
 

 

Invasive Round Goby (Neogobius melanostomus) impacts on native 

fishes in tributaries of the Great Lakes 

 

by 

Keith McAllister 

 

 

 

 

A thesis  

presented to the University of Waterloo 

 in fulfillment of the  

thesis requirement for the degree of  

Master of Science  

in  

Biology 

 

 

 

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada, 2022 

© Keith McAllister 2022 



 
 
 

ii 

Author’s Declaration 
 

This thesis consists of material all of which I authored or co-authored: see Statement of 

Contributions included in the thesis. This is a true copy of the thesis, including any 

required final revisions, as accepted by my examiners. 

 

I understand that my thesis may be made electronically available to the public. 



 
 
 

iii 

Statement of Contributions 

Chapter 2: Round Goby (Neogobius melanostomus) impacts on benthic fish 

communities in two tributaries of the Great Lakes 

Keith McAllister, D. Andrew R. Drake, Michael Power 

 Sampling was performed by Fisheries and Oceans Canada and the data 

obtained from sampling were provided. KM completed data analyses and wrote the 

paper. Each author contributed to the idea for the study and provided editorial 

comments. Funding was provided through MP and DARD. This chapter was published 

as: 

McAllister, K., Drake, D.A.R., and Power, M. (2022) Round Goby (Neogobius 

melanostomus) impacts on benthic fish communities in two tributaries of the Great 

Lakes. Biological Invasions. 24: 2885-2903. 

 

Chapter 3: Ecological resource use and overlap of invasive Round Goby (Neogobius 

melanostomus) and native fishes in a Lake Erie tributary  

Keith McAllister, D. Andrew R. Drake, Michael Power 

Sampling was performed by Fisheries and Oceans Canada and the data obtained from 

sampling were provided. KM completed data analysis and wrote the paper. MP 

contributed to data analysis. Each author contributed ideas for the study and funding 

was provided through MP and DARD. 

 

 

 



 
 
 

iv 

Abstract 

Many invasive species have established in the Laurentian Great Lakes basin and 

have caused substantial impacts to native species and the lacustrine ecosystems within 

the basin. The establishment of Round Goby (Neogobius melamostomus) in the Great 

Lakes and its subsequent effects on native species have been well documented. 

However, after its secondary invasion into tributaries of the Great Lakes, there is limited 

study of how Round Goby has affected the native fishes within these ecosystems. 

Therefore, the overall objective of this research was to increase understanding of how 

Round Goby has affected the relative abundance, diversity, and resource use of native 

fishes in tributary ecosystems of the Great Lakes. 

The catch per unit area (CPUA) of Round Goby in both the Ausable River (a 

tributary of Lake Huron) and Big Otter Creek (a tributary of Lake Erie) was highest in the 

downstream reaches located closest to lake habitats, but CPUA rapidly decreased 

upstream from each lake and approached zero after 18 and 14 river km upstream in the 

Ausable River and Big Otter Creek, respectively. A negative relationship between the 

CPUA of Round Goby and several darter species was detected along the tributaries, 

with moderately negative association between Round Goby and Rainbow Darter 

(Etheostoma caeruleum) in the Ausable River and Johnny Darter (Etheostoma nigrum) 

and overall Percidae species in Big Otter Creek. The negative relationship between the 

CPUA of Round Goby and these darter species was found over greater spatial scales 

than reported in previous studies of Round Goby in Great Lakes tributaries and 

highlights how impacts from Round Goby likely vary both temporally and spatially. 
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To better understand resource use by Round Goby, stable isotope values of 

Round Goby in Big Otter Creek were compared to values of Round Goby from around 

the Great Lakes. Round Goby displayed high niche plasticity across the Great Lakes 

basin, but were generally more depleted in δ13C in Big Otter Creek than in Great Lakes 

populations. Additionally, the resource use of benthic and benthopelagic fishes was 

compared between sites where Round Goby was present and absent in Big Otter Creek 

to determine whether Round Goby may have altered trophic relationships. 

Benthopelagic species appeared to shift their resource use in the presence of Round 

Goby, whereas significant resource overlap was evident between benthic species 

(including Blackside Darter (Percina maculata) and White Sucker (Catostomus 

commersonii)) and Round Goby. The effects of niche compression on benthic species 

were reflected by reduced mean fish condition, which benthopelagic species appeared 

to have avoided due to the larger isotopic niche shift away from that of Round Goby. 

Round Goby was also associated with reduced relative abundance of native fishes, 

suggesting a resource-based competitive effect. Collectively, results show that Round 

Goby has affected the ecological resource use of native fish communities in a Great 

Lakes tributary and that benthic species (and those unable to shift their resource use) 

are likely most susceptible to competition pressure from Round Goby. 
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Chapter 1: General Introduction 

 
1.1 Impacts of Invasive Species  

Invasive species cause significant, measurable changes to the ecosystems they 

invade (Vitousek et al. 1996; Ricciardi et al. 2013). As populations of non-native species 

grow within an ecosystem, impacts may initially accumulate but can thereafter decline 

over longer time scales (Strayer et al. 2006). Inter- or intra-specific regulation (e.g., 

adaptation by predators, abiotic constraints on population growth, other alterations to 

the community) may eventually weaken the effects of non-native species on native 

communities (Strayer et al. 2006). However, aquatic ecosystems already experiencing 

disturbance (e.g., habitat loss and fragmentation, hydrologic alteration, climate change, 

overexploitation, and pollution) may be more susceptible to the impacts that accompany 

non-native species (Pimm and Hyman 1987; Baltz and Moyle 1993; Dextrase and 

Mandrak 2006; Olden et al. 2010). Thus, the effects of invasive species vary and are 

expected to depend on the state of the invaded ecosystem. 

Trophic alterations (i.e., those caused by competitive exclusion or disruptions in 

resource partitioning leading to shifts in resource use by native species) are the most 

commonly reported consequence of species invasions (Dextrase and Mandrak 2006). 

Several theories have been suggested to account for how invasive species alter trophic 

dynamics within invaded ecosystems. In ecosystems where resources are not 

completely used, invasive species may fill empty dietary niches with their occupancy 

facilitating establishment by limiting competition between them and other native species 

(Shea and Chesson 2002; Jackson et al. 2013; Tran et al. 2015). In cases where 

interspecific competition is present, species can become more specialized, leading to 
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strong resource partitioning (i.e., niche divergence) (van Valen 1965). For example, the 

introduction of Smallmouth Bass (Micropterus dolomieui) in two Ontario lakes led to 

alterations in the trophic linkages of native prey fishes and Lake Trout (Salvelinus 

namaycush) (Vander Zanden et al. 1999; Cucherousset and Olden 2011). Lake Trout 

were forced to shift their dietary niche toward planktivory specialization due to the high 

consumption levels of native littoral prey fish by Smallmouth Bass (Vander Zanden et al. 

1999). Conversely, an increase in resource competition in an ecosystem where prey 

resources are limited may lead to weakened niche partitioning (i.e., niche convergence) 

(Svanbäck & Bolnick 2007). For example, resource partitioning between Alewife (Alosa 

pseudoharengus), Rainbow Smelt (Osmerus mordax), and Slimy Sculpin (Cottus 

cognatus) weakened over time due to food-web alterations by dreissenids in Lake 

Ontario, resulting in niche convergence (Paterson et al. 2014). 

 
1.2  Round Goby 

The Round Goby (Neogobius melanostomus) originated from the Ponto-Caspian 

region in Europe but was likely transported to North America via the ballast water of 

commercial ships. After its first detection in 1990 in the St. Clair River (Jude et al. 1992), 

it spread to all five of the Laurentian Great Lakes within five years (Corkum et al. 2004), 

reached high abundances, and affected local native fish (Lauer et al. 2004; Kornis et al. 

2012) and invertebrate communities (Lederer et al. 2008). Specifically, the 

establishment of Round Goby has led to the decline of Mottled Sculpin (Cottus bairdii), 

Logperch (Percina caprodes), Johnny Darter (Etheostoma nigrum), Rainbow Darter 

(Etheostoma caeruleum), and Tessellated Darter (Etheostoma olmstedi) populations 

(French and Jude 2001; Lauer et al. 2004; Balshine et al. 2005; Krakowiak and Pennuto 
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2008; Bergstrom and Mensinger 2009; Morissette et al. 2018). The traits thought to 

have driven its success include tolerance to a wide range of environmental conditions, a 

broad dietary niche, aggressive behaviour, repeated spawning, male parental care 

(which facilitates recruitment success), and a large body size relative to other benthic 

fish species (Charlebois et al. 1997). Concern regarding the proliferation of Round Goby 

also exists due to their ability to transfer contaminants through the food web (Charlebois 

et al. 1997) and the potential for further dispersal (Corkum et al. 2004). Thus, it has 

been suspected that expansion of Round Goby into connected waterways would further 

contribute to their overall ecological and economic consequences (Ricciardi and 

MacIssac 2000). 

The initial invasion of the Great Lakes by Round Goby was followed by a 

secondary invasion that saw Round Goby move upstream into Great Lakes tributaries 

as a result of natural dispersal (Bronnenhuber et al. 2011) and human-mediated 

transport via angler bait buckets (Janssen and Jude 2001; Carman et al. 2006; Drake 

and Mandrak 2014). Tributaries to the Great Lakes contain a high diversity of fish 

species (Staton and Mandrak 2005), including several species protected under 

conservation legislation (e.g., Eastern Sand Darter (Ammocrypta pellucida) and 

Northern Madtom (Noturus stigmosus)), and so the establishment of Round Goby has 

generated concern over how it might affect native fish communities. Due to similar diet 

and habitat preferences, it was thought that Round Goby would outcompete small 

native benthic fishes, specifically darters (Percidae spp.) (Jude et al. 1992; Poos et al. 

2010). In support of that claim, a study in the Sydenham River found diet overlap 

between Round Goby and numerous darter species, including: Greenside Darter 
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(Etheostoma blennioides), Johnny Darter (Etheostoma nigrum), Blackside Darter 

(Percina maculate), and the Threatened Eastern Sand Darter (Firth et al. 2020).  

Despite the finding of significant dietary overlap, and therefore probable 

competition between Round Goby and several native fishes (e.g., Firth et al. 2020), the 

overall effects of Round Goby on the fish communities in Great Lakes tributaries appear 

to have been variable. For example, a 10.8-fold increase in Round Goby abundance in 

23 Lake Michigan tributaries had no apparent effect on the abundance of five native 

benthic fish species over a four-year period (Kornis et al. 2013). Additionally, Blackside 

Darter had similar densities at riverine sites regardless of whether Round Goby was 

present or absent within two Lake Michigan tributaries (Malone 2016). However, both 

Kornis et al. (2013) and Malone (2016) suggested the limited impacts observed on 

benthic fish abundance may have been due to the recency of invasion within the chosen 

study locations. Conversely, another study found Round Goby to be associated with 

declines in darter abundance. In New York tributaries of Lake Erie, Rainbow Darter 

(Etheostoma caeruleum) and Johnny Darter (Etheostoma nigrum) were not detected in 

any sampled streams recently invaded by Round Goby despite the darter species 

having been historically present in the streams (Krakowiak and Pennuto 2008). While 

these prior studies have provided important information for understanding the initial 

impacts of Round Goby in Great Lakes tributaries, their limited spatial breadth (< 20 km 

upstream from the Great Lakes where Round Goby is known to occur at high densities) 

limits their ability to describe the potential extent of invasion impacts.  

Studies of Round Goby invasions in Europe have evaluated impacts across large 

spatial scales (up to 250 km) of riverine habitat and found that Round Goby populations 
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vary across temporal and longitudinal gradients. For example, the distribution and 

abundance of Round Goby populations varied across years and locations along the 

Danube River (Cerwenka et al. 2018) due to their ability to rapidly disperse (up to 17 

river km/year) (Brandner et al. 2013). At the invasion front, Round Goby populations 

also displayed female-biased sex ratios, with adults having greater body condition, and 

juveniles being less prevalent than in established populations (Brandner et al. 2018). 

Collectively, these findings emphasize the need to study Round Goby impacts in North 

American tributaries at broader spatial scales.  

 
1.3  Stable Isotope Analyses 

Stable isotope analyses (SIA), particularly carbon and nitrogen, are useful for 

inferring the effects of invasive species on aquatic food webs with respect to shifts in 

resource use and diet overlap (Vander Zanden et al. 1999; Britton et al. 2010; 

Cucherousset et al. 2012; Paterson et al. 2014; Coulter et al. 2019). Overlap in isotopic 

signatures among species can indicate the use of shared resources and provides the 

ability to make inferences regarding competition and resource partitioning (Post 2002; 

Jackson et al. 2012). Diet overlap between Round Goby and native fishes in the 

Sydenham River has been detected using gut content analysis (Firth et al. 2020), but 

because gut content analysis reflects more recent diets, they have misrepresented the 

longer-term impacts of Round Goby on the use of ecosystem resources in the Great 

Lakes in past studies (Barton et al. 2005; Brush et al. 2012). In contrast, SIA represent 

diets as assimilated over longer periods of time (weeks to months), thereby providing a 

greater understanding of long-term resource use by Round Goby relative to native 

fishes (Grey 2006; Rybczynski et al. 2008). Although SIA has been widely used to 
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determine the resource use of Round Goby in the Great Lakes (Barton et al. 2005; 

Pettitt-Wade et al. 2015; McCallum et al. 2017; Mumby et al. 2018; Miano et al. 2021), 

resource use relationships between Round Goby and native fishes in Great Lakes 

tributaries have not been similarly evaluated with SIA.  

 
1.4  Objectives 

  Due to the limited understanding of how Round Goby may affect native fish 

species in the tributary ecosystems of the Great Lakes, the following research 

objectives were addressed: 

  Chapter 2 determined how Round Goby may have affected the relative 

abundance of native fishes (specifically Percidae species) in Great Lakes tributaries 

(Ausable River and Big Otter Creek) using spatial analyses, linear regression, and co-

occurrence relationships. The impact of Round Goby on overall fish communities within 

these streams was also assessed using diversity indices (species diversity, evenness, 

overlap), species accumulation curves, and local richness estimators. Findings were 

compared to other studies of Round Goby in Great Lakes tributaries and other riverine 

ecosystems in Europe (Danube River and River Rhine).  

 Chapter 3 used stable isotope analyses to identify ecological resource use by 

Round Goby in Big Otter Creek, compare its resource use to other Round Goby 

populations in the Great Lakes, and evaluate how the isotopic niche, relative 

abundance, and condition of native fishes in Big Otter Creek may have been altered by 

the presence of Round Goby.  

 The overall objective of this thesis was to better understand how Round Goby 

has affected native fishes within Great Lakes tributaries. While past studies have 
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evaluated the impacts of Round Goby in tributaries, this study aimed to increase the 

within-stream spatial scales over which impacts were evaluated and to use SIA to 

determine the resource use of Round Goby relative to native fishes to infer whether 

competition might be occurring between Round Goby and native species. 
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Chapter 2: Round Goby (Neogobius melanostomus) impacts on benthic fish 
communities in two tributaries of the Great Lakes 

 

2.1 Introduction 

Aquatic invasive species (AIS) can drastically affect the ecosystems they invade 

with many AIS having led to significant declines in native fishes (Chick et al. 2020; 

Cucherousset and Olden, 2011; Fetterolf Jr., 1980; Hermoso et al. 2011; Ogutu-

Ohwayo, 1990). Generally, ecological impacts increase as the density of the invader 

increases, with impacts to native species occurring through a variety of ecological 

mechanisms that include competition, predation, behavioural effects, and food web 

changes (Bradley et al. 2019; Gallardo et al. 2016). At high invader densities, increased 

intraspecific interactions may lead to diminished ecological impacts, as has been 

experimentally demonstrated for invasive Round Goby (Neogobius melanostomus) 

(Kornis et al. 2014). AIS are often more aggressive and grow larger than native species, 

which may prevent native species from accessing optimal habitat and dietary resources 

as a result of interference competition (Persson, 1985; Pimm et al. 1985; St-Pierre et al. 

2006; Volpe et al. 2001). Exploitative competition for food resources may also 

simultaneously occur between trophically similar invasive and native species, resulting 

in lower growth in native species compared to allopatric conspecifics (Seiler and Keeley, 

2009). Abundance declines in numerous native fish species have been linked to 

competitive interactions with AIS that have negatively affected population vital rates 

(e.g., growth and fecundity) (Cucherousset and Olden, 2011). AIS may also alter food 

web structure, often by increasing food chain length or modifying basal trophic levels 

(Cucherousset et al. 2012). 
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The Round Goby is native to the Ponto-Caspian region, but was transported to 

North America in the ballast water of commercial ships. It was first detected in the St. 

Clair River in 1990 (Jude et al. 1992) and subsequently spread to all five Great Lakes 

within five years (Corkum et al. 2004). Round Goby quickly attained high abundance in 

nearshore lake habitats and its occurrence has been linked to reduced abundance of 

several benthic fishes in the Great Lakes basin, including Mottled Sculpin (Cottus 

bairdii), Logperch (Percina caprodes), Johnny Darter (Etheostoma nigrum), Rainbow 

Darter (Etheostoma caeruleum), and Tessellated Darter (Etheostoma olmstedi) 

(Balshine et al. 2005; Bergstrom and Mensinger, 2009; French and Jude, 2001; 

Krakowiak and Pennuto, 2008; Lauer et al. 2004; Morissette et al. 2018).  

The initial establishment of Round Goby in the Great Lakes was followed by 

secondary expansion into numerous Great Lakes tributaries (e.g., Ontario: Big Otter 

Creek in 2002, Trent River in 2003, Thames River in 2003, Grand River in 2005, 

Ausable River in 2007) (Poos et al. 2010; Raab et al. 2018; Raby 2010). Round Goby 

impacts on the native fish communities in North American rivers have varied despite the 

expectation that Round Goby would outcompete small native benthic fishes such as 

darters and other Percidae species (Jude et al. 1992; Poos et al. 2010). For example, 

Rainbow Darter and Johnny Darter were not detected in any of the sampled streams 

within studied New York state tributaries of Lake Erie after Round Goby establishment 

despite the historical presence of the darter species (Krakowiak and Pennuto, 2008). 

Conversely, an approximately 11-fold increase in Round Goby in numerous Lake 

Michigan tributaries had no detectable negative effects on the abundance of several 

native benthic species, including: Johnny Darter, Blackside Darter (Percina maculata), 
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and Fantail Darter (Etheostoma flabellare) over a four-year study period, although the 

result may have been linked to the recency of the Round Goby invasion at the selected 

study sites (Kornis et al. 2013). Similarly, Round Goby had no apparent effect on 

Blackside Darter abundance in two Lake Michigan tributaries (Silver Creek and Pigeon 

River), which was also attributed to the recency of invasion (Malone, 2016). Thus, 

Round Goby impacts appear to be context-dependent and may vary widely depending 

on ecosystem factors, including native community composition, food web dynamics, 

time since invasion, and Round Goby density. 

The few studies that have examined Round Goby impacts in North American 

rivers have been limited with respect to their spatial breadth as studied sites have 

typically been located near invaded lacustrine environments, e.g., < 20 km (Kornis et al. 

2013; Krakowiak and Pennuto, 2008; Malone, 2016). Conversely, several European 

studies have investigated Round Goby impacts in riverine environments at greater 

spatial scales (up to 250 km) and have observed differences in Round Goby impacts 

when compared to North American studies. In European rivers, Round Goby impacts 

vary spatially across longitudinal river gradients (Borcherding et al. 2011; Brandner et 

al. 2018; Cerwenka et al. 2018). For example, Round Goby has become the dominant 

fish species in terms of relative abundance in the upper Danube River (Cerwenka et al. 

2018) and directly contributed to the declines of many specialized native species 

(Mueller et al. 2018). When comparing along the invasion gradient in the upper Danube, 

Round Goby populations located near the invasion front are composed of more 

females, larger and better-conditioned adults, and have a lower proportion of juveniles 

than in areas where Round Goby has been established for longer time periods 
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(Brandner et al. 2018). Given these differences, it is important to further examine the 

variation in Round Goby impacts on fish communities in North American lotic 

environments at greater longitudinal scales. 

In the Great Lakes basin, numerous Percidae species are facing population 

declines due to anthropogenic threats (e.g., pollution, excess nutrients, sedimentation, 

impoundment effects) and many are protected under Canadian federal and provincial 

conservation legislation (e.g., Eastern Sand Darter (Ammocrypta pellucida), River 

Darter (Percina shumardi), Channel Darter (Percina copelandi)) (Pratt et al. 2016). 

Round Goby expansion and establishment in the tributaries of the Great Lakes, 

therefore, is believed to pose further threats to these and other darter species due to 

probable competition for similar dietary and habitat resources, and via egg predation by 

Round Goby (French and Jude 2001; Raab et al. 2018). For example, Percidae species 

have displayed increased specialized feeding on Chironomidae in tributaries also 

occupied by Round Goby (Firth et al. 2020), likely because Round Goby deplete 

Ephemeroptera, Plecoptera, and Trichoptera (EPT) and other grazers and shredders 

that would otherwise constitute important food resources for native fish species 

(Krakowiak and Pennuto 2008; Pennuto et al. 2018). There is also evidence of Round 

Goby displacing darters to different microhabitats (Abbett et al. 2013; Reid 2019), with 

experimental studies indicating that Round Goby can outcompete Logperch for their 

preferred habitat (Balshine et al. 2005; Leino and Mensinger 2017). Collectively, 

previous studies have provided sound evidence that darter species are the most likely 

fishes to be impacted by the establishment of Round Goby in tributaries of the Great 

Lakes (Raab et al. 2018; Firth et al. 2020). 



 
 
 

12 

Past studies investigating Round Goby in small tributaries flowing directly into the 

Great Lakes have mostly focused on fish community impacts at limited spatial scales 

(i.e., downstream reaches < 20 km upstream from the river mouth). Analyzing the 

effects of Round Goby at broader spatial scales within invaded tributaries, however, is 

critical to develop a broader understanding as to how invaded riverine ecosystems will 

eventually be impacted. Thus, the main objective of this study is to evaluate whether the 

presence of Round Goby is associated with lower relative abundance of Percidae 

species (specifically darters and Logperch) and lower diversity, evenness, and species 

richness of the fish communities in invaded tributaries of the Great Lakes. Specifically, 

we hypothesize that: [1] sites with higher relative abundance of Round Goby will be 

associated with lower relative abundance of other benthic Percidae species (Greenside 

Darter (Etheostoma blennioides), Blackside Darter, Johnny Darter, Rainbow Darter, and 

Logperch) and [2] tributary reaches with high Round Goby abundance will exhibit lower 

diversity, evenness, and species richness.  

 

2.2 Methods 

2.2.1 Field Sampling  

Forty-five sites in the Ausable River (a tributary of Lake Huron, river mouth: 

4323N, 8191W) and fifty sites in Big Otter Creek (a tributary of Lake Erie, river 

mouth: 4264N, 8081W) were sampled by Fisheries and Oceans Canada (DFO) field 

crews for this study (Barnucz et al. 2020). Sampling in the Ausable River was 

completed August 15th – September 28th, 2017 (36 sites) and July 24th – July 26th, 2018 

(9 sites) using multiple gears: a siamese trawl (3.0 m tow ropes, two 6 kg 0.5 x 0.3 m 
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otter doors, 3.0 mm mesh size, 2.4 m wide, 4.3 m length), a straight seine with chain 

(3.0 mm mesh, 6.0 m length), and a bag seine (3.0 mm mesh, 9.1 m length). The 9 sites 

from 2018 spanned the upstream-most (117 to 126 km upstream from the river mouth) 

sampled section in the Ausable River. Portions of the Ausable River consisted of 

habitats inaccessible by wading or dominated by large physical obstructions (e.g., 

woody debris). Thus, gear selection in the Ausable River was adapted to the site-

specific conditions to optimize sampling efficiency. In Big Otter Creek, sampling 

occurred between July 9 - 19th and September 24 - 26th, 2018 using only a bag seine 

(3.0 mm bag mesh, 3.0 mm wing mesh, 9.1 m length). Seining in both tributaries was 

completed in a downstream direction at each site with three consecutive hauls. A time 

of roughly 5 minutes between hauls was designated to allow fish to repopulate the 

fished area. To minimize disturbance, survey crews began sampling in the downstream-

most sampling unit and then worked upstream towards the next unit (allowing for the 

release of captured fishes downstream of the site to avoid recapture in sites upstream). 

Captured fishes were kept in bankside aquaria, identified to species, and enumerated 

for each haul. A subset of fishes was kept and preserved in a 10% formalin solution to 

confirm species identification and for future analyses. Additional sampling details can be 

found in Barnucz et al. (2020). 

 

2.2.2 Aquatic Habitat Sampling 

Aquatic habitat variables were measured at the midpoint of each sampling site 

after fishes were collected. Water temperature (C), conductivity (μS), turbidity (NTU), 

and dissolved oxygen (mg/L) were measured roughly 0.1 m below the water surface 
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with a YSI EX02 Multiparameter Sonde (Xylem Inc., White Plains, NY). Substrate 

composition was determined by taking a grab sample of bed material to record percent 

composition of the sample based on median particle diameter (clay: 0-0.002 mm, silt: 

0.02-2 mm, gravel: 2-40 mm, cobble: 40-256 mm, and boulder: >256 mm). Channel 

depth was measured at three separate locations within the boundaries of the seined 

area (shallow, mid-depth, and deep) with a metre stick. Stream velocity (m/s) was 

similarly measured in three separate locations (slowest, mid-velocity, fastest) with a 

Swoffer 2100 current velocity meter (Swoffer Instruments, Sumner, WA) deployed at 

roughly 50% of the stream depth. Wetted stream channel width (m) was measured at 

the midpoint of the seining site (Ausable River) or river reach (Big Otter Creek) 

perpendicular to the bank with the use of a Nikon Laser 1200S waterproof laser range 

finder (Nikon Canada Inc., Mississauga, ON). Site latitude and longitude were recorded 

using a Garmin Montana 600 handheld GPS unit (Garmin Ltd., Olathe, KS).  

 

2.2.3 Statistical Analysis 

 Catch per unit area sampled (CPUA) was determined as the aggregate number 

of captured fish × seined area (m2)-1. Broken-stick regression was used to compare 

CPUA of Round Goby and other Percidae species (Johnny Darter, Blackside Darter 

Greenside Darter, Rainbow Darter, and Logperch in the Ausable River and Johnny 

Darter, Blackside Darter, and Logperch in Big Otter Creek) with site distance from the 

river mouth (measured along the river channel using the linear measuring tool from 

ArcGIS Online software (Esri Canada, Toronto, ON, Canada)) as follows: 

𝑌 = 𝑎 + 𝑏1 (𝑋) + 𝑏2 (𝑍)(𝑋 − 𝑇) 



 
 
 

15 

where a is the intercept, b1 is the initial slope coefficient, b2 is the slope modifying 

coefficient, T is the breakpoint of the line where the slope changes from b1 to (b1 + b2), 

and Z defines where the breakpoint occurs (𝑍 = 0 if 𝑋 < 𝑇 and 𝑍 = 1 if 𝑋 > 𝑇). The 

breakpoint was determined following methods for estimating piecewise regression 

models with unknown breakpoints using the ‘segmented’ package in R (Hudson 1966; 

Muggeo 2021). All statistical analyses were completed using R version 4.0.4 (R Core 

Team 2021).  

Only species present at greater than 5% of sites were included in the statistical 

analyses as the focus of the study was on determining how Round Goby may be 

affecting the more common Percidae species along upstream/downstream tributary 

gradients. While Round Goby impacts may be most severe on rare Percidae species, it 

would be difficult to determine patterns in relative abundance when a species is 

detected in < 5% of sampled sites as rarity can obscure the ability to detect biologically 

significant differences between sites (Hawkins et al. 2000). Similarly, Kornis et al. 

(2013) restricted analyses to non-Round Goby species detected at > 5% of sites when 

testing associations between various species relative abundance and environmental 

data. Linear regressions were performed to test for the significance of correlations 

between the CPUA of Round Goby (excluding sites where Round Goby CPUA = 0) and 

the Percidae species in both tributaries. Additionally, Phi coefficients (Yule 1912) were 

calculated to test for relationships between the presence/absence of Round Goby and 

Percidae species as follows (Alofs and Jackson 2015, Jackson et al. 1989): 

𝜑 =
𝑎𝑑 − 𝑏𝑐

√(𝑎 + 𝑏)(𝑎 + 𝑐)(𝑐 + 𝑑)(𝑏 + 𝑑)
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Where a, b, c, and d are the entries from two-by-two contingency tables which define 

the number of sites where Round Goby and the Percidae species are both absent, 

Round Goby is absent and the Percidae species are present, Round Goby is present 

and the Percidae species are absent, and Round Goby and the Percidae species are 

both present, respectively. Phi coefficients represent pairwise associations between 

species independent from relative abundance and range from negative one (perfect 

negative association) to one (perfect positive association). 

 

2.2.3.1 Fish Community Indices  

To analyze whether the impact of Round Goby differed spatially within each 

tributary, sampling sites were grouped into lower, middle, and upper sites based on 

longitudinal distance from the river mouth. In Big Otter Creek, lower, middle, and upper 

sites were 13.1 – 14.1 (n=13), 35.8 – 49.9 (n=9), and 71.2 – 83.6 km (n=5) upstream 

from Lake Erie, respectively. In the Ausable River, lower, middle, and upper sites were 

11.2 – 17.7 (n=16), 32.2 – 75.6 (n=12), and 91.6 – 126.4 km (n=17) upstream from Lake 

Huron, respectively. Within each grouping, sites in the middle of the designated section 

were selected for use in statistical comparisons to ensure sufficient distance between 

each site grouping. Distances between the site groupings thus exceeded the linear 

home range distance typically observed for small benthic fishes (Minns 1995; 

Woolnough et al. 2009). Sites in both tributaries were grouped into 15 km clusters with 

CPUA of Round Goby and Percidae species averaged among the clusters to test for 

spatial autocorrelation using Moran’s I from the package ‘ape’ (Paradis 2022). Sites in 

close proximity to low-head dams or the Great Lakes were excluded as Round Goby is 
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known to exist at high densities in these locations (Krakowiak and Pennuto 2008; Kornis 

et al. 2013; Malone 2016b; Raab et al. 2018; May et al. 2020). Thus, in analyses 

comparing the three site groupings, 23 sites from Big Otter Creek were excluded and no 

sites in the Ausable River were excluded. Additionally, differences in mean habitat 

conditions of site groupings in each tributary were examined using one-way ANOVAs 

with post-hoc Tukey tests used to compare means between site groupings where 

necessary. 

Diversity and evenness were used to characterize and compare the lower, 

middle, and upper river fish communities in both tributaries (Table 2.1), with species 

diversity determined using the widely used Shannon-Wiener diversity index (Shannon 

and Weaver 1949; Spellerberg and Fedor 2003). Evenness was calculated using Smith 

and Wilson’s Index of Evenness as it is independent of species richness and sensitive 

to both rare and common species in the community (Smith and Wilson 1996). Several 

CPUA categories (CPUA of all fishes excluding Round Goby, CPUA of all fishes 

including Round Goby, and CPUA of Round Goby) were also compared between site 

groupings in each tributary. Additionally, the Morisita-Horn index (Horn 1966), modified 

from Morisita (1959) and noted as one of the more robust measures of overlap (Smith 

and Zaret 1982), was also calculated by adding CPUA of species in each site grouping 

to determine the similarity in species composition between site groupings.  

 

2.2.3.2 Species Accumulation Curves 

 Species accumulation curves were generated to compare the accumulation of 

fish species with an increasing number of sites in each tributary. The method involved 
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using an exact calculation for site-based species richness (Ugland et al. 2003; Colwell 

et al. 2004; Kindt et al. 2006), given by: 

𝑆𝑛̂ =  ∑(1 − 𝑝𝑖), where 𝑝𝑖 =  
(𝑁−𝑓𝑖

𝑛
)

(𝑁
𝑛

)

𝑆

𝑖=1

 ,  

and where fi is the frequency of species i, S is the number of species, with the expected 

number of species in a community rarefied from N to n individuals. Species 

accumulation curves for each site grouping were created using randomization to 

compute the curves and corresponding 95% confidence intervals with the ‘vegan’ and 

‘BiodiversityR’ packages (Oksanen 2020; Kindt 2021).  

 

2.2.3.3 Local Richness Estimators 

 To quantitatively estimate the theoretical upper limit of the number of species 

present for each site grouping, local richness estimates were calculated (Chao and Chiu 

2016). For comparative purposes, the function ‘specpool’ from the package ‘vegan’ was 

used to generate estimates of local species using the non-parametric and abundance-

based Chao1 (Oksanen 2020). The ‘specpool’ function assumes that the number of 

undetected species is related to the number of rare species (i.e., those only seen once 

or twice) (Oksanen 2020).  

 

 

2.3 Results 

2.3.1 Round Goby Impacts on Relative Abundance of Percidae Species 
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In both rivers, Round Goby CPUA declined sharply with upstream distance from 

the tributary mouth (Figs. 2.1, 2.2) whereas the CPUA of the Percidae species 

increased. In the Ausable River, an overall increasing then decreasing trend in CPUA of 

Percidae species was largely driven by Greenside Darter, Blackside Darter, and Johnny 

Darter in sites between 44 and 52 km upstream from Lake Huron (Fig. 2.3). Logperch 

and Rainbow Darter CPUA remained consistently low as distance from the mouth of the 

Ausable River increased (Fig. 2.3). The overall increasing trend in the relative 

abundance of Percidae species in Big Otter Creek as a function of distance from the 

river mouth was largely driven by Johnny Darter while the CPUA of the other species 

remained consistently low (Fig. 2.3). In Big Otter Creek, an anomaly from the low 

occurrence of Round Goby at distances greater than 14 km from the river mouth 

occurred 58 km upstream where 32 Round Goby were caught (Fig. 2.1, 2.2). Round 

Goby were not detected after 18 and 62 km upstream, respectively, in the Ausable 

River or Big Otter Creek. 

 In the Ausable River, CPUA of Round Goby was not significantly correlated with 

CPUA of Blackside Darter, Greenside Darter, Logperch, or Johnny Darter (Table 2.2). 

Similarly, no significant associations between Round Goby CPUA and other Percidae 

species were noted in Big Otter Creek. Phi coefficients showed a similar lack of strong 

association between Round Goby and other studied fish species. In the Ausable River, 

Round Goby showed a moderately positive association with Logperch (0.26), Johnny 

Darter (0.21), and Greenside Darter (0.3) and a moderately negative association with 

Rainbow Darter (-0.25). Blackside Darter (-0.06) and Percidae species overall (0.06) 

showed no meaningful associations with Round Goby. In Big Otter Creek, there were 
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weak associations with Logperch (0.18) and Blackside Darter (-0.16), and moderately 

negative associations with Johnny Darter (-0.31) and Percidae species overall (-0.28). 

2.3.2 Aquatic Habitat Conditions 

Stream physio-chemical conditions (conductivity (S), dissolved oxygen (mg/L), 

pH, and turbidity (NTU)) varied along the length of the rivers (Table 2.3). Temperature 

did not differ meaningfully across site groupings in the Ausable River but was marginally 

cooler in the middle reach of Big Otter Creek (2.2-2.4 C). The Ausable River became 

slower, deeper, and wider moving from the upstream to downstream sites. In Big Otter 

Creek, there were no meaningful differences in water velocities, depths, or widths. 

Organics, silts, and clays in the substrate of both rivers were consistent across site 

groupings, whereas % gravel increased from upstream to downstream in the Ausable 

River and decreased in the same direction in Big Otter Creek. Sands dominated the 

substrates of all sites in both rivers, with % sand tending to be higher in the lower site 

grouping of Big Otter Creek and consistent across site groupings in the Ausable River.  

2.3.3 Round Goby Influence on Fish Community Metrics 

In the Ausable River, evenness was lowest in the lower zone sites, and higher in 

the upper zone sites, but followed the reverse pattern in Big Otter Creek with the 

highest evenness in the lower zone sites and lowest in the upper zone sites (Fig. 2.4: a, 

f). In the Ausable River, the Shannon-Wiener index was highest in the middle zone 

sites, whereas in Big Otter Creek the index was highest in the lower and upper zone 

(Fig. 2.4: b, g). The CPUA of all fishes (including and excluding Round Goby) was 

highest in sites in the middle zone of the Ausable River, but highest in the upper zone 

sites of Big Otter Creek (Fig. 2.4: d, i). As seen in Fig. 2.1, 2.2, and 2.3, Round Goby 
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CPUA was highest in the lower sites and lowest in the middle and upper zones of both 

tributaries (Fig. 2.4: e, j).  

The species accumulation curve for the upper zone of the Ausable River 

displayed a higher trajectory and contained higher species richness than the lower and 

middle zones (Fig. 2.5). Both the lower and middle zones of the Ausable River followed 

a similar trajectory with similar observed species richness. The species accumulation 

curve for the upper and lower zones of Big Otter Creek were similar and displayed 

slightly higher observed species richness than the middle zone, but overall, site 

groupings appeared to have a similar number of observed species (Fig. 2.5). In the 

Ausable River and Big Otter Creek, the middle zone had higher estimated species 

richness than the lower and upper zones (Table 2.5). The middle zone contained the 

second lowest and lowest total CPUA of Round Goby in the Ausable River and Big 

Otter Creek, respectively. The lowest estimated richness occurred in the lower zone of 

both tributaries where total Round Goby CPUA was highest. Fish communities in Big 

Otter Creek showed low similarity between site groupings (lower and middle CH = 0.31, 

lower and upper CH = 0.26, middle and upper CH = 0.05). In the Ausable River, site 

groupings showed high similarity between the lower and middle (CH = 0.88) and the 

lower and upper (CH = 0.97) zones, but moderate similarity between the middle and 

upper (CH = 0.38) zones. There was no evidence for spatial autocorrelation between 

sites at the analyzed spatial scale in Big Otter Creek: Round Goby (I = -0.30, standard 

deviation = 0.09, p = 0.71), Percidae species (I = -0.13, standard deviation = 0.11, p = 

0.06) or the Ausable River: Round Goby (I = -0.19, standard deviation = 0.03, p = 0.62), 

Percidae species (I = -0.23, standard deviation = 0.05, p = 0.57).  
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 In the Ausable River, Round Goby represented 7.36% of the CPUA in the lower 

grouping but was not captured elsewhere (Table 2.4). The dominance in the lower 

reaches of Leuciscidae remained stable (79.4 to 72.4%) as sampling moved to the 

upper reaches. Percidae (7.3 to 15.1%) and Centrarchidae (0.2 to 9.5%) both increased 

in importance when moving from the lower to the upper reaches. Similar declines in 

Round Goby were observed in Big Otter Creek, with percentage importance in the catch 

declining from 8.6% to 0% as sampling moved upstream. Leuciscidae showed no 

noticeable trend in relative abundance, remaining between 60.2 and 69.6% of the total 

catch along the length of the creek. Catostomidae, which had an only minor but stable 

presence in the Ausable River, were a significant portion of the catch at all sites (9 to 

19.3%). Percidae, which peaked in percentage importance in the middle reaches 

(26.4%) showed no discernable trend and was a significant proportion of the catch in 

both the lower (11.8%) and upper (13.3%) reaches of Big Otter Creek. The most 

notable trend was the increase in Leuciscidae from 5.3% in the lower reaches to 11.6% 

in the upper reaches, a trend that was the direct opposite of that observed in the 

Ausable. 

 

2.4 Discussion 

We found evidence to suggest that Round Goby has negatively affected the 

relative abundance of several darter species and the overall fish community structure in 

invaded riverine ecosystems of the Great Lakes. However, overwhelming evidence of 

negative associations with darter species was not found. Round Goby relative 

abundance was highest proximate to the Great Lakes but sharply decreased thereafter, 
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with upstream reaches in both tributaries having higher relative abundances of darter 

species: Greenside Darter, Blackside Darter, and Johnny Darter in the Ausable River, 

and Johnny Darter in Big Otter Creek. Significant negative correlations of CPUA 

between all darter species and Round Goby were not observed, with co-occurrence 

patterns indicating negative associations only for a subset of species (Ausable River: 

Rainbow Darter, Big Otter Creek: Johnny Darter and Percidae overall). Overall diversity, 

species richness, evenness, relative abundance, and species accumulation curves for 

fishes in the studied tributaries demonstrated variation across site groupings despite the 

similarity of stream habitat conditions, particularly substrate, between site groupings. 

The observed patterns of effect also differed between the rivers. 

The general pattern of low darter relative abundance in sites with high Round 

Goby relative abundance suggests that Round Goby may have reduced the populations 

of several darter species, as has been noted for other tributaries of the Great Lakes 

(Krakowiak and Pennuto 2008; Raab et al. 2018). Alternatively, Round Goby may have 

triggered a habitat redistribution effect for darters (e.g., Greenside, Blackside, and 

Johnny Darters within the studied tributaries, as has been shown to occur elsewhere as 

a consequence of invasive fishes (Habit 2010). For example, the seasonal dispersal of 

non-native Brown Trout (Salmo trutta) from Czech reservoirs alters the spatial 

distribution of native fishes in tributary streams (Pfauserová et al. 2021). Furthermore, 

experimental studies have demonstrated the redistributive effect, having shown that 

benthic fish species can display significant shifts in riverine habitat use when co-

occurring with invasive gobiids, moving from preferred shelter habitat to less preferred 

and riskier habitats subject to predation (Van Kessel et al. 2011). Thus, the rise in the 
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relative abundance of Greenside, Blackside, and Johnny Darters in the Ausable River 

and Johnny Darter in Big Otter Creek may have been an artefact of redistribution 

caused by avoidance behaviour (Ayala et al. 2007).  

Invasive species initially negatively affect the more abundant native species 

before affecting rarer native species (Powell et al. 2013). Based on the correlated 

reduction in abundant darter species along the tributary gradients, both tributaries may 

still be experiencing the early-stage effects of a Round Goby invasion given that Round 

Goby CPUA values in this study were comparable to those found shortly after 

introduction in the Flint River between 1998 and 2002 (0.29 – 0.78 individuals/m2, 

Carman et al. 2006; Jude et al. 2018) and in Lake Michigan tributaries between 2007 

and 2010 (0.07 – 0.36 individuals/m2, Kornis et al. 2013). Similar to other invasive 

species, Round Goby has been noted to rapidly attain high densities during the early 

stages of invasion before stabilizing or declining in numbers as the invasion progresses 

(Young et al. 2010; Kornis et al. 2012; Burkett and Jude 2015; Kornis et al. 2014). For 

example, in Hamilton Harbour, it was proposed that declines in Round Goby abundance 

resulted from the exceedance of their ecological carrying capacity (Young et al. 2010).  

Round Goby populations at higher densities have also been stabilized through 

predatory control. In Lake Erie, after dramatic population increases, Round Goby 

experienced population declines following the development of predatory control by 

Burbot (Lota lota) (Madenjian et al. 2011). In the St. Clair River, the diets of large Rock 

Bass (Ambloplites rupestris) and large Smallmouth Bass (Micropterus dolomieu) have 

been shown to consist of 56-67% and 100% Round Goby, respectively (Burkett and 

Jude 2015), with similar results reported from the River Dyje in the Czech Republic (Mikl 
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et al. 2017). Predation control, however, appears unlikely to be occurring in either of the 

streams studied here, with cumulative catches of predatory or partially predatory fishes 

(e.g., Rock Bass, Smallmouth Bass, Northern Pike, Yellow Perch) in both rivers never 

exceeding 8.7% of the total CPUA and most reaches never exceeding 2% of the total 

CPUA. 

The low relative abundance of darter species in areas of high Round Goby 

relative abundance observed along the tributary gradients may also be driven by 

competitive interactions. For example, one recent study assessing the trophic impacts 

of Round Goby on native benthic fishes in the Sydenham River (also a tributary of the 

Great Lakes) found diet overlap between Round Goby and several darter species 

including: Greenside Darter, Blackside Darter, Johnny Darter, and the Threatened 

Eastern Sand Darter (Firth et al. 2020). In addition to competition for similar food 

resources, Round Goby has been shown to outcompete other species for habitat due to 

their aggressive behaviour and ability to achieve greater body sizes than other similar 

species (Charlebois et al. 2001; Balshine et al. 2005) and, as has been noted in 

laboratory experiments, has the capacity to displace native benthic fishes from more 

sheltered, desirable habitats (Van Kessel et al. 2011). Thus, interspecific competition for 

habitat and/or dietary resources may account for the low relative abundance of darter 

species observed in the downstream reaches with high Round Goby relative abundance 

and the moderately negative co-occurrences between Round Goby and several darter 

species. Continued competition and/or displacement of native darter species by Round 

Goby as the invasion front advances would contribute to further declines in riverine 

darter populations (Poos et al. 2010; Firth et al. 2020). 
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Increases in Round Goby populations have led to declines to native fishes in 

other freshwater environments, most notably in several major European rivers (Danube 

River and River Rhine) and their tributaries. The continued dispersal and increase in 

abundance of Round Goby is expected to further increase competition with native fishes 

in those systems (Borcherding et al. 2011; Cerwenka et al. 2018; Dashinov and 

Uzunova 2020). In North America, Round Goby in the Great Lakes has also caused 

declines to numerous native benthic fishes (e.g., Etheostoma spp., Percina spp., and 

Cottus spp.) via competition for food, habitat, and spawning sites (French and Jude 

2001; Lauer et al. 2004; Reid and Mandrak 2008; Abbett et al. 2013). Accordingly, 

Round Goby is renowned for its ability to outcompete other fishes through both 

interference and exploitative competition. Laboratory studies have provided evidence 

that Round Goby can outcompete Spoonhead sculpin (Cottus ricei), Slimy sculpin 

(Cottus cognatus), and Logperch for optimal habitat and food resources (Balshine et al. 

2005; Bergstrom and Mensinger 2009). However, without direct evidence of overlap in 

resource use between Round Goby and Percidae species in the Ausable River and Big 

Otter Creek (i.e., through gut content analysis or stable isotope analysis), uncertainty 

exists as to the mechanisms through which Round Goby may be contributing to the 

negative co-occurrences with some darters and the observed low darter abundances in 

downstream reaches.  

While several studies have investigated the impacts of Round Goby invasion in 

tributaries flowing directly into the Great Lakes, their scope has been confined to 

assessing impacts at limited spatial scales and in areas proximate to the lakes. For 

example, Krakowiak and Pennuto (2008) found that darter species (Johnny Darter and 
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Rainbow Darter) historically present in streams before Round Goby establishment were 

absent after Round Goby establishment at sites located 2-3 km from Lake Erie where 

Round Goby were already known to occur in high nearshore densities. Similarly, in both 

the Ausable River and Big Otter Creek, abundances of Johnny Darter increased 

upstream of sites proximate to the lakes, with the study of resident fish communities at 

greater longitudinal scales demonstrating a Round Goby density gradient effect on 

native darter abundances. In addition, effects found here may be related to the longer 

post-invasion intervals (11-16 years) considered in our study. Studies that have 

investigated Round Goby impacts in tributaries shortly after establishment may not 

accurately reflect impacts to native fish communities over prolonged time periods. Long-

term studies across large spatial scales in European rivers have demonstrated 

considerable variability in the observed impacts of Round Goby on native fish 

communities. Round Goby became the most abundant fish species in a 248 km stretch 

of the upper Danube River ten years after its introduction (Cerwenka et al. 2018). 

However, the effects from Round Goby populations in the Danube River differ across 

spatial gradients depending on invasion stage. Individuals at the invasion fronts have 

larger bodies and greater body condition than those in already established areas due to 

weaker intraspecific competition and greater food availability at the invasion fronts 

(Brandner et al. 2018). Although invasion impacts to aquatic ecosystems may be 

apparent after short time periods (Janssen and Jude 2001; Lauer et al. 2004; Britton et 

al. 2007; Connelly et al. 2007), it is necessary to assess impacts at longer post-invasion 

intervals to ultimately understand both how the invader will influence the ecosystem and 
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how impacts are related to the invasion stage (Downing et al. 2013; Pelicice et al. 2014; 

Havel et al. 2015). 

Fish community diversity metrics and abundances of Round Goby and Percidae 

species will have been influenced by habitat conditions, which are integral in shaping 

fish communities within streams (Moyle and Light 1996). Abiotic conditions (e.g., 

watershed area and temperature) were best at predicting Round Goby abundance in 

Lake Michigan tributaries (Kornis et al. 2013) and thus variation in Round Goby 

abundance may have been reflective of differences in habitat suitability along the 

lengths of the studied rivers. Round Goby has shown preference for a wide variety of 

habitat conditions in tributaries, occupying sites dominated by cobble, gravel, sand, or 

silt substrate (Pennuto et al. 2018; Reid 2019), slow to moderate water velocity (< 0.4 

m/s; Raab et al. 2018; Reid 2019), and a wide range of water depths (0.2 – 2.2 m; Raab 

et al. 2018; Reid 2019). The preference for slow water velocity may explain why Round 

Goby density was high in the lower reach of the Ausable River where mean water 

velocity was lowest (0.04 m/s). Slow water velocity may also account for the anomaly in 

the middle grouping site 58 km upstream in Big Otter Creek where there is a higher 

relative abundance of Round Goby (CPUA = 0.32) than nearby sites. The notably 

slower water velocity (0.07 m/s) in that site than typically seen in the middle site 

grouping (mean = 0.25 m/s) of Big Otter Creek may have provided more favourable 

conditions for Round Goby. Water velocity and other habitat features likely play a role in 

shaping Round Goby populations in streams, particularly as Round Goby has shown 

preferences for volitional movement under low flow conditions (Tierney et al. 2011). 
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Several populations of Round Goby in the Great Lakes (Lake Erie, Lake Ontario) 

undergo seasonal migration into tributaries in the summer months followed by migration 

back to the lake in winter months (Blair et al. 2019). Tributary streams connected to 

large, invaded waterbodies (i.e., the Great Lakes) could be used primarily for 

reproduction and recruitment and Round Goby may not actually reside in the tributaries 

year-round (Pennuto et al. 2010, 2021; Blair et al. 2019). The high relative abundance 

of Round Goby observed in tributary sites adjacent to the Great Lakes is consistent with 

a pattern of seasonal migration into the Ausable River and Big Otter Creek and may 

explain the predominantly lower reach effects observed here. Indeed, seasonal pulse 

effects of non-native species on native species have been observed elsewhere where 

migration from lake habitats to tributaries is possible (Pfauserová et al. 2021). 

Nevertheless, Round Goby detections in Big Otter Creek 62 km upstream are 

suggestive of permanent, year-round populations. If populations of Round Goby 

permanently reside in lower reaches of the tributaries and dispersal and expansion 

continue to upstream reaches (Kornis et al. 2012, 2013), then native fishes will likely 

experience more sustained and consistent competition with Round Goby. Based on 

effects observed here, increasing Round Goby densities along greater expanses of the 

studied tributaries have the potential to lead to further darter and native benthic fish 

population declines and associated reductions in fish community diversity.  

The assessment of the longitudinal changes in the relative abundance of Round 

Goby and native fish species and the associated impacts of Round Goby on fish 

community metrics in our tributaries provides evidence of the negative effects of Round 

Goby invasions on the relative abundance of key darter species. However, significant 
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negative correlations between the CPUA of darter species and Round Goby were not 

observed, with co-occurrence patterns indicating moderately negative associations only 

for a subset of species (Ausable River: Rainbow Darter, Big Otter Creek: Johnny Darter 

and Percidae overall).  Findings corroborate earlier studies but increase understanding 

of the longitudinal aspects of invasion impacts. As sampling did not directly address 

issues of inter-annual variability, temporal trends involving the relative abundances of 

fishes and fish community diversity metrics remain unknown in these particular 

tributaries. Accordingly, further sampling in Great Lakes tributaries is suggested as 

necessary for better evaluating Round Goby impacts across time and space and to gain 

greater understanding of how native fish communities will be ultimately influenced by 

this invader. 
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2.5 Figures and Tables 

 
Figure 2.1 Round Goby CPUA (Number of fish × (m2) -1) in sampling locations along the 

Ausable River in 2017 and 2018 (n = 45 sites) and Big Otter Creek in 2018 (n = 50 

sites). Sites where Round Goby was not detected (CPUA = 0) are outlined in black. 
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Figure 2.2 Broken-stick regression models and CPUA for Round Goby (solid blue line, 

blue dots; Adj. R2 = 0.51, 0.53 for the Ausable River and Big Otter Creek, respectively) 

and Percidae species (dashed black line, open dots; Adj. R2 = 0.26, 0.57 for the Ausable 

River and Big Otter Creek, respectively) at sampling locations along the Ausable River 

and Big Otter Creek in relation to the distance from river mouth (km). Percidae species 

from the Ausable River used in the model included: Johnny Darter (Etheostoma 

nigrum), Blackside Darter (Percina maculata), Greenside Darter (Etheostoma 

blennioides), Rainbow Darter (Etheostoma caerulum), and Logperch (Percina 

caprodes), whereas Percidae species from Big Otter Creek used in the model included: 

Johnny Darter, Blackside Darter, and Logperch. Percidae species collected in < 5% of 

sites within a tributary were excluded from analyses. 
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Figure 2.3 Broken-stick regression models and CPUA for Round Goby and individual 

Percidae species in sampling locations along the Ausable River (top panel) and Big 

Otter Creek (bottom panel) in relation to the distance from river mouth (km). Percidae 

species displayed for the Ausable River included: Johnny Darter (Etheostoma nigrum), 

Blackside Darter (Percina maculata), Greenside Darter (Etheostoma blennioides), 

Rainbow Darter (Etheostoma caerulum), and Logperch (Percina caprodes), whereas 

Percidae species displayed for Big Otter Creek included: Johnny Darter, Blackside 

Darter, and Logperch. Percidae species collected in < 5% of sites within a tributary were 

excluded from analyses. 
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Figure 2.4 Boxplots comparing diversity metrics between site groupings in Big Otter Creek (top, a-e; lower sites: 13.1 - 

14.1 km from river mouth, n = 13; middle sites: 35.8 - 49.9 km from river mouth, n = 9; upper sites: 71.2 - 83.6 km from 

river mouth, n = 5), and the Ausable River (bottom, f-j; lower sites: 11.2 - 17.7 km from river mouth, n = 16; middle sites: 

32.1 - 75.6 km from river mouth, n = 12 sites; upper sites: 91.6 - 126.4 km from river mouth, n = 17). Diversity metrics 
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include: Evenness (a,f), Shannon-Wiener Index (b,g), CPUA of all sampled fishes excluding Round Goby (c,h), CPUA of 

all sampled fishes including Round Goby (d,i), and CPUA of Round Goby. Boxplots represent the median, minimum, 

maximum, and first and third quartiles of sites in each site grouping.
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Figure 2.5 Species accumulation curves for Big Otter Creek (lower sites: 13.1 - 14.1 km 

from river mouth, n = 13; middle sites: 35.8 - 49.9 km from river mouth, n = 9; upper 

sites: 71.2 - 83.6 km from river mouth, n = 5) and the Ausable River (lower sites: 11.2 - 

17.7 km from river mouth, n = 16; middle sites: 32.1 - 75.6 km from river mouth, n = 12 

sites; upper sites: 91.6 - 126.4 km from river mouth, n = 17). Error bars are ± one 

standard deviation.
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Table 2.1 Metrics used to compare fish communities within site groupings in each 

tributary where s defines the number of species, pi defines the proportion of individuals 

in the sample belonging to the ith species, ni defines the number of individuals of 

species i in the sample, nj defines the number of individuals of species j in sample, xi is 

the number of times species i is represented in the total X from one sample, and yi is 

the number of times species i is represented in the total Y from another sample. 

Metric Formula 

Shannon-Wiener index (H) 
𝐻 =  − ∑ 𝑝𝑖

𝑠

𝑖=1

ln 𝑝𝑖 

 

Smith and Wilson’s Index of 

Evenness (Evar) 

 

𝐸𝑣𝑎𝑟 = 1 − (
2

𝜋
) [arctan {

∑  (𝑙𝑜𝑔𝑒(𝑛𝑖)  − ∑ 𝑙𝑜𝑔𝑒(𝑛𝑗) /𝑠𝑠
𝑗=1 )

2𝑠
𝑖=1

𝑠
}] 

Catch per unit area (CPUA) 
𝐶𝑃𝑈𝐴 =

𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑓𝑖𝑠ℎ

𝑆𝑒𝑖𝑛𝑒𝑑 𝑎𝑟𝑒𝑎 (𝑚2)
 

Morisita-Horn Index of 

Similarity (CH) 

𝐶𝐻 =  
2 ∑ 𝑥𝑖𝑦𝑖

𝑠
𝑖=1

(
∑ 𝑥𝑖

2𝑠
𝑖=1

𝑋2 +
∑ 𝑦𝑖

2𝑠
𝑖=1  

𝑌2 )  𝑋𝑌
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Table 2.2 Summary of linear regression correlation tests for CPUA of Round Goby and 

Percidae species in Big Otter Creek and the Ausable River, and the CPUA of the 

combined Percidae species in both tributaries. Sites where Round Goby CPUA = 0 

were excluded. 

 Coefficients Estimate      S.E. t p Adj. R2 Spearman 

Big Otter Creek Intercept 0.15 0.040 3.58 0.0011 -0.032 0.016 
 Johnny Darter 0.023 0.26 0.089 0.93   

        

 Intercept 0.13 0.04 3.4 0.0017 0.055 0.29 

 Logperch 15 9.1 1.7 0.1   

        

 Intercept 0.17 0.049 3.6 0.0012 -0.015 -0.13 

 Blackside Darter -1.1 1.4 -0.73 0.47   

        

 Intercept 0.15 0.043 3.49 0.0015 -0.032 0.0010 

 All Percidae spp. 0.0013 0.23 0.006 0.99   

        

 Coefficients Estimate         S.E. t p Adj. R2 Spearman 

Ausable River Intercept 0.13 0.062 2.0 0.06 -0.075 0.04 

 Johnny Darter  0.14 0.9 0.16 0.88   

        
 Intercept 0.11 0.059 1.8 0.09 -0.042 0.18 

 Logperch 3.1 4.7 0.66 0.52   

        

 Intercept 0.15 0.055 2.8 0.016 -0.054 -0.15 

 Blackside Darter -3.8 7.1 -0.53 0.6   

        

 Intercept 0.15 0.055 2.8 0.016 -0.050 -0.15 

 Greenside Darter -0.27 0.48 -0.56 0.58   

        

 Intercept 0.15 0.065 2.3 0.039 -0.068 -0.093 

 All Percidae spp. -0.12 0.37 -0.34 0.74   
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Table 2.3 Summary of mean site habitat conditions (± standard error) for site groupings in Big Otter Creek and the 

Ausable River. Bold superscripts denote where mean habitat conditions differed significantly (p < 0.05) among site 

groupings within each tributary. 

 Ausable River Big Otter Creek 

 Site Grouping Site Grouping 

 Lower Middle Upper Lower Middle Upper 

Stream Order 6 6 4 5 5 5 

Water Temperature (°C) 22.7 (0.31) 21.6 (0.56) 22.7 (0.24) 22.2 A (0.63) 19.6 B (0.22) 22.4 A (0.61) 

Conductivity (µS) 474 A (3.05) 472 A (8.03) 589 B (13.6) 564 A (2.51) 599 B (3.50) 544 C (7.46) 

Dissolved Oxygen (mg/L) 7.38 A (0.07) 7.36 A (0.20) 6.53 B (0.35) 9.10 A,B (0.31) 8.36 A (0.14) 10.2 B (0.41) 

pH 8.28 A (0.02) 8.42 B (0.02) 8.29 A (0.04) 8.46 A (0.03) 8.37 A (0.02) 8.60 B (0.05) 

Turbidity (NTU) 34.0 A (5.57) 31.9 A (7.04) 11.9 B (1.91) 26.8 (5.67) 13.6 (1.53) 9.35 (1.06) 

Stream Width (m) 17.3 A (2.81) 15.8 A,B (1.24) 10.4 B (0.89) 15.0 (0.56) 15.0 (1.25) 17.0 (4.98) 

Stream Depth (m) 1.1 A (0.13) 0.54 B (0.07) 0.46 B (0.04) 0.62 (0.04) 0.60 (0.06) 0.47 (0.12) 

Stream Velocity (m/s) 0.04 A (0.01) 0.11 A,B (0.03) 0.15 B (0.03) 0.28 (0.03) 0.25 (0.03) 0.24 (0.04) 

% Organic 0.00 (0.00) 1.67 (0.94) 2.65 (1.49) 1.54 (1.54) 0.00 (0.00) 2.00 (2.00) 

% Clay 10.6 (4.78) 0.00 (0.00) 4.71 (2.41) 0.00 (0.00) 0.00 (0.00) 0.00 (0.00) 

% Silt 10.6 (3.92) 7.08 (2.57) 10.6 (2.64) 20.8 (2.39) 17.8 (2.78) 10.0 (5.48) 

% Sand 38.8 (6.82) 27.1 (6.47) 34.4 (7.93) 68.5 A (6.19) 71.1 A (7.72) 34.0 B (9.27) 

% Gravel 30.0 A,B (6.12) 41.7 A (6.92) 14.7 B (6.25) 5.38 A (3.32) 11.1 A (6.55) 42.0 B (12.0) 

% Cobble 10.0 (3.65) 8.75 (3.15) 25.6 (8.26) 3.10 (3.08) 0.00 (0.00) 12.0 (7.35) 

% Boulder 0.00 (0.00) 13.8 (9.28) 7.35 (4.31) 0.77 (0.77) 0.00 (0.00) 0.00 (0.00) 

Dominant Substrate(s) Sand,  

Gravel 

Sand,  

Gravel 

Sand, 

 Cobble 

Sand Sand Sand,  

Gravel 
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Dominant Floodplain Use Shrubs/Woodland Shrubs/Woodland, 

Agricultural/Cropland 

Shrubs/Woodland, 

Agricultural/Cropland 

Agricultural/Cropland Agricultural/Cropland Shrubs/Woodland 
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Table 2.4 Summary of % CPUA (fish × (m2) -1) from site groupings in the Ausable River 
and Big Otter Creek. 
 

    Ausable 
River 

  Big 
Otter 
Creek 

 

Family                                Species Site Grouping Site Grouping 

 Common 
Name 

Latin Name Lower Middle Upper Lower Middle Upper 

Atherinopsidae         
 Brook 

Silverside 
Labidesthes 
sicculus 

1.97 
 

0 0 0 0 0 

Catostomidae         
  Catostomidae 

spp. 
0 0 0 0.64 

 
0.91 
 

1.30 
 

 White Sucker Catostomus 
commersonii 
 

0.29 
 

0.18 
 

0.28 
 

17.5 
 

7.83 
 

12.1 
 

 Northern 
Hogsucker 

Hypentelium 
nigricans 
 

0.04 
 

0.45 
 

1.85 
 

0.79 
 

0.21 
 

2.49 
 

 Golden 
Redhorse 

Moxostoma 
erythrurum 
 

0.98 
 

0.03 
 

0.28 
 

0 0 0.08 
 

 Shorthead 
redhorse 

Moxostoma 
macrolepidotum 
 

0 0.15 
 

0 0 0 0.10 
 

  Moxostoma 
spp. 
 

0.18 
 

0 0 0.16 
 

0 0 

 Greater 
Redhorse 

Moxostoma 
valenciennesi 
 

0.46 
 

0 0 0.16 
 

0 0 

Centrarchidae 
 

        

 Rock Bass Ambloplites 
rupestris 
 

0 0.23 
 

4.94 
 

0 0 0 

 Pumpkinseed 
Sunfish 

Lepomis 
gibbosus 
 

0 0 0.52 
 

0.16 
 

0 0 

 Bluegill 
Sunfish 

Lepomis 
macrochirus 
 

0 0.07 
 

0 0 0 0 

 Northern 
Sunfish 

Lepomis 
peltastes 
 

0 0 0.57 
 

0 0 0 

  Lepomis spp. 
 

0 0 0.09 
 

0 0 0 

 Smallmouth 
Bass 

Micropterus 
dolomieu 
 

0.17 
 

0.91 
 

3.27 
 

0 0.21 
 

0 

 Black 
Crappie 

Pomoxis 
nigromaculatus 

0 0 0.09 
 

0 0 0 
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Clupeidae 
 

        

 American 
Gizzard Shad 

Dorosoma 
cepedianum 
 

0.20 
 

0 0 0 0 0 

Esocidae 
 

        

 Northern 
Pike 

Esox lucius 
 

0 0 0.28 
 

0 0 0 

Gasterosteidae 
 

        

 Brook 
Stickleback 

Culaea 
inconstans 
 

0 0 0 0 0 1.06 
 

Gobiidae         
 Round Goby Neogobius 

melanostomus 
 

7.36 
 

0 0 8.59 
 

2.43 
 

0 

Ictaluridae 
 

        

 Black 
Bullhead 

Ameiurus 
melas 
 

0 0 0.07 
 

0 0 0 

 Yellow 
Bullhead 

Ameiurus 
natalis 
 

0 0 0.23 
 

0 0 0 

 Channel 
Catfish 

Ictalurus 
punctatus 
 

1.25 
 

0.07 
 

0 0 0 0 

 Stonecat Noturus flavus 
 

0.14 
 

0.20 
 

0.08 
 

0.16 
 

0 0 

 Tadpole 
Madtom 
 

Noturus gyrinus 
 

0 0 0 0 0.41 
 

0 

Leuciscidae         
 Central 

Stoneroller 
Campostoma 
anomalum 
 

0 0.16 
 

0.97 
 

0 0 0.16 
 

 Northern 
Redbelly 
Dace 

Chrosomus eos 
 

0 0 0 0 0 1.30 
 

 Emerald 
Shiner 

Notropis 
atherinoides 
 

2.57 
 

1.19 
 

0.07 
 

0 0 0 

 Ghost Shiner Notropis 
buchanani 
 

65.7 
 

1.99 
 

0 0 0 0 

 Spottail 
Shiner 

Notropis 
hudsonius 
 

0 0 0 0.16 
 

0 0 

 Rosyface 
Shiner 

Notropis 
rubellus 
 

0 28.0 
 

17.3 
 

1.75 
 

1.03 
 

0.49 
 

  Notropis spp. 0 0 0.36 0 0 0 
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 Mimic Shiner Notropis 

volucellus 
 

6.04 
 

25.0 
 

1.78 
 

2.86 
 

0.82 
 

0 

 Eastern 
Blacknose 
Dace 

Rhinichthys 
atratulus 
 

0 0 0.07 
 

0.48 
 

0.21 
 

5.75 
 

 Longnose 
Dace 

Rhinichthys 
cataractae 
 

0 0 0 0 4.09 
 

3.92 
 

         
 Spotfin 

Shiner 
Cyprinella 
spiloptera 
 

0.91 
 

5.75 
 

8.10 
 

8.43 
 

1.85 
 

0 

  Cyprinidae spp. 
 

1.76 
 

0.25 
 

0.07 
 

0.16 
 

0 0.08 
 

 Striped 
Shiner 

Luxilus 
chrysocephalus 
 

0.06 
 

1.54 
 

5.78 
 

0 0 0 

 Common 
Shiner 

Luxilus 
cornutus 
 

0.22 
 

2.23 
 

13.1 
 

23.1 
 

46.0 
 

42.8 
 

  Luxilus spp. 
 

0 0 6.46 
 

9.54 
 

0.41 
 

2.28 
 

 Northern 
Pearl Dace 

Margariscus 
nachtriebi 
 

0 0 0 0 0 0.08 
 

 Hornyhead 
Chub 

Nocomis 
biguttatus 
 

0 0.08 
 

8.39 
 

0 0 0 

 River Chub Nocomis 
micropogon 
 

0.24 
 

1.47 
 

1.08 
 

8.90 
 

1.64 
 

0 

  Nocomis spp. 0 0 0 0.48 
 

0 0 

 Golden 
Shiner 

Notemigonus 
crysoleucas 
 

0 0 0 0.32 
 

0 0 

 Bluntnose 
Minnow 

Pimephales 
notatus 
 

1.85 
 

12.7 
 

8.84 
 

0.95 
 

1.03 
 

1.63 
 

 Fathead 
Minnow 

Pimephales 
promelas 
 

0 0 0 0 0.21 
 

0.16 
 

 Creek Chub Semotilus 
atromaculatus 

0 0.07 
 

0 3.02 
 

4.32 
 

10.9 
 

         
Percidae 
 

        

 Greenside 
Darter 

Etheostoma 
blennioides 
 

3.80 
 

9.83 
 

3.88 
 

0 0 0 

 Rainbow 
Darter 

Etheostoma 
caeruleum 

0 0 1.31 
 

0 0 0 
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 Johnny 
Darter 

Etheostoma 
nigrum 

2.74 
 

4.41 
 

7.50 
 

3.34 
 

22.0 
 

12.3 
 

 Yellow Perch Perca 
flavescens 
 

0 0 0 1.59 
 

0.21 
 

0 

 Logperch Percina 
caprodes 
 

0.50 
 

0.23 
 

0.61 
 

0.16 
 

0 0 

 Blackside 
Darter 

Percina 
maculata 
 

0.26 
 

2.84 
 

1.80 
 

6.68 
 

4.21 
 

0.98 
 

Percopsidae 
 

        

 Trout-Perch Percopsis 
omiscomaycus 
 

0.26 
 

0 0 0 0 0 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Table 2.5 Summary of Chao1 local richness estimates from each site grouping and the 

mean CPUA of Round Goby in sites within the site groupings in each tributary. 

Tributary Site 
Grouping 

Number of 
Species 

Number of 
Sites 

Chao1 (+/- S.E.) Mean Round 
Goby CPUA 

Big Otter 
Creek 

Lower 25 13 32.5 (7.68) 0.04 

 Middle 
 

20 9 56 (43.7) 0.01 

 Upper 
 

20 5 36.2 (16.2) 0.0 

Ausable 
River 

Lower 25 16 26.4 (2.17) 0.13 

 Middle 
 

26 12 48.5 (28.5) 0.0 

 Upper 32 17 39.5 (7.07) 0.0 
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Chapter 3: Ecological resource use and overlap of invasive Round Goby 
(Neogobius melanostomus) and native fishes in a Lake Erie tributary  

 

 

3.1 Introduction 

The ability to outcompete native species for resources (e.g., food and habitat) is 

a common attribute of aquatic invasive species (AIS) (Pimm et al. 1985; Volpe et al. 

2001; Seiler and Keeley 2009). Species establishment is more likely when AIS invade 

ecosystems with low diversity, occupy vacant niches, and/or display a high plasticity in 

resource use (Peterson and Vieglais 2001; Stachowicz and Byrnes 2006; Hayden et al. 

2013, 2014; Fridley and Sax 2014), all of which reduce interspecific competition with 

native species. Resource availability can also determine the success of an invader. Low 

resource availability within an ecosystem requires AIS to compete for limited resources 

with native species (Giller 1984; Chen et al. 2011) and can impede AIS establishment 

and/or negatively affect native species. However, once AIS become established, the 

trophic niches of native species can diverge and become partitioned due to shifts to 

different or previously underexploited resources (Syväranta and Jones 2008), thereby 

limiting competition, and facilitating the persistence of the invader within the community 

(Tran et al. 2015; Britton et al. 2019).  

The Round Goby (Neogobius melanostomus), which is native to the Ponto-

Caspian region, was first detected in the Great Lakes basin in 1990 in the St. Clair River 

(Jude et al. 1992). In the years following establishment, Round Goby reached high 

densities in nearshore lake habitats and has been associated with reduced abundances 

of Mottled Sculpin (Cottus bairdii), Logperch (Percina caprodes), Johnny Darter 



 
 
 

46 

(Etheostoma nigrum), Rainbow Darter (Etheostoma caeruleum), and Tessellated Darter 

(Etheostoma olmstedi) due to competition for food and habitat resources (French and 

Jude 2001; Lauer et al. 2004; Balshine et al. 2005; Krakowiak and Pennuto 2008; 

Bergstrom and Mensinger 2009; Morissette et al. 2018). Several studies have also 

provided experimental evidence for the ability of Round Goby to outcompete other 

species for resources due to their aggressive nature and propensity to achieve greater 

body sizes than similar benthic species (Charlebois et al. 2001; Balshine et al. 2005; 

van Kessel et al. 2011). Characteristic of successful invaders (Ruesink 2005), Round 

Goby have also been shown to display patterns of generalized feeding along the 

invasion front (Dashinov and Uzunova 2020) and adapt quickly to the biotic and abiotic 

conditions that determine trophic structure and energy flow (Herlevi et al. 2018). 

Roughly a decade after their establishment in the Great Lakes, Round Goby 

underwent a secondary expansion by moving upstream into numerous Great Lakes 

tributaries, which has led to variable impacts on native fish communities. In Lake 

Michigan tributaries, no adverse impacts to native fish communities were detected after 

Round Goby establishment, although studies were conducted only shortly after invasion 

and over a limited spatial scale, i.e., < 20 km upstream from the lakes (Kornis et al. 

2013; Malone 2016). In contrast, in several New York state tributaries of Lake Erie, the 

establishment of Round Goby was associated with the extirpation of Rainbow Darter 

and Johnny Darter, presumably due to competition for preferred benthic 

macroinvertebrate prey (Krakowiak and Pennuto 2008). Also supporting claims of 

competition between Round Goby and native species, gut content analyses indicated 

that six species (Brindled Madtom (Noturus miurus), Logperch, Eastern Sand Darter 
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(Ammocrypta pellucida), Blackside Darter (Percina maculata), Johnny Darter 

(Etheostoma nigrum), and Greenside Darter (Etheostoma blennioidies)) displayed 

significant dietary overlap with Round Goby after its establishment in the Sydenham 

River, a tributary of Lake St. Clair (Firth et al. 2020). While gut content analyses can 

provide direct evidence of competitive interactions, it reflects recent diets (typically 

within 48 hours of capture), tends to overestimate the importance of hard-shelled versus 

soft-bodied prey (Brush et al. 2012; Miano et al. 2021), and has previously 

misrepresented the diet of Round Goby by overestimating the proportion of dreissenids 

in its diet (Barton et al. 2005; Brush et al. 2012).  

Compared to gut content analyses, stable isotope analysis (SIA) provides longer-

term evidence of species’ dietary patterns in an ecosystem (Grey 2006; Rybczynski et 

al. 2008). Thus, SIA can provide a longer-term view of the resource use of Round Goby 

and help to better predict their potential impacts on native stream fishes. In particular, 

carbon (δ13C) and nitrogen (δ15N) have been used to quantify the trophic relationships 

and resource use of invasive fish species (e.g., Vander Zanden et al. 1999; 

Cucherousset et al. 2012; Jacobs et al. 2017; Coulter et al. 2019; Dominguez Almela et 

al. 2021). SIA has also previously been used to characterize the resource use of Round 

Goby in the Great Lakes. For example, in the offshore habitats of Lake Ontario, Round 

Goby were shown to have the largest isotopic niche when compared to native forage 

fishes (indicative of a generalist feeding strategy), which has allowed them to partition 

their resource use to avoid competition with other native species (Mumby et al. 2018). In 

Lake Superior, Round Goby similarly displayed a generalist feeding strategy, with both 

a broad and plastic isotopic niche (Pettitt-Wade et al. 2015). While there is evidence for 
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ontogenetic diet shifts toward preferential consumption of dreissenids once individuals 

reach a threshold size (100– 130 mm total length) in the Great Lakes (Miano et al. 

2021), studies using SIA have also found that individuals of all sizes consume diverse 

diets composed of chironomids, cladocerans, copepods, and amphipods (Barton et al. 

2005; McCallum et al. 2017). 

Although resource use of Round Goby has been well studied with SIA within the 

Great Lakes (e.g., Barton et al. 2005; Pettitt-Wade et al. 2015; McCallum et al. 2017; 

Mumby et al. 2018; Miano et al. 2021), to our knowledge it has not been applied to 

assess the resource use effects of Round Goby on native fish communities in Great 

Lakes tributaries. Therefore, the trophic impacts of Round Goby on native fishes 

inhabiting tributary ecosystems remain uncertain. To gain a better understanding of the 

ecological impacts of an invasive species, such as Round Goby, it is critical to 

understand both the range of resources it can use and the nature of its trophic 

interactions with native species. Here, we first characterize the variability of resource 

use of Round Goby in Great Lakes populations and compare the resource use of Round 

Goby in a Lake Erie tributary (Big Otter Creek) to lake populations. We then determine 

how the presence of Round Goby has affected the isotopic niche, relative abundance, 

and diversity of the benthic and benthopelagic native fishes within Big Otter Creek by 

comparing sites where Round Goby is present and absent. Based on niche theory (e.g., 

Pianke 1974), we hypothesized that benthic and benthopelagic fishes would show 

altered isotopic niches (i.e., changes in position and size), decreased relative 

abundances, decreased condition, and decreased diversity in sites where Round Goby 

was present due to direct competition and resource overlap.  
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3.2 Methods 

3.2.1 Sample Collection 

Fishes were collected by Fisheries and Oceans Canada (DFO) between July 9 - 

19th and September 24 - 26th, 2018 using a bag seine (3.0 mm bag mesh, 3.0 mm wing 

mesh, 9.144 m length) in Big Otter Creek (a tributary of Lake Erie, river mouth: 4264N, 

8081W). Sites were chosen to ensure that a diverse set of native species were 

captured, and to ensure that there were some common species between sites where 

Round Goby was present and absent to facilitate comparisons. At each site, seining 

was completed in a downstream direction with three consecutive hauls. Where Round 

Goby was present, captured species included: Blackside Darter, White Sucker 

(Catostomus commersonii), Common Shiner (Luxilus cornutus), River Chub (Nocomis 

micropogon), and Spotfin Shiner (Cyprinella spiloptera). Where Round Goby was 

absent, captured species included: White Sucker, Longnose Dace (Rhinichthys 

cataractae), Johnny Darter, Northern Hogsucker (Hypentelium nigricans), Blacknose 

Dace (Rhinichthys atratulus), Common Shiner (Luxilus cornutus), Bluntnose Minnow 

(Pimephales notatus), Creek Chub (Semotilus atromaculatus), and Brook Stickleback 

(Culaea inconstans). Captured fishes were kept in bankside aquaria, identified to 

species, and enumerated for each haul. A subset of fishes was kept and preserved in a 

10% formalin solution for confirmation of species identification and subsequently frozen 

for additional laboratory analyses (including measurements of total length (mm) and 

mass (g)). Complete sampling details can be found in Barnucz et al. (2020). Catch per 

unit area sampled (CPUA) was determined as the aggregate number of captured fish × 

seined area (m2)-1, as previously used in McAllister et al. 2022. 
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3.2.2 Stable Isotope Analysis 

A minimum of 7 individuals of each captured species were selected for stable 

isotope analysis. Muscle samples (skin removed) were dissected from the dorsal area, 

dried for 48 hrs at 60ºC in a scientific drying oven (Yamato DX 600; Yamato Scientific 

Company, Tokyo, Japan), weighed, and analyzed for δ13C and δ15N at the University of 

Waterloo Environmental Isotope Laboratory (Waterloo, Ontario, Canada). SIA values 

were determined using a Delta Plus continuous-flow isotope ratio mass spectrometer 

(Therm Finnigan, Bremen, Germany) coupled to a Carlo Erba elemental analyzer 

(CHNS-O EA1108; Carlo Erba, Milan, Italy) with a reportable analytical precision of 

±0.2‰ (δ13C) and ±0.3‰ (δ15N). Analytical precision was determined by analysis of 

laboratory working standards cross-calibrated to International Atomic Energy Agency 

standards CH6 for δ13C and N1 and N2 for δ15N, with no less than 20% of the samples 

included in any run consisting of standards and reference materials. Results were 

expressed in standard delta notation (δ) as parts per thousand differences with respect 

to the international reference standards Vienna Pee Dee Belemnite (VPDB) and 

atmospheric nitrogen used respectively for δ13C (Craig 1957) and δ15N (Mariotti 1983). 

Measurement consistency was also established by running duplicates for every tenth 

sample. Because most of the C:N ratios in sampled muscle tissues were uniformly low 

(i.e., C:N < 4), tissues were not lipid-corrected (e.g., Jardine et al. 2013). 

 

3.2.3 Round Goby Resource Use Comparison to Great Lakes 

To assess the variation in resource use by Round Goby within and among 

studied populations in the Great Lakes basin, we collected literature-reported stable 
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isotope measures from the following studies: Lake Ontario (Zhang et al. 2012; Brush et 

al. 2012; Rush et al. 2012; Fitzsimons et al. 2013, 2022; Paterson et al. 2014; Colborne 

et al. 2016; Jacobs et al. 2017; Mumby et al. 2018; Bruestle et al. 2019, Power, 

unpublished data), Lake Erie (Campbell et al. 2009; Guinan et al. 2015), Lake St. Clair 

(Pettitt-Wade et al. 2015) Lake Huron (Omara et al. 2015; Paterson et al. 2020),  Lake 

Michigan (Feiner et al. 2018; Conard et al. 2021), and Lake Superior (Pettitt-Wade et al. 

2015). Data for the Niagara River were assigned to Lake Erie or Lake Ontario 

depending on whether the data were collected from above or below Niagara Falls. 

Collected data consisted of means (fish length and δ13C), sample size, and standard 

deviation or mean error with conversion from standard error to standard deviation 

accomplished by multiplying the standard error by the square root of the sample size 

(Zar 2010). Given the minimal differences between bulk δ13C and lipid 

extracted/corrected values reported in Mumby et al. (2018), no attempt was made to 

account for among-study differences in lipid extraction/correction. Resource ranges 

were estimated for each study as mean δ13C standard deviation and coefficients of 

variation were estimated using mean and standard deviation for each study (Zar 2010). 

As baseline data were often missing or inconsistently reported, comparisons among 

studies with respect to δ15N were not attempted. Patterns in the data related to 

differences in mean length-at-capture were examined and tested using standard 

ordinary least squares (OLS) regression methods (Zar 2010). 

 

3.2.4 Statistical Analysis 
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 For comparative purposes, estimated carbon ranges (mean  SD) were plotted 

and compared to data obtained for Big Otter Creek. An among-study carbon range was 

similarly calculated from reported mean study data using standard parametric statistical 

methods (Zar 2010). 

To determine whether the presence of Round Goby led to differences in the 

resource use of co-occurring stream fishes, sampled sites were classified as either 

Round Goby present (Round Goby catch per unit area (CPUA) > 0) or Round Goby 

absent (Round Goby CPUA = 0) (Fig. 3.1) based on McAllister et al. 2022. Species 

were further classified as either benthic or benthopelagic based on the Ontario 

Freshwater Fishes Life History Database (Eakins 2022), with such groupings reflecting 

among-species differences in habitat use and feeding. While Round Goby is a benthic 

species, Round Goby was excluded from the benthic species grouping for the purposes 

of between-group comparisons unless otherwise noted.  

To compare between sites where Round Goby was present and absent, species 

diversity was determined using the widely applied Shannon-Wiener diversity index 

(Shannon and Weaver 1949; Spellerberg and Fedor 2003) and evenness was 

calculated using Smith and Wilson’s Index of Evenness as it is independent of species 

richness and sensitive to both rare and common species in the community (Smith and 

Wilson 1996). Benthic and benthopelagic species used in the calculations consisted of 

all species used for stable isotope analyses, which included (on a CPUA basis) 95.2% 

of all fishes captured, 98.8% of all benthic fishes captured, and 92.8% of all 

benthopelagic fishes captured. The relationship between CPUA and species richness of 
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benthic and benthopelagic species at sites where Round Goby was present and absent 

was determined using linear and exponential regression. 

The NicheRover package was used to calculate the 95% directional pairwise 

probabilities (%) that species A would occur within the niche region (NR) of species B 

and vice versa (Swanson et al. 2015). Both NR and overlap are insensitive to variation in 

sample sizes (Swanson et al. 2015) and thus allow niche size estimates for species 

captured in unequal numbers. To determine whether the % overlap of benthic and 

benthopelagic species differed between sites where Round Goby is present or absent, 

one-way ANOVAs were used and assumptions of normality and homogeneity of 

variance were tested for each model using the Shapiro-Wilk W test and Levene’s test. 

Changes to the proportion of significant overlaps (>60%) of benthic and benthopelagic 

groups in sites where Round Goby was present or absent were also tested using one-

tailed or two-tailed two-proportion Z-tests, with the 60% threshold for ecological 

significance determined following (Zaret and Rand 1971; Wallace 1981). 

The Stable Isotope Bayesian Ellipses in R (package ‘SIBER’) (Jackson et al. 

2011) was used to calculate the Bayesian ellipse areas with small sample size 

correction (SEAc). Metrics proposed by Layman et al. (2007) were used to characterize 

resource use for each of the defined trophic groupings of species (i.e., benthic and 

benthopelagic). Metrics included: nitrogen range (NR; the distance between the two 

samples with the most enriched and most depleted δ15N values), carbon range (CR; 

computed similarly to NR), nearest-neighbour distance (NND; the mean of the 

Euclidean distances to each sample’s nearest neighbour in the SIA biplot and a 

measure of overall sample density), standard deviation of the nearest-neighbour 
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distances (SDNND; a measure of evenness in the SIA biplot), distance to centroid (CD; 

average Euclidean distance of each sample to the δ13C-δ15N centroid, i.e., the mean of 

the SIA data in a given sample grouping) and the area of the convex hull (TA; a 

measure of the total amount of niche space occupied). All analyses were conducted in 

R version 4.0.4 (R Core Team 2021). Differences in mean isotopic values and Layman 

metrics between life history groups (benthic and benthopelagic) where Round Goby was 

present and absent were evaluated using one-way ANOVAs. Finally, significant 

differences in condition as measured by Fulton’s K were also assessed using one-way 

ANOVA. 

 

3.3 Results 

3.3.1 Round Goby Isotopic Niche in Waterbodies of the Great Lakes 

 Round Goby demonstrated high isotopic niche plasticity across the Great Lakes 

basin with a trend towards littoral resource use (i.e., more enriched δ13C) (Fig. 3.2). 

Most study values fell within the computed inter-population range (-24.3 to -17.7‰) with 

the exception of values reported for the Bay of Quinte (Power, unpublished data, Brush 

et al. 2012), the Lower Niagara River (Bruestle et al. 2019), and sites in Lake Superior 

(Pettit-Wade et al. 2015). Mean within-site range in resource use (2.1‰) was 

significantly smaller than the among-site range (6.6‰, t-test, p < 0.001). In Big Otter 

Creek, the range of resource use by Round Goby was significantly smaller (1.3‰) than 

within the Great Lakes generally (t-test, p < 0.001) and with the exception of sites in 

Lake Superior (Pettit-Wade et al. 2015), covered a lower range of δ13C values.  
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3.3.2 Round Goby Impacts to Benthic and Benthopelagic Fish Communities   

 The isotopic niche occupied by benthic species (Fig. 3.3) was reduced by 51% in 

comparison to where Round Goby was present, whereas the isotopic niche occupied by 

benthopelagic species remained essentially the same when Round Goby was present 

(2.73‰2) and absent (2.68‰2) (Table 3.1). Benthopelagic species displayed a 

considerable shift in resource use in the presence of Round Goby, with the centroid of 

the trophic grouping shifting up in δ13C (0.77‰) and down in δ15N (-1.19‰) (Fig. 3.4). 

Benthic species displayed shifts in resource use and trophic position that were 

approximately half as large as those seen in the benthopelagic species, with the 

centroid for the benthic species shifting down in both δ13C (-0.32‰) and δ15N (-0.63‰) 

when Round Goby was present. 

Coincident with shifts in trophic niche space, Fulton’s K index of fish condition 

declined significantly for benthic fishes in the presence of Round Goby (ANOVA: F1, 151 

= 17.716, p < 0.001) but not for benthopelagic fishes (ANOVA: F1, 115 = 0.417, p = 

0.520). Relative to species richness, the CPUA of the combined benthic and 

benthopelagic species increased (Table 3.2, Fig. 3.5) at a higher and exponential rate 

(regression p < 0.001, R2 = 0.989) when Round Goby was absent as compared to the 

linear rate when Round Goby was present (regression p = 0.018, R2 = 0.705). 

As for species found across both site classifications (i.e., Round Goby present 

and absent), the isotopic niche of the benthic White Sucker more than doubled at sites 

where Round Goby was absent as compared to where it was present (e.g., 2.94 vs. 

1.24‰2) while the isotopic niche of the benthopelagic Common Shiner did not differ 

(e.g., 1.97 vs. 1.92‰2) (Appendix).  
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Round Goby had a high probability of overlapping the isotopic niche of both 

benthopelagic species (92.5%) and benthic species (85.3%) (Table 3.3), whereas the 

benthic species had a higher probability of overlapping with Round Goby (66.0%) than 

benthopelagic species (34.3%). Where Round Goby was present, benthopelagic 

species had a low probability of overlap with benthic species (27.8%), while benthic 

species had a 69.4% probability of overlap with benthopelagic species. Where Round 

Goby was absent, both benthic and benthopelagic species had a greater than 86% 

chance of overlap with each other. 

Between sites where Round Goby was present or absent, no significant 

differences were detected in the % overlap between benthic species (ANOVA: F1,20 = 

0.731, p = 0.88) or benthopelagic species (ANOVA: F1,16 = 3.5, p = 0.12) (Fig. 3.6). 

However, the % overlap between benthic and benthopelagic species is significantly 

higher in sites where Round Goby was absent (ANOVA: F1,50 = 4.0, p = 0.002). The 

proportion of significant overlaps (> 60%) between benthic species (one-tailed Z = 

0.135, p = 0.45) and benthopelagic species (two-tailed Z = 1.37, p = 0.17) did not differ 

significantly between sites based on the presence or absence Round Goby, whereas 

significant overlaps between benthic and benthopelagic species were more common at 

sites where Round Goby was absent (0.55) than present (0.25) (one-tailed Z = 1.824, p 

= 0.03). 

Blackside Darter, White Sucker, and River Chub had the highest probability 

(96.3%, 60.6%, and 56.8%, respectively) of overlapping the isotopic niche of Round 

Goby while Common Shiner and Spotfin Shiner had the lowest probabilities (32.0% and 

10.7%, respectively) of overlap (Appendix). Round Goby had the highest probability of 
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overlapping the isotopic niche of River Chub, White Sucker, and Common Shiner 

(91.5%, 77.9%, and 65.2%, respectively) and the lowest probabilities of overlapping 

with Blackside Darter and Spotfin Shiner (47.8% and 12.2%, respectively).  

 

3.4 Discussion 

Our study found that Round Goby displayed high niche plasticity across the 

Great Lakes basin. Where Round Goby was present in Big Otter Creek, benthic species 

underwent isotopic niche compression and occupied isotopic niches that overlapped 

significantly with Round Goby. While benthic species displayed some ability to shift the 

centroid of the isotopic niche, benthopelagic species were much more successful at 

shifting their isotopic niche and consequently experienced lower overlap with Round 

Goby. The effects of niche compression on benthic species were evident in the decline 

in mean fish condition, a fate which benthopelagic species appeared to have avoided 

due to the larger isotopic niche shift away from Round Goby. 

 High niche plasticity has been shown to lead to greater success for invasive 

fishes in novel environments (Layman and Allgeier 2012; Grabowska and Przybylski 

2014; Nurkse et al. 2016; Tonella et al. 2018; Özdilek et al. 2019), by allowing invaders 

the flexibility to consume a wide variety of prey and grow rapidly (Hayden et al. 2014). 

Consequently, there are numerous examples of invasive fishes whose range 

expansions and successful introductions have been facilitated by high niche plasticity. 

For example, the Western Mosquitofish (Gambusia affinis) has successfully established 

in every continent but Antarctica (Pyke 2008) owing to its ability to consume a wide 

variety of prey typically found in degraded ecosystems (Lee et al. 2018). Establishment 
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of other invasive fishes such as Largemouth Bass (Micropterus salmoides) in European 

rivers (Almeida et al. 2012) and Silver Carp (Hypophthalmichthys molitrix) in the 

Mississippi rivershed (Coulter et al. 2019) have also been attributed to high niche 

plasticity. Thus, the widespread establishment of Round Goby in the Great Lakes basin 

has likely also been facilitated by its high niche plasticity (Raby et al. 2010; Brush et al. 

2012; Pettitt-Wade et al. 2015; Nurkse et al. 2016), with opportunistic feeding 

behaviours also suspected in the invasion success of Round Goby in the Baltic Sea 

(Nurkse et al. 2016).  

Numerous diet studies of Round Goby in the Great Lakes basin and elsewhere 

have established Round Goby as a generalist feeder. In the Great Lakes, Round Goby 

consumes dreissenids, chironomids, cladocerans, copepods, crayfish, dragonflies, 

isopods, mayflies, fish eggs, and amphipods (Corkum et al. 2004; Barton et al. 2005; 

McCallum et al. 2017; Miano et al. 2021). After its range expansion from the Great 

Lakes upstream into tributaries, where dreissenids are less available, Round Goby has 

continued to demonstrate a generalist diet relying largely on chironomids, mayflies, 

amphipods, elmids, snails, caddisflies (Phillips et al.; Carman et al. 2006; Pennuto et al. 

2018). Similarly in Europe, Round Goby preferred trichoptera, megaloptera, coleoptera, 

and gastropods in the Sava River (Piria et al. 2016), chironomids, amphipods, 

cladocerans, and bryozoans in the Danube River of Slovakia (Števove et al. 2013), and 

other organisms spanning 76 taxa including chironomids, trichopterans, and 

ephemeropterans in the Lower Danube River tributaries of Bulgaria (Dashinov and 

Uzunova 2020). Evidently, Round Goby can consume a wide variety of local prey 

sources regardless of geographical location and habitat, which has led to its 
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proliferation and extensive competition with native species. This suggests, as has been 

noted here, that understanding the range of resource use in one environment, e.g., 

lakes, will not necessarily predict resource use in adjacent habitats such as tributary 

systems. For example, Round Goby resource use in Big Otter Creek tended to the 

extreme of the δ13C values recorded for the other Great Lakes basin study sites. 

The ability to outcompete native species for habitat and resources is a common 

trait among successful invasive species (Elton 1977; Vilà and Weiner 2004; 

Cucherousset and Olden 2011; Thomson et al. 2016). In addition to a highly plastic 

niche and generalist diet, a strong competitive ability has also facilitated the expansion 

and success of Round Goby in novel habitats (Kornis et al. 2012). Round Goby has 

caused the diminished abundance of prey in invaded lacustrine and riverine habitats 

(Lederer et al. 2008; Raby et al. 2010), and thus negatively affects the native fishes 

relying on those resources. Round Goby can also outcompete other species for habitat 

due to its aggressive behaviour and capacity to reach greater body sizes than species 

occupying similar habitats (Charlebois et al. 2001; Balshine et al. 2005), as has been 

shown in laboratory experiments (van Kessel et al. 2011). Thus, both a superior 

competitive ability and a generalist diet have likely contributed to the establishment of 

Round Goby in tributaries of the Great Lakes and the trophic alterations observed in this 

study. 

The trophic shift displayed by benthopelagic species may be explained by 

competitive exclusion by Round Goby. Increased competitive interactions between 

species can result in niche compression and, therefore, shifts toward increased 

specialization (i.e., partitioning) by native species as a means of avoiding overlap in 
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resource use (Van Valen 1965; Olsson et al. 2009; Thomson et al. 2016). For example, 

the isotopic niches of Gudgeon (Gobio gobio) and Roach (Rutilus rutilus) were reduced 

and individuals shifted to a more specialized diet after the introduction of Pumpkinseed 

Sunfish (Lepomis gibbosus) (Copp et al. 2017). Additionally, Lake Trout (Salvelinus 

namaycush) shifted their resource use from littoral prey fish to pelagic zooplankton after 

the introduction of invasive Rock Bass (Ambloplites rupestris) and Smallmouth Bass 

(Micropterus dolomieu) into several Canadian lakes (Vander Zanden et al. 1999). Lake 

Trout invasions in northwestern Montana in turn have caused trophic dispersion and 

subsequent trophic displacement via interference competition, as native Bull Trout 

(Salvelinus confluentus) and other fishes have increasingly come to depend on littoral 

resources (Wainright et al. 2021). The presence of Round Goby in Big Otter Creek 

appears to have caused similar trophic displacement and niche 

partitioning/specialization with benthic and benthopelagic fishes. Such shifts can result 

in the use of less preferred resources (Fausch and White 1981; Abbey-Lee et al. 2013; 

Sebastián et al. 2015), which may affect fish condition. Shifts detected here appear to 

have prevented reduction in condition among benthopelagic fishes but not among the 

benthic fishes likely to interact most with Round Goby due to competition (Henseler et 

al. 2020). 

The substantial overlap in isotopic niche between several benthic species 

(Blackside Darter and White Sucker) and Round Goby in our study aligns with findings 

from a previous study of diet overlap between Round Goby and native benthic species 

in a Great Lakes tributary. Brindled Madtom (Noturus miurus), Logperch (Percina 

caprodes), Eastern Sand Darter (Ammocrypta pellucida), Blackside Darter, Johnny 
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Darter (Etheostoma nigrum), and Greenside Darter (Etheostoma blennioides) all shared 

significant overlap with Round Goby in the Sydenham River and increased their 

specialized feeding (Firth et al. 2020). While many invasive fishes are more likely to 

establish in ecosystems with low diversity and occupy vacant or underused niches upon 

introduction (Shea and Chesson 2002; Fridley and Sax 2014; Tran et al. 2015), Round 

Goby was still able to succeed in Great Lakes tributaries despite these ecosystems 

containing the most diverse freshwater fish communities in Canada (Staton and 

Mandrak 2005) and the evidence of its significant overlap in resource use with many 

native fishes (Firth et al. 2020). Given the renowned competitive ability of Round Goby 

(Charlebois et al. 2001; Balshine et al. 2005; Van Kessel et al. 2011) and the extensive 

overlap between Round Goby and benthic species observed in this study (especially 

Blackside Darter and White Sucker), native benthic species may experience further 

displacement and/or population declines if resources become limited (Pianka 1974; 

Ricciardi et al. 2013), or Round Goby abundances increase. Although niche overlap for 

extended periods of time is possible if resources remain abundant or if overlap is 

transient, prolonged competition can lead to eventual competitive exclusion or local 

extirpation (Elton 1927; Bolnick 2001).  

Round Goby was associated with reduced relative abundance of native fishes in 

Big Otter Creek, which supports previous findings from the system (McAllister et al. 

2022) and other Great Lakes tributaries (Krakowiak and Pennuto 2008). Generally, as 

the abundance of invasive species increases, populations of native species will undergo 

declines in abundance (Bradley et al. 2019). Despite the correlated reduction in relative 

abundance, species richness and other diversity metrics did not appear to be affected 
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by the presence of Round Goby. Species richness is a stable ecosystem metric that 

often requires the removal or displacement of species to elicit change (Bradley et al. 

2019). Nonetheless, the reduced relative abundance of fishes in sites where Round 

Goby were found may eventually lead to reduced community diversity in Big Otter 

Creek, especially given the evidence for reduced benthic fish condition at sites occupied 

by Round Goby. 

Collectively, our study demonstrated the high niche plasticity and resource use 

among Round Goby in the Great Lakes and that even with restricted resource use in 

tributary ecosystems, Round Goby can trigger niche shifts in resident benthic and 

benthopelagic species. Smaller niche shifts among benthic species have been 

associated with reduced fish conditions, likely because of greater competitive 

interactions with Round Goby. Paired with the previous findings of Round Goby 

potentially causing population declines and/or displacement of native benthic fishes in 

Big Otter Creek (McAllister et al. 2022), this study adds to the literature that has 

documented the effects of Round Goby invasions on native fishes. The diet and 

resource use of Round Goby has been well studied in the Great Lakes with stable 

isotope analysis, but to our knowledge, this is the first study to use stable isotope 

analysis to determine the resource use and trophic impacts to fish communities by 

Round Goby in tributaries flowing directly into the Great Lakes. While findings here 

show how Round Goby has affected the native fish community in Big Otter Creek, future 

research should determine the resource use of Round Goby and its impacts on fish 

communities in other tributaries of the Great Lakes. Because the isotopic signature of 

fish muscle tissue only reflects the diet from the preceding few months (Hesslein et al. 
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1993; Maruyama et al. 2001), the resource use relationships found in this study are 

likely only reflective of the summer season. Thus, future research should also aim to 

determine whether Round Goby impacts on the resource use of native fishes vary intra- 

and interannually in Great Lake tributaries.
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3.5 Figures and Tables 

 

Figure 3.1 Map of sampling sites in Big Otter Creek where Round Goby was present 

(black) and absent (light grey) between July 9-19th and September 24-26th, 2018. 
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Figure 3.2 Plots of mean δ13C values ( SD) of Round Goby from various waterbodies 

of the Great Lakes basin taken from past studies along with 2018 values from Big Otter 

Creek. The solid black bar plots the among-study range in δ13C values (mean  SD).
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Figure 3.3 Isotopic niches of benthic (red) and benthopelagic (blue) fishes from sites where Round Goby (green) was 

present (left) and absent (right) in Big Otter Creek. Mean δ15N and δ13C are displayed as the enlarged dots.
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Figure 3.4 Bivariate plot of mean δ13C and δ15N of Round Goby (yellow circle) and 

benthic (enlarged circle) and benthopelagic (enlarged square) species where Round 

Goby was present (filled circles) and absent (grey and empty circles) in Big Otter Creek. 

Included are arrows displaying differences in isotopic niches of benthic and 

benthopelagic species between sites where Round Goby was absent and present, and 

mean δ13C and δ15N of individual species from both benthic and benthopelagic 

groupings (smaller shapes). 
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Figure 3.5 Linear and exponential regressions relating CPUA (catch per unit area 

sampled; number of captured fish × seined area (m2)-1) to species richness for fishes at 

sites where Round Goby was present (filled circles) and absent (open dots). Lines plot 

the significant (p < 0.001) regression lines. Large open and filled squares plot the mean 

CPUA and species richness for sites where Round Goby was present and absent.
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Figure 3.6 Boxplots of average niche overlap between (A) benthic species, (B) 

benthopelagic species, and (C) benthic and benthopelagic species in sites where 

Round Goby was present and absent.
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Table 3.1 Summary of δ13C and δ15N values and Layman metrics for benthic and benthopelagic species captured from 

Big Otter Creek in sites where Round Goby was present and absent. Metrics include range of δ13C (CR), range of δ15N 

(NR), Bayesian ellipse size (SEAc), nearest neighbour distance (NND), standard deviation of nearest neighbour distance 

(SNND), and distance to centroid (CD). 

 

Community Classification Species N δ13C  std. δ15N  std. CR NR SEAc TA NND  SDNND CD 

Round Goby Present Benthic All (Excluding Round Goby) 42 -27.56  0.67 
 

13.14   0.67 2.48 2.38 1.22 3.53 0.16  0.09 0.87 

 Benthopelagic All 59 -26.42  0.80 12.41   1.18 4.58 5.19 2.73 13.5 0.26  0.27 1.26 

Round Goby Absent Benthic All 110 -27.24  1.00 13.77   1.00 7.25 5.16 2.51 15.31 0.19  0.26 1.11 

 Benthopelagic All 59 -27.19  1.00 13.60   0.84 6.02 3.90 2.68 15.12 0.27  0.35 1.05 
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Table 3.2 Summary of metrics comparing the benthic and benthopelagic species in communities where Round Goby was 

present and absent. Metrics include the mean CPUA of benthic and benthopelagic fishes and mean CPUA of Round 

Goby in sampled sites. Also given are the means of the site Shannon-Wiener indices, species richness, evenness, total 

length (mm), mass (g), and Fulton’s K. 

Community Classification CPUA Round 

Goby 

CPUA 

Shannon-

Wiener 

Index 

Species 

Richness 

Evenness TL (mm)  

std. 

Mass (g)  

std.   

K  std.   

Round Goby Present Benthic 0.65 0.06 1.90 11.7 0.78 37.0  

6.45 

0.46  0.25 0.82  0.16 

 Benthopelagic 0.73 0.07 1.85 12.0 0.76 69.8  

28.4 

9.52  31.0 0.93  0.12 

Round Goby Absent Benthic 1.92 0 1.68 10.6 0.71 52.5  

31.8 

3.84  9.99 0.93  0.13 

 Benthopelagic 2.36 0 1.76 11.0 0.75 60.5  

26.4 

4.16  10.2 0.96  0.18 
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Table 3.3 Estimated overlap of isotopic niche among groups from sites where Round Goby was present and absent. 

Values are given as probabilities (%) of the isotopic niche of group A overlapping the isotopic niche of group B. 

Community 

Round Goby Present Round Goby Absent 

Group B Group A Mean  95% Credible 

Interval 

Group B Group A Mean  95% Credible 

Interval 

Benthic Benthopelagic 27.8 (16-44) Benthic Benthopelagic 86.2 (76-94) 

 Round Goby 85.3 (64-98)     

Benthopelagic Benthic 69.4 (45-90) Benthopelagic Benthic 88.3 (80-95) 

 Round Goby 92.5 (76-100)     

Round Goby Benthic 66.0 (43-87)     

 Benthopelagic 34.3 (20-53)     
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Chapter 4: General Conclusions 

 
4.1  Summary  

The overall objective of this research was to determine how Round Goby has 

affected native fishes in tributaries of the Great Lakes while addressing key knowledge 

gaps evident from previous research. The aim of Chapter 2 was to assess how Round 

Goby may have altered the populations and diversity of fish communities in Great Lakes 

tributaries at broader spatial scales than previous studies. Chapter 3 used stable 

isotope analysis to characterize the niche plasticity of Round Goby across the Great 

Lakes basin and determine how its resource use in Big Otter Creek has affected benthic 

and benthopelagic fish communities. 

In Chapter 2, the catch per unit area of Round Goby and Percidae species from 

the Ausable River and Big Otter Creek were analyzed to determine whether Round 

Goby had impacted their relative abundances along longitudinal tributary gradients. 

Evidence suggested that Round Goby may have negatively affected the relative 

abundance of several darter species, but overwhelming evidence for negative 

associations with darter species was not detected. Additionally, Round Goby relative 

abundance in both tributaries was highest in downstream sections closest to the Great 

Lakes. The spatial differences suggest that communities in the lower reaches are most 

likely to be impacted by Round Goby invasion given that the relative abundance of 

several darter species was highest in upstream sections where Round Goby was either 

absent or at a low relative abundance. Diversity metrics varied across the lower, middle, 

and upper reaches of both tributaries, but did not correlate with patterns of Round Goby 

relative abundance. The evidence for the negative relationships between Round Goby 
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and certain darter species reported here was found over similar time periods but across 

greater spatial scales than noted in earlier studies in Great Lakes tributaries. The 

findings from this chapter are important for understanding how Round Goby has 

impacted native fish communities throughout these and other tributaries of the Great 

Lakes. Ultimately, this chapter adds to the growing body of literature that provides 

evidence of the ecological impact of Round Goby in North American freshwater 

ecosystems. 

Chapter 3 compared the stable isotope values of Round Goby in Big Otter Creek 

to literature-derived samples of Round Goby throughout the Great Lakes basin and 

found that Round Goby displayed high niche plasticity across the Great Lakes basin. 

The resource use (δ13C) of Round Goby in Big Otter Creek differed from lacustrine 

populations, being generally more depleted and less varied in the riverine ecosystem. 

The notably high niche plasticity of Round Goby has likely facilitated its expansion and 

successful establishment in numerous waterbodies (Pettitt-Wade et al. 2015). The 

resource use of benthic and benthopelagic species in Big Otter Creek was compared 

between sites where Round Goby was present and absent. Where Round Goby was 

present, benthopelagic species shifted their isotopic niche (presumably as a mechanism 

to limit trophic overlap with Round Goby); whereas benthic species were suspected of 

being less able to shift their isotopic niche and consequently shared significant overlap 

with Round Goby and, consequently, displayed reduced condition. These findings 

support previous studies that suggested Round Goby is more likely to negatively affect 

benthic fishes through competition for similar resources (French and Jude 2001; Raab 

et al. 2018; Firth et al. 2020). 
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Collectively, both chapters support one another in identifying that Round Goby 

has likely affected native fishes in tributaries of the Great Lakes through competition. 

Direct evidence of overlap in resource use between Round Goby and native fishes was 

required to support the hypothesized mechanism of competition and accounted for the 

observed patterns of benthic Percidae relative abundance along each tributary from 

Chapter 2. The finding of significant isotopic niche overlap between Round Goby and 

benthic species through the use of SIA in Chapter 3 reinforces that the displacement of 

several benthic Percidae species in the studied tributaries was likely due to Round 

Goby outcompeting those species for resources. As a consequence, many benthic 

species appear to be restricted to occupancy of upstream sites or to sites where Round 

Goby was either absent or present at low relative abundances. 

 

4.2  Study Significance 

Much of the past research on the ecological impacts of the Round Goby invasion 

in North America have focused on impacts in the Laurentian Great Lakes. After the 

secondary expansion of Round Goby upstream into tributaries of the Great Lakes, there 

has been limited focus on its subsequent impacts on native fishes in riverine habitats. 

While there have been studies of the ecological impacts of Round Goby in tributary 

ecosystems, several limitations from those studies exist, which this research sought to 

address. First, previous studies of Round Goby in tributaries were confined to less than 

20 km from the Great Lakes (Krakowiak and Pennuto 2008; Kornis et al. 2013; Malone 

2016) where Round Goby existed at high densities. The limited spatial scales of those 

studies may have misled important conclusions regarding ecological impacts. Several 
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European studies examining Round Goby populations and their impacts at broader 

spatial scales (248 km) in rivers observed considerable variation along the rivers with 

respect to condition, growth rate, abundance, and sex ratios (Brandner et al. 2018; 

Cerwenka et al. 2018), which supports the need to consider invasion impacts at greater 

spatial scales. Here, the spatial scale was expanded considerably (126 km in the 

Ausable River and 88 km in Big Otter Creek) relative to past studies in North America, 

and highlights how impacts are likely to differ along a tributary depending on the relative 

of abundance of Round Goby. 

Secondly, stable isotope analyses have not been used to assess the resource 

use by Round Goby in Great Lakes tributaries. Many studies have used stable isotope 

analysis to quantify trophic impacts associated with species introductions (e.g., Vander 

Zanden et al. 1999; Britton et al. 2010; Cucherousset et al. 2012), including Round 

Goby in the Great Lakes (e.g., Paterson et al. 2014; Pettitt-Wade et al. 2015; Miano et 

al. 2021), confirming its use as a valuable tool when analyzing the impacts of invasive 

species on fish communities in Great Lakes tributaries. The finding of extensive 

resource overlap between Round Goby and benthic species supports a previous study 

that found diet overlap between Round Goby and several benthic species in another 

tributary of the Great Lakes (Firth et al. 2020) and corroborates earlier studies that 

predicted benthic fishes were likely to be the most susceptible to Round Goby invasion 

(French and Jude 2001; Raab et al. 2018). Indeed, benthic fishes in Big Otter Creek 

and other tributary ecosystems are likely experiencing competition for similar resources 

with Round Goby based on the high overlap of their isotopic niche. 
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Impacts associated with invasive species can occur shortly after establishment 

due to rapid population growth by the invader (Janssen and Jude 2001; Lauer et al. 

2004; Britton et al. 2007; Connelly et al. 2007), but populations may eventually decline 

or collapse altogether (Simberloff and Gibbons 2004; Strayer and Malcom 2006), with 

impacts potentially decreasing over time (Kornis et al. 2014). Thus, analyzing the 

impacts by invasive species over longer temporal scales is necessary to understand 

how the invader will alter the native ecosystem. Results from previous studies of Round 

Goby impacts on fish communities in tributaries of Lake Michigan and Lake Erie 

(Krakowiak and Pennuto 2008; Kornis et al. 2013; Malone 2016) may have been 

dictated by the recency of Round Goby invasion in their study systems. The effects of 

Round Goby in the Ausable River and Big Otter Creek in this study were evaluated after 

longer post-invasion intervals (11-16 years) and may therefore better reflect the long-

term impacts associated with Round Goby establishment. 

The tributaries of the Great Lakes contain the highest diversity of freshwater 

fishes in Canada (Staton and Mandrak 2005), including several species listed under the 

Species at Risk Act (Poos et al. 2010). The reintroduction of the Threatened Eastern 

Sand Darter in Big Otter Creek and other tributaries is currently being planned by 

Fisheries and Oceans Canada (COSEWIC 2009; Fisheries and Oceans Canada 2012; 

Barnucz et al. 2020; Lamothe et al. 2021) as a key recovery measure for the species, 

yet hinges on the understanding of how Round Goby may affect Eastern Sand Darter in 

tributary ecosystems. Given that the findings from this research provide an improved 

understanding of how Round Goby may affect benthic fishes, including several darter 

species, this research can help to inform decisions regarding the reintroduction of 
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Eastern Sand Darter and potentially other management initiatives regarding SARA 

species in tributary ecosystems. 

 
4.3  Future Research 

While this research has provided a better understanding of how Round Goby has 

impacted native fishes in tributaries of the Great Lakes, several knowledge gaps 

remain. The data from Chapter 2 and 3 were collected over a limited time frame (two 

summers in the Ausable River, one summer in Big Otter Creek), and intra- and 

interannual variation of the relative abundance and resource use of both Round Goby 

and native fishes has not been assessed. Several studies have found that Round Goby 

populations in Great Lakes tributaries fluctuate seasonally with annual migration to lake 

habitat during the winter (Pennuto et al. 2010; Blair et al. 2019) that would lead to 

variable impacts being experienced by the native fish communities throughout the year. 

Additionally, the abundance of Round Goby can rapidly increase across years and 

upstream dispersal of populations in tributaries can occur typically between 0.5 to 5 

km/year (Bergstrom et al. 2008; Bronnenhuber et al. 2011; Brownscombe and Fox 

2012; Šlapanský et al. 2017), but can be as high as 17 km/year (Brandner et al. 2013), 

and so Round Goby populations in riverine ecosystems are spatially and temporally 

dynamic. The resource overlap of invasive and native species can also vary seasonally 

(Coulter et al. 2019), which would lead to variation in the competitive pressure 

experienced by native fishes. Therefore, future research into the relative abundance 

and resource use of Round Goby and native fishes in these ecosystems should be 

performed both intra- and interannually to highlight the potential variation of the 

ecological impacts of Round Goby. 
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Two tributaries were the focus of this research, but Round Goby has invaded 

numerous other tributaries of the Great Lakes, many of which contain species of 

conservation concern (Poos et al. 2010; Raab et al. 2018). The extent of Round Goby 

impacts on fish communities in many other tributaries of the Great Lakes is unknown. 

Monitoring impacts in additional tributaries would provide further insight regarding how 

and why Round Goby impacts vary spatially and temporally. For example, the habitat 

conditions (e.g., slow water velocity, watershed area, temperature) of certain tributaries 

facilitate establishment and promote more rapid upstream expansion of Round Goby 

populations (Kornis et al. 2013; Raab et al. 2018; Reid 2019), whereas the habitat 

conditions in other tributaries may constrain their population expansion and ecological 

impact (Madenjian et al. 2011; Burkett and Jude 2015). Evidently, the ecological 

impacts from Round Goby invasion are highly variable and depend on different abiotic 

and biotic conditions, so continued research on Round Goby impacts in additional 

tributary ecosystems is warranted to better understand the ecological impacts 

associated of this invasive species. 
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COSEWIC Secretariat, Canadian Wildlife Service 

Coulter AA, Swanson HK, Goforth RR (2019) Seasonal variation in resource overlap of 

invasive and native fishes revealed by stable isotopes. Biol Invasions 21:315–321. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-018-1832-y 

Craig H (1957) Isotopic standards for carbon and oxygen and correction factors for 

mass-spectrometric analysis of carbon dioxide. Geochemica et Cosmochimica Acta 

12:133–149 

Cucherousset J, Bouletreau S, Martino A, et al (2012) Using stable isotope analyses to 

determine the ecological effects of non-native fishes. Fish Manag Ecol 19:111–119. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2400.2011.00824.x 



 
 
 

86 

Cucherousset J, Olden JD (2011) Ecological Impacts of Non-Native Freshwater Fishes. 

Fisheries (Bethesda) 36:215–230. https://doi.org/10.1080/03632415.2011.574578 

Dashinov D, Uzunova E (2020) Diet and feeding strategies of round goby, Neogobius 

melanostomus (Pallas, 1814) from the invasion front in the Danube River tributaries 

(Bulgaria): ontogenetic shift and seasonal variation. Limnologica 83:125796. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.limno.2020.125796 

Dextrase AJ, Mandrak NE (2006) Impacts of alien invasive species on freshwater fauna 

at risk in Canada. Biol Invasions 8:13–24. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-005-

0232-2 

Downing AS, Galic N, Goudswaard KPC, et al (2013) Was Lates Late? A Null Model for 

the Nile Perch Boom in Lake Victoria. PLoS One 8:76847  

Drake DAR, Mandrak NE (2014) Bycatch, bait, anglers, and roads: quantifying vector 

activity and propagule introduction risk across lake ecosystems. Ecological 

Applications 24:877–894 

Eakins RJ (2022) Ontario Freshwater Fishes Life History Database 

Elton CS (1977) The Ecology of Invasions by Animals and Plants, 1st edn. Chapman & 

Hall, London 

Elton CS (1927) Animal ecology. Sidgwick and Jackson, London 

Fausch KD, White RJ (1981) Competition Between Brook Trout (Salvelinus fontinalis) 

and Brown Trout (Salmo trutta) for Positions in a Michigan Stream. Canadian 

Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 38:1220–1227 



 
 
 

87 

Feiner ZS, Foley CJ, Bootsma HA, et al (2018) Species identity matters when 

interpreting trophic markers in aquatic food webs. PLoS One 13. 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0204767 

Fetterolf Jr. CM (1980) Why a Great Lakes Fishery Commission and Why a Sea 

Lamprey International Symposium. Can J Fish Aquat Sci 37:1588–1593  

Firth BL, Poesch MS, Koops MA, et al (2020) Diet overlap of common and at-risk 

riverine benthic fishes before and after Round Goby (Neogobius melanostomus) 

invasion. Biol Invasions 7. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-020-02366-7 

Fisheries and Oceans Canada (2012) Recovery strategy for the Eastern Sand Darter 

(Ammocrypta pellucida) in Canada: Ontario populations. Ottawa 

French JRP, Jude DJ (2001) Diets and Diet Overlap of Nonindigenous Gobies and 

Small Benthic Native Fishes Co-inhabiting the St. Clair River, Michigan. J Great 

Lakes Res 27:300–311. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0380-1330(01)70645-4 

Fridley JD, Sax DF (2014) The imbalance of nature: revisiting a Darwinian framework 

for invasion biology. Global Ecology and Biogeography 23:1157–1166. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/GEB.12221 

Gallardo B, Clavero M, Sánchez MI, Vilà M (2016) Global ecological impacts of invasive 

species in aquatic ecosystems. Glob Change Biol 22:151–163 

Giller PS (1984) Community Structure and the Niche, 1st edn. Chapman and Hall 

Grabowska J, Przybylski M (2014) Life-history traits of non-native freshwater fish 

invaders differentiate them from natives in the Central European bioregion. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11160-014-9375-5 



 
 
 

88 

Grey J (2006) Stable isotopes in freshwater ecology: current awareness. Pol J Ecol 

54:563–584 

Guinan ME, Kapuscinski KL, Teece MA (2015) Seasonal diet shifts and trophic position 

of an invasive cyprinid, the rudd Scardinius erythrophthalmus (Linnaeus, 1758), in 

the upper Niagara River. Aquat Invasions 10:217–225. 

https://doi.org/10.3391/ai.2015.10.2.10 

Habit E, Piedra P, Ruzzante DE, et al (2010) Changes in the distribution of native fishes 

in response to introduced species and other anthropogenic effects. Glob Ecol and 

Biogeogr 19:697–710  

Havel JE, Kovalenko KE, Thomaz SM, et al (2015) Aquatic invasive species: challenges 

for the future. Hydrobiologia 750:147–170  

Hawkins CP, Norris RH, Hogue JN, Feminella JW (2000) Development and Evaluation 

of Predictive Models for Measuring the Biological Integrity of Streams. Ecological 

Applications 10:1456–1477 

Hayden B, Holopainen T, Amundsen PA, et al (2013) Interactions between invading 

benthivorous fish and native whitefish in subarctic lakes. Freshw Biol 58:1234–

1250. https://doi.org/10.1111/FWB.12123 

Hayden B, Massa-gallucci A, Harrod C, et al (2014) Trophic flexibility by roach Rutilus 

rutilus in novel habitats facilitates rapid growth and invasion success. J Fish Biol 

84:1099–1116. https://doi.org/10.1111/JFB.12351 

Henseler C, Kotterba P, Bonsdorff E, et al (2020) Habitat utilization and feeding ecology 

of small round goby in a shallow brackish lagoon. Marine Biodiversity 50. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s12526-020-01098-0 



 
 
 

89 

Herlevi H, Aarnio K, Puntila-Dodd R, Bonsdorff E (2018) The food web positioning and 

trophic niche of the non-indigenous round goby: a comparison between two Baltic 

Sea populations. Hydrobiologia 822:111–128. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-018-

3667-z 

Hermoso V, Clavero M, Blanco-Garrido F, Prenda J (2011) Invasive species and habitat 

degradation in Iberian streams: an analysis of their role in freshwater fish diversity 

loss. Ecol Appl 21:175–188  

Hesslein RH, Hallard KA, Rarnlal P (1993) Replacement of Sulfur, Carbon, and 

Nitrogen in Tissue of Growing Broad Whitefish (Coregonus nasus) in Response to 

a Change in Diet Traced by δ34S, δ13C, and δ15N. Canadian Journal of Fisheries 

and Aquatic Sciences 50:2071–2076 

Horn HS (1966) Measurement of “overlap” in comparative ecological studies. Am Nat 

100:419–424 

Hudson DJ (1966) Fitting Segmented Curves Whose Join Points Have to be Estimated. 

J Am Stat Assoc 61:1097 

Jackson AL, Inger R, Parnell AC, Bearhop S (2011) Comparing isotopic niche widths 

among and within communities: SIBER - Stable Isotope Bayesian Ellipses in R. 

Journal of Animal Ecology 80:595–602. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-

2656.2011.01806.x 

Jackson DA, Somers KM, Harvey HH (1989) Similarity Coefficients: Measures of Co-

Occurrence and Association or Simply Measures of Occurrence? Am Nat 133:436–

453 



 
 
 

90 

Jackson MC, Allen R, Pegg J, Britton JR (2013) Do trophic subsidies affect the outcome 

of introductions of a non-native freshwater fish? Freshw Biol 58:2144–2153. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/fwb.12197 

Jackson MC, Donohue I, Jackson AL, et al (2012) Population-level metrics of trophic 

structure based on stable isotopes and their application to invasion ecology. PLoS 

One 7:1–12. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0031757 

Janssen J, Jude DJ (2001) Recruitment failure of mottled sculpin Cottus bairdii in 

Calumet Harbor, southern Lake Michigan, induced by the newly introduced round 

goby Neogobius melanostomus. J Great Lakes Res 27:319–328. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0380-1330(01)70647-8 

Jardine TD, Hunt RJ, Faggotter SJ, et al (2013) Carbon from periphyton supports fish 

biomass in waterholes of a wet–dry tropical river. River Res Appl 29:560–573. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/RRA.2554 

Jude DJ, Reider RH, Smith GR (1992) Establishment of Gobiidae in the Great Lakes 

Basin. Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 49:416–421. 

https://doi.org/10.1139/f92-047 

Jude DJ, Hensler SR, Murray MM (2018) Round goby and zebra mussel interactions 

with darters in a warm-water stream community in southern Michigan, USA. J 

Freshw Ecol 33:395–412 

Kindt R (2021) BiodiversityR Package 

Kindt R, van Damme P, Simons AJ (2006) Patterns of species richness at varying 

scales in western Kenya: Planning for agroecosystem diversification. Biodivers 

Conserv 15:3235–3249 



 
 
 

91 

Kornis MS, Carlson J, Lehrer-Brey G, Vander Zanden MJ (2014) Experimental 

Evidence that ecological effects of an invasive fish are reduced at high densities. 

Oecologia 175:325–334 

Kornis MS, Mercado-Silva N, Vander Zanden MJ (2012) Twenty years of invasion: A 

review of round goby Neogobius melanostomus biology, spread and ecological 

implications. J Fish Biol 80:235–285 

Kornis MS, Sharma S, Jake Vander Zanden M (2013) Invasion success and impact of 

an invasive fish, round goby, in Great Lakes tributaries. Divers Distrib 19:184–198. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/ddi.12001 

Krakowiak PJ, Pennuto CM (2008) Fish and Macroinvertebrate Communities in 

Tributary Streams of Eastern Lake Erie with and without Round Gobies (Neogobius 

melanostomus, Pallas 1814). J Great Lakes Res 34:675–689. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/s0380-1330(08)71610-1 

Lamothe KA, van der Lee AS, Drake DAR, Koops MA (2021) The translocation trade-off 

for eastern sand darter (Ammocrypta pellucida): Balancing harm to source 

populations with the goal of re-establishment. Canadian Journal of Fisheries and 

Aquatic Sciences 78:1321–1331. https://doi.org/10.1139/cjfas-2020-0288 

Lauer TE, Allen PJ, McComish TS (2004) Changes in Mottled Sculpin and Johnny 

Darter Trawl Catches after the Appearance of Round Gobies in the Indiana Waters 

of Lake Michigan. Trans Am Fish Soc 133:185–189. https://doi.org/10.1577/t02-123 

Layman CA, Allgeier JE (2012) Characterizing trophic ecology of generalist consumers: 

a case study of the invasive lionfish in the Bahamas. Mar Ecol Prog Ser 448:131–

141. https://doi.org/10.3354/meps09511 



 
 
 

92 

Lederer AM, Janssen J, Reed T, Wolf A (2008) Impacts of the Introduced Round Goby 

(Apollonia melanostoma) on Dreissenids (Dreissena polymorpha and Dreissena 

bugensis) and on Macroinvertebrate Community between 2003 and 2006 in the 

Littoral Zone of Green Bay, Lake Michigan. J Great Lakes Res 34:690–697. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/s0380-1330(08)71611-3 

Lee F, Simon KS, Perry GLW (2018) Prey selectivity and ontogenetic diet shift of the 

globally invasive western mosquitofish (Gambusia affinis) in agriculturally impacted 

streams. Ecol Freshw Fish 27:822–833. https://doi.org/10.1111/EFF.12395 

Leino JR, Mensinger AF (2017) Interspecific competition between the round goby, 

Neogobius melanostomus, and the logperch, Percina caprodes, in the Duluth-

Superior Harbour. Ecol Freshw Fish 26:34–41  

Madenjian CP, Stapanian MA, Witzel LD, et al (2011) Evidence for predatory control of 

the invasive round goby. Biol Invasions 13:987–1002. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-010-9884-7 

Malone MA (2016) Early Round Goby (Neogobius melanostomus) Invasion Into Lake 

Michigan Tributaries and Competitive Interactions with Two Native Benthic Fishes. 

Master’s theses, Loyola University Chicago 

Mariotti A (1983) Atmospheric nitrogen is a reliable standard for natural 15N abundance 

measurements. Nature 303:685–687 

Maruyama A, Yamada Y, Rusuwa B, Yuma M (2001) Change in stable nitrogen isotope 

ratio in the muscle tissue of a migratory goby, Rhinogobius sp., in a natural setting. 

https://doi.org/10.1139/cjfas-58-11-2125 



 
 
 

93 

May C, Burness G, Morrison B, Fox MG (2020) Spatio-temporal patterns of occupation 

and density by an invasive fish in streams. Biol Invasions 22:2143–2161. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-020-02243-3 

McAllister K, Drake DAR, Power M (2022) Round Goby (Neogobius melanostomus) 

impacts on benthic fish communities in two tributaries of the Great Lakes. Biol 

Invasions 24:2885–2903. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-022-02816-4 

McCallum ES, Marentette JR, Schiller C, et al (2017) Diet and foraging of Round Goby 

(Neogobius melanostomus) in a contaminated harbour. Aquat Ecosyst Health 

Manag 20:252–264. https://doi.org/10.1080/14634988.2016.1254468 

Miano A, Leblanc JP, Farrell JM (2021) Diet, trophic position of upper St. Lawrence 

River round goby giants reveals greater dependence on dreissenids with increasing 

body size. J Great Lakes Res 47:1126–1134. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jglr.2021.04.004 

Mikl L, Adámek Z, Roche K, et al (2017) Invasive Ponto-Caspian gobies in the diet of 

piscivorous fish in a European lowland river. Fundam Appl Limnol 190:157–171 

Minns CK (1995) Allometry of home range size in lake and river fishes. Can J Fish 

Aquat Sci 52:1499–1508  

Morisita M (1959) Measuring of interspecific association and similarity between 

communities. Mem Fac Sci Kyushu Univ Ser E 3:65–80 

Morissette O, Paradis Y, Pouliot R, Lecomte F (2018) Spatio-temporal changes in 

littoral fish community structure along the St. Lawrence River (Québec, Canada) 

following round goby (Neogobius melanostomus) invasion. Aquat Invasions 

13:501–512. https://doi.org/10.3391/ai.2018.13.4.08 



 
 
 

94 

Mueller M, Pander J, Geist J (2018) Comprehensive analysis of > 30 years of data on 

stream fish population trends and conservation status in Bavaria, Germany. Biol 

Conserv 226:311–320 

Muggeo VMR (2021) Regression Models with Break-Points / Change-Points Estimation. 

1–44 

Mumby JA, Johnson TB, Stewart TJ, et al (2018) Feeding ecology and niche overlap of 

Lake Ontario offshore forage fish assessed with stable isotopes. Canadian Journal 

of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 75:759–771. https://doi.org/10.1139/cjfas-2016-

0150 

Nurkse K, Kotta J, Orav-Kotta H, Ojaveer H (2016) A successful non-native predator, 

round goby, in the Baltic Sea: generalist feeding strategy, diverse diet and high 

prey consumption. Hydrobiologia 777:271–281. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-

016-2795-6 

Ogutu-Ohwayo R (1990) The decline of the native fishes of lakes Victoria and Kyoga 

(East Africa) and the impact of introduced species, especially the Nile perch, Lates 

niloticus, and the Nile tilapia, Oreochromis niloticus. Environ Biol Fishes 27:81–96 

Oksanen J (2020) Vegan: ecological diversity. 1–12 

Olden JD, Kennard MJ, Leprieur F, et al (2010) Conservation biogeography of 

freshwater fishes: Recent progress and future challenges. Divers Distrib 16:496–

513. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1472-4642.2010.00655.x 

Olsson K, Stenroth P, Nyström P, Granéli W (2009) Invasions and niche width: does 

niche width of an introduced crayfish differ from a native crayfish? Freshw Biol 

54:1731–1740. https://doi.org/10.1111/J.1365-2427.2009.02221.X 



 
 
 

95 

Omara M, Crimmins BS, Back RC, et al (2015) Mercury biomagnification and 

contemporary food web dynamics in lakes Superior and Huron. J Great Lakes Res 

41:473–483. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jglr.2015.02.005 

Özdilek ŞY, Partal N, Jones RI (2019) An invasive species, Carassius gibelio, alters the 

native fish community through trophic niche competition. 81:29. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00027-019-0623-6 

Paradis E, Blomberg S, Bolker B, et al (2022) Package ‘ape’. 1–296 

Paterson G, di Pierdomenico LL, Haffner GD (2020) Basin-Specific Pollutant 

Bioaccumulation Patterns Define Lake Huron Forage Fish. Environ Toxicol Chem 

39:1712–1723. https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.4794 

Paterson G, Rush SA, Arts MT, et al (2014) Ecological tracers reveal resource 

convergence among prey fish species in a large lake ecosystem. Freshw Biol 

59:2150–2161. https://doi.org/10.1111/fwb.12418 

Pelicice FM, Vitule JRS, Lima Junior DP, et al (2014) A Serious New Threat to Brazilian 

Freshwater Ecosystems: The Naturalization of Nonnative Fish by Decree. Conserv 

Lett 7:55–60  

Pennuto CM, Cudney KA, Janik CE (2018) Fish invasion alters ecosystem function in a 

small heterotrophic stream. Biol Invasions 20:1033–1047. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-017-1609-8 

Pennuto CM, Krakowiak PJ, Janik CE (2010) Seasonal abundance, diet, and energy 

consumption of round gobies (Neogobius melanostomus) in Lake Erie tributary 

streams. Ecol Freshw Fish 19:206–215. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-

0633.2010.00405.x 



 
 
 

96 

Pennuto CM, Mehler K, Weidel B, et al (2021) Dynamics of the seasonal migration of 

Round Goby (Neogobius melanostomus, Pallas 1814) and implications for the Lake 

Ontario food web. Ecol Freshw Fish 00:1–11  

Persson L (1985) Asymmetrical Competition: Are Larger Animals Competitively 

Superior? Am Nat 126:261–266  

Peterson AT, Vieglais DA (2001) Predicting Species Invasions Using Ecological Niche 

Modeling: New Approaches from Bioinformatics Attack a Pressing Problem. 

Bioscience 51:363–371 

Pettitt-Wade H, Wellband KW, Heath DD, Fisk AT (2015) Niche plasticity in invasive 

fishes in the Great Lakes. Biol Invasions 17:2565–2580. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-015-0894-3 

Pfauserová N, Slavík O, Horký P, et al (2021) Spatial distribution of native fish species 

in tributaries is altered by the dispersal of non-native species from reservoirs. Sci 

Total Environ 755:143108 

Phillips EC, Washek ME, Hertel AW, Niebel BM (2003) The Round Goby (Neogobius 

melanostomus) in Pennsylvania Tributary Streams of Lake Erie. J Great Lakes Res 

29(1):34–40. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0380-1330(03)70413-4 

Pianka ER (1974) Niche Overlap and Diffuse Competition. Proc Nat Acad Sci 

71(5):2141–2145 

Pimm SL, Rosenzweig ML, Mitchell W (1985) Competition and Food Selection: Field 

Tests of a Theory. Ecology 66:798–807  



 
 
 

97 

Pimm SL, Hyman JB (1987) Ecological Stability in the Context of Multispecies Fisheries. 

Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 44:84–94. 

https://doi.org/10.1139/f87-312 

Pimm SL, Rosenzweig ML, Mitchell W (1985) Competition and Food Selection: Field 

Tests of a Theory. Ecology 66:798–807. https://doi.org/10.2307/1940541 

Piria M, Jakšić G, Jakovlić I, Treer T (2016) Dietary habits of invasive Ponto-Caspian 

gobies in the Croatian part of the Danube River basin and their potential impact on 

benthic fish communities. Science of the Total Environment, The 540:386–395. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2015.05.125 

Poos M, Dextrase AJ, Schwalb AN, Ackerman JD (2010) Secondary invasion of the 

round goby into high diversity Great Lakes tributaries and species at risk hotspots: 

potential new concerns for endangered freshwater species. Biol Invasions 

12:1269–1284. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-009-9545-x 

Post DM (2002) Using stable isotopes to estimate trophic position: Models, methods, 

and assumptions. Ecology 83:703–718. https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-

9658(2002)083[0703:USITET]2.0.CO;2 

Powell KI, Chase JM, Knight TM (2013) Invasive Plants Have Scale-Dependent 

Species-Area Relationships. Science 339:317–319 

Pratt TC, Gardner WM, Watkinson DA, Bouvier LD (2016) Ecology of the River Darter in 

Canadian Waters: Distribution, Relative Abundance, Life-History Traits, Diet, and 

Habitat Characteristics. Diversity 8:22 

Pyke GH (2008) Plague minnow or mosquito fish? A review of the biology and impacts 

of introduced Gambusia species. Annu Rev Ecol Evol Syst 39:171–191 



 
 
 

98 

R Core Team (2021) R: A language and environment for statistical computing. R 

Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria 

Raab D, Mandrak NE, Ricciardi A (2018) Low-head dams facilitate Round Goby 

Neogobius melanostomus invasion. Biol Invasions 20:757–776. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-017-1573-3 

Raby GD, Gutowsky LFG, Fox MG (2010) Diet composition and consumption rate in 

round goby (Neogobius melanostomus) in its expansion phase in the Trent River, 

Ontario. Environ Biol Fishes 89:143–150. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10641-010-9705-

y 

Reid SM, Mandrak NE (2008) Historical Changes in the Distribution of Threatened 

Channel Darter (Percina copelandi) in Lake Erie with General Observations on the 

Beach Fish Assemblage. J Great Lakes Res 34:324–333  

Reid SM (2019) Summer microhabitat use and overlap by the invasive Round Goby 

(Neogobius melanostomus) and native darters in the Trent River (Ontario, 

Canada). Knowl Manag Aquat Ecosyst 23. https://doi.org/10.1051/kmae/2019021 

Ricciardi A, Hoopes MF, Marchetti MP, Lockwood JL (2013) Progress toward 

understanding the ecological impacts of nonnative species. Ecol Monogr 83:263–

282. https://doi.org/10.1890/13-0183.1 

Ricciardi A, MacIssac HJ (2000) Recent mass invasion of the North American Great 

Lakes by Ponto-Caspian species. Trends Ecol Evol 15:62–65 

Ruesink JL (2005) Global Analysis of Factors Affecting the Outcome of Freshwater Fish 

Introductions. 19:1883–1893 



 
 
 

99 

Rybczynski SM, Walters DM, Fritz KM, Johnson BR (2008) Comparing trophic position 

of stream fishes using stable isotope and gut contents analyses. Ecol Freshw Fish 

17:199–206. https://doi.org/10.1111/J.1600-0633.2007.00289.X 

Sebastián OS, Navarro J, Llorente GA, Richter-Boix Á (2015) Trophic strategies of a 

non-native and a native amphibian species in shared ponds. PLoS One 10. 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0130549 

Seiler SM, Keeley ER (2009) Competition between native and introduced salmonid 

fishes: cutthroat trout have lower growth rate in the presence of cutthroat-rainbow 

trout hybrids. Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 66:133–141. 

https://doi.org/10.1139/F08-194 

Shannon CE, Weaver W (1949) The mathematical theory of communication. University 

of Illinois Press, Urbana, IL 

Shea K, Chesson P (2002) Community ecology theory as a framework for biological 

invasions. Trends Ecol Evol 17:170–176 

Simberloff D, Gibbons L (2004) Now you see them, now you don’t! - population crashes 

of established introduced species. Biol Invasions 6:161–172 

Šlapanský L, Janáč M, Kevin R, et al (2017) Expansion of round gobies in a non-

navigable river system. Limnologica 67:27–36. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.limno.2017.09.001 

Smith B, Wilson JB (1996) A Consumer’s Guide to Evenness Indices. Oikos 76:70. 

https://doi.org/10.2307/3545749 

Smith EP, Zaret TM (1982) Bias in Estimating Niche Overlap. Ecology 63:1248–1253 



 
 
 

100 

Spellerberg IF, Fedor PJ (2003) A Tribute to Claude Shannon (1916-2001) and a Plea 

for More Rigorous Use of Species Richness, Species Diversity and the “Shannon-

Wiener” Index. Global Ecology & Biogeography 12:177–179 

Stachowicz J, Byrnes J (2006) Species diversity, invasion success, and ecosystem 

functioning: disentangling the influence of resource competition, facilitation, and 

extrinsic factors. Mar Ecol Prog Ser 311:251–262 

Staton SK, Mandrak NE (2005) Focusing Conservation Efforts for Freshwater 

Biodiversity. Parks Research Forum of Ontario 197–204 

Števove B, Kováč V, Kováč K (2013) Do invasive bighead goby Neogobius kessleri and 

round goby N. melanostomus (Teleostei, Gobiidae) compete for food? Knowl 

Manag Aquat Ecosyst 410:8. https://doi.org/10.1051/kmae/2013064 

St-Pierre C, Ouellet JP, Crête M (2006) Do competitive intraguild interactions affect 

space and habitat use by small carnivores in a forested landscape? Ecography 

29:487–496 

Strayer DL, Eviner VT, Jeschke JM, Pace ML (2006) Understanding the long-term 

effects of species invasions. Trends Ecol Evol 21:645–651. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2006.07.007 

Strayer DL, Malcom HM (2006) Long-term demography of a zebra mussel (Dreissena 

polymorpha) population. Freshw Biol 51:117–130. https://doi.org/10.1111/J.1365-

2427.2005.01482.X 

Swanson HK, Lysy M, Power M, et al (2015) A new probabilistic method for quantifying 

n-dimensional ecological niches and niche overlap. 96:318–324 



 
 
 

101 

Syväranta J, Jones RI (2008) Changes in feeding niche widths of perch and roach 

following biomanipulation, revealed by stable isotope analysis. Freshw Biol 53:425–

434. https://doi.org/10.1111/J.1365-2427.2007.01905.X 

Thomson DM, Cruz-de Hoyos R, Cummings K (2016) Why are native annual 

abundances low in invaded grasslands? Testing the effects of competition and 

seed limitation. Ecology 217:431–442. https://doi.org/10.1007/s 

Tierney KB, Kasurak AV, Zielinski BS, Higgs DM (2011) Swimming performance and 

invasion potential of the round goby. Environ Biol Fishes 92:491–502. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10641-011-9867-2 

Tonella LH, Fugi R, Vitorino OB, et al (2018) Importance of feeding strategies on the 

long-term success of fish invasions. Hydrobiologia 817:239–252. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-017-3404-z 

Tran TNQ, Jackson MC, Sheath D, et al (2015) Patterns of trophic niche divergence 

between invasive and native fishes in wild communities are predictable from 

mesocosm studies. J Anim Ecol 84:1071–1080. https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-

2656.12360 

Ugland KI, Gray JS, Ellingsen KE (2003) The species-accumulation curve and 

estimation of species richness. J Anim Ecol 72:888–897 

van Kessel N, Dorenbosch M, de Boer MRM, et al (2011) Competition for shelter 

between four invasive gobiids and two native benthic fish species. Curr Zool 

57:844–851 

van Valen L (1965) Morphological Variation and Width of Ecological Niche. Am Nat 

99:377–390. https://doi.org/10.1086/282379 



 
 
 

102 

Vander Zanden MJ, Casselman JM, Rasmussen JB (1999) Stable isotope evidence for 

the food web consequences of species invasions in lakes. Nature 401:1997–2000 

Vilà M, Weiner J (2004) Are invasive plant species better competitors than native plant 

species? - evidence from pair-wise experiments. Oikos 105:229–238 

Vitousek PM, D’Antonio CM, Loope LL, Westbrooks R (1996) Biological invasions as 

global environmental change. Am Sci 84:468–478 

Volpe JP, Anholt BR, Glickman BW (2001) Competition among juvenile Atlantic salmon 

(Salmo salar) and steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss): relevance to invasion 

potential in British Columbia. Can J Fish Aquat 58:197–207. 

https://doi.org/10.1139/cjfas-58-1-197 

Wainright CA, Muhlfeld CC, Elser JJ, et al (2021) Species invasion progressively 

disrupts the trophic structure of native food webs. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 118:. 

https://doi.org/10.1073/PNAS.2102179118/-/DCSUPPLEMENTAL 

Wallace RK (1981) An Assessment of Diet-Overlap Indexes. Trans Am Fish Soc 

110:72–76. https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8659(1981)110<72:aaodi>2.0.co;2 

Woolnough DA, Downing JA, Newton TJ (2009) Fish movement and habitat use 

depends on water body size and shape. Ecol Freshw Fish 18:83–91  

Young JAM, Marentette JR, Gross C, et al (2010) Demography and substrate affinity of 

the round goby (Neogobius melanostomus) in Hamilton Harbour. J Great Lakes 

Res 36:115–122  

Yule GU (1912) On the Methods of Measuring Association Between Two Attributes. J R 

Stat Soc 75:579–652 



 
 
 

103 

Zar JH (2010) Biostatistical Analysis, 5th edn. Prentice-Hall/Pearson, Upper Saddle 

River 

Zaret TM, Rand AS (1971) Competition in Tropical Stream Fishes: Support for the 

Competitive Exclusion Principle. 52:336–342 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 

104 

Appendix 

 
Table 3.4 Estimated overlap of isotopic niche among species from sites where Round 

Goby was present and absent. Values are given as probabilities (%) of the isotopic 

niche of species A overlapping the isotopic niche of species B. Overlaps involving 

Round Goby are bolded. 

   Stable Isotope Overlap Probability 

Community Species B Species A Mean 95% Credible 
Interval 

Round Goby Present Blackside Darter 
 

Common Shiner 
 

8.74 
 

(2-22) 

  River Chub 
 

28.9 (12-54) 

  Round Goby 
 47.8 

 

(24-77) 

  Spotfin Shiner 
 

               1.63 
 

(0-10) 

  White Sucker 
 

23.6 (9-49) 

 Common Shiner 
 

Blackside Darter 75.4  
 

(36-99) 

  River Chub 
 

52.7  
 

(30-75) 

  Round Goby 
 

65.2  
 

(39-89) 

  Spotfin Shiner 
 

98.1  (88-100) 
 

  White Sucker 
 

18.5  
 

(5-41) 

 River Chub 
 

Blackside Darter 
 

99.2  
 

(92-100) 

  Common Shiner 
 

41.9  
 

(25-67) 

  Round Goby 
 

91.5 
 

(69-100) 

  Spotfin Shiner 
 

7.98  
 

(0-36) 

  White Sucker 
 

76.8  
 

(54-96) 

 Round Goby 
 

Blackside Darter 96.3 (78-100) 

  Common Shiner 
 

32.0  (16-52) 

  River Chub 
 

56.8  
 

(30-83) 

  Spotfin Shiner 
 

10.7  
 

(1-36) 

  White Sucker 
 

60.6  
 

(37-84) 

 Spotfin Shiner 
 

Blackside Darter 6.9  (0-62) 

  Common Shiner 
 

34.3 (19-56) 
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  River Chub 
 

3.75 (0-21) 

  Round Goby 
 

12.1  (0-50) 

  White Sucker 
 

3.14  
 

(0-17) 

 White Sucker 
 

Blackside Darter 91.2  
 

(63-100) 

  Common Shiner 12.3 
 

(3-30) 

  River Chub 
 

53.3  
 

(30-76) 

  Round Goby 
 

77.9 (53-96) 

  Spotfin Shiner 6.25  (0-26) 

Round Goby Absent Blacknose Dace Bluntnose Minnow 
 

30.4  
 

(9-57) 

  Brook Stickleback 
 

44.3  
 

(22-72) 

  Common Shiner 
 

43.3 
 

(24-70) 

  Creek Chub 
 

20.2 
 

(2-57) 

  Johnny Darter 
 

25.7  
 

(13-44) 

  Longnose Dace 
 

59.1  
 

(31-86) 

  Northern Hogsucker 
 

57.7  
 

(9-98) 

  White Sucker 
 

40.1  
 

(22-64) 

 Bluntnose Minnow  Blacknose Dace 41.0  
 

(14-78) 

  Brook Stickleback 
 

37.8  
 

(9-77) 

  Common Shiner 
 

49.3  
 

(30-75) 

  Creek Chub 
 

63.4  
 

(36-91) 

  Johnny Darter 
 

34.2  
 

(17-60) 

  Longnose Dace 
 

90.7  
 

(72-100) 

  Northern Hogsucker 
 

86.0  
 

(58-100) 

  White Sucker 
 

54.9  
 

(33-81) 

 Brook Stickleback Blacknose Dace 
 

90.2  
 

(66-100) 

  Bluntnose Minnow 
 

60.2  
 

(16-97) 

  Common Shiner 
 

76.0  
 

(53-97) 

  Creek Chub 
 

50.7  
 

(15-92) 

  Johnny Darter 
 

69.2  
 

(44-94) 

  Longnose Dace 
 

80.9  
 

(43-100) 

  Northern Hogsucker 
 

62.0  
 

(15-100) 
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  White Sucker 
 

74.9  
 

(49-96) 

 Common Shiner Blacknose Dace 
 

 93.4  
 

(74-100) 

  Bluntnose Minnow 
 

59.4 
 

(35-83) 

  Brook Stickleback 68.4  
 

(41-91) 

  Creek Chub 
 

85.2  
 

(59-99) 

  Johnny Darter 
 

62.2  
 

(46-78) 

  Longnose Dace 
 

72.2  (50-92) 

  Northern Hogsucker 
 

88.5  
 

(59-100) 

  White Sucker 
 

73.8  
 

(55-90) 

 Creek Chub Blacknose Dace 
 

38.2  
 

(4-92) 

  Bluntnose Minnow 
 

49.0  
 

(25-77) 

  Brook Stickleback 35.7  
 

(10-69) 

  Common Shiner 64.1  
 

(39-90) 

  Johnny Darter 
 

41.6  
 

(19-69) 

  Longnose Dace 
 

52.0  
 

(24-87) 

  Northern Hogsucker 
 

89.7  
 

(52-100) 

  White Sucker 
 

49.8  
 

(26-78) 

 Johnny Darter Blacknose Dace 
 

88.6  
 

(65-100) 

  Bluntnose Minnow 
 

74.4  
 

(47-94) 

  Brook Stickleback 75.2  
 

(47-95) 

  Common Shiner 81.7  
 

(66-94) 

  Creek Chub 67.0  
 

(37-92) 

  Longnose Dace 
 

92.9 
 

(77-100) 

  Northern Hogsucker 
 

88.5  
 

(59-100) 

  White Sucker 
 

80.8  
 

(62-94) 

 Longnose Dace Blacknose Dace 
 

55.7  
 

(29-82) 

  Bluntnose Minnow 
 

66.8  
 

(42-88) 

  Brook Stickleback 41.4  
 

(17-70) 

  Common Shiner 46.1  
 

(28-66) 

  Creek Chub 47.6  
 

(23-74) 

  Johnny Darter 32.5  (19-50) 
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  Northern Hogsucker 

 
83.4  

 
(55-99) 

  White Sucker 
 

51.1  
 

(32-71) 

 Northern Hogsucker Blacknose Dace 
 

21.6  
 

(3-56) 

  Bluntnose Minnow 
 

25.4  
 

(12-45) 

  Brook Stickleback 12.1  
 

(2-31) 

  Common Shiner 21.1  
 

(8-42) 

  Creek Chub 27.0  
 

(8-56) 

  Johnny Darter 13.0  
 

(5-27) 

  Longnose Dace 36.5  
 

(19-61) 

  White Sucker 20.0  
 

(9-38) 

 White Sucker Blacknose Dace 
 

95.9  
 

(80-100) 

  Bluntnose Minnow 
 

86.9  
 

(63-99) 

  Brook Stickleback 87.2  
 

(61-99) 

  Common Shiner 91.4  
 

(77-99) 

  Creek Chub 85.6  
 

(58-99) 

  Johnny Darter 80.3  
 

(61-96) 

  Longnose Dace 98.4  
 

(91-100) 

  Northern Hogsucker 96.9  
 

(81-100) 
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Table 3.5 Summary of δ13C and δ15N values and Layman metrics for benthic and benthopelagic species captured from 

Big Otter Creek in sites where Round Goby was present and absent. Metrics include range of δ13C (CR), range of δ15N 

(NR), Bayesian ellipse size (SEAc), nearest neighbour distance (NND), standard deviation of nearest neighbour distance 

(SNND), and distance to centroid (CD). 

Community Classification Species N δ13C  std. δ15N  std. CR NR SEAc TA NND  SDNND CD 

Round Goby Present Benthic All (Excluding Round Goby) 42 -27.56  0.67 
 

13.14   0.67 2.48 2.38 1.22 3.53 0.16  0.09 0.87 

  Round Goby 15 -26.99  0.66 13.03  0.41 2.43 1.60 0.85 2.15 0.31  0.24 0.62 

  Blackside Darter 7 -26.89  0.38 13.30   0.26 1.09 0.83 0.34 0.41 0.27  0.18 0.36 

  White Sucker 35 -27.69  0.63 13.11   0.72 2.48 2.38 1.24 3.21 0.17  0.10 0.88 

 Benthopelagic All 59 -26.42  0.80 12.41   1.18 4.58 5.19 2.73 13.5 0.26  0.27 1.26 

  Common Shiner 39 -26.28  0.61 12.41   1.23 2.31 5.19 1.97 7.87 0.23  0.24 1.21 

  River Chub 10 -26.68  1.40 13.35   0.48 4.58 1.67 2.12 3.78 0.63  0.38 1.24 

  Spotfin Shiner 10 -26.73  0.28 11.45   0.60 1.00 2.06 0.60 1.27 0.38  0.18 0.53 

Round Goby Absent Benthic All 110 -27.24  1.00 13.77   1.00 7.25 5.16 2.51 15.31 0.19  0.26 1.11 

  White Sucker 21 -27.33  1.09 13.66   0.86 5.45 3.07 2.94 7.68 0.46  0.83 1.00 

  Longnose Dace 31 -27.76  0.69 13.12   0.47  2.75 1.58 0.91 2.69 0.19  0.12 0.73 

  Johnny Darter 40 -26.63  1.02 14.47   1.06 3.79 3.93 2.54 8.51 0.27  0.16 1.29 

  Northern Hogsucker 8 -27.28  0.23 12.95   0.51 0.77 1.48 0.42 0.59 0.25  0.13 0.46 

  Blacknose Dace 10 -27.88  0.40 13.90   0.64 1.17 2.33 0.89 1.56 0.37  0.2 0.65 
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 Benthopelagic All 59 -27.19  1.00 13.60   0.84 6.02 3.90 2.68 15.12 0.27  0.35 1.05 

  Common Shiner 31 -27.11  0.82 13.88   0.79 2.77 3.38 1.92 5.68 0.26  0.15 1.00 

  Bluntnose Minnow 10 -27.48  1.39 13.03   0.63 5.03 2.42 1.93 3.30 0.63  1.3 0.92 

  Creek Chub 10 -26.67  0.54 13.07   0.81 1.95 2.54 0.51 2.62 0.49  0.44 0.77 

  Brook Stickleback 8 -27.79  1.27 13.90   0.64 4.18 2.15 2.81 3.76 0.76  0.92 1.03 
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