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Abstract 

The conditions for a successful invasion involve the intersection of a species, its vector, and an appropriate receiving 
environment.  Species distribution (biogeography) and availability of a shipping vector were used as filters to reduce a list of 57 
tunicates with a history of invasion in marine or estuarine waters worldwide, to a more manageable basis for a “watch list” or 
“trigger list” for non-indigenous invasive tunicates in Atlantic Canada. Seven species from the worldwide invasives list were 
already present in Atlantic Canada: the non-indigenous Styela clava, Ciona intestinalis (cryptogenic in southern Nova Scotia but 
non-indigenous in northern Atlantic Canada), Botryllus schlosseri, Botrylloides violaceus and Molgula manhattensis, and the 
native Aplidium glabrum and Didemnum candidum. Nine species, not currently present in Atlantic Canada, were removed from 
the analysis due to insufficient distribution data.  All of the remaining 41 species co-occurred in one or more bioregions with 
species presently found in Atlantic Canada.  Examination of distributions relative to shipping patterns eliminated eight species 
not present in the areas with the most shipping traffic to Atlantic Canada: the eastern seaboard of the USA, the Caribbean Sea, 
northern Europe and the Mediterranean Sea.  A climate zone filter to remove species found only in subtropical or tropical waters 
eliminated 21 species.  Applying both the shipping and climate zone filters resulted in a “watch list” of 17 tunicate species 
considered the most likely to successfully invade Atlantic Canada: Ascidia sydneiensis, Ascidiella aspersa, Botrylloides leachi, 
Clavelina lepadiformis, Cnemidocarpa irene, Corella eumyota, Cystodytes dellechiajei, Didemnum vexillum, Diplosoma 
listerianum, Perophora japonica, Perophora multiclathrata, Phallusia mammillata, Polyandrocarpa zorritensis, Polyclinum 
constellatum, Styela canopus, Styela plicata, and Symplegma brakenhielmi. 
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Introduction 

Prediction of species invasions that are likely to 
occur in a particular bioregion or ecosystem is 
considered a prerequisite for developing a 
“watch list” for early detection (to determine 
where and how to monitor species of concern) or 
“trigger list” for rapid response (to identify what 
risk assessments and control methods should be 
prepared ahead of time) (Ricciardi and 
Rasmussen 1998; Locke and Hanson 2009). In 
recent years, there have been numerous attempts 
to model and predict species invasions 
(e.g.,Williamson and Fitter 1996; Ricciardi and 
Rasmussen 1998; Smith et al. 1999; Kolar and 
Lodge 2001; Peterson and Vieglais 2001; 
Peterson 2003; Reusser and Lee 2005; Nyberg 
and Wallentinus 2005; Miller et al. 2007). These 
models have been based either on species 
attributes associated with invasion success, or on 
the niche requirements of species. While 

invasion has been regarded as an enormously 
complex process, some phases of the process are 
highly predictable; for example, modeling the 
ecological niche characteristics of a species can 
predict its potential geographic distribution at a 
level sufficient for management (Peterson 2003).  
One problem with ecological niche modeling, 
from the viewpoint of developing a list of likely 
invaders to a region, is the time required to 
obtain sufficient point distribution and environ-
mental information for a large number of 
potential invasive species (Peterson and Vieglais 
2001). The effort required to obtain this detailed 
information may be justified in the study of a 
few high-risk species, but there is also a need for 
a rapid screening tool that can narrow down a list 
of potential invaders from an extensive list of 
candidates (e.g., Ricciardi and Rasmussen 1998). 

The conditions for a successful invasion 
involve the intersection of a species, its vector, 
and an appropriate receiving environment. In 
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terrestrial environments, for example, the proba-
bility of successful introduction is positively 
correlated with the climate/habitat similarity 
between donor and recipient regions as well as 
propagule supply (Hayes et al. 2004).  Marine 
biogeographical classification systems have been 
based on climate, ocean basins, oceanography, 
bathymetry and biotic distributions (Kelleher et 
al. 1995; Lourie and Vincent 2004), and can be 
used as a surrogate of climate/habitat similarity.  
Here, I use the biogeographic classification 
adopted by the International Union for the 
Conservation of Nature (IUCN) (Kelleher et al. 
1995) which has been used to compile ballast 
water transit data by the Global Ballast Water 
Programme and Lloyds Maritime Intelligence 
Unit, and to match potential invaders with 
shipping from their donor regions in previous 
AIS hazard analyses (Hayes et al. 2004; Reusser 
and Lee 2005). Carlton (1996) suggested that an 
analysis of shipping traffic from regions 
containing known invaders could help predict 
where those species would next invade.  Hull 
fouling (including sea chests and other 
structures) has been proposed as a vector for 
many invasive tunicates (e.g., Coutts et al. 2003; 
Minchin and Sides 2006). 

In this paper I propose using species 
distributions (biogeography) and vector traffic 
patterns to develop a screening tool for potential 
tunicate invaders of Atlantic Canada. The 
starting point was to update and expand upon an 
existing list of tunicates with a history of 
invasion of marine and estuarine waters (Hayes 
et al. 2004) and remove species already present 
in Atlantic Canada. This is consistent with the 
approach of Ricciardi and Rasmussen (1998), 
who recommended a focus on species with a 
known invasion history when predicting future 
invaders. To these known invaders, I then 
applied a biogeographic filter (based on co-
occurrence with invasive tunicates presently 
found in Atlantic Canada) followed by a 
shipping vector filter to screen potential invaders 
of Atlantic Canada from the worldwide invasive 
tunicate biota. Conceptually, this process is 
comparable to Stages I (transport vector survival 
and release filter) and II (environment survival 
and reproduction filter) in an invasion 
framework developed by Colautti and MacIsaac 
(2004). Finally, I applied a second environmental 
filter to eliminate species currently found only in 
tropical and subtropical waters. 

Methods 

The starting point for this analysis was a list of 
57 tunicate species with a history of invasion 
somewhere in the world; distribution records 
were supplemented for the 40 species listed in 
the database of Hayes et al. (2004) and records 
of another 17 species were obtained from a 
survey of the scientific literature and invasive 
species websites (Table 1). A regional code 
corresponding to one of the 208 IUCN 
bioregions (Kelleher et al. 1995) was assigned to 
each location where each tunicate occurred. 

Five non-indigenous species are presently 
found in Atlantic Canada (Botrylloides violaceus   
Oka, 1927, Botryllus schlosseri (Pallas, 1766), 
Ciona intestinalis (Linnaeus, 1767), Molgula 
manhattensis (DeKay, 1843) and Styela clava 
Herdman, 1882). Ciona intestinalis is 
cryptogenic in southern Nova Scotia but non-
indigenous in the Gulf of St. Lawrence. Two 
other species present in Atlantic Canada, 
Aplidium glabrum (Verrill, 1871) and Didemnum 
candidum Savigny, 1816 are native, but have a 
history of invasion in other regions.  These seven 
species occur in numerous regions worldwide.  
The assumption on which this analysis is based 
is that environmental conditions in those regions 
were similar enough to those of Atlantic Canada 
for components of the biological community to 
survive in both areas.  Thus, the regions outside 
of Atlantic Canada where these seven species 
occurred were treated as potential donor regions 
for new tunicate invasions. The other invasive 
tunicates occurring in those regions were treated 
as species with the potential to survive in 
Atlantic Canada. This assumption is graphically 
represented by Venn diagrams illustrating the 
range   of   possibilities   from  complete or near- 
complete overlap of species tolerance (Figure 
1(a)) to species for which this assumption 
represents the region of overlap despite largely 
different habitat requirements (Figure 1(b)).  The 
strength of the predictions developed here will 
be greater if the situation corresponds to Figure 
1(a), although this assumption has not been 
tested. 

The availability of shipping vectors was used 
to further refine the list of potential invaders. 
Vessel movement tracks were obtained from 
Kelly (2004), and patterns in international ship-
ping traffic to Atlantic Canada were examined in 
order   to   identify   likely  sources   of   primary 
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Table 1. List of invasive tunicate species, screened by vector and climate filters. 

Species 
In bioregion(s) with heavy 

ship traffic to Atlantic Canada 
Found in temperate or 
colder bioregions 

Aplidium phortax (Michaelsen, 1924)   

Ascidia nigra (Savigny, 1816) X  

Ascidia sydneiensis Stimpson, 1855 X X 

Ascidiella aspersa (O.F. Müller, 1776) X X 

Asterocarpa humilis (Heller, 1878)   

Botrylloides anceps (Herdman, 1891) X  

Botrylloides leachi (Savigny, 1816) X X 

Botrylloides nigrum Herdman, 1886 X  

Botrylloides perspicuus Herdman, 1886 X  

Botrylloides simodensis Saito & Watanabe, 1981  X 

Ciona savignyi Herdman, 1882  X 

Clavelina lepadiformis (Müller, 1776) X X 

Clavelina oblonga Herdman, 1880 X  

Cnemidocarpa irene (Hartmeyer, 1906) X X 

Corella eumyota Traustedt, 1882 X X 

Cystodytes dellechiajei (Della Valle, 1877) X X 

Didemnum perlucidum Monniot, 1983 X  

Didemnum vexillum Kott, 2002 X X 

Diplosoma listerianum (Milne-Edwards, 1841) X X 

Distaplia bermudensis Van Name, 1902 X  

Ecteinascidia turbinata Herdman, 1880 X  

Eudistoma olivaceum (Van Name, 1902) X  

Eusynstyela hartmeyeri Michaelsen, 1904   

Eusynstyela tincta (Van Name, 1902) X  

Herdmania momus (Savigny, 1816) X  

Lissoclinum fragile (Van Name, 1902) X  

Microcosmus exasperatus Heller, 1878 X  

Microcosmus squamiger Michaelsen, 1927 X  

Perophora japonica Oka, 1927 X X 

Perophora multiclathrata Sluiter, 1904 X X 

Phallusia mammillata (Cuvier, 1815) X X 

Polyandrocarpa zorritensis (Van Name, 1931) X X 

Polyclinum constellatum Savigny, 1816 X X 

Rhodosoma turcicum (Savigny, 1816) X  

Styela bicolor (Sluiter, 1887)   

Styela canopus (Savigny, 1816) X X 

Styela plicata (Lesueur, 1823) X X 

Symplegma brakenhielmi Michaelsen, 1904 X X 

Symplegma reptans (Oka, 1927)  X 

Symplegma rubra Monniot, 1972 X  

Trididemnum sibogae (Hartmeyer, 1910)   

Sources: Abdul and Sivakumar (2007); Barros et al. (2009); Berrill (1932); Blum et al. (2007); Brunel et al. (1998); Cohen 
(2005); Colombera (1974); Davis and Davis (2007); Eldredge and Smith (2001); Gollasch and Nehring (2006); Goodbody 
(1962); Goodbody (2004); Hansson (1998); Hayes et al. (2004); Hernández-Zanuy and Carballo (2001); Izquierdo-Muñoz et al. 
(2009); Kott (2005); Lambert (2009); Mastrototaro and Brunetti (2006); Monniot (2002); Monniot and Monniot (2001); 
Nagabhushanam and Thompson (1997); Naranjo et al. (1996); Primo and Vásquez (2004); Rius et al. (2007); Rocha and Kremer 
(2005); Rocha et al. (2005a); Rocha et al. (2005b); Rocha et al. (2009); Russ (1982); Sanamyan and Schories (2004); Shenkar et 
al. (2008); Shenkar and Loya (2008); Stoner et al. (2002); Svensson et al. (2007); Van Name (1945); Vásquez  and Young 
(2000); Zvyagintsev et al. (2007).  Web sites: Encyclopedia of Marine Life of Britain and Ireland; Global Invasive Species 
Database; Marine Life Information Network for Britain and Ireland; Marine Species Database for Eastern Africa; Marine Species 
Registers for the Northwest North Atlantic Ocean; Museum Victoria Natural Sciences Collection; New Zealand National Aquatic 
Biodiversity Information System; United States Geological Survey Nonindigenous Aquatic Species; World Register of Marine 
Species.  
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Figure 1. Venn diagrams contrasting situations where (a) all 
or most of the species found in one bioregion have the same 
environmental tolerances as those of a second bioregion, 
and (b) the species in the two bioregions have largely 
different environmental tolerances but overlap to a limited 
extent. 

invasion. Tunicates from regions with heaviest 
shipping traffic to Atlantic Canada were 
considered to be the most likely future invaders. 

Lastly, the list of tunicates generated from 
these two filters was re-examined, and tunicate 
species presently distributed only in subtropical 
and tropical regions were removed. 

Results 

Of the 57 tunicate species with a history of 
invasion somewhere in the world, seven already 
occur in Atlantic Canada and there were 
insufficient data to analyze the distributions of 
nine species. Therefore the remainder of the 
analysis was based on 41 species (Table 1).  

Sixty-five bioregions outside of Atlantic 
Canada contained one or more of the seven 
invasive tunicate species found in Atlantic 
Canada (Figure 2). For the purposes of this 
analysis, non-indigenous, cryptogenic or native 
distributions were treated equally. These 
bioregions are distributed in coastal waters 
throughout the world; Antarctica was the only 
continent not represented.  All tunicate species 
examined co-occurred in one or more of these 
regions with the tunicates presently found in 
Atlantic Canada, so the “co-occurrence filter” 
did not remove any species.  

Vessel ballast water tracks indicated high 
concentrations of vessels coming to eastern 
Canada from the eastern seaboard of the USA, 
the Caribbean Sea, northern Europe and the 
Mediterranean Sea (Kelly 2004). Thirty-three of 
the 41 invasive tunicate species not currently 
present in Atlantic Canada were found in these 
water bodies.  While one or more of the seven 
Atlantic Canadian invasive tunicates had 

distributions in the Caribbean and Mediterranean 
Seas, it seemed reasonable to assume that 
tunicates found only in subtropical or tropical 
regions would be unlikely to survive in the cold 
winter conditions of Atlantic Canada. 
Presumably, if those species were able to survive 
in temperate conditions, they would already be 
found somewhere in the temperate zone, 
assuming there were vectors available to 
transport them to temperate regions. In other 
words, the environmental tolerances of these 
species relative to those currently living in 
Atlantic Canada may be represented by the non-
overlapping area of the Venn diagram (Figure 
1B). Alternatively, if the reason that a species 
has not occurred in a temperate region is the 
absence of vectors to transport it into temperate 
waters, it may be reasonable to assume that the 
species has a low risk of invasion of temperate 
regions. Either reason is probably sufficient to 
eliminate these species as high-risk invaders of 
Atlantic Canada. The climate filter alone 
eliminated 21 species that were found only in 
subtropical or tropical waters. Combining the 
climate and vectors filters eliminated a total 24 
of the 41 species on the original list, leaving a 
“watch list” of 17 tunicates: Ascidia sydneiensis, 
Ascidiella aspersa, Botrylloides leachi, Claveli-
na lepadiformis, Cnemidocarpa irene, Corella 
eumyota, Cystodytes dellechiajei, Didemnum 
vexillum, Diplosoma listerianum, Perophora 
japonica, Perophora multiclathrata, Phallusia 
mammillata, Polyandrocarpa zorritensis, Poly-
clinum constellatum, Styela canopus, Styela 
plicata, and Symplegma brakenhielmi (Figure 3). 

Discussion 

Species invasions incorporate a strong element 
of chance, but one of the limiting factors for 
successful establishment is the environmental 
tolerance of the invader (Colautti and MacIsaac 
2004).  Thus, environmental compatibility of the 
donor and receiving regions can be used as a 
filter to reduce an extensive list of potential 
invaders to a more manageable-sized “watch 
list” of organisms whose distribution suggests 
they could survive conditions in the receiving 
environment. Matching distributions to deter-
mine invasion risk is not a new concept; it has 
been used in the Global Ballast Water 
Programme’s Ballast Water Risk Assessment 
protocol (e.g., Clarke et al. 2003); to evaluate the 



A screening procedure for potential tunicate invaders 

75 

risk of marine pests in Australia (Hayes and 
Sliwa 2003; Hayes et al. 2004); and to examine 
large-scale patterns of invasion risk (Reusser and 
Lee 2005), for example.  

There are limitations to the biogeographic 
approach: for example, the number of donor 

regions may be underestimated if the seven 
species found in Atlantic Canada have not 
invaded all the bioregions in which they could 
survive. This could easily happen for reasons 
unrelated to environment, e.g., the absence of a 
vector   or    the   presence    of   a   predator    or 

 

Figure 2.  Worldwide distribution of invasive tunicate species currently found in Atlantic Canada: A - Aplidium glabrum,  B – 
Botrylloides violaceus, C – Botryllus schlosseri,  D – Ciona intestinalis , E –  Didemnum candida, F – Molgula manhattensis, G - 
Styela clava. Bioregion base map after Kelleher et al. (1995). 
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Figure 3. Worldwide distribution of 17 tunicate species considered potential invaders of Atlantic Canada: A- Ascidia 
sydneiensis,  B- Ascidiella asperses, C – Botrylloides leachi, D – Clavelina lepadiformis, E – Cnemidocarpa irene,  F –  Corella 
eumyota, G – Cystodytes dellachiajei, H – Didemnum vexillum, I – Diplosoma listerianum, J –  Perophora japonica, K – 
Perophora multiclathrata, L – Phallusia mammillata, M – Polyandrocarpa zorritensis, N – Polyclinum constellatum, O – Styela 
canopus,  P – Styela plicata, Q - Symplegma brakenhielmi. Bioregion base map after Kelleher et al. (1995). 
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competitor that prevented establishment.  The 
environmental tolerances of members of a 
community are unlikely to be identical, so some 
species from a donor region may be able to 
tolerate the receiving environment whereas 
others may not. Genetic variability between 
tunicate populations is not taken into account; 
however, determinants of invasion success act at 
the population rather than the species level 
(Colautti and MacIsaac 2004) and climatic niche 
shifts can occur during invasion (Broennimann et 
al. 2007).  For example, inoculations from a 
northern European source population may 
explain the recent rapid expansion of European 
green crab, Carcinus maenas (Linnaeus, 1758), 
into northern portions of Atlantic Canada that 
were apparently unavailable to the genotypes 
previously established on the east coast of North 
America (Roman 2006). The available 
distribution data are also confounded by 
sampling effort, influenced by publication venue 
and language, and require two major 
assumptions: that the alpha-level taxonomy is 
correct, and that specimens are correctly 
identified. On the other hand, the same 
restrictions apply to more data-intensive methods 
such as environmental niche modeling (e.g., 
Peterson and Vieglais 2001).  

The approach presented here is intentionally 
“approximate” in the interest of speed, but could 
be made more powerful by incorporating 
additional data.  The bioregion-matching step 
could be made more quantitative by examining 
the proportion of overlapping species, as was 
done by Lee and Reusser (2005).  The same 
authors suggested that combining analyses of 
global patterns of invasion with the invasion 
history of species and a better understanding of 
vectors could increase the predictive power of 
their approach.  The recent development of a 
Canadian Ballast Water Database has simplified 
the incorporation of shipping vectors data into an 
invasive species screening protocol for Canadian 
waters. Increased predictive power could be 
obtained by the incorporation of habitat/niche 
requirements (Lee and Reusser 2005) but that 
would most likely be too data-intensive for an 
initial screening. 

As demonstrated here, this method can be 
used to reduce a long list of possible invaders, 
based solely on the invasion history of species, 
to a more manageable list for which, if desired, a 
more detailed risk analysis can be conducted.  
Here, the two-level screening (environmental 

matching at the bioregion level, then vectors) 
reduced a list of 41 species to either 33 potential 
species (including the Caribbean and 
Mediterranean Seas based on the availability of 
shipping vectors) or 17 higher-likelihood  
species (including only the eastern USA and 
northeastern Europe, based on a second climate-
related filter).   In Australia, the application of 
four levels of screening criteria (including 
assessments of environmental and economic 
impacts) to a list of 1088 marine and estuarine 
invaders not currently found in Australia resulted 
in a list of 37 “next pest species” (Hayes et al. 
2004).  One difference is the absence of an 
environmental screening step in the Australian 
approach; environmental conditions would be a 
much less effective filter of potential invaders in 
Australia than in Canada, where cold 
temperatures can be a limiting factor in marine 
invasions (DeRivera et al. 2007). 

Development of methods to predict the “next 
one” can make a major contribution to invasive 
species management by allowing improvements 
in early detection capability (how and where 
should we monitor?) and rapid response planning 
(can we carry out risk assessments, or develop 
protocols for control methods for individual 
species or groups of organisms in advance of 
their arrival?).  This paper is the first to attempt 
at prediction of which tunicate species might 
appear next in Atlantic Canadian waters.  The 
most likely candidates are: Ascidia sydneiensis, 
Ascidiella aspersa, Botrylloides leachi, 
Clavelina lepadiformis, Cnemidocarpa irene, 
Corella eumyota, Cystodytes dellechiajei, 
Didemnum vexillum, Diplosoma listerianum, 
Perophora japonica, Perophora multiclathrata, 
Phallusia mammillata, Polyandrocarpa 
zorritensis, Polyclinum constellatum, Styela 
canopus, Styela plicata, and Symplegma 
brakenhielmi. 

Acknowledgements 

Many thanks to K. Hayes and F. McEnnulty of CSIRO who 
generously shared their invasive species database and 
literature list.  I also thank G. Klassen, J.M. Hanson, H. 
MacIsaac and an anonymous referee for suggestions that 
improved this manuscript. 
 
 



A. Locke 

78 

References 

Abdul JAH, Sivakumar V (2007) Occurrence and 
distribution of ascidians in Vizhinjam Bay (south west 
coast of India). Journal of Experimental Marine 
Biology and Ecology 342: 189-190, doi:10.1016/j.jembe. 
2006.10.041 

Barros RC, Rocha RM, Pie MR (2009) Human-mediated 
global dispersion of Styela plicata (Tunicata, 
Ascidiacea). Aquatic Invasions 4: 45-57, doi:10.3391/ai. 
2009.4.1.4 

Berrill NJ (1932) Ascidians of the Bermudas. Biological 
Bulletin 62: 77-88,  doi:10.2307/1537145 

Blum JC, Chang AL, Liljesthröm, Schenk ME, Steinberg 
MK, Ruiz GM (2007) The non-native solitary ascidian 
Ciona intestinalis (L.) depresses species richness. 
Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology 
342: 5-14, doi:10.1016/j.jembe.2006.10.010 

Broennimann O, Treier UA, Müller-Schärer H, Thuiller W, 
Peterson AT, Guisan A (2007) Evidence of climatic 
niche shift during biological invasion. Ecology Letters 
110: 701-709, doi:10.1111/j.1461-0248.2007.01060.x 

Brunel P, Bossé L, Lamarche G (1998) Catalogue of the 
marine invertebrates of the Estuary and Gulf of Saint 
Lawrence. Canadian Special Publication of Fisheries 
and Aquatic Sciences 126, 405 pp 

Carlton JT (1996) Pattern, process and prediction in marine 
invasion ecology. Biological Conservation 78: 97-106, 
doi:10.1016/0006-3207(96)00020-1 

Clarke C, Hilliard R, Junquiera AOR, Leal Neto A, Polglaze 
J, Raaymakers S (2003) Ballast water risk assessment, 
port of Sepetiba, Federal Republic of Brazil. Globallast 
Monograph Series Number 14. International Maritime 
Organization, London, England.  

Cohen, AN (2005) Guide to the exotic species of San 
Francisco. San Francisco Estuary Institute, Oakland, 
CA. http://www.exoticsguide.org  

Colautti RL, MacIsaac HJ (2004) A neutral terminology to 
define ‘invasive’ species. Diversity and Distributions 
10: 135-141, doi:10.1111/j.1366-9516.2004.00061.x 

Colombera D (1974) Chromosome number within the class 
Ascidiacea. Marine Biology 26: 63-68, doi:10.1007/BF 

00389087 

Coutts ADM, Moore KM, Hewitt KL (2003) Ships’ sea-
chests: an overlooked transfer mechanism for non-
indigenous marine species? Marine Pollution Bulletin 
46: 1510-1513, doi:10.1016/S0025-326X(03)00292-3 

Davis MH, Davis ME (2007) The distribution of Styela 
clava (Tunicata, Ascidiacea) in Europe. Journal of 
Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology 342: 182-
184, doi:10.1016/j.jembe.2006.10.039 

DeRivera CE, Gray Hitchcock N, Teck SJ, Steves BP, Hines 
AH, Ruiz GM (2007) Larval development rate predicts 
range expansion of an introduced crab. Marine Biology 
150: 1275-1288, doi:10.1007/s00227-006-0451-9 

Eldredge LG, Smith CM (eds) (2001) A guidebook of 
introduced marine species in Hawaii. Bishop Museum 
Technical Report 21. 70 pp. http://www2.bishopmuseum. 
org/HBS/invertguide/ 

Encyclopedia of Marine Life of Britain and Ireland. 
http://www.habitas.org.uk/marinelife  

Global Invasive Species Database. www.issg.org/database 
Gollasch S, Nehring S (2006) National checklist for aquatic 

alien species in Germany. Aquatic Invasions 1: 245-
269, doi:10.3391/ai.2006.1.4.8 

Goodbody I (1962) The biology of Ascidia nigra (Savigny). 
1. Survival and mortality in an adult population. 
Biological Bulletin 122: 40-51, doi:10.2307/1539320 

Goodbody I (2004) Diversity and distribution of ascidians 
(Tunicata) at Twin Cays, Belize. Atoll Research Bull 
524. Smithsonian Institution, Washington, DC. 22 pp. 

Hansson HG (1998) NEAT (North East Atlantic Taxa): 
South Scandinavian marine Chordate check-list. Tjärnö 
Marine Biological Laboratory. http://www.tmbl.gu.se  

Hayes KR, Sliwa C (2003) Identifying potential marine 
pests – a deductive approach applied to Australia. 
Marine Pollution Bulletin 46: 91-98, doi:10.1016/S0025-
326X(02)00321-1 

Hayes K, Sliwa C, Migus S, McEnnulty F, Dunstan P (2004) 
National priority pests: Part II. Ranking of Australian 
marine pests. Australian Government Department of 
the Environment and Heritage http://www.marine. 
csiro.au/crimp/ reports/PriorityPestsFinalreport.pdf  

Hernández-Zanuy AC, Carballo JL (2001) Distribution and 
abundance of ascidian assemblages in Caribbean reef 
zones of the Golfo de Batabanó (Cuba). Coral Reefs 
20: 159-162, doi:10.1007/s003380100154 

Izquierdo-Muñoz A, Diaz-Valdéz, Rasmos-Esplá AA (2009) 
Recent non-indigenous ascidians in the Mediterranean 
Sea. Aquatic Invasions 4:59-64, doi:10.3391/ai.2009.4.1.5 

Kelleher G, Bleakley C, Wells S (1995) A global representa-
tive system of marine protected areas. Volumes I 
through IV. The World Bank, Washington DC 

Kelly B (2004) GIS mapping of marine vessel ballast water 
exchange endpoint data in Atlantic Canada, for the 
2002 shipping system. In Pederson J (ed) Ballast water 
exchange: Exploring the feasibility of alternate ballast 
water exchange zones in the North Atlantic. Appendix 
VII.  Massachusetts Institute of Technology Sea Grant 
Publication Program Number 04-2 

Kolar CS, Lodge DM (2001) Progress in invasion biology: 
Predicting invaders. Trends in Ecology and Evolution 
16: 199-204, doi:10.1016/S0169-5347(01)02101-2 

Kott P (2005) Catalogue of Tunicata in Australian waters. 
Australian Biological Resources Study, Australian 
Department of the Environment and Heritage, 305 pp 

Lambert G (2009) Adventures of a sea squirt sleuth: 
unraveling the identity of Didemnum vexillum, a global 
ascidian invader. Aquatic Invasions 4: 5-28, doi:10.339 
1/ai.2009.4.1.2 

Locke A, Hanson JM (2009) Rapid response to non-
indigenous species. 3. A proposed framework. Aquatic 
Invasions 4: 259-273, doi:10.3391/ai.2009.4.1.26 

Lourie SA, Vincent ACJ (2004) Using biogeography to help 
set priorities in marine conservation. Conservation 
Biology 18: 1004-1020, doi:10.1111/j.1523-1739.2004. 
00137.x 

Marine Life Information Network for Britain and Ireland 
(MarLIN) http://www.marlin.ac.uk  

Marine Species Database for Eastern Africa. 
http://www.vliz.be/vmdcdata/masdea/about.php 

Marine Species Registers for the Northwest North Atlantic 
Ocean. http://www.marinebiodiversity.ca/nonnarms  

Mastrototaro F, Brunetti R (2006) The non-indigenous 
ascidian Distaplia bermudensis in the Mediterranean: 
comparison with the native species Distaplia 
magnilarva and Distaplia lucillae sp. nov. Journal of 
the Marine Biological Association of the United 
Kingdom 86: 181-185, doi:10.1017/S0025315406013014 

Miller AW, Ruiz GM, Minton MS, Ambrose RF (2007) 
Differentiating successful and failed molluscan 
invaders in estuarine ecosystems. Marine Ecology 
Progress Series 332: 41-51, doi:10.3354/meps332041 

Minchin D, Sides E (2006) Appearance of a cryptogenic 
tunicate, a Didemnum sp., fouling marina pontoons and 
leisure craft in Ireland.  Aquatic Invasions 1: 143-147, 
doi:10.3391/ai.2006.1.3.8  



A screening procedure for potential tunicate invaders 

79 

Monniot C (2002) Stolidobranch ascidians from the tropical 
western Indian Ocean. Zoological Journal of the 
Linnean Society 135: 65-120, doi:10.1046/j.1096-3642. 
2002.00017.x 

Monniot F, Monniot C (2001) Ascidians from the tropical 
western Pacific. Zoosystema 23: 201-383 

Museum Victoria Natural Sciences Collection. 
http://collections.museumvictoria.com.au/object.php?irn=6279
53&QueryPage 

Nagabhushanam R, Thompson M-F (1997) Fouling 
organisms of the Indian Ocean: Biology and control 
technology. CRC Press, 548 pp 

Naranjo SA, Carballo JL, García-Gómez JC (1996) Effects 
of environmental stress on ascidian populations in 
Algeciras Bay (southern Spain). Possible marine 
bioindicators? Marine Ecology Progress Series 144: 
119-131, doi:10.3354/meps144119 

New Zealand National Aquatic Biodiversity Information 
System.  http://www.nabis.govt.nz  

Nyberg CD, Wallentinus I (2005) Can species traits be used 
to predict marine macroalgal introductions? Biological 
Invasions 7: 265-279, doi:10.1007/s10530-004-0738-z 

Peterson AT (2003) Predicting the geography of species’ 
invasions via ecological niche modeling. Quarterly 
Review of Biology 78: 419-434, doi:10.1086/378926 

Peterson AT, Vieglais DA (2001) Predicting species 
invasions using ecological niche modeling: New 
approaches from bioinformatics attack a pressing 
problem. BioScience 51: 363-371, doi:10.1641/0006-3568 
(2001)051[0363:PSIUEN]2.0.CO;2 

Primo C, Vásquez E (2004) Zoogeography of the southern 
African ascidian fauna. Journal of Biogeography 31: 
1987-2009, doi:10.1111/j.1365-2699.2004.01144.x 

Reusser D, Lee H (2005) Oceans apart, Part 2: Predicting 
invasive species from biogeographic patterns. 
Geophysical Research Abstracts 7: 09845 (3 p) 

Ricciardi A, Rasmussen JB (1998) Predicting the identity 
and impact of future biological invaders: A priority for 
aquatic resource management. Canadian Journal of 
Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 55: 1759-1765, 
doi:10.1139/cjfas-55-7-1759 

Rius M, Griffiths CL, Turon X (2007) Introduced ascidians 
along the coast of South Africa: water temperature as a 
predictor of their geographical distribution. http://www. 
whoi.edu/fileserver.do?id=29943&pt=2&p=33327#1 

Rocha RM, Faria SB, Moreno TR (2005a) Ascidians from 
Bocas del Toro, Panama. I. Biodiversity. Caribbean 
Journal of Science 41: 600-612 

Rocha RM, Kremer LP (2005) Introduced ascidians in 
Paranaguá Bay, Paraná, southern Brazil. Revista 
Brasileira de Zoologia 22: 1170-1184, doi:10.1590/S01 
01-81752005000400052 

Rocha RM, Kremer LP, Baptista MS, Metri R (2009) 
Bivalve cultures provide habitat for exotic tunicates in 

southern Brazil. Aquatic Invasions 4:195-205, doi:10.33 
91/ai.2009.4.1.20 

Rocha RM, Moreno TR, Metri R (2005b) Ascídias 
(Tunicata, Ascidiacea) de Reserva Biológica Marinha 
do Arvoredo, Santa Catarina, Brasil. Revista Brasileira 
de Zoologia 22: 461-476, doi:10.1590/S0101-817520 
05000200024 

Roman J (2006) Diluting the founder effect: cryptic 
invasions expand a marine invader’s range. 
Proceedings of the Royal Society B 273: 2453-2459, 
doi:10.1098/rspb.2006.3597 

Russ GR (1982) Overgrowth in a marine epifaunal 
community: competitive hierarchies and competitive 
networks. Oecologia 53: 12-19, doi:10.1007/BF00377130 

Sanamyan K, Schories D (2004) Ascidians from Peru. 
Spixiana 27: 193-197 

Shenkar N, Loya Y (2008) The solitary ascdian Hermania 
momus: native (Red Sea) versus non-indigenous 
(Mediterranean) populations. Biological Invasions 10: 
1431-1439, doi:10.1007/s10530-008-9217-2 

Shenkar N, Zeldman Y, Loya Y (2008) Ascidian recruitment 
patterns on an artificial reef in Eilat (Red Sea). 
Biofouling 24: 119-128, doi:10.1080/08927010801902083 

Smith CS, Lonsdale WM, Fortune J (1999) When to ignore 
advice: invasion predictions and decision theory. 
Biological Invasions 1: 89-96, doi:10.1023/A:101009191 
8466 

Stoner DSS, Ben-Shlomo R, Rinkevich B, Weissman IL 
(2002) Genetic variability of Botryllus schlosseri 
invasions to the east and west coasts of the USA. 
Marine Ecology Progress Series 243: 93-100, doi:10.33 
54/meps243093 

Svensson JR, Lindegarth M, Siccha M, Lenz M, Molis M, 
Wahl M, Pavia H (2007) Maximum species richness at 
intermediate frequencies of disturbance: Consistency 
among levels of productivity. Ecology 88: 830-838, 
doi:10.1890/06-0976 

United States Geological Survey Nonindigenous Aquatic 
Species. http://nas.er.usgs.gov/ 

Vásquez E, Young CM (2000) Effects of low salinity on 
metamorphosis in estuarine colonial ascidians. 
Invertebrate Biology 119: 433-444 

Van Name WG (1945) The North and South American 
Ascidians. Bulletin of the American Museum of Natural 
History 84, 476 pp 

Williamson MH, Fitter A (1996) The characters of 
successful invaders. Biological Conservation 78: 163-
170, doi:10.1016/0006-3207(96)00025-0 

World Register of Marine Species. www.marinespecies.org 
Zvyagintsev AY, Sanamyan KE, Kashenko SD (2007) On 

the introduction of the ascidian Ciona savignyi 
Herdman, 1882 into Peter the Great Bay, Sea of Japan. 
Russian Journal of Marine Biology 33: 133-136, 
doi:10.1134/S1063074007020083

 


