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Abstract
South America is a high biodiversity continent with five out of 13 countries consid-
ered megadiverse. Many major groups within this fauna exhibit high diversity, includ-
ing non-marine molluscs. With at least 1401 known species, South American molluscs 
are seriously understudied. The aim of this paper is to review the conservation status of 
non-marine molluscs in South America, pointing out significant gaps in knowledge and 
suggesting possible future directions. According to the most recent IUCN Red List only 
231 South American non-marine molluscs have been evaluated, with 84 (36%) catego-
rized as Data Deficient. The main knowledge gaps are in taxonomic inventory, especially in 
unexplored areas, information about current and historic distributions and population sizes, 
and basic ecological information. Implementation of integrative taxonomy, ecological and 
distributional studies, exploration of areas and groups as yet largely ignored, development 
of researcher networks and improvement of public and political awareness and concern 
about these important and diverse animals are necessary actions for conservation of non-
marine molluscs in South America to have any chance of success.

Keywords  Gastropoda · Bivalvia · Freshwater snails · Freshwater mussels · Land snails · 
Slugs

Introduction

Non-marine molluscs include a number of phylogenetically disparate lineages and species-
rich assemblages that represent two molluscan classes, Bivalvia (clams and mussels) and 
Gastropoda (snails, slugs and limpets) (Lydeard et al. 2004; Cuezzo et al. 2020). They are 
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important players in non-marine ecosystems, being key organisms in several environments 
(Dillon 2000; Barker 2001; Vaughn 2018). Some species are of medical importance (Mal-
donado et al. 2012; Rollinson et al. 2013) and others are recognized as important invasive 
species causing economic losses and environmental damage (e.g. Barker 2002; Karatayev 
et  al. 2007; Fischer and Costa 2010; Darrigran and Damboreana 2011). Yet while non-
marine molluscs are an important component of biodiversity globally, they are one of the 
most threatened groups of animals (Lydeard et al. 2004; Régnier et al. 2009, 2015a; Cowie 
et  al. 2017a; Lopes-Lima et  al. 2018, 2021; Ferreira-Rodríguez et  al. 2019; Böhm et  al. 
2021).

Our aim, therefore, is to review and summarize the conservation status of non-marine 
molluscs in South America, pointing out problems and suggesting possible future 
directions.

Non‑marine mollusc diversity in South America

South America has a rich fauna of non-marine molluscs (Simone 2006; Bogan 2008; 
Strong et al. 2008; Cuezzo et al. 2020). However, there are no accurate and comprehen-
sive lists or estimates of native species richness. As a starting estimate, we can combine 
the numbers of Pereira et  al. (2014) (168 freshwater mussels in South America), Strong 
et  al. (2008) (533 freshwater gastropods in the Neotropical Region) and Simone (2006) 
(700 land snails in Brazil and nearby areas, a number very close to that of Salvador (2019); 
702 species for Brazil), for a total of at least 1401 species (Fig. 1). However, this number is 
a significant underestimate of the total diversity in South America, especially regarding the 
terrestrial species. Furthermore, additional species have recently been described, in some 
cases reporting new ecological interactions (e.g. Mansur et al. 2019; Volkmer-Ribeiro et al. 
2019) and demonstrating the likelihood of still unknown biodiversity. Moreover, some 
areas of South America, including Lake Titicaca in Bolivia-Peru and the Lower Uruguay 
River of Argentina-Uruguay (Fig. 1D), are considered among the 20 global hotspots for 
freshwater gastropods (Strong et al. 2008). Other regions have been recently inventoried, 
revealing a rich fauna of land snails  (e.g. Wendebourg and Hausdorf 2019; Breure et al. 
2022). However, there remain several poorly studied regions that make it even more dif-
ficult to obtain an accurate estimate of the real number of species.

Conservation status

Globally the large number of recent extinctions seems to indicate that we are facing 
a net and rapid loss of biodiversity, an extinction crisis (Cowie et  al. 2022). The Red 
List of the International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN) is widely recognized 
as the world’s most comprehensive and objective tool for assessing the risk of extinc-
tion of plant and animal species. Lydeard et al. (2004) noted the high number of non-
marine molluscs in the global IUCN Red List, and the high level of extinction of these 
species. Subsequent studies have made it clear that far more species are known to be 
extinct, although not included in the regularly updated versions of the Red List (Régnier 
et al. 2009, 2015a, b; Cowie et al. 2017a, 2022). In fact, molluscs are the major group 
of organisms with the most recorded extinctions, mainly as a result of destruction of 
habitat but also the often interwoven impacts of invasive species (Lydeard et al. 2004; 
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Cowie et al. 2017a; Lopes-Lima et al. 2018; Cowie 2021). An estimate of between 3000 
and 5100 mollusc species have gone extinct because of human activities, aside from 
many local extirpations and functional extinctions, the vast majority of them being non-
marine species (Cowie et al. 2017a, 2022). Unfortunately, there is not enough available 
funding, or even the desire, to protect everything, and thus priorities must be set. How-
ever, only ~ 9000 mollusc species, roughly 11% of the ~ 84,000 known (excluding fossil-
only) mollusc species (MolluscaBase editors 2022), have been evaluated by IUCN and 
approximately 25% of these are categorized as Data Deficient (DD) (IUCN 2021). For 

Fig. 1   Some native species of South America. A—Specimens of Acostaea rivoli, a critically endangered 
species of South American river oyster; B–A healthy population of Anodontites trapesialis, the largest 
South American mussel; C—Aylacostoma chloroticum held in a captive breeding facility during the propa-
gation program in Argentina; D—Oviposition of Pomacea megastoma, an endemic species of the Uruguay 
River basin and included in the list of endangered species of Uruguay; E—Leiostracus perlucidus, an emer-
ald green land snail suggested but not yet adopted as a flagship species for mollusc conservation; F—Phyl-
locaulis renschi, an endangered slug in Brazil. Photos: A—Carlos Lasso, B—Igor Miyahira, C—Roberto 
Vogler, D—Cristhian Clavijo, E—Antonio Carlos Freitas, F—Suzete Gomes
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many of these DD species the threats were recognized but the information available on 
distribution, reproduction, population structure and other aspects of species biology was 
insufficient for them to be placed in any of the “Threatened” categories, i.e. Vulnerable 
(VU), Endangered (EN) and Critically Endangered (CR). This contrasts with mammals 
and birds, for which 91% and 100%, respectively, of all known species have been evalu-
ated with only around 5% categorized as DD (IUCN 2021).

In order to evaluate the situation in South America in a more detailed way, we 
extracted the original data from the IUCN (2021) Red List, using as filters: Mollusca 
for “Taxonomy”, South America for “Land Regions”, and Freshwater and Terrestrial 
for “Systems”. We obtained 249 records. This list was screened for erroneous entries, 
i.e. non-native species, estuarine or marine species and species incorrectly listed for 
South America, which were removed, to leave 231 species of native South American 
terrestrial and freshwater molluscs evaluated by IUCN: 41 bivalves and 190 gastro-
pods (111 freshwater, 79 terrestrial), distributed across all IUCN categories (Table  1, 
details in Supplementary Information). Among the 231 assessed species included, 84 
were classified as DD, more than in any other category (36% of all evaluated species). 
In Europe, where there has been a considerably higher number of studies of terrestrial 
gastropods than in South America, 10.1% of evaluated land snails have been categorized 
as DD (Neubert et  al. 2019). Considering the total number of 1401 species of native 
non-marine molluscs in South America (itself a gross underestimate), only 16.5% have 
been evaluated, a tiny fraction of overall biodiversity. According to Lopes-Lima et al. 
(2018), the Neotropical region is the region with the highest number of mollusc species 
“Not Evaluated” by IUCN.

The three South American species evaluated as Extinct in the Wild (EW) on the Red 
List belong to Aylacostoma, a genus of freshwater snails: Aylacostoma stigmaticum, 
A. guaraniticum and A. chloroticum (Fig. 1C), all from the border between Argentina 
and Paraguay. Subsequent to the IUCN evaluations, Vogler (2012) reported an extant 
population of A. chloroticum in Argentina; Peso et al. (2013a, b) reported that A. guara-
niticum and A. stigmaticum were not represented by any captive populations and are 
presumably extinct; and Vogler et  al. (2014) described a new species (Aylacostoma 
brunneum) from captive populations, with wild populations of this species assumed to 
be extinct. The Extinct (EX) South American freshwater species on the Red List is Lit-
toridina gaudichaudii, a species of Ecuador for which there is little information (IUCN 
2021) and that would probably be better evaluated as DD; even the range of the spe-
cies is unknown. The EX terrestrial species are Tomigerus gibberulus, T. turbinatus and 

Table 1   Categorization of South American species of non-marine molluscs in the IUCN Red List (version 
2021–3), excluding non-native species, estuarine or marine species and species incorrectly listed for South 
America

 LC—Least Concern, DD—Data Deficient, NT—Not Threatened, VU—Vulnerable, EN— Endangered, 
CR, Critically Endangered, EW—Extinct in the Wild, EX—Extinct

LC DD NT VU EN CR EW EX TOTAL

Freshwater Gastropoda 36 62 1 7 0 1 3 1 111
Terrestrial Gastropoda 0 12 0 19 13 32 0 3 79
Bivalvia 24 10 0 4 2 1 0 0 41
Totals 60 84 1 30 15 34 3 4 231
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Megalobulimus cardosoi, all from Brazil. However, in the most recent edition of the 
Brazilian Red List, T. gibberulus is categorized as EN and M. cardosoi as CR (ICMBio 
2018). These inconsistencies reinforce the need for updates of the IUCN evaluations 
and of regional lists.

In South America, Colombia, Peru, Chile, Brazil, Uruguay and Paraguay have national 
Red Lists including non-marine molluscs; but only in Colombia, Chile, Peru and Bra-
zil were evaluations based on the IUCN criteria (IUCN 2012). All these lists are official 
and the species listed have legal protection in the respective countries. In the most recent 
national Red List of Brazil there are 17 non-marine molluscs (two bivalves and 15 gas-
tropods); in Colombia, one estuarine bivalve; in Chile, 48 gastropods (43 terrestrial and 
5 freshwater); in Uruguay, 93 species (40 bivalves, 29 freshwater gastropods and 24 ter-
restrial gastropods); in Peru, three terrestrial gastropods; and in Paraguay, 24 terrestrial 
gastropods, 10 freshwater gastropods and nine bivalves (see Supplementary Information 
for the complete list of species). Some other countries like Argentina have unofficial Red 
Lists (not edited by a governmental ministry or similar), and species listed in these lack 
legal protection. Rumi et al. (2006) listed 45 endangered freshwater gastropods in Argen-
tina based on the IUCN criteria, and recently, a list of terrestrial gastropods was generated 
according to their distribution in ecoregions and sub-ecoregions of the country (Santos 
et  al. 2020), as a preliminary step towards evaluation of their conservation status. Even 
in countries with official Red Lists, the number of species evaluated compared to the total 
number of species is very low. In Brazil, only 144 non-marine molluscs have been evalu-
ated (Santos et al. 2015) from an estimated total of 1074 (Simone 2006). Regional efforts 
have also been undertaken directly by the IUCN, for example, the Tropical Andes initiative 
(including areas of Bolivia, Peru, Ecuador and Colombia) that evaluated 34 endemic fresh-
water molluscs and listed six in the Threatened categories (Tognelli et al. 2016; see also 
Supplementary Information).

The Alliance for Zero Extinction (http://​zeroe​xtinc​tion.​org/) selects sites worldwide 
for species conservation, using as the main criterion the presence of one or more species 
categorized as EN or CR by IUCN; in South America 105 sites have been selected. The 
selection is based mainly on vertebrates, mostly because they are better known and more 
comprehensively evaluated and categorized using the IUCN criteria compared to inverte-
brates. There are regional developments of this initiative (e.g. Brazilian Alliance for Zero 
Extinction, BAZE), allowing more sites to be included. BAZE selected only six sites based 
on the distributions and threats faced by non-marine molluscs. However, the selection of 
a site does not offer automatic protection for the area, and the species that triggered the 
selection remain under threat.

IUCN criteria: suitable for non‑marine molluscs in South America?

One of the advantages of the IUCN categories and criteria (IUCN 2012) is to provide a sin-
gle method for evaluating the conservation status of all living creatures in a uniform, rigor-
ous and comparable way. The IUCN criteria were primarily developed for terrestrial ver-
tebrates and their application for most invertebrate taxa, as well as for some other aquatic 
organisms, is often difficult, as has been discussed by various authors (e.g. Cardoso et al. 
2011; van Swaay et al. 2011; Régnier et al. 2015a; Cowie et al. 2017a; Torres-Florez et al. 
2018; Lopes-Lima et al. 2021; Cowie et al. 2022).

http://zeroextinction.org/
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Régnier et  al. (2009) used information available on the IUCN Red List, as well as 
specialist knowledge to estimate levels of extinction of non-marine molluscs worldwide 
and considered 19 South American non-marine molluscs as “Extinct” (11 as possibly 
extinct (“EX?”), 3 EW, and 5 EX). Among these 19 species there is one mussel and 
16 gastropods (6 freshwater and 10 terrestrial); most of these species are from Brazil 
(11), but also Paraguay (3), Argentina (3), Colombia (2), Venezuela (2) and Ecuador 
(1). In contrast, only seven South American species were listed as EX or EW on the 
IUCN Red List; and the situation remains the same (IUCN 2021). Thus, specialists per-
ceived a likely extinction level more than twice as high as the Red List estimate. Cowie 
et  al. (2017a), using the same approach, updated the analysis of Régnier et  al. (2009) 
and confirmed that additional species were considered extinct by specialists. However, 
considering the high proportion of species of uncertain status, it is quite probable that 
there are still more hidden extinctions. Régnier et  al. (2015a) randomly selected 200 
terrestrial gastropods from across the world to be analyzed in three ways: 1) evaluated 
by specialists based on their personal knowledge, 2) evaluated by using the IUCN cri-
teria alone, and 3) modeled mathematically to infer extinction probabilities. Based on 
the IUCN criteria all 24 species selected from South America were classified as DD, 
which was very similar to the assessment of Lopes-Lima et al. (2018), in which most 
Neotropical freshwater mussels were classified as DD. The mathematical model con-
sidered three of the 24 species as “Probably Extant” and all other species as “Unable to 
Decide”. The specialists’ assessment considered five species as “Not Threatened” and 
all others as “Impossible to Decide”. These authors (i.e. Régnier et  al. 2009, 2015a; 
Cowie et  al. 2017a) did not suggest giving up the IUCN criteria but argued that their 
use significantly underestimates levels of extinction among molluscs, and invertebrates 
generally, because of both their immense diversity and the lack of adequate data to 
evaluate them according to the IUCN criteria. Certainly, the IUCN criteria have been 
the most widely used tool to evaluate extinction risk but other methods can be used to 
assess relatively poorly known invertebrate taxa. The most obvious approach is sim-
ply to accept the opinion of the specialists. The daily life of biodiversity research with 
field trips and literature surveys can permit a rough idea of the conservation status of a 
particular species. In the study of Régnier et al. (2015a), the specialists’ opinion quite 
closely matched the mathematical model. Though not precise and to some extent biased, 
this approach can provide some sense of a species’ status, which is better than an IUCN 
evaluation of DD that tends to leave a species in limbo.

In Uruguay, the list of priority species of molluscs for conservation elaborated by Sou-
tullo et  al. (2013) used a different system of evaluation. Using only the IUCN criteria, 
most molluscs had been categorized as DD. As these problems also occurred with other 
taxa, and there was an urgency to categorize the risk of extinction of Uruguayan species, 
alternative criteria were adopted. The non-marine Uruguayan mollusc species were catego-
rized based on seven criteria: (1) range restricted to Uruguay or a sector of South America 
including Uruguayan territory but in total less than 200,000 km2; (2) categorized as VU, 
EN or CR in the global IUCN Red List or the Red List of the neighboring Brazilian state 
of Rio Grande do Sul; (3) range less than 20,000 km2; (4) decrease of more than 20% in 
population size in Uruguay in the previous 20 years; (5) identified as threatened in Uru-
guay by one or more previous studies; (6) of particular taxonomic or ecological impor-
tance; and (7) of medicinal, cultural or economic value (Soutullo et al. 2013). This system 
of evaluation categorizes the species as “priority” or “not priority” for conservation. Of the 
140 species of non-marine molluscs recorded in Uruguay, 93 were considered priorities for 
conservation.
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The use of these alternative evaluation methods reduces the power of comparison with 
other lists that use the IUCN criteria, and diminishes the chance of developing a compre-
hensive global list. Nonetheless, it can provide a temporary, less rigorous solution, until it 
becomes possible to overcome the data limitations for the use of IUCN criteria for inver-
tebrates. In any case, most conservation decisions are taken within a country by the local 
government (e.g. Cameron 2016) and it is better to have a local list to guide conservation 
efforts than to have no list at all. Local Red Lists can be used more readily than the global 
Red List to guide implementation of conservation actions (Kyrkjeeide et al. 2021), espe-
cially if they have legal standing. Thus, it is crucial that countries that do not have a Red 
List, or have lists that do not include non-marine molluscs, create new lists including these 
animals. Most South American biomes or catchments are shared by different countries, 
and therefore it is important that the lists support non-marine molluscs on both sides of the 
borders (i.e. considering biological and not political boundaries), and that conservationists 
from all countries involved talk to each other.

Threats to non‑marine molluscs in South America

Globally, the three most prominent threats to biodiversity are habitat degradation and 
loss, impacts of invasive species and exploitation (WWF 2018). Non-marine molluscs are 
no exception, and habitat loss, pollution and invasive species especially are driving their 
declines (Cowie 2004; Lydeard et al. 2004; Régnier et al. 2009, 2015a, b, Chiba and Cowie 
2016; Cowie et al. 2017a; Lopes-Lima et al. 2018; Ferreira-Rodríguez et al. 2019; Böhm 
et al. 2021; Cowie 2021) (Fig. 2). Moreover, the weakening of environmental protection 
and laws are leading to considerable losses in diverse ecosystems (e.g. Abessa et al. 2019; 
Leal-Filho et al. 2021).

Habitat modification

The most significant habitat modifications in South America began during the second 
half of the twentieth century when cities and intensive agriculture expanded vigorously 
(Fig. 2A–C). Several terrestrial and freshwater habitats have been completely modified in 
the last few decades (Jarvis et  al. 2010; Sy et  al. 2015), and many mollusc species are 
sensitive to such modification (e.g. Gerlach et al. 2013; Pereira et al. 2014). For example, 
in the 1970s around the city of Porto Alegre (Brazil), populations of freshwater mussels, 
previously abundant and diverse, were seriously affected by water pollution caused by mis-
management of wastewater (Mansur and Veitenheimer 1976). Modification of waterways, 
notably the damming of rivers to generate hydroelectric power that turns shallow lotic envi-
ronments into deep lentic environments, has had a major impact on freshwater molluscs 
(Fig. 2C). The filling of the Yacyretá reservoir on the Paraná River seriously affected the 
species of Aylacostoma that prefer the rapids sections of rivers and are intolerant of stand-
ing water and low oxygen levels (Vogler et al. 2015, 2016; Fig. 1C). Other species may also 
be sensitive to these modifications (Paraense 1982; Mansur et al. 2019; Vogler et al. 2019). 
Paschoal et al. (2020) described massive mortality of Anodontites trapesialis in a reservoir 
in southeastern Brazil caused by an extreme drought, and concluded that reservoirs, asso-
ciated with extreme climatic events, negatively affect freshwater bivalve populations and 
should be considered a conservation concern. The reservoirs also became a source for dis-
persal and establishment of invasive freshwater species (Darrigran et al. 2007; Havel et al. 



2550	 Biodiversity and Conservation (2022) 31:2543–2574

1 3

2015; Miyahira et al. 2020). The construction of dams changes river dynamics, hampering 
the migration of the fish hosts of Unionida (Torres-Florez et al. 2018), and thereby mak-
ing several populations unsustainable in the long term. Moreover, the artificial lakes flood 
large areas of land that affects the terrestrial fauna (Olazarri 1980, 1981).

Habitat modification also affects terrestrial gastropods, and usually leads to disappear-
ance of the native species, and establishment of invasive species (Yeates 1991; Haus-
dorf 2002; Fig. 2A). Habitat modification also reduces species distributions and suitable 
areas, hindering conservation efforts (Ovando et al. 2019). Severe damage to the habitat 

Fig. 2   Threats to the non-marine molluscs of South America. A—A common pattern of habitat modifica-
tion in several South American cities: forest preserved on the hilltops and the lowlands developed as a city; 
B—Mussels stranded in dry substrate: extreme droughts, whether or not influenced by climate change, can 
affect all non-marine molluscs; C—Mixed effects of habitat modification in freshwaters: impoundments can 
facilitate cyanobacteria blooms as well as the introduction of invasive species; D—A high density popula-
tion of invasive Corbicula fluminea; E—A population of the invasive Melanoides tuberculata covering the 
entire river bottom; F—A button and a shell of Diplodon parallelopipedon found at an old button factory in 
Argentina. Photos: A–E—Igor Miyahira, F—Cristhian Clavijo
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of many species of terrestrial micro-molluscs is caused by the massive tourism that occurs 
in national parks in Argentina, and in other protected areas of Patagonia. For example, 
in Tierra del Fuego National Park thousands of tourists come to Ushuaia on transatlantic 
tours and enter the protected park for a few hours daily. This causes a massive and exces-
sive pressure of people concentrated in a few hours that overexploits the place and in con-
sequence damages the microhabitat of the land snails (Cuezzo et al. 2020). Moreover, in 
the future, under the influence of climate change, fewer areas are expected to be suitable 
for land snails of South America (Beltramino et al. 2015).

Modifications in the environment can also favor native species, which may proliferate 
intensely and disproportionally in crop areas, for example. This has been observed, for 
example, in the terrestrial slug Sarasinula linguaeformis, which is considered native in 
Brazil and a pest of soybean crops (Thomé 1993; Grisotti and Ávila-Pires 2011), and in 
the freshwater snail Pomacea canaliculata, a native species from southern Brazil and a 
major pest of pre-germinated rice crops in this area (Brito and Joshi 2016). Although habi-
tat modifications have usually had negative effects on native biodiversity, the relationships 
of native and invasive species with South American environments are poorly understood.

Habitat modification can also destroy traditions of indigenous South American people. 
The most important wedding ornament made by the Rikbatsa indigenous people that live 
on the Arinos River, in the Tapajós River basin (Brazil) is made of polished shells of the 
mussel Paxyodon syrmatophorus (Fanzeres 2020) but a large reservoir is planned for this 
area and this will impact mussel populations.

Invasive species

The impacts of invasive species are often inextricably linked to those of habitat destruction 
or modification, as invasive species, such as rats or pigs, may drastically alter habitat, and 
habitat alteration may facilitate the spread of other invasive species. Invasive species may 
act in concert with or consecutively with habitat alteration, making it difficult, with some 
clear exceptions, to say that invasive species, per se, have caused the extinction of another 
species (Didham et al. 2007; Régnier et al. 2015b; Cowie et al. 2017a; Cowie 2021).

There are many species of non-marine non-native molluscs in South America, most 
of which came from Europe and Asia (e.g. Darrigran et  al. 2020; Miyahira et  al. 2020; 
Fig.  2D-E). Some of these species can cause severe ecological and economic problems. 
One of the most notable invasive species in South America is the golden mussel (Limn-
operna fortunei), which can grow vigorously over any kind of substrate, including native 
mussels or large gastropods (Mansur et  al. 2003), and influence environmental quality, 
mainly because of excessive filtration (e.g. Darrigran 2002; Boltovskoy and Correa 2015). 
Thus, golden mussels affect both the biota directly and their environments, and are often 
thought of as important ecosystem engineers (Sardiña et  al. 2011; Nakano and Strayer 
2014; Boltovskoy and Correa 2015). Several species of native mussels are becoming rarer 
following the introduction of the golden mussel, but there are no quantitative or population 
data showing direct displacement of native species (e.g. Darrigran and Damboreana 2011; 
Sylvester and Sardinã 2015). On the other hand, some gastropods are now using golden 
mussel conglomerations as refuges (e.g. Mansur et al. 2008).

There are currently 56 known species of introduced land snails and slugs in South 
America (Rumi et  al. 2010; Darrigran et  al. 2020). Unfortunately, this does not seem to 
be a stable number, as new records are constantly reported (e.g. Beltramino et  al. 2018; 
Serniotti et al. 2019). Moreover, there are cryptogenic species, such as some subulinid land 
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snails, that may raise this number. These introduced species are usually found in already 
disturbed environments (e.g. Hausdorf 2002; Nunes and Santos 2012), but their effects on 
the native fauna are largely unknown in South America. Some widespread non-native spe-
cies, such as Deroceras laeve or Bradybaena similaris, are now found in undisturbed envi-
ronments, such as the basal subtropical forest of Yungas in northwestern Argentina. The 
Chinese slug Meghimatium pictum has become a serious pest of grapes and strawberries in 
southern Brazil, and is also a potential intermediate host of Angiostrongylus costaricensis 
that causes human disease in areas where previously only native veronicellid slugs were 
found (Thomé et al. 1999; Baronio et al. 2014; Rodriguez et al. 2019).

The giant African snail, Lissachatina fulica, is probably the most important invasive 
land snail in South America, even though it was introduced, initially to Brazil, as recently 
as 1988 (Thiengo et al. 2007). It is now widespread not only throughout Brazil but also in 
Argentina, Colombia, Ecuador, Paraguay, Peru and Venezuela (Vogler et  al. 2013). The 
dispersal of this species throughout South America raises ecological and public health 
issues (Thiengo et al. 2007; Fischer and Costa 2010; Pavanelli et al. 2017; Cuasapaz-Sara-
bia and Salas 2019).

Detailed information on the ecological impacts of most invasive species in South Amer-
ica is lacking. Native terrestrial gastropods also suffer from being confused with invasive 
species. For example, species of Megalobulimus, Thaumastus and Orthalicus may be con-
fused with the invasive Lissachatina fulica in several countries where they occur together 
(Pecora and Miranda 2014; Patiño and Pilar 2017). Another example of similar confusion 
has been between the Andean slug Colosius pulcher, which is endemic to high altitudes in 
Ecuador, and Colosius confusus, which is a recognized pest of coffee and cultivated flow-
ers in Peru, Colombia and Ecuador, and probably native only in Peru (Gomes et al. 2013).

The effects of other invasive animals and plants on native molluscs are largely unknown, 
and further efforts are needed to investigate such potential interactions.

Exploitation

The use of non-marine molluscs as a food resource is not widespread in South America and 
exploitation seems not to be a serious threat to most species, although some species were 
used prehistorically (Adán et  al. 2004; Jackson and Jackson 2008; Gernet and Birckolz 
2011; Gascue et al. 2019). These prehistoric uses may have led to changes in local distribu-
tions of some species, but overall, these impacts were certainly of minor importance. Now-
adays, freshwater apple snails (Pomacea spp.) are still eaten (Tognelli et al. 2016; Ramírez 
et al. 2020; RHC personal experience) and some indigenous people of Venezuela value the 
freshwater snail Doryssa hohenackeri as an important protein source (Lasso 2011). Brazil-
ian species of the native land snail genus Megalobulimus were also often consumed by 
nineteenth century Italian colonizers (Valduga 1985), and some species of Megalobulimus 
and Pomacea were used by local people for medicinal and religious purposes in Brazil 
(Torres 2019), but also in more formal scientific tests of their potential medical applica-
tions (Andrade et al. 2015). The use of Megalobulimus spp. is of special concern, as some 
species are included in the IUCN Red List as CR (M. grandis) and EN (M. parafragilior, 
M. fragilior).

Land snails are a food rich in magnesium, iron and amino acids (Zaragozano, 2017). 
This has led some producers to create snail farms with the aim of developing a new food 
source that could be commercialized. This new industry did not prosper in most South 
American countries since there is no custom of consuming these molluscs (Thiengo et al. 
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2007). Some native freshwater mussels (e.g. Diplodon chilensis and Anodontites trapesia-
lis) have been suggested as food resources, but their commercial use was never successfully 
implemented (e.g. Lara et al. 1988; Sifuentes and Torres 2002). Paxydon syrmathophorus 
was consumed by traditional people in the state of Pará (Brazil) (Barros and Chagas 2019; 
Barros et al. 2020).

Thus, the use of non-marine molluscs as a food resource in South America has been 
sporadic and currently seems not to be a major threat to populations of most of the spe-
cies that are consumed. In these cases, habitat destruction and invasive species seem to 
be much more serious threats. However, the situation for the freshwater oyster Acostaea 
rivoli is different (Fig. 1A). This species is consumed by local fishermen and other people 
in Colombia (Granados 1973; Tognelli et al. 2016). It has a highly restricted distribution 
and its populations are not abundant, which, combined with its exploitation, are the reasons 
that led to this species being listed as CR by IUCN (Villa-Navarro et al. 2016).

In contrast to the generally minor impact of mollusc consumption, mussel popula-
tions, especially in southern South America, were heavily exploited for the mother of pearl 
(nacre) button industry, especially from around the end of World War II through the 1950s 
(Fig. 2F). Production in Argentina reached 3600 tonnes (72 million mussels) per year and 
led to local extirpations (Bonetto et al. 1950; Clavijo 2017), which provides some evidence 
of how abundant was the past fauna in the Río de la Plata basin. By the mid 1960s the 
nacre industry crashed because of the emergence of plastic buttons. However, exploita-
tion of mother of pearl by the button industry has appeared again more recently in Brazil 
(Beasley 2001) and continues to the present day. Concern for the survival of populations 
of pearl mussels resulted in the first local research on the biology of these species and the 
first mollusc conservation measures and actions in South America. Much of the knowledge 
generated during the development of the pearl industry is essential to the conservation of 
freshwater mussel species today. Unfortunately, all this research was published in the grey 
literature and is virtually unknown outside the region and among decision makers in the 
countries affected. Knowledge of the biology and ecology of pearl mussels remains inad-
equate for proper management (Soutullo et  al. 2013; Clavijo 2017). Beasley (2001) pro-
posed a strategy for sustainable extraction, but the real status of the exploited populations 
remains unknown. In the state of Pará (Brazil) the use of at least three species of limnic 
bivalves (Castalia ambigua, Prisodon obliquus and Triplodon corrugatus) is common in 
the handicraft industry for making souvenirs, but there is no available information on the 
effects on the mussel populations (Barros and Chagas 2019).

Conservation initiatives in South America

All South American countries signed the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD), 
thereby committing themselves to species conservation. Nonetheless, few mollusc conser-
vation efforts have been initiated in South America and those that have are limited in scope.

Early conservation efforts

As noted above, the first mussel conservation initiative was a byproduct of the button 
industry in South America (Clavijo 2017), as it was in North America (Haag 2012). During 
the period of exploitation and mussel population declines, the life cycles of several species 
were described and some reintroductions were undertaken. For example, Canzio (1960) 
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reported on the fish hosts of some Hyriidae species and reintroduction of 300,000 larvae. 
However, these initiatives collapsed together with the nacre industry. Castellanos (1965) 
undertook an extensive biological study of Diplodon variabilis aiming to help maintain the 
mother of pearl industry sustainably and responsibly.

First draft of a Red List for South America

The first initiative to prepare a comprehensive survey of biodiversity, as well as an Action 
Plan for the conservation of non-marine molluscs in South America, was by Philippe Bou-
chet, of the Muséum national d’Histoire naturelle (Paris, France), with support from the 
WWF and IUCN. He invited present co-author MCD Mansur to participate in the initial 
organization and writing of the Action Plan in 1994. At that time, few data were available, 
and substantial work was done gathering information from libraries and museum collec-
tions, as well as soliciting expert opinion. Lists of non-marine molluscs were generated for 
Argentina, Brazil, Colombia, French Guiana, Guyana, Surinam and Venezuela. The final 
reports were sent to WWF as well as to Mary Seddon (Chair of the IUCN Mollusc Spe-
cialist Group), who is responsible for the mollusc component of the IUCN Red List. Some 
mollusc evaluations carried out at that time are in serious need of updating.

Protected areas

Protected areas, while not the only or even permanent solutions for conservation, remain 
as a minimum guarantee of the preservation of the various biomes (ecoregions) of South 
America. Protected areas have usually been planned with a focus on terrestrial vertebrate 
faunas and may not have effectively protected freshwater faunas (Pittock and Finlayson 
2011; Fagundes et al. 2016; Frederico et al. 2018) nor terrestrial gastropods (Ovando et al. 
2019; Santos et al. 2020). For effective protection of the freshwater fauna, on establishing 
a protected area, the entire hydrographic basin must be considered. Protecting a particular 
stretch of a river does not guarantee that the entire river’s fauna will be protected. Fresh-
water molluscs, for example, usually have patchy distributions and do not occur homogene-
ously along river courses (Pereira et al. 2011; Miyahira et al. 2017; Vaughn 2018).

For other faunal groups it is common to use (or at least to discuss the use of) ecological 
corridors to facilitate dispersal within fragmented environments, but this is as yet an almost 
unexplored possibility for molluscs (Neubert et  al. 2019). Although urbanized environ-
ments are generally not a focus for conservation efforts, Clements et al. (2006) suggested 
that such landscapes could be important in the conservation of freshwater molluscs, and 
others have suggested that parks and other green areas in cities could be important for local 
conservation of land snails (e.g. Knapp et  al. 2008; Lososová et  al. 2011; Barbato et  al. 
2017). However, the absence of historical data will always hinder proper evaluation of the 
effectiveness of such areas. Undoubtfully some species survive in these tiny areas, which 
are certainly important, but how many species have been lost from them? More specifi-
cally, a highly modified habitat might appear especially suitable under many circumstances 
but be fatal under other unforeseen circumstances. Sousa et al. (2019) demonstrated that 
irrigation channels in northern Portugal provide stable conditions for settlement and sur-
vival of the freshwater pearl mussel Margaritifera margaritifera, but under adverse envi-
ronmental conditions they become ecological traps; the populations suffered almost 100% 
mortality after a drought affected the channels.
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The umbrella species concept suggests that protecting a single species that occurs 
throughout the target area (usually a large vertebrate), will lead to the protection of all the 
other species in the area (usually species with smaller and more restricted ranges) (Roberge 
and Angelstam 2004; Barua, 2011). However, conservation of an umbrella species will not 
automatically lead to the conservation of every other species in its range, as they may have 
different ecological requirements or face different threats (Roberge and Angelstam 2004). 
For example, it is often supposed that molluscs do not have especially complex or spe-
cific environmental requirements and can be preserved in small areas, but many terrestrial 
snail species, for instance, do indeed have highly specific needs regarding substrate pH, 
microhabitat temperature and humidity, as well as fine microhabitat structure (Cameron 
2016). In addition, the minimum area needed to sustain a viable population and the actual 
minimum viable population size for most non-marine molluscs are largely unknown. Fur-
thermore, there may, for instance, be specific introduced predators of molluscs that would 
remain despite habitat restoration targeted at the ostensible umbrella species (e.g. Cowie, 
2021; Gerlach et al. 2021).

Flagship species, a different concept from umbrella species (e.g. Barua, 2011), are usu-
ally iconic species that represent groups of similar species, a given habitat or a particular 
locale, and thereby stimulate the conservation of those species and their environments. For 
example, partulid tree snails, which are under severe threat, have been considered the “flag-
ships” of terrestrial invertebrate conservation on Pacific islands (Cowie and Cook 2001); a 
partulid even adorned the front cover of the 1990 Red List (IUCN 1990). In Brazil, Santos 
(2011) proposed Leiostracus perlucidus and Megalobulimus species as flagships for mol-
lusc conservation, as Megalobulimus species are big, with shells often more than 10 cm 
tall, and the arboreal L. perlucidus is a medium-sized snail with a beautiful emerald green 
color (Fig. 1E). Unfortunately, this proposal still has not gone forward.

Relocation, ex situ rearing and conservation plans

There have been some efforts in South America to relocate molluscs to areas where they 
are less threatened, sometimes including captive propagation of individuals for release to 
the new locations. Peredo et al. (2005) tested a relocation protocol for native mussels in 
Chile, following the population over multiple years. The introduced population was con-
sidered established after 18 years, indicating that relocation may be a viable tool for con-
servation. Clavijo et al. (2012) conducted a translocation experiment in Uruguay. Mussels 
were removed from an area that was impacted by a small dam and reintroduced some kilo-
meters upstream in the same basin. The translocated populations were not followed, but the 
translocation process itself was accomplished without deaths. Mussel conservation projects 
elsewhere have used in  vitro propagation of glochidia, notably in the USA, Europe and 
Thailand (e.g. Uthaiwan et al. 2001; Lima et al. 2012). In South America, Lima and Avelar 
(2010) developed an artificial medium for the propagation of two mussel species, but there 
has been no further development. It is important to emphasize that the success of relocat-
ing mussels depends directly on the presence of host fish, since mussels parasitize fish in 
the initial phase of their life cycle. Thus, knowing the potential hosts of the mussels should 
be part of conservation plans.

In the early 1990s, during the initial stages of the filling of the Yacyretá Reservoir 
(Argentina-Paraguay) a currently ongoing ex situ program was established to maintain in 
captivity representatives of five Aylacostoma species (A. guaraniticum, A. chloroticum, A. 
stigmaticum and two species not described at that time) that inhabited rapids in the area 
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now flooded by the reservoir (Vogler et al. 2015, 2016; Fig. 1C). This project presupposes 
ex situ conservation for species maintenance with a goal of eventual reintroduction and 
is one of the long-lasting conservation initiatives that have been adopted for native fresh-
water gastropods in South America. During the first few years of the project, at the time 
the natural populations of Aylacostoma were experiencing drastic declines following the 
initial filling of the reservoir, research was continually carried out to optimize the ex situ 
conditions that best represented the natural conditions so as to ensure the maintenance and 
reproduction of ex situ populations. Unfortunately, at that early stage, successfully repro-
ducing populations of A. guaraniticum, A. stigmaticum and one of the two undescribed 
species could not be established. At present, those species are not represented by any cap-
tive populations and are presumed extinct (Peso et al. 2013a, b). Nonetheless, the project 
was successful in maintaining reproducing populations of A. chloroticum (Fig.  1C) and 
A. brunneum, which was one of the two previously undescribed species, and which was 
described by Vogler and Peso in Vogler et al. (2014). Within this framework, although the 
project failed in maintaining ex situ populations of all species, the sustained reproduction 
over time of A. chloroticum and A. brunneum represents a success story in the conservation 
of these endemic freshwater gastropods.

López-Delgado et  al. (2009) developed a management plan for conservation of the 
freshwater oyster Acostaea rivoli in the Opia River (Colombia) (Fig. 1A). This initiative 
embraced policies for species and habitat conservation, through cooperation among the 
public, government, and the scientific community. The data developed were key to evalu-
ating A. rivoli for the IUCN Tropical Andean Red List (Tognelli et al. 2016). This is an 
example of how important it is that local or regional governments support programs to gain 
knowledge of the biology and distributions of non-marine molluscs. This species was cat-
egorized as CR on the global Red List by Villa-Navarro et al. (2016; as Acostaea “rivolii”). 
Unfortunately, the conservation plan developed for the oyster was not put into action. How-
ever, now, 12 years after its development, it seems that the plan will finally be implemented 
(E. López-Delgado pers. com. to C. A. Lasso, 2021).

Overall, therefore, mollusc conservation in South America is in its infancy, though there 
have been several valuable efforts made, with some positive results. It is important not only 
that these efforts are built upon but also that more concerted and broader, long-term initia-
tives are undertaken.

Future directions

Cardoso et al. (2011) reviewed the main impediments to invertebrate conservation from a 
global perspective. These impediments include limited funding support for research, lit-
tle public interest in invertebrate conservation, and lack of necessary data (e.g. taxonomy, 
diversity, distribution, population densities, etc.). More specifically for freshwater molluscs 
globally, Lopes-Lima et al. (2018, 2021) and Ferreira-Rodríguez et al. (2019) have outlined 
the same lack of knowledge and needs for research. Although there has been no compa-
rable comprehensive global assessment of knowledge gaps and research needs regarding 
terrestrial molluscs, it is clear that those gaps and needs are much like those of their fresh-
water counterparts.

Conservation of South American non-marine molluscs suffer from all these limi-
tations and, based on our experience, we now offer some suggestions to expand and 
improve conservation efforts dealing with this fauna. It is time to move forwards. Wilson 
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(1987) wrote one of the first publications calling attention to invertebrate conservation, 
and 35 years later the paper can still be read as if written yesterday; the limitations and 
problems are much the same.

Increase funds for invertebrate conservation

The poor level of funding for invertebrate conservation research is certainly the main 
hindrance. Most of the time there is a clear lack of interest and complete lack of aware-
ness among decision-makers of the need for conservation of invertebrates (Donaldson 
et al. 2016). As signatories to the CBD, all South American countries must supposedly 
treat biodiversity conservation as a priority. The conservation of invertebrates not only 
protects the species themselves but also the various ecosystem services (in the broad 
ecological sense, not just services seen as for immediate human benefit) provided by 
them (Prather et al. 2013; Vaughn 2018). Regional governments should develop special 
research support lines that include invertebrates. Unfortunately, these funding issues do 
not seem likely to improve significantly in the coming years (e.g. Tollefson 2019), even 
though we are dealing with these conservation problems right now.

Overcome taxonomic limitations

Our knowledge of non-marine molluscs in South America is far from complete; the 
most basic information on many native species is lacking (Table 2; Clavijo and Miya-
hira 2021), yet it is essential for conservation. Stimulating and increasing taxonomic 
training is necessary in all South American countries, especially the megadiverse ones. 
The taxonomic impediment is a reality for molluscs, not only in South America, but 
in general; even in the USA and Europe, the numbers of taxonomists are far from ade-
quate (Cowie 2014; Eisenhauer et al. 2019). Taxonomic problems lead to difficulties in 
achieving rigor in basic biological or ecological studies; for example, note the confusion 
that has surrounded the identities of invasive South American apple snails (Ampullari-
idae) in Asia (Cowie et al. 2017b). Publishing identification guides or keys is rare, but 
see Cuezzo et al. (2020), making identification difficult for a non-specialist. Production 
of this kind of publication must be stimulated, and the current status that they have as 
counting for little in enhancing a researcher’s citation statistics, reputation, chance of 
promotion and so on (Cowie 2014) must be reversed. Taxonomy itself has to be properly 
valued, and the long process of adequately training taxonomists must be acknowledged.

A species designated as ‘sp.’ in a faunal survey has low value for conservation. 
Guides or keys can help to improve such identifications. However, if doubts remain, it 
is nevertheless better and less problematic for conservation, to maintain the ‘sp.’ rather 
than to use an incorrect name. As an example of this, the apple snail Pomacea cana-
liculata, supposedly a very widely distributed species in South America, was discov-
ered, after deeper anatomical and genetic studies (Hayes et  al. 2012), to be restricted 
to a small portion of the range it had previously been thought to occupy (Cowie and 
Thiengo 2003). A widely distributed species will receive little attention compared to 
others with restricted distributions. This is one area where taxonomy is fundamental to 
conservation.
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Improve distribution data

Information about population trends and reproduction is unavailable for most non-
marine molluscs in South America (Table 2) but is essential (e.g. Cameron 2016), not 
only in order to detect declines, but also because the lack of a temporal component of 
distributions may preclude evaluation of a species on the basis of the Red List crite-
ria (IUCN 2012). The main approach available that would permit the inclusion of most 
molluscs in Red Lists in South America, therefore, is to base evaluations primarily on 
known current distributional data. General patterns of distribution are now available for 
certain higher taxonomic groups of molluscs (e.g. Rumi et al. 2006; Pereira et al. 2014; 
Cuezzo et al. 2020). However, detailed knowledge of patterns of distributions of native 
non-marine mollusc species are rare, with exceptions being certain species of medical 
importance, like Biomphalaria spp. (e.g. Scholte et al. 2012). The distributions of some 
invasive species have been particularly well studied in South America (Darrigran et al. 
2020 and references therein). In some groups, distribution modeling has helped to fill 
some gaps (e.g. Ovando et al. 2019). Considering the increasing availability of data in 
on-line repositories, such approaches could be expanded and used for other groups.

Publications documenting faunal surveys have unfortunately often been regarded as 
of limited broader interest, sometimes appearing only in the grey literature. Nonethe-
less, this basic information is essential for conservation, especially if identifications 
are reliable, and some ecological information is also available. Georeferenced distribu-
tional data, related to environmental conditions, if possible, and combined with good 
taxonomic data are a good start towards a better comprehension of mollusc distribu-
tion patterns. Information on unsuccessful collection (records of absences in a survey) 
is also important, although rarely mentioned or published. It is almost impossible to 
publish absence information alone, and it is probably not necessary or desirable, but if 
both absence and presence data have been recorded, they should be published together. 
Sometimes even areas near to scientific institutions are poorly known. Investigation of 
these areas usually requires minimal financial resources and can reveal healthy popula-
tions of native species and even new species (e.g. Martins and Simone 2014; Alexandre 
et al. 2017; Miyahira et al. 2017; Rangel et al. 2021), despite the anthropogenic impacts 
to which such areas are subject because of their proximity to cities.

Another problem is the precision of distributional data. It is necessary to describe the 
distributions of the species in detail, noting precisely where they occur (i.e. geographic 
coordinates), reflecting better the patchy distributions of most non-marine molluscs. The 
IUCN criteria consider the distribution of a species in two ways: Area of Occurrence 
(AOO) and Extent of Occurrence (EOO) (IUCN 2012). In situations in which a species 
is constrained by particular environmental conditions, it may be plausible to suppose 
that the species only occurs at the localities from which it has been recorded (AOO). In 
contrast, if it is supposed that the species occurs in the entire area within the EOO poly-
gon, perhaps because it does not have particular ecological constraints or because it is 
highly vagile, then evaluation of its distribution based on the EOO may be appropriate. 
For example, if the only available information on the distribution of Bartlettia stefan-
nensis were ‘Paraguay River’, it is quite possible that the EOO criterion would be used 
to evaluate its status, but if the detailed information were used, like “it occurs in laterite 
outcrops in the Upper Paraguay Basin”, the AOO criterion could also be used.

In most cases, the distribution of a species is evaluated based on all available infor-
mation, old and new records. If the objective is to assess the overall distribution of the 
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species, it is not a problem to use all the data available. Indeed, most distribution maps 
presented in systematics or taxonomic studies reflect such an approach. The biological 
collections that are the basis for most of the research of taxonomists are also extremely 
valuable for conservationists (Allmon 1994; Ponder et al. 2001; Newbold 2010; Drew 
2011; Cowie 2014; Tarli et al. 2018). Scientific collections contain specimens amassed 
over time from numerous locations but many of these time/location data are largely 
unpublished (Allmon 1994; Torres and Darrigran 2013). However, combined with 
recent survey data, these dated museum data can allow us not only to know where a spe-
cies now occurs but also to ascertain to what extent its populations have declined, espe-
cially as it will be clear that some localities that had historical records are now unsuit-
able for the species (Miyahira et  al. 2019). Clavijo and Carranza (2018) re-surveyed 
Cyanocyclas species populations at localities throughout Uruguay and noticed sharp 
declines compared with historical records. Although it is clear that some methodologi-
cal issues can be encountered when comparing data obtained at different times and in 
different ways, such approaches can still provide insights into trends that can be further 
investigated and may permit the identification of specific threats.

It is not necessary to emphasize further the importance of collections at major muse-
ums, institutes and universities, but small collections are also important for conservation. 
These collections may contain information from more obscure places essentially ignored 
by the big institutions. However, the importance of South American museums for under-
standing and conserving biodiversity has not led to financial support. Recently, the Museu 
Nacional do Rio de Janeiro, in Brazil, one of the most important in South America, burned 
down as a consequence of poor maintenance, and with it, thousands of lots of non-marine 
mollusc specimens were destroyed. Unfortunately, other museums in South America are in 
no better condition. Thus, stronger state policies to support and preserve the scientific col-
lections are needed. Guidelines to preserve tissue samples for DNA analysis in collections 
are also important.

Increasing moves towards digitizing collection information are extremely important. 
Initiatives like Specieslink (http://​www.​splink.​org.​br/) or GBIF (https://​www.​gbif.​org/) 
bring together several institutions and make information available in one place, although 
few records are illustrated and this must be improved over time. MolluscaBase (https://​
www.​mollu​scaba​se.​org/) is a key molluscan taxonomic resource. Some authors have used 
museum collections and other sources of information, in some cases combined with math-
ematical models, to detect population declines and the probabilities of extinction (Burg-
man et al. 1995; Cowie 2001; Cowie and Robinson 2003; Régnier et al. 2015a; Akçakaya 
et al. 2017; Keith et al. 2017; Thompson et al. 2017). Such approaches should be explored 
further for South American molluscs. For several reasons, there is considerable material in 
South American collections waiting to be better studied and analyzed. A modern museum 
can be viewed not only as a repository of old stuff, but as a database of distributions over 
time, and an important vehicle for disseminating scientific knowledge (Cowie 2014).

Conservation genetics

Information on genetic diversity is of fundamental importance in conservation, since it is 
the basis of organic variation and generally has a close correlation with fitness (Lanteri 
et  al. 2002). However, the genetic variability of many natural populations is eroded by 
destruction and fragmentation of natural areas, overexploitation, climate change and the 
impacts of invasive species (e.g. Lande 1988; Ovando et  al. 2019). The most important 
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applications of genetics in conservation are derived from its capacity to assist us in gen-
erating a more accurate image of the genetic diversity (or lack thereof) and its geographic 
structure and the evolutionary processes exhibited by endangered species, which not only 
enhance knowledge of these species but also are relevant to the management and con-
servation of their populations (DeSalle and Amato 2004; Domínguez-Domínguez and 
Vázquez-Domínguez 2009). The main contributions of genetics to biological conserva-
tion thus include the resolution of taxonomic uncertainties, genetic management of small 
and fragmented populations, tracking and mitigation of invasive species impacts, planning 
and monitoring reintroduction, delimitation of threatened taxa, definition of evolutionary 
significant units within species for separate management, and design and prioritization of 
protected areas, as comprehensively reviewed for Latin America by Torres-Florez et  al. 
(2018).

Although genetic studies have been useful in devising field and laboratory strategies to 
conserve molluscan biodiversity in several regions of the world (e.g. Ponder et al. 1995; 
Holland & Hadfield 2002; Hadfield et al. 2004; Liu et al. 2016; Daly et al. 2019), little is 
known about genetic variation in most South American molluscs, especially from a conser-
vation perspective (Vogler et al. 2015; Santos-Neto et al. 2018; Torres‑Florez et al. 2018; 
Vogler et al. 2019; Oliveira-Hyde et al. 2020). Once again there has been a taxonomic and 
geographical bias towards gastropods of medical importance (Vidigal et al. 2013), and few 
genetic studies have been undertaken on South American molluscs to generate knowledge 
to be used to address conservation questions (e.g. Vogler et al. 2015; Torres‑Florez et al. 
2018; Vogler et al. 2019; Oliveira-Hyde et al. 2020). Thus, this situation represents a great 
challenge for South American countries since refining knowledge of molluscan genetics in 
many groups is of considerable importance for achieving conservation and management 
goals.

Understand the impacts of climate change

The expected consequences of climate change include altered species distributions and 
abundances and increased extinction risk for several species (Sen et al. 2016; Cowie et al. 
2017a; Lei et  al. 2017; Fig.  2B). Traits that make species most susceptible to climate 
change include restricted distributions and rarity, limited dispersal abilities, specialized 
habitat, specific dietary requirements, slow reproductive rates, narrow physiological toler-
ances, and dependence on specific environmental triggers or on interspecific interactions 
that are likely to be disrupted by climate change (Foden et al. 2008; Pacifici et al. 2015; 
Foden et al. 2016 and references therein). In addition to the direct effects on habitat quality, 
climate change will also promote the spread of invasive species to new areas and increase 
the effects of invasive species already present by altering competitive dominance, increas-
ing predation rates and enhancing the virulence of diseases (Rahel et al. 2008). Further-
more, climate change generates altered environments that facilitate the introduction of new 
potentially invasive species.

South America has the highest climate change-induced extinction risk of all regions 
worldwide (Urban 2015; Vale and Pires 2018). Yet it has the lowest number of studies 
of the vulnerability of species to climate change, and studies of the impacts of climate 
change on molluscan biodiversity are almost nonexistent, with a few exceptions (Beltra-
mino et al. 2015; Vale and Pires 2018 and references therein). As an example, Beltramino 
et  al. (2015) observed possible constraints on the distribution of Megalobulimus sancti-
pauli, a giant land snail from the Atlantic Forest, when faced with climate change. They 
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also demonstrated that the current network of protected areas in South America may not be 
highly effective in protecting this species in the future. Climate change may lead to expan-
sion of areas susceptible to invasion by non-native species in South America, as well as 
worldwide. For example, predictions of suitable future habitat for the New Zealand mud 
snail, Potamopyrgus antipodarum, already present in Chile, include southern Brazil and 
Uruguay (Silva et al. 2019). Both the studies of Beltramino et al. (2015) and Silva et al. 
(2019) point to the need for further research to understand the impacts of climate change 
on South American molluscan faunas, to protect molluscan biodiversity, and to take proac-
tive measures to mitigate the impacts of invasive species.

Furthermore, land gastropods have been identified as a particularly vulnerable group 
that is expected to be greatly affected by global warming, as they are constrained by low 
mobility or thermal barriers within their habitats (Foden et al. 2008; Nicolai and Ansart 
2017). Nonetheless, anthropogenic climate change is still hardly considered in assessments 
of the conservation status of gastropod species (Nicolai and Ansart 2017).

Networking

Interaction and sharing of information among South American researchers must be 
improved. The first step in this direction was the study of Pereira et al. (2014) that brought 
together mussel specialists from throughout the continent. Another offshoot of this inter-
action was the creation of BIVAAS (Bivalves de Água Doce da América do Sul—Fresh-
water Mussels of South America), a group of specialists concerned with mussel conser-
vation. BIVAAS has organized regular meetings associated with regional malacological 
congresses (BIVAAS 2018). This interchange could facilitate standardization of meth-
odologies, particularly regarding field surveys and monitoring and data collection proto-
cols, thereby allowing better comparability among localities and habitats. Recently, a large 
group of invasive species specialists published a comprehensive synthesis (Darrigran et al. 
2020). Other developments of this group are awaited in the near future. The initiatives 
undertaken so far clearly represent the first steps. However, networks among researchers in 
South America could be much more effective. This is especially desirable from a conser-
vation perspective, considering that South American countries have several shared forests 
and rivers; joint initiatives must be the rule in these cases but must be encouraged in all 
others. Joint efforts may help to overcome some of the constraints already mentioned.

Public issues

Social factors, public and political, local, national and international, are also important 
(Cowie 2004; Cardoso et al. 2011; Cowie 2014; Lopes-Lima et al. 2021). How can pub-
lic awareness of non-marine molluscs in South America be raised, if most people think 
of snails and slugs as repulsive? We must start by promoting a more positive image of 
molluscs, and then slowly change the status quo. No one will be concerned about protect-
ing something that they find disgusting or do not really know. Taking into account pub-
lic expectations of science communication about invertebrates will be key (Salvador et al. 
2021).

In South America, it is not usual to use common names for invertebrates species, as 
is done for most species in North America. Common names should be adopted for South 
American species, as they can make a species more accessible and understandable to 
the general public. A scientific name in Latin is impossible for most untrained people to 
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understand. However, it is not possible to create compelling common names for all species, 
but those species that are more attractive can be flagships for others in the same habitat or 
locale or for similar kinds of species. Furthermore, the common name must be created and 
used with caution, and always related to the scientific name, to avoid confusion. Ideally it 
should relate to a visible feature of the organism.

However, just generating and using common names obviously does not solve the prob-
lem. The importance of non-marine molluscs should be demonstrated, and much more 
visibly in publications, lectures, workshops, and other vehicles, and venues designed spe-
cifically for the general public. Molluscs must become more accessible through formal and 
non-formal education providing information and tools for teachers and students (Raba-
naque et al. 2021). With the boom in social media, these platforms must be used effectively 
to increase awareness of molluscs in a realistic and engaging way among South American 
people (e.g. Salvador et al. 2021). If the people understand the roles of molluscs in ecosys-
tems, and how they are important to humankind, they could help us to conserve them and 
influence the decision-makers. Nonetheless, Salvador et al. (2021) showed, somewhat pre-
liminarily, that there is something of a misalignment between what the public finds most 
engaging about invertebrates (i.e. aesthetics, amazing feats, weird facts) and what science 
communicators think will foster awareness and support for their study and conservation 
(importance for environmental and human welfare). In a notable outreach effort, BIVAAS 
initiated the celebration of Freshwater Bivalves of South America Day, a designated day 
when researchers and students of freshwater bivalves coordinate their efforts to reach a 
large audience across the entire continent at the same time (BIVAAS 2019).

Conclusions

Conservation of non-marine molluscs in South America has taken its first steps. Despite 
having already gathered much important information, there is still a long way to go to 
achieve effective, continent-wide non-marine mollusc conservation. There is much miss-
ing basic information that is deeply important for undertaking new conservation initiatives. 
New technologies and tools have to be used to improve data quality and results of analyses, 
including genetic data that are still very scarce. Training of students and technicians in 
molluscan conservation must be encouraged. Non-marine molluscs play key roles in sev-
eral ecosystems and that importance has to be highlighted outside scientific circles. The 
negative image usually associated with molluscs must be left behind so that appreciation of 
molluscs will become not only for their ecological and economic importance, but also for 
their intrinsic value (White 2013). The biodiversity crisis that we are going through needs 
combined effort to overcome. Thus, only with the engagement of researchers, decision 
makers and society in general can we move forward on the conservation of non-marine 
molluscs of South America.

Supplementary Information  The online version contains supplementary material available at https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1007/​s10531-​022-​02446-1.

Acknowledgements  Our gratitude goes to Janine Arruda Oliveira and Daniel Pereira who commented 
on earlier versions of the manuscript; to Fundação Carlos Chagas Filho de Amparo à Pesquisa do Estado 
do Rio de Janeiro (FAPERJ E-26/201.347/2021) for the research grant to ICM; to Conselho Nacional de 
Desenvolvimento Científico e Tecnológico (CNPq/Universal—434964/2018-2) for the grant to SBS; to 
Agencia Nacional de Investigación e Innovación (ANII), Mohamed bin Zayed species conservation fund 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-022-02446-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-022-02446-1


2564	 Biodiversity and Conservation (2022) 31:2543–2574

1 3

(MBZ 202524562) and Programa de Desarrollo de las Ciencias Basicas—Uruguay (PEDECIBA) for the 
financial support to CC; to Universidad Nacional de La Plata (UNLP 11/ H949 and 11/N927) and Proyectos 
de Investigación Científica y Tecnológica (PICT-2019- 01417-Res. no. 015/2021) for financial support to 
GD, and to anonymous reviewers for improving an initial version of the manuscript.

Authors contributions  The original idea and first draft of the manuscript was written by ICM and CC all 
authors contributed with data acquisition and manuscript revision.

Funding  Fundação Carlos Chagas Filho de Amparo à Pesquisa do Estado do Rio de Janeiro (FAPERJ 
E-26/201.347/2021), Conselho Nacional de Desenvolvimento Científico e Tecnológico (CNPq/Univer-
sal—434964/2018–2), Agencia Nacional de Investigación e Innovación (ANII), Programa de Desarrollo 
de las Ciencias Basicas—Uruguay (PEDECIBA), Mohamed bin Zayed species conservation fund (MBZ 
202524562), Universidad Nacional de La Plata ( UNLP 11/ H949 and 11/N927), Proyectos de Investigación 
Científica y Tecnológica (PICT-2019- 01417-Res. no. 015/2021).

 Data availability  The authors confirm that the data supporting the findings of this study are available within 
the article and its supplementary materials.

 Code availability  Not applicable.

Declarations 

Conflict of interest  The authors declare that they have no conflict of interest.

References

Abessa D, Famá A, Buruaem L (2019) The systematic dismantling of Brazilian environmental laws risks 
losses on all fronts. Nat Ecol Evo 3(4):510–511. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​s41559-​019-​0855-9

Adán L, Mera E, Becerra M, Godoy M (2004) Ocupación Arcaica en el territorio boscoso y lacustre de la 
Región Precordillerana Andina del Centro-Sur de Chile. El sitio Marifilo 1 de la localidad de Pucura. 
Chungará 36(Suppl II):1121–1136. https://​doi.​org/​10.​4067/​S0717-​73562​00400​04000​47

Akçakaya HR, Keith DA, Burgman M, Butchart SHM, Hoffmann M, Regan HM, Harrison I, Boakes E 
(2017) Inferring extinctions III: a cost-benefit framework for listing extinct species. Biol Conserv 
214:336–342. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​biocon.​2017.​07.​027

Alexandre G, Damasceno H, Miyahira I, Caetano C (2017) Gastrópodes (Mollusca) presentes no campus 
Urca da Universidade Federal do Estado do Rio de Janeiro (UNIRIO). Biotemas 30:31–40. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​5007/​2175-​7925.​2017v​30n4p​31

Allmon WD (1994) The value of natural history collections. Curator 37(2):83–89. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​
2151-​6952.​1994.​tb010​11.x

Andrade PH, Schmidt-Rondon E, Carollo CA, Rodrigues Macedo ML, Viana LH, Schiaveto de Souza A, 
Turatti Oliveira C, Cepa Matos MF (2015) Effect of powdered shells of the snail Megalobulimus 
lopesi on secondary-intention wound healing in an animal model. Evid Based Complement Alternat 
Med 2015:120785. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1155/​2015/​120785

Barbato D, Benocci A, Caruso T, Manganelli G (2017) The role of dispersal and local environment in urban 
land snail assemblages: an example of three cities in central Italy. Urban Ecosyst 20:919–931. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s11252-​017-​0643-8

Barker GM (2001) The biology of terrestrial molluscs. CABI publishing, Wallingford
Barker GM (2002) Molluscs as crop pests. CABI publishing, Wallingford
Baronio CA, Botton M, Gomes SR, Robinson D (2014) First record of qualitative losses caused by Meghi-

matium pictum in vineyards of southern Brazil and the effects of two molluscicides for its control. 
Ciência Rural 44:1715–1720. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1590/​0103-​8478c​r2013​0522

Barros MRF, Chagas RAD (2019) Use of mollusks in zoohandicraft manufacturing in the Amazon Region. 
Bra J Biol Sci 6(12):263–269. https://​doi.​org/​10.​21472/​bjbs.​061224

Barros MRF, Freire CCO, Abreu VS, Faro AC, de Araújo Ribeiro I, Quaresma LM, Dos Santos WCR, 
Chagas RA, Herrmann M (2020) Composição centesimal do molusco Paxyodon syrmatophorus 

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41559-019-0855-9
https://doi.org/10.4067/S0717-73562004000400047
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2017.07.027
https://doi.org/10.5007/2175-7925.2017v30n4p31
https://doi.org/10.5007/2175-7925.2017v30n4p31
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2151-6952.1994.tb01011.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2151-6952.1994.tb01011.x
https://doi.org/10.1155/2015/120785
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11252-017-0643-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11252-017-0643-8
https://doi.org/10.1590/0103-8478cr20130522
https://doi.org/10.21472/bjbs.061224


2565Biodiversity and Conservation (2022) 31:2543–2574	

1 3

(Gmelin, 1791) (Bivalvia: Hyriidae) consumidos na Ilha de Tabatinga. Amazônia Orient Res Soc Dev 
9(8):e465985141–e465985141. https://​doi.​org/​10.​33448/​rsd-​v9i8.​5141

Barua M (2011) Mobilizing metaphors: the popular use of keystone, flagship and umbrella species concepts. 
Biodiv Conserv 20:1427–1440. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10531-​011-​0035-y

Beasley CR (2001) The impact of exploitation on freshwater mussels (Bivalvia: Hyriidae) in the Tocantins 
River, Brazil. Stud Neotrop Fauna 36:159–165. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1076/​snfe.​36.2.​159.​2137

Beltramino AA, Vogler RE, Gregoric DEG, Rumi A (2015) Impact of climate change on the distri-
bution of a giant land snail from South America: predicting future trends for setting conserva-
tion priorities on native malacofauna. Clim Change 131(4):621–633. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s10584-​015-​1405-3

Beltramino AA, Vogler RE, Rumi A, Guzmán LB, Martin SM, Peso JG (2018) The exotic jumping snail 
Ovachlamys fulgens (Gude, 1900) (Gastropoda: Helicarionidae) in urban areas of the Upper-Paraná 
Atlantic Forest. An Acad Bras 90(2):1591–1603. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1590/​0001-​37652​01820​170766

BIVAAS (2018) Guest editorial: an initiative to advance conservation of South American freshwater 
bivalves. Tentacle 26:1–2

BIVAAS (2019) First celebration of Day of Freshwater Bivalves of South America. Ellipsaria 21(2):26
Bogan AE (2008) Global diversity of freshwater mussels (Mollusca, Bivalvia) in freshwater. Hydrobio-

logia 595(1):139–147. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10750-​007-​9011-7
Böhm M, Dewhurst-Richman NI, Seddon M et al (2021) The conservation status of the world’s freshwa-

ter molluscs. Hydrobiologia 848:3231–3254. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10750-​020-​04385-w
Boltovskoy D, Correa N (2015) Ecosystem impacts of the invasive bivalve Limnoperna fortunei (golden 

mussel) in South America. Hydrobiologia 746(1):81–95. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10750-​014-​1882-9
Bonetto AA, Miranda ML, Iglesias GA, Pravisani A (1950) Las almejas productoras de nácar. Minis-

terio de Hacienda y Economía, Departamento General de Industria Comercio y Abastecimiento, 
División de Caza, Pesca y Piscicultura, Santa Fe.

Breure ASH, Rossen MT, Ablett JD (2022) Land and freshwater molluscs of mainland Ecuador: and 
illustrated checklist. Iberus 40(1):1–290

Burgman MA, Grimson RC, Ferson S (1995) Inferring threat from scientific collections. Conserv Biol 
9(4):923–928

Cameron R (2016) Slugs and snails. HarperCollins Publishers, London
Canzio OA (1960) Contribución al Estudio Bioeconómico de las Especies de Almejas Nacaríferas del Río 

Paraná. Secretaria de Estado de Agricultura y Ganadería de la Nación, Buenos Aires, Argentina
Cardoso P, Borges PAV, Triantis KA, Ferrández MA, Martín JL (2011) Adapting the IUCN Red List criteria 

for invertebrates. Biol Conserv 144(10):2432–2440. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​biocon.​2011.​06.​020
Castellanos ZA (1965) Contribución al estúdio biológico de almejas nacariferas del Río de la Plata. Rev 

Mus La Plata 8(60):99–147
Chiba S, Cowie RH (2016) Evolution and extinction of land snails on oceanic islands. Ann Rev Ecol 

Evol Syst 47:123–141. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1146/​annur​ev-​ecols​ys-​112414-​054331
Clavijo C (2017) The pearl industry and pioneering research in biology and conservation of pearl mus-

sels (Unionoida) in the Río de la Plata basin. Tentacle 25:14–15
Clavijo C, Carranza A (2018) Critical reduction of the geographic distribution of Cyanocyclas (Cyreni-

dae Bivalvia) in Uruguay. Aquatic Conserv: Mar Freshw Ecosyst 28:1249–1252. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1002/​aqc.​2941

Clavijo C, Miyahira IC (2021) Not silver, not gold but a precious mussel fauna: past and future of Unio-
nida of Río de la Plata. Tentacle 29:25–27

Clavijo C, Martínez G, Carranza A (2012) First relocation of freshwater mussels in Uruguay. Tentacle 
20:9–11

Clements R, Koh LP, Lee TM, Meier R, Li D (2006) Importance of reservoirs for the conservation of 
freshwater molluscs in a tropical urban landscape. Biol Conserv 128(1):136–146. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1016/j.​biocon.​2005.​09.​023

Cowie RH (2001) Decline and homogenization of Pacific faunas: the land snails of American Samoa. 
Biol Conserv 99:207–222

Cowie RH (2004) Disappearing snails and alien invasions: the biodiversity/conservation interface in the 
Pacific. J Conchol Special Publication 3:23–37

Cowie RH, Cook RP (2001) Extinction or survival: partulid tree snails in American Samoa. Biodiv Con-
serv 10:143–159. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1023/A:​10089​50123​126

Cowie RH, Robinson AC (2003) The decline of native Pacific island faunas: changes in status of the 
land snails of Samoa through the 20th century. Biol Conserv 110:55–65. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​
S0006-​3207(02)​00176-3

https://doi.org/10.33448/rsd-v9i8.5141
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-011-0035-y
https://doi.org/10.1076/snfe.36.2.159.2137
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-015-1405-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-015-1405-3
https://doi.org/10.1590/0001-3765201820170766
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-007-9011-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-020-04385-w
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-014-1882-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2011.06.020
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-ecolsys-112414-054331
https://doi.org/10.1002/aqc.2941
https://doi.org/10.1002/aqc.2941
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2005.09.023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2005.09.023
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1008950123126
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0006-3207(02)00176-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0006-3207(02)00176-3


2566	 Biodiversity and Conservation (2022) 31:2543–2574

1 3

Cowie RH, Thiengo SC (2003) The apple snails of the Americas (Mollusca: Gastropoda: Ampullariidae: 
Asolene, Felipponea, Marisa, Pomacea, Pomella): a nomenclatural and type catalog. Malacologia 
45:41–100

Cowie RH, Régnier C, Fontaine B, Bouchet P (2017) Measuring the Sixth Extinction: what do mollusks 
tell us? Nautilus 131:3–41

Cowie RH, Hayes KA, Strong EE, Thiengo SC (2017) Non-native apple snails: systematics, distribution, 
invasion history and reasons for introduction. In: Joshi RC, Cowie RH, Sebastian LS (eds) Biology 
and management of invasive apple snails. Philippine Rice Research Institute, Muñoz, Nueva Ecija, 
pp 3–32

Cowie RH, Bouchet P, Fontaine B (2022) The Sixth Mass Extinction: fact, fiction or speculation. Biol Rev 
97:640–663

Cowie RH (2014) Advancing malacological research: crossing boundaries to have a broader impact. In: Piza 
ART, Tallarico LF, Introíni GO, Santos SB (eds) Medical and applied malacology. Crossing bounda-
ries: integrative approaches to malacology. Cambridge Scholars Publishing, Newcastle upon Tyne, pp 
129–143

Cowie RH (2021) Evolution, extinction and conservation of native Pacific island land snails. Reference 
module in earth systems and environmental sciences. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​B978-0-​12-​821139-​7.​
00023-4

Cuasapaz-Sarabia J, Salas JA (2019) Área de vida de la especie invasora Achatina fulica (Gastropoda: 
Achatinidae) en un área de conservación de bosque seco ecuatoriano. Rev Peru Biol 26(1):41–48. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​15381/​rpb.​v26i1.​14628

Cuezzo MG, Gregoric DEG, Pointier JP, Vázquez AA, Ituarte C, Mansur MCD et al (2020) Phylum Mol-
lusca. Thorp and Covich’s Freshwater Invertebrates. Academic Press, London, pp 261–430

Daly EE, Walker KJ, Morgan-Richards M, Trewick SA (2019) Spatial genetics of a high elevation line-
age of Rhytididae land snails in New Zealand: the Powelliphanta Kawatiri complex. Molluscan Res 
39(3):280–289. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​13235​818.​2018.​15599​14

Darrigran G (2002) Potential impact of filter-feeding invaders on temperate inland freshwater environments. 
Biol Invasions 4:145–156. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1023/A:​10205​21811​416

Darrigran G, Damborenea C (2011) Ecosystem engineering impacts of Limnoperna fortunei in South 
America. Zool Sci 28:1–7. https://​doi.​org/​10.​2108/​zsj.​28.1

Darrigran G, Damborenea C, Greco N (2007) Freshwater invasive bivalves in man-made environments: a 
case study of larvae biology of Limnoperna fortunei in a hydroelectric power plant in South America. 
AMBIO 36(7):575–579

Darrigran G, Agudo-Padrón I, Baez P, Belz C, Cardoso F, Carranza A et  al (2020) Non-native mol-
lusks throughout South America: emergent patterns in an understudied continent. Biol Invasions 
22(3):853–871. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10530-​019-​02178-4

de Brito FC, Joshi RC (2016) The golden apple snail Pomacea canaliculata: a review on invasion, disper-
sion and control. Outlooks Pest Manag 27(4):157–163. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1564/​v27_​aug_​03

DeSalle R, Amato G (2004) The expansion of conservation genetics. Nat Rev Genet 5:702–712. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1038/​nrg14​25

Didham RK, Tylianakis JM, Gemmell NJ, Rand TA, Ewers RM (2007) Interactive effects of habitat modifi-
cation and species invasion on native species decline. Trends Ecol Evol 22:489–496. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1016/j.​tree.​2007.​07.​001

Dillon RT (2000) The ecology of freshwater molluscs. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge
Domínguez-Domínguez O, Vázquez-Domínguez E (2009) Filogeografía: aplicaciones en taxonomía y con-

servación. Anim Biodivers Conserv 32:59–70
Donaldson MR, Burnett NJ, Braun DC, Suski CD, Hinch SG, Cooke SJ, Kerr JT (2016) Taxonomic bias 

and international biodiversity conservation research. FACETS 1:105–113. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1139/​
facets-​2016-​0011

Drew J (2011) The role of natural history institutions and bioinformatics in conservation biology. Conserv 
Biol 25:1250–1252. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​1523-​1739.​2011.​01725.x

Eisenhauer N, Bonn A, Guerra CA (2019) Recognizing the quiet extinction of invertebrates. Nat Commun 
10(50):1–3. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​s41467-​018-​07916-1

Fagundes CK, Vogt RC, De Marco Júnior P (2016) Testing the efficiency of protected areas in the Amazon 
for conserving freshwater turtles. Divers Distrib 22:123–135. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​ddi.​12396

Fanzeres A (2020) Tutãra, a joia do Arinos. Le Monde Diplomatique Brasil. https://​diplo​matiq​ue.​org.​br/​
tutara-​a-​joia-​do-​arinos/. Accessed 25 November 2021.

Fischer ML, Costa LCM (2010) O caramujo gigante africano: Achatina fulica no Brasil. Champagnat, 
Curitiba

https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-821139-7.00023-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-821139-7.00023-4
https://doi.org/10.15381/rpb.v26i1.14628
https://doi.org/10.1080/13235818.2018.1559914
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1020521811416
https://doi.org/10.2108/zsj.28.1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-019-02178-4
https://doi.org/10.1564/v27_aug_03
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrg1425
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrg1425
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2007.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2007.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1139/facets-2016-0011
https://doi.org/10.1139/facets-2016-0011
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2011.01725.x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-07916-1
https://doi.org/10.1111/ddi.12396
https://diplomatique.org.br/tutara-a-joia-do-arinos/
https://diplomatique.org.br/tutara-a-joia-do-arinos/


2567Biodiversity and Conservation (2022) 31:2543–2574	

1 3

Foden W, Mace G, Vié JC, Angulo A, Butchart S, DeVantier L, Dublin H, Gutsche A, Stuart S, Turak E 
(2008) Species susceptibility to climate change impacts. In: Vié JC, Hilton-Taylor C, Stuart SN (eds) 
The 2008 review of the IUCN Red List of Threatened Species. IUCN, Gland, pp 1–11

Foden WB, Young BE (2016) IUCN SSC guidelines for assessing species’ vulnerability to climate change. 
Version 1.0. Occasional Paper of the IUCN Species Survival Commission No 59 IUCN Species Sur-
vival Commission, Cambridge and Gland.

Frederico RG, Zuanon J, De Marco P (2018) Amazon protected areas and its ability to protect stream-dwell-
ing fish fauna. Biol Conserv. 219:12–19. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​biocon.​2017.​12.​032

Ferreira-Rodríguez N, Akiyama YB, Aksenova OV, Araujo R, Barnhart MC, Bespalaya YV, Bogan 
AE, Bolotov IN, Budha PB, Clavijo C, Clearwater SJ, Darrigran G, Do VT, Douda K, Froufe E, 
Gumpinger C, Henrikson L, Humphrey CL, Johnson NA, Klishko O, Klunzinger MW, Kovitvadhi S, 
Kovitvadhi U, Lajtner J, Lopes-Lima M, Moorkens EA, Nagayama S, Nagel K, Nakano M, Negishi 
JN, Ondina P, Oulasvirta P, Prié V, Riccardi N, Rudzite M, Sheldon F, Sousa R, Strayer DL, Takeuchi 
M, Taskinen J, Teixeira A, Tiemann JS, Urbanska M, Varandas S, Vinarski MV, Wicklow BJ, Zajac 
T, Vaughn CC (2019) Research priorities for freshwater mussel conservation assessment. Biol Conser 
231:77-87. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​biocon.​2019.​01.​002

Gascue A, Scarabino F, Bortolotto N, Clavijo C, Capdepont I (2019) El rol de los moluscos en las pobla-
ciones prehispánicas de Uruguay. Comechingonia 23(1):116–152. https://​doi.​org/​10.​37603/​2250.​
7728.​v23.​n1.​25961

Gerlach J, Samways M, Pryke J (2013) Terrestrial invertebrates as bioindicators: an overview of avail-
able taxonomic groups. J Insect Conserv 17:831–850. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10841-​013-​9565-9

Gerlach J, Barker GM, Bick CS, Bouchet P, Brodie G, Christensen CC, Collins T, Coote T, Cowie RH, 
Fiedler GC, Griffiths OL, Florens FBV, Hayes KA, Kim J, Meyer J-Y, Meyer WM III, Richling I, 
Slapcinsky JD, Winsor L, Yeung NW (2021) Negative impacts of the invasive predators Euglan-
dina ‘rosea’ (Mollusca: Spiraxidae) and Platydemus manokwari (Platyhelminthes: Geoplanidae) 
when used as biological control agents against the pest snail Lisschatina fulica (Mollusca: Achati-
nidae). Biol Invas 23:997–1031

Gernet M, Birckolz C (2011) Fauna malacológica em dois sambaquis do litoral do Estado do Paraná. 
Brasil. Biotemas. 24:39–49

Gomes SR, Robinson DG, Zimmerman FJ, Obregom O, Barr NN (2013) Morphological and molecular 
analysis of the Andean slugs Colosius confusus n. sp., a newly recognized pest of cultivated flow-
ers and coffee from Colombia, Ecuador and Peru, and C. pulcher (Colosi, 1921) (Gastropoda, 
Veronicellidae). Malacologia 56:1–30. https://​doi.​org/​10.​4002/​040.​056.​0201

Granados H (1973) Distribución hidrográfica y ecológica de Acostaea rivolii (Deshayes) de la cuenca 
del rio Magdalena. Colombia. Ciencia Mex 28(1):1–16

Grisotti M, Ávila-Pires FD (2011) Impactos socioeconômicos de uma doença emergente. Ciênc. saúde 
coletiva 16:647–656. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1590/​S1413-​81232​01100​02000​28

Haag W (2012) North American freshwater mussels: natural history, ecology, and conservation. Cam-
bridge University Press, Cambridge

Hadfield MG, Holland BS, Olival KJ (2004) Contributions of ex situ propagation and molecular genet-
ics to conservation of Hawaiian tree snails. University of California Press, Berkeley, Experimental 
approaches to conservation biology

Hausdorf B (2002) Introduced land snails and slugs in Colombia. J Molluscan Stud 68:127–131. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1093/​mollus/​68.2.​127

Havel JE, Kovalenko KE, Thomaz SM, Amalfitano S, Kats LB (2015) Aquatic invasive species: chal-
lenges for the future. Hydrobiologia 750(1):147–170. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10750-​014-​2166-0

Hayes KA, Cowie RH, Thiengo SC, Strong EE (2012) Comparing apples with apples: clarifying the 
identities of two highly invasive Neotropical Ampullariidae (Caenogastropoda). Zool J Linn Soc 
166:723–753. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​1096-​3642.​2012.​00867.x

Holland BS, Hadfield MG (2002) Islands within an island: phylogeography and conservation genetics of 
the endangered Hawaiian tree snail Achatinella mustelina. Mol Ecol 11:365–375

ICMBio [Instituto Chico Mendes de Conservação da Biodiversidade] (2018). Livro Vermelho da fauna 
Brasileira ameaçada de extinção. Volume VII - Invertebrados. Ministério do Meio Ambiente, 
Brasília.

IUCN [International Union for Conservation of Nature] (1990) 1990 IUCN Red List of Threatened Ani-
mals. IUCN, Gland and Cambridge

IUCN [International Union for Conservation of Nature] (2012) IUCN Red List Categories and Criteria. 
Version 3.1, 2nd edn. IUCN, Gland and Cambridge

IUCN (2021). The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species. Version 2021–3 IUCN, Gland.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2017.12.032
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2019.01.002
https://doi.org/10.37603/2250.7728.v23.n1.25961
https://doi.org/10.37603/2250.7728.v23.n1.25961
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10841-013-9565-9
https://doi.org/10.4002/040.056.0201
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1413-81232011000200028
https://doi.org/10.1093/mollus/68.2.127
https://doi.org/10.1093/mollus/68.2.127
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-014-2166-0
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1096-3642.2012.00867.x


2568	 Biodiversity and Conservation (2022) 31:2543–2574

1 3

Jackson D, Jackson D (2008) Antecedentes arqueológicos del género Diplodon (Spix, 1827) (Bivalvia, 
Hyriidae) en Chile. Gayana 72(2):188–195. https://​doi.​org/​10.​4067/​S0717-​65382​00800​02000​08

Jarvis A, Touval J, Schmitz M, Sotomayor L, Hyman G (2010) Assessment of threats to ecosystems in 
South America. J Nat Conserv 18:180–188. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jnc.​2009.​08.​003

Karatayev AY, Padilla DK, Minchin D, Boltovskoy D, Burlakova LE (2007) Changes in global econo-
mies and trade: the potential spread of exotic freshwater bivalves. Biol Invasions 9(2):161–180. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10530-​006-​9013-9

Keith DA, Butchart SHM, Regan HM, Harrison I, Akçakaya HR, Solow AR, Burgman MA (2017) Infer-
ring extinctions I: a structured method using information on threats. Biol Conserv 214:320–327. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​biocon.​2017.​07.​026

Knapp S, Kühn I, Mosbrugger V, Klotz S (2008) Do protected areas in urban and rural landscapes differ in 
species diversity? Biodivers Conserv 17:1595–1612. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10531-​008-​9369-5

Kyrkjeeide MO, Pedersen B, Evju M, Magnussen K, Mair L, Bolam FC et al (2021) Bending the curve: 
operationalizing national Red Lists to customize conservation actions to reduce extinction risk. 
Biol Conserv 261:109227. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​biocon.​2021.​109227

Lande R (1988) Genetics and demography in biological conservation. Science 241:1455–1460. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1126/​scien​ce.​34204​03

Lanteri AA, Loiácono MS, Margaría C (2002) Aportes de la biología molecular a la conservación de los 
insectos. In: Costa C, Vanin SA, Lobo JM, Melic A (eds) Proyecto de Red Iberoamericana de Biogeo-
grafía y Entomología Sistemática. Sociedad Entomologica Aragonesa, Zaragoza, pp 207–220

Lara G, Parada E, Peredo S, Inostroza J, Mora H (1988) La almeja de agua dulce Diplodon chilensis (Gray, 
1828), un recurso potencial. Boletín Museo Regional de La Araucanía 3(33–40):4

Lasso CA (2011) Consumo de pescado y fauna acuática en la cuenca amazónica venezolana: análisis de 
nueve casos de estudio entre comunidades indígenas—Documento Ocasional 15. Roma, FAO

Leal-Filho W, Azul AM, Wall T, Vasconcelos CR, Salvia AL, Paço A et al (2021) COVID-19: the impact of 
a global crisis on sustainable development research. Sustain Sci 16(1):85–99. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s11625-​020-​00866-y

Lei J, Chen L, Li H (2017) Using ensemble forecasting to examine how climate change promotes worldwide 
invasion of the golden apple snail (Pomacea canaliculata). Environ Monit Assess 189:404. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10661-​017-​6124-y

Lima RC, Avelar WE (2010) A new additive to the artificial culture medium for freshwater bivalve culture 
in vitro. Invertebr Reprod Dev 54(2):89–94. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​07924​259.​2010.​96523​20

Lima P, Lopes-Lima M, Kovitvadhi U, Kovitvadhi S, Owen C, Machado J (2012) A review on the “in vitro” 
culture of freshwater mussels (Unionoida). Hydrobiologia 691(1):21–33. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s10750-​012-​1078-0

Liu HP, Marceau D, Hershler R (2016) Taxonomic identity of two amnicolid gastropods of conservation 
concern in lakes of the Pacific Northwest of the USA. J Mollus Stud 82(3):464–471. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1093/​mollus/​eyw009

Lopes-Lima M, Burlakova LE, Karatayev AY, Mehler K, Seddon M, Sousa R (2018) Conservation of fresh-
water bivalves at the global scale: diversity, threats and research needs. Hydrobiologia 810(1):1–14. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10750-​017-​3486-7

Lopes-Lima M, Riccardi N, Urbanska M, Köhler F, Vinarski M, Bogan AE, Sousa R (2021) Major short-
falls impairing knowledge and conservation of freshwater molluscs. Hydrobiologia 848(12–13):2831–
2867. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10750-​021-​04622-w

López-Delgado EO, Vásquez-Ramos JMY, Reinoso-Flórez G, Vejarano-Delgado MA, García-Melo JE 
(2009) Plan de manejo de la ostra de agua dulce Acostaea rivoli (Deshayes, 1827) del río Opia. 
Departamento del Tolima, Ministerio De Ambiente, Vivienda Y Desarrollo Territorial, Colombia

Lososová Z, Horsák M, Chytrý M, Čejka T, Danihelka J, Fajmon K, Hájek O, Juřičková L, Kintrová K, 
Láníková D, Otýpková Z, Řehořek V, Tichý L (2011) Diversity of Central European urban biota: 
effects of human-made habitat types on plants and land snails. J Biogeogr 38(6):1152–1163. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​1365-​2699.​2011.​02475.x

Lydeard C, Cowie RH, Ponder WF, Bogan AE, Bouchet P, Clark SA, Cumimngs KS et al (2004) The global 
decline of nonmarine mollusks. BioScience 54:321–330. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1641/​0006-​3568(2004)​
054[0321:​TGDONM]​2.0.​CO;2

Maldonado JRA, Simões R, Thiengo SC (2012) Angiostrongyliasis in the Americas. In: Morales JL (ed) 
Zoonoses. Inteck, Rijeka, pp 303–320

Mansur MC, Veitenheimer IL (1976) O futuro dos moluscos bivalves no rio Guaíba. Iheringia Ser Div 5:5–6
Mansur MCD, Heydrich I, Pereira D, Richinitti LMZ, Tarasconi JC, Rios EC (2003) Moluscos. In: Fontana 

CS, Bencke GA, Reis RE (eds) Livro vermelho da fauna ameaçada de extinção no Rio Grande do Sul. 
EDIPUCRS, Porto Alegre, pp 49–71

https://doi.org/10.4067/S0717-65382008000200008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnc.2009.08.003
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-006-9013-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2017.07.026
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-008-9369-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2021.109227
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.3420403
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.3420403
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11625-020-00866-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11625-020-00866-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-017-6124-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-017-6124-y
https://doi.org/10.1080/07924259.2010.9652320
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-012-1078-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-012-1078-0
https://doi.org/10.1093/mollus/eyw009
https://doi.org/10.1093/mollus/eyw009
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-017-3486-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-021-04622-w
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2699.2011.02475.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2699.2011.02475.x
https://doi.org/10.1641/0006-3568(2004)054[0321:TGDONM]2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1641/0006-3568(2004)054[0321:TGDONM]2.0.CO;2


2569Biodiversity and Conservation (2022) 31:2543–2574	

1 3

Mansur MCD, Santos CP, Richinitti LMZ, Silveira MB, Batista CB, Alberto RM, Silva MCP (2008) Ocor-
rência de moluscos límnicos e crustáceo em macroaglomerados do mexilhão dourado, Limnoperna 
fortunei (Dunker, 1857) sobre sarandi no lago Guaíba (RS, Brasil). Biotemas 21:179–182

Mansur MCD, Pereira D, Bergonci PEA, Pimpão DM, de Souza Barradas JR, Sabaj MH (2019) Morpho-
logical assessment of Rheodreissena (Bivalvia: Veneroida: Dreissenidae) with an updated diagnosis 
of the genus, descriptions of two new species, redescription of R. lopesi, and the first account of lar-
val brooding in New World dreissenids. Proc Acad Nat Sci Philadelphia 166(1):1–45. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1635/​053.​166.​0112

Martins CM, Simone LRL (2014) A new species of Adelopoma from São Paulo urban park, Brazil (Caeno-
gastropoda, Diplommatinidae). J Conchol 41(6):765–773

Miyahira IC, Santos SB, Mansur MCD (2017) Freshwater mussels from South America: state of the art 
of Unionida, specially Rhipidodontini. Biota Neotrop 17(4):e20170341. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1590/​
1676-​0611-​BN-​2017-​0341

Miyahira IC, Mansur MCD, Santos SB (2019) Redescription of Diplodon ellipticus Spix in Wagner, 1827; 
Diplodon multistriatus (Lea, 1831), and Rhipidodonta garbei (Ihering, 1910) (Bivalvia: Hyriidae) 
from coastal rivers of eastern and northeastern Brazil. Arch Molluskenkunde 148(1):9–34. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1127/​arch.​moll/​148/​009-​034

Miyahira IC, Mansur MCD, Pimpao DM, Couceiro SRM, Santos SB (2020) Morphology and distribu-
tion of the freshwater mussel Diplodon granosus, a rare and poorly understood species. Acta Amaz 
50(1):44–53. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1590/​1809-​43922​01903​910

MolluscaBase eds. (2022). MolluscaBase. Accessed at http://​www.​mollu​scaba​se.​org on 12 May 2022. 
doi:https://​doi.​org/​10.​14284/​448.

Nakano D, Strayer D (2014) Biofouling animals in fresh water: Biology, impacts, and ecosystem engineer-
ing. Front Ecol Environ 12:167–175. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1890/​130071

Neubert E, Rüber L, Schweizer M, Baur H, Jochum A, Hertwig S et al (2019) European Red List of terres-
trial molluscs: snails, slugs, and semi-slugs. IUCN, Cambridge and Brussels

Newbold T (2010) Applications and limitations of museum data for conservation and ecology, with par-
ticular attention to species distribution models. Prog Phys Geogr 34(1):3–22. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​
03091​33309​355630

Nicolai A, Ansart A (2017) Conservation at a slow pace: terrestrial gastropods facing fast-changing climate. 
Conservation Physiology. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1093/​conph​ys/​cox007

Nunes GKM, Santos SB (2012) Environmental factors affecting the distribution of land snails in the Atlan-
tic Rain Forest of Ilha Grande, Angra dos Reis, RJ Brazil. Braz J Biol 72(1):79–86. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1590/​S1519-​69842​01200​01000​10

Olazarri J (1980) La formación del Embalse de Salto Grande y sus efectos sobre la malacofauna fluvial. 
Resúmenes de las Jornadas de Ciencias Naturales (Montevideo) 1:21–22

Olazarri J (1981) Poblaciones de moluscos terrestres afectadas por el Embalse de Salto Grande. Resúmenes 
y Comunicaciones de las Jornadas de Ciencias Naturales (Montevideo) 2:3–4

Olivera-Hyde M, Hallerman E, Santos R, Jones J, Varnerin B, Santos Neto GC, Mansur MCD, Moraleco P, 
Callil C (2020) Phylogenetic assessment of freshwater mussels Castalia ambigua and C. inflata at an 
ecotone in the Paraguay River Basin, Brazil shows that inflated and compressed shell morphotypes 
are the same species. Diversity 12(12):481. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3390/​d1212​0481

Ovando X, Miranda MJ, Loyola R, Cuezzo MG (2019) Identifying priority areas for invertebrate conserva-
tion using land snails as models. J Nat Conserv 50:125707. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jnc.​2019.​04.​004

Pacifici M, Foden WB, Visconti P, Watson JEM, Butchart SHM, Kovacs KM, Scheffers BR, Hole DG, Mar-
tin TG, Resit AH, Corlett RT, Huntley B, Bickford D, Carr JA, Hoffmann AA, Midgley GF, Pearce-
Kelly P, Pearson RG, Williams SE, Willis SG, Young B, Rondinini C (2015) Assessing species vul-
nerability to climate change. Nat Clim Change 5:215–224. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​nclim​ate24​48

Paraense WL (1982) Lymnaea viatrix and Lymnaea columella in the neotropical region: a distributional 
outline. Mem Inst Oswaldo Cruz 77(2):181–188. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1590/​S0074-​02761​98200​02000​08

Paschoal LR, Andrade DP, Pimpão DM, Torres S, Darrigran G (2020) Massive mortality of the giant fresh-
water mussel Anodontites trapesialis (Lamarck, 1819) (Bivalvia: Mycetopodidae) during a severe 
drought in a Neotropical reservoir. An Acad Bras 92:e20180811. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1590/​0001-​37652​
02020​180811

Patiño A, Pilar M (2017) Estrategias de control de moluscos plaga en países Suramericanos: caracol gigante 
Africano (Lissachatina fulica) y caracol manzana (Pomacea canaliculata). IICA, Bogotá

Pavanelli GC, Yamaguchi UM, Calaça EA, Oda FH (2017) Scientometrics of zoonoses transmitted by the 
giant African snail Achatina fulica Bowdich, 1822. Rev Inst Med Trop S Paulo 59:e15. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1590/​S1678-​99462​01759​015

Pecora IL, Miranda MS (2014) Salvando e aprendendo com Megalobulimus. Rev Ciênc Ext 10:72–82

https://doi.org/10.1635/053.166.0112
https://doi.org/10.1635/053.166.0112
https://doi.org/10.1590/1676-0611-BN-2017-0341
https://doi.org/10.1590/1676-0611-BN-2017-0341
https://doi.org/10.1127/arch.moll/148/009-034
https://doi.org/10.1127/arch.moll/148/009-034
https://doi.org/10.1590/1809-4392201903910
http://www.molluscabase.org
https://doi.org/10.14284/448
https://doi.org/10.1890/130071
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309133309355630
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309133309355630
https://doi.org/10.1093/conphys/cox007
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1519-69842012000100010
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1519-69842012000100010
https://doi.org/10.3390/d12120481
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnc.2019.04.004
https://doi.org/10.1038/nclimate2448
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0074-02761982000200008
https://doi.org/10.1590/0001-3765202020180811
https://doi.org/10.1590/0001-3765202020180811
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1678-9946201759015
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1678-9946201759015


2570	 Biodiversity and Conservation (2022) 31:2543–2574

1 3

Peredo S, Parada E, Valdebenito I, Peredo M (2005) Relocation of the freshwater mussel Diplodon chilensis 
(Hyriidae) as a strategy for its conservation and management. J Moll Stud 71:195–198. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1093/​mollus/​eyi024

Pereira D, Arruda JO, Menegat R, Porto ML, Schwarzbold A, Hartz SM (2011) Guildas tróficas, com-
posição e distribuição de espécies de moluscos límnicos no gradiente fluvial de um riacho subtropical 
brasileiro. Biotemas 24(1):21–36. https://​doi.​org/​10.​5007/​2175-​7925.​2011v​24n1p​21

Pereira D, Mansur MCD, Duarte LDS, Schramm de Oliveira A, Pimpão DM, Callil CT, Ituarte C, Parada E, 
Peredo S, Darrigran G, Scarabino F, Clavijo C, Lara G, Miyahira IC, Lasso C (2014) Bivalve distribu-
tion in hydrographic regions in South America: historical overview and conservation. Hydrobiologia 
735(1):15–44. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10750-​013-​1639-x

Peso JG, Molina MJ, Costigliolo Rojas C (2013) Aylacostoma guaraniticum (Hylton Scott, 1953): anteced-
entes de la especie. Amici Molluscarum 21:39–42

Peso JG, Costigliolo Rojas C, Molina MJ (2013) Aylacostoma stigmaticum Hylton Scott, 1954: antecedentes 
de la especie. Amici Molluscarum 21:43–46

Pittock J, Finlayson CM (2011) Australia’s murray-darling basin: freshwater ecosystem conservation options 
in an era of climate change. Mar Fresh Res 62:232–243. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1071/​MF093​19

Ponder WF, Eggler P, Colgan DJ (1995) Genetic differentiation of aquatic snails (Gastropoda: Hydrobii-
dae) from artesian springs in arid Australia. Biol J Linn Soc 56:553–596. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​
0024-​4066(95)​90004-7

Ponder WF, Carter GA, Flemons P, Chapman RR (2001) Evaluation of museum collection data for use 
in biodiversity assessment. Conserv Biol 15(3):648–657. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1046/j.​1523-​1739.​
2001.​01500​3648.x

Prather CM, Pelini SL, Laws A, Rivest E, Woltz M, Bloch CP, Del Toro I, Ho CK, Kominoski J, New-
bold TAS, Parsons S, Joern A (2013) Invertebrates, ecosystem services and climate change. Biol 
Rev 88:327–348. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​brv.​12002

Rabanaque C, Custodio H, Copello M, Vilches A, Legarralde T, Darrigran G (2021) A natural science 
museum as a resource for teaching and learning. Int J Zoo Animal Biol 4(2):000294. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​23880/​izab-​16000​294

Rahel FJ, Bierwagen B, Taniguchi Y (2008) Managing aquatic species of conservation concern in the 
face of climate change and invasive species. Conserv Biol 22(3):551–561. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1111/j.​1523-​1739.​2008.​00953.x

Ramírez R, Solis M, Ampuero A, Morín J, Jimenez-Vasquez V, Ramirez JL, Congrains C, Temoche H, 
Shiga B (2020) Identificación molecular y relaciones evolutivas de Pomacea nobilis, base para la 
autenticación específica del churo negro de la Amazonia peruana. Rev peru de biol 27(2):139–148

Rangel FS, Gomes SR, Canuto T, Rodrigues PS, Thiengo SC (2021) Diversity of non-marine gastropods 
of the Fiocruz Atlantic forest biological station and adjacent urban areas, Rio de Janeiro, RJ. Bra-
sil An Acad Bras. 93(2):e20190691. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1590/​0001-​37652​02120​190691

Régnier C, Fontaine B, Bouchet P (2009) Not knowing, not recording, not listing: numerous unnoticed 
mollusk extinctions. Conserv Biol 23:1214–1221. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​1523-​1739.​2009.​
01245.x

Régnier C, Achaz G, Lambert A, Cowie RH, Bouchet P, Fontaine B (2015) Mass extinction in poorly 
known taxa. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 112:7761–7766. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1073/​pnas.​15023​50112

Régnier C, Bouchet P, Hayes KA, Yeung NW, Christensen CC, Chung DJ, Fontaine B, Cowie RH (2015) 
Extinction in a hyperdiverse endemic Hawaiian land snail family and implications for the underes-
timation of invertebrate extinction. Conserv Biol 29:1715–23. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​cobi.​12565

Roberge JM, Angelstam PER (2004) Usefulness of the umbrella species concept as a conservation tool. 
Conserv Biol 18(1):76–85

Rodriguez R, Sandri A, Porto S, Osório J, Muller C, Cognato B, Casagrande MF, Graeff-Texeira C, Gomes 
SR, Morassutti A (2019) Invasive slug Meghimatium pictum (Stoliczka, 1873) infected by Angios-
trongylus costaricensis Morera & Céspedes, 1971, and the possible risk of human infection associated 
with grape consumption. J Helminthol 93(6):775–777. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1017/​S0022​149X1​80008​22

Rollinson D, Knopp S, Levitz S, Stothard JR, Tchuenté LAT, Garba A et  al (2013) Time to set the 
agenda for schistosomiasis elimination. Acta Tropica 128(2):423–440. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​
actat​ropica.​2012.​04.​013

Rumi A, Gregoric DEG, Núñez V, César II, Roche MA, Tassara MP, Martín SM, Armengol MFL (2006) 
Freshwater Gastropoda from Argentina: species richness, distribution patterns, and an evaluation 
of endangered species. Malacologia 49(1):189–208. https://​doi.​org/​10.​4002/​1543-​8120-​49.1.​189

Rumi A, Sánchez J, Ferrando NS (2010) Theba pisana (Müller, 1774) (Gastropoda, Helicidae) and other 
alien land molluscs species in Argentina. Biol Invas 12(9):2985–2990. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s10530-​010-​9715-x

https://doi.org/10.1093/mollus/eyi024
https://doi.org/10.1093/mollus/eyi024
https://doi.org/10.5007/2175-7925.2011v24n1p21
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-013-1639-x
https://doi.org/10.1071/MF09319
https://doi.org/10.1016/0024-4066(95)90004-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/0024-4066(95)90004-7
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1523-1739.2001.015003648.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1523-1739.2001.015003648.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/brv.12002
https://doi.org/10.23880/izab-16000294
https://doi.org/10.23880/izab-16000294
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2008.00953.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2008.00953.x
https://doi.org/10.1590/0001-3765202120190691
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2009.01245.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2009.01245.x
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1502350112
https://doi.org/10.1111/cobi.12565
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022149X18000822
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2012.04.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2012.04.013
https://doi.org/10.4002/1543-8120-49.1.189
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-010-9715-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-010-9715-x


2571Biodiversity and Conservation (2022) 31:2543–2574	

1 3

Salvador RB (2019) Land snail diversity in Brazil. Strombus 25(1–2):10–20
Salvador RB, Tomotani BM, O’Donnell KL, Cavallari DC, Tomotani JV, Salmon RA, Kasper J (2021) 

Invertebrates in science communication: confronting scientists’ practices and the public’s expecta-
tions. Front Environ Sci 9:606416. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3389/​fenvs.​2021.​606416

Santos SB (2011) Land snails as flagship and umbrella species for Brasilian Atlantic forest conservation. 
Tentacle 19:19–20

Santos SB, Miyahira IC, Heydrich I, Salgado NC, Pena M, Colley E, Fernandez MA, Thiengo SC, 
Gomes SR, Silva MJ, Gonçalves IC, Lacerda LEM, Tallarico LF, Martins DS (2015) Observations 
on the review of the list of endangered non-marine molluscs of Brasil. Tentacle 23:26–28

Santos D, Dominguez E, Miranda MJ, Gutierrez Gregoric D, Cuezzo MG (2020) The relevance of 
ecoregions and mountainous environments in the diversity and endemism of land gastropods. Prog 
Phys Geogr 45(2):1–25. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​03091​33320​948839

Santos-Neto GC, Nunes ISS, Beasley CR, Silva ARB, Gomes CP, Tagliaro CH (2018) Evolution in 
action: allopatry, variable diversity and a stepping-stone model of migration among populations 
of the freshwater bivalve Triplodon corrugatus from the north-eastern Amazon. Hydrobiologia 
810(1):227–237. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10750-​017-​3323-z

Sardiña P, Chaves E, Marchese M (2011) Benthic community responses to invasion by the golden mussel, 
Limnoperna fortunei Dunker: biotic homogenization vs environmental driving forces. J North Am 
Benthol Soc 30(4):1009–1023. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1899/​10-​170.1

Scholte RG, Carvalho OS, Malone JB, Utzinger J, Vounatsou P (2012) Spatial distribution of biompha-
laria spp, the intermediate host snails of schistosoma mansoni. Braz Geospat Health 6(3):S95–S101. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​4081/​gh.​2012.​127

Sen S, Gode A, Ramanujam S, Ravikanth G, Aravind NA (2016) Modeling the impact of climate change on 
wild Piper nigrum (Black Pepper) in Western Ghats, India using ecological niche models. J Plant Res 
129:1033–1040. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10265-​016-​0859-3

Serniotti EN, Guzmán LB, Beltramino AA, Vogler RE, Rumi A, Peso JG (2019) New distributional records 
of the exotic land snail Bradybaena similaris (Férussac, 1822) (Gastropoda, Bradybaenidae) in 
Argentina. BioInvasions Rec 8(2):301–313. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3391/​bir.​2019.8.​2.​12

Sifuentes E, Torres J (2002) Enlatado de Anodontites trapesialis “tumbacuchara.” Rev Amaz Inv Alim 
2(1):69–77

Silva MVA, Souza JVN, de Souza JRB, Vieira LM (2019) Modelling species distributions to predict areas 
at risk of invasion by the exotic aquatic New Zealand mudsnail Potamopyrgus antipodarum (Gray 
1843). Freshw Biol 64(8):1504–1518. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​fwb.​13323

Simone LRL (2006) Land and freshwater molluscs of Brazil. FAPESP, São Paulo
Sousa R, Nogueira JG, Lopes-Lima M, Varandas S, Teixeira A (2019) Water mill canals as habitat for Mar-

garitifera margaritifera: stable refuge or an ecological trap? Ecol Indic 106:105469. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1016/j.​ecoli​nd.​2019.​105469

Soutullo A, Clavijo C, Martínez‐Lanfranco JA (eds) (2013) Especies prioritarias para la conservación en 
Uruguay. Vertebrados, moluscos continentales y plantas vasculares). SNAP/DINAMA/MVOTMA, 
MNHN/DICYT/MEC, Montevideo.

Strong EE, Gargominy O, Ponder WF, Bouchet P (2008) Global diversity of gastropods (Gastropoda; Mol-
lusca) in freshwater. Hydrobiologia 595:149–166. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10750-​007-​9012-6

Sy VD, Herold M, Achard F, Beuchle R, Clevers JGPW, Lindquist E, Verchot L (2015) Land use patterns 
and related carbon losses following deforestation in South America. Environ Res Lett 10:124004. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1088/​1748-​9326/​10/​12/​124004

Sylvester F, Sardiña P (2015) Relationships of Limnoperna fortunei with benthic animals. In: Boltovskoy D 
(ed) Limnoperna fortunei. Springer, Cham, pp 191–210

Tarli VD, Grandcolas P, Pellens R (2018) The informative value of museum collections for ecology 
and conservation: A comparison with target sampling in the Brazilian Atlantic forest. PLoS ONE 
13:e0205710. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1371/​journ​al.​pone.​02057​10

Thiengo SC, Faraco FA, Salgado NC, Cowie RH, Fernandez MA (2007) Rapid spread of an invasive snail 
in South America: the giant African snail, Achatina fulica, in Brazil. Biol Invas 9:693–702

Thomé JW (1993) Estado atual da sistemática dos Veronicellidae (Mollusca, Gastropoda) americanos, com 
comentários sobre sua importância econômica, ambiental e na Saúde. Biociências 1:61–75

Thomé JW, Gomes SR, Silva RS (1999) Ocorrência e distribuição da família Veronicellidae Gray, 1840 
(Mollusca, Gastropoda) no Rio Grande do Sul. Biociências (Porto Alegre) 7:157–165

Thompson CJ, Koshkina V, Burgman MA, Butchart SH, Stone L (2017) Inferring extinctions II: a practical, 
iterative model based on records and surveys. Biol Conserv 214:328–335. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​
biocon.​2017.​07.​029

https://doi.org/10.3389/fenvs.2021.606416
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309133320948839
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-017-3323-z
https://doi.org/10.1899/10-170.1
https://doi.org/10.4081/gh.2012.127
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10265-016-0859-3
https://doi.org/10.3391/bir.2019.8.2.12
https://doi.org/10.1111/fwb.13323
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2019.105469
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2019.105469
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-007-9012-6
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/10/12/124004
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0205710
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2017.07.029
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2017.07.029


2572	 Biodiversity and Conservation (2022) 31:2543–2574

1 3

Tognelli MF, Lasso CA, Bota-Sierra CA, Jiménez-Segura LF, Cox NA (2016) Estado de conservación y 
distribución de la biodiversidad de agua dulce en los Andes tropicales. IUCN, Cambridge

Tollefson J (2019) Humans are driving one million species to extinction. Nature 569(7755):171
Torres VS (2019) Aspectos etnozoológicos relacionados com a Umbanda Nagô. UNISANTA Bioscience 

8:423–446
Torres S, Darrigran G (2013) Importance of biological collections in the study of naiad populations (Mol-

lusca: Bivalvia: Hyriidae) in Argentina. Tentacle 21:21–23
Torres-Florez JP, Johnson WE, Nery MF, Eizirik E, Oliveira-Miranda MA, Galetti PM Jr (2018) The com-

ing of age of conservation genetics in Latin America: what has been achieved and what needs to be 
done. Conserv Genet 19:1–15. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10592-​017-​1006-y

Urban MC (2015) Accelerating extinction risk from climate change. Science 348(6234):571–573. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1126/​scien​ce.​aaa49​84

Uthaiwan K, Noparatnaraporn N, Machado J (2001) Culture of glochidia of the freshwater pearl mussel 
Hyriopsis myersiana (Lea, 1856) in artificial media. Aquaculture 195(1–2):61–69

Valduga R (1985) O caçador de caramujos. Privately published, Bento Gonçalves
Vale MM, Pires APF (2018) Climate change in South America. In: DellaSala DA, Goldstein MI (eds) Ency-

clopedia of the Anthropocene. Elsevier, Oxford, pp 205–208
van Swaay C, Maes D, Collins S, Munguira ML, Šašić M, Settele J, Verovnik R, Warren M, Wiemers M, 

Wynhoff I, Cuttelod A (2011) Applying IUCN criteria to invertebrates: how red is the red list of 
European butterflies? Biol Conserv 144(1):470–478. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​biocon.​2010.​09.​034

Vaughn CC (2018) Ecosystem services provided by freshwater mussels. Hydrobiologia 810(1):15–27. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10750-​017-​3139-x

Vidigal THDA, Coscarelli D, Montresor LC (2013) Molecular studies in Brazilian malacology: tools, trends 
and perspectives. Lundiana 11(1/2):47–63

Villa-Navarro F, Lasso C, Lopes-Lima M, Correoso M (2016) Acostaea rivolii [sic]. The IUCN Red List of 
Threatened Species. Accessed on 14 December 2020.

Vogler RE (2012) Aylacostoma chloroticum Hylton Scott, 1954: antecedentes de la especie. Amici Mollus-
carum 20:43–46

Vogler RE, Beltramino AA, Sede MM, Gregoric DEG, Núñez V, Rumi A (2013) The giant African snail, 
Achatina fulica (Gastropoda: Achatinidae): Using bioclimatic models to identify South American 
areas susceptible to invasion. Am Malacol Bull 31(1):39–50. https://​doi.​org/​10.​4003/​006.​031.​0115

Vogler RE, Beltramino AA, Peso JG, Rumi A (2014) Threatened gastropods under the evolutionary genetic 
species concept: redescription and new species of the genus Aylacostoma (Gastropoda: Thiaridae) 
from high Paraná river (Argentina-Paraguay). Zool J Linn Soc 172:501–520. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​
zoj.​12179

Vogler RE, Beltramino AA, Strong EE, Peso JG, Rumi A (2015) A phylogeographical perspective on the 
ex situ conservation of Aylacostoma (Thiaridae, Gastropoda) from the high Paraná river (Argentina–
Paraguay). Zool J Linn Soc 174(3):487–499. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​zoj.​12250

Vogler RE, Beltramino AA, Strong EE, Rumi A, Peso JG (2016) Insights into the evolutionary history of 
an extinct South American freshwater snail based on historical DNA. PLoS ONE 11(12):e0169191. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1371/​journ​al.​pone.​01691​91

Vogler RE, Rumi A, Guzmán LB, Beltramino AA, Serniotti EN, Ferrari W, Peso JG (2019) Hidden diver-
sity in waterfall environments: the genus Acrorbis (Gastropoda: Planorbidae) from the Upper-Paraná 
Atlantic Forest. PLoS ONE 14(7):e0220027. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1371/​journ​al.​pone.​02200​27

Volkmer-Ribeiro C, Mansur MCD, Pereira D, Tiemann JS, Cummings KS, Sabaj MH (2019) Sponge and 
mollusk associations in a benthic filter-feeding assemblage in the middle and lower Xingu River. Bra-
zil Proc Acad Nat Sci Philadelphia 166(1):1–24. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1635/​053.​166.​0113

Wendebourg B, Hausdorf B (2019) The land snail fauna of a South American rainforest biodiversity hot-
spot: the panguana conservation area in the Peruvian Amazon. J Moll Stud 85(3):311–318

White PS (2013) Derivation of the extrinsic values of biological diversity from its intrinsic value and of 
both from the first principles of evolution. Conserv Biol 27:1279–1285. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​cobi.​
12125

Wilson EO (1987) The little things that run the world (the importance and conservation of invertebrates). 
Conserv Biol 1:344–346

WWF (2018). Living planet report—2018: aiming higher. WWF, Gland.
Yeates GW (1991) Impact of historical changes in land use on the soil fauna. N Z J Ecol 15(1):99–106
Zaragozano JF (2017) El caracol como alimento y como terapia. Bol Pediatr Arag Rioj Sor 47:67–72

Publisher’s Note  Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10592-017-1006-y
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaa4984
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaa4984
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2010.09.034
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-017-3139-x
https://doi.org/10.4003/006.031.0115
https://doi.org/10.1111/zoj.12179
https://doi.org/10.1111/zoj.12179
https://doi.org/10.1111/zoj.12250
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0169191
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0220027
https://doi.org/10.1635/053.166.0113
https://doi.org/10.1111/cobi.12125
https://doi.org/10.1111/cobi.12125


2573Biodiversity and Conservation (2022) 31:2543–2574	

1 3

Authors and Affiliations

Igor C. Miyahira1   · Cristhian Clavijo2   · Claudia T. Callil3   · 
María Gabriela Cuezzo4   · Gustavo Darrigran5   · Suzete R. Gomes6   · 
Carlos A. Lasso7   · Maria Cristina D. Mansur8 · Meire S. Pena9   · Rina Ramírez10   · 
Rogério C. L. dos Santos3   · Sonia B. dos Santos11   · Fabrizio Scarabino12   · 
Santiago H. Torres13   · Roberto E. Vogler14   · Robert H. Cowie15 

	 Cristhian Clavijo 
	 mycetopoda@gmail.com

	 Claudia T. Callil 
	 ctcallil@gmail.com

	 María Gabriela Cuezzo 
	 gcuezzo@gmail.com

	 Gustavo Darrigran 
	 darrigran@gmail.com

	 Suzete R. Gomes 
	 suzete.gomes@ioc.fiocruz.br

	 Carlos A. Lasso 
	 classo@humboldt.org.co

	 Maria Cristina D. Mansur 
	 mcrismansur@gmail.com

	 Meire S. Pena 
	 meirepena@yahoo.com.br

	 Rina Ramírez 
	 rina_rm@yahoo.com

	 Rogério C. L. dos Santos 
	 roger.c.l.santos@gmail.com

	 Sonia B. dos Santos 
	 malacosonia@gmail.com

	 Fabrizio Scarabino 
	 fabrizioscarabino@gmail.com

	 Santiago H. Torres 
	 santiagotorres87@gmail.com

	 Roberto E. Vogler 
	 robertovogler@yahoo.com.ar

	 Robert H. Cowie 
	 cowie@hawaii.edu

1	 Departamento de Zoologia and Programa de Pós‑Graduação em Biodiversidade Neotropical, 
Universidade Federal do Estado do Rio de Janeiro, Urca, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil

2	 Vida Silvestre, Montevideo, Uruguay
3	 Instituto de Biociências, Universidade Federal de Mato Grosso, Cuiabá, Mato Grosso, Brazil
4	 Instituto de Biodiversidad Neotropical, Consejo Nacional de Investigaciones Científicas y Técnicas 

(CONICET)—Universidad Nacional de Tucuman (UNT), Horco Molle, Yerba Buena, Tucumán, 
Argentina

http://orcid.org/0000-0001-7037-6802
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-1381-4102
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-4831-2041
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-3531-1744
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-9512-8135
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-5552-5053
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-3927-8109
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2898-0146
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-1924-5844
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5772-8188
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-5495-2208
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-0994-0253
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2118-0739
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-9660-552X
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2986-7092


2574	 Biodiversity and Conservation (2022) 31:2543–2574

1 3

5	 División Zoología Invertebrados, Museo de La Plata, FCNyM—Universidad Nacional de La 
Plata—CONICET, La Plata, Argentina

6	 Laboratório de Referência Nacional Esquistossomose – Malacologia, Instituto Oswaldo Cruz, 
Pavilhão Adolfo Lutz, Fundação Oswaldo Cruz, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil

7	 Instituto de Investigación de Recursos Biológicos Alexander Von Humboldt, Bogotá, Colombia
8	 CNPq Research Group, Biodiversidade de Moluscos Continentais, Museu de Ciências Naturais, 

Porto Alegre, RS, Brazil
9	 Laboratório de Malacologia, Museu de Ciências Naturais, Pontifícia Universidade Católica de 

Minas Gerais, Belo Horizonte, MG, Brazil
10	 Departamento de Malacología y Carcinología, Museo de Historia Natural, Universidad Nacional 

Mayor de San Marcos, Lima, Peru
11	 Departamento de Zoologia and Programa de Pós‑Graduação em Ecologia E Evolução, 

Universidade do Estado do Rio de Janeiro, Rio de Janeiro, RJ, Brazil
12	 Centro Universitario Regional del Este, Universidad de la República and Museo Nacional de 

Historia Natural, Sede Rocha, Montevideo, Uruguay
13	 Centro de Investigaciones y Transferencia (CONICET, UNPA, UTN), Unidad Académica San 

Julián, Santa Cruz, Argentina
14	 Grupo de Investigación en Genética de Moluscos (GIGeMol), Instituto de Biología Subtropical 

(IBS), CONICET–UNaM, Posadas, Misiones, Argentina
15	 Pacific Biosciences Research Center, University of Hawaii, Honolulu, HI, USA


	The conservation of non-marine molluscs in South America: where we are and how to move forward
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Non-marine mollusc diversity in South America
	Conservation status
	IUCN criteria: suitable for non-marine molluscs in South America?
	Threats to non-marine molluscs in South America
	Habitat modification
	Invasive species
	Exploitation

	Conservation initiatives in South America
	Early conservation efforts
	First draft of a Red List for South America
	Protected areas
	Relocation, ex situ rearing and conservation plans

	Future directions
	Increase funds for invertebrate conservation
	Overcome taxonomic limitations
	Improve distribution data
	Conservation genetics
	Understand the impacts of climate change
	Networking
	Public issues

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements 
	References




