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Abstract
The increased frequency and magnitude of harmful algal blooms (HABs) from anthropogenic nutrient enrichment is of great 
concern in estuarine systems worldwide. Despite estuaries being important fish nurseries, a paucity of knowledge exists 
on the impacts of HABs on estuarine fishes due to the sporadic and unpredictable nature of HABs. Thus, this study aimed 
to determine the frequency and magnitude of HABs and the subsequent impact on the abundance of a common estuarine-
dependent Mugilidae species, Mugil cephalus, in the shallow low inflow and agriculturally altered warm temperate Sundays 
Estuary in South Africa. The sampling design adopted a monthly (monitoring over 2 years between 2018 and 2020) and twice 
weekly (for 7 weeks during known spring/summer HABs in 2018) day and night sampling approach. It was hypothesised that 
Mugil cephalus abundance would be negatively related to phytoplankton biomass since HABs would result in unfavourable 
daytime supersaturated dissolved oxygen surface water and night-time bottom-water hypoxia. This study found that the Sun-
days Estuary was dominated by the HAB species, Heterosigma akashiwo, which significantly altered the dissolved oxygen 
in the estuary resulting in frequent supersaturated surface waters and hypoxic bottom waters. Mugil cephalus abundances 
were negatively related to phytoplankton biomass, with instances of high abundance (CPUE > 10) only being found at sites 
characterised as not experiencing severe bloom conditions (< 60 Chl-a µg.L−1). This avoidance of HABs suggests that if 
unsustainable levels of agricultural fertilisation continue, resulting in more severe and frequent HABs, a major decline in 
fish nursery quality in the estuary may occur.
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Introduction

Eutrophication in estuaries is evidenced by high primary 
productivity resulting from nutrient enrichment, often 
manifesting as noxious algal blooms, oxygen depletion and 
benthic fauna mortality (Nixon 1995). Eutrophication has 
been reported from a variety of coastal marine ecosystems 

worldwide, and one of the major concerns is that the fre-
quency and extent is increasing in coastal waters affected 
by anthropogenically altered riverine inflows (Nixon 1995; 
Cloern 2001; Heisler et al. 2008). The eutrophic condition 
of estuaries can be determined by assessing phytoplankton 
biomass, abundance and composition (Heisler et al. 2008; 
Coutinho et al. 2012; Lemley et al. 2016) because they play 
a vital role in the functioning of aquatic ecosystems, as they 
are largely responsible for directly or indirectly fuelling food 
webs through primary production (Nixon 1995).

Estuaries are particularly vulnerable to these pressures 
as they are transitional waters and need to endure the com-
bined pressures from both marine and freshwater environ-
ments (Elliott and Whitfield 2011). These threats include 
the increase in waste-water production from domestic and 
industrial sources, as well as aquaculture and agricultural 
runoff, all of which leads to an increase in nutrient load-
ing (phosphorus and nitrogen) and modifications to natu-
ral freshwater inflow patterns (Heisler et al. 2008). This, 
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in turn, impacts phytoplankton biomass and community 
structure. The combination of nutrient enrichment, altered 
water residence times and subsequent temperature varia-
tions often results in enhanced algal growth rates and bio-
mass (Eppley 1972; Heisler et al. 2008), which can lead 
to a change in water quality (Anderson and Taylor 2001; 
Cloern 2001; Coutinho et al. 2012).

Phytoplankton growth and biomass accumulation is gen-
erally limited by nutrients such as nitrogen and phospho-
rous. An increase in available limiting nutrients theoreti-
cally leads to increased phytoplankton growth, leading to 
an imbalance between algal production and consumption 
(Cloern 2001). This is followed by increased sedimentation 
of algal-derived organic matter, which stimulates microbial 
decomposition and oxygen consumption, resulting in the 
depletion of bottom-water oxygen (Anderson and Taylor 
2001; Cloern 2001; Coutinho et al. 2012). Furthermore, 
because an increase in algal biomass often leads to a sin-
gle species dominating the community, the likelihood of 
harmful algal bloom (HAB) formation is amplified (Heisler 
et al. 2008; Coutinho et al. 2012). Therefore, phytoplankton 
bloom phenomena have been used to assess the state of 
eutrophication in estuaries (Coutinho et al. 2012).

Recently, Lemley et al. (2017b) found that the phyto-
plankton composition of the eutrophied warm temperate 
Sundays Estuary, South Africa, is primarily driven by tem-
perature, with multiple recurrent monospecific blooms of 
Heterosigma akashiwo exceeding 100 μg chl-a  L−1 observed 
in the poly- to the mesohaline zone during the spring and 
summer period. These HABs coincided with the first 
account of seasonal bottom-water hypoxia (< 2 mg  L−1)  
in a South African estuary. (Lemley et al. 2017b). Heter-
osigma akashiwo, class Raphidophyceae, family Chattonel-
laceae, is a globally occurring microalgae species that has 
revealed itself as a nuisance species in temperate brack-
ish waters (Hara and Chihara 1987; Martínez et al. 2010; 
Singh 2018). This species is now problematic in South 
African estuaries such as the Sundays Estuary (Hilmer and  
Bate 1990; Kotsedi et al. 2012; Lemley et al. 2017b; Adams 
et al. 2020). It is not toxic to humans but can be deleterious 
to aquatic fauna directly through a variety of pathways. Stud-
ies have reported that H. akashiwo can suppress the growth 
of co-occurring phytoplankton taxa (Yamasaki et al. 2009; 
Lemley et al. 2018b, 2020), as well as impact the feeding, 
growth and survival of invertebrates (Twiner et al. 2001; 
Wang et al. 2006; Yu et al. 2010; Almeda et al. 2011; Basti 
et al. 2016) and fishes (Black et al. 1991; Taylor and Haigh 
1993; Rensel et al. 2010). However, the above deleterious 
impacts were concentration- and species-dependent with no 
clear mechanism of harm (Singh 2018; Bates et al. 2020; 
Anderson et al. 2021). Therefore, it is probable that different 
strains of H. akashiwo exist (Fredrickson et al. 2011; Gómez 
et al. 2022) with different potencies of toxicity (Higashi  

et al. 2017; Seoane et al. 2017) as defence mechanisms 
against predation or competition. Therefore, emphasising 
the need to study the ecological implications of HABs (such 
as H. akashiwo) in estuaries to prevent the possible loss of 
ecosystem services.

Estuaries are highly dynamic and productive ecosystems 
that serve as nursery areas for economically and ecologically 
important fish species (Beck et al. 2001; Potter et al. 2015). 
For a habitat to be considered a nursery, it must enhance the 
growth and survival of early-life stages of fishes (Gibson 
1994; Beck et al. 2001; Dahlgren et al. 2006; Vasconcelos 
et al. 2011). This is highly dependent on various factors, 
which include food availability, predation, competition pres-
sures and abiotic factors such as temperature, salinity, dis-
solved oxygen and turbidity (Clemmesen 1994; Beck et al. 
2001; Able 2005; Strydom 2015). Acute, direct physiologi-
cal impacts of HABs on estuarine fishes occur due to the 
production of various ichthyotoxins such as reactive oxy-
gen radicals. However, most impacts are indirect through 
changes in growth and survival due to reductions in water 
quality (Morrell and Gobler 2020), food availability or qual-
ity (Smit et al. 2021) and behavioural changes such as the 
avoidance of once good food patches due to unfavourable 
water quality (Bornman et al. 2021). The recruitment of lar-
val or juvenile fishes into estuaries normally coincides with 
periods of high productivity; however, in eutrophied warm 
temperate systems like the Sundays Estuary in South Africa, 
this coincides with HABs. Thus, potentially negatively 
impacting the fish nursery role of these important systems.

Research has largely focused on the impacts of HABs 
on farmed fishes due to the great economic losses incurred 
during these events (Anderson et al. 2021). However, the 
impact of HABs on the functioning of natural systems 
such as estuaries are largely understudied, despite the 
apparent increase in the occurrence of HABs globally 
(Heisler et al. 2008; Bates et al. 2020; Griffith and Gobler 
2020). Furthermore, the few studies investigating HABs 
in estuaries have focussed on the nutrient loading and the 
phytoplankton community response and only inferred 
possible negative impacts on fishes that utilise the same 
habitat (Lemley et al. 2016, 2021a; Wallace and Gobler 
2021). Fish kills are regularly attributed to HAB events in 
estuaries worldwide; however, these are seldomly sampled 
due to the unpredictability of HAB events. Thus, this study 
aimed to determine the frequency and magnitude of HABs 
in the eutrophied and low inflow warm temperate Sun-
days Estuary, which experiences recurrent HABs linked to 
seasonal changes and regulated river flow regimes. Addi-
tionally, the impact of these HABs on the abundance and 
distribution of a common estuarine-dependent Mugilidae 
has not been studied despite the critical role Mugilidae 
play in estuarine ecosystems. The ubiquitous flathead mul-
let, Mugil cephalus, was studied along the length of the 
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estuary in relation to HAB areas using monthly (monitor-
ing over 2 years between 2018 and 2020) and twice weekly 
(for 7 weeks during known spring/summer HABs in 2018) 
day and night sampling.

We hypothesised that M. cephalus abundance would be 
negatively related to phytoplankton biomass since HABs 
would result in unfavourable daytime supersaturated dis-
solved oxygen surface water and night-time bottom-water 
hypoxia. The understanding of phytoplankton dynamics and 
HABs on estuarine fish populations has become important 
to fully elucidate due to the ever-increasing anthropogenic 
pressures placed on estuaries worldwide and to prevent the 
loss of ecosystem services that these communities provide.

Materials and Methods

Study Site

The predominantly open Sundays Estuary is located on the 
south-eastern coast of South Africa and is downstream to 
one of the world’s largest citrus farming hubs (Van Niekerk 
et al. 2019). Nutrient-rich return flows into the estuary and 
a near-constant ebb flow of approximately 0.47 to 1.86  m3 
 s−1 (Lemley et al. 2017b) (due to a water transfer scheme) 
and lack of episodic flooding events (due to the Darlington 
Dam) (Lemley et al. 2017a) has resulted in the persistence 
of phytoplankton biomass in excess of 20 Chl-a µg.L−1 
(Lemley et al. 2018b). Recurrent monospecific blooms (> 
1000 cells.mL−1) of mainly Heterosigma akashiwo occur-
ring in the spring/summer months, but also Heterocapsa 
rotundata in the winter months, have become the norm in 
the middle reaches of the Sundays Estuary (Kotsedi et al. 
2012; Lemley et al. 2017b). Inorganic nutrient availabil-
ity (nitrate and phosphate), mesohaline conditions and the 
presence of a well-defined halocline were found to be key 
bottom-up controls influencing the magnitude and dura-
tion of HABs (Lemley et al. 2018b). Algal decomposition 
and bacterial remineralisation of the above high biomass 
blooms and the relatively stable hydrodynamics of the mid-
dle reaches (MacKay and Schumann 1991) has resulted in 
periodic decreased water quality characterised by bottom-
water hypoxia (< 2 mg.L−1) in the mesohaline zone of the 
Sundays Estuary (Lemley et al. 2018a, b). Additionally, the 
estuary has no extensive saltmarsh or submerged macro-
phytes, with primary productivity mostly resulting from 
the phytoplankton community (Emmerson 1989; Lemley 
et al. 2017b; Van Niekerk et al. 2019). Thus, the low inflow 
Sundays Estuary has recurrent HABs that make for an ideal 
study site to investigate the impacts of HABs on the abun-
dance of Mugil cephalus, which is a common fish species 
in South African estuaries (Fig. 1).

Study Design

The current study is a continuation of recent microalgal 
studies done monthly (Lemley et al. 2017b), twice weekly 
(Lemley et al. 2018b) and bihourly (Lemley et al. 2018a) in 
the Sundays Estuary and used similar phytoplankton sam-
pling techniques. The current study encompasses a base-
line monitoring period of monthly sampling for 24 months 
between 2018 and 2020 and an intensive sampling period 
during which sampling took place twice weekly during the 
peak phytoplankton bloom period of October to November in 
2018 (spring/summer in the Southern Hemisphere). Baseline 
sampling took place at four fixed sites, with two being in the 
mesohaline zone and two in the polyhaline zone of the estuary 
during a first-quarter moon phase (to limit tidal influences), 
while three intensive sampling sites were not fixed, and each 
site location was determined by surface water salinities cor-
responding to 18, 10 and 5 (upper, mid and lower mesohaline) 
(Fig. 1). Daytime supersaturated oxygen conditions and night-
time bottom-water hypoxia are known to occur during HABs 
(Lemley et al. 2018a, b; Smit et al. 2021). Therefore, daytime 
and night-time sampling were done to determine differences 
in M. cephalus abundance and distributions in relation to phy-
toplankton bloom dynamics.

Field Sampling

Juvenile and adult M. cephalus abundance was sampled 
using a 50-m beach seine net (2 m deep and 12 mm mesh 
size). Netting took place at each site where the net was 

Fig. 1  Locations of the four fixed baseline sampling sites with mov-
ing intensive sites located within the mesohaline zone of the Sundays 
Estuary on the warm temperate coast of South Africa
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lowered off the bow of a boat in a semi-circle to the shore-
line, taking care to minimise disturbances and limited 
to shallow (< 1.5 m deep) unobstructed, gently sloping 
muddy banks. The catch was gently lowered into a large 
bin filled with site-specific estuary water to lessen stress 
and aid in recovery. Mugil cephalus were field-identified 
using Whitfield (2019), counted and returned to the estu-
ary as soon as possible. Phytoplankton in situ sampling 
used similar techniques described by Lemley et al. (2017a, 
b). Physico-chemical parameters, inorganic nutrients, 
chlorophyll-a and phytoplankton community samples were 
collected at the surface, 0.5 m, 1.0 m and near the bottom 
of the water column at each site.

Physico-chemical parameters were measured using a 
YSI ProDSS multiprobe and included temperature (°C), 
salinity, turbidity (NTU), pH and dissolved oxygen (mg.
L−1). Replicate water samples (of each depth) were col-
lected with a weighted pop-bottle and gravity filtered 
through glass-fibre filters  (Whatman© GF/C). Filtrates 
were stored in the dark and frozen until they were ana-
lysed (i.e., within a week after sampling) in the labora-
tory. Chlorophyll-a was subsequently extracted with 10 
mL of 95% ethanol (Merck 4111) for 24 h in a cold (ca. 
1–2 °C), darkroom. Spectrophotometric determinations of 
chlorophyll-a were performed according to Nusch (1980). 
Absorbances before and after acidification with 1 N HCl 
were read using a Thermo  Scientific™  GENESYS™ 10S 
UV–Vis spectrophotometer at 665 nm. Water samples for 
inorganic nutrient analysis, at each depth, were filtered 
through hydrophilic polyvinylidene difluoride (PVDF) 
0.47-μm pore-size syringe filters and subsequently frozen 
at −40 °C. The levels of nitrate, nitrite, phosphate, ammo-
nium and silica were determined using a SEAL Autoana-
lyser 3 H.R. (SEAL Analytical, Inc.).

The phytoplankton community structure (at each depth 
and site) was determined by preserving 150 mL water sam-
ples with 1 mL of 25% glutaraldehyde solution (Sigma-
Aldrich® Chemicals G5882). The Coulon and Alexander 
(1972) method was used to settle the samples overnight in 
26.5-mm-diameter Utermöhl chambers. Two drops of Rose 
Bengal (Sigma Chemicals R3877) were added to a known 
volume (i.e., ranging from 10 to 50 ml) of preserved water 
samples and allowed to settle for 24 h before identifica-
tion. After settling, a Zeiss IM 35 inverted microscope 
was used to count and identify the phytoplankton groups 
at a magnification of 630×, during which either a mini-
mum of 200 frames or 200 cells were counted. The cells 
were classified according to phytoplankton classes, i.e., 
Bacillariophyceae, Chlorodendrophyceae, Cryptophyceae, 
Dinophyceae, Euglenophyceae, Raphidophyceae and Mes-
odinium cf. rubrum. The number of cells (per mL) for each 
group present was calculated using the equation described 
by Snow et al. (2000).

Flow Data

River discharge data were obtained from the Department of 
Water and Sanitation, South Africa (https:// www. dws. gov. 
za/ Hydro logy/ Verifi ed/ hymain. aspx). The freshwater inflow 
into the estuary was estimated by summing the flow volumes 
overtopping at the Korhaanspoort weir (Station N4H001), 
which is approximately 90 km upstream added with the pos-
sible return flow (ca. 10%) of water that was pumped from 
the weir via a canal (Station N4H006) for irrigation in the 
near catchment (Lemley et al. 2021a). A 24-h lag was added 
to river discharge data to account for the distance from the 
weir to the study sites.

Data Analysis

One-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) was used to test for 
differences in environmental variables recorded at each site 
and depth. Linear mixed models (LMM) and generalised 
least square (GLS) approaches were used to analyse the driv-
ers of phytoplankton biomass. All possible predictors were 
tested for multicollinearity using variance-inflation factor 
(VIF) tests and only included in the model if VIF ≤ 3. Pre-
dictors included the physico-chemical variables (tempera-
ture, salinity, dissolved oxygen, pH) and inorganic nutrients 
(SRP, DSi,  NOx,  NH4

+), altogether with the dominant phy-
toplankton species densities. All likely predictor variables 
were first centred (mean of zero) and scaled (standard devia-
tion of one) using the ‘scale’ function in R. A ‘top-down’ 
model selection process was followed as recommended 
by Zuur et al. (2009), with the most parsimonious model 
determined using the ‘dredge’ function from the ‘MuMIn’ 
package with Akaike information criterion (AIC) used as 
goodness of fit.

The drivers of phytoplankton species densities were 
assessed using generalised linear models (GLM) using the 
R statistical software with the ‘manyglm’ function of the 
‘mvabund’ package (Wang et al. 2012). This model-based 
approach uses resampling-based hypothesis testing to make 
taxon-specific inferences about which environmental vari-
ables are associated with multivariate abundances. The 
effects of explanatory variables retained in both models were 
assessed using the multivariate ‘anova’ function (p.uni = 
‘adjusted’, nBoot = 10,000:Wang et al. 2012). To account 
for temporal autocorrelation, diel state nested in study site 
was included as repeated measures. This allowed for the 
analysis of data from all depths. The model selection process 
followed that described by Zuur et al. (2009). Zero-inflated 
negative binomial GLMMs, of the ‘glmmTMB’ package, 
were used to investigate the relationship among environmen-
tal variables, phytoplankton densities and the abundance and 
distribution of M. l cephalus. To control for spatial pseudor-
eplication effects, the ‘study site’ was considered random 

https://www.dws.gov.za/Hydrology/Verified/hymain.aspx
https://www.dws.gov.za/Hydrology/Verified/hymain.aspx
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and diel state nested in study site were considered fixed. 
All final model assumptions that were checked included: (1) 
linearity using variance-inflation factor tests (VIF ≤ 3), (2) 
normality using Shapiro–Wilk’s tests, and (3) homogeneity 
of variances using Levene’s tests.

Results

Freshwater Inflow

Daily average river inflow ranged from 0.01 to 7.62  m3  s−1 
with a mean (SD) of 1.45 (1.25)  m3.s−1 (Fig. 2). Two peaks 
occurred, one at the start of September 2018 and one in 
March 2020 (Fig. 2). October, November and December 
had the lowest inflow to the estuary in both 2018 and 2019 
(Fig. 2). This study occurred during an extended drought 
period in the region. Note that only 5 days of flow values 
were available during the Intensive sampling period.

Physico‑Chemical Variability

Dissolved oxygen (DO) differed between sites (F6,1104 = 
18.8, P < 0.001) and depths (F3,1104 = 124.6, P < 0.001) 
(Table 1). DO varied greatly between depths with frequent 
instances of hypoxia (< 2 mg.L−1) occurring in the bot-
tom waters (water depth > 1 m) (Fig. 3). Mean DO of 
baseline sites were similar (F3,768 = 3.2, P = 0.07), while 
intensive site 1 (upper mesohaline with surface salinity 
of 18) mean DO was less than the other two intensive 
sites (F2,336 = 8.3, P = 0.004). Seasonal variation in pH 
were evident with more alkaline conditions observed in the 
warmer summer and spring months with mean and stand-
ard deviation (SD) of 8.8 (0.6) and 8.6 (0.5) compared 

to winter and fall of 8.5 (0.7) and 8.4 (0.4) respectively 
(F3,1104 = 21.3, P = 0.03) (Table 1). Turbidity differed 
between sites (F6,1104 = 5.1, P < 0.001) and depths (F3,1104 
= 321.9, P < 0.001) (Table 1). Bottom mean (SD) turbid-
ity at baseline site 4 (mid mesohaline) of 19.8 (12.6) NTU 
was less than baseline site 2 (lower polyhaline) of 27.3 
(10.2) NTU and baseline site 1 (mid polyhaline) of 30.1 
(12.7) NTU (Table 1). Persistent haloclines were evident 
during the study as bottom waters were more saline than 
surface waters (Table 1). Baseline sites 1 and 2 (mid and 
lower polyhaline) salinities were similar but were signifi-
cantly higher than baseline sites 3 and 4 (upper and mid 
mesohaline) (Table 1). Intensive site 1 had significantly 
higher salinities than intensive site 3 (lower mesohaline 
with surface salinity of 5) across all depths (Table 1). The 
temperature was similar between sites and depths for both 
study periods (Table 1).

Nutrients

Inorganic nutrients showed seasonal trends, with mean 
(SD) phosphate concentrations (SRP) of 2.5 (1.3) µmol.
L−1 and mean total oxidised nitrogen  (NOx) of 25.4 (13.2) 
µmol.L−1, which peaked in summer and winter, respec-
tively. Consequently, the dissolved inorganic nitrogen to 
dissolved inorganic phosphate ratio (DIN:DIP) peaked in 
the winter months with a mean of 24.6 (9.0). Dissolved 
silica (DSi) and ammonium  (NH4

+) peaked in December 
2018 with a mean of 251.0 (230.3) µmol.L−1 and 24.2 
(28.0) µmol.L−1, respectively. Nutrient concentrations 
were also highest at sites further up the estuary, suggesting 
nutrient uptake by the phytoplankton community further 
down towards the mouth (Fig. 4).

Fig. 2  Estimated daily average 
river inflow into the Sundays 
Estuary over the study period 
(2018–2020). Shaded area indi-
cates the intensive study period
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Fig. 3  Frequency of supersaturated (> 10 mg.L−1) surface water and 
hypoxic (< 2 mg.L−1) bottom water conditions in the Sundays Estu-
ary over the study period (2018–2020). Mean dissolved oxygen over 

the four sampling depths with standard deviation bars shown. Shaded 
area is from the intensive sampling period
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Phytoplankton Community

The raphidophyte, Heterosigma akashiwo, dominated the 
phytoplankton community during all but the winter months 
(Fig. 5). This HAB species was abundant (> 1000 cells.
mL−1) in the mesohaline zone (baseline sites 3 and 4 and 
intensive sites 2 and 3) for most of the study period. A peak 
density of ca. 70 000 cells.mL−1 occurred during an extensive 
bloom at the end of April 2019 at 0.5 m depth of site 1 dur-
ing the baseline study (Fig. 6). This bloom event coincided 
with decreased salinities due to riverine inflow. Dinophy-
ceae, Bacillariophyceae and Mesodinium cf. rubrum also 

occurred in high densities over the study period, with M. 
cf. rubrum co-occurring, whilst Dinophyceae and Bacillari-
ophyceae densities mismatched with Raphidophyceae densi-
ties. The multivariate deviance of dominant phytoplankton 
taxa densities was best explained by season (32.9%) and 
sampling date (24.4%) (Table 2). Individual species univari-
ate models which were nested within the multivariate model 

Fig. 4  Spatial and temporal 
trends in inorganic nutrients 
over the study period in the 
Sundays Estuary (2018–2020). 
Mean with standard deviation 
bars given. Shaded area is from 
the intensive sampling period

Fig. 5  Total cell counts for dominant phytoplankton classes for day 
(grey) and night (white) as well as the total cell counts (black) for all 
the sampling depths during the entire sampling period from 2018 to 
2020 in the Sundays Estuary

◂
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demonstrated that salinity was a significant predictor with a 
negative relationship across taxa apart from M. cf. rubrum. 
Dissolved silica (DSi) was a significant positive predictor of 
M. cf. rubrum and Raphidophyceae densities (8.1 and 13.0% 
D, respectively) (Table 3). Dissolved oxygen had a significant 
positive relationship with Raphidophyceae and Cryptophy-
ceae densities, while a negative relationship was observed 
with Dinophyceae and M. cf. rubrum densities (Table 3). 
Bacillariophyceae, Cryptophyceae and M. cf. rubrum showed 
a marked diel difference in densities, with significantly lower 
densities observed during the night-time (Table 3).

Phytoplankton Biomass

Two definite blooms were sampled during the Intensive  
sampling period (Fig. 6). The upper two intensive sites (2 
and 3) had higher phytoplankton biomass than the site closer 
to the mouth area (Fig. 6). Nine of the 24 monthly baseline 
sampling events had sites that were in a high biomass bloom 
state (> 60 Chl-a µg.L−1). Extensive blooms were found in 
April 2019, with blooms reaching a maximum of 800 Chl-a 
µg.L−1 during the night in the bottom waters at site 1. Diel 
vertical migration (DVM) of phytoplankton was evident with 

Fig. 6  Phytoplankton biomass 
over study period. Mean bio-
mass at study sites (top), max 
biomass over depths at daytime 
(middle) and night-time (bot-
tom). Shaded area is data from 
the intensive study period and 
error bars are standard deviation
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Chl-a peaking at the 0.5-m depth during the daytime, whilst 
night-time Chl-a peaked in the bottom waters (> 1 m).

The predictors that best explained phytoplankton biomass 
were diel state, depth nested within diel state, temperature, 
salinity, dissolved oxygen and the densities of Raphidophy-
ceae and Dinophyceae. Temperature and dissolved oxygen 
had a significant positive relationship, whilst salinity had a 
negative relationship. Phytoplankton biomass tended to be 
greater during the day but also during the night in the bot-
tom waters (> 1 m) (Table 3). The phytoplankton biomass of 
the Sundays Estuary was primarily comprised of the raphi-
dophyte Heterosigma akashiwo and the dinoflagellate Het-
erocapsa rotundata, which are both known as harmful algal 
bloom species (HABs) (Table 3). Phytoplankton biomass 
significantly correlated with changes in dissolved oxygen 
(Table 3), with supersaturated surface- and hypoxic bottom-
water conditions coinciding with high biomass (> 60 Chl-a 
µg.L−1) bloom conditions (Table 1).

Mugil cephalus Abundance

No diel nor sampling site differences in M. cephalus abun-
dances were found. However, seasonal changes in abun-
dances were evident (H3,276 = 11.7, P = 0.008) with high-
est mean (min–max) abundance during fall 2.4 (0–33) and 
lowest in the spring season of 1.0 (0–32) (Fig. 7). This was 
probably due to the increased incidence of bloom conditions 
and not due to the increased sampling frequency (intensive 
study) (Table 4). Instances of high abundance (CPUE > 10) 
of M. cephalus were only found at sites that did not have 
high biomass bloom conditions (< 60 Chl-a µg.L–1) (Fig. 7). 
The zero-inflated negative binomial model (ZINB) found 
that M. cephalus abundances were significantly negative 
related to phytoplankton biomass (test statistic = −2.05) and 
the spring season (−2.67) (Table 4). Despite phytoplankton 
biomass being explained by dissolved oxygen (among other 
predictors), dissolved oxygen minima were not a significant 
(P = 0.07) predictor of M. cephalus abundances (Table 4).

Discussion

The phytoplankton community in the Sundays Estuary was 
dominated by the HAB species, Heterosigma akashiwo. This 
species significantly altered the dissolved oxygen in the estuary 
resulting in frequent supersaturated surface waters and hypoxic 
bottom waters during blooms exceeding 1000 cells.mL−1, con- 
firming findings by (Lemley et al. 2017b, 2018a, b) in the  
same estuary and other South African eutrophic low inflow 
estuaries like the Hartenbos Estuary (Lemley et al. 2021b). 
Lemley et al. (2018a) also found that this species was domi-
nant in the Sundays Estuary during warmer spring/summer 
months in the meso- to polyhaline zone and was limited by 
low temperatures and availability of oxidised nitrogen  (NO3, Ta
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i.e. nitrate) and phosphate  (PO4-P) (Lemley et al. 2018a). The 
findings of this study found that the densities of H. akashiwo 
were negatively related to phosphate and positively related to 
dissolved silica. Inorganic nutrient concentrations were also 
highest at sites further up the estuary, which suggests that they 
are derived from the catchment and that the decline towards 
the mouth is mainly due to the uptake by the phytoplankton 

community and partly due to the dilution by seawater. These 
findings support previous studies (Lemley et al. 2017a, b, 
2018a, 2021a) and support the persistent eutrophic conditions 
found to be characteristic of this estuary.

The abundance of the important mugilid M. cephalus 
was negatively correlated to phytoplankton biomass with no 
catches exceeding 10 individuals recorded at sites that were 

Table 3  Generalised least square (GLS) model output of phytoplankton biomass

Phytoplankton biomass

Predictors Estimates CI Statistic P

(Intercept) 0.37 0.00–0.73 1.98 0.047
Temperature (°C) 0.13 0.11–0.14 21.02 < 0.001
Salinity -0.03 –0.03 to –0.02 –8.36 < 0.001
Dissolved oxygen (mg.L–1) 0.03 0.01–0.04 3.55 < 0.001
Dissolved silica (µmol.L–1) -0.00 –0.00 to 0.00 –1.89 0.060
Raphidophyceae (cells.mL–1) 0.01 0.01– 0.01 17.68 < 0.001
Dinophyceae (cells.mL–1) 0.01 0.01–0.02 10.38 < 0.001
DoN [night] -0.37 –0.50 to –0.23 –5.39 < 0.001
Depth [1] 0.14 0.01–0.28 2.14 0.033
Depth [bottom] 0.15 0.01 – 0.29 2.03 0.043
Depth [surface] -0.20 –0.33 to –0.07 –3.08 0.002
DoN [night] × depth [1] 0.10 –0.09 to 0.29 1.03 0.302
DoN [night] × depth[bottom] 0.43 0.24–0.62 4.45 < 0.001
DoN [night] × depth[surface] 0.20 0.01–0.39 2.08 0.037

Observations 1104
R2 0.517
AIC 2249.260

Fig. 7  The relationship of Mugil 
cephalus abundances and phyto-
plankton biomass (chlorophyll-
a) sampled using a seine net 
between 2018 and 2020 in the 
Sundays Estuary. Zero-inflated 
negative binomial model is the 
fitted line
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in a high biomass bloom state (> 60 Chl-a µg.L−1). Recently, 
an acoustic telemetry study found that M. cephalus actively 
avoided HABs in the Sundays Estuary and spent more time 
free roaming areas adjacent to HAB maxima (Bornman et al. 
2021). Therefore, HABs have a constricting effect on oth-
erwise favourable habitats for M. cephalus which may limit 
feeding opportunities to M. cephalus and other piscivorous 
predators such as fishes (Lichia amia, Argyrosomus japonicus) 
or birds (Haliaeetus vocifer) which are reliant on this important 
fodder fish species (Whitfield et al. 2012; Whitfield 2019).

Furthermore, this study found that phytoplankton bio-
mass and the spring season were negatively related to M. 
cephalus abundances. Juveniles of M. cephalus recruit into 
estuaries on the south-eastern coast of South Africa in the 
winter and spring months (Bok 1979) or specifically into 
the Sundays Estuary in August/September (Beckley 1984), 
just before peak HABs were observed in the current study. 
Therefore, HABs coinciding with the recruitment of juvenile 
M. cephalus (15–40 mm fork length) may impact growth and 
survival through poorer feeding opportunities or increased 
physiological stress (Smit et al. 2021; Bornman et al. 2022). 

Water quality during the current study, specifically dissolved 
oxygen, was related to HAB dynamics with supersaturated 
surface water and bottom water hypoxia occurring during 
peaks of phytoplankton biomass. Despite this, dissolved  
oxygen was not a significant predictor of M. cephalus abun-
dance, which may be due to the adaptability of the species. 
The species is known to have a wide physiological tolerance 
to dissolved oxygen and even display jumping behaviour dur-
ing times of low dissolved oxygen (Hoese 1985; Whitfield 
et al. 2012). A recent in situ cage study found prominent 
histological gill alterations of Mugilidae kept within HABs 
in the Sundays Estuary suggesting that HABs cause great 
physiological stress (Bornman et al. 2022).

Comparing the abundances of M. cephalus to other similar 
estuaries that do not experience HABs are difficult due to the 
myriad of gear types used in historical studies quantifying fish 
abundances in estuaries. Comparing fish abundances before 
HABs became prominent in the Sundays Estuary is also prob-
lematic since nutrient enrichment due to agricultural runoff 
was also first noted in the early 1970s (Forbes and Allanson 
1970); thus, no baseline data is available. However, a recent 

Table 4  Zero-inflated negative binomial model (ZINB) of Mugil cephalus abundances

Mugil cephalus abundance

Predictors Incidence rate ratios CI Statistic P

Count model
  (Intercept) 3.01 0.87–10.35 1.75 0.081
  Temperature (°C) 1.43 0.88–2.33 1.45 0.147
  Dissolved oxygen minima (mg.L–1) 1.38 0.97–1.95 1.80 0.072
  Phytoplankton biomass (Chl-a µg.L–1) 0.73 0.54–0.99 –2.05 0.040
  Season [spring] 0.30 0.12–0.72 –2.67 0.008
  Season [summer] 0.86 0.28–2.68 –0.25 0.800
  Season [winter] 0.81 0.24–2.77 –0.34 0.734
  Baseline × site × diel (day) 1.12 0.78–1.60 0.60 0.546
  Intensive × site × diel (day) 0.87 0.49–1.55 –0.46 0.647
  Baseline × site × diel (night) 1.00 0.62–1.61 –0.02 0.987
  Intensive × site × diel (night) 0.89 0.41–1.89 –0.31 0.755
  (Intercept) 0.38

Zero-inflated model
  (Intercept) 0.84 0.10–6.85 –0.17 0.868
  Site × diel (day) 0.52 0.07–3.67 –0.66 0.509
  Site × diel (night) 0.71 0.13–3.79 –0.40 0.688

Random effects
  σ2 1.92
  τ00Site 0.03
  ICC 0.01
  NSite 7
  Observations 276
  Marginal R2/conditional R2 0.204 / 0.215
  AIC 811.853
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study by Nel (2018) found that the abundances of M. cepha-
lus were similar between neighbouring permanently open 
estuaries. The above study used the same net and sampled 
at six sites, which encompassed the mesohaline zone, along 
each of the estuaries in the spring/summer months (October 
to December) during 2014 and 2015. Therefore, the Sundays 
Estuary still supports a high abundance of M. cephalus. Thus, 
the increases in primary productivity due to eutrophication 
may outweigh the negative impacts of HABs at larger tem-
poral and spatial scales. This is particularly true for mobile 
juvenile fishes (such as M. cephalus), which may move away 
from HAB zones if not favoured. Despite the above, this study 
and others found that M. cephalus avoid high biomass HABs 
(> 60 Chl-a µg.L–1) which cause physiological stress, periodi-
cally reducing favourable habitats to areas adjacent to HAB 
maxima (Bornman et al. 2021, 2022; Smit et al. 2021).

The possible direct and indirect deleterious impacts of 
HABs on estuaries are dependent on a variety of factors, 
including the specific phytoplankton species that are in a 
bloom state, the concentration of the HAB, and the species 
that are exposed to the HAB. However, this study provides 
valuable insight on the impacts of HABs in the Sundays 
Estuary. The high biomass blooms of H. akashiwo and sub-
sequent dissolved oxygen fluctuations as seen in this study 
and other eutrophied low inflow South African Estuaries 
(Lemley et al. 2021b) are rarely encountered elsewhere in 
the world, with hypoxia normally attributed to other HAB 
species (Anderson et al. 2001). There is also no global con-
sensus on the direct impacts of H. akashiwo on fishes, and 
therefore it is likely that the avoidance of fishes to this HAB 
species are related to complex indirect impacts such as food 
availability (Black et al. 1991; Rensel et al. 2010). There-
fore, impacts of HABs such as H akashiwo are likely to vary 
among estuarine ecosystems globally.

Anthropogenic eutrophication and HABs are set to become 
more frequent and severe due to climate change and lead to 
further unsustainable development. Therefore, more research 
that focuses on the impacts of HABs on estuarine fishes is 
needed to limit the potential loss of estuarine ecosystem ser-
vices. This is particularly important in low inflow estuaries 
which are less resilient to anthropogenic changes and are thus 
more susceptible to the formation of HABs since they have 
long flushing times. Therefore, management or mitigation 
strategies with a catchment-wide approach that focuses on 
reducing anthropogenic nutrient enrichment in estuaries are 
recommended to prevent further harm caused by HABs.

Acknowledgements The authors would like to thank those who assisted 
with the field collection of samples and data (Taryn Smit, Bryce Boezio, 
Kyle Hewett, Steven McGregor, Jade Vermeulen, Hendrik du Toit and 
Mfundo Mpinga). Special thanks to Patricia Smailes for phytoplankton 
identification and Lucienne Human and Tarryn Swartbooi for assisting 
with nutrient analysis. Gavin Rishworth is also thanked for advising on 
statistical analyses.

Funding This work was financially supported by the National Research 
Foundation of South Africa through the DSI/NRF Research Chair 
in Shallow Water Ecosystems (UID: 84375) and a Communities of 
Practice grant (GUN: 110612). Species in this study were treated in 
accordance with the Nelson Mandela University animal ethics code 
(A18-SCI-ZOO-003).

References

Able, K.W. 2005. A re-examination of fish estuarine dependence: 
Evidence for connectivity between estuarine and ocean habitats. 
Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 64: 5–17. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. ecss. 2005. 02. 002.

Adams, J.B., S. Taljaard, L. van Niekerk, and D.A. Lemley. 2020. 
Nutrient enrichment as a threat to the ecological resilience and 
health of South African microtidal estuaries. African Journal of 
Aquatic Science 45: 23–40. https:// doi. org/ 10. 2989/ 16085 914. 
2019. 16772 12.

Almeda, R., A.M. Messmer, N. Sampedro, and L.A. Gosselin. 2011. 
Feeding rates and abundance of marine invertebrate planktonic 
larvae under harmful algal bloom conditions off Vancouver  
Island. Harmful Algae 10: 194–206. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j.  
hal. 2010. 09. 007.

Anderson, D.M., P. Andersen, V.M. Bricelj, J.J. Cullen, and J.E.J. 
Rensel. 2001. Monitoring and management strategies for harmful 
algal blooms in coastal waters. Singapore: Asia Pacific Economic 
Program.

Anderson, D.M., E. Fensin, C.J. Gobler, A.E. Hoeglund, K.A. Hubbard, 
D.M. Kulis, J.H. Landsberg, et al. 2021. Marine harmful algal 
blooms (HABs) in the United States: History, current status and 
future trends. Harmful Algae 102: 101975. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
hal. 2021. 101975.

Anderson, T.H., and G.H. Taylor. 2001. Nutrient pulses, plankton 
blooms, and seasonal hypoxia in Western Long Island Sound. 
Estuaries 24: 228–243. https:// doi. org/ 10. 2307/ 13529 47.

Basti, L., K. Nagai, J. Go, S. Okano, T. Oda, Y. Tanaka, and S. Nagai. 
2016. Lethal effects of ichthyotoxic raphidophytes, Chattonella 
marina, C. antiqua, and Heterosigma akashiwo, on post-embryonic 
stages of the Japanese pearl oyster, Pinctada Fucata Martensii. 
Harmful Algae 59: 112–122. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. hal. 2016. 
08. 003.

Bates, S.S., D.G. Beach, L.A. Comeau, N. Haigh, N.I. Lewis, A. Locke, 
J.L. Martin, et al. 2020. Marine harmful algal blooms and phy-
cotoxins of concern to Canada. Moncton: Fisheries and Oceans 
Canada Canadian Technical Report of Fisheries and Aquatic Sci-
ences 3384.

Beck, M.W., K.L. Heck, K.W. Able, D.L. Childers, D.B. Eggleston, 
B.M. Gillanders, B. Halpern, et al. 2001. The identification, con-
servation, and management of estuarine and marine nurseries for 
fish and invertebrates. BioScience 51: 633–641. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1641/ 0006- 3568(2001) 051[0633: TICAMO] 2.0. CO;2.

Beckley, L.E. 1984. The ichthyofauna of the Sundays Estuary, South 
Africa, with particular reference to the juvenile marine compo-
nent. Estuaries 7: 248–258.

Black, E.A., J.N.C. Whyth, J.W. Bagshaw, and N.G. Ginther. 1991. 
The effects of Heterosigma akashiwo on juvenile Oncorhyn-
chus tshawytscha and its implications for fish culture. Journal 
of Applied Ichthyology 7: 168–175. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/j. 
1439- 0426. 1991. tb005 23.x.

Bok, A.H. 1979. The distribution and ecology of two mullet species 
in some fresh water rivers in the Eastern Cape, South Africa. 
The Journal of the Limnological Society of Southern Africa 5: 
97–102.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2005.02.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2005.02.002
https://doi.org/10.2989/16085914.2019.1677212
https://doi.org/10.2989/16085914.2019.1677212
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2010.09.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2010.09.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2021.101975
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2021.101975
https://doi.org/10.2307/1352947
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2016.08.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2016.08.003
https://doi.org/10.1641/0006-3568(2001)051[0633:TICAMO]2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1641/0006-3568(2001)051[0633:TICAMO]2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1439-0426.1991.tb00523.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1439-0426.1991.tb00523.x


1985Estuaries and Coasts (2023) 46:1971–1986 

1 3

Bornman, E., J.B. Adams, and N.A. Strydom. 2022. Algal blooms 
of Heterosigma akashiwo and Mugilidae gill alterations. Estu-
aries and Coasts 45: 1674–1687. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s12237- 021- 01038-6.

Bornman, E., P.D. Cowley, J.B. Adams, and N.A. Strydom. 2021. Day-
time intra-estuary movements and harmful algal bloom avoidance 
by Mugil cephalus (family Mugilidae). Estuarine, Coastal and 
Shelf Science 260: 107492. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ecss. 2021. 
107492.

Clemmesen, C. 1994. The effect of food availability, age or size on the 
RNA/DNA ratio of individually measured herring larvae: Labora-
tory calibration. Marine Biology 118: 377–382.

Cloern, J.E. 2001. Our evolving conceptual model of the coastal 
eutrophication problem. Marine Ecology Progress Series 210: 
223–253.

Coulon, C., and V. Alexander. 1972. A sliding-chamber phytoplankton 
settling technique for making permanent quantitative slides with 
applications in fluorescent microscopy and autoradiography. Lim-
nology and Oceanography 17: 149–152. https:// doi. org/ 10. 4319/ 
lo. 1972. 17.1. 0149.

Coutinho, M.T.P., A.C. Brito, P. Pereira, A.S. Gonçalves, and M.T. 
Moita. 2012. A phytoplankton tool for water quality assessment 
in semi-enclosed coastal lagoons: Open vs closed regimes. Estua-
rine, Coastal and Shelf Science 110: 134–146. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. ecss. 2012. 04. 007.

Dahlgren, C.P., G.T. Kellison, A.J. Adams, B.M. Gillanders, M.S. 
Kendall, C.A. Layman, J.A. Ley, I. Nagelkerken, and J.E. Serafy. 
2006. Marine nurseries and effective juvenile habitats: Concepts 
and applications. Marine Ecology Progress Series 312: 291–295. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 3354/ meps3 12291.

Elliott, M., and A.K. Whitfield. 2011. Challenging paradigms in estua-
rine ecology and management. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Sci-
ence 94: 306–314. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ecss. 2011. 06. 016.

Emmerson, W.D. 1989. The nutrient status of the Sundays River Estu-
ary South Africa. Water Research 23: 1059–1067.

Eppley, R.W. 1972. Temperature and phytoplankton growth in the sea. 
Fishery Bulletin 70: 1063–1085.

Forbes, A.T., and B.R. Allanson. 1970. Ecology of the Sundays River 
Part I. Water Chemistry. Hydrobiologia 36: 479–488.

Fredrickson, K.A., S.L. Strom, R. Crim, and K.J. Coyne. 2011. Inter-
strain variability in physiology and genetics of Heterosigma 
Akashiwo (Raphidophyceae) from the west coast of North Amer-
ica. Journal of Phycology 47: 25–35. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/j. 
1529- 8817. 2010. 00942.x.

Gibson, R.N. 1994. Impact of habitat quality and quantity on the recruit-
ment of juvenile flatfishes, Netherlands. Journal of Sea Research 
32: 191–206. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ 0077- 7579(94) 90040-X.

Gómez, P.I., I. Inostroza, P. Castro-Varela, J. Silva, A. Clément, G. 
Rojas, and A. Aguilera Belmonte. 2022. Comparison of a Chilean 
strain of the ichthyotoxic phytoflagellate Heterosigma akashiwo 
(Raphidophyceae) with strains from France, Spain and New Zea-
land. Phycologia 61: 7–15. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 00318 884. 
2021. 19916 85.

Griffith, A.W., and C.J. Gobler. 2020. Harmful algal blooms: A climate 
change co-stressor in marine and freshwater ecosystems. Harm-
ful Algae 91: 101590. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. hal. 2019. 03. 008.

Hara, Y., and M. Chihara. 1987. Morphology, ultrastructure and tax-
onomy of the raphidophycean alga Heterosigma akashiwo. The 
Botanical Magazine 100: 151–163.

Heisler, J., P.M. Glibert, J.M. Burkholder, D.M. Anderson, W. Cochlan, 
W.C. Dennison, Q. Dortch, et al. 2008. Eutrophication and harm-
ful algal blooms : A scientific consensus. Harmful Algae 8: 3–13. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. hal. 2008. 08. 006.

Higashi, A., S. Nagai, P.S. Salomon, and S. Ueki. 2017. A 
unique, highly variable mitochondrial gene with coding 

capacity of Heterosigma akashiwo, class Raphidophyceae. Jour-
nal of Applied Phycology 29: 2961–2969. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s10811- 017- 1142-2.

Hilmer, T., and G.C. Bate. 1990. Covariance analysis of chlorophyll 
distribution in the Sundays River Estuary, Eastern Cape. Southern 
African Journal of Aquatic Sciences 16: 37–59. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1080/ 10183 469. 1990. 10557 366.

Hoese, D.H. 1985. Jumping mullet-the internal diving bell hypothesis. 
Environmental Biology of Fishes 13: 309–314.

Kotsedi, D., J.B. Adams, and G.C. Snow. 2012. The response of micro-
algal biomass and community composition to environmental fac-
tors in the Sundays Estuary. Water SA 38: 177–190. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 4314/ wsa. v38i2.3.

Lemley, D.A., J.B. Adams, and G.C. Bate. 2016. A review of microalgae 
as indicators in South African estuaries. South African Journal 
of Botany 107: 12–20. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. sajb. 2016. 04. 008.

Lemley, D.A., J.B. Adams, and G.M. Rishworth. 2018a. Unwinding 
a tangled web: A fine-scale approach towards understanding the 
drivers of harmful algal bloom species in a eutrophic South Afri-
can estuary. Estuaries and Coasts 41: 1356–1369. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1007/ s12237- 018- 0380-0.

Lemley, D.A., J.B. Adams, G.M. Rishworth, and D.A. Purdie. 2020. 
Harmful algal blooms of Heterosigma akashiwo and environ-
mental features regulate Mesodinium cf.&nbsp;rubrum abun-
dance in eutrophic conditions. Harmful Algae 100: 101943. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. hal. 2020. 101943.

Lemley, D.A., J.B. Adams, and J.L. Largier. 2021a. Harmful algal 
blooms as a sink for inorganic nutrients in a eutrophic estuary. 
Marine Ecology Progress Series 663: 63–76. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 3354/ meps1 3655.

Lemley, D.A., J.B. Adams, and N.A. Strydom. 2017a. Testing the 
efficacy of an estuarine eutrophic condition index: Does it 
account for shifts in flow conditions? Ecological Indicators 74: 
357–370. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ecoli nd. 2016. 11. 034.

Lemley, D.A., J.B. Adams, and N.A. Strydom. 2018b. Triggers of 
phytoplankton bloom dynamics in permanently eutrophic waters 
of a South African estuary. African Journal of Aquatic Science 
43: 229–240. https:// doi. org/ 10. 2989/ 16085 914. 2018. 14787 94.

Lemley, D.A., J.B. Adams, and S. Taljaard. 2017b. Comparative 
assessment of two agriculturally-influenced estuaries: Similar 
pressure, different response. Marine Pollution Bulletin 117: 
136–147. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. marpo lbul. 2017. 01. 059.

Lemley, D.A., S.J. Lamberth, W. Manuel, M. Nunes, G.M. Rishworth, 
L. van Niekerk, and J.B. Adams. 2021b. Effective management 
of closed hypereutrophic estuaries requires catchment-scale 
interventions. Frontiers in Marine Science 8: 1–17. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 3389/ fmars. 2021. 688933.

MacKay, H., and E. Schumann. 1991. Tidal and long-period water-
level variations in the Sundays River estuary, South Africa. 
South African Journal of Science 87: 597–600.

Martínez, R., E Orive, A. Laza-Martínez, and S. Seoane. 2010. 
Growth response of six strains ofHeterosigma akashiwo to 
varyingtemperature, salinity and irradianceconditions. Journal 
of Plankton Research 32: 529–538.

Morrell, B.K., and C.J. Gobler. 2020. Negative effects of diur-
nal changes in acidification and hypoxia on early-life stage 
estuarine fishes. Diversity 12: 1–27. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ 
d1201 0025.

Nel, L. 2018. Habitat use of important juvenile fish species in tem-
perate estuarine nursery areas with notes on feeding ecology 
and historical shifts to assist with conservation planning. South 
Africa: Nelson Mandela University.

Nixon, S.W. 1995. Coastal marine eutrophication: A definition, social 
causes, and future concerns. Ophelia. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 
00785 236. 1995. 10422 044.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s12237-021-01038-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12237-021-01038-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2021.107492
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2021.107492
https://doi.org/10.4319/lo.1972.17.1.0149
https://doi.org/10.4319/lo.1972.17.1.0149
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2012.04.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2012.04.007
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps312291
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2011.06.016
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1529-8817.2010.00942.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1529-8817.2010.00942.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/0077-7579(94)90040-X
https://doi.org/10.1080/00318884.2021.1991685
https://doi.org/10.1080/00318884.2021.1991685
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2019.03.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2008.08.006
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10811-017-1142-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10811-017-1142-2
https://doi.org/10.1080/10183469.1990.10557366
https://doi.org/10.1080/10183469.1990.10557366
https://doi.org/10.4314/wsa.v38i2.3
https://doi.org/10.4314/wsa.v38i2.3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sajb.2016.04.008
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12237-018-0380-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12237-018-0380-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2020.101943
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps13655
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps13655
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2016.11.034
https://doi.org/10.2989/16085914.2018.1478794
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2017.01.059
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2021.688933
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2021.688933
https://doi.org/10.3390/d12010025
https://doi.org/10.3390/d12010025
https://doi.org/10.1080/00785236.1995.10422044
https://doi.org/10.1080/00785236.1995.10422044


1986 Estuaries and Coasts (2023) 46:1971–1986

1 3

Nusch, E. 1980. Comparison of different methods for chlorophyll and 
phaeopigment determination. Archiv für Hydrobiologie. Beiheft 
Ergebnise Der Limnologie 14: 14–36.

Potter, I.C., J.R. Tweedley, M. Elliott, and A.K. Whitfield. 2015. The 
ways in which fish use estuaries: A refinement and expansion of 
the guild approach. Fish and Fisheries 16: 230–239. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1111/ faf. 12050.

Rensel, J.E., N. Haigh, and T.J. Tynan. 2010. Fraser river sockeye 
salmon marine survival decline and harmful blooms of Heter-
osigma akashiwo. Harmful Algae 10: 98–115. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. hal. 2010. 07. 005.

Seoane, S., H. Kiwamu, and U. Shoko. 2017. Chloroplast genome 
sequences of seven strains of the bloom-forming raphidophyte 
Heterosigma akashiwo. Genome Announcements 5: 17–18. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1128/ genom eA. 01030- 17.

Singh, V. 2018. Growth and toxicity of geographically-distinctisolates 
of the fish-killing phytoflagellate, Heterosigma akashiwo. The 
University of Western Ontario.

Smit, T., D.A. Lemley, J.B. Adams, and N.A. Strydom. 2021. Prelimi-
nary insights on the fine-scale responses in larval Gilchristella 
aestuaria (Family Clupeidae) and dominant zooplankton to estua-
rine harmful algal blooms. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 
249: 107072. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ecss. 2020. 107072.

Snow, G.C., J.B. Adams, and G.C. Bate. 2000. Effect of river flow on 
estuarine microalgal biomass and distribution. Estuarine, Coastal 
and Shelf Science 51: 255–266. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1006/ ecss. 2000. 
0638.

Strydom, N.A. 2015. Patterns in larval fish diversity, abundance, and 
distribution in temperate South African estuaries. Estuaries and 
Coasts 38: 268–284. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s12237- 014- 9801-x.

Taylor, F.J.R., and R. Haigh. 1993. The ecology of fish-killing blooms 
of the chloromonad flagellate Heterosigma in the Strait of Georgia 
and adjacent waters. In Toxic Phytoplankton Blooms in the Sea, 
705–710. Elsevier.

Twiner, M.J., S.J. Dixon, and C.G. Trick. 2001. Toxic effects of Het-
erosigma akashiwo do not appear to be mediated by hydrogen 
peroxide. Limnology and Oceanography 46: 1400–1405.

Van Niekerk, L., J.B. Adams, S.J. Lamberth, S. Taljaard, C.F. MacKay, 
S. Bachoo, O. Parak, G. Murison, and S.P. Weerts. 2019. Estua-
rine Realm. In South African National Biodiversity Assessment 
2018: technical report, vol. 3, ed. L. Van Niekerk, J.B. Adams, 
S.J. Lamberth, C.F. MacKay, S. Taljaard, J.K. Turpie, S.P. Weerts, 
and D.C. Raimondo, 76–135. Pretoria: South African National 
Biodiversity Institute.

Vasconcelos, R.P., P. Reis-Santos, M.J. Costa, and H.N. Cabral. 2011. 
Connectivity between estuaries and marine environment: Inte- 

grating metrics to assess estuarine nursery function. Ecological 
Indicators 11: 1123–1133. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ecoli nd. 2010. 
12. 012.

Wallace, R.B., and C.J. Gobler. 2021. The role of algal blooms and 
community respiration in controlling the temporal and spatial 
dynamics of hypoxia and acidification in eutrophic estuaries. 
Marine Pollution Bulletin 172: 112908. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
marpo lbul. 2021. 112908.

Wang, L., T. Yan, and M. Zhou. 2006. Impacts of HAB species Heter-
osigma akashiwo on early development of the scallop Argopecten 
irradians Lamarck. Aquaculture 255: 374–383. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. aquac ulture. 2005. 11. 057.

Wang, Y., U. Naumann, S.T. Wright, and D.I. Warton. 2012. Mvabund- an 
R package for model-based analysis of multivariate abundance data. 
Methods in Ecology and Evolution 3: 471–474. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1111/j. 2041- 210X. 2012. 00190.x.

Whitfield, A.K. 2019. Fishes of Southern African Estuaries: from spe-
cies to systems. Smithiana. Grahamstown: South African Institute 
for Aquatic Biodiversity Edited by Alan K. Whitfield.

Whitfield, A.K., J. Panfili, and J.D. Durand. 2012. A global review of 
the cosmopolitan flathead mullet Mugil cephalus Linnaeus 1758 
(Teleostei: Mugilidae), with emphasis on the biology, genetics, 
ecology and fisheries aspects of this apparent species complex. 
Reviews in Fish Biology and Fisheries 22: 641–681. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1007/ s11160- 012- 9263-9.

Yamasaki, Y., T. Shikata, A. Nukata, S. Ichiki, S. Nagasoe, T. Matsubara,  
Y. Shimasaki, et  al. 2009. Extracellular polysaccharide-protein  
complexes of a harmful alga mediate the allelopathic control it  
exerts within the phytoplankton community. International Soci- 
ety for Microbial Ecology Journal 3: 808–817. https:// doi. org/ 10.  
1038/ ismej. 2009. 24.

Yu, J., G. Yang, and J. Tian. 2010. The effects of the harmful alga 
Heterosigma akashiwo on cultures of Schmackeria inopinus 
(Copepoda, Calanoida). Journal of Sea Research 64: 287–294. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. seares. 2010. 04. 002.

Zuur, A.F., E.N. Ieno, N.J. Walker, A.A. Saveliev, and G.M. Smith. 
2009. Mixed effects modelling for nested data. In Mixed effects 
models and extensions in ecology with R, 101–142. New York, 
NY: Springer. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 978-0- 387- 87458-6_5.

Springer Nature or its licensor holds exclusive rights to this article under 
a publishing agreement with the author(s) or other rightsholder(s); 
author self-archiving of the accepted manuscript version of this article 
is solely governed by the terms of such publishing agreement and 
applicable law.

https://doi.org/10.1111/faf.12050
https://doi.org/10.1111/faf.12050
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2010.07.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2010.07.005
https://doi.org/10.1128/genomeA.01030-17
https://doi.org/10.1128/genomeA.01030-17
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2020.107072
https://doi.org/10.1006/ecss.2000.0638
https://doi.org/10.1006/ecss.2000.0638
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12237-014-9801-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2010.12.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2010.12.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2021.112908
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2021.112908
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2005.11.057
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2005.11.057
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2041-210X.2012.00190.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2041-210X.2012.00190.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11160-012-9263-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11160-012-9263-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2009.24
https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2009.24
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.seares.2010.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-0-387-87458-6_5

	Harmful Algal Blooms Negatively Impact Mugil cephalus Abundance in a Temperate Eutrophic Estuary
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Study Site
	Study Design
	Field Sampling
	Flow Data
	Data Analysis

	Results
	Freshwater Inflow
	Physico-Chemical Variability
	Nutrients
	Phytoplankton Community
	Phytoplankton Biomass
	Mugil cephalus Abundance

	Discussion
	Acknowledgements 
	References


