deforest & Schlekat (2013) reviewed species sensitivity of chronic nickel toxicity. The toxicity of
nickel on Mytilus galloprovincialis larval development was conducted by exposing embryos to nickel
in static 48-hour toxicity tests. Four tests were conducted using natural seawater collected from
four different locations with dissolved organic carbon (DOC) concentrations between 12,000 ug/I
(1.2 mg/I) and 2700 pg/I (2.7 mg/l) and salinities between 29.5 and 30.1%.. The ECyos (259, 228, 256
& 350 pg/l nickel) were based on normal larval shell development. The results showed no clear
differences in the toxicity of nickel depending on DOC or salinity.

6.2.8 Titanium

Only two research papers investigated the effects of titanium exposure on Mytilus spp. Monteiro et al.
(2019a&b) found titanium at concentrations below 100 pg/l (0.1 mg/I) to not significantly impact the
survival of Mytilus galloprovincialis adults, during 14-day exposures.

6.2.9 Iron

Three research papers investigated the effects of iron on Mytilus spp.

e Kadar et al. (2010) found soluble Fe at concentrations of 0.08, 0.8, and 8 mg/| did not affect the
development of Mytilus galloprovincialis larvae significantly in natural seawater at pH 8.1 during a
48-hour exposure. However, at pH 7 and pH 6 the percentage of normally developed D-shelled
larvae reduced drastically, and the percentage of delayed embryos increased.

e Vlahogianni & Valavandis (2007) conducted short-term 24-hour toxicity exposure of Mytilus
galloprovincialis adults to 1, 4, 6, 8, and 10 mg/l iron. A 24-hour LCsg value of >6 mg/| iron was
established. In addition, no mortality occurred during a 10-day exposure to 0.15 mg/l iron.

e Pagano et al. (1996) studied the toxicity of iron on the early development, fertilization, and offspring
quality of Mytilus galloprovincialis. Pagano et al. (1996) observed severe embryotoxicity when
mussel embryos were reared in Fe (lll) at concentrations above 10° M. At the highest tested
concentration of iron 10 M, 25% larvae abnormality occurred. Iron exposure did not affect the
fertilization success of sperm or cause a significant increase in the percentage of abnormal larvae
following sperm exposure to iron.

6.2.10 Selenium

The toxicity of selenium on Mytilus spp. was examined in two research papers. Martin et al. (1981)
investigated the effects of selenium on Mytilus edulis larvae development, establishing the 48-hour ECsq
to cause abnormal larvae development of selenium to be >10 mg/I. Micallef & Tyler (1990) investigated
the effects of selenium on Mytilus edulis adults, and reported no mortality after exposure to 50 ug/!
selenium during a five-day exposure period. However, significant reductions in filtration rates of Mytilus
edulis were observed.
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6.2.11 Other metals

Aluminium Pagano et al. (1996) studied the toxicity of aluminium on the early development,
fertilization, and offspring quality of Mytilus galloprovincialis. Pagano et al. (1996) found severe
embryotoxicity when mussel embryos were reared in Al;(SO,4)3 at concentrations ZlO'GM. At a
concentration of 3x10° M, most larvae developed abnormally with only 2 to 4% normal D-larvae
development. At concentrations between 10 and 10™ M only abnormal larvae developed. Aluminium
exposure did not affect fertilization success or cause a significant increase in the percentage of
abnormal larvae following sperm exposure to aluminium, except for the 10* M treatment group.

Arsenic. Martin et al. (1981) established the 48-hour ECsq of arsenic causing abnormal embryo
development to be >3 mg/I.

Barium. Spangenberg & Cherr (1996) investigated the impacts of barium on the development of Mytilus
californianus embryos and larvae. Barium significantly affected the development of larvae at
concentrations between 200 & 800 pg/I (0.2 & 0.8 mg/l), causing abnormal and delayed development
following 48 hours of exposure to barium. The NOEC determined was 0.1 mg/| barium and the ECso was
determined at 1890 pg/I (1.89 mg/I) barium.

Chromium. Martin et al. (1981) established the 48-hour ECsg of chromium causing abnormal embryo
development to be 4469 g/l (4.469 mg/l).

Dysprosium. Freitas et al. (2020a) found 28-day exposures to a variety of concentrations of dysprosium
up to 40 pg/l (0.04 mg/l) did not affect the survival of Mytilus galloprovincialis. However, metabolic and
oxidative effects did occur.

Gadolinium. Henriques et al. (2019) found concentrations of gadolinium up to 120 pg/! (0.12 mg/I) not
to affect the survival of Mytilus galloprovincialis during a 28-day study. However, exposure to
gadolinium did affect the biochemical performance of Mytilus galloprovincialis.

Manganese. Morgan et al. (1986) found the metal manganese to cause abnormal Mytilus larvae
development and cause mortality during a 48-hour exposure period. The larvae were exposed to
concentrations between 1 and 560 mg/l and an ECso of 30 mg/l manganese was established. At 320
mg/l, 100% of larvae developed abnormally and survival was 1%. At the highest tested concentration of
560 mg/l 100% larval mortality occurred.

Molybdenum. Morgan et al. (1986) found the metal molybdenum to cause abnormal Mytilus larvae
development and caused mortality during a 48-hour exposure period. The larvae were exposed to
concentrations between 1 and 560 mg/l and an ECso of 147 mg/I molybdenum was established. At 320
mg/l, 76.9% of larvae developed abnormally and survival was 7%. At the highest tested concentration of
560 mg/l, survival was 1% and 100% larvae abnormality occurred.

Neodymium. The survival of Mytilus galloprovincialis was not affected when exposed to a variety of
concentrations of neodymium up to 40 pg/l (0.04 mg/l) for a period of 28 days (Freitas et al., 2020b).

Strontium. Spangenberg & Cherr (1996) investigated the impacts of strontium on the development of
Mytilus californianus embryos and larvae. Strontium did not affect the development of larvae at
concentrations up to 20 mg/I.

Vanadium. Miramand & Unsal (1978) found an exposure concentration of 6500 pg/l (6.5 mg/l)
vanadate to cause 50% mortality of Mytilus galloprovincialis within nine days of exposure.
6.2.12 Organometals

Tributyltin. The effects of tributyltin exposure on the survival of Mytilus spp. were investigated by
multiple research papers.
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Guolan & Young (1995b) observed the effects of 60 days exposure to tributyltin chloride on Mytilus
edulis. The results showed that exposure concentrations between 0.02 and 0.05 pg/I TBT did not
affect the survival of the mussels during the 60-day period.

Beiras & Bellas (2008) investigated the effect of TBT on the inhibition of embryo development of
Mytilus galloprovincialis, using the percentage of normal larvae as the end point. The lowest
observed effect concentration (LOEC) and the concentration that caused a 10% reduction in the
percentage of morphologically normal larvae was 0.2 pg/l TBT, and the concentrations that caused a
50% reduction in the percentage of morphologically normal larvae was 0.377 pg/I TBT.

Stenalt et al. (1998) studied the effects of tributyltin on Mytilus edulis larvae and post larvae over a
15-day period. The effects of TBT on mortality, growth, and settlement were assessed. The
mortality of larvae increased in response to increasing TBT concentration, with an established LCsq of
0.254 pg/I.

Lapota et al. (1993) found tributyltin to affect the growth and survival of Mytilus edulis larvae. The
survival of larvae exposed to TBT ranged between 52 to 58%. The survival for the 0.006, 0.05, and
0.13 pg/l treatments were 80, 86 and 65%, respectively. By day 33, the mean survival had decreased
to 58% in 0.006 mg/| treatment and 52% in the 0.05 and 0.13 g/l treatments.

Mazzei et al. (2015) tested the toxicity of TBT on the motility of Mytilus galloprovincialis sperm. The
results showed dose-dependent sperm motility alteration, with the lowest tested concentrations of
0.0001 mg/I (0.1 pg/!) causing reductions in motility. At concentrations between 0.001-1000mg/I,
the motility of the sperm was completely inhibited within 60 minutes. In addition, the exposure to
TBT caused changes in sperm morphology with the sperm tail forming a hook shape.

Beaumont & Budd (1984) investigated the effects of tributyltin on the mortality of Mytilus edulis.
The results showed low concentrations of TBT to be lethal to larvae, with concentrations of TBT (0.1
ug/l) found in the natural environment to cause 50% mortality rates within 15 days and to cause
surviving larvae to be moribund and grow significantly more slowly than the controls.

Salazar et al. (1987) ran two test groups exposing Mytilus edulis juvenile to six different
concentrations of TBT (0.04, 0.05, 0.07, 0.08, 0.16, and 0.2 ug/l) over a period of 56 and 196 days.
None of the treatments affected the survival of the mussels during the trial period.

Salazar & Salazar (1989) tested the impacts of different concentrations of TBTO on Mytilus edulis. At
a concentration of 3 pug/l TBTO mortality did not occur during the 10-day trial period. However, at a
concentration of 76 pg/l TBTO 100% mortality occurred within seven days.

Jha et al. (2000) found tributyltin oxide concentrations between 0.56 and 5.65 pg/I to be toxic to the
embryo-larval stages of Mytilus edulis, causing mortality and abnormal development with increased
concentration causing increased mortality/abnormality.

Dixon & Prosser (1986) observed clear evidence of dose-dependent reduction in survival for mussel
larvae exposed to TBTO. Mytilus edulis larvae were exposed to 0.05, 0.1, 0.5, 1, and 5 pg/l TBTO for
a period of 96 hours, during which time 14, 44, 54, 79 and 97% mortality occurred, respectively.

Valkirs et al. (1987) monitored the mortality of Mytilus edulis over a period of 66 days to establish a
reliable LCsq value. The results of the exposure treatment produced an LCsq of 0.97 pg/I TBT, which
is considerably lower than 96-hour LCsy data reported in literature for this species and contaminant.
Valkirs et al. (1987) stated the importance of long-term bioassay testing for assessment of realistic
environmental toxicity levels, particularly with slow-acting toxicant such as tributyltin.

Dibutyltin. The effects of dibutyltin exposure on the survival of Mytilus spp. were investigated by two
research papers. Lapota et al. (1993) observed dibutyltin exposures to affect the growth and survival of
Mytilus edulis larvae. The survival of the larvae in the 2, 20, and 200 pg/| treatments were 88, 85, and
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62% respectively. By day 33, survival rates were 83% in 2 ug/l treatment, 76% in the 20 pg/I treatment
and 1% in the 200 pg/l treatment.

Mazzei et al. (2015) tested the toxicity of DBT on the motility of Mytilus galloprovincialis sperm. The
results showed dose-dependent sperm motility alteration, with the lowest tested concentrations of
0.0001 mg/1 (0.1 pg/l) causing reductions in motility. At concentrations between 0.001-1000 mg/I, the
motility of the sperm was completely inhibited within 60 minutes. In addition, the exposure to DBT
caused changes in sperm morphology with the sperm tail forming a hook shape.

Zinc pyrithione is an organometal that is used as an anti-fouling agent. The toxicity of zinc pyrithione on
Mytilus edulis was investigated by two papers at two different life stages. Avelelas et al. (2017)
investigated the effects of zinc pyrithione on adult mussels and reported a 96-hour LCsp at 211.3 pg/I
(0.21 mg/l) while complete mortality occurred at 500 and 1000 pg/I (0.5 and 1 mg/I).

Bellas et al. (2005) investigated the effects of zinc pyrithione on the development of Mytilus edulis
larvae, finding significant toxicity effects on the embryonic development at low concentrations 3.6 nM
(EC10). Normal development was found to be completely inhibited at 24 nM and the concentration
required to cause 50% abnormal larvae development was calculated at 8 nM (48-hour ECsp).

6.2.13 Nanoparticulate metals

Titanium nanoparticulates. Four papers investigated the effects of nanoparticulate titanium on Mytilus
spp. Balbi et al. (2014) exposed Mytilus galloprovincialis adults to 0.1 mg/| n-TiO, for a period of 96
hours, during which time no mortality occurred. Similarly, Canesi et al. (2014) exposed Mytilus
galloprovincialis adults to 0.1 mg/I n-TiO2 for a period of 24 hours, during which time no mortality
occurred. Also, Canesi et al. (2010) found exposure concentrations between 0.05-5 mg/| nano-titanium
not to affect the survival of Mytilus galloprovincialis adults during a 24-hour exposure period.

Balbi et al. (2014) observed the effects of n-TiO, on larval development. Larvae were exposed to n-TiO2
for 48 hours, which did not significantly affect larval development. However, Libralato et al. (2013)
observed titanium (n-TiO,) exposure to cause embryotoxicity to Mytilus galloprovincialis, producing
abnormal larvae. Titanium dioxide was tested at concentrations between 0.5-64 mg/I in light and dark
exposure conditions. The results from the experiment showed non-linear regression producing two ECsg
values per exposure. The maximum ecotoxicological effects were detected at 4 and 8 mg/l. The lowest
observed effects were detected at 0.5 mg/I.

Zinc oxide nanoparticulates. Hanna et al. (2013) exposed Mytilus galloprovincialis adults to
nanoparticulate zinc oxide for a period of 12 weeks. The mussels were split into size groups and
exposed to 0.1, 0.5, 1, and 2 mg/I Zinc. The mean survival of the mussels in the control group was
similar to the large and small mussel groups at all concentrations, except for the groups at the highest
exposure concentration. After six weeks of exposure to 2 mg/l zinc large mussels had 91% survival and
small mussels had 59% survival, but after 12 weeks of exposure, survival was down to 62% in the large
group and 23% in the small group.

Copper oxide nanoparticulates. The effects of copper oxide nanoparticles were investigated in five
articles. The survival of Mytilus galloprovincialis was not influenced when exposed to 0.01 mg/| copper
oxide over 15-day periods (Gomes et al., 2011; Gomes et al., 2012; Gomes et al., 2013b; Gomes et al.,
2014a). In addition, Hu et al. (2014) found that concentrations between 0.4 — 1 mg/| copper oxide
nanoparticles did not affect the survival of Mytilus edulis during a one-hour exposure.

Iron oxide nanoparticulates. The effects of iron nanoparticles were investigated in two articles. Kadar
et al. (2010) found neither nano-Fe nor soluble Fe concentrations to affect the development of Mytilus
larvae significantly in natural seawater at pH 8.1. However, at pH 7 and pH 6, the percentage of
normally developed D shelled larvae drastically reduced, and the percentage of delayed embryos
increased. Furthermore, Kadar et al. (2011) found sperm exposure to zero-valent iron to affect the
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development of Mytilus larvae significantly, indicated by the decrease in normal D-larvae. At the
highest tested concentration of 10 mg/|, D-larvae were reduced to below 40%. In addition, sperm
fertility was reduced by zero-valent iron exposure.

Gold nanoparticulates. Tedesco et al. (2010) exposed Mytilus edulis adults to nanoparticulate gold for a
24-hour period. No mortality occurred during the 24-hour period.

Silver nanoparticulates. The survival of Mytilus galloprovincialis adults was not influenced by exposures
to 0.01 mg/I silver nanoparticles over 15-day periods (Gomes et al., 2013a&b; Gomes et al., 2014b).

6.2.14 Sensitivity assessment - Transitional metals and organometals

The number of articles that report mortalities due to metal, organometals, and nanoparticulate metals
in Mytilus spp. are summarized in Figure 6.3 and in Table 6.3 and Table 6.4 below. Relevant resistance
ranks and resultant sensitivities are shown in Table 6.3 and Table 6.4 based on the weight of evidence

and ‘worst-case’ approach outlined above.

The majority of the evidence examined copper, followed by cadmium, zinc, silver, and mercury (Figure
6.3; Table 6.3). The evidence suggests that Mytilus adults and juveniles have a ‘High’ sensitivity to
copper, cadmium, mercury and silver and a ‘Medium’ sensitivity to iron, lead, methylmercury and
neodymium. The confidence in those assessments is probably ‘Medium’ due to the volume of evidence
examined.However, it is also clear that there is considerable variation in response to metal exposure,
due in part to the variation in the experimental studies, and especially the concentration and exposure
duration used.

Less evidence for the remaining metals and especially the organometals and nanoparticulate metals was
found, and in some cases, the sensitivity assessment is based on one or two papers (e.g. nanoparticulate
Zing, or tributyltin oxide). While the articles present are all ‘High’ to ‘Medium’ quality and directly
applicable, it may be prudent to treat these assessments with more caution and assess their confidence
as ‘Low’.

The number of articles that reported the effects of metals on larvae and embryos alone is also
dominated by studies on the effect of copper (Table 6.4). ). The evidence suggests that Mytilus larvae
and embryos are highly sensitive to copper, lead, and zinc, plus molybdenum and manganese although
the last two are based on single papers. There is also evidence that organotins result in ‘severe’ (>75%)
mortality in larvae and embryos.

Across the entire contaminant group, there is evidence that several metals, one nanoparticulate metal,
and some organometals have been reported to cause ‘severe’ (>75%) mortalities in adult and juvenile
mussels. Hence, an overall assessment of ‘High’ sensitivity to metal contamination may be given based
on the ‘worst-case’ scenario.
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Table 6.3. Summary of count of ranked mortalities reported in evidence review on the effects of metals
in Mytilus spp. and resultant proposed sensitivity assessments for adults and juveniles only. (NS= Not
sensitive, N= None, L= Low, M= Medium, H =High)

Mortality (worst case reported) Assessment
£ = S g £
[} — = 8 qc; E
g = 2 2 2 = = G
. S Eo € g o) c ] n I c
Group Contaminant g = ] 2 o2 s e &£ ¢
Metals & compounds
Cadmium 5 4 2 5 4 1 21
Copper 14 11 1 6 9 41
Dysprosium 1 1
Gadolinium 1 1
Iron 1 1
Lead 3 1 1 5
Mercury 1 2 5 1 1 10
Methylmercury 1 1 2
Neodymium 1 1
Nickel 1 1 2
Selenium 1 1 2
Silver 1 2 1 1 4 9
Titanium 2 2
Zinc 3 4 1 1 3 1 13
Metals & compounds (total) 24 28 10 23 22 4 111
Nanoparticulate metals
Copper 3 3
Silver 3 3
Titanium 1 1
Zinc 1 1
Titanium dioxide 2 2
Gold 1 1
Nanoparticulate metals (total) 1 10 11 M wm*?
Organotin
Dibutyltin 1 1 T NS
Tributyltin 1 1 2 4 M M M
Tributyltin oxide 1 1 2
Organotin (total) 1 1 1 4 7
OrganoZinc
Zinc pyrithione 1 1 _
Grand Total 26 29 11 34 26 4 130

** Based on a single paper while the remaining articles reported no observed mortalities so that ‘Not sensitive’ may be the
more appropriate assessment, based on existing evidence.

* Based on a single paper while the remaining articles reported some or no mortalities or only sublethal effects so that
‘Medium’ sensitivity may be the more appropriate assessment, based on existing evidence.

* Across the entire group there is evidence that metals, one nanoparticulates and some organometals have been reported to
cause severe mortalities in adult and juvenile mussels.
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Table 6.4. Summary of count of ranked mortalities reported in evidence review on the effects of metals
in Mytilus spp. and resultant proposed sensitivity assessments for embryos and larvae only. (NS= Not
sensitive, N= None, L= Low, M= Medium, H =High)

Mortality (worst case reported) Assessment
- [}
b s o ) 1] - g7 2 X
_ S g £ S 2 L, & w  m e
Group Contaminant 2 5 ] 2 = e & &
Metals & salts
Arsenic 1 1 M M
Barium 1 1 M M
Cadmium 6 2 8 M M
Copper 4 14 1 1 20
Lead 1 3 4
Manganese 1 1
Mercury 7 7
Molybdenum 1 1
Nickel 2 1 3
Selenium 1 1
Silver 2 1 3
Strontium 1 1
Zinc 1 4 5
Chromium 1 1
Metals & salts (total) 8 42 5 2 57
Nanoparticulate metals
Iron 2 M M
Titanium 1 1 M M
Nanoparticulate metals (total) 3 3 M M
Organotin
Dibutyltin 1 1
Tributyltin 3 3
Tributyltin oxide 3 3
Organotin (total) 4 3 7
OrganoZinc
Zinc pyrithione 1 1
Grand Total 12 49 5 2 68
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6.3 Mytilus spp. - Synthetics

A total of 70 articles were selected from 2494 articles. These 70 articles focused on the physiological
effects of exposure to synthetic contaminants on Mytilus spp. The range of ranked mortalities reported

in the 70 papers examined is shown in Figure 6.10.
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Figure 6.10. Count of ranked mortality due to exposure to synthetic contaminants in Mytilus spp..
Mortality is ranked as follows: ‘Severe’ (>75%), ‘Significant’ (25-75%), ‘Some’ (<25%), ‘None’ (no
mortality reported), and ‘Sublethal’ effects. Note some articles are included more than once because
they examined several different combinations of contaminant.

6.3.1 Flame retardants

Only two of the 70 articles selected examined the physiological effects of flame retardants on Mytilus
spp.

e Barodn et al. (2016) exposed Mytilus galloprovincialis adults to Decabromodiphenyl ether (56, 100,
and 200 pg/l) and Dechlorane Plus (5.6, 56, and 100 pg/l) for a period of six days in semi-static
exposure conditions. Exposure to either of the chemicals at the tested concentrations did not
significantly affect clearance rates after six days of exposure.

e Fabbrietal (2014) investigated the effects of eight contaminants on Mytilus galloprovincialis
embryotoxicity during a 48-hour exposure experiment. The effects of different compounds
representative of endocrine disrupting chemicals were tested in a wide concentration range
(0.01,0.1,1,10,100,1000 pg/l). The flame retardant Tetrabromo bisphenol A showed a dose-
dependent increase in the percentage of abnormal larvae in response to increasing concentration.
Established NOEC, LOEC, and ECsg values were as follows 0.01 pg/l, 0.1 pg/l, and 5.52 pg/I.

6.3.2 Hydrocarbons

Fabbri et al. (2014) investigated the effects of eight contaminants on Mytilus galloprovincialis
embryotoxicity during a 48-hour exposure experiment. The effects of different compounds
representative of endocrine disrupting chemicals were tested in a wide concentration range (0.01, 0.1,

93



Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

1, 10, 100, 1000 pg/l). The hydrocarbon Bisphenol A showed dose-dependent increase in the
percentage of abnormal larvae in response to increasing concentration. The established NOEC, LOEC,
and ECsg values were as follows 0.01 ug/I, 0.1 pg/l, and 3.68 ug/I.

6.3.3 Mixtures
Only one of the articles examined the physiological effects of contaminant mixtures on Mytilus spp.
Dispersants

Swedmark et al. (1973) investigated the effects of oil dispersants on the survival of Mytilus edulis after
96 hours of exposure and after 96 hours of exposure with 48 hours recovery in clean seawater. In
addition, the effect of the dispersants on byssal activity and shell closure was investigated. Exposure to
BP 1100X, Corexit 8666 or Fina-sol OSR2 did not cause any significant mortality during a four-day
exposure period. However, exposure to Berol TL 188, BP1100, Fina-Sol SC and Nonylphenoxy
polyethoxy ethanol caused significant mortality of Mytilus edulis during the four-day exposure period
(Table 6.5).

Table 6.5. Range of 96-hour LCsgs, with and without 48 hours recovery in Mytilus edulis exposed to a
range of dispersants (Swedmark et al., 1973).

Dispersant LCs0 (96 hours) (mg/1) LCso (96-hour) after 48 hours
recovery (mg/l)

BP 1100X: >688 >688

Corexit 8666 >940 >940

Fina-sol OSR2 >700 >700

Berol TL 188 800 400

BP1100 >1000 250

Fina-Sol SC >110 90

Nonylphenoxy polyethoxy ethanol 12 10

Polyclens TS 7 >984 >9084

Berol TL 198 >1050 >1050

Corexit 7664 >1000 NR

6.3.4 Perfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS)

Only two of the selected articles examined the physiological effects of perfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS)
on Mytilus spp.

e Hayman et al. (2021) investigated the toxicity of perfluorooctanoic sulphonate (PFOS) and
perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA) on larval development and survival. For PFOS the EC,g and ECsg that
resulted in abnormal larvae development were 0.94 and 1.1 mg/|, respectively. Complete (100%)
mortality occurred at >2mg/| PFOS, with LC,q and LCsq values determined at 0.93 and 1.07 mg/I,
respectively. For PFOA the EC,g and ECsq that resulted in abnormal larvae development were 3.47
and 12 mg/I|, respectively. Complete (100%) mortality occurred at 52 mg/lI PFOA with LCyq and LCsg
values determined to be 3.18 and 9.98 mg/I.

e Fabbriet al. (2014) investigated the effects of eight contaminants on Mytilus galloprovincialis
embryotoxicity during a 48-hour exposure experiment. The effects of different compounds
representative of endocrine disrupting chemicals were tested in a wide concentration range
(0.01,0.1,1,10,100,1000 pg/L). The tested perfluoroalkyl substances showed a dose-dependent
increase in the percentage of abnormal larvae in response to increasing concentration. For both
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perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA) and perfluorooctanoic sulphonate (PFOS) the established NOEC and
LOEC values were 0.01 pg/l and 0.1 pg/l. The perfluoroalkyl substances PFOA and PFOS showed
significant increase in abnormal larval development from 0.1 mg/I (17% and 27%, respectively).
Maximal effects were observed at 100 mg/| (about 40% and 50%, respectively) with no further
increase in percentage of abnormal development at higher concentrations.

6.3.5 Personal Care Product chemicals (PCPs)

Only four articles examined the effects of Personal Care Product (PCPs) on Mytilus spp..

Gomez et al. (2012) investigated the bioconcentration of two pharmaceuticals (benzodiazepines:
Diazepam and Tetrazepam) and two personal care products (UV filters: Octocrylene and 2-Ethyl-
hexyl-4-methoxycinnamate) in Mytilus galloprovincialis. Significant mortality did not occur during
the experiments and the condition index of the exposed mussels was not significantly different from
the controls.

Paredes et al. (2014) investigated the toxicity of four UV filters, 2-Ethyl-hexyl-4-methoxycinnamate
(EHMC), 4-Methylbenzylidene-camphor (4-MBC), Benzophenone-3 (BP-3) and Benzophenone-4 (BP-
4) on the development of Mytilus galloprovincialis larvae. The most toxic UV filter was 4-MBC (ECsg
587.17 ug/l), then, with similar toxicity, EHMC (ECso 3118.19 pg/L) and then BP-3 (ECsg 3472.59 pg/l).
BP-4 was not toxic at the tested concentrations, with an ECso of >10,000 pg/I.

Giraldo et al. (2017) investigated the effects of UV Filters Ethylhexyl Dimethyl p-Aminobenzoic Acid
and Octocrylene on Mytilus galloprovincialis development. Both contaminants caused abnormal
larvae. The established NOEC, LOEC, and ECsq of Ethylhexyl Dimethyl p-Aminobenzoic Acid were 25,
100, and 130 pg/l, respectively. The established NOEC, LOEC and ECs, of Octocrylene were 20, 40
and >650 pg/|, respectively.

Bordalo et al. (2020) exposed Mytilus galloprovincialis to two UV filters (Benzophenone-3 and
dimethyl sulfoxide) at concentrations between 0.01 to 1 pg/l. Neither contaminant caused
mortalities during the 96-hour exposure trial.

6.3.6 Pesticide/Biocide

Twenty-seven of the selected articles examined the physiological effects of pesticides on Mytilus spp.
Organohalogens (27%), carbamate (18%) and organophosphate (15%) were the most studied
contaminants. A total of 15 (56%) of the 27 articles reported lethal effects (Figure 6.11). The evidence
is summarized below for articles that reported ‘end points’.

Adema & Vink (1981) investigated the toxicity of Dieldrin, pentachlorophenol and 3,4-dichloroaniline
on the survival of Mytilus edulis. The established LCsg values for Dieldrin at 14 and 30 days of
exposure were >200 pg/l and 180 pg/l, respectively. The LCsq values for pentachlorophenol at 4, 7,
and 14 days exposure were 18,000 ug/l, 950 pg/l and 750 pg/l, respectively. The LCsq values of 3,4-
dichloroaniline at 4, 7, and 21 days exposure were 9,500, 8,000, and 6,500 ug/I respectively.

Armstrong & Millemann (1974) investigated the effects of the insecticide Sevin and 1-naphthol on
six different development stages of Mytilus edulis. All of the development stages were affected by
the insecticide and 1-hour EC5g values were established from the numbers of normal and abnormal
development. The most sensitive developmental stage was the stage following fertilization, at the
time of appearance of the first polar body. Thereafter, sensitivity decreased as age increased. The
ECso values of 1-naphthol were only determined for the unfertilized egg and the first polar body with
values of 24.5 and 5.2 mg/|, respectively. The ECsq values of Sevin on the larval developmental
stages ranged from 5.3 to 24 mg/I, and the ECsq of Sevin on the unfertilized egg was 20.7 mg/I.
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Figure 6.11. Count of ranked mortality due to exposure to pesticides or biocides in Mytilus spp..
Mortality is ranked as follows: ‘Severe’ (>75%), ‘Significant’ (25-75%), ‘Some’ (<25%), ‘None’ (no
mortality reported), and ‘Sublethal’ effects. Note some articles are included more than once because
they examined several different combinations of contaminant.

e Ayad et al. (2011) reported that concentrations of Cypermethrin up to 0.8 mg/I did not affect the
time of survival in air of Mytilus galloprovincialis during 24 hours aerial exposure.

e Beiras & Bellas (2008) investigated the toxicity of the biocides Chlorpyrifos and Lindane on the
inhibition of embryo development of Mytilus galloprovincialis, using the percentage of normal larvae
as the end point. The ECyo and ECsq values were 79 and 154 pg/| for Chlorpyrifos, and 1,413 and
1,990 pg/l for Lindane.

e Bellas (2006) investigated the effects of antifouling biocides on the development of Mytilus edulis.
Toxicity was quantified in terms of the ECso (median effective concentration) and ECy, reducing
embryogenesis success, larval growth, and larval settlement by 50% and 10% respectively.
Chlorothalonil produced ECyo and ECsq values of 4.5 and 8.8 pg/l, whilst ‘Sea- Nine 211’ values were
7.1 and 11 pg/l. Dichlofluanid and Tolylfluanid showed similar toxicity, with EC1o values of 52 and 49
ug/l and ECsq values of 81 and 74 ug/|, respectively. Irgarol 1051 was the least toxic biocide with
EC10 and ECsg of 797 and 1,540 pg/l. Sea-Nine 211 and Chlorothalonil were approximately 6-7 times
more toxic than Dichlofluanid and Tolylfluanid, and 170 times more toxic than Irgarol 1051.

e Ernst & Doe (1989) compared the toxicity of the insecticide Fenitrothion flowable and Fenitrothion
liquid technical formulations on the survival of Mytilus edulis during a 96-hour exposure, with an
additional 96 hours in clean water to observe any delayed mortality. Significant mortalities occurred
with LCsq values of 15 mg/| Fenitrothion flowable and 18.8 mg/| Fenitrothion liquid.

e Ernstetal (1991) investigated the effects of Chlorothalonil (Bravo 500) toxicity on the survival of
Mytilus edulis adults. They established a 96-hour LCsq value of 5.9 mg/I Chlorothalonil.
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Freitas et al. (2019b & 2019c) investigated the effects of Triclosan and Diclofenac on Mytilus
galloprovincialis at different salinities during a 28-day exposure. No mortalities occurred throughout
their experiments.

Gowland et al. (2002) investigated the effects of Cypermethrin (Excis), at concentrations between 10
to 1,000 pg/l, on the aerial survival and shell closure of Mytilus edulis. Excis did not significantly
affect the aerial survival of the exposed mussels compared to the controls. However, shell closure
increased with increasing concentration of Excis.

Karagiannis et al. (2011) investigated the effects of the herbicide Atrazine on the survival and byssus
thread production of Mytilus galloprovincialis. The effects of Atrazine were monitored over 21 days
at concentrations between 1 to 10 mg/I. Complete (100%) mortality occurred within five days at
concentrations between 5 to 10 mg/l. In addition, byssal thread production was stopped. At the
lower tested concentrations of 1 and 2 mg/I significant mortality occurred (32.5 and 60.83%
respectively). The byssal thread production of the mussels in the 1 and 2 mg/I treatment was
significantly reduced compared to the controls. After the 21-day exposure, the surviving mussels
were then exposed to air and LTsg values were established. The control group had an LTsq of 5.14
days whilst the mussels that had been exposed to 1 and 2 mg/| Atrazine had LTses of 2.77 and 1.98
days, respectively.

Lucu et al. (1980) investigated the toxicological effects of biocide Slimicide C-30 on the
developmental stages of Mytilus galloprovincialis. The 96-hour ECso was 0.07 mg/I.

McHenery et al. (1997) investigated the effects of Dichlorvos exposure on Mytilus edulis. After 24
hours at concentrations of 3 mg/l and above, the mussels lost the ability to retract mantle fringes
and close the valves of their shells, with an ECsg of 1.69 mg/I. Dichlorvos also affected the survival of
Mytilus edulis, with a 24-hour LCsq of 8.2 mg/I.

Pena-Llopis et al. (2002) investigated the toxicity of Fenitrothion and established 96-hour LCsgand
LCgs of 8.4 and 12.1 mg/I respectively.

Rao (1981) investigated the effects of two insecticides, gamma-hexachloran (Lindane) and Sevin
(Carbaryl), on the survival of Mytilus galloprovincialis at 1, 2, 4, 6, 8, and 10 mg/| over seven days.
The results indicated that the smaller mussels were more susceptible than larger mussels to both
toxicants. At concentrations of 8 and 10 mg/I Lindane, total (100%) mortality occurred on day six for
the small mussels and on day seven for the larger mussels. Sevin was less toxic as 10 mg/I caused
30% mortality of small mussels and 15% mortality of large mussels after seven days.

Rao & Mane (1979) investigated the effects of Carbofos on the survival and respiration of Mytilus
galloprovincialis. The survival of the mussels in the treatments between 2 and 12 mg/| decreased
with increasing concentration of contaminant. All of the mussels in the 10 and 12 mg/| treatments
were dead after seven days. But 100% survived at 0.5 and 1 mg/| Carbofos after the seven-day
exposure. The oxygen consumption of the mussels varied depending on mussel size, exposure time
and exposure concentration. At 1 mg/l, the small mussels initially expressed a rapid 19.4% increase
in oxygen consumption compared to the control, followed by respiration suppression over the
following four days, producing a 22.29% difference to the control. At 6 mg/l, the respiration of the
small mussels was suppressed from the first day of exposure. At 1 mg/l, the large mussels had
several peaks in respiration on the 1%, 3" 5™ and 6™ day with increases in oxygen consumption of
88.60, 108.82, 34.71, and 11.56%, respectively. On the 2nd and 4th day, the respiration rate was
less than the controls by 61.5 and 30.34%. The respiration of the large mussels initially decreased by
54.3% on the second day at 6 mg/I, followed by a threefold increase in respiration on the third day,
that was then followed by reduced respiration with a difference of 69.9% of the control by the sixth
day.
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Serrano et al. (1995) investigated the toxicity of five pesticides on the survival of Mytilus
galloprovincialis. The mussels were exposed to the pesticides at concentrations of 1, 3.2, 5.6, 10, 32,
and 56 mg/Il. Methidathion, Chlorfenvinphos, and Chlorpyrifos caused significant mortality and
inhibited byssal thread production. The LCsg values of Methidathion, Chlorfenvinphos, and
Chlorpyrifos were calculated at 30.1, 26.3, and 22.5 mg/|, respectively. However, Dimethoate and
Phosmet did not cause significant effects on mortality or byssal thread production.

Liu & Lee (1975) investigated the toxicity of the insecticides Sevin, Methoxychlor, and Malathion,
and the herbicides Treflan and 2,4-D on Mytilus edulis. The survival and byssus thread attachment
were assessed in adult mussels, in addition to embryo shell development, larval growth, and
metamorphosis. 96-hour LCsq values were calculated for each of the contaminants based on the
survival of adults, and 48-hour ECsg values were calculated based on larval developmental
abnormalities (Table 6.6).

Table 6.6. 96-hour ECsgs and LCso determined for a range of pesticides in Mytilus edulis.

Pesticide 96-hour EC5, (mg/I) 96-hour LCs, (mg/l)
Sevin 1.5 22.7

Methoxychlor >0.075 >0.092

Malathion 134

Treflan >0.12 >0.42

2,4-D 211.7 259

6.3.7 Pharmaceuticals

A total of 28 articles examined the effects of pharmaceuticals on Mytilus spp. Adrenergic agonists (21%)
and Analgesics (NSAIDs) (24%) were the most studied, followed by beta-blockers (12%), chemotherapy
agents (8%), antidepressants (8%) and antihyperlipidemic agents® (8%) (Figure 6.12). The majority
(70%) of the articles reported lethal effects. The evidence is summarized below.

Capolupo et al. (2018) investigated the impacts of three pharmaceuticals (Propranolol*® (PROP), 17-a
ethinylestradiol47 (EE2), and Gemfibrozil*® (GEM) on gamete fertilization and embryonic
development in early life stages of Mytilus galloprovincialis. Concentrations comparable to or higher
than environmental concentrations were used; PROP (0.5, 5, 50 pg/l), EE2 (0.005, 0.05, 0.5 pg/l), and
GEM (0.050, 0.500, 5 ug/l). PROP did not affect gamete fertilization at the concentrations tested.
However, inhibitory effects on fertilization of 24% and 17.6% were observed at environmental levels
of EE2 (0.500 pg/l) and GEM (5 pg/l), and ECyo values of 0.142 and 2.4 ug/|, respectively, were
determined. The 48-hour embryotoxicity exposure to all three pharmaceuticals caused the onset of
morphologically abnormal larvae. The development of normal larvae was reduced by 18.5% in the
50 pg/L PROP treatment. Significant reductions of 19.9, 29.5, and 32.0% normal larvae development
was observed at 0.005, 0.05, 0.5 pg/l EE2, with an ECyo of 0.0025 pg/l. The percentage of normally
developed larvae was reduced by 23.3% at 0.5 pg/l GEM.

Estevez-Calvar et al. (2017) investigated the effects of the antidepressant Sertraline on the
development of Mytilus galloprovincialis embryos. The results showed that Sertraline significantly
affected the development of mussel larvae with an ECso of 206.80 pg/I.

> Antihyperlipidemic agents are pharmaceuticals designed to reduce the level of lipids or lipoproteins in the blood.
46 .
A beta-blocker designed to reduce blood pressure
* A human hormone used in birth-control medication
48 . .. .
A antihyperlipidemic agent
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Figure 6.12. Count of ranked mortality due to exposure to pharmaceuticals in Mytilus spp.. Mortality is
ranked as follows: ‘Severe’ (>75%), ‘Significant’ (25-75%), ‘Some’ (<25%), ‘None’ (no mortality reported),
and ‘Sublethal’ effects. Note some articles are included more than once because they examined several
different combinations of contaminant.

Fabbri et al. (2014) investigated the effects of eight contaminants on Mytilus galloprovincialis
embryos during a 48-hour exposure experiment. The effects of different compounds representative
of endocrine disrupting chemicals were tested in a wide concentration range
(0.01,0.1,1,10,100,1000 pg/l). The pharmaceuticals Ibuprofen49 and Bezafibrate®® showed dose-
dependent increase in the percentage of abnormal larvae in response to increasing concentrations.
The NOEC and LOEC values for Ibuprofen were calculated at 10 and 100 pg/l, respectively. The
mussel embryos were more sensitive to Bezafibrate producing NOEC and LOEC values of 1 and 10
ug/l, respectively. Diclofenac™ significantly affected mussel larval development at low
concentrations 0.001 pg/l, but produced an inverted U-shaped dose response curve, with no effects
at the highest tested concentration. The Diclofenac NOEC was calculated to be 0.001 pg/I.

Franzellitti et al. (2019) investigated the toxicity of Carbamazepine? and Propranolol on the
embryo/larvae stages of Mytilus galloprovincialis development. They tested a range of
concentration between 0.01 and 1000 mg/I using a 48-hour embryotoxicity assay. The results
showed both pharmaceuticals to significantly affected embryo development from environmentally

9 Analgesic (NSAIDs)

% An antihyperlipidemic agent

> Analgesic (NSAIDs)

>2 An anticonvulsant used to treat epilepsy and neuropathic pain
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realistic concentrations of the chemicals. The ECsps of Carbamazepine and Propranolol were
calculated at 0.82 and 1.34 pg/| respectively.

e Politakis et al. (2018) exposed Mytilus galloprovincialis to 25 pg/| Buscopan’? plus and Mesulid* for
seven days before exposing the mussels to air, to determine the observed stress on stress response.
Both Buscopan and Mesulid exposed mussels had significantly reduced LTsq values (3—4 days)
compared to the controls (5-6 days).

e Yangetal (2011) investigated the effects of neurotransmitter blockers (Amitriptyline, Atenolol,
Butoxamine, Chlorpromazine, Idazoxan, and Rauwolscine) and Tetraethylammonium (TEA) on larval
metamorphosis in Mytilus galloprovincialis. Mortality only occurred in the TAE and Rauwolscine
treatments during the 96-hour study period, with low mortality of <5%. Larval metamorphosis was
not inhibited by 10 M TEA or at any of the tested concentrations of Rauwolscine, Atenolol, and
Butoxamine. However, Chlorpromazine and Amitriptyline inhibited larval metamorphosis. The
metamorphosis of the larvae was inhibited by 50% at 1.6 x 10° M Chlorpromazine and 6.6 x 10° M
Amitriptyline. Idazoxin also inhibited metamorphosis with an ICsq of 4.4 x 10° M.

6.3.8 Phthalates

Only one of the selected articles examined the physiological effects of phthalates on Mytilus spp. Sif et
al. (2016) exposed Mytilus galloprovincialis to two treatment exposures of potassium hydrogen
phthalate (KHP) at 250 mg and 500 mg/kg of mussel for the first treatment period for 21 days before
exposing the same mussels to 750 mg and 1000 mg/kg for the second treatment period for 21 days.
Mortality rates significantly increased from 0-7% to 10-21% during the second exposure period.
Exposure to KHP had negative effects on the growth of the mussels with more significant effects for the
larger mussels. Significant differences were also observed between the control and exposed mussels
condition index.

6.3.9 Polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs)
A total of three articles examined the effects of polychlorinated biphenyls on Mytilus spp.

e Eertman et al. (1993) investigated the effects of 1 ug/l PCBs (technical mixture Clophen A50, Bayer,
Leverkusen) on the survival of Mytilus edulis in air. The survival time of PCB exposed mussels was
significantly less than the controls. However, there was no difference in the survival time between
mussels exposed to PCBs for three or four weeks.

e Eertman et al. (1996) exposed Mytilus edulis adults to 0.284 g/l PCB 126 for a period of seven
weeks before performing aerial exposure experiments to determine LTsq values for their survival in
air. Mortalities were low (<5%) during the seven weeks exposure period. However, 50% mortality
(LTso) occurred within 5.2 days during the aerial exposure trial, which was significantly lower
compared to the control.

e Roberts (1975) investigated the effects of PCBs (Aroclor 1254, Aroclor 1242) and pesticides
(Carbaryl, Endosulfan, and Trichlorphon) on byssus formation and attachment in Mytilus edulis. The
results showed several of the tested contaminants to cause reductions in byssal attachment.

> An antispasmodic
> Analgesic (NSAIDs)
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6.3.10 Synthetics (other)

Organohalogens

e Cuietal (2021) found that 10 pg/| of polyfluoroalkyl phosphate diester did not affect the growth or
mortality of Mytilus galloprovincialis during a 72-hour exposure.

e Adema & Vink (1981) investigated the toxicity of 1,1,2-trichloroethane on the survival of Mytilus
edulis. The established LCsq values for 1,1,2-trichloroethane at 4, 7 and 14 days of exposure were
110, 80, and 65 ug/l, respectively.

Fatty alcohol

Granmo & Jorgensen (1975) investigated the effects of long-term exposure to a non-ionic surfactant
(Tallow alcohol decaethyleneglycolether) on the fertilization and development of Mytilus edulis.
Spawning ability was not affected after five months exposure to 500, 100 and 1500 pg/l. However,
fertilization was reduced compared to the control and larvae development was inhibited or delayed.
Gametes from exposed parents were more sensitive to surfactant exposure than those from the control.
Larvae from contaminant exposure parents had increased mortality compared to larvae from unexposed
parents. Larvae from pre-exposed parents had 100% mortality at 1 mg/I surfactant, but at the same
concentration larvae from unexposed parents had high survival and showed normal development.

Alcohol

Helmstetter et al. (1996) investigated the toxicity of 1 to 10% methanol on Mytilus edulis. The mortality
and behaviour of the mussels was not affected at the lowest concentration of 7,950 mg/I (1%
methanol). However, at concentrations of 15,900 mg/l and above the survival and behaviour of the
mussels were significantly influenced. An LCsq of 15,900 mg/I, equivalent to 2% methanol was
determined. At the two highest tested concentrations of 5 and 10% methanol (39,750 & 79,500 mg/I)
100% mortality occurred within 13.5 hours.

6.3.11 Surfactants

Hansen et al. (1997) investigated the physiological effects of the detergent linear alkylbenzene
sulphonate (LAS) on blue mussel larvae in laboratory and mesocosm experiments. Mytilus edulis larvae
were exposed to concentrations between 0 to 39 mg/I LAS. In the laboratory experiments, the larvae
showed 50% mortality at 3.8 mg/L LAS after a 96-hour exposure. In addition, swimming speed and helix
track diameter (swimming characteristics) were decreased with LAS exposure, with significant affects at
0.8 mg/I LAS. The grazing rate of the larvae was strongly influenced by LAS exposure, showing an ECsq of
1.4 mg/l. The growth rate of the larvae was significantly affected by LAS exposure and showed
decreased growth in response to increased concentrations. A statistically significant reduction in growth
was observed at 6.5 mg/I LAS. The growth rate of the larvae reduced to half at 0.82 mg/I LAS over nine
days. During the mesocosm experiment, the larval population decreased in abundance within two days
at concentrations as low as 0.08 mg LAS/L, because of significant mortality, but also due to settling. The
settling success rate was reduced at the same LAS concentration 0.08mg/I as that at which mortality was
observed to increase significantly. Also, the larvae showed delayed metamorphosis and reduced shell
growth from LAS exposure.

Eisler et al. (1972) investigated the effects of sodium nitrilotriacetic acid (a chelating agent) on the
survival of Mytilus edulis. They determined 24, 96, 168-hour LTses of >10,000, 6,100 and 3,400 mg/I
respectively.

101



Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

6.3.12 Pesticides, Pharmaceuticals, and Personal Care Products (PCPs)

Fabrello et al. (2021) investigated the toxicity of a mixture of glyphosate (an herbicide), 17a-
ethinylestradiol (a synthetic estrogen), and amyl salicylate (a fragrance) on Mytilus galloprovincialis.
Mussels were exposed for seven days to two realistic concentrations of the mixture (0.01 and 0.1 pg/l)
before survival in air tests were performed. The results showed no significant differences in the survival
time in air between the controls and the two tested concentrations.

6.3.13 Sensitivity assessment - Synthetic compounds

The number of articles that reported mortalities due to synthetic compounds in Mytilus spp. are
summarized in Figure 6.10 and in Table 6.7 and Table 6.8 below. Relevant resistance ranks and resultant
sensitivities are shown in Table 6.7 and Table 6.8 based on the weight of evidence and ‘worst-case’
approach outlined above.

In general, the evidence suggested that longer exposure times were required to understand the effects
of exposure to synthetic contaminants on Mytilus, as mussels could close their shells for days. Hence,
short-term exposures (e.g. <48hrs) may underestimate sensitivity. This agrees with Widdows & Donkin
(1992) who suggested that LCsq values in Mytilus gave a false impression of high tolerance because adult
bivalves were able to close their valves and isolate themselves from extreme (potentially lethal)
conditions for long periods (i.e. days).

The majority of articles reported a lethal response of exposure to synthetic compounds in Mytilus spp.
A total of 57% of ranked mortalities reported in the evidence review were lethal (‘Severe’, ‘Significant’
or ‘Some’), while 27% reported no mortality (‘None’) and 16% reported sub-lethal effects.

The majority of the articles examined pesticides/biocides and pharmaceuticals (Figure 6.10). A total of
15 (56%) of the 27 articles that examined pesticides reported lethal effects. The majority of the
evidence suggested that pesticides resulted in lethal effects in adults and juvenile Mytilus spp. but that
larval and embryos were probably more sensitive. Therefore, we can suggest that Mytilus spp. probably
has a ‘High’ sensitivity to pesticide exposure, with a few exceptions. The confidence in the assessment
is assessed as ‘Medium’ because of the number of articles examined and the consistency in the
response.

However, 19 (70%) of the articles that examined pharmaceuticals reported lethal effects (Figure 6.12).
The most lethal responses were shown by the larvae and embryos rather than adults and juveniles.
Therefore, we can suggest that Mytilus spp. probably has a ‘High’ sensitivity to the pharmaceuticals
examined especially in the larvae and developmental stages. The confidence in the assessment is
assessed as ‘Medium’ because of the number of articles examined and the consistency in the response.

The evidence on other synthetic contaminant types is more limited. The flame retardant Tetrabromo
bisphenol A (TBBPA) caused mortality and abnormal development in larvae (Fabbri et al., 2014) while
another two flame retardants had no significant effects on adults (Barén et al., 2016). Different types of
surfactant caused lethal responses in larvae, embryos and in adults. PFAS exposure caused mortality in
larvae and embryos but no studies on the effects on adults were found.

Nevertheless, the results shown in Table 6.7 and Table 6.8 suggest that Mytilus spp. is probably sensitive
to a number of synthetic compounds, especially in early development or as larvae. Therefore, the
sensitivity of Mytilus spp. to the ‘Synthetic compounds’ examined is assessed as ‘High’ (resistance is
'None' and resilience is 'Low') especially in larvae and developmental stages. Overall, the confidence

in the assessment is probably ‘Medium’ because of the number of articles examined and the
consistency in the response.
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Table 6.7. Summary of count of ranked mortalities reported in evidence review of the effects of
synthetic compounds on Mytilus spp. and resultant proposed sensitivity assessments in adults and
juveniles only. (N= None, L= low, M= Medium, H =High, NS= Not sensitive).

Mortality (worst case reported) Assessment
- Q
s ¢ g & 3 z 25z
Group Contaminant g 2 9 S 2 £ Q0 g &2 g
Flame retardants
Organohalogen 2 2 m
Mixtures
Dispersants 4 3 M M
Pesticide/Biocides, Pharmaceuticals, PPCPs 1 1
Mixtures (total) 4 3 1
Personal Care Product Chemicals (PPCPs)
Ultraviolet (UV) filter 4 4
Pesticide/Biocide
Carbamate 1 1 2 4
Organochloride 1 1 2
Organofluoride 1 1
Organohalogen 2 4 4 6 15
Organophosphate 2 2 4 8
Organophosphorus 2 3 1 2
Other 1 1
Pyrethroid 2 2
Pesticide/Biocide (total) 8 12 6 14 2 42
Pharmaceuticals
Analgesic (NSAID) 2 7 4 13
Anticonvulsant 2 1 3
Antidepressant 3
Antihyperlipidemic 2
Antispasmodic 1 1 2
Benzodiazepines 2 2
Beta-blocker 1 1 1 3
Chemotherapeutic 1 1 2
Pharmaceuticals (total) 2 5 13 9 1 30
Phthalates
Phthalates 1 1
Polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs)
PCBs 1 2 1 4
Synthetics (other)
Alcohol 1 1
Surfactant 1 1
Organohalogen 2
Synthetics (other) (total) 2 4
Grand Total 10 20 6 27 27 5 95

55 .
Based on one article

56 .
Based on one article
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Table 6.8. Summary of count of ranked mortalities reported in evidence review of the effects of
synthetic compounds on Mytilus spp. and resultant proposed sensitivity assessments in embryos and
larvae only. (N= None, L= low, M= Medium, H =High, NS= Not sensitive).

Mortality (worst case reported) Assessment
=)
& 5 g 2
Q K= [= >
(V] 1 = ()] =
= & o ) o - = =
< c £ c - [¢] ] )
- 5 8 5§ 2 =z 3 g 3
Group Contaminant E a5 8§ =z 3 =z £ e &

Flame retardants
Organohalogen

Hydrocarbons (Petrochemical)
Phenols 1 1

<
<

(=)
(59

l |I Resistance
<
=3

Perfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS)
Perfluorooctanesulfonic acid (PFOS)
Perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA)

[
N

[y
5N

Perfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) (total) 2
Personal Care Product Chemicals (PPCPs)
Ultraviolet (UV) filter 5 1 6 !
Pesticide/Biocide
Antifoulants 4 4
Carbamate 1 7 1 8
Naphthalene 1 1 M M
Organochloride 1 1 4
Organofluoride 1 2 M M
Organohalogen 2 2 M M
Organophosphate 1 1 1 3
Other 1 1 M M
Pesticide/Biocide (total) 3 17 5 25 N L H
Pharmaceutical
Adrenergic agonist 2 12 14 M M M
Analgesic (NSAID) 2 2
Anti-inflammatory 1 1 2
Anticonvulsant 1 1
Antidepressant 1 1 2
Antihyperlipidemic 1 1 2
Antihypertensive 1 1
Beta-blocker 1 1 2 4
Chemotherapeutic 2 1 3
Hormones 1 1
Parasiticide® 1 1
Pharmaceutical (Total) 4 10 4 15 33
Synthetics (other)
Surfactant 1 1
Grand Total 9 37 9 15 1 71

57 .
Based on one article
58 . .
An anti-malarial drug
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7 Seagrasses - Evidence review

The initial literature review (12—20th October 2021), based on the standard search strings (see section 5)
returned 6964 (6004 from SCOPUS & 955 from WoS) citations on Zostera spp. and other seagrass
genera, that is, Cymodocea, Halodule, Halophila, Heterozostera, Phyllospadix, Posidonia, Syringodium,
and Thalassia. Citations on seagrasses other than Zostera spp. were included to increase the number of
chemical contaminants covered by the review. Screenings against the inclusion/exclusion criteria (at
Stages 1&2) reduced this number to 131 articles. Further examination of these articles yielded further
relevant material so that 186 articles were taken forward to detailed evidence review. The more
detailed reading of the articles excluded another 65 and another 25 articles could not be accessed so
that 96 articles were included in the final evidence review, of which, 75 articles contained detailed
evidence suitable for mapping.

The detailed evidence extracted is provided in the attached ‘Seagrass Evidence Summary’ spreadsheet
and the supporting evidence and sensitivity assessments discussed below. Lethal and effect-based end
points reported in the evidence review are summarized in Table 7.1 and all end points reported are
included in the ‘Seagrass Evidence Summary’ spreadsheet’.

‘Hydrocarbons (petrochemical)’, ‘Dispersants and oil mixtures’, ‘Herbicides’, and ‘Metals’ were the most
studied contaminants across all seagrass species reported (Figure 7.1). However, the number of results
from the ‘Dispersants and oil mixtures’ category is skewed because of a few (8) articles two of which
(Thorhaug et al., 1986; Thorhaug & Marcus, 1987) examined multiple species, oil and dispersant
combinations.

mUnspecified

Sublethal

Hydrocarbons (Petrochemdial) Hydrocarbons Metals Mixtures Pesticide/Biocide Pharmaceutical Synthetics (other]  Inorganic

Figure 7.1. Count of ranked mortalities due to exposure to contaminants in seagrasses. Mortality is
ranked as follows: ‘Severe’ (>75%), ‘Significant’ (25-75%), ‘Some’ (<25%), ‘None’ (no mortality reported),
and ‘Sublethal’ effects. Note some articles are included more than once because they examined several
different combinations of contaminant and seagrass species.
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The majority of studies (69%) examined the effects of contaminants on ‘tropical’ species rather than
Zostera spp. (31%) (Figure 7.2 and Figure 7.3). However, all species are included in the review as proxies
for seagrass in general and any Zostera spp. specific effects identified in the text.

Table 7.1. Summary of lethal ‘end points’ reported in seagrass species exposed to contaminants.

— =] = = =
5| 8 E| Bl E| E g
.| © Qo o o o o
) . 4| s °| S| §| s s o
Group |Contaminant |Species name ol 2 = Sl & S S |Short citation
Hydrocarbons (Petrochemical)
‘Crude oils ‘Thalassia testudinum ‘4 ‘1 ‘LCsO ‘3.8 ‘ ‘ ‘ppm ‘Baca & Getter, 1984
Hydrocarbon (mixtures)
Dispersants
Corexit 9527 Thalassia testudinum 1 LCs 200 ppm Baca & Getter, 1984
Crude oils and |Thalassia testudinum 1 LCsq 202.4 ppm
Dispersants
Crude oils and |Thalassia testudinum |4 1 |NR-LETH |200 ppm
dispersants
Crude oils and |Thalassia testudinum 0.5 |1 |NR-LETH (850 ppm
dispersants
Crude oils and |Thalassia testudinum |4.2 1 LDs, 125 ml Thorhaug et al., 1986
Corexit 9527 /100L
Crude oils and |Halodule wrightii 42 |1 LDsg 75 ml
Corexit 9527 /100L
Crude oils and [Syringodium filiforme (4.2 |1 LDsg 75 ml
Corexit 9527 /100L
Metals
|Copper Halophila spinulosa ‘6 ‘1 ‘NR-LETH ‘ |Prange & Dennison, 2000
Pesticide/Biocide
Atrazine Zostera marina 21 1 NR-LETH |1 mg/L  |Delistraty & Hershner, 1984
Atrazine Zostera marina 21 1 LCsq 0.365 |0.22 |0.606 |mg/L
Atrazine Zostera marina 21 1 LCsq 0.54 |0.229 |1.274 |mg/L
Atrazine Zostera marina 21 1 LCsq 0.1 0.045 |0.221 |mg/L
Atrazine Zostera marina 21 1 LCsq 0.367 |0.221 |0.609 |mg/L
Atrazine Zostera marina 21 6 LCo1 0.038 mg/L  |Hershner et al., 1982
Atrazine Zostera marina 21 6 LCo1 0.035 mg/L
Atrazine Zostera marina 21 6 LCoq 0.002 mg/L
Atrazine Zostera marina 21 6 LCo1 0.035 mg/L
Atrazine Zostera marina 21 6 LCsq 0.54 mg/L
Atrazine Zostera marina 21 6 LCsg 0.07 mg/L
Atrazine Zostera marina 21 6 LCsg 0.367 mg/L
Atrazine Zostera marina 21 6 LCsq 0.365 mg/L
Atrazine Zostera marina 21 6 LCso 0.1 mg/L
Atrazine Zostera marina 21 6 NR-LETH |1 mg/L
Atrazine Zostera marina 21 6 |NR-LETH |1 mg/L
Atrazine Zostera marina 21 6 NR-LETH 1.04 |1.07 |mg/L
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Figure 7.2. Count of ranked mortalities due to exposure to contaminants in seagrass species. Mortality is ranked as follows: ‘Severe’ (>75%), ‘Significant’
(25-75%), ‘Some’ (<25%), ‘None’ (no mortality reported), and ‘Sublethal’ effects. Note some articles are included more than once because they examined
several different combinations of contaminant type and seagrass species.
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Figure 7.3. Count of ranked mortalities due to exposure to contaminants in seagrass species. Mortality is ranked by resistance as follows: ‘None’ (>75%),
‘Low’ (25-75%), ‘Medium’ (<25%), and ‘High’ (no mortality or only sublethal effects reported). Note some articles are included more than once because
they examined several different combinations of contaminant type and seagrass species.
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7.1 Seagrasses - Hydrocarbons and PAHs

The hydrocarbon evidence review examined the exposure to oil (crude oil, fuel oil and diesel oil),
dispersants, dispersed oil (oil and dispersant mixture), the water accommodating fraction (WAF) and
water soluble fraction (WSF). The effects of the exposure of seagrass species to hydrocarbons, PAHs,
and dispersants was examined in 42 articles. Petrochemicals were the most examined group with 36
articles on the effects of both oil spills (17 articles) and experimental exposure (19 articles). Only 12
articles examined for dispersants and dispersed oil mixtures, however, this group reported the most
results overall (67%). ‘Hydrocarbons’ and ‘dispersants’ were reported to cause a ‘lethal’ response in
64.2% of examined results (Figure 7.4) and ‘severe’ mortality was reported in 23.2% of cases. Mortality
was sometimes unclear or not mentioned in the examined studies and the remaining 33.1% of results,
reported or examined sublethal effects only.
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Figure 7.4. Count of ranked mortalities in seagrasses (across all species examined) due to exposure to
hydrocarbons, dispersants, and dispersant/oil mixtures. Mortality is ranked as follows: Severe (>75%),
Significant (25-75%), Some (<25%), None (no mortality reported), and Sublethal effects. Note some
articles are included more than once because they examined several different combinations of
contaminant type and seagrass species.
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The effects of crude oil were the most reported with 23.3% of results on seagrass, of which 33.3% were
from oil spills and 66.6% were from experimental exposure to crude oil. Of these papers, 14.2% of
reported mortality as ‘severe’ and 61.9% reported sublethal effects. Dispersed oil caused the greatest
mortalities to seagrass. A lethal response was reported in 80.1% of dispersed oil treatments and 29.8%
resulted in ‘severe’ mortality. Lethal effects were seen in 38.5% of the treatments where seagrass was
exposed to dispersants alone. All other dispersants recorded only sublethal effects (61.5%). No
mortality was reported due to the exposure to PAHs or Phenols.

Lethal effects were reported in 65.2% of the examined species after exposure to complex hydrocarbons
and dispersant/oil mixtures (Figure 7.5 and Figure 7.6).
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Figure 7.5. Count of ranked mortalities due to exposure to hydrocarbons in seagrass species. Mortality
is ranked as follows: Severe (>75%), Significant (25-75%), Some (<25%), None (no mortality reported),
and Sublethal effects. Note some articles are included more than once because they examined several
different combinations of contaminant type and seagrass species.

Figure 7.6. Count of ranked mortalities (expressed as resistance) due to exposure to hydrocarbons in
seagrass species. Resistance is ranked as follows: ‘None’ (>75%), ‘Low’ (25-75%), ‘Medium’ (<25%),
‘High’ (no mortality and/or only sublethal effects reported). Note some articles are included more than
once because they examined several different combinations of contaminant type and seagrass species.
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Of these species, ‘Severe’ mortality was reported in five of the examined species: Halodule wrightii,
Syringodium filiforme, Thalassia testudinum, Phyllospadix torreyii, and Posidonia oceanica.

Overall, Halodule wrightii and Syringodium filiforme had the most reported ‘severe’ cases of mortalities
caused by exposure to oil and dispersed oil, which were found to be toxic to these species. Across all
studies, 9.47% of ‘severe’ mortalities were Halodule wrightii and 10% of ‘severe’ mortalities were
Syringodium filiforme.

7.1.1 Oil spills

In the 14 articles that recorded the effects of oil spills on seagrasses, lethal effects were reported in five

papers. Four species of seagrass were reported to experience ‘severe’ mortality after exposure to crude
oil and one species experienced ‘some’ mortality after exposure to crude oil. The remaining nine papers
only reported the range of sublethal effects.

Amoco Cadiz 1978 (Crude oil and Bunker fuel). Den Hartog & Jacobs (1980) examined the Amoco Cadiz
oil spill off the coast of Brittany, France on the seagrass community in Roscoff, France. The spill released
216,000 tons of crude oil and 4,000 tons of bunker fuel creating a slick that covered portions of well-
studied Zostera marina beds in Roscoff. The eelgrass showed little impact from the oil spill. However, in
the weeks after the oil spill there was evidence of blackening/burnt leaves that were lost. The loss of
leaves was part of the normal seasonal pattern of the species but was accelerated due to the oil. Only
these short-term effects were observed and the general structure of the seagrass remained normal.
Species of Cumacae, Tanaidacea, and Echinodermata found in the seagrass habitat were reduced by the
impacts of the oil spill but recovered within a year, although 21 species of Amphipoda were lost.
However, the flat intertidal seagrass did provide a buffer between the oil slick and the substratum,
which may explain why only the Amphipoda and some Polychaeta were affected. The seagrass buffer
effect becomes evident when the invertebrate mortality was compared to those seen in open exposed
beaches where the mortality was significantly greater. Den Hartog & Jacobs (1980) noted that the
effects of the oil spill were more likely to damage the associated communities than the seagrass itself

Jacobs (1980) examined the effects of the Amoco Cadiz oil spill on a community of Zostera marina at
Roscoff. The benthic fauna of Zostera marina community was investigated from October 1977 to April
1979. The oil spill occurred in March 1978. The direct effects on eelgrass were only seen locally and
temporarily in the first weeks after the spill when many plants had blacked/burnt leaves. The spill
resulted in a change of the faunal composition, with a decrease seen in many species including some
herbivores. The lack of herbivores led to a greater algal bloom than seen in previous years and only
recovered once the herbivores returned. Jacobs (1980) concluded that Zostera marina showed only a
temporary decreased condition of the leaves because of the oil spill. In addition, all species recovered in
the habitat within a year, apart from amphipods.

Cosco Busan 2007 (Bunker fuel oil). Cosco Busan Oil Spill Trustees (2012) assessed the damage of the
Cosco Busan oil spill on the seagrass species Zostera marina in San Francisco Bay. Several sites were
assessed throughout the bay. Side-scan sonar surveys were used to measure the seagrass beds.
Measurements of photosynthetic activity, rhizome node production, and phenolic compound analysis
were conducted. The results for all the tests were inconclusive for impacts specific to oiled beds vs. un-
oiled beds. Their results suggested that there was little impact on the seagrass habitat in this area
despite the seagrass being oiled. There was no report of mortality or any significant impacts on the
seagrass.

Deepwater Horizon 2010 (Crude oil). Deepwater Horizon Natural Resource Damage Assessment
Trustees (2016) reviewed the ecosystem effects of the Deepwater Horizon oil spill on the surrounding
environment using the information from Constentio-Manning (2015; not seen) report on the effects of
the Deepwater Horizon spill on seagrass beds. The Deepwater Horizon oil spill damage report stated
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that 109 hectares (1.09 km?) of seagrass beds were destroyed in the Chandeleur Islands. There was a
reduction in seagrass measured in five areas of the Chandeleur Islands following the oil exposure.
Persistent loss, classified by the absence of seagrass for two persistent years of monitoring, was
identified as 112 acres of seagrass beds. Delayed loss, classified by loss of the seagrass beds a year or
more after the oil spill, resulted in 150 acres of loss. A total loss of 271 acres of seagrass beds was
reported over the two-year monitoring period. They estimated recovery time for this area to be 1 to 10
years.

Exxon Valdez 1989 (Crude oil). Dean et al. (1998) examined the effects of the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill on
the seagrass species Zostera marina in Alaska from 1990 to 1995. Samples were collected along 30 m
transects adjacent to the coast. The density of Zostera marina shoots, blades, flowering shoots were
lower at the oiled sites than the reference sites. Flowering shoots were twice as dense at the reference
sites than the oiled sites and, at one of the oiled sites, there were no flowers in the sampled quadrats
(62% lower at oiled sites). Mean shoot densities were 24% lower at oiled sites than at the reference
sites. There were no differences between the oiled and references sites for the above ground biomass
of the seagrass and the mean seed densities did not differ either. The seed germination rates were
higher at one of the oiled sites but the seeds these seedlings produced had higher mitosis abnormalities
than the reference sites. There was no evidence of mortalities found at the seagrass sites and the lack
of flowers did not show any long terms effects on the population. Overall, the injury to the seagrass was
slight and did not persist for longer than a year after the spill when the hydrocarbon levels decreased.
The lower densities and inflorescence at oiled sites were associated with the higher levels of
hydrocarbons in the sediment.

Haven Oil spill 1991 (Crude oil). Peirano et al. (2005) examined the effect of climate, invasive species,
and anthropogenic impacts on the growth of Posidonia oceanica. They investigated the effects of the
Haven oil spill (April 1991), near Genoa, Italy, on the local seagrass meadows. In the experiment, they
found that none of the rhizomes was older than eight years old while in another location the seagrass
had a maximum age of 19 years old. This meant that there were high mortality rates caused by the
deposition of oil and sediment residue leading to suffocation. The impact was limited to time and space
and only affected the one seagrass bed, nearest to the spill. Overall, the oil caused a large mortality
event in the seagrass meadow. However, the Peirano et al. (2005) indicated that the seagrass meadow
was able to recover.

Sandulli (1994) also investigated the conditions of Posidonia oceanica meadows after the Haven oil spill.
ROV line transects were used to evaluate the macrostructural characteristics of the meadows as well as
measure the percentage cover, density and leaf area index. General degradation was seen due to
anthropogenic pressures, presumably preceding the Haven oil spill, and was common to all the
meadows studied. The only signs of contamination directly related to the presence of oil residues were
observed in the Arenzano meadow, at about 10 m in depth where there was a large area of the dead
and vegetated matte area.

San Francisco Bay 1971 (Bunker Fuel oil). Chan et al. (1973) examined the effects of a tanker collision
causing 840,000 gallons of Bunker C fuel to be spilt into San Francisco Bay. The marine communities in
the area were examined including the seagrass species Phyllospadix scouleri. Pre-oil and post-oil
observations were compared on the Duxbury reef to assess the impact of the oil spill on the marine
organisms. Ten metre transects were taken, assigned a percentage of oiling and assessed. The tide pool
examined was found to be saturated with oil causing the outer tips of the seagrass blades to die.
However, after the spill the growth throughout the spring and summer was normal. In the late summer
period, algal growth (Urospora penicilliformis) appeared to be heavier than in previous years after the
oiling, which may have been a result of the mortality of grazers. Overall, there was little impact on the
seagrass community and no reported mortality.
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Santa Barbara 1969 (Crude oil). Foster et al. (1971b) examined the impact and effects of the oil spill in
the Santa Barbara Channel on intertidal organisms, including the seagrass species Phyllospadix torreyi.
Seagrass in the intertidal was heavily coated with oil, which took up, held the oil, and caused the blades
to stick together. The exposed parts of the plants that had been oiled turn brown and disintegrated.
They recorded that 50-100% of the exposed blades in transects were damaged in the intertidal areas
affected by the oil spill. This varied from 30-50% at one site, 50-60% at another site, and the highest leaf
mortality being 90-100% of the exposed blades. The subtidal and extremely low intertidal plants were
relatively undamaged, as they did not come into direct contact with the oil. Foster et al. (1971b)
concluded that the intertidal population of the seagrass was affected by the oil spill but that damage
should not be long-term and the seagrass had the potential to recover quickly.

Panama 1986 (Crude oil). Jackson et al. (1989) examined the effect of two consecutive oil spills to the
east of the Caribbean entrance to the Panama Canal, with 3.2 million litres of crude oil spilled from the
Witwater wreck and at least 8 million litres of crude oil spilled from a ruptured storage tank.
Community structure and mortality of the intertidal and subtidal seagrass meadows of Thalassia
testudinum were examined around the coast of Isla Largo Remo. In heavily oiled intertidal reef flats,
there was up to 100% mortality of seagrass, shown by the oil-covered dead leaves and dead but intact
rhizome mats, which washed onto the shore. However, the subtidal seagrass survived in all locations
affected by the spill, despite the oil turning the leaves brown and the seagrass being heavily fouled by
algae for several months after the spill in areas of heavy oiling. One cause of the subtidal damage to the
seagrass may have been due to the small amount of dispersant used on the oil causing the
hydrocarbons to mix into the water. Four taxonomic groups of invertebrates in the seagrass
communities were also affected by the spill. There was a significant decrease in the numbers of
amphipods, tanaids, brachyurans, and ophiuroids. However, bivalves and gastropods showed no
differences in abundance before and after the spill.

Gulf War 1991 (Crude oil). Kenworthy et al. (1993) examined the distribution, species composition,
abundance, and productivity of seagrass in oil-contaminated bays along the northeastern coast of Saudi
Arabia approximately one year after the Gulf War oil spills. During the Gulf War it is estimated that 0.5
to 8 million barrels of oil were released into the Gulf washing onto the embayments of Ras Tanequib,
Dawhat al Musallamiya and Dawhat ad Daft. Two approaches were used to examine the impact of oils:
a gradient study comparing inshore (oiled) and offshore (non-oiled) sits, and a comparative study using
either the same species in these locations and other locations in the Gulf or other ecologically important
seagrass species in other locations not immediately affected by oil. The Braun-Blanquet (1965) scales
were used to demonstrate the impact on the frequency, density and abundance of the oiled and non-
oiled sites for Halodule unnerves at the Dawhat ad Dafi and Dawhat al-Musallamiya sites. The biomass
of Halodule ovalis at the oiled Jinnah Island site (34 g dwt/m?) was similar to the non-oiled outer bay at
al Musallamiya (39 g dwt/m?). Specific leaf productivity for Halodule uninervis in a heavily oiled shallow
site was a range of 0.94-0.250 g dwt/mz/day or an average yield of 2.2%/day, which was similar to other
reported rates for healthy populations of Halodule species. Heavily oiled inner and mid bays showed
leaf densities between 1,530 and 2,533 leaf pairs per square metre for Halodule ovalis, which was
similar in Halodule stipulacea. Leaf morphology and indicators of vegetative growth suggested that all
three species were healthy, despite the recent history of oiling. Three of the four seagrass species
known in the Gulf were growing in the heavily oiled embayments from the Gulf War. Therefore,
Kenworthy et al. (1993) concluded that the seagrass along the north coast of Saudi Arabia was not
experiencing long-term degradation or damage one year after the Gulf War oil spills.

Taklong Island National marine reserve 2006 (Bunker fuel oil). Nievales (2008) examined the changes
to the mixed seagrass meadows dominated Thalassia hemprichii (but composed of Thalassia hemprichii,
Enhalus acoroides, Cymodocea rotundata, Cymodocea serrulata, Syringodium isoetifolium, Halophila
ovalis, Halodule uninervis and Halodule pinifolia) in Taklong Island National marine reserve after an oil
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spill. The shoreline at chosen sample site had heavy oiling for at least three weeks after the spill
whereas the control site had no observed oil present following the spill. The assessment of the seagrass
included percentage cover, species composition, blade density per species, shoot density and above
ground biomass, which were recorded using three 50 m transects parallel to the shore. There was no
account of the seagrass meadows being smothered or covered with oil. However, the spill did result in a
decrease in the percentage cover of the seagrass from 28.2% pre-spill to 18.6% a year after, decreasing
to 15% two years after the spill. Seagrass cover ranged from 11% to 29% at the oiled site and 18% to
38% at the non-oiled site. The above ground biomass of the seagrass recorded at the oiled site was
consistently lower than the non-oiled site for 10 months after the spill. The biomass ranged from 21 to
120¢g dwt/m? at the oiled site and 34 to 164 g dwt/m? at the non-oiled site. Blade density was also less
at the oiled site. However, this was only short-term and recovered within one year of the spill. The
shoot densities showed a 30% reduction at the oiled site and ranged from 156 to 491 shoots/m2 at the
oiled site and 220 to 538 shoots/m? at the non-oiled site. Nievales (2008) concluded that oil had an
overall negative impact on the seagrass meadows, which was apparent within a year of the oil spill. The
lowered biomass and percentage cover then persisted after two years of monitoring.

Port of Gladstone 2010 (Fuel oil). Taylor & Rasheed (2011) examined the effects of a small (25 tonnes)
heavy fuel oil spill in the Port of Gladstone in Jan 2006, on seagrass meadows (mixed Zostera capricorni,
Halodule uninervis, and Halophila spp.). The seagrass meadows were subject to a long-term monitoring
program. They concluded that the oil spills did not affect the seagrass meadows significantly. Initial
declines in seagrass biomass in the first month were mirrored by unaffected beds in the area and
probably due to other climatic and human effects. The lack of effect was probably because the spill
occurred at high neap tide so that the seagrass was not directly exposed until 2-3 days later when most
of the volatile (and presumably most toxic) components had evaporated.

Cabo Rojo 1973 (Crude oil). Nadeau & Bergquist (1977) examined the effects of the March 1973 oil spill
near Cabo Rojo, Puerto Rico on tropical marine communities, including Thalassia communities. The
tanker spilled 37,000 barrels of Venezuelan crude oil into the coastal waters and 24,000 bbl (barrels of
oil) of oil washed ashore at Cabo Rojo, contaminating sandy beaches, turtle grass, and rocky shore
communities. The oil spill caused mortality in the seagrass community, killing both invertebrates and
the seagrass. The subtidal community became exposed to oil entrained into the water column by surf
action, which caused the leaves to become brown or black. Thalassia died and was removed by wave
action, and led to the exposure of extensive areas of denuded vegetation and rhizome matrix. However,
the scale of the mortality was not quantified by the authors. In January 1974, year after the oil spill, the
Thalassia has begun to grow and by 1976, the Thalassia flats had renewed plant growth with coral-sand
deposition. The invertebrate population had also declined in the seagrass beds. There was a lower
diversity and abundance at the oiled Thalassia beds compared to the control with a reduction in sea
urchins, chitons, and hermit crabs. Dead and moribund invertebrates were observed on the shoreline
adjacent to the Thalassia seagrass beds. However, these species had recovered by the subsequent visits
in 1974 and 1976.

Moyia Bay 1998 (diesel oil). Gab-Alla (2001) examined the effects of diesel oil pollution on Halophila
stipulacea in the Sharm E, Moyia Bay in the Red Sea. The total biomass of the seagrass (g dwt/m?), and
density (a modified Braun-Blanquet (1965) cover-abundance scale) were examined. The samples were
obtained using 0.25 mzquadrats at randomly selected samples at each site. Three oiled sites and five
non-oiled sites were compared. The best comparison between sites was site 1 (non-oiled) and site 2
(oiled) due to a lower density and abundance found at other non-oiled sites caused by other
environmental conditions in the bay. The percentage cover between sites 1 and 2 for percentage cover,
shoot density, and biomass for the seagrass were not significantly different. The Braun- Blanquet (1965)
cover-abundance scale showed that the three oiled areas and site 1, the non-oiled area, had the highest
frequency, abundance, and density of seagrass. Gab-Alla (2001) concluded that the results of the cover
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and sexual growth in the plants showed that the seagrass plants in the oiled area remain healthy.
However, the oil spill did adversely affect the invertebrate population inhabiting the seagrass with a
decrease from 21 species at non-oiled sites to seven species at oiled sites.

7.1.2 Petroleum hydrocarbons

Only four of the articles examined provided details of LCsg, ECsg or NOEC values based on laboratory
studies. The lethal and sublethal effects of petroleum oils (e.g. crude oil and fuel/Bunker oils), dispersed
oil, and dispersants are summarized below.

Baca & Getter (1984) examined the effects of crude oil and dispersants in the laboratory on the
seagrass Thalassia testudinum. Laboratory static bioassay experiments were used to assess the
potential damage that could be caused by an oil spill in tropical waters. They used a 12-hour single-
dose experiment that mimicked the natural system of tides washing the seagrass and a 96-hour
experiment to assess the 96-hour LCsg. The dispersed oil was prepared in a 1:10 dispersant/oil
solution and the mortality of a plant was recorded as the degradation of the meristem as seagrasses
cannot recover from this. The Prudhoe Bay WSF resulted in a greater toxic effect than the dispersed
oil, most likely because it contains large components (88%) of Benzene, toluene and C-2 benzene.
The WSF oil had a lethal concentration of 3.8 ppm, which was the lowest of all the treatments.
Despite the addition of dispersants to the oil, increasing the concentration of hydrocarbons in the
water by 50 times, the dispersed oil had a higher lethal concentration of 202.4 ppm. The 12-hour
treatments show that the same lethal concentrations after 96-hour exposure were sublethal if the
treatment was flushed after 12 hours instead. Exposure to the 96-hour treatment resulted in
mortality and sublethal effects in survivors after seven days of monitoring. In the dispersed oil
treatment (measured concentration of 177 ppm), 60% of plants that had survived the seven-day
exposure had yellow leaves, 8% had brown leaves, and 32% still had green leaves. The WSF oil
treatment (3.8 ppm) had 28% yellow leaves, 12% brown leaves, and 60% green leaves and the
dispersant-only treatment (200 ppm) had 0% yellow leaves, 70% brown leaves, and 30% green
leaves. After 14 days of observation, some of these plants went on to die. Baca & Getter (1984)
noted that, dieback and bleaching occur due to the intrusion of relatively fresh submerged oil and
the toxic effects diminish as the oil weathers.

Baca et al. (1996) examined the effects of a worst-case scenario exposure of Prude bay crude oil and
dispersed oil on the short and long-term survival, abundance, and growth of seagrass Thalassia
testudinum. After application, the sites were monitored constantly for 24 hours, visited periodically
over two years and then again 10 years after the first exposure. The growth rates of seagrass
showed considerable variation between sites exposed to oil, dispersed oil and the control site. After
exposure to oil the growth rate of the seagrass had decreased in the month after exposure,
however, recovery was seen within a year. There was however little effect on the seagrass growth
rate after exposure to dispersed oil, with values continuing to increase after exposure. Despite
variation being recorded there were no significant differences recorded in plant density in post-
treatment and pre-treatment values for either the oil or dispersed oil. The effects to the seagrass
were only minor with little long-term effects on the seagrass and the associated organisms after the
oil treatment. Baca et al. (1996) did not quantify seagrass loss or mortality. Populations of sea
urchins, Echinometra lacunter and Lytechinus variegatus, were counted using the line intercept
method. Both species were affected by treatments with crude oil and dispersed crude oil. The
population of Echinometra lacunter was reduced to less than half and virtually disappeared at the
dispersed oil treatment site within the next 30 days. The population of Lytechinus variegatus was
reduced by almost 90% at the oil only site and disappeared at the dispersed oil site following
treatment. Numbers were still fluctuating throughout the two years after the treatment. However,
after 10 years, numbers were back at the pre-treatment levels.
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Ballou et al. (1987) examined the effect of oil and dispersed oil on subtidal Thalassia testudinum
beds. The sites were studied eight months and one week before treatment and continued 20
months after the treatments were applied. The sites were enclosed within an oil spill containment
boom and 715 | of dispersed oil was released over 24 hours to achieve 50 ppm of petroleum
hydrocarbons in the water to simulate the worst-case scenario of a large-scale oil spill. The recorded
concentration of hydrocarbons in the water column at the dispersed oil site was 684 ppb. A total of
953 | of untreated crude oil was released on the other site and remained within the boomed area for
two days, which resulted in an exposure of 1 1/m?and an overall concentration of hydrocarbons of
44 ppb. There were no significant differences seen in the growth rates between both treatments
and the control in the first 3 months after the treatments. The blade areas for the oil and dispersed
oil treatment were equal in pre-treatment recordings. The dispersed oil treatments had a larger
recorded blade area than the oil treatment in all post-treatment results. However, these were both
lower than the control site. There was a decline in the density of the seagrass following the
treatment at both the oil only and the dispersant sites. Dispersants caused a decrease in population
from 816.7 plants/m2 to 673.3 plants/m2 after four months. However, after seven months the
density had recovered to a level greater than the pre-spill levels (922 plants/mz). At the oil-only site,
there was a decrease from 666.7 plants/m2 to 488.0 plants/m2 after seven months, which only
showed signs of increase back to pre-spill levels after 12 months (692 plants/m?). Both treatment
sites showed a decrease in sea urchin abundance. After the exposure to the dispersed oil, the
population reduced drastically with no live urchin were seen at the site four months after the
treatment; however, recovery happened within one year. After exposure to oil, a slight decrease in
sea urchin abundance was seen which did not show signs of recovery until seven months after the
exposure when a large increase in abundance was seen. In the replicated worst-case spill scenario,
there were no significant effects on the growth rate of the seagrass caused by exposure to either oil
or dispersed oil. There was only a gradual but significant reduction in the seagrass density.

Berry et al. (2016) examined the effect of coal dust (<0.63 um) on a coral, a fish, and the seagrass
Halodule uninervis in flow through, laboratory studies to simulate the effect of a coal dust spill. They
exposed samples to pulses of 0-275 ug/l coal dust. Although the coal dust was contaminated with
heavy metals, it had no significant effect on the heavy metal concentration on the water in the study
tanks. Coal dust coated the seagrass leaves and other surfaces of the pots in which the seagrass was
grown. Leaf extension and shoot density were significantly reduced over time. Leaf extension was
the most affected in treatment 273 mg/I coal dust after 14 and 28 days (LOEC) and growth was
inhibited by 6.7-45% after 14 days and by 31.1 and 49.5% after 28 days. They estimated an I1Cy 42
mg/| coal dust after 14 days and 12 mg/| coal dust after 28 days, and an ICso 275 mg/| after 28 days.
Shoot density increased at 38 mg/| coal dust but reduced significantly at >78 mg/| after 28 days (28-
day LOEC) with a net loss of shoots. However, they concluded that the effects were probably due to
light attenuation caused by the coating by coal dust.

Costa et al. (1982) examined the before and after effects of two types of American fuel oils
(American Petroleum Institute (API) Reference Ill and Baytown, Texas Exxon (BTE) refinery oil) on the
weight, rhizomes, and leaf growth of eelgrass Zostera marina seedlings. Unpolluted sediment was
collected and mixed with 0.0 and 3.0 mg of APl oil and 0.0, 0.2, 1.0, 2.1, 6.2 mg/g of BTE oil.
Seedlings were planted, immersed in the sediment mixed with oil after 12 days, and harvested 3
weeks later. At 0.2 mg/g of oil to sediment, leaf production was 60% below the control and weight
increase was 40% below the control. At 1.0 mg/g of there was 50% less leaf production and
inhibition of root and rhizome growth. Above 2.1 mg/g the rhizomes deteriorated, leaves were shed
and many plants senesced. In the API oil experiment, chlorophyll-a concentration decreased by
60%. Costa et al. (1982) concluded that oil-contaminated sediment could affect the distribution and
abundance of Zostera marina.
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Durako et al. (1993) examined the photosynthetic and respiratory response of leaf tissue in three
species of seagrass: Halophila ovalis, Halophila stipulacea, and Halodule uninervis. These seagrasses
were exposed to weathered Kuwait crude oil at a concentration of 1% aqueous solution for 12-18
hours. Photosynthesis vs. irradiance (PI) responses were measured and exhibited typical light
saturation kinetics. In the short-term exposure, the respiration rates were not significantly affected.
In addition, no significant differences in Pl characteristics or respiration were detected among the
species. No mortality was reported. Durako et al. (1993) concluded that crude oil would have a very
limited effect on the subtidal seagrass communities and therefore the Gulf war oil spill would have a
greater impact on intertidal communities.

Hatcher & Larkum (1982) examined the effect of Bass Strait crude oil and Corexit 8667 on a seagrass
mesocosm from March to August 1979. The oxygen consumption and leaf turnover of the seagrass
Posidonia australis were recorded. Measurements were taken before, during, and after the 7-day
treatment period. Four mesocosms were reviewed from March to August 1979. Two of the
mesocosms received 450 ml of oil, one received 450 ml of oil and 8 ml of dispersant, and one
received 450 ml of oil and 274 ml of dispersant, which completely dispersed the oil slick. Leaf
turnover of Posidonia australis was not significantly affected by the oil or dispersant. Post-
treatment mean daily leaf emergence and mortality rates did not differ significantly from pre-
treatment rates in any microcosm. Photosynthetic oxygen production showed an immediate
decrease at the addition of the treatments, due to an increase in respiration. The dispersant
treatment microcosms exhibited an oxygen deficit in the light immediately following treatment, and
the dark respiration rates increased two to three-fold over the control rates during the following two
days. In August, 40 days after treatment, oxygen production rates and P/R ratios in the oil-treated
microcosms were higher than rates measured before treatment. Hatcher & Larkum (1982)
concluded that more severe stress is placed on the Posidonia australis dominated benthic
community by oil and dispersant mixed than by oil alone. The seagrass recovered from the stress
and the plants continued to grow at pre-treatment rates. There were no negative effects to the
seagrass described in this paper.

Howard et al. (1989) examined the results of studies on the effects of crude oil and crude oil
treatment with dispersants on Zostera® conducted in Milton Haven by reviewing Holden & Baker
(1980) and Howard (1986). Holden & Baker (1980) treated 1 m? plots with dispersant, oil, oil then
dispersant or a premixed oil and dispersant and recorded the percentage cover change over 18
months. In all the single treatments, there was a reduction of Zostera when compared to the control
but no differences between treatments. A second experiment used a successive application of the
same treatments. The results from the second experiment showed that the successive application
had no more impact than the single application in all but one treatment. Successive application of
the premixed oil and dispersant treatment was particularly damaging and resulted in the complete
elimination of the species in one plot. Howard (1986) used two 35 m transects parallel to the shore
with 15 1 m? plots chosen to support the greatest densities of Zostera. One of five treatments of
dispersant, oil, oil then dispersant or a premixed oil and dispersant, and control were randomly
assigned to each plot. The results from all treatments, except the premixed oil and dispersant
treatment, showed little temporal change in cover. However, the premixed oil and dispersant
treatment showed a significant decrease within the first week that resulted in a decrease in cover
from 55% to 15% after 18 months. Howard et al. (1989) concluded that smothering by crude oil
alone visually had little impact on the seagrass following the removal by tidal action. However, the
oil did inhibit or reduce the growth and dispersal of the seagrass. The greatest potential impact of

>® Zostera was used as a general term throughout the Horward et al. (1989) review due to the difficulty in correctly
distinguishing the seagrass species Zostera noltei and Zostera angustifolia. Zostera angustifolia is now thought to be
synonym of Zostera marina.
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oil spills on the intertidal Zostera bed is from the stranding of dispersant-treated oils. Plots treated
with the premixed oil and dispersant mix suffered leaf blackening and high rates of mortality. This is
due to the ability of the oil-dispersant mix to break down or penetrate the protective waxy layer
covering the leaf, resulting in leaf mortality. Therefore, they suggested that oil treatment must be
avoided if the stranding of the treatment mix cannot be avoided.

Macinnis-Ng & Ralph (2003) exposed Zostera capricorni to crude oil, dispersant (VDC) (at 0.25% and
0.1%) and mixtures of both in the laboratory and in the field (using in situ chambers) for 10 hours
followed by a four-day recovery period. In the laboratory, both oil and dispersants caused an initial
decline in photosynthesis while mixtures did not. In situ samples were less sensitive and dispersants
and mixtures did not cause a decline in photosynthesis. Qil caused an initial decline in situ but the
plants had recovered after four days. Little effect on chlorophyll-a was observed.

Ralph & Burchett (1998b) examined the impact of petrochemicals on the photosynthesis of
Halophila ovalis using chlorophyll fluorescence. Halophila ovalis showed tolerance of exposure up to
1% (w/v) of Bass Strait Crude oil, a dispersant (Corexit 9527), and a mixture of the oil and dispersant.
Florescence, PSlI efficiency, and quantum yield were measured, with quantum yield being the most
sensitive assessment. When exposed to 100%, 50% and 25% crude oil the PSII photochemical
efficiency was lower than the control for all three concentrations and the quantum yield showed a
significant decline within the first hour of treatment. For both the dispersants and crude oil
dispersant mix at 100%, 50% and 25% there was a decrease in quantum yield within the first hour.
However, there were signs of recovery after 72 hours. PSIl photochemical efficiency was lower than
the controls. Dispersants caused a significant decrease in chlorophyll-a & b and carotenoid in all
treatments. There was a decrease in the pigments in the crude oil and the oil dispersant mix
treatment but these were not found to be significant. Ralph & Burchett (1998) concluded that the
petrochemicals had a limited impact on the photochemical processes of Halophila ovalis. They
noted that a petrochemical spill alone might not cause a significant impact on a seagrass meadow.
However, in combination with reduced light, the meadow may be threatened. In addition, oil
pollution generally has the greatest impact on intertidal communities. Therefore, salt marshes,
mangroves, and corals were more at risk (Den Hartog, 1984). Intertidal seagrasses are affected by
physical contact with oil slicks whereas subtidal seagrass is more likely to be exposed to dispersed
droplets. Seagrasses have been found to absorb more aliphatic and aromatic oil fractions when the
oil is dispersed, therefore increasing the toxic damage. The dispersants have also been found to be
more toxic than the oil itself. Mixed oil and dispersants are generally more toxic to seagrasses as it
acts like a solvent, affecting the waxy epidermal coating of the leaf blade allowing the toxic
components to access the cellular membrane and the chloroplasts (Ralph & Burchett, 1998b).

Scarlett et al. (2005) examined the toxicity of the dispersants Superdispersant-25 and Corexit 9527
on the seagrass Zostera marina. This was measured by examining the chlorophyll fast fluorescence
JIP transient measurements. The seagrass was exposed to five concentrations of the dispersants (0,
80, 130, 200, 320, 500 ppm) for 24 and 48 hours with a 24-hour recovery time. For all parameters,
the lowest exposure of 80 ppm reduced the photosynthetic efficiency and resulted in an NOEC less
than 80 ppm for both dispersants. Performance index (Pl) was the most sensitive parameter with an
ECso of 386 ppm for Superdiseperasnt-25 and Corexit 9527. The performance index is a combination
of several JIP-test parameters and has been shown to be a highly sensitive measure that is
correlated strongly with other measurements of plant health. Corexit was significantly more toxic at
all parameters of 130 ppm and above. The leaves turned brown and started to detach at 200 ppm
leaving only the more protected inner leaves. In the 24-hour recovery period, where the seagrass
was washed and put in clean saltwater, the seagrass exposed to Superdispersant-25 showed signs of
recovery as Pl rose from 0.88 to 1.07 at 80 ppm. The Corexit exposed seagrass did not recover and
mean Pl values fell during the recovery period. Scarlet et al. (2005) noted that both dispersants had
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a toxic effect and disrupted PSII during exposure. The leaves of Zostera marina have a thin cuticle
that may afford a degree of protection from the dispersants, although it is clear that 24 hours was
sufficient for photosynthesis to be affected. Mortality was not reported, as it was not considered a
practical parameter to measure plant mortality by the authors.

Thorhaug et al. (1986) examined effect of crude oil, dispersants, and an oil dispersant mixture on
three seagrass species: Thalassia testudinum, Halodule wrightii, and Syringodium filiforme. Two
types of crude oil, Louisiana Crude oil and Murban crude oil and one dispersant Corexit 9527 were
used and specimens exposed in 100 litre outdoor laboratory tanks with 15 specimens per treatment.
Exposure times were 5, 10, or 100 hours. Thalassia testudinum showed greater mortality the longer
it was exposed to the oil. The largest recorded mortality in the species Thalassia testudinum was
caused by exposure to a high concentration of dispersed Louisiana oil (500 ml oil and 50 ml
dispersant) for five hours resulting in 47% mortality. Exposure of Thalassia testudinum to dispersed
Murban oil at a lower concentration (12 ml dispersant mixed with 125 ml oil) for a longer period of
100 hours resulted in 40% mortality. Halodule wrightii and Syringodium filiforme were statistically
the same across all the treatments. For these species, 12.5 ml in 100 | seawater of both oil
dispersant oil mixes at 100 hours experienced 100% mortality. Halodule wrightii experienced 100%
mortality at 500 ml dispersed oil with 5 hours exposure. The results showed that Halodule wrightii
and Syringodium filiforme had an LDso of 75 ml in dispersed oil in 100 | of water for 100 hours of
exposure. Thalassia testudinum was more tolerant with an LDsg of 125 ml of dispersed oil in 100 | of
seawater for 100 hours of exposure. Dispersants alone had a greater effect on Halodule wrightii and
Syringodium filiforme than on Thalassia testudinum showing species differ in their tolerances. The
difference in effect and mortality was found to be greater between the species than between the
type of oil used. Thorhaug et al. (1986) noted that dispersed oil had a greater impact on seagrass
growth and mortality than oil alone even when oil is at higher concentrations and has longer
treatment periods. This may be due to an increased amount of hydrocarbons within the water
column surrounding the seagrass blades when the oil is dispersed, rather than oil floating on a
surface. Dispersants alone had a significant impact on Halodule wrightii and Syringodium filiforme,
but not on Thalassia testudinum.

Thorhaug & Marcus (1987) examined the effects of three dispersants (Corexit 9527, Arcochem D609,
and Conco K(K) with two types of oil (Louisiana Crude and Murban Crude) on three tropical seagrass
species (Thalassia testudinum, Syringodium filiforme, and Halodule wrightii). The treatments
included dispersed oil, oil only, dispersant only, and a control. Many variables were tested that
included changing the concentration of dispersed oil, time of exposure, type of oil and dispersant. In
the first treatment, the seagrass was exposed to7.5 ml dispersant mixed and 75 ml oil in 100 |
seawater for five hours. In this treatment, both Louisiana oil and Murban oil dispersed with Conco
K(K) caused mortalities of approximately 70% in Syringodium filiforme and Halodule wrightii. In
comparison the two other dispersants, Corexit 9527 and Arcochem D609, exposed to7.5 ml
dispersant mixed and 75 ml oil in 100 | seawater for five hours resulted in mortality percentages less
than 30%. The highest mortality (>70%) is seen in the Syringodium filiforme and Halodule wrightii
when exposed to all dispersed oil mixtures at 7.5 ml dispersant to 75 ml oil in 100 | seawater for 100
hours. In this treatment, Murban oil and Louisiana oil mixed with Conco K(K) resulted in the most
mortality with 100% mortality recorded in both Syringodium filiforme and Halodule wrightii.
Exposure to 12.5 ml dispersant mixed with 125 ml oil for five hours resulted in 70-80% mortality in
Syringodium filiforme and Halodule wrightii. Thorhaug & Marcus (1987) concluded that Corexit (O-
87% mortality) and Arcochem (0-100% mortality) were less toxic than Conco K(K) (45-100%
mortality) to all of the seagrass species tested. They also showed that Syringodium filiforme and
Halodule wrightii were less tolerant to dispersed oil than Thalassia testudinum. It was also evident
that a longer exposure time and larger concentration of oil and dispersant resulted in greater
mortalities in the seagrasses.
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Thorhaug & Marcus (1987b) examined the effects of seven different dispersants mixed with
Louisiana crude oil (Corexit 9527, Corexit 9550, OFC-D609, Conco K(K), Jansolv-60, Cold Clean 500,
and Finasol OSR-7) on three tropical species of seagrass (Thalassia testudinum, Halodule wrightii,
and Syringodium filiforme). There were two concentrations of the oil dispersant mixes, 75 ml and
125 ml of oil at a 10:1 ratio of oil to dispersant. For each treatment, 15 plants were exposed for 100
hours. They found that Finasol OSR-7, was the least toxic dispersant, followed by Jansolv-60, Cold
Clean 500, Corexit 9550, Corexit 9527, and OFC-D-609. Conco K(K) was the most toxic and caused
the most mortality. The Thalassia testudinum mortality was lowest for the 75 ml oil dispersant mix
with 0-16% mortality. The 125 ml oil mixes had a mortality range of 7-26%. The most toxic
dispersants were OFC-D-609 and Conco K(K) and resulted in 88% and 65% mortality respectively
when the oil concentrations were combined. Thalassia testudinum was the most resilient seagrass.
The Syringodium filiforme mortality was lowest for Finasol OSR-7, Jansolv-60, and Cold Clean 500
where mortalities ranged from 7-18% in the 75 ml treatment and from 10-30% in the 125 ml
treatment. Conco and OFC-D-609 were the most toxic dispersant for Syringodium filiforme with an
overall mortality of 84-100%. The Halodule wrightii mortality was lowest for the dispersants Finasol
OSR-7 and Cold Clean 500. The most toxic dispersants were Corexit 9550, Corexit 9527, OFC-D-609
and Conco K(K). Mortality ranged from 7% to 21% when dispersants were combined with 75 ml of
oil, and from 10% to 27% when combined with 125 ml of oil.

Wilson & Ralph (2008) investigated the effects of Tapis crude Oil and dispersed crude oil on the
subtidal seagrass Zostera capricorni. Perspex cylinders were pushed into the sediment of the
Zostera meadows in New South Wales and treated with Tapis crude oil alone or Tapis crude oil
mixed with dispersant (Corexit 9527). Five concentrations of the specific petrochemical were added
(0.00, 0.05, 0.10, 0.20, and 0.40%) for each treatment. Seagrass blades were collected from each
treatment at the end of the exposure day (10 hours) and following the recovery period (96 hours) for
pigment analysis. The Tapis crude treatment did not result in any significant decrease in chlorophyll
concentrations of the seagrass although all chlorophyll pigment concentrations decreased from 10
hours to 96 hours. There was a significant decrease in the effective quantum yield seen at 6-hour
and 8-hour exposure at the 0.40% WSF (437 ug/l) treatment. In the dispersed Tapis crude oil
treatment, there were no significant differences found in the chlorophyll-a fluorescence.
Differences in the pigments of chlorophyll a & b were seen between the control and the 0.40% WSF
(960 pg/l). Overall, the only impact in the crude oil treatment was at the 0.40% WSF concentration
and these effects were short lived after the 10-hour exposure, as no differences were seen in the
recovery period. In the dispersed oil treatment, the chlorophyll-a fluorescence and the chlorophyll
pigment analyses showed no significant difference at any time suggesting that the dispersed oil had
no detectable impact on the photosynthetic health of the seagrass.

Wilson & Ralph (2012) examined the stress that petrochemicals have on the seagrass Zostera
capricorni. The seagrass quantum yield of photosystem Il (PSIl) was measured after exposure to the
water accommodated fraction (WAF) of dispersed and non-dispersed Tapis crude oil and fuel oil
(IFO-380) for five hours. The crude oil treatment had a total petroleum hydrocarbon concentration
of 12 mg/Il. The crude oil treatment caused a small but significant decline in quantum yield of PSII,
which occurred during the first four hours of exposure. The higher concentrations, seen particularly
in the 2.0% WAF, significantly reduced the quantum yield during the first few hours. Dispersants
resulted in an increase in the total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) in the WAF, which correlated with
a greater physiological impact on seagrass health. The crude oil Corexit mix resulted in a TPH
concentration of 101 mg/l and the crude oil Ardrox mixture of 105 mg/l. In both treatments, the
photosynthetic efficiency significantly decreased in all concentrations after three hours. The fuel oil
(IFO-380) TPH concentrations were low compared to other treatments measured as 3 mg/I.
Therefore, leaf-blades displayed minimal stress in the quantum field of PSII during the experimental
period. The fuel oil dispersant mix had a TPH of 196 mg/I in the Fuel oil and Slickgone LTWS
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treatment and 522 mg/l in the fuel oil Corexit 9500 treatment. The Corexit fuel oil mix resulted in
the greatest decrease in the quantum yield of all the experiments with fluctuation seen within one
hour and a sharp and significant decrease after four hours. The chlorophyll-a concentration in the
Slickgone treatment with the higher concentrations (1 and 2%) were significantly lower than the
controls. The Corexit 9500 treatment also showed a significant decrease in chlorophyll-a in the 2%
WAF treatment of the seagrass. The other treatment either showed small increases or no
differences. Wilson & Ralph (2012) noted that photosynthetic efficiency was found to be sensitive
to petrochemical exposure. However, there was minimal recoverable impact when only exposed to
oil. Similarly, in the most concentrated IFO-380 treatment, there was a significant decrease in
quantum yield of PSII but this was less than that seen in the dispersed oil treatment. Dispersants are
thought to penetrate the waxy cuticle of the seagrass blade leading to a decreased tolerance of the
seagrass to other stress factors (Zieman et al., 1984; Howard et al., 1989). The dispersant only
treatments were found to be less toxic to the seagrass, suggesting the combination of oil and
dispersant was the cause of the greatest damage to photosynthetic efficiency. Wilson & Ralph
(2012) also noted that the concentrations tested on the seagrass in this study were reported to be
realistic of that following actual spills, with the higher concentrations used being a worst-case
scenario.

7.1.3 Polyaromatic Hydrocarbons (PAH)

Only two articles examined the effects of PAH exposure. Neither reported any evidence of mortality
within the seagrass meadows examined.

e Faganeli et al. (1997) examined the effects of motorway pollution on the coastal sea, including some
seagrass communities. The areas consisted of small sandy bottom seagrass meadows with
predominantly Posidonia oceanica, Zostera marina, and Cymodocea nodosa. Pyrogenic PAH is
normally introduced into the coastal marine environment as runoff. The levels of PAH were tested
in the sediment along the coast of the Bay of Koper and the concentrations of PAH were higher in
the two sites that were exposed to the runoff of the motorway. However, it was found that the
offshore concentrations were higher than the near shore. Overall, the seagrass communities did not
show any sign of degradation or any differences from the uncontaminated northern shoreline of the
Bay. In addition, within the seagrass communities, there were no significant differences found in the
fauna within the seagrass communities between sites, showing that the motorway discharge of PAH
had no impact on these either.

e Mauro et al. (2013) examined the condition of a Posidonia oceanica bed in a lagoon exposed to
human impacts for ca 40 years. They reported that the bed did not show any sign of regression, and
may have been extending seaward, even though the sediment was contaminated with PAHs and
metals. Mercury and PAHs exceeded ERLs while Cu was close to its ERL.

Huesmann et al. (2003) reported that Zostera marina increased the biodegradation of PAHs from crude
oils in marine sediments, and contributed to the recovery process of the community after exposure
(Huesmann et al., 2003; cited in Lewis & Devereux 2009).

7.1.4 Others

Malea et al. (2020) examined the effect of Bisphenol A (BPA) exposure on the growth of Cymodocea
nodosa under laboratory conditions. Samples were exposed to 0.03, 0.1, 0.3, 0.5, 1, and 3 pg/I BPA in
aquaria and the water renewed every two days for 10 days. The elongation rate of leaves, rhizomes,
and roots was measured every two days. Growth of all plant parts was not significantly different from
controls at 0.03 to 0.3 pg/l but decreased with increased BPA concentrations above those values.
Juvenile leaves were more resistant than adult leaves and rhizomes but showed inhibition at lower
concentration but at a lower extent than adult leaves or rhizomes. They reported an NOEC of 0.1 pg/I
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and an LOEC of 0.3 g/l for all parts of the plants after 10 days. ECsg values were lower for rhizomes
than adult leaves and highest for juvenile leaves. They suggested that the higher toxicity for rhizomes
might indicate the uptake route for BPA. Malea et al. (2020) noted that the LOEC, NOEC and ECs levels
for Cymodocea nodosa were lower or the lowest reported for other aquatic organisms, and that BPA
should be considered to be 'very toxic' to Cymodocea nodosa (where the EEC guidance terms 'very toxic
= ECsp <1 mg/I).

The evidence on ‘other’ forms of hydrocarbons was limited. The exposure to seagrass to the phenol
Bisphenol A (BPA) reported sublethal effects at the concentrations studied.

7.1.5 Sensitivity assessment (Hydrocarbons and PAHs)

The number of articles that report mortalities due to Hydrocarbons and PAHs’ are summarized in Figure
7.4 and in Table 7.2 below.

Sensitivity assessment — Oil spills

The effects of the oil spills on seagrass meadows were inconsistent and variation was reported between
seagrass species and oil types. Studies have shown some seagrass meadows to be tolerant to oil spill
exposure and others have resulted in severe mortality.

Zostera marina is tolerant to oiling (in the absence of dispersants or other cleaning treatments). All
reported effects on Zostera marina after exposure to spilled crude oil and fuel oil were sublethal. Only
sublethal, short-term damage was reported in the form of a decline in abundance in shoots, blades, and
flowering shoots in the Exxon Valdez oil spill and blackened/burnt leaves in the Amoco Cadiz oil spill.

Other species are less tolerant. ‘Severe’ mortality was reported in 20% of the results of oil spills and is
recorded in the species Phyllospadix torreyi, Posidonia oceanica, Thalassia testudinum and in
unspecified Seagrass (var.) located in the Gulf of Mexico, after exposure to spilt crude oil. ‘Some’
mortality was also seen in Thalassia hemprichii after the fuel oil Taklong Island National marine reserve
oil spill. In addition, the Deepwater Horizon oil spill report also recorded large-scale seagrass
mortality/population loss but did not quantify the scale of losses. Sublethal effects were reported in
65% of the results on oil spill damage to seagrass. These ranged from reduced growth rates, bleaching,
decreased density of shoots, reduced flowering success (Den Hartog & Jacobs 1980; Jacobs 1980; Dean
et al. 1998; Keesing et al., 2018), blackening leaves, leaf loss (Den Hartog & Jacobs 1980; Jacobs 1980;
Keesing et al., 2018) and reduced growth rate (Kenworthy et al., 1993).

Due to the low solubility of oil, subtidal seagrass species, such as Zostera marina, are exposed only to
the water accommodating fraction (WAF) of oil or dispersed oil droplets meaning they are less
susceptible to damage than intertidal seagrass beds that experience physical contact with oil leading to
greater amounts of damage and mortality (Lopez, 1978; Zieman et al. 1984; Zieman & Zieman, 1989;
Fonseca et al. 2017; Keesing et al. 2018). Other factors influencing the effect of oil on seagrass include
seagrass species, oil type, intensity, duration, and circumstance of the exposure (Keesing et al., 2018).

Seagrass situated near an oil refinery in Milford Haven showed no chronic sensitivity or long-term
effects to the exposure to the oil effluent. However, this may have been due to little penetration of the
effluent (Hiscock, 1987, cited in; Holt et al., 1995, 1997). In addition, oil spills can cause indirect effects
and mortalities to seagrass communities. Heavy oiling can lead to an increase in algal growth resulting
in heavy fouling that persists for several months after an oil spill has occurred due to the mortality of
grazers (Jackson et al. 1989). Jacobs (1980) noted a larger algal bloom than in previous years after the
Amoco Cadiz spill in Roscoff, probably as a result of increased nutrients (from dead organisms and
breakdown of oil) and the reduction of algal grazers. However, herbivores recolonized and the situation
returned to 'normal’ within a few months.
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Table 7.2. Summary of count of ranked mortalities to ‘Hydrocarbons and PAH’ contaminants reported in
the evidence review and resultant proposed sensitivity assessments for seagrass species, with specific
reference to Zostera spp. (N= None, VL= Very low, L= Low, M= Medium, High = High, and NS= Not

sensitive).
Worst case mortality Assessment
8
S £ @ o B = g g £
s & £ § 3 §
Group Type Species name @ 2 &) z &0 = e« o« n
Hydrocarbons (Petrochemical)
Oil spill
Halophila ovalis 2 2 - ?? -
Halophila stipulacea 2 2 - ?? -
Phyllospadix spp. 1 1 - ?? .
Phyllospadix torreyi 1 2 - ??
Posidonia oceanica 1 . ?? .
Seagrass (var.) 1 2 ??
Thalassia hemprichii 1 1 M ?? M
Thalassia testudinum 1 1 2 -
Zostera marina 6 6
Oil spill Total 4 1 1 13 19
Complex hydrocarbons
Halodule uninervis 2 2 -
Halodule wrightii 1 1 1 3 -
Halophila ovalis 2 2 -
Halophila stipulacea 1 1 -
Posidonia australis 1 1 -
Seagrass (var.) 2 2
Syringodium filiforme 1 1 3
Thalassia testudinum 2 2 5
Zostera capricorni 4 4
Zostera marina 4 4
Zostera spp. 3 1 4 M M M
Complex hydrocarbons Total 2 2 6 21 31 M M M
Phenols
Cymodocea nodosa 1 1 - ”
Hydrocarbons (Petrochemical) Total 6 2 7 1 35 51 M M
Hydrocarbons (pyrogenic)
Polyaromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs)
Posidonia oceanica 1 1 ??
Zostera marina 9 9
Polyaromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) Total 1 9 10
Hydrocarbons (Mixtures)
Dispersant (inc. dispersed oils)
Halodule wrightii 17 9 8 35 . ?? .
Halophila ovalis ??
Posidonia australis 1 M ?? M
Seagrass (var.) 1 - ?? -

% Resilience for Zostera spp. is assumed to be the same as the biotopes Zmar or Znol or unknown for other seagrasses.

61 .
Based on one article
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Worst case mortality Assessment
o 8
- _ o) >
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> & € g ) o » * c
. (] i ) = S 5] 2 2 3]
Group Type Species name @ 2 &) &0 = n
Syringodium filiforme 18 9 8 35 - -
Thalassia testudinum 3 20 11 1 4 39 - -
Zostera capricorni 8 8
Zostera marina 2 2
Zostera spp. 3 1 4 M
Dispersants Total 38 41 28 1 19 127
Hydrocarbons (Mixtures) Total 38 41 28 1 19 127
Total 4 43 35 3 63 188

Overall based on the ‘worst case' scenario for oil spills the resistance is assessed as ‘None’ for
seagrasses as a group. Resilience is probably ‘Low’ so sensitivity to petroleum-based oil spills is assessed
as ‘High’. But the above evidence also suggests that Zostera spp. (and by inference Zostera dominated
habitats), are ‘Not sensitive’ to oil spills (in the absence of dispersants or other cleaning treatments).
The confidence in the assessment is probably ‘High’ because all of the reported effects on Zostera
marina after exposure to spilled crude oil and fuel oil were sublethal. However, the impact on the
community living in the seagrass is often greater than the impact on the seagrass itself (Jacobs, 1988;
Holt et al., 1995, 1997).

Sensitivity assessment — Petroleum hydrocarbons (oils)

The reported results to the exposure of petroleum oils on seagrass suggest that 6.4% of cases resulted in
‘Severe’ mortality (>75%) while another 6.25% of the articles report ‘significant’ (25-75%) mortality and
18.75% of articles reported ‘some’ (<25%) mortality depending on the species of seagrass, type of oil
and its concentration.

The majority of the reported effects of oil on seagrass were generally sublethal (64.5%). These include
reduced photosynthetic efficiency, loss of leaf pigmentation, reduced growth rate and leaf loss.
Exposure to oil was reported to cause ‘severe’ mortality in only 6.4% of the results. The result of
exposure differed depending on the type of oil used. Louisiana crude caused ‘severe’ mortality in all
reports of exposure of the seagrasses Syringodium filiforme and Halodule wrightii. Murban crude was
less toxic to seagrass than Louisiana crude, causing only ‘some’ damage to these species. Hence, oils
from various sources have different levels of toxicity on seagrass and, therefore, may explain some of
the different results. Fuel oil was reported to only cause sublethal effects on seagrass (Costa, 1982;
Wilson & Ralph, 2012). However, both Zieman & Zieman (1989) and Keesing et al. (2018) noted that
refined oils, diesel and bunker fuels were more toxic than crude oil. The exposure of seagrass to the
simulated coal dust spill resulted in only sublethal effects.

The differences seen between species were greater than that seen between oil types. ‘Severe’ and
‘significant’ mortality were reported more often in the tropical species Syringodium filiforme and
Halodule wrightii and Thalassia testudinum than Zostera marina and Zostera capricorni where exposure
only led to sublethal effects. There was ‘Some’ mortality reported when Zostera spp. were exposed to
crude oil in a field experiment (Howard et al., 1989). However, these Zostera spp. were most likely the
intertidal species Zostera noltei or the shallow extent of Zostera marina (as syn. Zostera angustifolia),
which were more likely to have been into direct contact with the oil, and to experience more damage
than subtidal species (Howard et al., 1989).
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Technically, the worst-case sensitivity of seagrass, as a group, would be assessed as ‘High’ (Table 7.2)
based on the response of tropical species. Native Zostera spp. are probably less sensitive and a
sensitivity of ‘Medium’ is suggested in the intertidal based on the evidence presented by Howard et al.
(1989), while subtidal species (and beds) are probably ‘Not sensitive’. Confidence in the assessment is
‘Low’ due to the variation in effect shown in the evidence.

Sensitivity assessment - Dispersants

Across six dispersant treatments recorded, only two dispersants (BP 1100 WD and Corexit 9527) were
reported to cause lethal effects. Corexit 9527 was the most lethal dispersant. Two records of ‘severe’
mortality in Syringodium filiforme and Halodule wrightii were recorded and two records of ‘significant’
mortality in Thalassia testudinum. There was one report of ‘significant’ mortality in Zostera spp. after
exposure to BP 1100 WD. All other responses were sublethal. Therefore, sensitivity to dispersants is
assessed as ‘Medium’ for Zostera spp. and ‘High’ for seagrasses as a group. However, confidence is
assessed as ‘Low’ because of the variation in response between species, and the limited number of
dispersants examined in the evidence review.

Sensitivity assessment - Dispersed oils

Overall, the reported results on the exposure to dispersed oils suggest that 29.8% of cases could result
in ‘Severe’ mortality (>75%) while another 33.3% of the articles reported ‘Significant’ (25-75%) mortality
and 24.6% of articles reported ‘Some’ (<25%) mortality depending on the species of seagrass, type of oil,
dispersant and the concentration of both.

Dispersed oil was reported to have a variety of effects on seagrass from ‘no observed’ mortality to 100%
mortality. Dispersed oil was more toxic than both oil and dispersant treatments alone with 89% of
dispersed oil exposure resulting in a lethal effect on the seagrasses. Different dispersant oil mixtures
had various levels of toxicity. The most toxic recorded dispersant mixed with crude oils was ConcoK(K),
which had the highest number of results of ‘severe’ and ‘significant’ mortality (Thorhaug & Marcus
1987hb).

Dispersants can break down the waxy epidermal coating on the leaves allowing the toxic components to
access the cellular membrane. This allows for greater absorption of aliphatic oil fractions which
increases the toxic damage and leads to a decreased tolerance to other stress factors (Zieman et al.,
1984; Howard et al., 1989; Ralph & Burchett, 1998b; Wilson & Ralph, 2012). In addition, Wilson & Ralph
(2012) noted that the addition of dispersants increases the total petroleum hydrocarbon (TPH)
concentration in the water column from 12 mg/l to 101 mg/l in crude oil and 3 mg/l to 522 mg/I in fuel
oil. These were considered realistic to those reported in oil spills with the higher concentrations being
‘worse-case’ scenarios (Wilson & Ralph, 2012). However, they resulted in no recorded mortality in
Zostera capricorni. No mortality was also recorded in Zostera marina and Halophila ovalis after
exposure to dispersed oils, which only experienced sublethal effects. Sublethal effects were mostly
short-term negative impacts on the photosynthetic efficiency and decreased pigmentation of leaves
after exposure. However, some species of seagrass were less tolerant of exposure to dispersed oil. The
tropical species of seagrasses showed a low resistance to dispersed oil exposure with ‘severe’ mortality
reported in 2.6% the results of exposure in Thalassia testudinum, 14.9% in Syringodium filiforme and
14% in Halodule wrightii (Thorhaug et al. 1986; Thorhaug & Marcus, 1987; Thorhaug & Marcus, 1987b).

However, Howard (1986) reported that treatment of Zostera spp. (probably Zostera noltei or lower
shore intertidal Zostera marina) with premixed oil and dispersant treatment showed a significant
decrease in cover within the first week that resulted in a decrease in cover from 55% to 15% after 18
months (Howard et al., 1989).

Technically, the worst-case sensitivity of seagrass, as a group, would be assessed as ‘High’ (Table 7.2)
based on the response of tropical species. Native Zostera spp. are probably less sensitive depending on
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the exposure. Intertidal Zostera noltei and lower shore intertidal Zostera marina beds may exhibit a
‘Medium ‘ sensitivity to dispersed oils based on the evidence presented by Howard et al. (1989), while
subtidal species (and beds) are probably ‘Not sensitive’. Confidence in the assessment is ‘Low’ due to
the variation in effects shown in the evidence.

Sensitivity assessment — Polyaromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs).

The evidence on the effects of PAH contaminants on seagrass was limited with only two relevant papers
(Faganeli et al., 1997; Mauro et al., 2013). In these papers, environmental exposure to PAH was
recorded but no mortality or sublethal effects were reported. Therefore, the resistance is assessed as
‘High’ and resilience as ‘High’, so that the sensitivity of seagrasses to PAH exposure is assessed as ‘Not
sensitive’.

7.2 Seagrasses - Transitional metals and organometals

The effect of the exposure of seagrass species to metals was examined in 29 papers, only one of which
examined nanoparticulate metals. The literature review identified many other papers that looked at
bioaccumulation of metals in seagrasses or seagrass bed sediments but these are excluded from the
scope of the study. The effects of exposure to Copper, Zinc, Cadmium, and Lead were the most studied,
while the effects of Chromium, Mercury or Iron were limited to four articles. However, ‘No mortality’ or
‘Sublethal’ responses were reported in 93% of the articles examined, and a ‘Severe’ mortality was only
reported in one article and only in Halophila spinulosa.

The evidence is summarized below.

e Govers et al. (2014) conducted a global meta-analysis of the accumulation of trace metals in
seagrasses together with local case studies in the Caribbean Islands of Curagao and Bonaire. They
demonstrated that seagrasses were useful bioindicators of metals contamination worldwide. The
Mediterranean (and Posidonia oceanicia) was the most studied region while Cobalt and Mercury
were the least well-studied metals. They reported that seagrasses were metal accumulators with a
100-1000 fold range in concentrations of all individual metals. Metals concentrations varied
seasonally with lower levels in the growing season than the dormant winter season. They also
reported that leaf concentrations of metals were 2-4 fold increased in polluted sites compared to
unpolluted sites. Govers et al. (2014) noted that many trace metals were naturally abundant in
seagrass beds but that high concentrations may be toxic to seagrass (MacNinnis & Ralph, 2002;
Prange & Dennison, 2000; Ralph & Burchett, 1998). Trace metal accumulation may also affect
photosynthesis in seagrass (Conroy et al., 1991; MacFarlane & Burchett, 2001(mangroves); Prange &
Dennison, 2000) or inhibit metabolism (Ralph & Burchett, 1998) and may result in reduced growth or
dieback (Clijsters & Van Assche, 1985).

e Hamoutene et al. (1996) examined the effect of cadmium exposure (5, 10, 20 pg/l) on extracted
etiolated leaf tissue from Posidonia oceanica under laboratory conditions. There was significant
inhibition of lipid perioxidation in samples from lles de Lerins at all concentrations but not in
samples from Villefranche-sur-mer. EROD (7-ethoxyresorufin O-dealkylase) activity was reduced at
10 pg/l Cd in samples from lles de Lerins, but in Villefranche-sur-mer samples, it was reduced at 5 &
10 pg/I Cd but zero at 20 pg/l. Glutathione S transferase was not affected at 5 & 10 pg/l but
increased at 20 pg/l Cd. The authors suggested glutathione might be involved in protecting the plant
from adverse effects of the metal.

e Lafratta et al. (2019) demonstrated that seagrass beds (Posidonia australis) in the upper Spencer
Gulf, South Australia, provided a sink for heavy metals and an archival record of heavy metal
pollution from the upstream Pb-Zn smelter works since the 1890s. The concentrations of Pb, Zn, and
Cd had increased 9-fold since the onset of operation. Yet, the seagrass beds within 70 km of the
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smelter had accumulated 7-15% of the smelter emissions in their soils (sediments) over the previous
15 years.

Lyngby & Brix (1984) examined the uptake of metals (Cu, Cd, Cr, Zn, Pb & Hg) into the tissues of
Zostera marina and their effect on growth under laboratory conditions. They exposed plants to 0.1,
0.5, 5, & 50 uM concentrations. Zostera marina accumulated metals by 1850 times the
concentration in water. Stems and leaves accumulated metals in the order Zn >=Cu >Cd >Hg >=Pb,
while Hg was accumulated in roots. They also noted a significant reduction in growth rates due to
exposure to metals, and reported that their toxicity was in the order Hg >Cu >Cd >=Zn >Cr & Pb. For
example, a significant reduction in growth occurred at 5 uM Cd after 12 days and at 50 uM Cd after 8
days, and was only 50% of controls after 19 days. Significant reduction in growth occurred after 5
days at 5 uM Cu, and 2 days at 50 uM Cu. Plants turned black within hours at 50 uM Cu and similar
visible effects occurred at 5 uM Cu after 2 days, although no significant effects were observed at 0.5
UM Cu. Exposure to mercury was more marked. Growth was reduced 45% and 18% of controls after
19 days at 5 and 50 uM Hg respectively, and plants exhibited similar visible effects to those caused
by Cu. Exposure to 50 uM Zn significantly reduced growth after two days but lower concentrations
had no significant effects. Pb and Cr had no significant effects on growth. However, the authors
noted that the metals concentrations used to reduce growth in seagrass in their study were probably
much higher than those observed in natural or polluted waters.

Macinnis-Ng & Ralph (2002) exposed Zostera capricorni to a range of metals in situ using specialist
field chambers. The plants were dosed with 0.1 and 1 mg/I of each metal for 10 hours and
monitored for a 4-day recovery period. The results varied but Cu and Zn depressed photosynthesis
during the 10-hour exposure period. Those exposed to Zn recovered in 4 days but those exposed to
Cu did not. Cadmium and lead did not affect chlorophyll a fluorescence.

Macinnis-Ng & Ralph (2004a) exposed Zostera capricorni to double pulses of the herbicide Irgarol
1051 and copper in the field using specialist experimental chambers. They examined the effects on
photosynthetic efficiency (quantum yield) and chlorophyll concentration after exposure to 10 hours
of toxicant, followed by 4-day recovery, and then another 10-hour pulse of toxicant. Photosynthesis
in leaf clippings were examined at 2, 10, and 96-hour periods. Marked reduction in photosynthesis
was noted after single pulse of Irgarol at 100 pg/l. However, samples showed some recovery even
after the second dose of Irgarol. Copper (5 mg/l) inhibited photosynthesis during both exposure
periods and caused a decline in chlorophyll concentrations. Samples were able to recover from the
first pulse but not the second due to damage to the PSll apparatus and interference by copper with
enzymes responsible for chlorophyll production. They reported that double pulses of either toxicant
inhibited photosynthesis more than single pulses. They also noted that a single pulse of copper
followed by a recovery period and a pulse of Irgarol was more damaging than Irgarol followed by
copper. But the cumulative effects of copper and Irgarol on chlorophyll concentration were limited
and were similar to control leaves at the end of the experiment (8 days).

Macinnis-Ng & Ralph (2004b) used in situ chambers to examine the effect of copper and zinc
exposure on photosynthesis and chlorophyll concentration in Zostera capricorni, in three sites with
different background levels of metal contamination. Samples were exposed to 0.1 and 1 mg/I Cu or
Zn for 10 hours and photosynthesis was examined at 2, 10, and 96 hours. Photosynthetic efficiency
(quantum yield) in samples from the pristine site was significantly reduced by 1 mg/I Cu after two
and 96 hours while samples from contaminated sites were not significantly different from control
after 96 hours. Chlorophyll concentrations were also significantly reduced in samples from the
pristine site at 1 mg/l. However, Zn had no significant effects on photosynthesis or chlorophyll
concentration at any site. They reported that seagrasses from the pristine site were more sensitive
than those from contaminated sites. However, the tolerance of seagrasses from contaminated sites
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was not explained by background concentrations of metals in sediments or their accumulation in the
leaves or roots of the seagrasses.

Maestrini et al. (2002) examined the effect of 15-day exposure to 1uM mercury (Hg(NOs),) on DNA
in the shoots of Posidonia oceanica under laboratory conditions. The shoots accumulated mercury
during the exposure. They reported that mercury treated shoots lost ca 48% of A-T rich DNA
sequences from their extracted DNA compared to controls. Maestrini et al. (2002) noted that the A-
T rich DNA sequences were probably repetitive DNA in the genome. However, the direct cause or
effects were unclear and no mortality was reported.

Marin-Guirao et al. (2005) compared the metal contaminated Cymodocea nodosa seagrass beds with
uncontaminated reference areas in Mar Menor lagoon, Spain. The seagrass accumulated metals (Zn,
Pb, and Cd) but there were few differences in seagrass metrics between sites. However, there were
differences in the macroinvertebrate community.

Mauro et al. (2013) examined the condition of a Posidonia oceanica bed in a lagoon exposed to
human impacts for ca 40 years. They reported that the bed did not show any sign of regression, and
may have been extending seaward, even though the sediment was contaminated with PAHs and
metals. Mercury and TY-PAHs exceeded ERLs while Cu was close to its ERL.

Mishra et al. (2020) examined the sediment burden and tissue accumulation of heavy metals in two
seagrasses (Posidonia oceanica, Cymodocea nodosa) at six CO, seeps in Italy and Greece. They
reported that seep sites had higher levels of heavy metals than reference sites. Seagrasses had
higher than sediment levels of Zn & Ni in Posidonia and Zn in Cymodocea, especially in roots. Copper
levels were high at one site, at which seagrass was abundant yet showed low levels of copper. At
other sites, the low pH increased the accumulation of heavy metals, e.g. Zn. They concluded that
differences in heavy metal bioavailability and toxicity between sites affected the relative abundance
of seagrasses between those sites.

Mohammadi et al. (2019) examined the effect of copper stress on gene expression (transcriptomics)
in Zostera muelleri exposed to 250 and 500 pg/l copper (CuCl2) for seven days. They mapped the
relative expression of genes and metabolic pathways in response to copper exposure and suggested
potential biomarkers of copper stress in Zostera. No mortality or other sublethal effects were
examined or reported.

Papathanasiou et al. (2015) examined the effect of different irradiance levels, nutrients (phosphate
and nitrate) and copper concentrations on photosynthetic efficiency (effective quantum yield) and
leaf/shoot elongation over eight days in the laboratory in Cymodocea nodosa. Samples were
collected from one area impacted by effluent from wastewater treatment and crude oil
desulphurization plant. Two other sites were chosen for their un-impacted 'good' environmental
status. Quantum yield increased at high nutrient levels (30 uM N-NO* to 2 UM P-PO,*) but was only
significant in samples from oligotrophic sites. Irradiance affected quantum yield irrespective of site
and phosphate concentration but high levels were reported in low light conditions. Quantum yield
was affected in samples from all sites above 1.6 uM Cu but only the highest concentrations (4.7 and
7.9 uM Cu) affected quantum yield significantly. The highest copper concentrations (4.7 and 7.9 uM)
only affected samples from the most contaminated sites significantly. Samples from the
uncontaminated sites tolerated copper exposure.

Prange & Dennison (2000) examined trace metals in five seagrass species from an urban and an
industrial site on the coast of Queensland. They reported that Zostera capricorni leaf and rhizome
tissue has concentrations of metals in the order Fe > Al >Zn > Cr > Cu, but that Al did not seem to
bioaccumulate in the seagrass. They examined exposure of Halophila ovalis, Halophila spinulosa,
Halodule uninervis, Cymodocea serrulata, and Zostera capricorni to 1 mg/l Fe and 1 mg/I Cu (in the
presence of EDTA) for 12 days under laboratory conditions. They measured photosynthetic
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efficiency, amino acid levels, and leaf and rhizome/root metal accumulation. Iron only affected
Halophila spp. while copper affected all the seagrasses examined. The effect of copper varied
between the seagrasses. Halophila spp. showed an increase and decrease in photosynthetic
efficiency, but Halophila serratus also showed premature leaf death within 24 hours and plant death
after 6 days exposure to 1 mg/l Cu. Photosynthetic efficiency in Zostera capricorni decreased but
recovered after transfer to fresh seawater (after 12 days). Copper exposure reduced photosynthetic
efficiency in Halodule uninervis but did not affect Cymodocea serrulata. Zostera capricorni and
Halodule uninervis showed significant declines in amino acid levels on exposure to copper. Prange &
Dennison (2000) noted that toxicity was dependent on the species ability to accumulate or exclude
copper. Zostera capricorni exhibited a 20-fold decrease in amino acids and a significant decrease in
photosynthetic efficiency in response to 1 mg/| copper. Halophila spp. accumulated Cu into tissue
more than the other species but was not affected significantly. Cymodocea serratula was shown to
exclude copper but demonstrated no effect on PSII function and only accumulated copper in the
root/rhizome.

Ralph & Burchett (1998b) examined the effect on Cu, Zn, Cd, and Pb (at 1, 5, or 10 mg/I) on
photosynthesis in Halophila stipulacea under laboratory conditions for 96 hours. Cadmium at all
three concentrations caused a rapid decline in quantum yield in the first hour, stabilized by 48 hours
but declined further after 72 and 96 hours, especially at 10 mg/I. PSll efficiency declined after 72
hours. Cadmium did not affect chlorophyll a:b ratio or total chlorophyll after five hours at all
concentrations but the chlorophyll a:b ratio increased after 5 hours at 10 mg/l. Copper resulted in
leaf loss (premature senescence) after 48 hours at 1 & 5 mg/| so that those experiments were
terminated. Quantum yield declined in all treatments after five hours. Quantum yield declined by
18% and 48% after 96 hours in 5 and 10 mg/| copper respectively. PSIl declined in a similar way but
was less sensitive to copper. Chlorophyll content was similar to controls at 1 and 5 mg/| Cu but
declined significantly in 10 mg/I Cu. Lead exposure had a limited effect on fluorescence with no
significant effects on quantum yield or PSII efficiency. However, photosynthetic pigments were
affected with significantly lower chlorophyll a & b and total concentrations at 10 mg/I Pb. Zinc
significantly reduced fluorescence, especially at 10 mg/l. Quantum yield declined at all
concentrations in one hour, stabilised at five hours, but continued to decline after 24 hours at 5 & 10
mg/l Zn, but showed signs of recovery at 1 mg/I. PSll efficiency was similar but less sensitive.
Chlorophyll a & b and total concentrations were lower at 10 mg/| Zn but significantly lower at 1 & 5
mg/l. Chlorophyll a:b ratios were increased at 5 & 10 mg/| Zn. Ralph & Burchett (1998b) concluded
that all the metals tested exhibited toxicity, which increased with concentration and exposure
duration. Fluorescence (especially quantum yield) was the most sensitive marker. They also noted
that toxicity was linked to uptake and suggested that Cu and Zn exhibited the highest toxicity
because, as essential trace metals, they are activity taken up while Cd and Pb were excluded. They
suggested that the relative toxicity was Cu > Zn >Cd > Pb based on weight or Zn > Cu > Cd > Pb based
on molarity. Nevertheless, Cu was more toxic than Zn based on the lethal response at lower
molarity.

Wahsha et al. (2016) examined the sedimentary concentrations of heavy metals (inc. Cd, Cu, Fe, Mn,
Ni, Pb, Zn) from two areas populated by seagrass beds, one control and one polluted by phosphate
mine wastes in the Gulf of Agaba. They examined the leaf morphology and cell structure of
Halophila stipulacea from each site. They found that leaves from the polluted site exhibited massive
changes in cell organization in the epidermis, mesophyll, and vascular bundles, including swelling of
the outer epidermis, chloroplast degradation, and cell necrosis. They reported that the
morphological changes were correlated with the levels of contamination in the sediment.

Wang et al. (2019) examined the effects of water and sediment parameters on the restoration of
Zostera marina seagrass bed (transplanted seedlings) compared with a natural population. They
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examined water and sediment concentrations of heavy metals, nutrients, organic carbon, and total
petroleum. In the natural population, biomass/shoot and shoot height were not correlated with any
of the parameters measured but shoot density was negatively correlated with Cu®* concentration in
sediment and N/P ration and root:shoot ratios were negatively correlated with As®* concentration in
sediment. Total biomass was significantly positively correlated with nutrient levels ([NO%] & [PO.>])
but negatively correlated with sediment Cu®" and total petroleum levels. In the restored bed
biomass/shoot, total biomass, and N/P ratio was not correlated with any chemical parameter. Shoot
density was negatively correlated with water column total petroleum, but root:shoot ratio was
significantly positively correlated with water column NH* and shoot density with water column total
petroleum and Hg2+ concentration in the sediment. Wang et al. (2019) concluded that both the
natural and restored beds had similar growth characteristics but that differences in chemical
parameters may affect long-term growth and restoration.

Ward (1984) transplanted samples of the mobile fauna of seagrass bed in southern Australia from a
low metal contaminated site to a site subject to heavy metal effluents from a lead smelter. The
fauna were placed in cages and monitored for mortality for three weeks. They reported that the fish
Neodax spp. and isopod Cymodocea longicaudata were acutely affected by Cd, Cu, Pb, or Zn in the
effluent, yet both species are known to occur in the contaminated seagrass beds. A third species,
the fish Helotes sexlineatus was not acutely affected but had previously been found to exhibit a
lower abundance at the contaminated site. Nevertheless, they concluded that the acute toxicity of
metals played a minor role in structuring the seagrass faunal community.

Ward (1987) examined density, standing crop, metals, epibiota, and leaf growth in seagrass
(Posidonia australis) at three sites in Spence Gulf, South Australia. Site A was heavily contaminated
by wastes from a smelter, while sites B and C were eight and 16 km southwest. Density and standing
crop was highest at site C and lowest at site A, although the differences were not always significant.
Site A generally exhibited a lower biomass of epibiota than sites B or C. Metals were concentrated in
leaves in the order Zn >Cd >Mn >Pb. However, the concentrations of Cd, Cu, and Zn in epibiota were
lower than the leaves but Mn and Ni were higher. Growth of leaves (estimated over 10 days) was
lowest at Site A, higher at site B and highest and site C. They suggested that seagrasses were
suitable as sentinel accumulators but that accumulation varied with season. They concluded that
Posidonia australis was not sensitive to heavy metals as it maintained its distribution in highly
contaminated areas with sediment concentrations of Cd, Pb, and Zn of 22, 312 and 1,300 pg/I
respectively. They noted than that Cd and Zn were not toxic to Halodule wrightii (Pulich, 1980).
They also reported that the levels of metals in sediment in their study area were an order of
magnitude lower than those found to reduce growth in Zostera marina (Lyngby & Bix, 1984; Ward et
al., 1984). Note, Ward et al. (1984) is not Ward (1984) and the latter could not be accessed).

7.2.1 Organometals

Organometals were only examined by two articles.

Francois et al. (1989) reported that tributyltin (TBT) was taken up and concentrated by Zostera
marina. The rate of TBT decomposition in the plant was slower than that of dibutyltin, and
monobutyltin was released from the plant. No sublethal effects or mortality was reported.

Levine et al. (1990) examined the accumulation and distribution of C'*-labelled TBT in mesocosms
containing seagrass (Thalassia testudinum). Mesocosms were dosed periodically for 24 hours and
harvested after 3 or 6 weeks. They reported that TBT was rapidly removed from seawater by
sediment and seagrass leaves. Absorption was short-lived and 20-30% of that absorbed remained,
while ca 50% was present as a degradation products. They suggested that seagrass beds could
concentrate TBT and process it to degradation products, but also act as a vector to the food chain.
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e Williams et al. (1994) reported that Zostera marina was known to accumulate TBT but no damage
was observable in the field.

7.2.2 Nanoparticulate metals

Nanoparticulate metals were only examined by one article. Malea et al. (2019) examined the effects of
nanoparticulate Zinc oxide (ZnO NP) on photosynthesis in Cymodocea nodosa in the laboratory.
Preliminary experiments revealed that 1 and 3 mg/l ZnO NP had no effect on PSII function. Therefore,
samples were exposed to 5 and 10 mg/l, which were 7-13 times the levels reported in water
environments. The effects were monitored for 4, 12, 24, 48 and 72 hours and the test solutions and
water changed every 24 hours. PSII function was disturbed after 4 hours and became severe after 12
hours at 10 mg/l ZnO NP. After 24 hours at 10 mg/l the samples showed a hormetic response (signs of
adaptation or acclimation). However, after 48 and 72 hours, the resultant photo-protection was
reduced and energy loss increased. The authors suggest that the effects at 72 hours were due to
increased Zn uptake at 10 mg/l compared to 5 mg/l. No mortality was reported.

7.2.3 Sensitivity assessment - Transitional metals and organometals

Seagrasses were reported to be relatively tolerant of heavy metals contamination, accumulate metals in
their tissues, act as useful bioindicators of heavy metals in the environment, and trap heavy metals in
seagrass bed sediments (Lyngby & Brix, 1984; Ward, 1987; Williams et al., 1994; Davison & Hughes,
1998; Prange & Dennison, 2000; Govers et al., 2014). The tissue accumulation varied between the
heavy metals, season, and species of seagrass tested.

The number of articles that report mortalities due to metal, organometals, and nanoparticulate metals
are summarized in Figure 7.1 and in Table 7.3 below.

Halophila serratus was the only seagrass species reported to exhibit mortality due to exposure to copper
under laboratory conditions (6 days at 1 mg/I Cu) (Prange & Dennison, 2000). The remaining articles
reported ‘toxicity’ in terms of sublethal effects, primarily on photosynthetic efficiency (e.g. effective and
maximum quantum yield, fluorescence, or photosystem Il (PSII) function, photosynthetic pigment ratios,
and growth (e.g. leaf extension). Ralph & Burchett (1998b) suggested that the relative toxicity was Cu
>Zn >Cd > Pb based on weight or Zn >Cu >Cd >Pb based on molarity. Nevertheless, Cu was more toxic
than Zn based on the lethal response at lower molarity. They also suggested that Cu and Zn were the
most toxic as they were essential trace metals in plant metabolism and hence actively taken up, while
Cd and Pb were less toxic as they were excluded. Toxicity increased with exposure time and
concentration but most papers noted that the concentrations studied were higher than those reported
in the environment (e.g. Lyngby & Brix, 1984; Ward, 1987).

There was also some evidence that prior exposure to heavy metals affected the toxic response, for
example, Macinnis-Ng & Ralph (2004b) noted that seagrasses (Zostera capricorni) from their pristine site
were more sensitive than those from contaminated sites.

Few articles examined the effect on seagrass beds and their associated community. The reduction in
photosynthetic efficiency and growth demonstrated in the evidence would be expected the cause stress
on seagrasses and had the potential to cause loss at the population level this was not demonstrated in
the evidence. For example, Marin-Guirao et al. (2005) compared the metal contaminated Cymodocea
nodosa seagrass beds with uncontaminated reference areas in Mar Menor lagoon, Spain and found but
few differences in seagrass metrics between sites. However, there were differences in the
macroinvertebrate community.
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Table 7.3. Summary of count of ranked mortalities to ‘Transitional metals and organometal’
contaminants reported in the evidence review and resultant proposed sensitivity assessments for
seagrass species, with specific reference to Zostera spp. (NS= Not sensitive)

Worst case mortality Assessment

None
Resistance

Group Contaminant Species name

Severe
Significant
Some
Sublethal
Total
Resilience®?
Sensitivity

Metals & compounds

Cadmium Halophila ovalis 1 1 m
Posidonia oceanica 1 1
Zostera capricorni 1 1 m
Chromium Zostera marina 1 1
Copper Cymodocea nodosa 1 1 m
Halophila ovalis 1 1 H
Halophila spinulosa 1 1 ??
Seagrass (var.) 1 1 H
Zostera capricorni 3 3
Zostera marina 2 2 m
Iron Seagrass (var.) 1 1
Lead Halophila ovalis 1 1 H
Zostera capricorni 1 1
Zostera marina 1 1 m
Mercury Posidonia oceanica 1 1
Zostera marina 1 1
Zinc Zostera capricorni 2 2
Zostera marina 2 2
Various Halophila stipulacea 1 1
Posidonia australis 2 2
Posidonia oceanica 1 1
Metals & compounds Total 1 3 23 27
Nanoparticulate metals
Zinc oxide Cymodocea nodosa 1 1
Nanoparticulates Total 1 1
Total 1 3 24 28

Mauro et al. (2013) examined the condition of a Posidonia oceanica bed in a lagoon exposed to human
impacts for ca 40 years and found that the bed did not show any sign of regression, and may have been
extending seaward, even though the sediment was contaminated with PAHs and metals. Wang et al.
(2019) concluded that both the natural and restored Zostera marina beds had similar growth
characteristics but that differences in chemical parameters (metals, petroleum, and nutrients) may
affect long-term growth and restoration. And Ward (1984) concluded that the acute toxicity of metals
played a minor role in structuring the seagrass faunal community.

%2 Resilience for Zostera spp. is assumed to be the same as the biotopes Zmar or Znol or unknown for other seagrasses.
63
See text
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Similarly, Ward (1987) reported that seagrass (Posidonia australis) beds exhibited the lowest density,
standing crop and leaf growth at a site contaminated by smelter effluent in Spence Gulf, South Australia
when compared with sites further away from the effluent discharge. But the differences were not
always significant. Posidonia australis was not sensitive to heavy metals as it maintained its distribution
in highly contaminated areas. Lafratta et al. (2019) also reported Posidonia beds surviving downstream
of smelter effluent in Spence Gulf, South Australia and accumulating heavy metals in the sediment over
a 15-year period.

Therefore, the weight of evidence presented suggests that seagrasses are probably ‘Highly’ resistant
and, hence, ‘Not sensitive’ to heavy metal contamination, especially those concentrations reported in
the environment. Halophila spinulosa is an exception when exposed to high concentrations (1 mg/| for
6 days) of copper. Technically, the response of Halophila spinulosa could be interpreted as the ‘worst-
case’ scenario. But the overall weight of evidence suggests it was an exception, and it is unwise to
extrapolate this to the entire dataset based on one observation in a single study. Nevertheless, studies
of Zostera spp. dominated the evidence review (50% of records) so that the sensitivity assessment is
probably representative of Zostera spp. All the papers examined were of High quality, and ‘High or
Medium’ applicability and all (except one) did not report mortality. Therefore, confidence is assessed as
‘Medium’.

7.3 Seagrasses - Synthetic compounds

The effect of the exposure of seagrass species to synthetics was examined in 23 articles; only one of
which examined pharmaceuticals (the human hormone MCPA) and one examined methanol, as it was
used as the solvent for the herbicides that were the focus of the study (Hershner et al., 1982).
Pesticides were the most studied group (96%) and herbicides the most studied type of contaminant
amongst them (92% of records). The majority of articles reported sublethal effects (78%) or no
mortality (one article) while ‘some’ mortality was reported in one article and ‘severe’ mortality in five
articles (17% of records) (Figure 7.7).

7.3.1 Seagrass - pesticides/biocides

A total of 21 articles examined the effects of pesticides on seagrasses, of which 17 (81%) examined
herbicides, in particular, herbicides that affect the photosystem Il of plants or the Acetyl coenzyme A
carboxylase (ACCase) of grasses. The evidence is summarized below.

e Bester (2000) examined the concentration of several triazine herbicides (Atrazine, Propazine,
Trebutylazine, Prometryn) and their metabolites in sediments along the East Friesian coast of the
Dutch Wadden Sea, and compared their concentrations with the condition (destroyed/total decline;
sparse/diminished or healthy) of the Zostera noltei seagrass beds. Bester (2000) reported that the
condition of the seagrass beds decreased with increasing herbicide concentration (expressed as a
sum of their individual concentrations) and that high concentrations were observed where the
seagrass beds were destroyed. However, further statistical analysis was required to demonstrate a
correlation (Bester, 2000).

e Brackup & Capone (1985) examined the effects of acute doses of environmental pollutants metals
(Ni, Hg, and Pb as chlorides), naphthalene, and pesticides on nitrogen fixation (acetylene reduction)
by bacteria associated with the rhizomes and root of Zostera marina. Ni & Pb resulted in significant
inhibition at 100 ppm, while Hg exhibited inhibition above 10 ppm. Chlordecone (kepone),
naphthalene, Aldicarb, and pentachlorophenol (PCP) resulted in significant inhibition, although PCP
was the strongest effect. Toxaphene had no significant effect. However, the study examined the
effect on nitrogen fixation by bacteria associated with the Zostera and it is unclear how their findings
relate to the sensitivity of Zostera to the tested pollutants.
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Figure 7.7. Count of ranked mortalities due to exposure to ‘synthetic compounds’ in seagrass species.
Mortality is ranked as follows: ‘Severe’ (>75%), ‘Significant’ (25-75%), ‘Some’ (<25%), ‘None’ (no
mortality reported), and ‘Sublethal’ effects. Note some articles are included more than once because
they examined several different combinations of contaminant type and seagrass species.

Carve et al. (2018) examined the effects of the grass (Poaceae) specific herbicide Fusilade Forte
(Fluazifop) used to control Spartina, on Zostera nigricaulis. Fluazifop is an acetyl coenzyme-A
carboxylase (ACCase) inhibitor. Zostera was exposed to 0.01- 10 mg/| Fluazifop under laboratory
conditions for seven days followed by a seven-day recovery period. Zostera nigricaulis was resistant
to its primary mode of action (ACCase inhibition) at 210 mg/| for seven days, but it did demonstrate
significant physiological effects after seven days at 0.1 mg/I, such as a 72% reduction in
photosynthetic pigment concentration and elevated lipid peroxidation.

Chesworth et al. (2004) exposed Zostera marina to two herbicides, used in antifouling paints, under
laboratory conditions. They examined photosynthesis rates and growth rates (as increases in leaf
biomass). Irgarol 1051 was more toxic than Diuron with a LOEC for photosynthesis reduction of 0.5
ug/l and 1.0 pg/l, and an ECsg of 1.1 and 3.2 ug/l respectively. A 40% reduction in photosynthesis
occurred at 25 pg/I Diuron, while 25 pg/I Irgarol resulted in an 80% reduction, although it was not
significantly different from 5 pg/l. The reduction in photosynthesis was most marked at lower
concentrations. Growth was significantly reduced at 1 pg/I Irgarol and 5 pg/I Diuron. The
application of the herbicides as mixtures did not result in significant further reduction in
photosynthesis but the reduction was significant at lower concentrations. However, growth was
further significantly reduced when Irgarol was added to Diuron but only at the lower concentrations.
Overall, the LOEC for the mixtures was reduced to 0.5 pg/l. Chesworth et al. (2004) suggested that
Irgarol was ca 3 times more toxic than Diuron but also noted that its effect plateaued over the 10-
day experiment whereas Diuron did not, suggesting that Diuron was slower acting. They noted that
the LOEC for significant reductions in photosynthesis and growth for both herbicides was 0.5 pg/I,
which is lower than documented environmental levels. They also noted that the herbicides have
environmental half-lives of 100 days, significantly longer than their 10-day study. They suggested
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that Zostera marina in the vicinity of marinas and harbours could experience 50-65% reduction in
photosynthesis and growth if exposed to reported levels of Irgarol and Diuron respectively (based on
levels in Hythe Marina in 2001), more if exposed as mixtures (Chesworth et al., 2004).

Correll & Wu (1982) exposed submerged vascular plants (Zostera marina, Potamogeton pectinatus,
Zannichellia palustris, and Vallisneria americana) to Atrazine in sediment under laboratory
conditions. They reported that photosynthesis was inhibited in Zostera marina and Potamogeton
pectinatus by 650 pg/l Atrazine but stimulated by 75 pg/l. They suggested that sensitivity to
Atrazine in these plants was best determined after long-term exposure of 30-40 days.

Delistraty & Hershner (1984) examined the effect of Atrazine on the biochemistry (AMP, ADP, and
ATP), adenylate energy charge, productivity and mortality in Zostera marina, under laboratory
conditions. They reported that total adenylates were reduced at 10 ppb and 100 ppb after six hours,
while net productivity was reduced at 100 ppb but not 10 ppb. Long-term (21 days) exposure
resulted in growth inhibition at 0.1 - 10 ppb and 50% mortality occurred at 100 ppb and 100%
mortality was observed at 1000 ppb after 21 days.

Diepens et al. (2016) examined the effects of mixtures of herbicides (15% Atrazine, 15% Irgarol, 15%
diuron, and 55% S-metolachlor) at environmentally relevant levels on three biomarkers in Zostera
noltei, photosynthetic efficiency, gluthionone reductase activity and photosynthetic pigment
composition after 6, 24, and 96 hours. Exposure to the herbicide mixtures resulted in a slight but
not significant reduction in glutathione reductase activity. Short-term exposure to the mixtures
significantly affected photosynthetic efficiency and pigment composition, with ca 100% inhibition of
photosynthesis at the two highest concentrations (100 & 1000 pg/l). ECyo and ECsg values decreased
as the duration of exposure increased. Pigment composition was affected after six hours with a
NOEC of 1 pg/l. An ECyp at 2 pg/l was reported for photosynthetic efficiency. They concluded that
there were no potential short-term impacts of the mixtures studied along the French Atlantic coast
but noted that chronic effects at low concentrations of pesticides were likely to reduce the resilience
of seagrass beds to other pressures.

Flores et al. (2013) examined the effect of four herbicides (Diuron, Tebuthiuron, Atrazine, and
Hexazione) on photosynthetic efficiency in four species of Australian seagrasses, inc. Zostera
muelleri. Photosystem Il (PSIl) inhibition was measured. The time taken to for exposure to each
herbicide to reach maximum inhibition (90%) was estimated in 24-hour experiments. Subsequent
dose response experiments were based on 72-hour experiments to determine I1Cyg, 1Cy9, and ICsg
values for the four herbicides in Zostera muelleri and Halodule uninervis. All four herbicides caused
90% inhibition within four hours although the response rate to Hexazione was slower. Diuron was
the most potent inhibitor of photosynthesis. Inhibition of PSIl would eventually result in starvation
in the affected plants. However, no significant reduction in growth rate was observed, probably due
to the short duration of the study (Flores et al., 2013). The authors noted that Diuron and
Tebuthiuron inhibited photosynthesis by 20% and Atrazine and Hexazione by 10% at concentrations
below those set for environmental protection in the Great Barrier Reef management plan (GBRMPA
2010; Flores et al., 2013).

Gao et al. (2011) examined the effect of Atrazine on seedlings and adult plants for four weeks under
controlled conditions in outside aquaria. That reported that Atrazine significantly reduced plant
fresh weight and chlorophyll concentration at 10 pg/l and resulted in 86.67% mortality at 100 pg/I.
Mortality occurred in the controls (ca 9%) and at 1 pg/l (ca 15%) and 10 pg/| (ca 48%) but was only
significant at 100 pg/| (ca 86%). All concentrations of Atrazine (2, 4, 8, 16, 32, 64 pg/l) significantly
depressed photosynthesis within two hours in short-term experiments, and remained depressed at a
lower level in adult plants. They concluded that Atrazine was more toxic to seedlings than to adults.
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Haynes et al. (2000) examined the effect of Diuron on photosynthesis in three Australian seagrass
species, including Zostera capricorni, in five-day exposure studies. Exposure to 10 and 100 pg/I
Diuron inhibited photosynthesis within two hours of exposure in all three species. Photosynthesis
was significantly depressed after five days exposure to all concentrations of Diuron (0.1-100 pg/l) in
Halodule ovalis and Zostera capricorni but only at the higher concentrations (10-100 pg/l) in
Cymodocea serratula. Exposure to 10 and 100 pg/! inhibited photosynthesis by 50-75% in all three
species and exposure to 0.1 and 1 pg/l inhibited photosynthesis by 10 and 30% in Halodule ovalis
and Zostera capricorni respectively after five days. Inhibition remained after five days recovery from
exposure to 10 and 100 pg/I Diuron (Haynes et al., 2000).

Hershner et al. (1982) studied the effects of Atrazine on Zostera marina in the Virginia waters of
Chesapeake Bay, USA, using a mixture of field survey, in situ and greenhouse studies. They reported
that field exposure was less than 1 ppb Atrazine and even in worst-case situation exposure to >1 ppb
was short-term (1 week or less). Field experiments showed that 1000 ppb Atrazine reduced
productivity in Zostera (measured as oxygen production) but that 100 ppb or less did not provide
statistically significant results. Long-term exposure to Atrazine (21 days) in greenhouse experiments
resulted in morphological effects at >60 ppb but, again, there was considerable variation between
treatments. Short-term (six hours) Atrazine exposure reduced adenylate concentrations but 21 days
exposure to 0.1, 1, and 10 ppb resulted in sublethal stress (change in adenylate concentrations).
They suggested that Zostera could withstand >21 days exposure to low concentrations of Atrazine
(210 ppb) but higher levels (100 & 1000 ppb) caused physiological changes.

Macinnis & Ralph (2003) examined the effect of photosynthesis efficiency in Zostera capricorni
exposed to three herbicides (Atrazine, Diuron, Irgarol) under controlled conditions in the laboratory
and in the field. Photosynthesis was severely impacted by all three herbicides in the laboratory after
10 hours at both of the concentrations studied (10 and 100 pg/l), and most treatments did not
recover after four days. In the field, Diuron and Irgarol severely affected photosynthesis whereas
samples recovered completely from Atrazine exposure at the same concentrations.

Major et al. (2004) examined the effects of a herbicide (isopropylamine salt or Glyphosphate) used
to control Spartina on Zostera japonica in Willapa Bay, Washington, USA. Spartina clones were
treated with mowing and single hand-spray application of herbicide, another two hectares were
treated from the air, and the effect on Zostera shoot density and abundance adjacent to the treated
areas monitored for one year. They reported that single hand spraying of Spartina did not affect
Zostera at two sites and at the third site, shoot densities were consistent across the treatments.
Aerial spraying reduced shoot density and percentage cover at two of three distances from
treatment but that the reductions were greater in controls. They concluded that the potential
threat to Zostera from Spartina itself was greater than that from the control measures.

Negri et al. (2015) exposed seagrasses (Halodule uninervis and Zostera muelleri) to 0.3-7.2 pg/|
Diuron, in a flow through system, for 79 days followed by a 14-day recovery period in
uncontaminated water. They examined the effects on photosynthesis, PSII function, carbon
assimilation, energy reserves, and growth. Photosynthetic efficiency was significantly inhibited and
PSII was inactivated in both species at 0.3 pg/l Diuron during the 11-week exposure. No significant
effect on total chlorophylls was observed. However, significant mortality and reductions in growth
were only observed at 7.2 pg/l Diuron. However, there was significant reduction chlorophyll a:b
ratios in both species: 12% at 1.7 ug/l and 19% at 7.2 pg/l in Halodule uninervis, and 10% at 7.2 pg/|
in Zostera muelleri. Growth was reduced by 22% in Halodule uninervis and 23% in Zostera muelleri
after 11 weeks at 7.2 pg/l Diuron but was not significantly different from controls after the 2-week
recovery period. Shoot mortality was highly variable but Negri et al. (2015) noted a 22% reduction in
shoots of Halodule uninervis at 7.2 pg/| for 11 weeks and 33% in Zostera muelleri at 1.7 pg/| for 11
weeks. Negri et al. (2015) reported that the health of the seagrasses was significantly impaired after
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prolonged exposure to lower concentrations. They noted that carbon assimilation was reduced (C:N
ratio dropped at 0.6 ug/! Diuron, and delta C** was reduced in leaves at 1.7 g/l Diuron) and energy
reserves (as starch) were approx. halved at and above 1.7 pg/l Diuron. Photosynthetic capability
recovered after two weeks, except in samples from the highest concentration (7.2 pg/l) that
exhibited chronic damage to PSIl. They concluded that, although seagrasses may survive prolonged
exposure to Diuron, exposure to 20.6 ug/l Diuron resulted in impacts to their energetic status that
could increase their vulnerability to other stressors.

Nielsen & Dahllof (2007) examined the effects of two pesticides (Glyphosphate and Bentazone) and
the artificial auxin hormone MCPA on Zostera marina under controlled conditions. Glyphosphate
had no significant effect on relative growth (length) or chlorophyll a:b ratios between 0.1 - 100 uM
after three days but 10 uM (neither higher nor lower) did significantly stimulate growth by weight.
Bentozone significantly reduced growth by weight at 10 uM, reduced chlorophyll a:b ratio above 0.1
UM, and reduced the RNA:DNA ratio at 10 uM. No significant effects for MCPA were observed. Two
experimental mixtures of all three substances significantly reduced growth (by 57-65%) relative to
control and strongly reduced both chlorophyll a:b and RNA:DNA ratios. Nielsen & Dahllof (2007)
concluded that the herbicides and MCPA affected Zostera but that the effect of mixtures was
greater, as mixtures reduced all the measured end points by nearly 50% of the controls.

Patten (2003) examined the effect of herbicides (Imazapyr and Glyphosphate) on Zostera japonica in
the field. Direct spraying of dry plants resulted in mortality. Imazapyr had the greatest impact with
a reduction in cover of ca 0-98% after spraying with 0.84 or 1.68 ae kg/ha on a dry canopy (at sites
higher on the shore), while Glyphosphate caused a 0-72% reduction in cover after spraying with 3.63
or 14.4 ae kg/ha. Plants were sprayed with 7.5 ae kg/ha Glyphosphate or 1.68 Imazapyr ae kg/ha in
separate plots in separate experiments. However, the herbicides had no observable effect on cover
when sprayed onto wet seagrass plants and the seagrass had recovered cover within 12 months.
The author concluded that the potential effect of over spraying herbicides (used in the treatment of
Spartina) on Zostera japonica was minor and short-term (Patten, 2003).

Scarlett et al. (1999) examined the effect of the pesticide Irgarol 1051 on the growth rate and
photosystem Il synthetic efficiency in Zostera marina in laboratory conditions. Zostera was exposed
to concentrations of Irgarol 1051 from 0 to 25 pug/dm?®. A comparison of leaf specific biomass ratios
were used to assess the growth rate. A significant reduction in growth rate was found in specimens
exposed to concentrations of Irgarol 1051 equal to equal to or above 10 ug/dm3. The dry leaf ECsg
value was interpolated to be 1.1 ug/dms. Fluorescence induction kinetics was used to assess
photosynthetic efficiency, which was significantly reduced by about 10% at 0.18 ug/dm3with a 10-
day ECs value of 2.5 ug/dm3 and a 36-day ECsg value of 0.2 ug/dms. Scarlet et al. (1999) concluded
the loss of the photosynthetic efficiency could potentially lead to an energetic cost for the plants
ability to cope with other stressors with plants situated close to marinas or in areas of high boat
density leading to higher concentrations of Irgarol 1051 due to have the be the most affected. In
areas with constant high exposure to Irgarol 1051, Zostera beds are likely to become damaged and
cause stress in plants.

Schwarzschild et al. (1994) examined the effect of Atrazine on Zostera marina via root/rhizome
exposure in the laboratory. No significant effects on chlorophyll content, growth, or mortality were
reported at Atrazine concentrations of 0-2.5 mg/| for 40 days. Concentrations were increased but no
significant effects were seen on growth in rhizomes/roots at 7.5 mg/I after 15 days. But in static
whole plant experiments, no new growth was observed >1.9 mg/| after 10 days. They reported, but
did not specify, mortality in whole plants at 21.9 mg/| Atrazine. They concluded that Zostera marina
was not susceptible to groundwater exposure to Atrazine and that Atrazine was not responsible for
the declines of seagrass seen in Chesapeake Bay. They noted that the concentrations used in their
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experiments were much higher than those likely to be found in the environment and that Zostera
leaves/shoot were more susceptible to Atrazine than its rhizomes/roots.

e Wilkinson et al. (2015) examined the effect of 10 photosystem Il (PSIl) inhibiting herbicides
individually and in mixtures on Halophila ovalis under laboratory conditions. They determined the
acute toxicity of the herbicides (Diuron, Fluometron, Tebuthiuron, Atrazine, Ametryn, Metribuzin,
Simazine, Prometryn, Bromacil, and Hexazinone) and mixtures (50:50 v/v Atrazine/Diuron; 10%v/v
all ten herbicides) based on the inhibition of photosynthesis after exposure to 0-1000 pg/| for 24
and/or 48 hours. The herbicides showed a range of toxicities and inhibited photosynthesis by 50% at
concentrations between 3.5 pg/l (Ametryn) and 132 pg/I (Fluometuron). After 24 hours, Diuron was
the most potent and Fluometron the least. Maximum inhibition of PSIl was reached within 24 hours
except for Ametryn, Metribuzin, Prometryn, and Hexazinone, which took 48 hours to reach
maximum inhibition. Binary mixtures of Atrazine and Diuron and mixtures of all 10 herbicides tested
were largely additive in effect. They noted that inhibition of photosynthesis efficiency in turn led to
reduced growth and mortality in seagrass. They concluded that low concentrations of PSlI
herbicides had the potential to affect ecologically relevant end points in seagrass.

7.3.2 Seagrass - pharmaceuticals

Only one paper (Nielsen & Dahllof, 2007 above) reported on the effects of a pharmaceutical on
seagrasses, the artificial auxin hormone MCPA on Zostera marina. No significant effects for MCPA were
observed.

7.3.3 Seagrass - other synthetics

Jebara et al. (2021) examined the concentrations of phthalate plasticizers (PAEs) and non-phthalate
plasticizers (NPPs) in the water, sediment, seagrass and fish along the Tunisian coast. NPPs were more
abundant than PAEs with DEHP and DEHT the most common. Sediment was more contaminated than
water. Seagrass accumulated the plasticizers (DEHT =9.11 and 23.2 ug/g and DEHP = 0.762 and 1.77
ug/g). Posidonia oceanica and the fish Sparus aurata had a low capability to accumulate plasticizers.
The highest concentration was close to human sources, depending on coastal currents and varied with
season due to runoff. The study focused on bioaccumulation and no mortality was observed or
examined.

7.3.4 Seagrasses - inorganic chemicals

Portillo et al. (2014) examined the effects of sodium metabisulphite (SMBS), used to disinfect reverse
osmosis systems, in the hypersaline effluent of a desalination plant in the Canary Islands on the adjacent
Cymodocea nodosa seagrass bed. They examined the dispersal in the field and the effects in the
laboratory. Seedlings reared in the lab were exposed to 0 or 100 ppm SMBS at normal (36 psu) and
hypersaline (39 psu) conditions in 40 min pulses, once a week for 25 days. The increase in salinity did
not significantly affect seedling survival. However, SMBS exposure significantly affected seedling
survival and numbers decreased by 9-13%. SMBS also had a major effect on leaf elongation rates and
proportion of necrotic leaf surface, accounting for 63-67% of total variance. Increased salinity
significantly reduced leaf elongation rates (7.3%) and increased necrotic tissue (38.9%), while SMBS
treatments consistently reduced leaf elongation rates (11-15%) and increased necrotic tissue (38-56%).
Total mean surface area of shoots was 13.6% lower at 36.8 psu than 39 psu. SMBS caused a significant
(22.7%) decrease in mean total leaf surface area at 36.8 psu with no additive difference at 39 psu.
Portillo et al. (2014) concluded that the 39 psu salinity explained the exclusion of seagrass from the
vicinity of the brine discharge in the field as Cymodocea nodosa was limited by the 39 psu isoline. They
also concluded that exposure to SMBS effected significantly the survival and vitality of seagrass
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seedlings, probably as SMBS reduces the pH and dissolved oxygen concentration of the water column,
and that its effect was greater under hypersaline conditions.

7.3.5 Sensitivity assessment - Synthetic compounds

The effects of herbicides were examined in 92% of the results in the evidence review of pesticides and
the antifoulant (pesticide) Irgarol was examined in the remaining 8% of results. The number of articles
that report mortalities due to synthetic contaminants are summarized in Figure 7.7 and in Table 7.4
below.

Table 7.4. Summary of count of ranked mortalities to synthetic contaminants reported in the evidence
review and resultant proposed sensitivity assessments for seagrass species, with specific reference to
Zostera spp. (N= None, VL= Very low, L= Low, M= Medium, High = High, and NS= Not sensitive).

Count of Worst case mortality Worst case mortality Assessments
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Herbicide Halodule uninervis 1 1 M 7 M
Halophila ovalis 18 18
Zostera capricorni 4 4
Zostera japonica 2 1 3
Zostera marina 5 8
Zostera muelleri 6 6
Zostera nigricaulis 1 1
Zostera noltei 1 5
Herbicide total 8 1 1 33 43
Antifoulants Zostera capricorni 2 2
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* Resilience is based on that of Zmar or Znol biotopes for Zostera marina and Zostera noltei respectively. The resilience of
other Zostera spp. is assumed to be the same as Zmar for assessment purposes. Resilience is unknown for other seagrass
genera (??), in which case the worst-case sensitivity is presented.
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Herbicides are released into the water column via spraying and via runoff from agriculture or land
management. In a couple of studies (Patten, 2003, Major et al., 2004) the articles examined the effect
of herbicides used to control Spartina in the past. Both studies concluded that the effect of the
herbicide was limited and the potential effect of Spartina on seagrass beds was worse.

It is not surprising that most papers examined the effects of herbicides on photosynthesis and, hence,
growth in seagrasses, as many herbicides specifically target the PSII of plants. The effects varied with
concentration, duration of exposure, type of herbicide, seagrass species and mode of application.
Nevertheless, 76% of the reported effects were sublethal, ‘some’ mortality was only reported in a single
article and ‘severe’ mortality in seven articles (18% of reported effects). Therefore, the resistance to
herbicides is probably ‘None’ based on the examples of ‘severe’ mortality reported in the evidence
review. Hence, an overall sensitivity of ‘High’ is suggested for herbicides and pesticides in general. In
addition, 72% of the reported effects of herbicides examined Zostera spp. and all the ‘severe’” mortality
results were from studies of Zostera spp. Therefore, the assessment is probably made with ‘High’
confidence.

This assessment agrees with Bester (2000) who reported high concentrations of pesticides in areas of
the German Bight where seagrass beds had been destroyed, with the caveat that further experimental
evidence was required, and that other contaminants might have been involved. However, several
authors suggested that the sublethal effects on photosynthesis and growth would probably render the
seagrass vulnerable to other adverse effects.

The remaining evidence on the effect of pharmaceuticals, and other synthetics was each limited to a
single article in the review. Zostera marina was reported to be not affected by exposure to methanol
but only as a control in a study on the effects of herbicides (Hershner et al., 1982). The pharmaceutical
study did not report any effect of the artificial auxin hormone on Zostera marina. However, no evidence
on the effect of human pharmaceuticals or maricultural or agricultural chemotherapeutics was found.
Therefore, Zostera marina is probably ‘Not sensitive’ to these contaminants but with ‘Low’ confidence
due to the limited evidence recovered.

The one remaining study (Portillo et al., 2014) examined the effect of a disinfectant (SMBS) in effluent
for a desalination plant on Cymodocea nodosa seagrass bed. They also concluded that exposure to
SMBS effected significantly the survival and vitality of seagrass seedlings, probably as SMBS reduces the
pH and dissolved oxygen concentration of the water column, and that its effect was greater under
hypersaline conditions. But it was the hypersaline conditions (39 psu) that excluded the seagrass from
the vicinity of the discharge.

Overall, resistance to the effect of ‘synthetics’ contaminants on Zostera spp. is assessed as ‘None’ so
that Zostera spp. beds (Zmar and Znol) are assessed as ‘High’ sensitivity, although the weight of
evidence is based on the effect of pesticides and, in particular, herbicides. The evidence on other types
of synthetic contaminants is limited so that overall confidence is assessed as ‘Medium’.
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8 Discussion

The report outlines the process behind the development of an approach to assess the resistance (and
hence sensitivity) of marine species and habitats to the ‘contaminants’ pressures, and its subsequent
application to a number of test species indicative of the sensitivity of marine habitats. The species
chosen were Mytilus spp. for blue mussel beds’ and Zostera spp. for seagrass beds.

8.1 Literature review

The scale of the literature review is potentially huge and, therefore, time consuming, especially for
‘sentinel’ species and well studied groups. Collins et al. (2015) suggest that one REA could take 5-8
months and cost £20-50K but that assumes a tightly focused REA with a one ‘review question’.
However, the scope of the contaminants project is much larger as we plan to examine the effects of
multiple types of contaminants on many species in many habitats.

1. At present, the scope includes ca 600 different chemicals across four pressures and ca 20+ groups of
contaminants and ca 80+ different species indicative of the sensitivity of benthic marine habitats (ca
390+ biotopes) from all the major groups (Order, Class, Phylum) of marine benthic invertebrates,
macroalgae, and flowering plants.

2. The literature search strategy was effective and returned numerous ‘hits’. We are reasonably
confident that we found most of the literature relevant to the effects of contaminants of the species
examined. However, several articles were not accessible in the time available, and only articles
available in English (inc. those translated into English) were examined.

3. In Phase 2, the initial screening (stage 1) took one person ca 8 days to complete, and stage 2
screening took two people ca 2 weeks to complete and the evidence summary took two persons ca
one month to complete not including writing up the sensitivity assessment. The REA protocol was
simplified and detailed record of the Stage 2 screening removed to save time based on our
experience in Phase2.

4. The review was further focused and evidence on bioindicators and bioaccumulation excluded. The
majority of papers on bioaccumulation focused on the use of the relevant species as a bioindicator
and little, if any, information on the effect of the accumulated chemicals on the species was given.

5. Nevertheless, Phase 3 took another five months of staff time, between two staff, to complete for
both the remaining pressures for Mytilus and reviews the effects of contaminants on seagrasses.
The time constraints rest with the number of articles that need to be obtained, checked, evidence
recorded and summarized.

6. Both Mytilus spp. and Zostera spp. were well studied examples. In Mytilus spp., the search strategy
and inclusion/exclusion criteria were applied strictly to minimize the number of papers reviewed. In
Zostera spp., other seagrass species were included to ensure a good coverage of contaminant types.

7. Phase 2 demonstrated that the search strategy would need to be modified to depending on the
species or species group of interest. For example, little information was found on ‘sea pens’ in the
initial search and the search would need to be expanded to Anthozoa or Cnidaria. Similarly, the
search for Neopentadactlya and Tubularia would need to include Echinodermata and Hydrozoa
respectively.

8. However, it remains difficult to predict how many of the articles returned by the search strings
(Appendix 2) will be directly relevant to the ‘review question’ until the screening exercise is
completed.
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Recommendations

9.

10.

11.

12.

The literature search strategy needs to be tailored to the taxonomic group or species of interest.

Commercial and other well studied species should be researched separately. However, it may also
be practical and cost/time effective to research entire taxonomic groups, for example, sea urchins,
crinoids, isopods, amphipods, crabs, oysters, scallops, Anthozoa, and Hydrozoa (as suggested by

section 3.8). However, it would not be possible to assess sensitivity until the group was completed.

Alternatively, the literature search (and hence evidence review) could focus on species specific to a
priority list of habitats, for example, biogenic habitats (e.g. horse mussel beds, blue mussel beds,
flame shell beds, serpulid reefs, Leptometra aggregations, seagrass etc.). This approach would allow
sensitivity assessment to be made on a piecemeal basis but risk missing evidence from other
taxonomic groups that may modify the assessments.

Alternatively, the literature search (and hence evidence review) could focus on one or two dominant
taxonomic groups within priority habitats, e.g. bivalves or polychaetes that dominate many
sedimentary habitats.

8.2 The Rapid Evidence Assessment (REA) protocol and its application

The REA approach is more transparent and systematic but requires more staff time to complete that the
current MarESA sensitivity assessments. The inclusion/exclusion criteria were focused on the
information required to assess ‘review question’, ‘resistance’ and, hence, sensitivity.

13.

14.

15

16.

17.

The REA approach provided a transparent documentation of the literature review process and
allowed us to provide a detailed overview of the evidence extracted and, potentially, to compare
studies. However, the detailed audit trail is a time-constraint (as above).

The evidence summaries (spreadsheets) record information on the study types, experimental
approach, exposure concentrations, and resultant ‘end points’, where available. The summaries also
include a narrative to capture more information and any relevant conclusions. The narrative also
captures information from field observations, the effects of incidental spills and from review articles.
Lastly, the evidence summaries record the ‘ranked mortalities’ and ‘worst-case ranked mortalities’
used in resistance assessment.

. There is considerable variation in experimental design between the studies, so that it is difficult to

compare the ‘end points’ (for example, EC/LCses) for any one chemical between or within the species
examined. Therefore, it is difficult to ‘rank’ the toxicity of any chemical in the species examined.
However, the detail recorded on toxicology may be useful to compare with pollution incidents or
proposed effluent releases.

Surprisingly few articles examined the effect of the contaminant in the field at the population level.
For example, numerous articles investigated the effects of herbicides on seagrasses and implied that
reduced photosynthesis and growth could impair their survival in the field but did not examine
population effects further. Similarly, in Mytilus spp., many articles described sublethal effects,
without any evidence of effects on the population.

A meta-analysis or statistical analysis (e.g. SSD) of the evidence gathered to date has not been
attempted. This would require further work.

Recommendations

18.

We suggest that a meta-analysis could be an important addition, and allow us to ‘rank’ species and
taxonomic groups using statistical techniques if the evidence allows, for example SSDs. However,
such ranking would not be possible until the evidence review was completed for the majority of
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biotopes so that biotopes could not be assessed piecemeal, i.e. in small groups but would need to be
assessed together at the end of the review

Nevertheless, the detailed meta-data on the evidence reviewed may be powerful addition to the
process and allow subsequent meta-analysis and a more defensible ranking of relative sensitivity of
marine benthic species to chemical contamination.

We also suggest that the ‘evidence summaries’ could be provided as an additional online dataset on
the effects of contaminants on marine species and habitats.

8.3 Sensitivity assessment

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

Phase 1 concluded that it was difficult to see how a quantified value or scenario would function as a
quantified benchmark for sensitivity assessment. The mechanisms whereby any individual species is
exposed to any individual chemical is complex, and varies depending on the behaviour of chemicals
in the environment, their mode of action and toxicity, as well as the nature of the receiving
environment as explained above.

The ‘weight of evidence’ approach was used to assess sensitivity of Mytilus spp. and seagrasses to
the contaminant pressures. Several assessments are given, for individual containment groups, for
example, oil spills, oils, PAHs, transitional metals, organometals, pesticides/biocides, or
pharmaceuticals. An overall assessment is also provided for each pressure.

The resistance assessments are based on the ‘worst-case’ ‘ranked mortality’ for each chemical
examined in each article reviewed. That is, if exposure to hydrocarbons was reported to result in
‘severe’ mortality then resistance is assessed as ‘None’, if ‘significant’ mortality was reported then
resistance is assessed as ‘Low’ and so on using the standard MarESA ‘resistance’ scale.

It should be noted that an LCs is equivalent to a report of ‘significant’ mortality. In a few studies, it
might be possible to extract and NR-ZERO or NR-LETH (100% mortality) from the graphs presented
but this is time-consuming and possibly inaccurate (or at least imprecise).

In undertaking the resistance assessment priority was given to studies that reported mortality (or
survival), or reproductive or physiological effects (e.g. SFG, condition indices) that could result in
population level effects. Studies that only focused on sub-lethal effects were not discussed.

The summary narratives for each article and the resultant resistance/sensitivity assessments are in
standard MarESA style, that is, a summary of the evidence used and summary sensitivity
assessments. However, the content varies depending on the number of articles that needed to be
reviewed. For example, the narratives used in the Mytilus ‘transitional metals’ section are short
because on the large number of studies examined.

Reporting of the ‘worst-case’ sensitivity may exaggerate species (and hence habitat) sensitivity
without context. This is because acute toxicity may result from exposure to high concentrations of a
contaminant in a laboratory that may itself not represent concentrations likely to occur in the
environment, although spills may be an exception. However, reporting the ‘worst-case’ scenario
probably remains the most ‘transparent’ and ‘non-biased’ approach.

The summary tables of resistance and sensitivity provided in each of the evidence reviews
demonstrate the variation in potential sensitivity between different types of contaminant and/or
species. For example, Zostera spp. appeared to be amongst the least sensitive species of seagrass to
the effects of oil spills and oils, in the absence of dispersants. Similarly, the larval and
developmental stages of Mytilus spp. were, in general, more sensitive to contaminants than adults
and juveniles.
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29. The summary tables also suggest that a single overall sensitivity assessment for any single
contaminant pressure may obscure the range of sensitivities revealed in the evidence review.

30. Each sensitivity assessment also includes a confidence score but it is based on expert judgment
rather than the standard MarESA approach. Each article included in the evidence review is scored
on its ‘Quality’ and ‘Applicability’ to the study in the evidence summaries. The majority of articles
were of ‘High’ and the remainder of ‘Medium’ quality. Similarly, all articles included in the study
were directly applicable (High or Medium applicability) as any other studies were excluded at the
Screening stage. Therefore, the overall confidence in the final assessments was based on ‘expert
judgement’, itself based on the number of articles that agreed on the effects observed or reported in
the evidence review.

Recommendations

31. The content of the summary narrative should be standardised.

32. The ‘worst-case’ ranked mortality is a transparent approach, to identify the potential effect of a
pressure on a marine habitat or species. However, we should ensure that range of sensitivities
exhibited by different species to different chemicals is also presented.

33. A standardised method to score the confidence in the overall sensitivity assessment requires further
work.

HTW, EW, MIM, KAL 2022-06-07

144



Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)
9 Bibliography

9.1 General

API (American Petroleum Institute), 2014. Guidelines for Qil Spill Response Training and Exercise
Programs. Guidance for Spill Management Teams and Qil Spill Responders. APl Technical Report
1159, July 2014, 204 pp.

Baker, J.M., Spalding, M. & Moore, J., 1995. Sensitivity mapping worldwide: harmonization and the
needs of different user groups. International Oil Spill Conference Proceedings, 1195(1), pp 77-81.

Balaam, J.L., Chan-Man, Y., Roberts, P.H. & Thomas, K.V., 2009. Identification of nonregulated pollutants
in north sea-produced water discharges. Environmental Toxicology and Chemistry, 28 (6), 1159-1167.
DOI https://doi.org/10.1897/08-488.1

BEEMS (British Energy Estuarine & Marine Studies) 2011. Methodology for the measurement of plumes.
Scientific Advisory Report Series, 2010, no. 007, 160 pp.

Cedre, 2021. Cedre Spill Guide. Database of spill incidents and threats in waters around the world. [on-
line]. Brest, France: Cedre. 2021 [cited 2021-01-05]. Available from:
https://wwz.cedre.fr/en/Resources/Spills

Coady, K., Browne, P., Embry, M., Hill, T., Leinala, E., Steeger, T., Maslankiewicz, L. & Hutchinson, T.,
2019. When Are Adverse Outcome Pathways and Associated Assays “Fit for Purpose” for Regulatory
Decision-Making and Management of Chemicals? Integrated Environmental Assessment and
Management, 15 (4), 633-647. DOI https://doi.org/10.1002/ieam.4153

Collins, A., Coughlin, D., Miller, J. & Kirk, S., 2015. The production of quick scoping reviews and rapid
evidence assessments: A how to guide. Defra, London, 63 pp. Available from
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment data/file
/560521/Production of quick scoping reviews and rapid evidence assessments.pdf

Collier, Z.A., Gust, K.A., Gonzalez-Morales, B., Gong, P., Wilbanks, M.S., Linkov, |. & Perkins, E.J., 2016. A
weight of evidence assessment approach for adverse outcome pathways. Regulatory Toxicology and
Pharmacology, 75, 46-57. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yrtph.2015.12.014

Connor, D.W., Allen, J.H., Golding, N., Howell, K.L., Lieberknecht, L.M., Northen, K.O. & Reker, J.B., 2004.
The Marine Habitat Classification for Britain and Ireland. Version 04.05. ISBN 1 861 07561 8. In JNCC
(2015), The Marine Habitat Classification for Britain and Ireland Version 15.03. [2019-07-24]. Joint
Nature Conservation Committee, Peterborough. Available from https://mhc.jncc.gov.uk/

Cunha, I., Moreira, S. & Santos, M.M., 2015. Review on hazardous and noxious substances (HNS)
involved in marine spill incidents—An online database. Journal of Hazardous Materials, 285, 509-516.
DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2014.11.005

de Zwart, D., 2005. Ecological effects of pesticide use in the Netherlands: Modelled and observed effects
in the field ditch. Integrated Environmental Assessment and Management, 1 (2), 123-134. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1897/IEAM 2004-015.1

de Zwart, D., Posthuma, L., Gevrey, M., von der Ohe, P.C. & Deckere, d.E., 2009. Diagnosis of ecosystem
impairment in a multiple-stress context—how to formulate effective river basin management plans.
Integrated Environmental Assessment and Management, 5 (1), 38-49. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1897/IEAM 2008-030.1

EA (Environment Agency), 2016. Incidents and their classification: the Common Incident Classification
Scheme (CICS). Environment Agency, 76 pp.

145


https://doi.org/10.1897/08-488.1
https://doi.org/10.1002/ieam.4153
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/560521/Production_of_quick_scoping_reviews_and_rapid_evidence_assessments.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/560521/Production_of_quick_scoping_reviews_and_rapid_evidence_assessments.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yrtph.2015.12.014
https://mhc.jncc.gov.uk/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2014.11.005
https://doi.org/10.1897/IEAM_2004-015.1
https://doi.org/10.1897/IEAM_2008-030.1

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

EMSA (European Maritime Safety Agency), 2013. Inventory of EU Member States’ Policies and
Operational Response Capacities for Hazardous and Noxious Substances Marine Pollution 2013.
EMSA (European Maritime Safety Agency), Lisboa, Portugal, 96 pp. Available from
http://www.emsa.europa.eu/opr-documents/opr-inventories.html

European Commission, 2010. Technical Background Document on Identification of Mixing Zones
pursuant to Article 4(4) of the EQS Directive (2008/105/EC). Available from:
https://circabc.europa.eu/sd/a/78ce94bb-6f1c-4379-87ac-
88a18967c4c3/Technical%20Background%20Document%200n%20the%20Identification%200f%20Mi
xing%20Zones.doc

Garrard, S.L. & Tyler-Walters, H., 2020. Habitat (biotope) sensitivity assessments for climate change
pressures. Report from the Marine Life Information Network (MarLIN), to Dept. for Environment,
Food and Rural Affairs (Defra) & Joint Nature Conservation Committee (JNCC). Marine Biological
Association of the United Kingdom, Plymouth, 21 pp. [View report]

GESAMP, 2019. GESAMP Hazard evaluation procedure for chemicals carried by ships. GESAMP Working
Group 1, International Maritime Organization, London, Reports and Studies 102, 97 pp. Available
from http://www.imo.org/en/ourwork/environment/pages/gesamp.aspx

Gunnarsson, L., Jauhiainen, A., Kristiansson, E., Nerman, O. & Larsson, D.G.J., 2008. Evolutionary
Conservation of Human Drug Targets in Organisms used for Environmental Risk Assessments.
Environmental Science & Technology, 42 (15), 5807-5813. DOI https://doi.org/10.1021/es8005173

Gunnarsson, L., Snape, J.R., Verbruggen, B., Owen, S.F., Kristiansson, E., Margiotta-Casaluci, L.,
Osterlund, T., Hutchinson, K., Leverett, D., Marks, B. & Tyler, C.R., 2019. Pharmacology beyond the
patient — The environmental risks of human drugs. Environment International, 129, 320-332. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2019.04.075

Hutchinson, T.H., Lyons, B.P., Thain, J.E. & Law, R.J., 2013. Evaluating legacy contaminants and emerging
chemicals in marine environments using adverse outcome pathways and biological effects-directed
analysis. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 74 (2), 517-525. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2013.06.012

IPIECA, 2015. Tiered preparedness and response. Good practice guidelines for using the tiered
preparedness and response framework. IOGP Report 526, 44 pp.

JNCC, 2015. The Marine Habitat Classification for Britain and Ireland Version 15.03. (20/05/2015).
Available from https://mhc.jncc.gov.uk/

Johnston, E.L. & Roberts, D.A., 2009. Contaminants reduce the richness and evenness of marine
communities: A review and meta-analysis. Environmental Pollution, 157 (6), 1745-1752. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2009.02.017

Johnston, E.L., Mayer-Pinto, M. & Crowe, T.P., 2015. Chemical contaminant effects on marine ecosystem
functioning. Journal of Applied Ecology, 52 (1), 140-149. DOI https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-
2664.12355

Mayer-Pinto, M., Ledet, J., Crowe, T.P. & Johnston, E.L., 2020. Sublethal effects of contaminants on
marine habitat-forming species: a review and meta-analysis. Biological Reviews, 95 (6), 1554-1573.
DOI https://doi.org/10.1111/brv.12630

Neuparth, T., Moreira, S., Santos, M.M. & Reis-Henriques, M.A., 2011. Hazardous and Noxious
Substances (HNS) in the marine environment: Prioritizing HNS that pose major risk in a European
context. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 62 (1), 21-28. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2010.09.016

146


http://www.emsa.europa.eu/opr-documents/opr-inventories.html
https://circabc.europa.eu/sd/a/78ce94bb-6f1c-4379-87ac-88a18967c4c3/Technical%20Background%20Document%20on%20the%20Identification%20of%20Mixing%20Zones.doc
https://circabc.europa.eu/sd/a/78ce94bb-6f1c-4379-87ac-88a18967c4c3/Technical%20Background%20Document%20on%20the%20Identification%20of%20Mixing%20Zones.doc
https://circabc.europa.eu/sd/a/78ce94bb-6f1c-4379-87ac-88a18967c4c3/Technical%20Background%20Document%20on%20the%20Identification%20of%20Mixing%20Zones.doc
https://www.marlin.ac.uk/assets/pdf/Climate-change-pressures-Feb2020.pdf
http://www.imo.org/en/ourwork/environment/pages/gesamp.aspx
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2019.04.075
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2013.06.012
https://mhc.jncc.gov.uk/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2009.02.017
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2664.12355
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2664.12355
https://doi.org/10.1111/brv.12630
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2010.09.016

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Neuparth, T., Moreira, S.M., Santos, M.M. & Reis-Henriques, M.A., 2012. Review of oil and HNS
accidental spills in Europe: Identifying major environmental monitoring gaps and drawing priorities.
Marine Pollution Bulletin, 64 (6), 1085-1095. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2012.03.016

OGUK (UK Oil and Gas Industry Association Limited), 2019. Environmental Report 2019. OGUK (UK Oil
and Gas Industry Association Limited), Aberdeen, 64 pp. Available from https://oilandgasuk.co.uk/wp-
content/uploads/2019/08/Environment-Report-2019-AUG20.pdf

OSPAR, 2011. Pressure list and descriptions. Paper to ICG-COBAM (1) 11/8/1 Add.1-E (amended version
25th March 2011) presented by ICG-Cumulative Effects. OSPAR Commission, London, pp.

OSPAR, 2014. Assessment of the OSPAR report on discharges, spills and emissions to air from offshore
oil and gas 2010-2012. OSPAR Commission, London, 25 pp. Available from
https://www.ospar.org/documents?v=7351

Parry, M.E.V., Howell, K.L. , Narayanaswamy, B.E. , Bett, B.J., Jones, D.O.B.,Hughes, D.J., Piechaud, N.,
Nickell, T.D., Ellwood, H., Askew, N., Jenkins, C. & Manca, E., 2015. A Deep-sea section for the Marine
Habitat Classification of Britain and Ireland. JNCC report 530. ISSN 0963 8901 In: JNCC (2015) The
Marine Habitat Classification for Britain and Ireland Version 15.03. Available from:
https://mhc.jncc.gov.uk/

Posthuma L, Suter GW I, Traas TP. editors. 2002. Species sensitivity distributions in ecotoxicology. Boca
Raton (FL), USA: Lewis. 587 pp. (unseen)

Randall, N.P., Donnison, L.M., Lewis, P.J. & James, K.L., 2015. How effective are on-farm mitigation
measures for delivering an improved water environment? A systematic map. Environmental Evidence,
4 (1), 18. DOI https://doi.org/10.1186/s13750-015-0044-5

Rocha, T.L.,, Gomes, T., Sousa, V.S., Mestre, N.C. & Bebianno, M.J., 2015. Ecotoxicological impact of
engineered nanomaterials in bivalve molluscs: An overview. Marine Environmental Research, 111, 74-
88. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2015.06.013

SEPA (Scottish Environmental Protection Agency), 2005. Regulation and Monitoring of Marine Cage Fish
Farming in Scotland. Methods for Modelling In-feed Anti-parasitics and Benthic effects. Annex H.
Issue No: 2.3, 18 May 2005. SEPA (Scottish Environmental Protection Agency), Edinburgh, 140 pp.
Available from https://www.sepa.org.uk/media/113511/fish-farm-manual-annex-h.pdf

SEPA (Scottish Environmental Protection Agency), 2013. Supporting Guidance (WAT-SG-11). Modelling
Coastal and Transitional Discharges, v. 3, 26 pp.

SEPA (Scottish Environmental Protection Agency), 2019b. Aquaculture modelling screening & risk
identification report: Sitel (example report) Version One: August 2019. SEPA (Scottish Environmental
Protection Agency),, Edinburgh, 26 pp. Available from
https://www.sepa.org.uk/media/463071/example-screening-modelling-and-risk-identification-

report.pdf

SEPA (Scottish Environmental Protection Agency), 2019a. Protection of the marine environment
discharges from marine pen fish farms a strengthened regulatory framework. SEPA (Scottish
Environmental Protection Agency), Edinburgh, 7 pp. Available from
https://www.sepa.org.uk/media/433439/finfish-aquaculture-annex-2019 31052019.pdf

SEPA (Scottish Environmental Protection Agency), 2019c. Aquaculture Modelling. Regulatory Modelling
Process and Reporting Guidance for the Aquaculture Sector. July 2019 — Version 1.1. SEPA (Scottish
Environmental Protection Agency), Edinburgh, 23 pp. Available from
https://www.sepa.org.uk/media/450279/regulatory-modelling-guidance-for-the-aquaculture-

sector.pdf

147


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2012.03.016
https://oilandgasuk.co.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/08/Environment-Report-2019-AUG20.pdf
https://oilandgasuk.co.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/08/Environment-Report-2019-AUG20.pdf
https://www.ospar.org/documents?v=7351
https://mhc.jncc.gov.uk/
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13750-015-0044-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2015.06.013
https://www.sepa.org.uk/media/113511/fish-farm-manual-annex-h.pdf
https://www.sepa.org.uk/media/463071/example-screening-modelling-and-risk-identification-report.pdf
https://www.sepa.org.uk/media/463071/example-screening-modelling-and-risk-identification-report.pdf
https://www.sepa.org.uk/media/433439/finfish-aquaculture-annex-2019_31052019.pdf
https://www.sepa.org.uk/media/450279/regulatory-modelling-guidance-for-the-aquaculture-sector.pdf
https://www.sepa.org.uk/media/450279/regulatory-modelling-guidance-for-the-aquaculture-sector.pdf

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Tillin, H.M., Hull, S.C. & Tyler-Walters, H., 2010. Development of a sensitivity matrix (pressures-
MCZ/MPA features). Report to the Department of the Environment, Food and Rural Affairs from
ABPmer, Southampton and the Marine Life Information Network (MarLIN) Plymouth: Marine
Biological Association of the UK., Defra Contract no. MB0102 Task 3A, Report no. 22., London, 145 pp.
Available from
http://randd.defra.gov.uk/Default.aspx?Menu=Menu&Module=More&Location=None&Completed=0
&ProjectiD=16368

Tillin, H. & Tyler-Walters, H., 2014a. Assessing the sensitivity of subtidal sedimentary habitats to
pressures associated with marine activities. Phase 1 Report: Rationale and proposed ecological
groupings for Level 5 biotopes against which sensitivity assessments would be best undertaken. JNCC
Report No. 512A, 68 pp. [View report] Available from http://incc.defra.gov.uk/page-6790

Tillin, H. & Tyler-Walters, H., 2014b. Assessing the sensitivity of subtidal sedimentary habitats to
pressures associated with marine activities. Phase 2 Report — Literature review and sensitivity
assessments for ecological groups for circalittoral and offshore Level 5 biotopes. JNCC Report No.
512B, 260 pp. [View report] Available from: http://incc.defra.gov.uk/PDF/Report 512-

B phase2 web.pdf

Tyler-Walters, H., Tillin, H.M., d’Avack, E.A.S., Perry, F. & Stamp, T., 2018. Marine Evidence-based
Sensitivity Assessment (MarESA) — A Guide. Marine Life Information Network (MarLIN). Marine
Biological Association of the United Kingdom, Plymouth, 91 pp. Available from:
https://www.marlin.ac.uk/assets/pdf/MarESA-Sensitivity-Assessment-Guidance-Rpt-Dec2018.pdf

Tornero, V. & Hanke, G., 2016. Chemical contaminants entering the marine environment from sea-based
sources: A review with a focus on European seas. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 112 (1), 17-38. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2016.06.091

Vaquer-Sunyer, R. & Duarte, C.M., 2008. Thresholds of hypoxia for marine biodiversity. Proceedings of
the National Academy of Sciences, 105 (40), 15452. DOI https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0803833105

Veldhoen, N., lkonomou, M.G. & Helbing, C.C., 2012. Molecular profiling of marine fauna: Integration of
omics with environmental assessment of the world's oceans. Ecotoxicology and Environmental
Safety, 76, 23-38. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2011.10.005

9.2 Mpytilus spp.

Abel, P.D., 1976. Effect of some pollutants on the filtration rate of Mytilus. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 7
(12), 228-231. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326X(76)90267-8

Adema, D.M.M. & Vink, 1.G.J., 1981. A comparative study of the toxicity of 1,1,2-trichloroethane,
dieldrin, pentachlorophenol and 3,4 dichloroaniline for marine and fresh water organisms.
Chemosphere, 10 (6), 533-554. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0045-6535(81)90255-1

Ahsanullah, M., 1976. Acute toxicity of cadmium and zinc to seven invertebrate species from Western
Port, Victoria. Marine and Freshwater Research, 27 (2), 187-196. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1071/MF9760187

Akberali, H.B., Earnshaw, M.J. & Marriott, K.R.M., 1985. The action of heavy metals on the gametes of
the marine mussel, Mytilus edulis (L.)-Il. Uptake of copper and zinc and their effect on respiration in
the sperm and unfertilized egg. Marine Environmental Research, 16 (1), 37-59. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(85)90019-4

Alonso, A., Suarez, P., Ruiz, Y., Dobal, V. & San Juan, F., 2019. Gonadal Histopathological Disorders in
Mytilus galloprovincialis Male Exposed to Tars Used in Mussel Farms. Frontiers in Marine Science, 6.
DOI https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2019.00577

148


http://randd.defra.gov.uk/Default.aspx?Menu=Menu&Module=More&Location=None&Completed=0&ProjectID=16368
http://randd.defra.gov.uk/Default.aspx?Menu=Menu&Module=More&Location=None&Completed=0&ProjectID=16368
https://www.marlin.ac.uk/assets/pdf/Report512-A_phase1_web.pdf
http://jncc.defra.gov.uk/page-6790
https://www.marlin.ac.uk/assets/pdf/Report512-B_phase2_web.pdf
https://www.marlin.ac.uk/sensitivity/http%3A/jncc.defra.gov.uk/PDF/Report%20512-B_phase2_web.pdf
https://www.marlin.ac.uk/sensitivity/http%3A/jncc.defra.gov.uk/PDF/Report%20512-B_phase2_web.pdf
https://www.marlin.ac.uk/assets/pdf/MarESA-Sensitivity-Assessment-Guidance-Rpt-Dec2018.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2016.06.091
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0803833105
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2011.10.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326X(76)90267-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0045-6535(81)90255-1
https://doi.org/10.1071/MF9760187
https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(85)90019-4
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2019.00577

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Al-Subiai, S.N., Moody, A.J., Mustafa, S.A. & Jha, A.N., 2011. A multiple biomarker approach to
investigate the effects of copper on the marine bivalve mollusc, Mytilus edulis. Ecotoxicology and
Environmental Safety, 74 (7), 1913-1920. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2011.07.012

Amat, A., Pfohl-Leszkowicz, A., Burgeot, T. & Castegnaro, M., 2004. DNA adducts as a biomarker of
pollution: Field study on the genotoxic impact evolution of the Erika oil spill on mussels (Mytilus
edulis) over a period of eleven months. Polycyclic Aromatic Compounds, 24 (4-5), 713-732. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1080/10406630490472338

Amiard-Triquet, C., Berthet, B., Metayer, C. & Amiard, J.C., 1986. Contribution to the ecotoxicological
study of cadmium, copper and zinc in the mussel Mytilus edulis. Marine Biology, 92 (1), 7-13. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00392739

Annamaria, V.G., Chiara, L., Alessandra, A.N., Alvise, B., His, E. & Francesco, G.P., 2005. Mytilus
galloprovincialis as bioindicator in embryotoxicity testing to evaluate sediment quality in the lagoon
of Venice (ltaly). Chemistry and Ecology, 21 (6), 455-463. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1080/02757540500438516

Annicchiarico, C., Biandolino, F., Cardellicchio, N., Di Leo, A., Giandomenico, S. & Prato, E., 2007.
Predicting toxicity in marine sediment in Taranto Gulf (lonian Sea, Southern Italy) using Sediment
Quality Guidelines and a battery bioassay. Ecotoxicology, 16 (2), 239-246. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10646-006-0123-z

Armstrong, D.A. & Millemann, R.E., 1974. Effects of the insecticide sevin and its first hydrolytic product,
1-naphthol, on some early developmental stages of the bay mussel Mytilus edulis. Marine Biology, 28
(1), 11-15. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00389112

Avelelas, F., Martins, R., Oliveira, T., Maia, F., Malheiro, E., Soares, A., Loureiro, S. & Tedim, J., 2017.
Efficacy and Ecotoxicity of Novel Anti-Fouling Nanomaterials in Target and Non-Target Marine
Species. Marine Biotechnology, 19 (2), 164-174. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/s10126-017-9740-1

Ayad, M.A,, Fdil, M.A. & Mouabad, A., 2011. Effects of Cypermethrin (Pyrethroid Insecticide) on the
Valve Activity Behavior, Byssal Thread Formation, and Survival in Air of the Marine Mussel Mytilus
galloprovincialis. Archives of Environmental Contamination and Toxicology, 60 (3), 462-470. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00244-010-9549-7

Babcock, M.M., Harris, P.M., Carls, M.G., Brodersen, C.C. & Rice, S.D., 1998. Mussel bed restoration and
monitoring, Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Restoration Project Final Report (Restoration Project 95090),
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, National Marine Fisheries Service, Auke Bay
Laboratory, Juneau, Alaska.

Bakhmet, I.N., Kantserova, N.P., Lysenko, L.A. & Nemova, N.N., 2012. Effect of copper and cadmium ions
on heart function and calpain activity in blue mussel Mytilus edulis. Journal of Environmental Science
and Health Part a-Toxic/Hazardous Substances & Environmental Engineering, 47 (11), 1528-1535. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1080/10934529.2012.680393

Balbi, T., Montagna, M., Fabbri, R., Carbone, C., Franzellitti, S., Fabbri, E. & Canesi, L., 2018. Diclofenac
affects early embryo development in the marine bivalve Mytilus galloprovincialis. Science of the Total
Environment, 642, 601-609. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.06.125

Balbi, T., Smerilli, A., Fabbri, R., Ciacci, C., Montagna, M., Grasselli, E., Brunelli, A., Pojana, G., Marcomini,
A., Gallo, G. & Canesi, L., 2014. Co-exposure to n-TiO2 and Cd2+ results in interactive effects on
biomarker responses but not in increased toxicity in the marine bivalve M. galloprovincialis. Science
of the Total Environment, 493, 355-364. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/].scitotenv.2014.05.146

149


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2011.07.012
https://doi.org/10.1080/10406630490472338
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00392739
https://doi.org/10.1080/02757540500438516
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10646-006-0123-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00389112
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10126-017-9740-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00244-010-9549-7
https://doi.org/10.1080/10934529.2012.680393
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.06.125
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2014.05.146

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Baltas, H., Dalgic, G., Bayrak, E.Y., Sirin, M., Cevik, U. & Apaydin, G., 2016. Experimental study on copper
uptake capacity in the Mediterranean mussel (Mytilus galloprovincialis). Environmental Science and
Pollution Research, 23 (11), 10983-10989. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-016-6306-0

Baron, E., Dissanayake, A., Vila, J., Crowther, C., Readman, J., Jha, A., Eljarrat, E. & Barcelo, D., 2016.
Evaluation of the Genotoxic and Physiological Effects of Decabromodiphenyl Ether (BDE-209) and
Dechlorane Plus (DP) Flame Retardants in Marine Mussels (Mytilus galloprovincialis). Environmental
Science & Technology, 50. DOI https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.5b05814

Baussant, T., Ortiz-Zarragoitia, M., Cajaraville, M.P., Bechmann, R.K., Taban, I.C. & Sanni, S., 2011. Effects
of chronic exposure to dispersed oil on selected reproductive processes in adult blue mussels
(Mytilus edulis) and the consequences for the early life stages of their larvae. Marine Pollution
Bulletin, 62 (7), 1437-1445. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2011.04.029

Beaumont, A.R. & Budd, M.D., 1984. High mortality of the larvae of the common mussel at low
concentrations of tributyltin. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 15 (11), 402-405. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326X(84)90256-X

Beaumont, A.R. & Toro, J.E., 1996. Allozyme genetics of Mytilus edulis subjected to copper and nutritive
stress. Journal of the Marine Biological Association of the United Kingdom, 76 (4), 1061-1071. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1017/50025315400040959

Beaumont, A.R., Tserpes, G. & Budd, M.D., 1987. Some effects of copper on the veliger larvae of the
mussel Mytilus edulis and the Scallop Pecten maximus (Mollusca, Bivalvia). Marine Environmental
Research, 21 (4), 299-309. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(87)90052-3

Bebianno, M.J. & Langston, W.J., 1992. Cadmium induction of metallothionein synthesis in Mytilus
galloprovincialis. Comparative Biochemistry and Physiology Part C: Comparative Pharmacology, 103
(1), 79-85. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0742-8413(92)90231-U

Bebianno, M.J. & Serafim, M.A., 1998. Comparison of metallothionein induction in response to cadmium
in the gills of the bivalve molluscs Mytilus galloprovincialis and Ruditapes decussatus. Science of the
Total Environment, 214 (1), 123-131. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/50048-9697(98)00059-X

Beiras, R. & Albentosa, M., 2004. Inhibition of embryo development of the commercial bivalves
Ruditapes decussatus and Mytilus galloprovincialis by trace metals; implications for the
implementation of seawater quality criteria. Aquaculture, 230, 205-213. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/50044-8486(03)00432-0

Beiras, R. & Bellas, J., 2008. Inhibition of embryo development of the Mytilus galloprovincialis marine
mussel by organic pollutants; assessment of risk for its extensive culture in the Galician Rias.
Aquaculture, 277 (3), 208-212. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2008.03.002

Beiras, R. & His, E., 1995. Effects of dissolved mercury on embryogenesis, survival and growth of Mytilus
galloprovincialis mussel larvae. Marine Ecology Progress Series, 126 (1-3), 185-189. DOI
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps126185

Bellas, J., 2006. Comparative toxicity of alternative antifouling biocides on embryos and larvae of marine
invertebrates. Science of the Total Environment, 367 (2), 573-585. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2006.01.028

Bellas, J., Granmo, A. & Beiras, R., 2005. Embryotoxicity of the antifouling biocide zinc pyrithione to sea
urchin (Paracentrotus lividus) and mussel (Mytilus edulis). Marine Pollution Bulletin, 50 (11), 1382-
1385. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2005.06.010

Berthet, B., Amiard, J.C., Amiard-Triquet, C., Martoja, M. & Jeantet, A.Y., 1992. Bioaccumulation, toxicity
and physico-chemical speciation of silver in bivalve molluscs: ecotoxicological and health

150


https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-016-6306-0
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.5b05814
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2011.04.029
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326X(84)90256-X
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0025315400040959
https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(87)90052-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/0742-8413(92)90231-U
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0048-9697(98)00059-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0044-8486(03)00432-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2008.03.002
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps126185
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2006.01.028
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2005.06.010

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

consequences. Science of the Total Environment, 125, 97-122. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0048-
9697(92)90385-6

Blanco-Rayon, E., Ivanina, A.V., Sokolova, I.M., Marigomez, |. & lzagirre, U., 2020. Sex and sex-related
differences in gamete development progression impinge on biomarker responsiveness in sentinel
mussels. Science of the Total Environment, 740. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.140178

Bokn, T.L., Moy, F.E. & Murray, S.N., 1993. Long-term Effects of the Water-accomodated Fraction (WAF)
of Diesel Oil on Rocky Shore Populations Maintained in Experimental Mesocosms. Botanica Marina,
36 (4), 313-320. DOI https://doi.org/10.1515/botm.1993.36.4.313

Bordalo, D., Leite, C., Almeida, A., Soares, A., Pretti, C. & Freitas, R., 2020. Impacts of UV Filters in
Mytilus galloprovincialis: Preliminary Data on the Acute Effects Induced by Environmentally Relevant
Concentrations. Sustainability, 12 (17). DOI https://doi.org/10.3390/s5u12176852

Bgrseth, J.F., Aunaas, T., Denstad, J.-P., Nordtug, T., Olsen, A.J., Schmid, R., Skjeervg, G. & Zachariassen,
K.E., 1995. Transmembrane sodium energy gradient and calcium content in the adductor muscle of
Mytilus edulis L. in relation to the toxicity of oil and organic chemicals. Aquatic Toxicology, 31 (3),
263-276. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0166-445X(94)00072-X

Boukadida, K., Banni, M., Gourves, P.Y. & Cachot, J., 2016. High sensitivity of embryo-larval stage of the
Mediterranean mussel, Mytilus galloprovincialis to metal pollution in combination with temperature
increase. Marine Environmental Research, 122, 59-66. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2016.09.007

Boukadida, K., Cachot, J., Morin, B., Clerandeau, C. & Banni, M., 2019. Moderate temperature elevation
increase susceptibility of early-life stage of the Mediterranean mussel, Mytilus galloprovincialis to
metal-induced genotoxicity. Science of the Total Environment, 663, 351-360. DOI
10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.01.215

Brooks, S.J., Farmen, E., Heier, L.S., Blanco-Rayodn, E. & Izagirre, U., 2015. Differences in copper
bioaccumulation and biological responses in three Mytilus species. Aquat Toxicol, 160, 1-12. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2014.12.018

Burbidge, F.J., Macey, D.J., Webb, J. & Talbot, V., 1994. A comparison between particulate (elemental)
zinc and soluble zinc (ZnCl,) uptake and effects in the mussel, Mytilus edulis. Archives of
Environmental Contamination and Toxicology, 26 (4), 466-472. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf00214148

Cajaraville, M.P., J.A. Marigomez, and E. Angulo, 1992. "Comparative Effects of the Water
Accommodated Fraction of Three Qils on Mussels: |. Survival, Growth and Gonad Development.".

Calabrese, A., Maclnnes, J.R., Nelson, D.A., Greig, R.A. & Yevich, P.P., 1984. Effects of long-term
exposure to silver or copper on growth, bioaccumulation and histopathology in the blue mussel
Mytilus edulis. Marine Environmental Research, 11 (4), 253-274. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-
1136(84)90038-2

Calabrese, A., Thurberg, F.P. & Gould, E., 1977. Effects of cadmium, mercury and silver on marine
animals. Marine Fisheries Review, 39 (4), 5-11.

Canesi, L., Fabbri, R., Gallo, G., Vallotto, D., Marcomini, A. & Pojana, G., 2010. Biomarkers in Mytilus
galloprovincialis exposed to suspensions of selected nanoparticles (Nano carbon black, C60 fullerene,
Nano-TiO2, Nano-SiO2). Aquatic Toxicology, 100 (2), 168-177. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2010.04.009

Canesi, L., Frenzilli, G., Balbi, T., Bernardeschi, M., Ciacci, C., Corsolini, S., Della Torre, C., Fabbri, R.,
Faleri, C., Focardi, S., Guidi, P., Koc¢an, A., Marcomini, A., Mariottini, M., Nigro, M., Pozo-Gallardo, K.,

151


https://doi.org/10.1016/0048-9697(92)90385-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0048-9697(92)90385-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.140178
https://doi.org/10.1515/botm.1993.36.4.313
https://doi.org/10.3390/su12176852
https://doi.org/10.1016/0166-445X(94)00072-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2016.09.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2014.12.018
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf00214148
https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(84)90038-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(84)90038-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2010.04.009

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Rocco, L., Scarcelli, V., Smerilli, A. & Corsi, |., 2014. Interactive effects of n-TiO2 and 2,3,7,8-TCDD on
the marine bivalve Mytilus galloprovincialis. Aquatic Toxicology, 153, 53-65. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2013.11.002

Canty, M.N., Hagger, J.A., Moore, R.T.B., Cooper, L. & Galloway, T.S., 2007. Sublethal impact of short
term exposure to the organophosphate pesticide azamethiphos in the marine mollusc Mytilus edulis.
Marine Pollution Bulletin, 54 (4), 396-402. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2006.11.013

Canty, M.N., Hutchinson, T.H., Brown, R.J., Jones, M.B. & Jha, A.N., 2009. Linking genotoxic responses
with cytotoxic and behavioural or physiological consequences: Differential sensitivity of echinoderms
(Asterias rubens) and marine molluscs (Mytilus edulis). Aquatic Toxicology, 94 (1), 68-76. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2009.06.001

Capolupo, M., Diaz-Garduno, B. & Martin-Diaz, M.L., 2018. The impact of propranolol, 17-
ethinylestradiol, and gemfibrozil on early life stages of marine organisms: effects and risk assessment.
Environmental Science and Pollution Research, 25 (32), 32196-32209. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-018-3185-6

Capolupo, M., Valbonesi, P., Kiwan, A., Buratti, S., Franzellitti, S. & Fabbri, E., 2016. Use of an integrated
biomarker-based strategy to evaluate physiological stress responses induced by environmental
concentrations of caffeine in the Mediterranean mussel Mytilus galloprovincialis. Science of the Total
Environment, 563, 538-548. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2016.04.125

Carls, M.G., Babcock, M.M., Harris, P.M., Irvine, G.V., Cusick, J.A. & Rice, S.D., 2001. Persistence of oiling
in mussel beds after the Exxon Valdez oil spill. Marine Environmental Research, 51 (2), 167-190. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0141-1136(00)00103-3

Chalkiadaki, O., Dassenakis, M. & Lydakis-Simantiris, N., 2014. Bioconcentration of Cd and Ni in various
tissues of two marine bivalves living in different habitats and exposed to heavily polluted seawater.
Chemistry and Ecology, 30 (8), 726-742. DOI https://doi.org/10.1080/02757540.2014.917172

Coles, J.A., Farley, S.R. & Pipe, R.K., 1995. Alteration of the immune response of the common marine
mussel Mytilus edulis resulting from exposure to cadmium. Diseases of Aquatic Organisms, 22, 59-65.
DOI https://doi.org/10.3354/da0022059

Coppola, F., Almeida, A., Henriques, B., Soares, A., Figueira, E., Pereira, E. & Freitas, R., 2017.
Biochemical impacts of Hg in Mytilus galloprovincialis under present and predicted warming
scenarios. Science of the Total Environment, 601, 1129-1138. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.05.201

Coppola, F., Henriques, B., Soares, A., Figueira, E., Pereira, E. & Freitas, R., 2018. Influence of
temperature rise on the recovery capacity of Mytilus galloprovincialis exposed to mercury pollution.
Ecological Indicators, 93, 1060-1069. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2018.05.077

Cotter, A., Phillips, D. & Ahsanullah, M., 1982. The significance of temperature, salinity and zinc as lethal
factors for the mussel Mytilus edulis in a polluted estuary. Marine Biology, 68, 135-141. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00397600

Cotter, A., Phillips, D. & Ahsanullah, M., 1982. The significance of temperature, salinity and zinc as lethal
factors for the mussel Mytilus edulis in a polluted estuary. Marine Biology, 68, 135-141. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00397600

Counihan, K.L., 2018. The physiological effects of oil, dispersant and dispersed oil on the bay mussel,
Mytilus trossulus, in Arctic/Subarctic conditions. Aquatic Toxicology, 199, 220-231. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2018.04.002

152


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2013.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2006.11.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2009.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-018-3185-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2016.04.125
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0141-1136(00)00103-3
https://doi.org/10.1080/02757540.2014.917172
https://doi.org/10.3354/dao022059
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.05.201
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2018.05.077
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00397600
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00397600
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2018.04.002

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Craddock, D.R., 1977. Acute toxicity effects of petroleum on Arctic and Subarctic marine organisms. In
Malins, D.C. (ed.) Effects of petroleum on Arctic and Subarctic marine environments and organisms.
Vol. 2. Biological effects, New York: Academic Press Inc., pp. 1-93.

Crump, R.G., Morley, H.S. & Williams, A.D., 1999. West Angle Bay, a case study. Littoral monitoring of
permanent quadrats before and after the "Sea Empress" oil spill. In Edwards, R. and Sime, H. (eds.).
The Sea Empress oil spill: Chartered Institution of Water and Environmental Management, pp. 207-
225.

Cui, W., Zhijun, T., Chen, J., Wu, H., Geng, Q., Guo, M. & Yuxiu, Z., 2021. Uptake, Tissue Distribution and
Elimination of 8:2 Polyfluoroalkyl Phosphate Diesters in Mytilus galloprovincialis. Environmental
Toxicology and Chemistry, 40 (7), 1990-2002. DOI https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.5060

Curtis, T., Williamson, R. & Depledge, M., 2000. Simultaneous, long-term monitoring of valve and cardiac
activity in the blue mussel Mytilus edulis exposed to copper. Marine Biology, 136, 837-846. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002270000297

Danellakis, D., Ntaikou, I., Kornaros, M. & Dailianis, S., 2011. Olive oil mill wastewater toxicity in the
marine environment: Alterations of stress indices in tissues of mussel Mytilus galloprovincialis.
Aquatic Toxicology, 101 (2), 358-366. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2010.11.015

Davenport, J. & Manley, A., 1978. The detection of heightened seawater copper concentrations by the
mussel Mytilus edulis. Journal of the Marine Biological Association of the United Kingdom, 58 (4), 843-
850. DOI https://doi.org/10.1017/S0025315400056800

DeForest, D.K. & Schlekat, C.E., 2013. Species sensitivity distribution evaluation for chronic nickel toxicity
to marine organisms. Integrated Environmental Assessment and Management, 9 (4), 580-589. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1002/ieam.1419

Dixon, D.R. & Prosser, H., 1986. An investigation of the genotoxic effects of an organotin antifouling
compound (bis(Tributyltin) oxide) on the chromosomes of the edible mussel, Mytilus edulis. Aquatic
Toxicology, 8 (3), 185-195. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0166-445x(86)90064-0

Domouhtsidou, G.P. & Dimitriadis, V.K., 2000. Ultrastructural Localization of Heavy Metals (Hg, Ag, Pb,
and Cu) in Gills and Digestive Gland of Mussels, Mytilus galloprovincialis (L.). Archives of
Environmental Contamination and Toxicology, 38 (4), 472-478. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002449910062

Donaghy, L., Hong, H.K., Kim, M., Park, H.S. & Choi, K.S., 2016. Assessment of the fithess of the mussel
Mytilus galloprovincialis two years after the Hebei Spirit oil spill. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 113 (1-2),
324-331. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2016.10.007

Donkin, P., Widdows, J., Evans, S.V., Staff, F.J. & Yan, T., 1997. Effect of neurotoxic pesticides on the
feeding rate of marine mussels (Mytilus edulis). Pesticide Science, 49 (2), 196-209. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI1)1096-9063(199702)49:2%3C196::AlID-PS495%3E3.0.CO;2-C

Donkin, P., Widdows, J., Evans, S.V., Worrall, C.M. & Carr, M., 1989. Quantitative structure-activity
relationships for the effect of hydrophobic organic chemicals on rate of feeding by mussels (Mytilus
edulis). Aquatic Toxicology, 14 (3), 277-293. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0166-445X(89)90021-0

Dorn, P., 1976. The feeding behavior of Mytilus edulis in the presence of methylmercury acetate.
Bulletin of Environmental Contamination and Toxicology, 15 (6), 714-719. DOI 10.1007/BF01685622

D'Silva, C. & Kureishy, T.W., 1978. Experimental studies on the accumulation of copper and zinc in the
green mussel. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 9 (7), 187-190. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-
326X(78)90176-5

153


https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.5060
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002270000297
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2010.11.015
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0025315400056800
https://doi.org/10.1002/ieam.1419
https://doi.org/10.1016/0166-445x(86)90064-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002449910062
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2016.10.007
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1096-9063(199702)49:2%3C196::AID-PS495%3E3.0.CO;2-C
https://doi.org/10.1016/0166-445X(89)90021-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326X(78)90176-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326X(78)90176-5

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Earnshaw, M.J., Wilson, S., Akberali, H.B., Butler, R.D. & Marriott, K.R.M., 1986. The action of heavy
metals on the gametes of the marine mussel, Mytilus edulis (L.)—Ill. The effect of applied copper and
zinc on sperm motilityin relation to ultrastructural damage and intracellular metal localisation.
Marine Environmental Research, 20 (4), 261-278. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(86)90052-8

Eertman, R.H.M., Wagenvoort, A.J., Hummel, H. & Smaal, A.C., 1993. Survival in air of the blue mussel
Mytilus edulis L. as a sensitive response to pollution-induced environmental-stress. Journal of
Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology, 170 (2), 179-195. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-
0981(93)90151-d

Eertman, R.H.M., Wagenvoort, A.J., Hummel, H. & Smaal, A.C., 1993. Survival in air of the blue mussel
Mytilus edulis L. as a sensitive response to pollution-induced environmental-stress. Journal of
Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology, 170 (2), 179-195. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-
0981(93)90151-d

Eertman, R.H.M., Zurburg, W., Schipper, C.A., Sandee, B. & Smaal, A.C., 1996. Effects of PCB 126 and
cadmium on the anaerobic metabolism of the mussel Mytilus edulis L. Comparative Biochemistry and
Physiology C-Pharmacology Toxicology & Endocrinology, 113 (2), 267-272. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/0742-8413(95)02096-9

Egidius, E. & Mgster, B., 1987. Effect of Neguvon and Nuvan treatment on crabs (Cancer pagurus, C.
maenas), lobster (Homarus gammarus) and blue mussel (Mytilus edulis). Aquaculture, 60 (2), 165-
168. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0044-8486(87)90309-7

Eisler, R., 1971. Cadmium Poisoning in Fundulus heteroclitus (Pisces: Cyprinodontidae) and other Marine
Organisms. Journal of the Fisheries Research Board of Canada, 28 (9), 1225-1234. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1139/f71-188

Eisler, R., Gardner, G., Hennekey, R., LaRoche, G., Wash, D. & Yevich, P., 1972. Acute toxicology of
sodium nitrilotriacetic acid (NTA) and NTA-containing detergents to marine organisms. Water
Research, 6 (9), 1009-1027. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0043-1354(72)90054-1

El-Shenawy, N.S., R. Greenwood, and |.M. Abdel-Nabi, ZI, 2006. Effect of atrazine and lindane on the
scope for growth of marine mussels Mytilus edulis. Dong wu xue bao.[Acta Zoologica Sinica], 52 (4),
712-723.

Ericson, H., Thorsén, G. & Kumblad, L., 2010. Physiological effects of diclofenac, ibuprofen and
propranolol on Baltic Sea blue mussels. Aquatic Toxicology, 99 (2), 223-231. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2010.04.017

Ernst, W., Doe, K., Jonah, P., Young, J., Julien, G. & Hennigar, P., 1991. The toxicity of chlorothalonil to
aquatic fauna and the impact of its operational use on a pond ecosystem. Arch Environ Contam
Toxicol, 21 (1), 1-9. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/bf01055550

Ernst, W.R. & Doe, K.G., 1989. A Comparison of the Aquatic Toxicity of Fenitrothion Flowable and
Fenitrothion Liquid Technical Formulations. Water Quality Research Journal, 24 (4), 553-568. DOI
https://doi.org/10.2166/wqrj.1989.034

Estevez-Calvar, N., Canesi, L., Montagna, M., Faimali, M., Piazza, V. & Garaventa, F., 2017. Adverse
effects of the SSRI antidepressant sertraline on early life stages of marine invertebrates. Marine
Environmental Research, 128, 88-97. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2016.05.021

Fabbri, R., Montagna, M., Balbi, T., Raffo, E., Palumbo, F. & Canesi, L., 2014. Adaptation of the bivalve
embryotoxicity assay for the high throughput screening of emerging contaminants in Mytilus
galloprovincialis. Marine Environmental Research, 99, 1-8. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2014.05.007

154


https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(86)90052-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-0981(93)90151-d
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-0981(93)90151-d
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-0981(93)90151-d
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-0981(93)90151-d
https://doi.org/10.1016/0742-8413(95)02096-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0044-8486(87)90309-7
https://doi.org/10.1139/f71-188
https://doi.org/10.1016/0043-1354(72)90054-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2010.04.017
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf01055550
https://doi.org/10.2166/wqrj.1989.034
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2016.05.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2014.05.007

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Fabrello, J., Masiero, L., Finos, L., Marin, M.G. & Matozzo, V., 2021. Effects of a mixture of glyphosate, 17
alpha-ethynylestradiol and amyl salicylate on cellular and biochemical parameters of the mussel
Mytilus galloprovincialis. Marine Environmental Research, 165. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2020.105247

Fdil, M.A., Mouabad, A., Outzourhit, A., Benhra, A., Maarouf, A. & Pihan, J.C., 2006. Valve movement
response of the mussel Mytilus galloprovincialis to metals (Cu, Hg, Cd and Zn) and phosphate industry
effluents from Moroccan Atlantic coast. Ecotoxicology, 15 (5), 477-486. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10646-006-0083-3

Fitzpatrick, J.L., Nadella, S., Bucking, C., Balshine, S. & Wood, C.M., 2008. The relative sensitivity of
sperm, eggs and embryos to copper in the blue mussel (Mytilus trossulus). Comp Biochem Physiol C
Toxicol Pharmacol, 147 (4), 441-449. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cbpc.2008.01.012

Franzellitti, S., Balbi, T., Montagna, M., Fabbri, R., Valbonesi, P., Fabbri, E. & Canesi, L., 2019.
Phenotypical and molecular changes induced by carbamazepine and propranolol on larval stages of
Mytilus galloprovincialis. Chemosphere, 234, 962-970. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2019.06.045

Franzellitti, S., Buratti, S., Capolupo, M., Du, B.W., Haddad, S.P., Chambliss, C.K., Brooks, B.W. & Fabbri,
E., 2014. An exploratory investigation of various modes of action and potential adverse outcomes of
fluoxetine in marine mussels. Aquatic Toxicology, 151, 14-26. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2013.11.016

Freitas, R., Cardoso, C.E.D., Costa, S., Morais, T., Moleiro, P., Lima, A.F.D., Soares, M., Figueiredo, S.,
Agueda, T.L,, Rocha, P., Amador, G., Soares, A. & Pereira, E., 2020a. New insights on the impacts of e-
waste towards marine bivalves: The case of the rare earth element Dysprosium. Environmental
Pollution, 260. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2019.113859

Freitas, R., Coppola, F., Costa, S., Manzini, C., Intone, L., Meucci, V., Soares, A., Pretti, C. & Sole, M.,
2019b. Does salinity modulates the response of Mytilus galloprovincialis exposed to triclosan and
diclofenac? Environmental Pollution, 251, 756-765. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2019.04.115

Freitas, R., Coppola, F., Costa, S., Pretti, C., Intorre, L., Meucci, V., Soares, A. & Sole, M., 2019c. The
influence of temperature on the effects induced by Triclosan and Diclofenac in mussels. Science of
the Total Environment, 663, 992-999. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/].scitotenv.2019.01.189

Freitas, R., Coppola, F., Henriques, B., Wrona, F., Figueira, E., Pereira, E. & Soares, A., 2017. Does pre-
exposure to warming conditions increase Mytilus galloprovincialis tolerance to Hg contamination?
Comparative Biochemistry and Physiology C-Toxicology & Pharmacology, 203, 1-11. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cbpc.2017.09.010

Freitas, R., Costa, S., Cardoso, C.E.D., Morais, T., Moleiro, P., Matias, A.C., Pereira, A.F., Machado, J.,
Correia, B., Pinheiro, D., Rodrigues, A., Colonia, J., Soares, A. & Pereira, E., 2020b. Toxicological effects
of the rare earth element neodymium in Mytilus galloprovincialis. Chemosphere, 244. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2019.125457

Freitas, R., Leite, C., Pinto, J., Costa, M., Monteiro, R., Henriques, B., Di Martino, F., Coppola, F., Soares,
A., Sole, M. & Pereira, E., 2019a. The influence of temperature and salinity on the impacts of lead in
Mytilus galloprovincialis. Chemosphere, 235, 403-412. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2019.05.221

Freitas, R., Silvestro, S., Coppola, F., Costa, S., Meucci, V., Battaglia, F., Intorre, L., Soares, A., Pretti, C. &
Faggio, C., 2020. Toxic impacts induced by Sodium lauryl sulfate in Mytilus galloprovincialis.
Comparative Biochemistry and Physiology a-Molecular & Integrative Physiology, 242. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cbpa.2020.110656

155


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2020.105247
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10646-006-0083-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cbpc.2008.01.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2019.06.045
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2013.11.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2019.113859
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2019.04.115
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.01.189
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cbpc.2017.09.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2019.125457
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2019.05.221
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cbpa.2020.110656

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Freitas, R., Silvestro, S., Coppola, F., Meucci, V., Battaglia, F., Intorre, L., Soares, A., Pretti, C. & Faggio, C.,
2019d. Biochemical and physiological responses induced in Mytilus galloprovincialis after a chronic
exposure to salicylic acid. Aquatic Toxicology, 214. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2019.105258

Galindo, E.A.G., Rodriguez, J.C.P. & Barbosa, A.M., 2014. Cadmium, Copper and Zinc in the mussel
Mytilus californianus (Conrad 1837) from the west coast of Baja California. Revista Internacional De
Contaminacion Ambiental, 30 (3), 285-295.

Garron, C., Gagne, F., Ernst, W., Julien, G., Bernier, M. & Caldwell, C., 2005. Mercury contamination of
marine sediments and blue mussels (Mytilus edulis) in the vicinity of a mercury cell chlor-alkali plant
in Dalhousie, New Brunswick, Canada. Water Quality Research Journal of Canada, 40 (1), 1-15.

Géret, F., Jouan, A., Turpin, V., Bebianno, M.J. & Cosson, R.P., 2002. Influence of metal exposure on
metallothionein synthesis and lipid peroxidation in two bivalve mollusks: the oyster (Crassostrea
gigas) and the mussel (Mytilus edulis). Aquatic Living Resources, 15 (1), 61-66. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/5S0990-7440(01)01147-0

Giannapas, M., Karnis, L. & Dailianis, S., 2012. Generation of free radicals in haemocytes of mussels after
exposure to low molecular weight PAH components: Immune activation, oxidative and genotoxic
effects. Comparative Biochemistry and Physiology C-Toxicology & Pharmacology, 155 (2), 182-189.
DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cbpc.2011.08.001

Giraldo, A., Montes, R., Rodil, R., Quintana, J.B., Vidal-Linan, L. & Beiras, R., 2017. Ecotoxicological
Evaluation of the UV Filters Ethylhexyl Dimethyl p-Aminobenzoic Acid and Octocrylene Using Marine
Organisms Isochrysis galbana, Mytilus galloprovincialis and Paracentrotus lividus. Archives of
Environmental Contamination and Toxicology, 72 (4), 606-611. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/s00244-
017-0399-4

Gissi, F., Wang, Z., Batley, G.E., Leung, K.M.Y., Schlekat, C.E., Garman, E.R. & Stauber, J.L., 2020. Deriving
a Chronic Guideline Value for Nickel in Tropical and Temperate Marine Waters. Environmental
Toxicology and Chemistry, 39 (12), 2540-2551. DOI https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.4880

Gomes, T., Pereira, C.G., Cardoso, C. & Bebianno, M.J., 2013a. Differential protein expression in mussels
Mytilus galloprovincialis exposed to nano and ionic Ag. Aquatic Toxicology, 136-137, 79-90. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2013.03.021

Gomes, T., Araljo, O., Pereira, R., Almeida, A.C., Cravo, A. & Bebianno, M.J., 2013b. Genotoxicity of
copper oxide and silver nanoparticles in the mussel Mytilus galloprovincialis. Marine Environmental
Research, 84, 51-59. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2012.11.009

Gomes, T., Chora, S., Pereira, C.G., Cardoso, C. & Bebianno, M.J., 2014a. Proteomic response of mussels
Mytilus galloprovincialis exposed to CuO NPs and Cu?*: an exploratory biomarker discovery. Aquat
Toxicol, 155, 327-336. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2014.07.015

Gomes, T., Pereira, C.G., Cardoso, C., Sousa, V.S., Teixeira, M.R., Pinheiro, J.P. & Bebianno, M.J., 2014b.
Effects of silver nanoparticles exposure in the mussel Mytilus galloprovincialis. Marine Environmental
Research, 101, 208-214. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2014.07.004

Gomes, T., Pereira, C.G., Cardoso, C., Pinheiro, J.P., Cancio, |. & Bebianno, M.J., 2012. Accumulation and
toxicity of copper oxide nanoparticles in the digestive gland of Mytilus galloprovincialis. Aquatic
Toxicology, 118-119, 72-79. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2012.03.017

Gomes, T., Pinheiro, J.P., Cancio, I., Pereira, C.G., Cardoso, C. & Bebianno, M.J., 2011. Effects of Copper
Nanoparticles Exposure in the Mussel Mytilus galloprovincialis. Environmental Science & Technology,
45 (21), 9356-9362. DOI https://doi.org/10.1021/es200955s

156


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2019.105258
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0990-7440(01)01147-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cbpc.2011.08.001
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00244-017-0399-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00244-017-0399-4
https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.4880
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2013.03.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2012.11.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2014.07.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2014.07.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2012.03.017
https://doi.org/10.1021/es200955s

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Gomez, E., Bachelot, M., Boillot, C., Munaron, D., Chiron, S., Casellas, C. & Fenet, H., 2012.
Bioconcentration of two pharmaceuticals (benzodiazepines) and two personal care products (UV
filters) in marine mussels (Mytilus galloprovincialis) under controlled laboratory conditions.
Environmental Science and Pollution Research, 19 (7), 2561-2569. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-012-0964-3

Gomiero, A., Volpato, E., Nasci, C., Perra, G., Viarengo, A., Dagnino, A., Spagnolo, A. & Fabi, G., 2015. Use
of multiple cell and tissue-level biomarkers in mussels collected along two gas fields in the northern
Adriatic Sea as a tool for long term environmental monitoring. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 93 (1-2),
228-244. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2014.12.034

Gonzalez-Rey, M. & Bebianno, M.J., 2011. Non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drug (NSAID) ibuprofen
distresses antioxidant defense system in mussel Mytilus galloprovincialis gills. Aquatic Toxicology,
105 (3-4), 264-269. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2011.06.015

Gonzalez-Rey, M. & Bebianno, M.J., 2013. Does selective serotonin reuptake inhibitor (SSRI) fluoxetine
affects mussel Mytilus galloprovincialis? Environ Pollut, 173, 200-209. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2012.10.018

Gonzalez-Rey, M. & Bebianno, M.J., 2014. Effects of non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drug (NSAID)
diclofenac exposure in mussel Mytilus galloprovincialis. Aquatic Toxicology, 148, 221-230. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2014.01.011

Gowland, B., Webster, L., Fryer, R., Davies, |., Moffat, C. & Stagg, R., 2002. Uptake and effects of the
cypermethrin-containing sea lice treatment Excis (R) in the marine mussel, Mytilus edulis.
Environmental Pollution, 120 (3), 805-811. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/s0269-7491(02)00176-8

Grace, A.L. & Gainey, L.F., 1987. The effects of copper on the heart-rate and filtration-rate of Mytilus
edulis. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 18 (2), 87-91. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(87)90574-1

Granby, K. & Spliid, N.H., 1995. Hydrocarbons and organochlorines in common mussels from the
Kattegat and the belts and their relation to condition indexes. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 30 (1), 74-82.
DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(94)00104-h

Granmo, A. & Jgrgensen, G., 1975. Effects of fertilization and development of the common mussel
Mytilus edulis after long-term exposure to a nonionic surfactant. Marine Biology, 33 (1), 17-20. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00394996

Grout, J.A. & Levings, C.D., 2001. Effects of acid mine drainage from an abandoned copper mine,
Britannia Mines, Howe Sound, British Columbia, Canada, on transplanted blue mussels (Mytilus
edulis). Marine Environmental Research, 51 (3), 265-288. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/s0141-
1136(00)00104-5

Guolan, H. & Yong, W., 1995. Effects of tributyltin chloride on marine bivalve mussels. Water Research,
29 (8), 1877-1884. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0043-1354(94)00335-5

Hall, M.R., Moffett, J.W. & Gracey, A.Y., 2020. RNAseq Reveals Sensitive, Concentration-Dependent
Transcriptional Markers of Copper in Mytilus californianus Larvae and Adults. Frontiers in Marine
Science, 7. DOI https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2020.572496

Hanna, S.K., Miller, R.J., Muller, E.B., Nisbet, R.M. & Lenihan, H.S., 2013. Impact of Engineered Zinc Oxide
Nanoparticles on the Individual Performance of Mytilus galloprovincialis. PLoS ONE, 8 (4), e61800.
DOI https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0061800

Hansen, B., Fotel, F.L., Jensen, N. & Wittrup, L., 1997. Physiological Effects of the Detergent Linear
Alkylbenzene Sulphonate on Blue Mussel Larvae (Mytilus edulis) in Laboratory and Mesocosm
Experiments. Marine Biology, 128 (4), 627-637. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/s002270050129

157


https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-012-0964-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2014.12.034
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2011.06.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2012.10.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2014.01.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0269-7491(02)00176-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(87)90574-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(94)00104-h
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00394996
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0141-1136(00)00104-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0141-1136(00)00104-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/0043-1354(94)00335-5
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2020.572496
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0061800
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002270050129

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Hawkins, A.J.S., Rusin, J., Bayne, B.L. & Day, A.J., 1989. The metabolic physiological-basis of genotype-
dependent mortality during copper exposure in Mytilus edulis. Marine Environmental Research, 28
(1-4), 253-257. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(89)90239-0

Hayman, N.T., Rosen, G., Colvin, M.A., Conder, J. & Arblaster, J.A., 2021. Aquatic toxicity evaluations of
PFOS and PFOA for five standard marine endpoints. Chemosphere, 273. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2021.129699

Helmstetter, A., Gamerdinger, A.P. & Pruell, R.J., 1996. Acute toxicity of methanol to Mytilus edulis.
Bulletin of Environmental Contamination and Toxicology, 57 (4), 675-681. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1007/s001289900243

Henriques, B., Coppola, F., Monteiro, R, Pinto, J., Viana, T., Pretti, C., Soares, A., Freitas, R. & Pereira, E.,
2019. Toxicological assessment of anthropogenic Gadolinium in seawater: Biochemical effects in
mussels Mytilus galloprovincialis. Science of the Total Environment, 664, 626-634. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.01.341

Hietanen, B., Sunila, I. & Kristoffersson, R., 1988. Toxic effects of zinc on the common mussel Mytilus
edulis L. (Bivalvia) in brackfish water. I. Physiological and histopathological studies. Annales Zoologici
Fennici, 25, 341-347.

Highsmith, R.C., Rucker, T.L., Stekoll, M.S., Saupe, S.M., Lindeberg, M.R., Jenne, R.N. & Erickson, W.P.,
1996. Impact of the Exxon Valdez oil spill on intertidal biota. In Rice, S.D., Spies, R.B., Wolfe D.A., and
Wright B.A. Proceedings of the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Symposium. American Fisheries Society
Symposium, no. 18,, American Fisheries Society, Anchorage, Alaska, USA, pp. 212-237.

His, E., Beiras, R. & Seaman, M.N.L., 2000. The assessment of marine pollution - Bioassays with bivalve
embryos and larvae. In Southward, A.J., Tyler, P.A. and Young, C.M. (eds.). Advances in Marine
Biology, Vol 37, pp. 1-178.

Hoare, K. & Davenport, J., 1994. Size-related variation in the sensitivity of the mussel, Mytilus edulis, to
copper. Journal of the Marine Biological Association of the United Kingdom, 74 (4), 971-973. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1017/50025315400090214

Hoare, K., Davenport, J. & Beaumont, A., R., 1995. Effects of exposure and previous exposure to copper
on growth of veliger larvae and survivorship of Mytilus edulis juveniles. Marine Ecology Progress
Series, 120, 163-168. DOI https://doi.org/doi:10.3354/meps120163

Hrs-Brenko, M., Claus, C. & Bubic, S., 1977. Synergistic effects of lead, salinity and temperature on
embryonic-development of mussel Mytilus galloprovincialis. Marine Biology, 44 (2), 109-115. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf00386951

Hu, W., Culloty, S., Darmody, G., Lynch, S., Davenport, J., Ramirez-Garcia, S., Dawson, K.A., Lynch, 1.,
Blasco, J. & Sheehan, D., 2014. Toxicity of copper oxide nanoparticles in the blue mussel, Mytilus
edulis: A redox proteomic investigation. Chemosphere, 108, 289-299. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2014.01.054

Hvilsom, M.M., 1983. Copper-induced differential mortality in the mussel Mytilus edulis. Marine Biology,
76 (3), 291-295. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00393031

Ikavalko, J., Suni, S., Koskinen, K., Aalto, A., Jaanheimo, J. & Romantschuk, M., 2006. The use of cotton
grass as oil sorbent in marine environmental protection - preliminary results from experiments. In
Brebbia, C.A. and AntunesDoCarmo, J.S. (eds.). Water Pollution Viii: Modelling, Monitoring and
Management, pp. 283-+. [WIT Transactions on Ecology and the Environment.

Jha, A.N., Hagger, J.A., Hill, S.J. & Depledge, M.H., 2000. Genotoxic, cytotoxic and developmental effects
of tributyltin oxide (TBTO): an integrated approach to the evaluation of the relative sensitivities of

158


https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(89)90239-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2021.129699
https://doi.org/10.1007/s001289900243
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.01.341
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0025315400090214
https://doi.org/doi:10.3354/meps120163
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf00386951
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2014.01.054
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00393031

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

two marine species. Marine Environmental Research, 50 (1-5), 565-573. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0141-1136(00)00112-4

Jung, Y.H., Yoon, K.T., Shim, W.J. & Park, H.S., 2015. Short-Term Variation of the Macrobenthic Fauna
Structure on Rocky Shores after the Hebei Spirit Oil Spill, West Coast of Korea. Journal of Coastal
Research, 31 (1), 177-183. DOI https://doi.org/10.2112/jcoastres-d-13-00161.1

Kadar, E., Simmance, F., Martin, O., Voulvoulis, N., Widdicombe, S., Mitov, S., Lead, J.R. & Readman,
J.W,, 2010. The influence of engineered Fe203 nanoparticles and soluble (FeCls) iron on the
developmental toxicity caused by CO,-induced seawater acidification. Environmental Pollution, 158
(12), 3490-3497. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2010.03.025

Kadar, E., Simmance, F., Martin, O., Voulvoulis, N., Widdicombe, S., Mitov, S., Lead, J.R. & Readman,
J.W,, 2010. The influence of engineered Fe,03 nanoparticles and soluble (FeCls) iron on the
developmental toxicity caused by CO2-induced seawater acidification. Environmental Pollution, 158
(12), 3490-3497. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2010.03.025

Kadar, E., Tarran, G.A., Jha, A.N. & Al-Subiai, S.N., 2011. Stabilization of Engineered Zero-Valent
Nanoiron with Na-Acrylic Copolymer Enhances Spermiotoxicity. Environmental Science & Technology,
45 (8), 3245-3251. DOI https://doi.org/10.1021/es1029848

Kaitala, S., 1988. Multiple Toxicity and Accumulation of Heavy Metals in Two Bivalve Mollusc Species.
Water Science and Technology, 20 (6-7), 23-32. DOI https://doi.org/10.2166/wst.1988.0185

Karagiannis, D., Vatsos, |. & Angelidis, P., 2011. Effects of Atrazine on the Viability and the Formation of
Byssus of the Mussel Mytilus galloprovincialis. Aquaculture International, 19, 103-110. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10499-010-9344-5

Labarta, U., Fernandez-Reiriz, M.J., Garrido, J.L., Babarro, J.M.F., Bayona, J.M. & Albaiges, J., 2005.
Response of mussel recruits to pollution from the 'Prestige' oil spill along the Galicia coast. A

biochemical approach. Marine Ecology Progress Series, 302, 135-145. DOI
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps302135

Lapota, D., Rosenberger, D., Platter-Rieger, M. & Seligman, P., 1993. Growth and survival of Mytilus
edulis larvae exposed to low levels of dibutyltin and tributyltin. Marine Biology, 115 (3), 413-419. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00349840

Lapota, D., Rosenberger, D., Platter-Rieger, M. & Seligman, P., 1993. Growth and survival of Mytilus

edulis larvae exposed to low levels of dibutyltin and tributyltin. Marine Biology, 115 (3), 413-419. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00349840

Li, Y.F., Gu, Z.Q,, Liu, H., Shen, H.D. & Yang, J.L., 2012. Biochemical response of the mussel Mytilus
coruscus (Mytiloida: Mytilidae) exposed to in vivo sub-lethal copper concentrations. Chinese Journal
of Oceanology and Limnology, 30 (5), 738-745. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/s00343-012-1232-6

Libralato, G., Minetto, D., Totaro, S., Miceti¢, |., Pigozzo, A., Sabbioni, E., Marcomini, A. & Volpi
Ghirardini, A., 2013. Embryotoxicity of TiO2 nanoparticles to Mytilus galloprovincialis (Lmk). Marine
Environmental Research, 92, 71-78. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2013.08.015

Liu, D.H.W. & Lee, J.M., 1975. Toxicity of Selected Pesticides to the Bay Mussel (Mytilus edulis). Stanford
Research Inst., Menlo Park, California; National Environmental Research Center, Corvallis, Oregon,
EPA-660/3-75-016, U.S.EPA, Corvallis, OR:102 p., 110 pp. Available from
https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyPURL.cgi?Dockey=9100LDU6.txt

Losso, C., His, E., Ghetti, P.F. & Volpi Ghirardini, A., 2004. Sensitivity of Embryotoxicity Test with Mytilus
galloprovincialis (Lmk) Towards Some Compounds of Environmental Interest (Copper and Pesticides).
Environmental Technology, 25 (7), 841-846. DOI https://doi.org/10.1080/09593330.2004.9619376

159


https://doi.org/10.1016/s0141-1136(00)00112-4
https://doi.org/10.2112/jcoastres-d-13-00161.1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2010.03.025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2010.03.025
https://doi.org/10.1021/es1029848
https://doi.org/10.2166/wst.1988.0185
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10499-010-9344-5
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps302135
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00349840
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00349840
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00343-012-1232-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2013.08.015
https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyPURL.cgi?Dockey=9100LDU6.txt
https://doi.org/10.1080/09593330.2004.9619376

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Lowe, D.M. & Pipe, R.K., 1987. Mortality and quantitative aspects of storage cell utilization in mussels,
Mytilus edulis, following exposure to diesel oil hydrocarbons. Marine Environmental Research, 22 (4),
243-251. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(87)90002-X

Lucu, C., Pavicic, J., Skreblin, M. & Mastrovic, M., 1980. Toxicological effects of biocide Slimicide C-30 on
some marine invertebrates. Mar. Pollut. Bull.;(United Kingdom), 11 (10), 294-296. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326X(80)90167-8

Lussier, S.M., Boothman, W.S., Poucher, S., Champlin, D. & Helmstetten, A., 1999. Comparison of
dissolved and total metals concentrations from acute tests with saltwater organisms. Environmental
Toxicology and Chemistry: An International Journal, 18 (5), 889-898. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.5620180511

Lussier, S.M., Boothman, W.S., Poucher, S., Champlin, D. & Helmstetten, A., 1999. Comparison of
dissolved and total metals concentrations from acute tests with saltwater organisms. Environmental

Toxicology and Chemistry: An International Journal, 18 (5), 889-898. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.5620180511

Mamaca, E., Bechmann, R.K., Torgrimsen, S., Aas, E., Bjornstad, A., Baussant, T. & Le Floch, S., 2005. The
neutral red lysosomal retention assay and Comet assay on haemolymph cells from mussels (Mytilus

edulis) and fish (Symphodus melops) exposed to styrene. Aquatic Toxicology, 75 (3), 191-201. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2005.08.001

Manley, A.R., 1983. The effects of copper on the behaviour, respiration, filtration and ventilation activity
of Mytilus edulis. Journal of the Marine Biological Association of the United Kingdom, 63 (1), 205-222.
DOI https://doi.org/10.1017/S0025315400049900

Manley, A.R., Gruffydd, L.D. & Almada-Villela, P.C., 1984. The effect of copper and zinc on the shell
growth of Mytilus edulis measured by a laser diffraction technique. Journal of the Marine Biological
Association of the United Kingdom, 64 (2), 417-427. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1017/5S0025315400030095

Martin, J.L.M., 1979. Schema of lethal action of copper on mussels. Bulletin of Environmental
Contamination and Toxicology, 21 (1), 808-814. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01685509

Martin, J.L.M., 1979. Schema of lethal action of copper on mussels. Bulletin of Environmental
Contamination and Toxicology, 21 (1), 808-814. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01685509

Martin, M., Osborn, K.E., Billig, P. & Glickstein, N., 1981. TOXICITIES OF 10 METALS TO CRASSOSTREA-
GIGAS AND MYTILUS-EDULIS EMBRYOS AND CANCER-MAGISTER LARVAE. Marine Pollution Bulletin,
12 (9), 305-308. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(81)90081-3

Martin, M., Osborn, K.E., Billig, P. & Glickstein, N., 1981. Toxicities of 10 metals to Crassostrea gigas and
Mytilus edulis embryos and Cancer magister larvae. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 12 (9), 305-308. DOI
10.1016/0025-326x(81)90081-3

Martin-Diaz, L., Franzellitti, S., Buratti, S., Valbonesi, P., Capuzzo, A. & Fabbri, E., 2009. Effects of
environmental concentrations of the antiepilectic drug carbamazepine on biomarkers and cAMP-
mediated cell signaling in the mussel Mytilus galloprovincialis. Aquatic Toxicology, 94 (3), 177-185.
DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2009.06.015

Mazzei, V., Longo, S., Conte, F., Pecoraro, R., Sal-Vaggio, A., Tibullo, D., Tiralongo, F., Lombardo, B.M. &
Brundo, M.V., 2015. Effects of tributyltin and dibutyltin on sperm motility of Mytilus galloprovincialis
(Mollusca: Mytilidae). Thalassas, 31 (2), 31-37.

McFadzen, I., Eufemia, N., Heath, C., Epel, D., Moore, M. & Lowe, D., 2000. Multidrug resistance in the
embryos and larvae of the mussel Mytilus edulis. Marine Environmental Research, 50 (1-5), 319-323.
DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/s0141-1136(00)00057-x

160


https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(87)90002-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326X(80)90167-8
https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.5620180511
https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.5620180511
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2005.08.001
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0025315400049900
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0025315400030095
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01685509
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(81)90081-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2009.06.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0141-1136(00)00057-x

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

McHenery, J.G., LinleyAdams, G.E., Moore, D.C., Rodger, G.K. & Davies, I.M., 1997. Experimental and
field studies of effects of dichlorvos exposure on acetylcholinesterase activity in the gills of the
mussel, Mytilus edulis L. Aquatic Toxicology, 38 (1-3), 125-143. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/s0166-
445x(96)00834-x

Metayer, C., Amiard-Triquet, C. & Baud, J., 1990. Species-Related Variations of Silver Bioaccumulation
and Toxicity to Three Marine Bivalves (Variations Inter-Specifiques de la Bioaccumulation et de la
Toxicite de L'Argent a L'Egard de Trois Mollusques Bivalves Marins). Water Resources Abstracts 24

(8).

Mezzelani, M., Gorbi, S., Fattorini, D., d'Errico, G., Consolandi, G., Milan, M., Bargelloni, L. & Regoli, F.,
2018. Long-term exposure of Mytilus galloprovincialis to diclofenac, Ibuprofen and Ketoprofen:
Insights into bioavailability, biomarkers and transcriptomic changes. Chemosphere, 198, 238-248. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2018.01.148

Micallef, S. & Tyler, P.A., 1987. Preliminary-observations of the interactions of mercury and selenium in
Mytilus edulis. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 18 (4), 180-185. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-
326x(87)90243-8

Micallef, S. & Tyler, P.A., 1990. Effect of mercury and selenium on the gill function of Mytilus edulis.
Marine Pollution Bulletin, 21 (6), 288-292. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(90)90592-v

Miramand, P. & Unsal, M., 1978. Acute Toxicity of Vanadium to some Marine Benthic and
Phytoplanktonic Species. Chemosphere, 7 (10), 827-832.

Monteiro, R., Costa, S., Coppola, F., Freitas, R., Vale, C. & Pereira, E., 2019a. Evidences of metabolic
alterations and cellular damage in mussels after short pulses of Ti contamination. Science of the Total
Environment, 650, 987-995. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.08.314

Monteiro, R., Costa, S., Coppola, F., Freitas, R., Vale, C. & Pereira, E., 2019b. Toxicity beyond
accumulation of Titanium after exposure of Mytilus galloprovincialis to spiked seawater.
Environmental Pollution, 244, 845-854. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2018.10.035

Moore, J., 1997. Rocky shore transect monitoring in Milford Haven, October 1996. Imapcts of the Sea
Empress oil spill. CCW Sea Empress Contract Report, Countryside Council for Wales, Bangor, Wales,
241, 90 pp.

Moore, M.N., Widdows, J., Cleary, J.J., Pipe, R.K., Salkeld, P.N., Donkin, P., Farrar, S.V., Evans, S.V. &
Thomson, P.E., 1984. Responses of the mussel Mytilus edulis to copper and phenanthrene:

Interactive effects. Marine Environmental Research, 14 (1), 167-183. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(84)90077-1

Morgan, J.D., Mitchell, D.G. & Chapman, P.M., 1986. Individual and combined toxicity of manganese and
molybdenum to mussel, Mytilus edulis, larvae. Bulletin of Environmental Contamination and
Toxicology, 37 (1), 303-307. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01607765

Morrell, S.L., 1998. Sea Empress rocky shore impact assessment/monitoring: Dale fort Field Centre
permanaent transects and rock pool studies. CCW Sea Empress Contract Report, Countryside Council
for Wales, Bangor, Wales, 319, 14 pp.

Motta, C.M., Tizzano, M., Tagliafierro, A.M., Simoniello, P., Panzuto, R., Esposito, L., Migliaccio, V.,
Rosati, L. & Avallone, B., 2018. Biocide triclosan impairs byssus formation in marine mussels Mytilus
galloprovincialis. Environmental Pollution, 241, 388-396. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2018.05.064

161


https://doi.org/10.1016/s0166-445x(96)00834-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0166-445x(96)00834-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2018.01.148
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(87)90243-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(87)90243-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(90)90592-v
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.08.314
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2018.10.035
https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(84)90077-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01607765
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2018.05.064

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Mudge, S.M., Salgado, M.A. & East, J., 1993. Preliminary investigations into sunflower oil contamination
following the wreck of the M.V. Kimya. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 26 (1), 40-44. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326X(93)90596-C

Myint, U.M. & Tyler, P.A., 1982. Effects of temperature, nutritive and metal stressors on the
reproductive biology of Mytilus edulis. Marine Biology, 67 (2), 209-223. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00401287

Nadella, S.R., Fitzpatrick, J.L., Franklin, N., Bucking, C., Smith, S. & Wood, C.M., 2009. Toxicity of
dissolved Cu, Zn, Ni and Cd to developing embryos of the blue mussel (Mytilus trossolus) and the
protective effect of dissolved organic carbon. Comparative Biochemistry and Physiology C-Toxicology
& Pharmacology, 149 (3), 340-348. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cbpc.2008.09.001

Nair, A., Ansari, Z., Harkantra, S. & Parulekar, A., 1977. Uptake of copper by the mussel Mytilus viridis L.
Indian Journal of Marine Sciences, 6, 90-91.

Nelson, D.A., Miller, J.E. & Calabrese, A., 1988. Effect of heavy metals on bay scallops, surf clams, and
blue mussels in acute and long-term exposures. Archives of Environmental Contamination and
Toxicology, 17 (5), 595-600. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01055828

Newey, S. & Seed, R., 1995. The effects of the Braer oil spill on rocky intertidal communities in south
Shetland, Scotland. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 30 (4), 274-280. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-
326X(94)00217-W

Oliveira, P., Almeida, A., Calisto, V., Esteves, V.l., Schneider, R.J., Wrona, F.J., Soares, A., Figueira, E. &
Freitas, R., 2017. Physiological and biochemical alterations induced in the mussel Mytilus
galloprovincialis after short and long-term exposure to carbamazepine. Water Research, 117, 102-
114. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2017.03.052

Oskarsson, H., Wiklund, A.K.E., Thorsen, G., Danielsson, G. & Kumblad, L., 2014. Community Interactions
Modify the Effects of Pharmaceutical Exposure: A Microcosm Study on Responses to Propranolol in
Baltic Sea Coastal Organisms. PLoS ONE, 9 (4). DOI https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0093774

Pagano, G., His, E., Beiras, R., DeBiase, A., Korkina, L.G., laccarino, M., Oral, R., Quiniou, F., Warnau, M. &
Trieff, N.M., 1996. Cytogenetic, developmental, and biochemical effects of aluminum, iron, and their
mixture in sea urchins and mussels. Archives of Environmental Contamination and Toxicology, 31 (4),
466-474. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/bf00212429

Paredes, E., Perez Fernandez, S., Rodil, R., Quintana, J.B. & Beiras, R., 2014. Ecotoxicological evaluation
of four UV filters using marine organisms from different trophic levels Isochrysis galbana, Mytilus
galloprovincialis, Paracentrotus lividus, and Siriella armata. Chemosphere, 104. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2013.10.053

Pavicic, J., Skreblin, M., Kregar, ., Tusekznidaric, M. & Stegnar, P., 1994a. Embryo-larval tolerance of
Mytilus galloprovincialis, exposed to the elevated sea-water metal concentrations .1. Toxic effects of
Cd, Zn and Hg in relation to the metallothionein level. Comparative Biochemistry and Physiology C-
Pharmacology Toxicology & Endocrinology, 107 (2), 249-257. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/1367-
8280(94)90048-5

Pavicic, J., Smodis, B., Skreblin, M., Kregar, |. & Stegnar, P., 1994b. Embryo larval tolerance of Mytilus
galloprovincialis, exposed to elevated seawater metal concentrations .2. Stage-specific fluctuations
in sensitivity toward Zn and Cd and their bioaccumulation into veliger larvae. Comparative
Biochemistry and Physiology C-Pharmacology Toxicology & Endocrinology, 109 (1), 37-46. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/1367-8280(94)00042-5

162


https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326X(93)90596-C
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00401287
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cbpc.2008.09.001
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01055828
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326X(94)00217-W
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326X(94)00217-W
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2017.03.052
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0093774
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf00212429
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2013.10.053
https://doi.org/10.1016/1367-8280(94)90048-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/1367-8280(94)90048-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/1367-8280(94)00042-5

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Pelletier, E., 1988. Acute toxicity of some methylmercury complexes to Mytilus edulis and lack of
selenium protection. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 19 (5), 213-219. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-
326x(88)90233-0

Pena-Llopis, S., Ferrando, M.D. & Pena, J.B., 2002. Impaired glutathione redox status is associated with
decreased survival in two organophosphate-poisoned marine bivalves. Chemosphere, 47 (5), 485-497.
DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/s0045-6535(01)00323-x

Pérez, M., Garcia, M., Ruiz, D., Autino, J.C., Romanelli, G. & Blustein, G., 2016. Antifouling activity of
green-synthesized 7-hydroxy-4-methylcoumarin. Marine Environmental Research, 113, 134-140. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2015.11.010

Peteiro, L.G., Babarro, J.M.F., Labarta, U. & Fernandez-Reiriz, M.J., 2006. Growth of Mytilus
galloprovincialis after the Prestige oil spill. Ices Journal of Marine Science, 63 (6), 1005-1013. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.icesims.2006.03.010

Peteiro, L.G., Babarro, J.M.F., Labarta, U. & Fernandez-Reiriz, M.J., 2006. Growth of Mytilus
galloprovincialis after the Prestige oil spill. ICES Journal of Marine Science, 63 (6), 1005-1013. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.icesims.2006.03.010

Peteiro, L.G., Filgueira, R., Labarta, U. & Fernandez-Reiriz, M.J., 2008. Growth and biochemical responses
of the offspring of mussels directly affected by the "Prestige" oil spill. ICES Journal of Marine Science,
65 (4), 509-513. DOI https://doi.org/10.1093/icesjms/fsn014

Peters, J.R. & Granek, E.F., 2016. Long-term exposure to fluoxetine reduces growth and reproductive
potential in the dominant rocky intertidal mussel, Mytilus californianus. Science of the Total
Environment, 545, 621-628. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2015.12.118

Politakis, N., Belavgeni, A., Efthimiou, I., Charalampous, N., Kourkouta, C. & Dailianis, S., 2018. The
impact of expired commercial drugs on non-target marine species: A case study with the use of a
battery of biomarkers in hemocytes of mussels. Ecotoxicology and Environmental Safety, 148, 160-
168. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2017.10.021

Poulsen, E., Riisgard, H.U. & Mohlenberg, F., 1982. ACCUMULATION OF CADMIUM AND BIOENERGETICS
IN THE MUSSEL MYTILUS-EDULIS. Marine Biology, 68 (1), 25-29. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf00393137

Prato, E. & Biandolino, F., 2007. Combined toxicity of mercury, copper and cadmium on embryogenesis
and early stages of the Mytilus galloprovincialis. Environmental Technology, 28 (8), 915-920. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1080/09593332808618851

Randall, N.P., Donnison, L.M., Lewis, P.J. & James, K.L., 2015. How effective are on-farm mitigation
measures for delivering an improved water environment? A systematic map. Environmental Evidence,
4 (1), 18. DOI https://doi.org/10.1186/s13750-015-0044-5

Rao, M.B., 1981. Effect of gamma-Hexachloran and Sevin on the Survival of the Black Sea Mussel,
Mytilus galloprovincialis Lam. Hydrobiologia, 78 (1), 33-37. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00011937

Rao, M.B., & U.K. Mane, 1978. The Effect of Carbofos on the Survival Rate and Respiration of Black Sea
Mussels (Mytilus galloprovincialis). Hydrobiological Journal, 14 (6), 90-94.

Redpath, K.J., 1985. Growth Inhibition and Recovery in Mussels (Mytilus edulis) Exposed to Low Copper
Concentrations. Journal of the Marine Biological Association of the United Kingdom, 65 (2), 421-431.
DOI https://doi.org/10.1017/5S0025315400050529

Rivera-Duarte, I., Rosen, G., Lapota, D., Chadwick, D.B., Kear-Padilla, L. & Zirino, A., 2005. Copper
Toxicity to Larval Stages of Three Marine Invertebrates and Copper Complexation Capacity in San

163


https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(88)90233-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(88)90233-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0045-6535(01)00323-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2015.11.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.icesjms.2006.03.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.icesjms.2006.03.010
https://doi.org/10.1093/icesjms/fsn014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2015.12.118
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2017.10.021
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf00393137
https://doi.org/10.1080/09593332808618851
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13750-015-0044-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00011937
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0025315400050529

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Diego Bay, California. Environmental Science & Technology, 39 (6), 1542-1546. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1021/es040545j

Roberts, D., 1972. The Assimilation and Chronic Effects of Sub-lethal Concentrations of Endosulfan on
Condition and Spawning in the Common Mussel Mytilus edulis. Marine Biology, 16 (2), 119-125. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00347949

Roberts, D., 1975. The Effect of Pesticides on Byssus Formation in the Common Mussel, Mytilus edulis.
Environmental Pollution (1970), 8 (4), 241-254. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0013-9327(75)90080-4

Rolan, G.R. & Gallagher, R., 1991. Recovery of intertidal biotic communities at Sullom Voe following the
Esso Bernica oil spill of 1978. 1991 Oil Spill Conference, pp. 461-465.

Rosen, G., Rivera-Duarte, I., Bart Chadwick, D., Ryan, A., Santore, R.C. & Paquin, P.R., 2008. Critical tissue
copper residues for marine bivalve (Mytilus galloprovincialis) and echinoderm (Strongylocentrotus
purpuratus) embryonic development: Conceptual, regulatory and environmental implications. Marine
Environmental Research, 66 (3), 327-336. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2008.05.006

Rostron, D. & Bunker, F., 1997. An assessment of sublittoral epibenthic communities and species
following the Sea Empress oil spill. A report to the Countryside Council for Wales from Marine Seen &
Sub-Sea Survey.

Sabourin, T.D. & Tullis, R.E., 1981. Effect of three aromatic hydrocarbons on respiration and heart rates
of the mussel, Mytilus californianus. Bulletin of Environmental Contamination and Toxicology, 26 (1),
729-736. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01622163

Saco-Alvarez, L., Bellas, J., Nieto, O., Bayona, J.M., Albaiges, J. & Beiras, R., 2008. Toxicity and
phototoxicity of water-accommodated fraction obtained from Prestige fuel oil and marine fuel oil
evaluated by marine bioassays. Science of the Total Environment, 394 (2-3), 275-282. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2008.01.045

Salazar, M. & Salazar, S., 1987. Tributyltin Effects on Juvenile Mussel Growth. OCEANS'87, IEEE, pp.
1504-1510.

Salazar, M. & Salazar, S., 1989. Acute Effects of (Bis) tributyltin Oxide on Marine Organisms. Summary of
Work Performed 1981 to 1983. NAVAL OCEAN SYSTEMS CENTER SAN DIEGO CA, pp.

Salazar, M.H. & Salazar, S.M., 1991. ASSESSING SITE-SPECIFIC EFFECTS OF TBT CONTAMINATION WITH
MUSSEL GROWTH-RATES. Marine Environmental Research, 32 (1-4), 131-150. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(91)90038-a

Salazar, M.H. & Salazar, S.M., 1996. Mussels as Bioindicators: Effects of TBT on Survival,
Bioaccumulation, and Growth Under Natural Conditions. In Champ, M.A. and Seligman, P.F. (eds.).
Organotin: Environmental fate and effects, Dordrecht: Springer Netherlands, pp. 305-330.

Sanders, B.M., Martin, L.S., Nelson, W.G., Phelps, D.K. & Welch, W., 1991. Relationships between
accumulation of a 60 kDa stress protein and scope-for-growth in Mytilus edulis exposed to a range of
copper concentrations. Marine Environmental Research, 31 (2), 81-97. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(91)90021-y

Schmidt, W., O'Rourke, K., Hernan, R. & Quinn, B., 2011. Effects of the pharmaceuticals gemfibrozil and
diclofenac on the marine mussel (Mytilus spp.) and their comparison with standardized toxicity tests.
Marine Pollution Bulletin, 62 (7), 1389-1395. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2011.04.043

Schmidt, W., Rainville, L.C., McEneff, G., Sheehan, D. & Quinn, B., 2014. A proteomic evaluation of the
effects of the pharmaceuticals diclofenac and gemfibrozil on marine mussels (Mytilus spp.): evidence
for chronic sublethal effects on stress- response proteins. Drug Testing and Analysis, 6 (3), 210-219.
DOI https://doi.org/10.1002/dta.1463

164


https://doi.org/10.1021/es040545j
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00347949
https://doi.org/10.1016/0013-9327(75)90080-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2008.05.006
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01622163
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2008.01.045
https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(91)90038-a
https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(91)90021-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2011.04.043
https://doi.org/10.1002/dta.1463

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Schmutz, A., Tremblay, R., Audet, C., Gagné, J.-P., Pelletier, E. & St-Louis, R., 2021. Under ice spills of
conventional crude oil and diluted bitumen: Physiological resilience of the blue mussel and
transgenerational effects. Science of the Total Environment, 779, 146316. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.146316

Serrano, R., Hernandez, F., Pena, J., Dosda, V. & Canales, J., 1995. Toxicity of Bioconcentration of
Selected Organophosphorus Pesticides in Mytilus galloprovincialis and Venus gallina. Archives of
Environmental Contamination and Toxicology, 29 (3), 284-290. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00212491

Sif, J., Khalil, A., Abouinan, H., Rouhi, A. & Mokhliss, K., 2016. Effects of phthalates on the biology of the
mussel Mytilus galloprovincialis (from the Atlantic Coast of El Jadida, Morocco). Journal of
Xenobiotics, 6 (2), 39-40. DOI https://doi.org/10.4081/xen0.2016.6589

Smith, E., Wraige, E., Donkin, P. & Rowland, S., 2001. Hydrocarbon humps in the marine environment:
Synthesis, toxicity, and aqueous solubility of monoaromatic compounds. Environmental Toxicology
and Chemistry, 20 (11), 2428-2432. DOI http://doi.org/10.1002/etc.5620201105

Smith, J.E. ed., 1968. 'Torrey Canyon' Pollution and marine life. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Sole, M., Shaw, J.P., Frickers, P.E., Readman, J.W. & Hutchinson, T.H., 2010. Effects on feeding rate and
biomarker responses of marine mussels experimentally exposed to propranolol and acetaminophen.
Analytical and Bioanalytical Chemistry, 396 (2), 649-656. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-009-
3182-1

Spangenberg, J.V. & Cherr, G.N., 1996. Developmental effects of barium exposure in a marine bivalve
(Mytilus californianus). Environmental Toxicology and Chemistry, 15 (10), 1769-1774. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.5620151018

Stefansson, E.S., Langdon, C.J., Pargee, S.M., Blunt, S.M., Gage, S.J. & Stubblefield, W.A., 2016. Acute
effects of non-weathered and weathered crude oil and dispersant associated with the Deepwater
Horizon incident on the development of marine bivalve and echinoderm larvae. Environmental
Toxicology and Chemistry, 35 (8), 2016-2028. DOI https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.3353

Stenalt, E., Johansen, B, Lillienskjold, S.v. & Hansen, B.W., 1998. Mesocosm Study of Mytilus
edulisLarvae and Postlarvae, Including the Settlement Phase, Exposed to a Gradient of Tributyltin.
Ecotoxicology and Environmental Safety, 40 (3), 212-225. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1006/eesa.1998.1687

Stremgren, T. & Bongard, T., 1987. The effect of tributyltin oxide on growth of Mytilus edulis. Marine
Pollution Bulletin, 18 (1), 30-31. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(87)90654-0

Stremgren, T. & Nielsen, M.V., 1986. Effect of diurnal variations in natural irradiance on the apical length
growth and light saturation of growth in five species of benthic macroalgae. Marine Biology, 90, 467-
472.

Stremgren, T. & Nielsen, M.V., 1991. Spawning frequency, growth and mortality of Mytilus edulis larvae,
exposed to copper and diesel oil. Aquatic Toxicology, 21 (3), 171-179. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/0166-445X(91)90071-G

Stregmgren, T., 1982. Effect of heavy metals (Zn, Hg, Cu, Cd, Pb, Ni) on the length growth of Mytilus
edulis. Marine Biology, 72 (1), 69-72. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00393949

Stréomgren, T., 1986. The combined effect of copper and hydrocarbons on the length growth of Mytilus
edulis. Marine Environmental Research, 19 (4), 251-258. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-
1136(86)90018-8

165


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.146316
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00212491
https://doi.org/10.4081/xeno.2016.6589
http://doi.org/10.1002/etc.5620201105
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-009-3182-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-009-3182-1
https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.5620151018
https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.3353
https://doi.org/10.1006/eesa.1998.1687
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(87)90654-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/0166-445X(91)90071-G
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00393949
https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(86)90018-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(86)90018-8

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Sunila, I. & Lindstrém, R., 1985. Survival, growth and shell deformities of copper- and cadmium-exposed
mussels (Mytilus edulis L.) in brackish water. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science, 21 (4), 555-565.
DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0272-7714(85)90056-3

Sunila, I. & Lindstrom, R., 1986. Effects of copper and cadmium on the shell morphology, length growth
and survival of the mussel Mytilus edulis L. Publications of the Water Research Institute, National
Board of Waters, Finland, 68, 211-214.

Sunila, 1., 1981. Toxicity of copper and cadmium to Mytilus edulis L. (Bivalvia) in brackish water. Annales
Zoologici Fennici, 18, 213-223.

Swedmark, M., Granmo, A. & Kollberg, S., 1973. Effects of oil dispersants and oil emulsions on marine
animals. Water Research, 7 (11), 1649-1672. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0043-1354(73)90134-6

Talbot, V., Magee, R.J. & Hussain, M., 1976. Lead in Port Phillip Bay mussels. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 7
(12), 234-237. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326X(76)90269-1

Tedengren, M., Olsson, B., Bradley, B. & Zhou, L.Z., 1999b. Heavy metal uptake, physiological response
and survival of the blue mussel (Mytilus edulis) from marine and brackish waters in relation to the
induction of heat-shock protein 70. Hydrobiologia, 393, 261-269. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1003583509218

Tedesco, S., Doyle, H., Blasco, J., Redmond, G. & Sheehan, D., 2010. Exposure of the blue mussel, Mytilus
edulis, to gold nanoparticles and the pro-oxidant menadione. Comparative Biochemistry and
Physiology Part C: Toxicology & Pharmacology, 151 (2), 167-174. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cbpc.2009.10.002

Thomas, R.E., Brodersen, C., Carls, M.G., Babcock, M. & Rice, S.D., 1999. Lack of physiological responses
to hydrocarbon accumulation by Mytilus trossulus after 3—4 years chronic exposure to spilled Exxon
Valdez crude oil in Prince William Sound. Comparative Biochemistry and Physiology Part C:
Pharmacology, Toxicology and Endocrinology, 122 (1), 153-163. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/50742-
8413(98)10099-3

Thurberg, F.P., Calabrese, A. & Dawson, M.A., 1974. Effects of silver on oxygen consumption of bivalves
at various salinities. In Vernberg, J.F. and Vernberg, W.B. (eds.). Pollution and Physiology of Marine
Organisms, New York: Academic Press, pp. 67-78.

Tuffnail, W., Mills, G.A.,, Cary, P. & Greenwood, R., 2009. An environmental 1H NMR metabolomic study
of the exposure of the marine mussel Mytilus edulis to atrazine, lindane, hypoxia and starvation.
Metabolomics, 5 (1), 33-43. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/s11306-008-0143-1

Valkirs, A.O., Davidson, B.M. & Seligman, P.F., 1987. Sublethal growth effects and mortality to marine
bivalves from long-term exposure to tributyltin. Chemosphere, 16 (1), 201-220. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/0045-6535(87)90124-X

Vlachogianni, T. & Valavanidis, A., 2007. Heavy-Metal Effects on Lipid Peroxidation and Antioxidant
Defence Enzymes in Mussels Mytilus galloprovincialis. Chemistry and Ecology, 23, 361-371. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1080/02757540701653285

Walsh, A.R. & Ohalloran, J., 1997. The toxicity of leather tannery effluent to a population of the blue
mussel Mytilus edulis (L). Ecotoxicology, 6 (3), 137-152. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1018614408367

Weber, R.E., Dezwaan, A. & Bang, A., 1992. Interactive Effects of Ambient Copper and Anoxic,
Temperature and Salinity Stress on Survival and Hemolymph and Muscle Tissue Osmotic Effectors in
Mytilus edulis. Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology, 159 (2), 135-156. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-0981(92)90033-7

166


https://doi.org/10.1016/0272-7714(85)90056-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/0043-1354(73)90134-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326X(76)90269-1
https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1003583509218
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cbpc.2009.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0742-8413(98)10099-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0742-8413(98)10099-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11306-008-0143-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0045-6535(87)90124-X
https://doi.org/10.1080/02757540701653285
https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1018614408367

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Widdows, J. & Donkin, P., 1992. Mussels and environmental contaminants: bioaccumulation and
physiological aspects. . In Gosling, E.M. (ed.) The mussel Mytilus: ecology, physiology, genetics and
culture, Amsterdam: Elsevier Science Publ. 383-424 pp. [[Developments in Aquaculture and Fisheries
Science, no. 25], 25].

Widdows, J. & Johnson, D., 1988. Physiological energetics of Mytilus edulis: scope for growth. Marine
Ecology Progress Series, 46, 113-121. DOI https://doi.org/https://www.int-
res.com/articles/meps/46/m046p113.pdf

Widdows, J. & Page, D.S., 1993. Effects of tributyltin and dibutyltin on the physiological energetics of the
mussel, Mytilus edulis. Marine Environmental Research, 35 (3), 233-249. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(93)90096-i

Widdows, J., Bakke, T., Bayne, B.L., Donkin, P., Livingstone, D.R., Lowe, D.M., Moore, M.N., Evans, S.V. &
Moore, S.L., 1982. Responses of Mytilus edulis on exposure to the water-accommodated fraction of
North Sea oil. Marine Biology, 67 (1), 15-31. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00397090

Widdows, J., Donkin, P. & Evans, S.V., 1987. Physiological responses of Mytilus edulis during chronic oil
exposure and recovery. Marine Environmental Research, 23 (1), 15-32. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(87)90014-6

Widdows, J., Donkin, P., Brinsley, M.D., Evans, S.V., Salkeld, P.N., Franklin, A., Law, R.J. & Waldock, M.J.,
1995. Scope for growth and contaminant levels in North-Sea mussels Mytilus edulis. Marine Ecology
Progress Series, 127 (1-3), 131-148. DOI https://doi.org/10.3354/meps127131

Widdows, J., Donkin, P., Staff, F.J., Matthiessen, P., Law, R.J., Allen, Y.T., Thain, J.E., Allchin, C.R. & Jones,
B.R., 2002. Measurement of stress effects (scope for growth) and contaminant levels in mussels
(Mytilus edulis) collected from the Irish Sea. Marine Environmental Research, 53 (4), 327-356. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0141-1136(01)00120-9

Yang, J.L,, Li, Y.F., Bao, W.Y., Satuito, C.G. & Kitamura, H., 2011. Larval metamorphosis of the mussel
Mytilus galloprovincialis Lamarck, 1819 in response to neurotransmitter blockers and
tetraethylammonium. Biofouling, 27 (2), 193-199. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1080/08927014.2011.553717

Yang, J.-L., Li, W.-S,, Liang, X,, Li, Y.-F., Chen, Y.-R., Bao, W.-Y. & Li, J.-L., 2014. Effects of Adrenoceptor
Compounds on Larval Metamorphosis of the Mussel Mytilus coruscus. Aquaculture, 426, 282-287.
DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2014.02.019

Yaroslavtseva, L.M. & Sergeeva, E.P., 2007. Effect of temperature on early development of the pacific
mussel Mytilus trossulus (Bivalvia: Mytilidae) in sea water polluted by copper ions. Russian Journal of
Marine Biology, 33 (6), 375-380. DOI https://doi.org/10.1134/s106307400706003x

9.3 Seagrasses

Ambo-Rappe, R., Lajus, D.L. & Schreider, M.J., 2011. Heavy metal impact on growth and leaf asymmetry
of seagrass, Halophila ovalis. Journal of Environmental Chemistry and Ecotoxicology, 3 (6), 149-159.
DOI https://doi.org/10.5897/JECE.9000030

Baca, B.J., Snedaker, S.C., Dodge, R.E., Knap, A.H., Sleeter, T.D. & Marine Technol, S.0.C., 1996. The
effects of crude oil and dispersed crude oil on tropical ecosystems: Long-term seagrass, mangrove,
and coral studies. Conference on Prospects for the 21st-Century (OCEANS 96 MTS/IEEE), Ft
Lauderdale, Fl, Sep 23-26, pp. 469-486.

Baca, B.J.G., C.D., 1984. The Toxicity of Oil and Chemically Dispersed Qil to the Seagrass Thalassia
testudinum. In Allen, T.E. (ed.) Oil Spill Chemical Dispersants: Research, Experience, and
Recommendations, Philadelphia: American Society for Testing and Materials, pp. 314-323.

167


https://doi.org/https:/www.int-res.com/articles/meps/46/m046p113.pdf
https://doi.org/https:/www.int-res.com/articles/meps/46/m046p113.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(93)90096-i
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00397090
https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(87)90014-6
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps127131
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0141-1136(01)00120-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2014.02.019
https://doi.org/10.1134/s106307400706003x
https://doi.org/10.5897/JECE.9000030

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Ballou, T.G., Hess, S.C., Knap, H.A., Sleeter, T.D., 1987. Effects of a Dispersed and Undispersed Crude QOil
on Mangroves, Seagrasses and Corals. pp. 1-229. Prepared for the American Petroleum Institute.

Berry, K.L.E., Hoogenboom, M.O., Flores, F. & Negri, A.P., 2016. Simulated coal spill causes mortality and
growth inhibition in tropical marine organisms. Scientific Reports, 6. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep25894

Bester, K., 2000. Effects of pesticides on seagrass beds. Helgoland Marine Research, 54 (2), 95-98. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1007/s101520050007

Brackup, I. & Capone, D.G., 1985. The effect of several metal and organic pollutants on nitrogen-fixation
(acetylene-reduction) by the roots and rhizomes of Zostera-marina L. Environmental and
Experimental Botany, 25 (2), 145-151. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0098-8472(85)90020-6

Bryan, G.W. & Langston, W.J., 1992. Bioavailability, accumulation and effects of heavy-metals in
sediments with special reference to United Kingdom estuaries - a review. Environmental Pollution, 76
(2), 89-131. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0269-7491(92)90099-v

Buckee, J., Hetzel, Y., Nyegaard, M., Evans, S., Whiting, S., Scott, S., Ayvazian, S., van Keulen, M. &
Verduin, J., 2021. Catastrophic loss of tropical seagrass habitats at the Cocos (Keeling) Islands due to
multiple stressors. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 170. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2021.112602

Cabral, H., Fonseca, V., Sousa, T. & Leal, M.C., 2019. Synergistic Effects of Climate Change and Marine
Pollution: An Overlooked Interaction in Coastal and Estuarine Areas. International Journal of
Environmental Research and Public Health, 16 (15). DOI https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph16152737

Caquet, T., Roucaute, M., Mazzella, N., Delmas, F., Madigou, C., Farcy, E., Burgeot, T., Allenou, J.P. &
Gabellec, R., 2013. Risk assessment of herbicides and booster biocides along estuarine continuums in
the Bay of Vilaine area (Brittany, France). Environmental Science and Pollution Research, 20 (2), 651-
666. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-012-1171-y

Carve, M., Coggan, T.L., Myers, J.H., Clarke, B., Nugegoda, D. & Shimeta, J., 2018. Impacts on the
seagrass, Zostera nigricaulis, from the herbicide Fusilade Forte® used in the management of Spartina
anglica infestations. Aquatic Toxicology, 195, 15-23. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2017.11.021

Chan, G.L., 1973. A study of the effects of the San Francisco oil spill on marine organisms. International
Oil Spill Conference 1973, pp.741-781.

Chesworth, J.C., Donkin, M.E. & Brown, M.T., 2004. The interactive effects of the antifouling herbicides
Irgarol 1051 and Diuron on the seagrass Zostera marina (L.). Aquatic Toxicology, 66 (3), 293-305. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2003.10.002

Correll, D.L. & Wu, T.L., 1982. Atrazine toxicity to submersed vascular plants in simulated estuarine
microcosms. Aquatic Botany, 14, 151-158. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3770(82)90094-8

Cosco Busan Qil Spill Trustees, 2012. Cosco Busan Qil Spill Final Damage Assessment and Restoration
Plan/Environmental Assessment. 1-179 pp. Available from:
https://repository.library.noaa.gov/view/noaa/6294

Costa, J.E., 1982. The effects of oil contaminated sediments on the growth of eelgrass (Zostera-marina
L.). Biological Bulletin, 163 (2), 363-363.

Davison, D.M. & Hughes, D.J., 1998. Zostera biotopes (Volume 1): An overview of dynamics and
sensitivity characteristics for conservation management of marine SACs. UK Marine SACs Project,
Scottish Association for Marine Science, Dunstaffnage, pp. Available from
http://www.ukmarinesacs.org.uk

168


https://doi.org/10.1038/srep25894
https://doi.org/10.1007/s101520050007
https://doi.org/10.1016/0098-8472(85)90020-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2017.11.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2003.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3770(82)90094-8
https://repository.library.noaa.gov/view/noaa/6294
http://www.ukmarinesacs.org.uk/

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Dean, T.A., Stekoll, M.S., Jewett, S.C., Smith, R.O., and Hose, J.E., 1998. Eelgrass (Zostera marina L.) in
Prince William Sound, Alaska: Effects of the Exxon Valdez oil spill. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 36 (3),
201-210.

Deepwater Horizon Natural Resource Damage Assessment Trustees, 2016. Deepwater Horizon Qil Spill:
Final Programmatic Damage Assessment and Restoration Plan and Final Programmatic Environmental
Impact Statement. NOAA (National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration), U.S.A., 420-440 pp.
Available from https://www.gulfspillrestoration.noaa.gov/restoration-planning/gulf-plan

Delistraty, D.A. & Hershner, C., 1984. Effects of the herbicide atrazine on adenine nucleotide levels in
Zostera marina L. (eelgrass). . Aquatic Botany, 18, 353-369. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-
3770(84)90056-1

Den Hartog, C., & Jacobs, R.P.W.M., 1980. Effects of the "Amoco Cadiz" oil spill on an eelgrass
community at Roscoff (France) with special reference to the mobile benthic fauna. Helgolander
Meeresuntersuchungen, 33, 182-191. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02414745

Diepens, N.J., Buffan-Dubau, E., Budzinski, H., Kallerhoff, J., Merlina, G., Silvestre, J., Auby, I., Tapie, N. &
Elger, A., 2017. Toxicity effects of an environmental realistic herbicide mixture on the seagrass
Zostera noltei. Environmental Pollution, 222, 393-403. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2016.12.021

Dumbauld, B.R. & Wyllie-Echeverria, S., 2003. The influence of burrowing thalassinid shrimps on the
distribution of intertidal seagrasses in Willapa Bay, Washington, USA. Aquatic Botany, 77 (1), 27-42.
DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-3770(03)00077-9

Durako, M.J., Kenworthy, W.J., Fatemy, S.M.R., Valavi, H. & Thayer, G.W., 1993. Assessment of the
toxicity of Kuwait crude-oil on the photosynthesis and respiration of seagrasses of the northern Gulf.
Marine Pollution Bulletin, 27, 223-227. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(93)90028-i

Faganeli, J., Vriser, B., Leskovsek, H., Cermelj, B. & Planinc, R., 1997. The impact of highway pollution on
the coastal sea. 4th International Conference on Water Pollution, Lake Bled, Slovenia, Jun, pp. 161-
173.

Flores, F., Collier, C.J., Mercurio, P. & Negri, A.P., 2013. Phytotoxicity of Four Photosystem Il Herbicides
to Tropical Seagrasses. PLoS ONE, 8 (9), e75798. DOI https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0075798

Fonseca, M., Piniak, G.A. & Cosentino-Manning, N., 2017. Susceptibility of seagrass to oil spills: A case
study with eelgrass, Zostera marina in San Francisco Bay, USA. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 115 (1), 29-
38. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2016.11.029

Foster, M., Neushul, M., Zingmark, R., 1971. The Santa Barbara oil spill Part 2: Initial effects on intertidal
and kelp bed organisms. Environmental Pollution, 2 (2), 115-134. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0013-
9327(71)90015-2

Francois, R., Short, F.T. & Weber, J.H., 1989. Accumulation and persistence of tributyltin in eelgrass
(Zostera marina L.) tissue. Environmental Science & Technology, 23 (2), 191-196. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1021/es00179a009

Gab-Alla, A., 2001. Ecological Status of the Seagrass Community in Sharm El-Moyia Bay (Gulf of Agaba,
Red Sea) after Oil Pollution in 1999. Journal of King Abdulaziz University-Marine Sciences, 12, 231-
239.DOI 10.4197/mar.12-1.17

Gao, Y., Fang, J., Zhang, J., Ren, L., Mao, VY., Li, B., Zhang, M., Liu, D. & Du, M., 2011. The impact of the
herbicide atrazine on growth and photosynthesis of seagrass, Zostera marina (L.), seedlings. Marine
Pollution Bulletin, 62 (8), 1628-1631. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2011.06.014

169


https://www.gulfspillrestoration.noaa.gov/restoration-planning/gulf-plan
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3770(84)90056-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3770(84)90056-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02414745
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2016.12.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-3770(03)00077-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(93)90028-i
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0075798
https://doi.org/10.1016/0013-9327(71)90015-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0013-9327(71)90015-2
https://doi.org/10.1021/es00179a009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2011.06.014

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Govers, L.L., Lamers, L.P.M., Bouma, T.J., Eygensteyn, J., de Brouwer, J.H.F., Hendriks, A.J., Huijbers, C.M.
& van Katwijk, M.M., 2014. Seagrasses as indicators for coastal trace metal pollution: A global meta-
analysis serving as a benchmark, and a Caribbean case study. Environmental Pollution, 195, 210-217.
DOI Https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2014.08.028

Guven, K.C., Saygi, N. & Ozturk, B., 1993. Survey of metal contents of bosporus algae, Zostera marina
and sediments. Botanica Marina, 36 (3), 175-178. DOI https://doi.org/10.1515/botm.1993.36.3.175

Hamoutene, D., Romeo, M., Gnassia, M. & Lafaurie, M., 1996. Cadmium effects on oxidative metabolism
in a marine seagrass: Posidonia oceanica. Bulletin of Environmental Contamination and Toxicology, 56
(2), 327-334. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/s001289900048

Hatcher, A.l., and Larkum, A.W.D, 1982. The effects of short term exposure to Bass Strait crude oil and
corexit 8667 on benthic community metabolism in Posidonia australis Hook.f. dominated
microcosms. Aquatic Botany, 12, 219-227. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3770(82)90018-3

Haynes, D., Ralph, P., Prange, J. & Dennison, B., 2000. The Impact of the Herbicide Diuron on
Photosynthesis in Three Species of Tropical Seagrass. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 41 (7), 288-293. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/5S0025-326X(00)00127-2

Hemens, J. & Warwick, R.J., 1972. The effects of fluoride on estuarine organisms. Water Research, 6
(11), 1301-1308. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0043-1354(72)90194-7

Hershner, C., Ward, K., lllowsky, J., Delistraty, D. & Martorana, J., 1982. Effects of Atrazine on Zostera
marina in Chesapeake Bay, Virginia. U.S.EPA,, Annapolis, MD, 286 pp. Available from
https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyNET.exe/2000VCHI.txt?ZyActionD=ZyDocument&Client=EPA&Index=19
81%20Thru%201985&Docs=&Query=&Time=&EndTime=&SearchMethod=1&TocRestrict=n&Toc=&T
ocEntry=&QField=&QFieldYear=&QFieldMonth=&QFieldDay=&UseQField=&IntQFieldOp=0&ExtQFiel
dOp=0&XmIQuery=&File=D%3A%5CZYFILES%5CINDEX%20DATA%5C81THRU85%5CTXT%5C00000011
%5C2000VCHI.txt&User=ANONYMOUS&Password=anonymous&SortMethod=h%7C-
&MaximumDocuments=1&FuzzyDegree=0&ImageQuality=r75g8/r75g8/x150y150g16/i425&Display=
hpfr&DefSeekPage=x&SearchBack=ZyActionL&Back=ZyActionS&BackDesc=Results%20page&Maximu
mPages=1&ZyEntry=1

Holt, T.J., Jones, D.R., Hawkins, S.J. & Hartnoll, R.G., 1995. The sensitivity of marine communities to man
induced change - a scoping report. Countryside Council for Wales, Bangor, Contract Science Report,
no. 65., 114 pp.

Holt, T.J., Hartnoll, R.G. & Hawkins, S.J., 1997. Sensitivity and vulnerability to man-induced change of
selected communities: intertidal brown algal shrubs, Zostera beds and Sabellaria spinulosa reefs.
English Nature Research Reports no. 234, English Nature, Peterborough, 97 pp.

Howard, S., Baker, J. M., Hiscock, K., 1989. The Efffects of Oil and Dispersants on Seagrasses in Milford
Haven. In Dicks, B. (ed.) Ecological Impacts of the Oil Industury, London: John Wiley & Sons Ltd, pp.
61-96.

Jackson, J.B.C., Cubit, J.D., Keller B.D., Batista, V., Burns, K., Caffey, H.M., Caldwell, R.L., Garrity, S.D.,
Getter, C.D., Gonzalez, C., Guzman, H.M., Kaufmann, K.W., Knap, A.H., Levings, S.C., Marshall, M.J.,
Steger, R., Thompson, R.C., Weil, E., 1989. Ecological effects of a major oil spill on panamanian
coastal marine communities. Science, 243 (4887), 37-44. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.243.4887.37

Jacobs, R., 1980. Effects of the 'Amoco Cadiz' Oil Spill on the Seagrass Community at Roscoff with Special
Reference to the Benthic Fauna. Marine Ecological Progress Series, 2, 207-212.

Jacobs, R., 1988. Oil and the seagrass ecosystem of the red sea. Oil and Chemical Pollution, 5 (1), 21-45.
DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/50269-8579(89)80003-6

170


https://doi.org/10.1515/botm.1993.36.3.175
https://doi.org/10.1007/s001289900048
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3770(82)90018-3
https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyNET.exe/2000VCH9.txt?ZyActionD=ZyDocument&Client=EPA&Index=1981%20Thru%201985&Docs=&Query=&Time=&EndTime=&SearchMethod=1&TocRestrict=n&Toc=&TocEntry=&QField=&QFieldYear=&QFieldMonth=&QFieldDay=&UseQField=&IntQFieldOp=0&ExtQFieldOp=0&XmlQuery=&File=D%3A%5CZYFILES%5CINDEX%20DATA%5C81THRU85%5CTXT%5C00000011%5C2000VCH9.txt&User=ANONYMOUS&Password=anonymous&SortMethod=h%7C-&MaximumDocuments=1&FuzzyDegree=0&ImageQuality=r75g8/r75g8/x150y150g16/i425&Display=hpfr&DefSeekPage=x&SearchBack=ZyActionL&Back=ZyActionS&BackDesc=Results%20page&MaximumPages=1&ZyEntry=1
https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyNET.exe/2000VCH9.txt?ZyActionD=ZyDocument&Client=EPA&Index=1981%20Thru%201985&Docs=&Query=&Time=&EndTime=&SearchMethod=1&TocRestrict=n&Toc=&TocEntry=&QField=&QFieldYear=&QFieldMonth=&QFieldDay=&UseQField=&IntQFieldOp=0&ExtQFieldOp=0&XmlQuery=&File=D%3A%5CZYFILES%5CINDEX%20DATA%5C81THRU85%5CTXT%5C00000011%5C2000VCH9.txt&User=ANONYMOUS&Password=anonymous&SortMethod=h%7C-&MaximumDocuments=1&FuzzyDegree=0&ImageQuality=r75g8/r75g8/x150y150g16/i425&Display=hpfr&DefSeekPage=x&SearchBack=ZyActionL&Back=ZyActionS&BackDesc=Results%20page&MaximumPages=1&ZyEntry=1
https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyNET.exe/2000VCH9.txt?ZyActionD=ZyDocument&Client=EPA&Index=1981%20Thru%201985&Docs=&Query=&Time=&EndTime=&SearchMethod=1&TocRestrict=n&Toc=&TocEntry=&QField=&QFieldYear=&QFieldMonth=&QFieldDay=&UseQField=&IntQFieldOp=0&ExtQFieldOp=0&XmlQuery=&File=D%3A%5CZYFILES%5CINDEX%20DATA%5C81THRU85%5CTXT%5C00000011%5C2000VCH9.txt&User=ANONYMOUS&Password=anonymous&SortMethod=h%7C-&MaximumDocuments=1&FuzzyDegree=0&ImageQuality=r75g8/r75g8/x150y150g16/i425&Display=hpfr&DefSeekPage=x&SearchBack=ZyActionL&Back=ZyActionS&BackDesc=Results%20page&MaximumPages=1&ZyEntry=1
https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyNET.exe/2000VCH9.txt?ZyActionD=ZyDocument&Client=EPA&Index=1981%20Thru%201985&Docs=&Query=&Time=&EndTime=&SearchMethod=1&TocRestrict=n&Toc=&TocEntry=&QField=&QFieldYear=&QFieldMonth=&QFieldDay=&UseQField=&IntQFieldOp=0&ExtQFieldOp=0&XmlQuery=&File=D%3A%5CZYFILES%5CINDEX%20DATA%5C81THRU85%5CTXT%5C00000011%5C2000VCH9.txt&User=ANONYMOUS&Password=anonymous&SortMethod=h%7C-&MaximumDocuments=1&FuzzyDegree=0&ImageQuality=r75g8/r75g8/x150y150g16/i425&Display=hpfr&DefSeekPage=x&SearchBack=ZyActionL&Back=ZyActionS&BackDesc=Results%20page&MaximumPages=1&ZyEntry=1
https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyNET.exe/2000VCH9.txt?ZyActionD=ZyDocument&Client=EPA&Index=1981%20Thru%201985&Docs=&Query=&Time=&EndTime=&SearchMethod=1&TocRestrict=n&Toc=&TocEntry=&QField=&QFieldYear=&QFieldMonth=&QFieldDay=&UseQField=&IntQFieldOp=0&ExtQFieldOp=0&XmlQuery=&File=D%3A%5CZYFILES%5CINDEX%20DATA%5C81THRU85%5CTXT%5C00000011%5C2000VCH9.txt&User=ANONYMOUS&Password=anonymous&SortMethod=h%7C-&MaximumDocuments=1&FuzzyDegree=0&ImageQuality=r75g8/r75g8/x150y150g16/i425&Display=hpfr&DefSeekPage=x&SearchBack=ZyActionL&Back=ZyActionS&BackDesc=Results%20page&MaximumPages=1&ZyEntry=1
https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyNET.exe/2000VCH9.txt?ZyActionD=ZyDocument&Client=EPA&Index=1981%20Thru%201985&Docs=&Query=&Time=&EndTime=&SearchMethod=1&TocRestrict=n&Toc=&TocEntry=&QField=&QFieldYear=&QFieldMonth=&QFieldDay=&UseQField=&IntQFieldOp=0&ExtQFieldOp=0&XmlQuery=&File=D%3A%5CZYFILES%5CINDEX%20DATA%5C81THRU85%5CTXT%5C00000011%5C2000VCH9.txt&User=ANONYMOUS&Password=anonymous&SortMethod=h%7C-&MaximumDocuments=1&FuzzyDegree=0&ImageQuality=r75g8/r75g8/x150y150g16/i425&Display=hpfr&DefSeekPage=x&SearchBack=ZyActionL&Back=ZyActionS&BackDesc=Results%20page&MaximumPages=1&ZyEntry=1
https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyNET.exe/2000VCH9.txt?ZyActionD=ZyDocument&Client=EPA&Index=1981%20Thru%201985&Docs=&Query=&Time=&EndTime=&SearchMethod=1&TocRestrict=n&Toc=&TocEntry=&QField=&QFieldYear=&QFieldMonth=&QFieldDay=&UseQField=&IntQFieldOp=0&ExtQFieldOp=0&XmlQuery=&File=D%3A%5CZYFILES%5CINDEX%20DATA%5C81THRU85%5CTXT%5C00000011%5C2000VCH9.txt&User=ANONYMOUS&Password=anonymous&SortMethod=h%7C-&MaximumDocuments=1&FuzzyDegree=0&ImageQuality=r75g8/r75g8/x150y150g16/i425&Display=hpfr&DefSeekPage=x&SearchBack=ZyActionL&Back=ZyActionS&BackDesc=Results%20page&MaximumPages=1&ZyEntry=1
https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyNET.exe/2000VCH9.txt?ZyActionD=ZyDocument&Client=EPA&Index=1981%20Thru%201985&Docs=&Query=&Time=&EndTime=&SearchMethod=1&TocRestrict=n&Toc=&TocEntry=&QField=&QFieldYear=&QFieldMonth=&QFieldDay=&UseQField=&IntQFieldOp=0&ExtQFieldOp=0&XmlQuery=&File=D%3A%5CZYFILES%5CINDEX%20DATA%5C81THRU85%5CTXT%5C00000011%5C2000VCH9.txt&User=ANONYMOUS&Password=anonymous&SortMethod=h%7C-&MaximumDocuments=1&FuzzyDegree=0&ImageQuality=r75g8/r75g8/x150y150g16/i425&Display=hpfr&DefSeekPage=x&SearchBack=ZyActionL&Back=ZyActionS&BackDesc=Results%20page&MaximumPages=1&ZyEntry=1
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.243.4887.37
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0269-8579(89)80003-6

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Jebara, A., Albergamo, A., Rando, R., Potorti, A.G., Lo Turco, V., Ben Mansour, H. & Di Bella, G., 2021.
Phthalates and non-phthalate plasticizers in Tunisian marine samples: Occurrence, spatial distribution
and seasonal variation. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 163. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2021.111967

Jeong, C.B., Kim, H.S., Kang, H.M. & Lee, J.S., 2017. ATP-binding cassette (ABC) proteins in aquatic
invertebrates: Evolutionary significance and application in marine ecotoxicology. Aquatic Toxicology,
185, 29-39. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2017.01.013

Keesing, J.K., Gartner, A., Westera, M., Edgar, G.J., Myers, J., Hardman-Mountford, N.J. & Bailey, M.,
2018. Impacts and environmental risks of oil spills on marine invertebrates, algae and seagrass: a

global review from an Australian perspective. Oceanography and Marine Biology: An Annual Review,
56, 311-370.

Kelly, J.R., Levine, S.N., Buttel, L.A., Carr, K.A., Rudnick, D.T. & Morton, R.D., 1990. The effects of
tributyltin within a Thalassia seagrass ecosystem. Estuaries, 13 (3), 301-310. DOI
https://doi.org/10.2307/1351921

Kenworthy, W.J., Durako, M.J., Fatemy, S.M.R., Valavi, H. & Thayer, G.W., 1993. Ecology of seagrasses in
northeastern Saudi-Arabia one-year after the Gulf-war oil-spill. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 27, 213-
222. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(93)90027-h

Kingston, P., 2017. Saving seagrasses from dredging. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 125 (1-2), 5-5.

Kurz, R.C., Tomasko, D.A., Burdick, D., Ries, T.F., Patterson, K. & Finck, R., 1998. Recent trends in
seagrass distributions in southwest Florida coastal waters. Workshop on Subtropical and Tropical
Seagrass Management Ecology - Responses to Environmental Stress, Ft Myers, Fl, Oct 14-16, pp. 157-
166.

Lafratta, A., Serrano, O., Masque, P., Mateo, M.A,, Fernandes, M., Gaylard, S. & Lavery, P.S., 2019.
Seagrass soil archives reveal centennial-scale metal smelter contamination while acting as natural
filters. Science of the Total Environment, 649, 1381-1392. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.08.400

Levine, S.N., Rudnick, D.T., Kelly, J.R., Morton, R.D., Buttel, L.A. & Carr, K.A., 1990. Pollutant dynamics as
influenced by seagrass beds - experiments with tributyltin in Thalassia microcosms. Marine
Environmental Research, 30 (4), 297-322. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(90)90004-8

Lewis, M.A. & Devereux, R., 2009. Nonnutrient anthropogenic chemicals in seagrass ecosystems: fate
and effects. Environmental Toxicology and Chemistry, 28 (3), 644-661. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1897/08-201.1

Li, C.M., Wang, H.C,, Liao, X.L., Xiao, R., Liu, K.H., Bai, J.H., Li, B. & He, Q., 2022. Heavy metal pollution in
coastal wetlands: A systematic review of studies globally over the past three decades. Journal of
Hazardous Materials, 424. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2021.127312

Lin, H.Y. & Sun, T., 2015. Modeling seagrass growth under effects of heavy metals in estuarine wetlands.
36th IAHR World Congress, Delft, NETHERLANDS, Jun 28-Jul 03, pp. 63-67.

Liu, H., Cao, Y., Li, W., Zhang, Z., Jeppesen, E. & Wang, W., 2017. The effects of cadmium pulse dosing on
physiological traits and growth of the submerged macrophyte Vallisneria spinulosa and
phytoplankton biomass: a mesocosm study. Environmental Science and Pollution Research, 24 (18),
15308-15314. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-017-9155-6

Lopez, J.M., 1978. Ecological consequences of petroleum spillage in Puerto Rico. Proceedings of the
conference on assessment of ecological impacts of oil spills, Keystone, Colorado, 14-17 June 1978,
American Institute of Biological Sciences, Keystone, Colorado, pp. 894-908.

171


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2021.111967
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2017.01.013
https://doi.org/10.2307/1351921
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(93)90027-h
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.08.400
https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(90)90004-8
https://doi.org/10.1897/08-201.1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2021.127312

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Lyngby, J.E. & Brix, H., 1984. The Uptake of Heavy Metals in Eelgrass Zostera marina and Their Effect on
Growth. Ecological Bulletins, (36), 81-89.

Macinnis-Ng, C.M.O. & Ralph, P.J., 2002. Towards a more ecologically relevant assessment of the impact
of heavy metals on the photosynthesis of the seagrass, Zostera capricorni. Marine Pollution Bulletin,
45 (1), 100-106. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/S0025-326X(01)00300-9

Macinnis-Ng, C.M.O. & Ralph, P.J., 2003. Short-term response and recovery of Zostera capricorni
photosynthesis after herbicide exposure. Aquatic Botany, 76 (1), 1-15. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-3770(03)00014-7

Macinnis-Ng, C.M.O. & Ralph, P.J., 2003b. In situ impact of petrochemicals on the photosynthesis of the
seagrass Zostera capricorni. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 46 (11), 1395-1407. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/50025-326X(03)00290-X

Macinnis-Ng, C.M.O. & Ralph, P.J., 2004a. In situ impact of multiple pulses of metal and herbicide on the
seagrass, Zostera capricorni. Aquatic Toxicology, 67 (3), 227-237. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2004.01.012

Macinnis-Ng, C.M.O. & Ralph, P.J., 2004b. Variations in sensitivity to copper and zinc among three
isolated populations of the seagrass, Zostera capricorni. Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and
Ecology, 302 (1), 63-83. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2003.10.002

Maestrini, P., Giordani, T., Polizzi, E., Natali, L., Maserti, B.E., Balestri, E. & Cavallini, A., 2002. Mercury-
induced DNA variations in the genome of Posidonia oceanica Delile. Caryologia, 55 (1), 47-53. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1080/00087114.2002.10589257

Major, W.W.,, lll,, Grue, C.E., Grassley, J.M. & Conquest, L.L., 2004. Non-target impacts to eelgrass from
treatments to control Spartina in Willapa Bay, Washington. Journal of Aquatic Plant Management, 42
(1), 11-17.

Malea, P. & Haritonidis, S., 1995. Local-distribution and seasonal-variation of Fe, Ph, Zn, Cu, Cd, Na, K,
Ca, and Mg concentrations in the seagrass Cymodocea nodosa (Ucria) Aschers - in the Antikyra Gulf,
Greece. Marine Ecology-Pubblicazioni Della Stazione Zoologica Di Napoli I, 16 (1), 41-56. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1439-0485.1995.tb00393.x

Malea, P., Charitonidou, K., Sperdouli, I., Mylona, Z. & Moustakas, M., 2019. Zinc Uptake, Photosynthetic
Efficiency and Oxidative Stress in the Seagrass Cymodocea nodosa Exposed to ZnO Nanoparticles.
Materials, 12 (13). DOI Https://doi.org/10.3390/ma12132101

Malea, P., Kokkinidi, D., Kevrekidou, A. & Adamakis, 1.D.S., 2020. Environmentally relevant bisphenol A
concentrations effects on the seagrass Cymodocea nodosa different parts elongation: perceptive
assessors of toxicity. Environmental Science and Pollution Research, 27 (7), 7267-7279. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-019-07443-6

Marin-Guirao, L., Cesar, A., Marin, A. & Vita, R., 2005. Assessment of sediment metal contamination in
the Mar Menor coastal lagoon (SE Spain): Metal distribution, toxicity, bioaccumulation and benthic
community structure. Ciencias Marinas, 31 (2), 413-428. DOI https://doi.org/10.7773/cm.v31i2.53

Martin, P., Sébastien, D., Gilles, T., Isabelle, A., de Montaudouin, X., Emery, E., Claire, N. & Christophe,
V., 2010. Long-term evolution (1988—-2008) of Zostera spp. meadows in Arcachon Bay (Bay of Biscay).
Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science, 87 (2), 357-366. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2010.01.016

Mauro, L., Paola, G., Margherita, V., Rugiada, R., Francesca, B., Primo, M., Duccio, S. & Enrica, F., 2013.
Human impact on a small barrier reef meadow of Posidonia oceanica (L.) Delile on the north
Tyrrhenian coast (Italy). Marine Pollution Bulletin, 77 (1-2), 45-54. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2013.10.036

172


https://doi.org/10.1016/S0025-326X(01)00300-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-3770(03)00014-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2004.01.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2003.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1080/00087114.2002.10589257
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1439-0485.1995.tb00393.x
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma12132101
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-019-07443-6
https://doi.org/10.7773/cm.v31i2.53
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2010.01.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2013.10.036

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Mishra, A.K., Santos, R. & Spencer, J.M.H., 2020. Elevated trace elements in sediments and seagrasses at
CO2 seeps. Marine Environmental Research, 153. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2019.104810

Mohammadi, N.S., Buapet, P., Pernice, M., Signal, B., Kahlke, T., Hardke, L. & Ralph, P.J., 2019.
Transcriptome profiling analysis of the seagrass, Zostera muelleri under copper stress. Marine
Pollution Bulletin, 149. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2019.110556

Nadeau, R.J. & Bergquist, E.T., 1977. Effects of the March 18, 1973 oil spill near Cabo Rojo, Puerto Rico
on tropical marine communities. International Oil Spill Conference 1977, pp.535-538.

Negri, A.P., Flores, F., Mercurio, P., Mueller, J.F. & Collier, C.J., 2015. Lethal and sub-lethal chronic
effects of the herbicide diuron on seagrass. Aquatic Toxicology, 165, 73-83. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2015.05.007

Nielsen, L.W. & Dahll6f, I., 2007. Direct and indirect effects of the herbicides Glyphosate, Bentazone and
MCPA on eelgrass (Zostera marina). Aquatic Toxicology, 82 (1), 47-54. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2007.01.004

Nienhuis, P.H., 1986. Background levels of heavy-metals in 9 tropical seagrass species in indonesia.
Marine Pollution Bulletin, 17 (11), 508-511. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(86)90640-5

Nievales, M.F.J., 2008. Some structural changes of seagrass meadows in Taklong Island National Marine
Reserve, Guimaras, Western Visayas Philippines after an oil spill. Publications of the Seto Marine
Biological Laboratory. Special Publication Series., 9, 37-44. DOI https://doi.org/10.5134/144631

O'Brien, A.L. & Keough, M.J., 2014. Ecological responses to contamination: A meta-analysis of
experimental marine studies. Environmental Pollution, 195, 185-191. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2014.09.005

Papathanasiou, V., Orfanidis, S. & Brown, M.T., 2015. Intra-specific responses of Cymodocea nodosa to
macro-nutrient, irradiance and copper exposure. Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and
Ecology, 469, 113-122. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2015.04.022

Patten, K., 2003. Persistence and non-target impact of imazapyr associated with smooth cordgrass
control in an estuary. Journal of Aquatic Plant Management, 41, 1-6.

Peirano, A., Damasso, V., Montefalcone, M., Morri, C. & Bianchi, C.N., 2005. Effects of climate, invasive
species and anthropogenic impacts on the growth of the seagrass Posidonia oceanica (L.) Delile in
Liguria (NW Mediterranean Sea). Marine Pollution Bulletin, 50 (8), 817-822. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2005.02.011

Perez-Gomez, J.A., Garcia-Mendoza, E., Olivos-Ortiz, A., Paytan, A., Rebolledo-Vieyra, M., Delgado-Pech,
B. & Almazan-Becerril, A., 2020. Indicators of nutrient enrichment in coastal ecosystems of the
northern Mexican Caribbean. Ecological Indicators, 118. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2020.106756

Pisa, L., Goulson, D., Yang, E.C., Gibbons, D., Sanchez-Bayo, F., Mitchell, E., Aebi, A., van der Sluijs, J.,
MacQuarrie, C.J.K., Giorio, C., Long, E.Y., McField, M., van Lexmond, M.B. & Bonmatin, J.M., 2021. An
update of the Worldwide Integrated Assessment (WIA) on systemic insecticides. Part 2: impacts on
organisms and ecosystems. Environmental Science and Pollution Research, 28 (10), 11749-11797. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-017-0341-3

Portillo, E., de la Rosa, M.R., Louzara, G., Ruiz, J.M., Marin-Guirao, L., Quesada, J., Gonzalez, J.C., Roque,
F., Gonzalez, N. & Mendoza, H., 2014. Assessment of the abiotic and biotic effects of sodium
metabisulphite pulses discharged from desalination plant chemical treatments on seagrass

173


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2019.104810
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2019.110556
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2015.05.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2007.01.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(86)90640-5
https://doi.org/10.5134/144631
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2014.09.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2015.04.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2005.02.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2020.106756
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-017-0341-3

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

(Cymodocea nodosa) habitats in the Canary Islands. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 80 (1-2), 222-233. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2013.12.048

Prange, J.A. & Dennison, W.C., 2000. Physiological Responses of Five Seagrass Species to Trace Metals.
Marine Pollution Bulletin, 41 (7), 327-336. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/5S0025-326X(00)00126-0

Ralph, P.J. & Burchett, M.D., 1998. Photosynthetic response of Halophila ovalis to heavy metal stress.
Environmental Pollution, 103 (1), 91-101. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/50269-7491(98)00121-3

Ralph, P.J. & Burchett, M.D., 1998b. Impact of petrochemicals on the photosynthesis of Halophila ovalis
using chlorophyll fluorescence. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 36 (6), 429-436. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0025-326x(97)00207-5

Ruiz, J.M., Perez, M. & Romero, J., 2001. Effects of fish farm loadings on seagrass (Posidonia oceanica)
distribution, growth and photosynthesis. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 42 (9), 749-760. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0025-326x(00)00215-0

Sanchez-Quiles, D., Marba, N. & Tovar-Santhez, A., 2017. Trace metal accumulation in marine
macrophytes: Hotspots of coastal contamination worldwide. Science of the Total Environment, 576,
520-527. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/]j.scitotenv.2016.10.144

Sandulli, R., Bianchi, C.N., Cocito, S., Morgigni, M., Peirano, A., Sgorbimi, S., Sil Vestri, C., Morri, C., 1994.
Status of some Posidonia oceanica meadows on the ligurian coastinfluenced by the "Haven" oil spill.
Atti X Congr. AIOL, 10, 277-286.

Scarlett, A., Donkin, P., Fileman, T.W., Evans, S.V. & Donkin, M.E., 1999. Risk posed by the antifouling
agent Irgarol 1051 to the seagrass, Zostera marina. Aquatic Toxicology, 45 (2), 159-170. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0166-445X(98)00098-8

Scarlett, A., Galloway, T.S., Canty, M., Smith, E.L., Nilsson, J., Rowland, S.J. , 2005. Comparative toxicity
of two oil dispersants, superdispersant-25 and corexit 9527, to a range of coastal species.
Environmental Toxicology and Chemistry, 24 (5), 1219-1227. DOI https://doi.org/10.1897/04-334R.1

Schlacher-Hoenlinger, M.A. & Schlacher, T.A., 1998. Accumulation, contamination, and seasonal
variability of trace metals in the coastal zone - patterns in a seagrass meadow from the
Mediterranean. Marine Biology, 131 (3), 401-410. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/s002270050333

Schwarzschild, A.C., MacIntyre, W.G., Moore, K.A. & Laurence Libelo, E., 1994. Zostera marina L. growth
response to atrazine in root-rhizome and whole plant exposure experiments. Journal of Experimental
Marine Biology and Ecology, 183 (1), 77-89. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-0981(94)90158-9

Serrano, O., Lavery, P., Masque, P., Inostroza, K., Bongiovanni, J. & Duarte, C., 2016. Seagrass sediments
reveal the long-term deterioration of an estuarine ecosystem. Global Change Biology, 22 (4), 1523-
1531. DOI https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.13195

Taylor, H.A. & Rasheed, M.A., 2011. Impacts of a fuel oil spill on seagrass meadows in a subtropical port,
Gladstone, Australia — The value of long-term marine habitat monitoring in high risk areas. Marine
Pollution Bulletin, 63 (5), 431-437. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2011.04.039

Terlizzi, A., De Falco, G., Felline, S., Fiorentino, D., Gambi, M.C. & Cancemi, G., 2010. Effects of marine
cage aquaculture on macrofauna assemblages associated with Posidonia oceanica meadows. Italian
Journal of Zoology, 77 (3), 362-371. DOI https://doi.org/10.1080/11250000903464075

Thangaradjou, T., Subhashini, P., Raja, S., Dilipan, E. & Nobi, E.P., 2014. Evidences for heavy metal
contamination in surface sediments of seagrass ecosystem of Lakshadweep archipelago, India.
Environmental Earth Sciences, 71 (3), 1135-1146. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/s12665-013-2517-6

Thomsen, E., Herbeck, L.S. & Jennerjahn, T.C., 2020. The end of resilience: Surpassed nitrogen
thresholds in coastal waters led to severe seagrass loss after decades of exposure to aquaculture
174


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2013.12.048
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0025-326X(00)00126-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0269-7491(98)00121-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0025-326x(97)00207-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0025-326x(00)00215-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2016.10.144
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0166-445X(98)00098-8
https://doi.org/10.1897/04-334R.1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002270050333
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-0981(94)90158-9
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.13195
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2011.04.039
https://doi.org/10.1080/11250000903464075
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12665-013-2517-6

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

effluents. Marine Environmental Research, 160. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2020.104986

Thomson, D., Maher, W. & Foster, S., 2007. Arsenic and selected elements in marine angiosperms,
south-east coast, NSW, Australia. Applied Organometallic Chemistry, 21 (6), 381-395. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1002/a0c.1229

Thorhaug, A. & Marcus, J., 1987. Qil-spill cleanup - the effect of 3 dispersants on 3 subtropical tropical
seagrasses. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 18 (3), 124-126. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-
326x(87)90133-0

Thorhaug, A., and Marcus, J., 1987b. Preliminary mortality effects of seven dispersants on
subtropicaltropical seagrasses. International Oil Spill Conference, pp.223-224.

Thorhaug, A., Marcus, J. & Booker, F., 1986. Oil and dispersed oil on subtropical and tropical seagrasses
in laboratory studies. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 17 (8), 357-361. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-
326x(86)90248-1

Touchette, B.W. & Burkholder, J.M., 2007. Carbon and nitrogen metabolism in the seagrass, Zostera
marina L.: Environmental control of enzymes involved in carbon allocation and nitrogen assimilation.
Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology, 350 (1), 216-233. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2007.05.034

Wahsha, M., Al-Absi, E., Bini, C., Yassen, A.B., Al-Zyoud, W. & Al-Jawasreh, R., 2016. Effects of toxic
elements on leaf morphology of Halophila stipulacea grown in mine dump sediments in southeast
Jordan. Eqa-International Journal of Environmental Quality, 21, 33-40. DOI
https://doi.org/10.6092/issn.2281-4485/6602

Wang, M., Zhang, H.X. & Tang, X.X., 2019. Growth characteristics of a restored Zostera marina
population in the Shandong Peninsula, China: A case study. Journal of Sea Research, 144, 122-132.
DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.seares.2018.11.001

Ward, T.J., 1984. Role of acute metal toxicity in structuring seagrass fauna near a lead smelter. Marine
Ecology Progress Series, 17 (2), 117-124. DOI https://doi.org/10.3354/meps017117

Ward, T.J., 1987. Temporal variation of metals in the seagrass Posidonia australis and its potential as a
sentinel accumulator near a lead smelter. Marine Biology, 95 (2), 315-321. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf00409019

Welsh, D.T., Bourgués, S., de Wit, R. & Auby, I., 1997. Effect of plant photosynthesis, carbon sources and
ammonium availability on nitrogen fixation rates in the rhizosphere of Zostera noltii. Aquatic
Microbial Ecology, 12 (3), 285-290.

Wilkinson, A.D., Collier, C.J., Flores, F. & Negri, A.P., 2015. Acute and additive toxicity of ten
photosystem-Il herbicides to seagrass. Scientific Reports, 5 (1), 17443. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep17443

Williams, T.P., Bubb, J.M. & Lester, J.N., 1994. Metal accumulation within salt-marsh environments - a
review. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 28 (5), 277-290. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(94)90152-
X

Wilson, K.G. & Ralph, P.J., 2008. A comparison of the effects of Tapis crude oil and dispersed crude oil on
subtidal Zostera capricorni. International Oil Spill Conference, pp.859-864.

Wilson, K.G. & Ralph, P.J., 2012. Laboratory testing protocol for the impact of dispersed petrochemicals
on seagrass. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 64 (11), 2421-2427. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2012.08.004

175


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2020.104986
https://doi.org/10.1002/aoc.1229
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(86)90248-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(86)90248-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2007.05.034
https://doi.org/10.6092/issn.2281-4485/6602
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.seares.2018.11.001
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps017117
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf00409019
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep17443
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(94)90152-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(94)90152-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2012.08.004

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Zalewska, T., 2012. Distribution of Cs-137 in benthic plants along depth profiles in the outer Puck Bay
(Baltic Sea). Journal of Radioanalytical and Nuclear Chemistry, 293 (2), 679-688. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10967-012-1723-0

Zeghdoudi, F., Tandir, L.M., Ouali, N., Haddidi, I. & Rachedi, M., 2019. Concentrations of trace-metal
elements in the superficial sediment and the marine magnophyte, Posidonia oceanica (L) Delile, 1813
from the Gulf of Skikda (Mediterranean coast, East of Algeria). Cahiers de Biologie Marine, 60 (3),
223-233. DOI Https://doi.org/10.21411/cbm.A.Bbc0abc8

Zieman, J.C., and Zieman, R.T., 1989. The ecology of the seagrass meadows of the west coast of Florida:
a community profile. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Biological Report 85 (7.25), Department of
Environmental Sciences, 155 pp.

Zieman, J.C., Orth, R., Philips, R.C., Thayer, G., Thorhaug, A., 1984. The Effects of Oil on Seagrass
Ecosystems. In Cairns, J.B., A.L. (ed.) Restoration of Habitats Impacted by Oil Spills, United States:
Butterworth Publishers, pp. 37-64.

9.4 Notaccessed
The following articles were not accessible withi the project timetable.

Adema, D.M.M., De Swaaf-Mooy, S.I. & Bais, P., 1972. Laboratory Investigations Concerning the
Influence of Copper on Mussels (Mytilus edilus) (Laboratoriumonderzoek Over de Invloed Van Koper
op Mosselen (Mytilus edilus). TNO Nieuws, 27 (9), 482-487.

Ambo-Rappe, R., Lajus, D.L. & Schreider, M.J., 2007. Translational Fluctuating Asymmetry and Leaf
Dimension in Seagrass, Zostera capricorni Aschers in a Gradient of Heavy Metals. Environmental
Bioindicators, 2 (2), 99-116. DOI https://doi.org/10.1080/15555270701457752

Beaumont, A.R., Newman, P.B. & Smith, J., 1992. Some Effects of Tributyltin from Anti-Fouling Paints on
Early Development and Veliger Larvae of the Mussel Mytilus edulis. In Todd, C. Ninth International
Malacological Congress, Edinburgh, Scotland, pp. 55-63.

Breittmayer, J.P., Guido, R. & Tuncer, S., 1980. The Effect of Cadmium on the Toxicity of Mercury to the
Mussel Mytilus edulis (L.). Chemosphere, 9 (11), 725-728.

Buhringer, H. & Danischewski, D., 2001. Laboratory studies on the scope for growth in blue mussels,
Mytilus edulis L. Archive of Fishery and Marine Research, 49 (1), 61-68.

Burdin, K.S., Krupina, M.V. & Savelyev, I.B., 1979. Mollusks of the genus Mytilus as possible indicators of
the concentration of heavy and transition-metals in the marine-environment. Okeanologiya, 19 (6),
1038-1044.

Chassardbouchaud, C., Galle, P. & Escaig, F., 1985. Silver And Lead Contamination Of The Oyster
Crassostrea gigas And The Mussel Mytilus edulis In French Coastal Waters - A Secondary lon Emission

Microanalytical Study. Comptes Rendus De L Academie Des Sciences Serie lii-Sciences De La Vie-Life
Sciences, 300 (1), 3-8.

Clijsters, H. & Van Assche, F., 1985. Inhibition of photosynthesis by heavy metals. Photosynthesis
Research, 7 (1), 31-40. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00032920

Coimbra, J., Carraca, S. & Ferreira, A., 1991. Metals In Mytilus edulis From The Northern Coast Of
Portugal. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 22 (5), 249-253. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-
326x(91)90920-n

Coray, C. & Bard, S.M., 2008. Impacts of marine pollution on immunomodulation in blue mussels
(Mytilus edulis and Mytilus trossulus), endocrine disruption of key predator. Marine Environmental
Research, 66 (1), 166-167.

176


https://doi.org/10.1007/s10967-012-1723-0
https://doi.org/10.21411/cbm.A.Bbc0abc8
https://doi.org/10.1080/15555270701457752
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00032920
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(91)90920-n
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(91)90920-n

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Cosentino-Manning, N., Kenworthy, J., Handley, L., Wild, M., Rouhani, S., & Spell, R., 2015. Submerged
aquatic vegetation exposure to Deepwater Horizon spill. DWH SAV NRDA Technical Working Group
Report, pp.

Curtis, T.M., Williamson, R. & Depledge, M.H., 2001. The Initial Mode of Action of Copper on the Cardiac
Physiology of the Blue Mussel, Mytilus edulis. Aquatic Toxicology, 52 (1), 29-38. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/50166-445X(00)00135-1

Dinnel, P.A., Stober, Q.J., Link, J.M., Letourneau, M.W., Roberts, W.E., Felton, S.P. & Nakatani, R.E.,
1983. Methodology and Validation of a Sperm Cell Toxicity Test for Testing Toxic Substances in
Marine Waters. Final Rep.FRI-UW-8306, Fish. Res. Inst., Schl. of Fish., Univ. of Washington, , Seattle,
WA, 208 pp.

Dixon, D.R., 1982. Aneuploidy in mussel embryos (Mytilus edulis L.) originating from a polluted dock.
Marine Biology Letters, 3 (3), 155-161.

El-Shenawy, N.S., Greenwood, R. & Abdel-Nabi, I.M., 2007. Histological Responses of Marine Mussel
Mytilus edulis to Long-Term Exposure to Sublethal-Level of Lindane and Atrazine. Dongwu Xuebao, 53
(5), 899-909.

Fauziah, F. & Choesin, D.N., 2012. Accumulation of Pb and Cu Heavy Metals in Sea Water, Sediment, and
Leaf and Root Tissue of Enhalus sp in the Seagrass Bed of Banten Bay. 4th International Conference
on Mathematics and Natural Sciences (ICMNS) - Science for Health, Food and Sustainable Energy,
Bandung, INDONESIA, Nov 08-09, pp. 329-333.

Geffard, O., His, E., Budzinski, H., Seaman, M. & Garrigues, P., 2001. In situ monitoring of sea water
quality with the embryo-larval bioassay of Crassostrea gigas and Mytilus galloprovincialis. Comptes
Rendus De L Academie Des Sciences Serie lii-Sciences De La Vie-Life Sciences, 324 (12), 1149-1155. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0764-4469(01)01396-8

Han, Z.X., Wu, D.D., Wu, J., Lv, C.X. & Liu, Y.R., 2014. Effects of Ocean Acidification on Toxicity of Heavy
Metals in the Bivalve Mytilus edulis L. Synthesis and Reactivity in Inorganic Metal-Organic and Nano-
Metal Chemistry, 44 (1), 133-139. DOI https://doi.org/10.1080/15533174.2013.770753

Harrison, F.L., 1985. Effect of Physicochemical Form on Copper Availability to Aquatic Organisms. ASTM
Spec. Tech. Publ., ASTM (American Society for Testing and Materials) International, 469-484 pp.
Available from https://doi.org/10.1520/STP36284S

Hill, C.M., 1999. Bioassay Report: Acute Toxicity of Copper to Blue Mussel (Mytilus edulis). Final Report
Prepared for U.S. Navy, Norfolk, pp. (partial citation only).

His, E., Beiras, R. & Seaman, M.N.L., 2000. The assessment of marine pollution - Bioassays with bivalve
embryos and larvae. In Southward, A.J., Tyler, P.A. and Young, C.M. (eds.). Advances in Marine
Biology, Vol 37, pp. 1-178. [Advances in Marine Biology.

Hiscock, K., 1987. The distribution and abundance of Zostera marina in the area of Littlewick Bay,
Milford Haven, with an account of associated communities and hydrocarbon contamination of
sediments. Surveys undertaken in 1986. Final report to the Institute of Petroleum from the Field
Studies Council, Qil Pollution Research Council. Oil Pollution Research Council, Pembroke, 30 pp.

Holden, P. & Baker, J.M., 1980. Experiments with oil and dispersed oil on the seagrass Zostera noltii.
Dispersant-treated compared with untreated crude oil, Advisory committee on pollution of sea, Field
Studies Council, pp.

Howard, S., 1986. The effect of Nigerian crude oil and Dispolene 34 dispersant on the intertidal seagrass
Zostera. Final report to the Institute of Petroleum, London. Pembroke: Field Studies Council, Orielton
Field Centre, Oil Pollution Research Unit, 27 pp.

177


https://doi.org/10.1016/S0166-445X(00)00135-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0764-4469(01)01396-8
https://doi.org/10.1080/15533174.2013.770753
https://doi.org/10.1520/STP36284S

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Huang, X.P., Huang, L.M., Li, Y.H., Xu, Z.Z., Fong, C.W., Huang, D.J., Han, Q.Y., Huang, H., Tan, Y.H. & Liu,
S., 2006. Main seagrass beds and threats to their habitats in the coastal sea of South China. Chinese
Science Bulletin, 51, 136-142. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/s11434-006-9136-5

Kadar, E., Lowe, D.M., Sole, M., Fisher, A.S., Jha, A.N., Readman, J.W. & Hutchinson, T.H., 2010. Uptake
and biological responses to nano-Fe versus soluble FeCls in excised mussel gills. Analytical and
Bioanalytical Chemistry, 396 (2), 657-666. DOI https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-009-3191-0

Karaseva, E.M. & Medvedeva, L.A., 1993. Morphological and Functional Changes in the Offspring of
Mytilus trossulus and Mizuhopecten yessoensis After Parental Exposure to Copper and Zinc. Russian
Journal of Marine Biology, 19 (4), 276-280.

Karlina, I., Kurniawan, F. & Idris, F., 2018. Pressures and status of seagrass ecosystem in the coastal
areas of North Bintan, Indonesia. 2nd Scientific Communication in Fisheries and Marine Sciences
Conference (SciFiMasS), Purwokerto, Indonesia, May 07-09, pp.

Liu, D.H.W. & Lee, J.M., 1975. Toxicity of Selected Pesticides to the Bay Mussel (Mytilus edulis). Stanford
Research Inst., Menlo Park, California; National Environmental Research Center, Corvallis, Oregon,
EPA-660/3-75-016, U.S.EPA, Corvallis, OR:102 p., 110 pp. Available from
https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyPURL.cgi?Dockey=9100LDU6.txt

Malea, P. & Haritonidis, S., 1996. Toxicity and uptake of aluminium by the seagrass Halophila stipulacea
(Forsk) Aschers, in response to aluminium exposure. Fresenius Environmental Bulletin, 5 (5-6), 345-
350.

Malea, P., 1994. Uptake of cadmium and the effect on viability of leaf-cells in the seagrass Halophila
stipulacea (forsk) aschers. Botanica Marina, 37 (1), 67-73. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1515/botm.1994.37.1.67

Malltezi, J., Dini, V., Bani, A. & Sulce, S., 2012. Heavy Metals In Sediments, Mussels, Seagrass And Marine
Water Of Saranda Bay, Albania. Fresenius Environmental Bulletin, 21 (11), 3249-3258.

Marshall, M.J., 1990. Subtidal seagrass communities. Long-term Assessment of the Oil Spill at Bahia la
Minas, Panama: Interim Report, U.S. Department of the interior, minerals management service, Gulf
of Mexico OCS region, New Orleans, 261-286 pp.

Martin, J.M., Piltz, F.M. & Reish, D.J., 1975. Studies on the Mytilus edulis Community in Alamitos Bay,
California. V. The Effects of Heavy Metals on Byssal Thread Production. Veliger, 18 (2), 183-188.

Martoja, R., Martin, J.L., Ballandufrancais, C., Jeantet, A.Y. & Truchet, M., 1986. Effects of an effluent
from a factory producing Titanium-dioxide on mussels (Mytilus edulis) - comparison of experimentally
contaminated and collected animals in the proximity of the factory. Marine Environmental Research,
18 (1), 1-27. DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(86)90006-1

McRoy, C.P. & Williams, S.L., 1977. Sublethal effects of hydrocarbons on seagrass photosynthesis. Outer
Continental Shelf Environmental Assessment Program, 636-673 pp.

Metayer, C., Amiard-Triquet, C. & Baud, J.P., 1990. Species-Related Variations of Silver Bioaccumulation
and Toxicity to Three Marine Bivalves (Variations Inter-Specifiques de la Bioaccumulation et de la
Toxicite de L'Argent a L'Egard de Trois Mollusques Bivalves Marins). Water Resources Abstracts, 24

(8).

Miller, J.G., 1982. Ecotoxicology of petroleum hydrocarbons in the marine environment. Journal of
Applied Toxicology, 2 (2), 88-89. DOI https://doi.org/10.1002/jat.2550020207

Nelson, W.G., 1990. Use of the Blue Mussel, Mytilus edulis, in Water Quality Toxicity Testing and In Situ
Marine Biological Monitoring. Environmental Protection Agency, Washington, D.C, EPA/600/J-90/333
ERLN-1022, 167-175 pp.

178


https://doi.org/10.1007/s11434-006-9136-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-009-3191-0
https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyPURL.cgi?Dockey=9100LDU6.txt
https://doi.org/10.1515/botm.1994.37.1.67
https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-1136(86)90006-1
https://doi.org/10.1002/jat.2550020207

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Parisi, M.G., Pirrera, J., Parrinello, D. & Cammarata, M., 2018. Mytilus galloprovincialis hemocytes
activity as potential biomarker of marine pollution: in vitro effects of organic mercury. Isj-
Invertebrate Survival Journal, 15, 125-125.

Pavicic, J. & Jarvenpaa, T., 1974. Cadmium Toxicity in Adults and Early Larval Stages of the Mussel
Mytilus galloprovincialis Lam. Comparative Studies of Food and Environmental Contamination,
International Atomic Energy Agency, Otaniemi, Finland, pp. 179-188.

Pavicic, J., 1980. Interaction of Cd and Zn in Relation to Oxygen Consumption in Early Stages of Marine
Bivalve Molluscs. J. Etud. Pollut. Mar., 627-634.

Pergent-Martini, C., Salivas-Decaux, M., Bonacorsi, M. & Pergent, G., 2011. Global Evaluation of
Mediterranean Trace-Metal Contamination Based on Bio-Accumulator Study. 10th International
Conference on the Mediterranean Coastal Environment, Rhodes, GREECE, Oct 25-29, pp. 581-590.

Pickwell, G.V. & Steinert, S.A., 1988. Uptake and Accumulation of Organotin Compounds by Oyster and
Mussel Hemocytes: Correlation with Serum Biochemical and Cytological Factors and. Aquatic
Toxicology, 11 (3-4), 419-420.

Ranwell, D.S., 1968. Extent of Damage to Coastal Habitats Due to the Torrey Canyon Incident. FT48/29,
Marine Oil Pollution Incident, Nature Conservancy Council, Petrow, pp.

Redpath, K., 1986. A comparison of the effects of 3 trace-metal pollutants (copper, cadmium and zinc)
on the growth-rates of juvenile mussels (Mytilus edulis L). Water Science and Technology, 18 (4-5),
341-341.

Riget, F., Johansen, P. & Asmund, G., 1996. Influence of length on element concentrations in blue
mussels (Mytilus edulis). Marine Pollution Bulletin, 32 (10), 745-751. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(96)00067-7

Robert, R. & His, E., 1981. The Effects of Tributyltin Acetate on the Eggs and Larvae of the Two
Commercially Important Molluscs Crassostrea gigas (Thurberg) and Mytilus galloprovincialis (Link)
(Action de I'Acetate de Tributyle-etain sur les Oeuf. vol. F:42 pp. 16. International Council for the
Exploration of the Sea, Mariculture Committee.

Rosalina, D., Herawati, E., Musa, M. & Risjani, Y., 2018. LEAD (PB) ADSORPTION IN ROQTS, RHIZOMES,
AND LEAVES OF SEAGRASS CYMODOCEA SERRULATA. Fresenius Environmental Bulletin, 27 (12A),
9156-9166.

Ruiz, D., Autino, J.C., Romanelli, G., Perez, M., Garcia, M., Roldan, J.P. & Blustein, G., 2018. Anti-fouling
protection of submerged structures through coatings formulated with 7-hydroxy-4-methylcoumarin.
Materia-Rio De Janeiro, 23 (2). DOI https://doi.org/10.1590/s1517-707620180002.0411

Salazar, M.H., and S.M. Salazar, 1988. Tributyltin and Mussel Growth in San Diego Bay. In Oceans 88, pp.
1188-1197. IEEE Publishing Services, New York, NY:.

Schulz-Baldes, M., 1972. Toxicity and Accumulation of Lead in the Common Mussel Mytilus edulis in
Laboratory Experiment. Marine Biology, 16 (3), 226-229.

Scott, D.M. & Major, C.W., 1972. The Effect of Copper (Il) on Survival, Respiration, and Heart Rate in the
Common Blue Mussel, Mytilus edulis. Biological Bulletin, 143 (3), 679-688. DOI 10.2307/1540190

Shalovenkov, N.N., 1997. Changing of the benthic communities in the Sevastopol Bay estuary during the
last eighty years. NATO TU Black Sea Project Ecosystem Jodeling as a Management Tool for the Black
Sea, Zori Rossii, Ukraine, Jun 15-19, pp. 301-309.

Shi, J. & Yu, J., 1986. A Preliminary Study of Influences of Several Heavy Metal lons on the Development
of Early Embryo of Thick Shell Mussel (Mytilus coruscus Gould). Donghai Marine Science, 4 (1), 46-50.

179


https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326x(96)00067-7
https://doi.org/10.1590/s1517-707620180002.0411

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Short, F.T. & Wyllie-Echeverria, S., 1996. Natural and human-induced disturbance of seagrasses.
Environmental Conservation, 23 (1), 17-27. DOI https://doi.org/10.1017/s0376892900038212

Stregmgren, T. & L.-O. Reiersen, 1988. A new method for testing toxicity of drilling fluid; effect on growth
of mussels. Oil and Chemical Pollution, 4, 127-138.

Sturesson, U., 1984. In Situ Studies of Copper and Zinc Enrichment in Shell and Soft Tissue of Mytilus
edulis. In Persoone, G. (ed.) Ecotoxicological testing for the marine environment, State University of
Ghent, Bredene, Belgium: Laboratory for Biological Research in Aquatic Pollution, pp. 511-533.

Suzuki, T., Yamamoto, |., Yamada, H., Kaniwa, N., Kondo, K. & Murayama, M., 1998. Accumulation,
metabolism, and depuration of organotin compounds in the marine mussels Mytilus graynus and
Mytilus edulis under natural conditions. Journal of Agricultural and Food Chemistry, 46 (1), 304-313.
DOI https://doi.org/10.1021/jf970414k

Taneeva, A.l., 1973. Toxicity of Some Heavy Metals for Hydrobionts. Proc. Mater. Vses. Simp. Izuch.
Chern. Sredizemnogo Morei, IspolZ Okhr. Ikh. Resur. Kiev, USSR Ser. 4, 114-117, Kiev, 114-117 pp.

Thain, J.E., 1983. The Acute Toxicity of bis (Tributyl Tin) Oxide to the Adults and Larvae of Some Marine
Organisms. ICES Council Meeting Papers CM1983/ E 13, International Council forthe Exploration of the
Sea, Copenhagen, 5 pp.

Thorhaug, A., 1988. Dispersed oil effects on mangroves, seagrasses, and corals in the wider Caribbean.
sixth international coral reef symposium, 6th International Coral Reef Symposium Executive
Committee, Townsville, Australia, pp. 337-339.

ToxScan, 1991. Results of Provision E5F Spiked Metals Toxicity Testing 2 to 9 April 1991. Site specific
Water Quality Objectives for South San Francisco Bay, Kinnetic laboratories, 42 pp.

Tranchina, L., Brai, M., D'Agostino, F., Bartolotta, A. & Rizzo, G., 2005. Trace metals in "Posidonia
oceanica" seagrass from south-eastern Sicily. Chemistry and Ecology, 21 (2), 109-118. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1080/02757540500092990

Tucker, D.W., 1998. Development of a Site-Specific Water Quality Criterion for Copper in South San
Francisco Bay. Copper Site-Specific WQC Report, San Jose/Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant,
San Jose, 171 pp.

Wasserman, J.C. & Lavaax, G., 1991. METAL CONCENTRATIONS IN LEAVES OF EELGRASS (ZOSTERA-
NOLTII-HORNEM) - THE IMPORTANCE OF AGE STRUCTURE IN CONCENTRATIONS OF ZN, CU, FE AND
MN. Environmental Technology, 12 (8), 713-717. DOI https://doi.org/10.1080/09593339109385060

Williams, E.K. & Hall, J.A., 1999. Seasonal and Geographic Variability in Toxicant Sensitivity of Mytilus
galloprovincialis Larvae. The Australasian Journal of Ecotoxicology, 5 (1), 1-10.

Yu, Z., Jiang, A.L. & Wang, C.H., 2010. Oxygen consumption, ammonia excretion, and filtration rate of
the marine bivalve Mytilus edulis exposed to methamidophos and omethoate. Marine and
Freshwater Behaviour and Physiology, 43 (4), 243-255. DOI
https://doi.org/10.1080/10236244.2010.498124

Zakhama-Sraieb, R., Sghaier, Y.R., Ben Hmida, A. & Charfi, F., 2017. Assessment of Trace Metals in
Marine Magnoliophyta in Port El Kantaoui (Sousse, Tunisia). 1st Euro-Mediterranean Conference for
Environmental Integration (EMCEI), Sousse, TUNISIA, Nov 22-25, pp. 365-366.

180


https://doi.org/10.1017/s0376892900038212
https://doi.org/10.1021/jf970414k
https://doi.org/10.1080/02757540500092990
https://doi.org/10.1080/09593339109385060
https://doi.org/10.1080/10236244.2010.498124

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Appendix 1. List of ‘species indicative of sensitivity’ used as the focus of sensitivity assessment of littoral
and sublittoral biotopes, excluding the deep-sea.

Phylum Taxon group Common term/species names
Porifera Sponges

Amphilectus (Esperiopsis) fucorum
Chelonaplysilla noevus
Ciocalypta penicillus
Clathrina coriacea
Cliona celata
Dercitus bucklandi
Dysidea fragilis
Halichondria bowerbanki
Halichondria panacea
Haliclona oculata
Hemimycale columella
Hymeniacidon perlevis (syn. perleve),
Leucosolenia spp.
Pachymastia fucorum
Pachymatisma johnstonia
Phakellia ventilabrum
Polymastia boletiformis
Polymastia mamillaris
Pseudosuberites sp.
Raspailia ramosa
Scypha ciliata
Spongosorites sp.
Stelligera rigida
Stelligera stuposa
Stryphnus ponderosus
Suberites ficus
Suberites spp.
Tethya aurantium
Cnidaria

Hydrozoa Hydroids, white weeds, sea firs

Cordylophora caspia
Eudendrium arbusculum
Halecium halecinum
Hartlaubella gelatinosa
Hydrallmania falcata
Nemertesia antennina
Nemertesia ramosa
Obelia dichotoma
Obelia geniculata
Obelia longissima
Plumularia setacea
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Phylum

Mollusca

Taxon group

Anthozoa

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Common term/species names
Sertularia argentea

Sertularia cupressina

Sertularia cupressina

Thuiaria thuja

Tubularia indivisa

Anemones, sea fans, sea pens, corals

Octocorals

Cup corals

Cold-water corals
Actinothoe sphyrodeta
Alcyonium coralloides
Alcyonium digitatum
Alcyonium glomeratum
Caryophyllia inornatus
Caryophyllia smithii
Cerianthus lloydii
Corynactis virdis
Edwardsia timida
Eunicella verrucosa
Funiculina quadrangularis
Halcampa chrysanthellum
Hoplangia durotrix
Leptopsammia pruvoti,
Metridium dianthus (syn. senile)
Pachycerianthus multiplicatus
Parazoanthus spp.
Pennatula phosphore
Protanthea simplex
Sagartia elegans
Sagartiogeton undatus
Swiftia pallida

Urticina felina

Virgularia mirabilis

Gastropoda

Gastropods, snails, slugs, limpets

Barnea candida
Crepidula fornicata
Gibbula cineraria
Hiatella arctica
Hydrobia ulvae
Littorina spp.
Littorina littorea
Littorina saxatilis
Nucella lapillus
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Phylum

Taxon group

Bivalvia
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Common term/species names
Patella ulyssiponensis

Patella vulgata

Philine quadripartite (syn. asperta)

Bivalves, mussels, clams, scallops

Venerids

Abra alba

Abra nitida

Abra prismatica

Abra spp.

Astropecten irregularis
Cerastoderma edule
Cerastoderma glaucum
Chamelea gallina

Dosinia lupinus

Ennucula tenuis (syn. Nuculoma tenuis)
Ensis spp.

Fabulina fabula

Glycymeris glycymeri

Goodallia triangularis

Kurtiella bidentata (syn. Mysella bidentata)
Limaria hians

Limecola (syn. Macoma) balthica
Macomangulus tenuis

Modiolus modiolus

Moerella (now Tellina) spp.
Musculus discors

Mya arenaria

Moyrtea spinifera

Mytilus edulis

Mytilus edulis

Ostrea edulis

Parvicardium ovale

Pecten maximus

Petricolaria pholadiformis
Phaxas pellucidus

Pholas dactylus

Pseudamussium septemradiatum
Scrobicularia plana

Spisula elliptica

Spisula subtruncata

Thyasira spp.

Timoclea ovata

Venerupis corrugate (syn. senegalensis
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Phylum
Annelida

Taxon group

Common term/species names

Marine Life information Network (MarLIN)

Polychaeta

Bristleworms, ragworms, fanworms, spoon worms

Ampharete falcata

Amythasides macroglossus

Aonides paucibranchiata
Aphelochaeta marioni
Aphelochaeta spp.
Arenicola marina
Capitella capitata (agg.)
Chaetozone setosa
Chaetozone spp
Cirratulus cirratus
Cirriformia tentaculata
Eteone longa

Glycera lapidum
Glycera spp.

Hediste diversicolor
Hesionura elongata
Heterochaeta costata
Heteromastus filifirmis
Lagis koreni

Lanice conchilega
Laonice bahusiensis
Levinsenia gracilis
Lumbrineris gracilis
Magelona mirabilis
Magelona spp.
Maldane sarsi
Maldanid polychaetes
Manayunkia aestuarina
Maxmuelleria lankesteri
Mediomastus fragili
Melinna palmata
Microphthalmus similis
Nephtys cirrosa
Nephtys hombergii
Ophelia rathkei
Ophryotrocha dubia
Owenia fusiformis
Paramphinome jeffreysii,
Paranais litoralis
Paraonis fulgens
Poldora spp.

Polydora ciliata
Prionospio fallax
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Arthropoda

Taxon group

Oligochaeta
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Common term/species names
Protodorvillea kefersteini
Protodriloides spp.
Protodrilus spp.
Protomystides bidentata
Pseudomystides limbata
Pygospio elegans

Sabella pavonina
Sabellaria alveolata
Sabellaria spinulosa
Scolelepsis spp.

Scoloplos armiger
Serpula vermicularis

Spio filicornis

Spio spp.

Spiophanes bombyx
Spiophanes spp.
Spirobranchus (syn. Pomatoceros) triqueter
Spirorbids

Streblospio shrubsolii
Syllid polychaetes
Travisia forbesii
Oligochaetes

Crustacea

Baltidrilus costata (formerly Heterochaeta costata
Enchytraeidae oligochaetes

Limnodrilus hoffmeisteri

Tubifex tubifex

Tubificid oligochaetes

Tubificoides benedii

Tubificoides spp.

Cirripedia

Barnacles

Tanaidacea

Balanus crenatus
Balanus perforatus
Chthalamus montagui
Chthalamus stellatus
Chthamalus spp.
Semibalanus balanoides
Verruca stroemia
Tanaids

Decapoda

Apseudes latreilli
Crabs, shrimps

Callianassa subterrranea
Calocaris macandreae
Nephrops norvegicus
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Phylum

Bryozoa

Taxon group
Cumacea
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Common term/species names
Cumaceans

Amphipoda

Diastylis bradyi
Eudorellopsis deformis
Iphinoe trispinosa
Amphipods, sand hoppers

Isopoda

Ampelisca spinipes

Ampelisca spp.

Bathyporeia elegans

Bathyporeia pilosa

Bathyporeia spp.

Corophium arenarium

Corophium volutator

Crassicorophium crassicorne (syn. Corophium crassicorne
Echinogammarus incertae sedis planicrurus
Gammarus salinus

Haustorius arenarius

Orchestia spp.

Pontocrates arenarius

Pontocrates spp.

Talitrus spp.

Urothoe brevicornis

Isopods, sea slaters, gribbles

Mysida

Eurydice pulchra
Mysids

Gastrosaccus spinifer
Neomysis integer

Bryozoans, sea mats, horn wracks

Alcyonidium diaphanum
Bugula spp

Bugulina spp.

Cellaria fistulosa
Cellaria spp.

Cellepora pumicosa
Conopeum reticulum
Crisularia plumosa
Crisularia spp.

Einhornia crustulenta
Eucratea loricata
Flustra foliacea
Parasmittina trispinosa
Pentapora foliacea (Syn. fascialis)
Porella compressa
Scrupocellaria spp.
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Phylum

Brachiopoda

Taxon group
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Common term/species names
Securiflustra securifrons

Brachipods, lamp shells

Echinodermata

Novocrania (syn. Neocrania) anomala

Echinoderms

Ophiuroidea

Brittlestars

Crinoidea

Amphipholis squamata
Amphiura brachiata
Amphiura chiajei
Amphiura filiformis
Ophiocomina nigra
Ophiothrix fragilis
Ophiura albida
Ophiura spp.

Feather stars

Asteroidea

Antedon spp.
Leptometra celtica
Starfish, sea stars, cushion stars

Echinoidea

Asterias rubens
Sea urchins, heart urchins

Holothuroidea

Brissopsis lyrifera
Echinocardium cordatum
Echinus esculentus
Psammechinus miliaris
Paracentrotus lividus
Sea cucumbers

Neopentadactyla mixta
Ocnus planci (or Ocnus brunneus).

Chordata Chordates
Leptocardii Lanclets
Branchiostoma lanceolatum
Ascidiacea Ascidians, sea-squirts

Ascidia conchilega
Ascidia mentula
Ascidiella aspersa
Ascidiella scabra
Ascidiella scabra
Ascidiella spp.

Ciona intestinalis
Clavelina lepadiformis
Dendrodoa grossularia
Molgula manhattensis
Polyclinum aurantium
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Rhodophyta

Taxon group
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Common term/species names
Styela gelatinosa
Red seaweeds/algae

Chlorophyta

Ahnfeltia plicata
Antithamnion spp.,
Calliblepharis ciliata
Callithamnion spp.
Callophyllis laciniata
Ceramium spp.

Chondus chrispus
Corallina officinalis
Cryptopleura ramosa
Delesseria sanguinea
Encrusting corallines
Furcellaria lumbricalis
Gelidium pusillum
Gracilaria gracilis
Griffithsia devoniensis
Hildenbrandia rubra
Hypoglossum hypoglossoides
Lithophyllum spp.
Lithothamnion corallioides
Lithothamnion glaciale
Maerl

Mastocarpus stellatus
Membranoptera alata
Odonthalia dentata
Osmundea pinnatifida
Palmaria palmata
Phycodrys rubens
Phyllophora crispa
Phyllophora spp
Phymatolithon calcareum
Plocamium cartilagineum
Plumaria plumosa
Polyides rotunda

Polyides rotundus
Polysiphonia fucoides
Porphyra purpurea
Pterothamnion plumula
Rhodothamniella floridula (syn) Audouinella purpurea
Trailliella (Bonnemaisonia hamifera)
Green seaweeds/algae

Chrysophyceae and Haptophyceae
Blidingia spp.
Chaetomorpha linum
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Phylum

Ochrophyta

Taxon group
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Common term/species names

Chondrus crispus

Cladophora liniformis

Cladophora spp.

Codium spp.

Epicladia perforans (syn. Entocladia perforans)
Pseudendoclonium submarinum
Rhizoclonium riparium

Ulothrix spp.

Ulva spp.

Urospora spp.

Brown and yellow-green seaweeds/algae

Tracheophyta

Alaria esculenta

Ascophyllum nodosum

Ascophyllum nodosum ecad mackayi
Bifurcaria bifurcata

Chorda filum

Cystoseira spp.

Desmarestia spp.

Dictyopteris polypodioides syn. membranacea
Dictyota dichotoma

Fucus ceranoides

Fucus distichus

Fucus serratus

Fucus spiralis

Fucus vesiculosus

Halidrys siliquosa

Himanthalia elongata

Laminaria digitata

Laminaria digitata

Laminaria hyperborea

Laminaria ochroleuca

Pelvetia canaliculata

Pleurocladia lacustris syn. Pilinia maritima
Saccharina latissima

Saccorhiza polyschides

Sargassum muticum

Flowering plants, seagrasses,

Fungi

Lichens

Phragmites australis
Potamogeton pectinatus
Ruppia maritima
Zostera marina

Zostera noltei

Anaptychia runcinata (as fusca)
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Phylum

Taxon group
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Common term/species names

Caloplaca spp.
Lecanora sp.

Lichina pygmaea
Ochrolechia parella
Prasiola stipitata
Ramalina siliquosa
Rhizocarpon richardi
Tephromela atra var. atra
Verrucaria maura
Verrucaria mucosa
Xanthoparmelia pulla
Xanthoria parietina
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Appendix 2. List of standard search strings used to query the ‘Contaminants’ literature. *=wildcard;
AND/OR = Boolean operators

Search string

ALL=(taxon)

ALL=((marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND (contamin* OR pollut*) AND taxon)
ALL=(hydrocarb* AND taxon)

ALL=((contamin* OR pollut*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND hydrocarb* AND taxon)
ALL=(("polyaromatic hydrocarbons" OR PAH*) AND taxon)

ALL=((contamin® OR pollut*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND ("polyaromatic hydrocarbons" OR PAH*)
AND taxon)

ALL=(("polychlorinated biphenyls" OR PCB*) AND taxon)

ALL=((contamin® OR pollut*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND ("polychlorinated biphenyls" OR PCB*)
AND taxon)

ALL=((Pesticid* OR Biocid*) AND taxon)

ALL=((Pesticide OR Biocide) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND taxon)
ALL=((Pesticide OR Neonicotinoid) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND taxon)
ALL=((contamin* OR pollut*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND (Pesticid* OR Biocid*) AND taxon)
ALL=(organohalogen* AND taxon)

ALL=((marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND organohalogen* AND taxon)
ALL=((marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND dispersant* AND taxon)
ALL=(Organophosphat®* AND taxon)

ALL=((marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND organophosphat* AND taxon)
ALL=(organochlor* AND taxon)

ALL=((marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND organochlor*AND taxon)
ALL=(Pharmaceutic* AND taxon)

ALL=((Pharmaceutic*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND (taxon))
All=(Chemotherapeut* AND taxon)

ALL=(Antifoul* AND taxon)

ALL=("flame retard*" AND taxon)

ALL=((marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND (brominated flame retard*) AND taxon)
ALL=(Hormon* AND taxon)

ALL=((Human hormon*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND taxon)
ALL=(endocrine disrupt* AND taxon)

ALL=((marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND ("endocrine disrupt*") AND taxon)
ALL=((Antibiotic AND Antimicrobial) AND Taxon)

ALL=((Antibiot* AND Antimicrob*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND taxon)
ALL=(Phthalat* AND Taxon)

ALL=((Phthalat*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND taxon)

ALL=(Dioxin AND taxon)

ALL=((Dioxin) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND taxon)
ALL=(("Polychlorinated dibenzodioxin*" OR PCDD*) AND Taxon)
ALL=((Polychlorinated dibenzodioxins OR PCDDs) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND taxon)
ALL=(("Polychlorinated dibenzofuran*" OR PCDF*) AND Taxon)
ALL=(("Polychlorinated dibenzofuran*" OR PCDF*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND taxon)
ALL=(("Perfluorooctanesulfonic acid*" OR PFOS*) AND Taxon)
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ALL=(("Perfluorooctanoic acid" OR PFOA*) AND (marine OR estuar®* OR coast*) AND taxon)
ALL=(("Perfluorooctanoic acid*" OR PFOA*) AND Taxon)

ALL=(("Perfluorooctanoic acid" OR PFOA*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND taxon)
ALL=(metal*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND (Taxon)

ALL=((metal*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND (Toxic*) AND (taxon))

ALL=((marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND transition* metal AND taxon)

ALL=((marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND transition* metal AND Toxic* AND taxon)
ALL=(Aluminium AND taxon)

ALL=(Antimony AND taxon)

ALL=(Cadmium AND taxon)

ALL=(Cadmium AND taxon AND toxic*)

ALL=((marine OR estuar®* OR coast*) AND Cadmium AND taxon AND toxic*)

ALL=(Barium AND taxon)

ALL=(Selenium AND taxon)

ALL=(Selenium AND taxon AND toxic*)

ALL=(Tin AND toxic*)

ALL=(Tin AND taxon)

ALL=(Tin AND toxic* AND taxon)

ALL=(organometal* AND taxon)

ALL=(organometal* AND toxic* AND taxon)

All=(organotin* AND taxon)

All=(organotin* AND taxon AND toxic*)

ALL=((contamin* OR pollut*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND ship* AND taxon)
ALL=((contamin®* OR pollut*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND spills)

ALL=((contamin®* OR pollut*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND spill* AND taxon)
ALL=((contamin* OR pollut*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND spill* AND taxon AND toxic*)
ALL=((contamin®* OR pollut*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND oil* AND taxon)
ALL=((contamin* OR pollut*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND shipwreck AND taxon)
ALL=((contamin* OR pollut*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND Aquacultur* AND taxon)
ALL=((contamin®* OR pollut*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND Maricultur* AND taxon)
ALL=((contamin* OR pollut*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND "offshore renewables" AND taxon)
ALL=((contamin®* OR pollut*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND dredg* AND taxon)
ALL=((contamin* OR pollut*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND aggregates AND taxon)
ALL=((contamin* OR pollut*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND effluent* AND taxon)
ALL=((contamin®* OR pollut*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND oil AND gas AND taxon)
ALL=((contamin* OR pollut*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND (drill* AND waste*) AND taxon)
ALL=((contamin®* OR pollut*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND drill* AND taxon)
ALL=((contamin®* OR pollut*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND runoff AND taxon)
ALL=((contamin* OR pollut*) AND (marine OR estuar* OR coast*) AND discharg* AND taxon)
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