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Abstract Inorganic sediments of terrestrial origin
may impact stream macroinvertebrate communities.
Although input of terrestrial sediments to streams
may occur naturally, human-induced activities in the
catchment amplify this input greatly. We used an in-
stream experiment to investigate whether short-term
additions of terrestrial sediments of two size classes
affected stream macroinvertebrates. The experiment
was designed in blocks to minimize the influence of
flow velocity and other environmental variables. Four
treatments were employed: (i) addition of fine sand
(0-0.24 mm), (ii) coarse sand (0.25-0.8 mm), (iii)
fine4-coarse sand, and (iv) control (water only).
Macroinvertebrates were sampled immediately after
the addition of sediments (or water). The experiment
consisted of 20 blocks. We analyzed the response of
the macroinvertebrate fauna in terms of abundance
and species richness. Since species richness is
strongly dependent on number of individuals sam-
pled, we also analyzed rarefied species richness.
Community structure was evaluated using a distance-
based Manova on presence/absence and abundance
data. The addition of coarse and fine+4-coarse sand

Handling editor: K. Martens

M. de Castro Vasconcelos (D<) - A. S. Melo
Departamento de Ecologia, Instituto de Biociéncias,
Universidade Federal do Rio Grande do Sul, CP 15007,
Porto Alegre, RS CEP 91501-970, Brazil

e-mail: castro_bio@yahoo.com.br

reduced the abundance and species richness of
macroinvertebrates in relation to the control. The
response in terms of rarefied species richness in the
treatments did not differ from the control, indicating
that reduction in species richness was a sampling
artifact resulting from decreased sample abundance.
The Manova analyses indicated that coarse-sand
addition caused changes in both species composition
and community structure. Addition of fine and
fine+coarse sand affected only slightly species
composition and community structure. We concluded
that even short-term input of terrestrial sediments
causes impacts on benthic macroinvertebrates, and
recommend that land-use management of tropical
catchments should employ practices that reduce input
of terrestrial sediments to streams.

Keywords Substrate - Disturbance -
Erosion - Aquatic insects

Introduction

Inorganic sediments of terrestrial origin may impact
aquatic ecosystems in a number of ways. The origin
of this sediment can be natural or a result of human
activities (Waters, 1995; Wood & Armitage, 1997).
Most of the natural sources of sediments are the result
of intense rain events in the drainage basin and
consequent surface transport into streams. This is
particularly intense in deforested landscapes, like
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those created after forest fires (Beaty, 1994). In
addition, the floods resulting from these intense rain
events may cause erosion of the stream bank and
channel (Lane & Sheridan, 2002; Silva et al., 2003).
Input of sediment by human activities results mainly
from agriculture and urban land use (Buss et al.,
2002), deforestation (Wantzen, 1998, 2006), logging
activities (Fransen et al., 2001), mining (Quinn et al.,
1992), and road construction and usage (Cline et al.,
1982; Waters, 1995; Fossati et al., 2001). High
sediment loads make water treatment more costly,
modify the morphology and depth of the channel
(Wantzen, 2006), and can damage the turbines of
hydroelectric power stations (Carvalho, 1994).

For aquatic communities, sediment smaller than
2 mm is most harmful (Waters, 1995). High concen-
trations of fine sediment increase the water turbidity,
decreasing light penetration, and consequently
decreasing the productivity of these ecosystems
(Davies-Colley et al., 1992). Also, the deposited
sediment reduces epiphytic algae biomass (Francoeur
& Biggs, 2006), diversity, and productivity, indirectly
affecting fish (Cordone & Kelley, 1961; Shaw &
Richardson, 2001) and grazing invertebrates (Cline
et al., 1982; Rier & King, 1996) that feed on these
algae.

Previous studies examining the effects of terres-
trial sediment on stream macroinvertebrates reported
reductions in abundance, richness, and diversity
(Marchant, 1989; Angradi, 1999; Shaw & Richard-
son, 2001; Wantzen, 2006; Connolly & Pearson,
2007). Suspended and deposited sediment modify the
habitat structure of the streambed. For instance, large
quantities of deposited sediment limit the interstitial
space for some aquatic organisms (Angermeier et al.,
2004), decreasing their abundances (Gayraud &
Philippe, 2001). Also, large quantities of sediment
reduce interstitial velocity (Angradi, 1999). On the
other hand, burrowing organisms, such as some
Chironomidae and Coleoptera larvae as Oulimnius
sp. and Stenelmis sp. may benefit (Gayraud &
Philippe, 2001). Suspended sediment adheres to the
filter structure of organisms, such as Simuliidae
(Diptera) and Hydropsychidae (Trichoptera), causing
reduction in quantity and quality of food captured
(Wood & Armitage, 1997; Fossati et al., 2001). For
instance, Strand & Merritt (1997) added sediments to
microcosms and found that survivorship of the
Trichoptera Hydropsyche betteni Ross declined from
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90% in controls to 60% in sedimentation treatments.
In the same experiment, the survivorship of the
Trichoptera Ceratopsyche sparna Ross in controls
was 40% and declined to 32% in treatment with
sediments. Suspended particles might also reduce the
capture success of visually oriented fish, such as trout
and cause reduced fitness and growth rates (Shaw &
Richardson, 2001).

Transport of sediment is dependent upon hydraulic
parameters, such as flow, streambed slope, and the
local bed composition (Wood & Armitage 1997; Amos
et al.,2004). These parameters can modify the effect of
sediment on aquatic ecosystems (Culp et al., 1986;
Carvalho, 1994; Francoeur & Biggs, 2006). High
sediment loads are associated with high discharge
events, and some studies found a linear relationship
between flow and suspended sediment concentration
(Amos et al., 2004). High flows during spates, and the
associated increase in sediment transport, usually
reduce density of benthic organisms (Melo et al.,
2003a; Bond & Downes, 2003). This effect can be
amplified in impacted sites, where abundant terrestrial
sediments are available (Wantzen, 1998, 2006).

Negative effects of sediments may be dependent
on particle size, although only a few studies have
treated this aspect. For instance, Runde & Hellenthal
(2000) added particles of four size classes in the
range 0.126-2.000 mm, and observed that drift
behavior of the Trichoptera Hydropsyche sparna
Ross was highest for the smallest particles and that no
drift occurred in treatments with addition of particles
of the largest size class.

Most of the previous studies of sedimentation in
streams investigated the source of sediments in the
landscapes, particularly those resulting from human
impacts (e.g., Mol & Ouboter, 2004). Additionally,
most of the studies that investigated the impact of
terrestrial sediments on the stream biota were carried
out in the laboratory (microcosms) (e.g., McClelland
& Brusven, 1980; Strand & Merritt, 1997; Runde &
Hellenthal, 2000; Wood et al., 2001) or in temperate
streams (e.g., Angradi, 1999; Kreutzweiser et al.,
2005; but see Wantzen, 1998, 2006; Connolly &
Pearson, 2007). As species adapted to different
environmental conditions may respond differently to
human or natural disturbance, results obtained in
temperate regions may not be valid for tropical
regions. In this study we evaluated experimentally
in situ the effect of the addition of terrestrial sediment
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of two size classes on benthic macroinvertebrates
inhabiting a subtropical stream.

Materials and methods
Study area

The experiment was conducted in the Forqueta River,
a fourth order tributary of the Maquiné River, located
in Maquiné, Rio Grande do Sul, Brazil (29°31'57"S
and 50°14'55"W). The Forqueta River has a catch-
ment area of 116.1 km? and baseflow discharge of
1.42 m%/s. We studied one stream reach 1.5 km long,
with a streambed composed of stones, pebbles,
cobbles, wood debris, and leaf litter. Most of the
original riparian vegetation is still present, although
impacted by human activities, particularly small-
scale farming and ranching (Becker et al., 2004). The
land-use in the area is not enough to cause great input
of terrestrial sediment in the river. The experiment
was conducted in riffles and in this microhabitat
stones were not covered by sediments. Information
on fish and other large-bodied animals occurring in a
first-order stream of the same catchment can be found
in Vilella et al. (2004). The area receives 1.400 mm
of rainfall scattered along the year. The experiment
was always done during baseflow and at least three
days after a rain event. Physical and chemical data
was colleted during the experiment in the studied
reach and are presented in Table 1.

Methods

We evaluated the effect of inorganic sediment on
benthic macroinvertebrates using a experiment

Table 1 Mean, minimum, maximum, and standard deviation
of physical and chemical variables in the studied reach of the
Forqueta River obtained for each of the 80 experimental units
in several days during the period of study (March—June 2006)

Mean Min Max SD

Oxygen (mg/l) 6.7 5.6 8.1 0.5
Oxygen (%) 71.7 60.4 97.2 8.8
pH 6.9 6.4 7.2 0.2
Conductivity (uS/cm) 37.2 31.7 45.0 2.2
Temperature (°C) 17.4 13.0 24.0 4.0
Flow (cm/s) 23.4 9.4 45.6 7.9
Depth (cm) 23.6 12.0 45.0 7.9

designed in blocks and replicated 20 times. The
factors were the addition or not of two fraction of
sediment: fine sand (0-0.24 mm) and coarse sand
(0.25-0.8 mm). The resulting four treatments con-
sisted of no sediment (control); with both fine and
coarse sand; with fine sand only; or with coarse sand
only. The experiment consisted thus of 80 experi-
mental units (4 treatments * 20 blocks). The
treatments were randomized within each block and
aligned to stream flow distant at least 1 m of each
other (Fig. 1). The stream sections chosen to place
each block were riffles at least 5 m long and with
homogeneous substrate composition (cobbles and
stones). The study was conducted in several days in
the period March—June 2006.

The sediment used in the experiment was obtained
from a dirt road parallel to the stream and sieved
through 0.25 and 0.8 mm mesh. In order to add the
sediment to each treatment, we used a bucket with a
connected hose (12 mm inner diameter) in its side
(Fig. 2). After placing the sediment in the bucket, we
continuously added water while stirring the deposited
sediment to completely suspend it in the water. The
suspended sediment was then drained through the hose
into the experimental area. The volume of sediment
added in each experimental unit was 3100 cm>. In the

River
Block
Flow 4
+1m
3
2
1

Fig. 1 Blocks used in the experimental addition of sediment.
The boxes represent the samples, and the numbers inside the
boxes represent the sample sequence
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Fig. 2 Addition of fine sediment to the stream. (A) addition of sediment to the bucket. (B) addition of water to the bucket with
sediment. (C) slurry fed into the stream through a hose. (D) dispersal of the sediment in the stream water

control treatment, we added only water. The addition
of sediments (or water in the control) to each exper-
imental unit lasted for 15 min. Around 180 1 of water
were added to the control treatment and 70-90 for the
treatments containing inorganic sediment. Water was
obtained from the same stream site. Treatments within
each block were always applied downstream to
upstream, taking care to not disturb the upstream block
area during sample collection.

Immediately after adding the sediments, we col-
lected one benthic sample using a Surber net
(25 cm x 25 cm; mesh size 0.5 mm). The sample
was obtained about 30—40 cm downstream from the
sediment source. This distance was sufficient for the
suspended sediment to disperse over the area where
the Surber sample was later collected. The collected
macroinvertebrates were stored in plastic containers
with 80% ethanol. At the laboratory, the macroin-
vertebrates were sorted, counted and identified to the
lowest taxonomic level possible, usually genus or
morphospecies, following published taxonomic keys
(Pitoni et al., 1976; Merritt & Cummins, 1996;
Domingues et al., 1992; Angrisano, 1995; Olifiers
et al., 2004; Pes et al.,, 2005; Dias et al., 2006).
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Diptera and non-insects were usually sorted to
family.

Data analysis

We assessed the effect of sediment addition on the
abundance and species richness of macroinverte-
brates. Species richness is strongly affected by the
number of individuals in a sample (Gotelli &
Colwell, 2001). Accordingly, patterns obtained using
raw species richness may reflect high density in the
patch and thus a sampling artifact (McCabe &
Gotelli, 2000; Melo et al., 2003a). In order to remove
the effect of sample abundance on species richness,
we also carried out the analysis using rarefied species
richness as the response. Rarefied species richness
was obtained for samples of three treatments within
each block, standardized to the number of individuals
in the smallest sample (the fourth treatment).

The analysis of the data for each response was
done initially using two-way blocked Analysis of
Variance. The two predictor variables were fine and
coarse sand, and were entered into the model as
categorical variables with two levels each (presence
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or absence of sediment). We were most interested to
assess the potential interaction of sediment types.
None of the three analyses (abundance, species
richness, and rarefied richness) revealed a significant
interaction between sand types. For simplicity, we
thus opted to use a one-way blocked Analysis of
Variance, where the explanatory variable contained
four treatment levels (i) fine sand, (ii) coarse sand,
(iii) fine and coarse sand, and (iv) control (water only;
see above). Abundance data were log-transformed
before the Anova analysis. In case of differences
among treatments, we employed a Dunnett test to
compare the control to each of the three sediment-
addition treatments.

We also evaluated the effect of sediment addition on
relative abundance and species composition of macr-
oinvertebrates using a distance-based MANOVA. A
triangular Euclidian distance matrix was obtained from
log(x 4+ 1) transformed abundance data. We then
obtained the sum of squares of the distances among
sampling units in different treatments. In case of
differences among treatments, this statistic should be
high (Pillar & Orléci, 1996). The significance of the
statistic was assessed using a permutation test. Since
our experiment was designed in blocks, permutations
were restricted to those experimental units belonging
to the same block. A total of 10,000 permutations were
carried out to compute the P-value. For the species
composition data, we obtained a dissimilarity matrix
using the Jaccard index. The same statistical and
permutation procedure used for the abundance data
was employed for the presence/absence data. All
multivariate analyses were done using the Multiv
program (Pillar, 2006).

Results
Composition of community

One of the blocks contained a few individuals (3—17)
for a reliable analysis, and we opted to exclude it
from further analysis. The remaining 19 blocks (76
Surber samples) contained 6,128 individuals distrib-
uted in 79 taxa. Ephemeroptera with 2,084
individuals, Coleoptera with 1,597 individuals, and
Trichoptera with 998 individuals were the most
abundant groups. They represented 76.34% of all
individuals collected.

325
Effect of terrestrial sediment on benthic
macroinvertebrate
Macroinvertebrate abundance was significantly

affected by addition of sediments (F;s4 = 4.99,
P = 0.004) (Fig. 3a). The Dunnett test indicated a
reduction in abundance with addition of coarse sand
(P = 0.006) and coarse+fine sand (P = 0.003) in
relation to the control. Fine sand affected abundance
only slightly (P = 0.089). Response of species rich-
ness to sediment addition was similar to that of
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Fig. 3 Mean and standard error of residuals from block for the
effect of sediment addition treatments on abundance (a), species
richness (b), and rarefied species richness (c). Abundance
residuals differed among treatments (F3 54 = 4.99, P = 0.004).
Species richness residuals differed among treatments. There
was no difference among mean values of rarefied species
richness residuals (F3 54 = 0.84, P = 0.48). The P-values refer
to the comparison of the treatment to the control using the
Dunnett test
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abundance. Addition of sediment reduced species
richness in relation to the control (F5s4 = 5.00,
P = 0.004) (Fig. 3b). There were significant differ-
ences between coarse sand (Dunnett test, P = 0.020)
and fine+coarse sand in relation to the control
(P = 0.001). Fine sand did not affect species richness
(P = 0.218). However, the response of stream macr-
oinvertebrates in terms of rarefied species richness
was not affected by addition of sediment
(F354 = 0.84, P =0.48) (Fig. 3c), indicating that
differences in observed species richness were due
mostly due to differences in abundance among
treatments.

The distance-based Manova using abundance data
indicated that treatments differed (SSQ = 9.2,
P = 0.003). This difference was most evident for the
comparison control and coarse sand (SSQ = 5.41,
P < 0.001). The addition of fine sand (SSQ = 3.1,
P =0.070) or fine+coarse sand (SSQ = 3.22,
P = 0.046) caused moderate change in community
structure. In terms of species composition only, the
Manova using Jaccard distance indicated differences
among treatments (SSQ = 1.95, P = 0.010), although
of lower magnitude than that found for abundance data.
Similarly to that found for abundance data, the most
distinct effect was caused by addition of coarse sand
(8SQ = 0.75, P = 0.012). Addition of fine4coarse
sand resulted in moderate change of species compo-
sition (SSQ = 0.68, P = 0.043), whereas addition of
fine sediment did not result in changes (SSQ = 0.55,
P = 0.450).

Discussion

Experimental studies are important to exclude com-
peting factors affecting the response of interest (Bond
& Downes, 2003; Matthaei et al., 2006). They are
particularly useful in assessing the effect of terrestrial
sediment in streams, because their input usually
occurs associated with other potential disturbance
factors resulting from general land use (Buss et al.,
2002). We showed that the experimental addition of
sediment decreased the abundance and the richness of
benthic macroinvertebrates in relation to the control.
However, rarefied richness did not show differences
between the locations with or without sediment
addition. This latter result indicates that sediment
addition mostly affects abundance, and that the
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reduction in observed species richness is likely a
sampling artifact. Sediments also affected the com-
munity structure of the stream in terms of relative
abundance and species composition.

Most of the previous studies have reported nega-
tive effects on benthic fauna (Angradi, 1999; Shaw &
Richardson, 2001; Suren & Jowett, 2001; Wantzen,
2006; Connolly & Pearson, 2007). For instance, Shaw
& Richardson (2001) showed a reduction in the
abundance of macroinvertebrates with a sedimenta-
tion pulse, attributing this reduction to the increase in
drift caused by physiological stress. Similarly, Suren
& Jowett (2001) found a reduction in benthic
abundance and a concomitant increase in drift of
Paracalliope fluviatilis Thomson, Oxyethira albiceps
McLachlan, Hydrobiosis sp. and larvae of Chiro-
nomidae, resulting from sedimentation. Rosenberg &
Wiens (1978) observed that the addition of sediment
to in-stream channels increased drift of Oligochaeta,
Simuliidae, Plecoptera, Ephemeroptera, Hydracarina,
and Chironomidae.

The negative impact of inorganic sediments of
terrestrial origin on density of benthic macroinverte-
brates seems to be independent of their origin. In our
experiment, sediments were collected from a nearby
dirt road. Cline et al. (1982) studied the effect of
sediments resulting from road construction, and
found a decrease in density of stream macroinverte-
brates. In New Zealand, Quinn et al. (1992) observed
that the input of sediment from gold mining was
responsible for reduction of the density of inverte-
brates in six streams. Similarly to abundance,
previous studies have found a reduction in the
taxonomic richness of invertebrates in locations with
high sediment input (Marchant, 1989; Quinn et al.,
1992; Matthaei et al.,, 2006; Wantzen, 2006; Con-
nolly & Pearson, 2007). Shaw & Richardson (2001)
observed a reduction in the richness of invertebrate
families with the increase of the sedimentation pulse.
Fernandez-Alaez et al. (2002) also found a decrease
in the taxonomic richness of Trichoptera with the
release of sediments from a coal mine.

Species richness observed in a sample is highly
dependent on the number of individuals present.
This relationship is widely recognized in the eco-
logical literature (Gotelli & Colwell, 2001). The
most straightforward way to deal with this depen-
dency is to remove the effect of abundance by
standardizing samples to the size of the smallest
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sample using rarefaction (an alternative is extrapola-
tion; see Melo et al.,, 2003b). Despite the wide
recognition and methods to control for this depen-
dency, most of the previous studies assessing the
effects of sediments on benthic assemblages rely on
observed species richness only. McCabe & Gotelli
(2000), in a study evaluating the frequency and
intensity of disturbance events on number of species,
found that different conclusions are reached using
observed or rarefied species richness, and that the
most realistic was that using rarefied richness. In our
study, we did not detect a reduction in rarefied
species richness following addition of sediments.
Accordingly, the impact of sediments acts on indi-
viduals rather than on the species. If there is a
reduction in raw species richness, this is due to a
sampling artifact, resulting from a reduced number
of individuals. The alternate mechanism, not
observed in our study, would be the effect of
sediments on species. The decrease in abundance
would be most intense for some species, which in
fact has been observed before (McClelland &
Brusven, 1980). In this case, not only abundance
but also rarefied richness would be reduced in
treatments.

Cline et al. (1982) studied the effect of fine
sediments derived from road construction on stream
macroinvertebrates, and found reduced density down-
stream from the input source. However, the pattern
was not as clear for diversity, measured using the
Shannon index. Interestingly, one of the best charac-
teristics of diversity indexes, in relation to observed
species richness, is its low dependence on sampling
effort (Magurran, 2004, p. 134). In other words, the
index values tend to stabilize in increased sample
sizes. Our results are thus in agreement with those of
Cline et al. (1982).

In relation to the control treatment, coarse sand
(0.25-0.8 mm) caused a stronger negative effect on
total abundance than did fine sand (0-0.24 mm). This
effect was evident both in the treatment with coarse
sand only or in the combination fine+coarse sand.
Similarly, the effects of coarse or fine+coarse sand
were evident in both Manova analyses using abun-
dance or presence/absence data. In these two
multivariate analyses, addition of fine sand did not
affect community composition and structure in rela-
tion to the controls. On the other hand, Wood et al.
(2001) noted that the cased Trichoptera

Melampophylax mucoreus (Hagen) was most affected
by the finest particle size class in the study (0.125-
0.249 mm). However, the quantity of sediments
added in the study of Wood et al. (2001) was enough
to completely cover the substrate (5 or 10 mm deep)
and was added instantly, burying the Trichoptera
larvae. In our study, the sediment remaining on the
surface of the substrate was not enough to cover
invertebrates, particularly in treatments with fine
sand, due to water transport. The quantity of fine sand
used in our study and that deposited in the streambed
perhaps did not attain the threshold level suggested
by Kaller & Hartman (2004) for the expression of
negative effects. Similar to the results of Wood et al.
(2001) and opposite to ours, Runde & Hellenthal
(2000) found that drift of Hydropsyche sparna
increased more with small particles (0.126—
0.250 mm) than with medium particles (0.251—
1.000 mm), and there was no drift with large particles
(1-2 mm). At least two mechanisms may be involved
in the negative effect of terrestrial sediment in
streams: attrition and covering of substrate (Waters,
1995; Strand & Merritt, 1997; Fossati et al. 2001).
Our experiment consisted of a very short input of
sediments, insufficient to cover the substrate. Accord-
ingly, the likely mechanism involved in the loss of
individuals from our experimental areas was abra-
sion. This is consistent with our finding that coarse
sand caused grater loss of individuals than fine sand.

The experimental input of inorganic sediment
caused a negative effect on the abundance and raw
richness, but not on the rarefied species richness of
benthic macroinvertebrates. The negative impacts on
abundance and changes in community structure were
stronger for coarse sand (0.25-0.80 mm) than for fine
sand (0-0.24 mm) and likely reflect the high attrition
of the large particle on invertebrates. Our results
indicate that even short-term input of terrestrial
sediments is sufficient to reduce abundance and
change community structure. Accordingly, manage-
ment of tropical catchments should adopt practices
that reduce the input of terrestrial sediments to
streams.

Acknowledgments We acknowledge Marcelo Saraiva for
help during fieldwork, Matias and Leonira Dalpiaz for their
friendly hospitality during the fieldwork in Maquiné, and Sue
Albrigo and Janet Reid for improving the English version.
Victor Landeiro and three anonymous referees suggested
improvements to the manuscript. Marlon de Castro Vasconcelos

@ Springer



328

Hydrobiologia (2008) 610:321-329

received a student fellowship from the Coordenadoria de
Aperfeicoamento de Pessoal de Nivel Superior (CAPES).
This work was conducted with support from the Conselho
Nacional de Desenvolvimento Cientifico e Tecnoldgico
(CNPQ no. 476256/2004-6) and International Foundation for
Science (IFS no. A/4107-1).

References

Amos, K. J., J. Alexander, A. Horn, G. D. Pocock & C. R.
Fielding, 2004. Supply limited sediment transport in a
high-discharge event of the tropical Burdekin River,
North Queensland, Australia. Sedimentology 51: 145-
162.

Angermeier, P. L., A. P. Wheeler & A. E. Rosenberger, 2004.
A conceptual framework for assessing impacts of roads on
aquatic biota. Fisheries 29: 19-29.

Angradi, T. T., 1999. Fine sediment and macroinvertebrate
assemblages in Appalachian streams: a field experiment
with biomonitoring applications. Journal of the North
American Benthological Society 18: 49-66.

Angrisano, E. B., 1995. Insecta Trichoptera. In: Lopretto, E. C.,
& G. Tell (eds), Ecosistemas de aguas continentales:
Metodologia para su estudio. SUR: 1199-1237.

Beaty, K. G., 1994. Sediment transport in a small stream fol-
lowing two successive forest fires. Canadian Journal of
Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 51: 2723-2733.

Becker, F. G., G. V. Irgang, H. Hasenack, F. S. Vilella & N. F.
Verani, 2004. Land cover and conservation of a region in
the southwest limit of the Atlantic Forest (River Maquiné
basin, Rio Grande do Sul, Brazil). Brazilian Journal of
Biology 64: 569-582.

Bond, N. R. & B. J. Downes, 2003. The independent and
interactive effects of fine sediment and flow on benthic
invertebrate communities are characteristic of small
upland streams. Freshwater Biology 48: 455-465.

Buss, D. F., D. F. Baptista, M. P. Silveira, J. L. Nessimian & L.
F. Dorvillé, 2002. Influence of water chemistry and
environmental degradation on macro invertebrate assem-
blages in a river basin in south-east Brazil. Hydrobiologia
481: 125-136.

Carvalho, N. O., 1994. Hidrossedimentologia Pratica. Com-
panhia de Pesquisa de Recursos Minerais, Rio de Janeiro:
372 pp.

Cline, L. D., R. A. Short & J. V. Ward, 1982. The influence of
highway construction on the macroinvertebrates and epi-
lithic algae of a high mountain stream. Hydrobiologia 96:
149-159.

Connolly, N. M. & R. G. Pearson, 2007. The effect of fine sedi-
mentation on tropical stream macroinvertebrate assemblages:
a comparison using flow-through artificial channels and
recirculating mesocosms. Hydrobiologia 592: 423-438.

Cordone, A. J. & D. W. Kelley, 1961. The influence of inor-
ganic sediment on the aquatic life of streams. California
Fish and Game 47: 189-228.

Culp, J. M., F. J. Wrona & R. W. Davies, 1986. Response of
stream benthos and drift to fine sediment deposition versus
transport. Canadian Journal of Zoology 64: 1345-1351.

@ Springer

Davies-Colley, R. J., C. W. Hickey, J. M. Quinn & P. A. Ryan,
1992. Effects of clay discharges on streams: optical
properties and epilithon. Hydrobiologia 248: 215-234.

Dias, L. G., F. F. Salles, C. N. Francischetti & P. S. F. Ferreira,
2006. Key to the genera of Ephemerelloidea (Insecta:
Ephemeroptera) from Brazil. Biota Neotropica 6. http://
www.biotaneotropica.org.br/von1/pt/abstract?identifica-
tion-Key + bn00806012006. ISSN 1676-0611.

Domingues, E., M. D. Hubbard & W. P. Peters, 1992. Clave
para ninfas y adultos de las familias y géneros de
Ephemeroptera (Insecta) sudamericanos. Biologia Acua-
tica 16: 1-42.

Fernandez-Alaez, C., J. Soto, M. Fernandez-Alaez & F. Garcia-
Criado, 2002. Spatial structure of the caddisfly (Insecta:
Trichoptera) communities in a river basin in NW Spain
affected by coal mining. Hydrobiologia 487: 193-205.

Fossati, O., J. G. Wansson, C. Héry, G. Salinas & R. Marin,
2001. Impact of sediment releases on water chemistry and
macroinvertebrates communities in clear water Andean
streams (Bolivia). Archiv fiir Hydrobiologie 151: 33-50.

Francoeur, S. N. & B. J. F. Biggs, 2006. Short-term effects of
elevated velocity and sediment abrasion on benthic algal
communities. Hydrobiologia 561: 59-69.

Fransen, P. J. B., C. J. Phillips & B. D. Fahey, 2001. Forest
road erosion in New Zealand: overview. Earth Surface
Processes and Landforms 26: 165-174.

Gayraud, S. & M. Philippe, 2001. Does subsurface interstitial
space influence general features and morphological traits
of the benthic macroinvertebrate community in streams?
Archiv fiir Hydrobiologie 151: 667-686.

Gotelli, N. J. & R. K. Colwell, 2001. Quantifying biodiversity:
procedures and pitfalls in the measurement and compari-
son of species richness. Ecology Letters 4: 379-391.

Kaller, M. D. & K. J. Hartman, 2004. Evidence of a threshold
level of fine sediment accumulation for altering benthic
macroinvertebrate communities. Hydrobiologia 518:
95-104.

Kreutzweiser, D. P., S. S. Capell & K. P. Good, 2005. Effects of
fine sediment inputs from a logging road on stream insect
communities: a large-scale experimental approach in a
Canadian headwater stream. Aquatic Ecology 39: 55-66.

Lane, P. N. J. & G. J. Sheridan, 2002. Impact of an unsealed
forest road stream crossing: Water quality and sediment
sources. Hydrological Processes 16: 2599-2612.

Magurran, A. E., 2004. Measuring Biological Diversity.
Blackwell Science Ltd, Oxford.

Marchant, R., 1989. Changes in the benthic invertebrate
communities in the Thompson River, Southeastern Aus-
tralia, after dam construction. Regulated Rivers: Research
& Management 4: 71-89.

Matthaei, C. D., F. Weller, D. W. Kelly & C. R. Townsend,
2006. Impacts of fine sediment addition to tussock, pas-
ture, dairy and deer farming streams in New Zealand.
Freshwater Biology 51: 2154-2172.

McCabe, D. J. & N. J. Gotelli, 2000. Effects of disturbance
frequency, intensity, and area on assemblages of stream
macroinvertebrates. Oecologia 124: 270-279.

McClelland, W. T. & M. A. Brusven, 1980. Effects of sedi-
mentation on the behavior and distribution of riffle insects
in a laboratory stream. Aquatic Insects 2: 161-169.


http://www.biotaneotropica.org.br/v6n1/pt/abstract?identification-Key&nbsp;&plus;&nbsp;bn00806012006
http://www.biotaneotropica.org.br/v6n1/pt/abstract?identification-Key&nbsp;&plus;&nbsp;bn00806012006
http://www.biotaneotropica.org.br/v6n1/pt/abstract?identification-Key&nbsp;&plus;&nbsp;bn00806012006
http://www.biotaneotropica.org.br/v6n1/pt/abstract?identification-Key&nbsp;&plus;&nbsp;bn00806012006
http://www.biotaneotropica.org.br/v6n1/pt/abstract?identification-Key&nbsp;&plus;&nbsp;bn00806012006

Hydrobiologia (2008) 610:321-329

329

Melo, A. S., D. K. Niyogi, C. D. Matthaei & C. R. Townsend,
2003a. Resistance, resilience, and patchiness of inverte-
brate assemblages in native tussock and pasture streams in
New Zealand after a hydrological disturbance. Canadian
Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 60: 731-739.

Melo, A. S., R. A. S. Pereira, A. J. Santos, G. J. Shepherd, G.
Machado, H. F. Medeiros & R. J. Sawaya, 2003b. Com-
paring species richness among assemblages using sample
units: why not use extrapolation methods to standardize
different sample sizes? Oikos 101: 398—410.

Merritt, R. W. & K. W. Cummins, 1996. An Introduction to the
Aquatic Insects of North America. Kendall / Hunt Pub-
lishing Company, Dubuque, Iowa: 862 pp.

Mol, J. H. & P. E. Ouboter, 2004. Downstream effects of
erosion from small-scale gold mining on the instream
habitat and fish community of a small neotropical rain-
forest stream. Conservation Biology 18: 201-214.

Olifiers, M. H., L. F. M. Dorvillé, J. L. Nessimian & N. Ha-
mada, 2004. A key to Brazilian genera of Plecoptera
(Insecta) based on nymphs. Zootaxa 651: 1-15.

Pes, A. M. O., N. Hamada & J. L. Nessimian, 2005. Chaves de
identificacdo para familias e géneros de Trichoptera
(Insecta) da Amazonia Central, Brasil. Revista Brasileira
de Entomologia 49: 181-204.

Pillar, V. D. P., 2006. MULTIV: Multivariate Exploratory
Analysis, Randomization Testing and Bootstrap Resam-
pling. User’s Guide v. 2.3.20. Dep. Ecologia, UFRGS,
Porto Alegre, Brazil. http://ecoqua.ecologia.ufrgs.br.

Pillar, V. D. P. & L. Orldci, 1996. On randomization testing in
vegetation science: multifactor comparisons of relevé
groups. Journal of Vegetation Science 7: 585-592.

Pitoni, V. L. L., I. L. Veitenheimeir & M. C. D. Mansur, 1976.
Moluscos do Rio Grande do Sul: coleta, preparacao e
conservacao. Theringia — Divulgagdo 5: 25-68.

Quinn, J. M., R.J. Davies-Colley, C. W. Hickey, M. L. Vickers
& P. A. Ryan, 1992. Effects of clay discharge on streams:
2. Benthic invertebrates. Hydrobiologia 248: 235-247.

Rier, S. T. & D. K. King, 1996. Effects of inorganic sedi-
mentation and riparian clearing on benthic community
metabolism in an agriculturally-disturbed stream. Hydro-
biologia 339: 111-121.

Rosenberg, D. M. & A. P. Wiens, 1978. Effects of sediment
addition on macrobenthic invertebrates in a northern
Canadian river. Water Research 12: 753-763.

Runde, J. M. & R. A. Hellenthal, 2000. Behavioral responses
of Hydropsyche sparna (Trichoptera: Hydropsychidae)
and related species to deposited bedload sediment. Envi-
ronmental Entomology 29: 704-709.

Shaw, E. A. & J. S. Richardson, 2001. Direct and indirect
effects of sediment pulse duration on stream invertebrate
assemblages and rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss)
growth and survival. Canadian Journal of Fisheries and
Aquatic Sciences 58: 2213-2221.

Silva, A. M., H. E. Schulz & P. B. Camargo, 2003. Erosdo e
Hidrossendimentologia em Bacias Hidrograficas. RIMA,
Sao Carlos: 140 pp.

Strand, R. M. & R. W. Merritt, 1997. Effects of episodic
sedimentation on the net-spinning caddisflies Hydropsy-
che betteni and Ceratopsyche sparna (Trichoptera:
Hydropsychidae). Environmental Pollution 98: 129-134.

Suren, A. M. & 1. G. Jowett, 2001. Effects of deposited sedi-
ment on invertebrate drift: an experimental study. New
Zealand Journal of Marine and Freshwater Research 35:
725-737.

Vilella, F. S., F. G. Becker, S. M. Hartz & G. Barbieri, 2004.
Relation between environmental variables and aquatic
megafauna in a first order stream of the Atlantic Forest,
southern Brazil. Hydrobiologia 528: 17-30.

Wantzen, K. M., 1998. Effects of siltation on benthic com-
munities in clear water streams in Mato Grosso, Brazil.
Verhandlungen der Internationalen Vereinigung fiir The-
oretische und Angewandte Limnologie 26: 1155-1159.

Wantzen, K. M., 2006. Physical pollution: effects of gully
erosion on benthic invertebrates in a tropical clear-water
stream. Aquatic Conservation: Marine and Freshwater
Ecosystems 16: 733-749.

Waters, T. F., 1995. Sediment in Streams: Sources, Biological
Effects, and Control. American Fisheries Society Mono-
graph 7. Bethesda, Maryland: 251 pp.

Wood, P. J. & P. D. Armitage, 1997. Biological effects of fine
sediment in the lotic environment. Environmental Man-
agement 21: 203-217.

Wood, P. J., A. R. Vann & P. J. Wanless, 2001. The response
of Melampophylax mucoreus (Hagen) (Trichoptera: Li-
mnephilidae) to rapid sedimentation. Hydrobiologia 455:
183-188.

@ Springer


http://ecoqua.ecologia.ufrgs.br

	An experimental test of the effects of inorganic sediment addition on benthic macroinvertebrates of a subtropical stream
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Study area
	Methods
	Data analysis

	Results
	Composition of community
	Effect of terrestrial sediment on benthic macroinvertebrate

	Discussion
	Acknowledgments
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /SyntheticBoldness 1.00
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org?)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /ENU <>
    /DEU <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [5952.756 8418.897]
>> setpagedevice


