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Abstract

Food partitioning among coexisting species is often considered advantageous to minimize niche
overlap and avoid inter-specific competition. Congeneric fish species such as the mullets Mugil
curema andMugil liza, which co-occur across marine and estuarine habitats, are good models to
evaluate resource use and niche overlap or partitioning. We used stomach contents (SCA) and
stable isotope analysis (SIA) to assess potential trophic shifts and changes in niche overlap asso-
ciated with the mullets transitioning from marine to estuarine habitats. SIA included different
fractions of organic matter in suspension and in the sediment to estimate the contribution of
micro, nano and pico-organisms to the mullets’ diets. We hypothesized higher resource
partitioning in the less resource-diverse system (marine surf-zone) than in the more diverse
one (estuary). SCA showed diet differences between M. curema and M. liza according to the
habitat. They showed distinct diets in the marine area (P < 0.001), but similar diets in the estuary
(P = 0.226). A lower niche breadth was observed for both species in themarine area (M. curema =
0.03, M. liza = 0.06) compared with the estuary (M. curema = 0.14, M. liza = 0.16). Isotopic
niches of both species were higher in the estuary (64.7%) compared with the marine area
(0.7%). These findings corroborated our hypothesis of higher food partitioning in the marine
surf-zone.We also demonstrated using SIA the shift from planktonic to benthic feeding following
the recruitment of the mullets from the surf-zone into the estuary.

Introduction

Understanding the processes and mechanisms controlling a species’ trophic niche and poten-
tial consequences for coexistence of phylogenetically, morphologically or functionally similar
species is a long-standing problem in ecology (Schoener, 1974; Layman & Winemiller, 2005;
Andrade et al., 2019). Niche overlap occurs when two or more species share, to some extent,
the same realized niche (Hutchinson, 1957). If niche overlap is low or resources (e.g. food) are
abundant, species will coexist without competition, but high niche overlap and limited
resource availability will promote competition (Pianka, 1974; Giller, 1984). Food resources
used by a species (i.e. the trophic niche) represent one of the most studied dimensions of
the niche (Bearhop et al., 2004). However, the myriad of factors affecting the trophic niche
are complex due the spatiotemporal variations in food availability, prey–predator interactions
and consumer trophic plasticity (Giller, 1984; Park et al., 2016; Silva et al., 2017).

Food partitioning among species with inter-specific differences in morphological traits or
through space and time is often considered an adaptation to minimize competition (e.g. for
fishes: Alexandrou et al., 2011; Cardona, 2015; Rohan & Buckley, 2018). Several studies in dis-
tinct ecosystems revealed marked variation in food partitioning patterns among fishes coexist-
ing in the same habitat (e.g. Correa & Winemiller, 2014; Juncos et al., 2015; Andrade et al.,
2019; Malinowski et al., 2019). For instance, prior work on food partitioning in iliophagous
mullet species (i.e. feeding mostly on microorganisms associated with fine sediment and deb-
ris; Dualiby, 1988; Vieira, 1991; Cardona, 2015) has shown trophic niche segregation in some
estuaries (Le Loc’h et al., 2015; Garcia et al., 2018), but trophic niche overlap in others
(Cardona, 2001). Such discrepancies may be associated with differences in habitat character-
istics, between-site variations in food availability, as well as technical differences employed to
describe diets.

An interesting model to investigate use of food resources by sympatric species in coastal
ecosystems is mullet species inhabiting estuaries. For example, the mullets Mugil curema
Valenciennes, 1836 and Mugil liza Valenciennes, 1836 are highly euryhaline fishes that
occur in marine, estuarine and freshwater ecosystems along tropical, subtropical and temperate
systems (Crosetti & Blaber, 2015; Nelson et al., 2016). These species are abundant in temperate
and subtropical estuaries, comprising a major part of the fish assemblage in shallow areas
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(Garcia et al., 2004; Possamai et al., 2018; Vieira et al., 2019).
They are marine estuarine-dependent (Elliott et al., 2007) species
that usually spawn in the sea whereas juveniles use shallow estu-
arine areas as nursery and feeding areas (Vieira, 1991; Lemos
et al., 2014; Garcia et al., 2018; Mai et al., 2019). Juveniles of
mullets typically change feeding habits from planktonic to ilio-
phagous (Blaber & Whitfield, 1977; Dualiby, 1988), and this
planktonic-benthic diet shift usually occurs between 20 and 30
mm total length (TL) depending on the species (Cardona,
2015). In Patos Lagoon estuary in southern Brazil, juveniles of
M. curema and M. liza consume microalgae, foraminifers and
microcrustaceans and both recruit into Patos Lagoon estuary at
less than 35 mm TL, suggesting they may shift feeding habits
from planktivore in the marine adjacent surf-zone to iliophagous
in the estuary benthic habitats (Vieira, 1991).

Studies of food partitioning among iliophagous species are
relatively scarce, probably due to technical difficulties in describing
detailed diet composition and food assimilation patterns (Cardona,
2015). A study carried out at Tramandaí-Armazém estuary (South
Brazil) compared the diet of two mullet species using stable isotopes
analysis and stomach contents techniques and observed different
niche overlaps depending on the habitat occupied by both species
(Garcia et al., 2018). However, although their work provided rele-
vant evidence on the trophic niche of these iliophagous species,
technical aspects hinder their conclusion. For example, the study
had a low number of stomach content samples and lacked temporal
replicates (i.e. it was only a diet snapshot based on a single field cam-
paign). Their isotopic analysis was restricted to consumers’ variabil-
ity and did not include food sources and isotope mixing model
analysis, which are essential for a comprehensive investigation of
the trophic niche (Phillips et al., 2014). This last caveat was probably
due to the difficulty to obtain pure samples of food items (microor-
ganisms, especially microalgae) in an adequate amount to allow the
determination of isotopic composition. Instead of analysing the
isotopic composition of particular food items, prior studies had
analysed particulate organic matter in suspension (POM) or in
the sediment (SOM) as proxies for phytoplankton and phyto-
benthos, respectively, considering only single large (1.2–300 μm)
pools of organic matter (Faye et al., 2011; Le Loc’h et al., 2015;
Carassou et al., 2017; Cicala et al., 2019). This approach, however,
does not allow differentiation among particle size classes such as
picoplankton, nanoplankton and microplankton (Sieburth et al.,
1978). The aggregation of a broad range of particle sizes into a single
source pool prevents detection of possible resource partitioning
based on particle sizes, which are potentially composed by distinct
microalgae communities.

Aiming to advance the knowledge of iliophagous food habits
and evaluate diet shifts associated with estuarine recruitment
and trophic niche overlap between M. curema and M. liza, we
used a technique to separate the particles size fractions of organic
matter and estimated their isotopic values. We also compared the
use of food resources between juveniles of the mullets M. curema
and M. liza in marine and estuarine habitats of a subtropical
coastal system. Based on the fact that mullet species can exhibit
differences in gill rakers morphology (Konan et al., 2014;
Cardona, 2015) and these may lead to trophic niche partition
by selection of food sizes (Rohan & Buckley, 2018), we investi-
gated which size fractions (1.2–20, 20–68 and 68–250 μm) of
particulate organic matter were most assimilated in each habitat.

The marine surf-zone is dominated by dense blooms of micro-
algae (especially diatoms) comprising most of the in situ primary
production (Odebrecht et al., 2010), whereas the estuary harbours
more diverse phytoplanktonic (Haraguchi et al., 2015; Mendes
et al., 2016) and benthic microalgae assemblages (Coutinho &
Seeliger, 1984; da Silva et al., 2010). In this sense, we expected
that diet and food partitioning between juvenile mullet species

would change across these coastal habitats with contrasting food
availability. We hypothesized that with higher availability of
diverse size food-resources (estuary), there will be no food-size par-
titioning between the species, while in the lower availability of
diverse size food-resources (marine surf-zone) the species will par-
tition the particle sizes. Moreover, this proposed methodology will
allow us for the first time to evaluate isotopically the occurrence of
feeding habit shifts from planktonic to iliophagous on mullets.

Materials and methods

Study area

This study was carried at Patos Lagoon estuary and the adjacent
marine surf-zone in southern Brazil (Figure 1). Patos Lagoon con-
stitutes the largest choked lagoon (10,360 km2) in the world
(Kjerfve, 1986) and its estuarine area comprises about 10% of
total lagoon area, connected with the ocean through a single inlet
about 4 km long and 740m wide at the mouth (Seeliger &
Odebrecht, 2010) (Figure 1). Tidal range influence in the estuary
is minimal (∼0.47 m), and the hydrodynamic of the estuary is dri-
ven mainly for the winds, which are predominantly from NE to SW
in the region (Möller et al., 2001). The shallow waters bottom (<1.5
m) is composed of sand and the channel substrate by sand, silt and
clay (Calliari et al., 1977; Ortega et al., 2020). Patos Lagoon estuary
harbours more than 90 species of benthic macroalgae, including
colonial and filamentous cyanobacteria, chlorophytes, phaeophytes,
xanthophytes and rhodophytes. The main microalgae are diatoms,
cryptophyta, cyanobacteria and dinoflagellates, and their temporal
distributions may vary seasonally and also due to changes in abiotic
factors such as salinity (Seeliger et al., 1997).

The adjacent marine surf-zone is characterized by an extensive
sandy coastline of ∼220 km with dissipative beaches directly
exposed to waves with medium to high energy. The main auto-
trophs in this ecosystem are microalgae that are responsible for
high in situ phytoplankton production and blooms dominated
by frequent and dense diatoms, mainly Asterionellopsis guyunusae
(Odebrecht et al., 2010, 2013; Franco et al., 2016). Centric diatoms
and dinoflagellates are important components of the phytoplank-
ton particularly during summer (Seeliger et al., 1997). Therefore,
in contrast with the estuary, this marine surf-zone is characterized
by the dominance of phytoplankton and the absence of other
autotrophs such as aquatic macrophytes, macroalgae beds and
seagrasses (Seeliger et al., 1997).

Field collections and sample processing

Juvenile mullets (M. curema and M. liza) were sampled monthly
during the austral summer (January to March) of 2018 in four
sampling stations with depth <1.5 m: two inside the estuary
(Estu1, Estu2) and two in the adjacent marine surf-zone (Mar1,
Mar2) (Figure 1). This season was chosen based on prior work
showing that both juvenile mullet species co-occur in this estuary
and its adjacent marine shallow area only during summer (Vieira,
1991; Rodrigues et al., 2015). Mai et al. (2018) demonstrated
through chemical analysis of otoliths that both species spawn in
marine waters. However, some specimens of M. curema can
spend their entire life cycle in seawater, others have sporadic
entries in brackish or fresh water and finally there are some indi-
viduals who remain in brackish water for a longer period of time
(Mai et al., 2018). The speciesM. liza, on the other hand, seems to
be more dependent on the estuary, as they spend most of their life
cycle in fresh and/or brackish water (Mai et al., 2018). The mullet
species reach the first maturity for both sexes with an average size
of 408.3 mm for Mugil liza and 248.6 mm for Mugil curema
(Fernandez & Dias, 2013; Lemos et al., 2014). Fishes were sampled
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using a 9m beach seine (13mm bar mesh in the wings and 0.5mm
mesh in the 3m centre section) that was pulled to cover an area of
about 60m2 during each haul (Garcia et al., 2001).

Stable isotopic analysis

Ten individuals measuring between 23 and 45 mm TL of each
species (M. curema: 33.9 ± 3.0 mm and M. liza: 30.4 ± 5.8 mm
TL) at each sampling station were collected in March 2018. The
exemplars were euthanized with eugenol (0.4 ml/l of eugenol
solution 1:10 in ethanol 70%) for subsequent collection of muscle
tissue for analysis of carbon and nitrogen stable isotope ratios
(δ13C and δ15N, respectively). This anaesthetic was used because
it does not significantly alter stable isotopic composition (Nahon
et al., 2017). Only the individuals collected in March were used
in the SIA because their isotopic turnover reflects food assimilation
in the prior two months of sampling (Oliveira et al., 2017) and
thus the time that both species co-occur in the study system.

In order to quantify potential diet shifts, different size classes of
particulate organic matter in suspension (POM) and in the sedi-
ment (SOM) were sampled and used as proxies for basal food
sources (planktonic and benthonic microalgae) consumed by
juvenile mullets. One sub-sample of each SOM size fraction was
analysed under the microscope to ensure that the samples con-
tained microphytobenthos. Three samples of each size fraction of

POM and SOM were obtained monthly between January and
March 2018 at each sampling station. The POM fractions were
obtained by filtering water through a sequence of filters with
decreasing porosity. Initially, water was passed through a 250 μm
pore sieve to retain and subsequently discard larger zooplankton
and coarse detritus (e.g. sediment, leaves). The remaining water
was filtered in sequence into 68 μm and 20 μm pore sieves and
finally a pre-combusted (450 °C for 4 h) 1.2 μm Whatman glass-
fibre filter. The material obtained in the 68 μm and 20 μm pore
sieves and the 1.2 μm filter was placed in Petri dishes, sealed and
stored on ice until their transport to the laboratory. These proce-
dures resulted in three fractions of POM with different size classes:
1.2–20 μm, 20–68 μm and 68–250 μm. A similar procedure was
applied to obtain size fractions of SOM (i.e. microphytobenthos).
Initially, the upper 2 cm from the sediment was collected using a
plastic core (10 cm diameter) at each sampling station and stored
on ice until processing. In the laboratory, the sediment was
moved to a clean plastic bottle, partially filled with distilled water
and manually mixed. After sedimentation of sand grains, the
supernatant was collected and filtered into the sieves and glass-
fibre filter following the same procedures described for POM.
The samples were not acidified because the sediments of Patos
Lagoon estuary are poor in carbonates and previous studies did
not find differences in the carbon isotopic composition of acidified
samples compared with non-acidified (Claudino et al., 2013).

Fig. 1. Patos Lagoon and its estuarine zone in southern
Brazil. Black triangles in the inset figure denote sampling
sites in the estuary (Estu1, Estu2) and black dots denote
the adjacent marine surf-zone (Mar1, Mar2).
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All samples for SIA were processed in the laboratory following
standard procedures (Garcia et al., 2007; Hoeinghaus et al., 2011).
Briefly, muscle tissue was dissected from the anterior-dorsal region
of each individual fish, rinsed with distilled water, and dried in ster-
ile Petri dishes in an oven at 60 °C to constant weight (minimum of
48 h). Similarly, POM and SOM size fractions, including the filter
for the smallest size fraction, were dried in sterile Petri dishes to
constant weight. Dried samples with the exception of filters were
ground to a fine powder with a mortar and pestle and stored in
clean Eppendorf tubes. Subsamples were weighed (∼1 mg for
animal tissues and 25–30 mg for SOM and POM) and pressed
into ultra-pure tin capsules (Costech Analytical Technologies,
Valencia, CA, USA). Isotopic analyses were conducted at the
Stable Isotope Ecology Laboratory at the University of North
Texas using continuous flow elemental analyser isotope ratio
mass spectrometry (EA-IRMS) in a system comprised by a
Thermo Flash 2000 EA, ConFlo IV interface and Delta V
Advantage IRMS. Modified single-point normalization (equivalent
to two-point and multi-point normalization methods; Paul et al.,
2007; Carter & Barwick, 2011) was used to normalize preliminary
data, based on quantified and known values of two certified refer-
ence materials (USGS 40 and USGS 62) analysed with each
sequence. Reference materials were chosen such that their known
values approximately bracket the estimated ranges of C and N
isotope values of samples being analysed. Stable isotope values
are reported as parts per thousand (‰) differences from corre-
sponding international standards VPDB (Vienna PeeDee
Belemnite) and air for carbon and nitrogen, respectively: δX =
[(Rsample/Rstandard)− 1] × 103, where R = 13C/12C or 15N/14N.
Standard deviations for δ13C and δ15N of replicate analyses of
lab standards analysed with each sequence were 0.13‰ and
0.07‰ for animal, and 0.08‰ and 0.24‰ for plant, respectively.

Stomach content analysis

For the stomach content analyses (SCA), five individuals ranging
from 25–50 mm of total length of each species (M. curema: 41.4
± 5.7 mm and M. liza: 32.8 ± 8.5 mm TL) at each sampling station
in January and February 2018 were randomly selected from the
individuals collected. In the laboratory, stomachs were removed
and fixed in 10% formaldehyde for four days then stored in 70%
alcohol until analysis. Determination of stomach contents was
based on subsamples. For each individual, the contents of the stom-
ach were removed, mixed with ethanol and stirred. Following pro-
cedures in Cardona (2015) and Garcia et al. (2018), one aliquot was
sampled with a micropipette and put into a Fuchs Rosenthal cham-
ber (0.2 mm deep with a grid of 16 quadrats of 1.0 mm2 each)
where microalgae and zooplankton were identified and counted
at 400× magnification using a light microscope. Items were
counted until reaching at least 200 individuals (cells, colonies or
filaments) in each sample. In case of not reaching 200 individuals
in the first aliquot, an additional aliquot was analysed up to the
maximum of three aliquots or until reaching the established
limit of counted individuals. Additional subsamples were acid
cleaned and mounted on glass slides using Naphrax™ (Brunel
Microscopes Ltd, Chippenham, UK) in toluene and examined at
1000× under a light microscope (Biggs & Kilroy, 2000) to identify
diatoms. Microalgae and zooplankton were identified to the lowest
practical taxonomic level based on specialized literature.

Data analyses

SIA – sources contribution to the mullets
Initially, a two-way ANOVA was used to test for differences in
average δ13C and δ15N among species (M. curema and M. liza)
and habitats (Mar1, Mar2, Estu1, Estu2), followed by a Tukey

(HSD) test for post-hoc comparisons. Biological data were tested
for normality (Shapiro–Wilk test) and homogeneity of variances
(Cochran test). This analysis did not reveal differences in δ13C
or δ15N for either species between the two sampling stations
within the marine surf-zone or within the estuary (P-value
>0.05). Therefore, subsequent SIA were carried out considering
only marine vs estuary habitats without specific locations within
each.

Biplots of δ13C and δ15N were used to first examine between-
habitat patterns in isotopic composition of consumers (M. curema
and M. liza) and basal food sources (Peterson & Fry, 1987). A
Bayesian isotope mixing model (SIMMR; Stable Isotope Mixing
Models in R; Parnell, 2016) was used to estimate relative contribu-
tions of different size fractions of POM and SOM (1.2–20 μm,
20–68 μm and 68–250 μm) assimilated by each species in each
habitat. This method employs Gaussian likelihood and fits the
model to the data via Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC). For
each mixing model, 500,000 iterations were run, followed by a
burn-in and thinning of 50,000 and 5000, respectively. Models
were run with uninformative priors. The trophic enrichment fac-
tor (TEF) values used were 2.1 ± 0.7 for carbon and 3.8 ± 0.4 for
nitrogen, estimated specifically for juvenile mullet M. liza through
controlled diet experiments (Oliveira et al., 2017). In the absence
of similar experimental data for its congeneric species, the same
TEF values for M. curema were applied in the Bayesian mixing
models. The nitrogen content in the POM and SOM samples
was relatively low and close to the detection limit of the Isotope
Ratio Mass Spectrometry (IRMS), therefore one additional stand-
ard deviation was added to the instrumental precision of δ15N
values obtained for each fraction of POM and SOM to cope
with this potential analytical variability.

A fundamental assumption of isotope mixing models is that the
isotopic variability of consumers, after accounting for fractionation
corrections, is contained within the variability of assimilated food
sources (Phillips et al., 2014). This assumption was evaluated using
isotope mixing polygon simulations, which quantitatively establish
boundaries of possible source values in the δ13C-δ15N biplot space
that can explain the isotopic variability of consumers (Smith et al.,
2013). These simulations were run with the packages sp (Pebesma
& Bivand, 2005; Bivand et al., 2013) and splancs (Rowlingson &
Diggle, 2017) in R (R Core Team, 2019). Simulations were con-
ducted for each habitat separately and those individual consumers
located outside the 95% mixing polygon region (Supplementary
Figure S1), which indicate they could not be confidently explained
by the food sources (Phillips et al., 2014), were omitted from the
subsequent Bayesian isotope mixing model analyses. For the surf-
zone, the majority of individuals could not be explained by local
basal food sources in the polygon simulation. In this sense, we
added the POM offshore as an additional source in the Bayesian
Mixing Model once it meets the marine surf-zone polygons.
These samples (N = 6) were obtained during spring 2014 between
5 and 150 nautical miles off the coast (E. Secchi & S. Botta, unpub-
lished data; Possamai et al., 2020). Although offshore food sources
were not collected in the same season and year of the fish
samplings, the use of these data is justified by the lower variation
in isotopic values of marine POM compared with marine surf-zone
POM (Bouillon et al., 2011; Rosli et al., 2017; Garcia et al., 2019).

SIA – isotopic niche overlap
Isotopic niche overlap was evaluated by the area and overlap
among standardized isotopic ellipses (SEAc) in the bivariate
δ13C–δ15N space for mullet species at each habitat using the
SIBER (Stable Isotope Bayesian Ellipses, Jackson et al., 2011)
package in R. Overlap in SEAC between juvenile mullet species
in each habitat was expressed as a proportion of the sum of the
non-overlapping areas of the ellipses, where values range from
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zero (ellipses are completely distinct) to 1 (ellipses are identical)
(Jackson, 2019). Although not directly equivalent to trophic
niche metrics based on stomach contents analyses (Bearhop
et al., 2004; Newsome et al., 2007; Hoeinghaus & Zeug, 2008;
Hette-Tronquart, 2019), isotopic ellipses can be useful as a
proxy to compare amplitude and overlap among species’ trophic
niches (Jackson et al., 2011).

SCA – mullets’ diet composition and trophic niche overlap
The comparison of species’ diet was performed by a Permutational
Analysis of Variance (PERMANOVA) for each habitat separately,
using the vegan package in R software. The abundance matrix of
diet items was used and the α = 0.05. In order to express the
main food items consumed by each species, the Numeric
Frequency was calculated by FN% = (Ni/Nt) × 100, where Ni is
the total abundance of item i andNt is the total abundance of items.

Trophic niche overlap between juveniles of the two mullet spe-
cies was based on stomach contents data for each habitat and was
analysed using the Morisita–Horn index:

ĈH = 2
∑n

i pijpik∑n
i p

2
ij +

∑n
i p

2
ik

,

where ĈH is the diet niche overlap between species j and k, pij is
the proportion of resource i from the total resources used by spe-
cies j, pik is the proportion of resource i from the total resources
used by species k, n is the total number of resources. This index
varies from 0 to 1, with higher values showing higher dietary
niche overlap (Krebs, 1998). The Morisita–Horn index was

calculated using the divo package in R software, calculating 500
bootstrap values and confidence interval of 95% (Erazmus et al.,
2018).

The trophic niche breadth of each juvenile mullet at each habi-
tat was estimated using Levins’ standardized niche breadth index
(Hurlbert, 1978) following the formula:

Ba =
1/

∑
p2j

( )
− 1

n− 1

where Ba is the trophic niche breadth, pj is the proportion of the
food item j in the diet of species i and n is the number of food
items. This index ranges from 0 to 1, where 0 is an extreme spe-
cialist and 1 an extreme generalist. The trophic niche breadth was
calculated with 95% confidence intervals using the Ecological
Methodology program (Krebs, 1998).

Results

Food assimilation and isotopic niche inferred by SIA

The range of δ13C values in the estuary was from −16.9 to −10.9‰
for M. curema and from −17.0 to −11.7‰ for M. liza, and in the
marine surf-zone was −19.2 to −15.9‰ and −22.9 to −19.3‰,
respectively (Figure 2, Table 1). For δ15N values, the ranges in
the estuary were 9.2–11.7‰ for M. curema and 9.4–12.1‰ for
M. liza, and in the marine surf-zone was 8.6–13.2‰ and 7.0–
12.3‰, respectively. In relation to size fractions of POM and
SOM, wider range and lower overlap among average δ13C and

Fig. 2. Carbon (δ13C) and nitrogen (δ15N) isotopic values
of the mullets Mugil curema (open/blue circles) and
M. liza (grey/red circles) and average (± SD) values of
the different size fractions (1.2–20, 20–68, 68–250 μm)
of particulate organic matter in suspension (POM: P)
and in the sediment (SOM: S) in the marine surf-zone
(upper panel) and in the estuary (lower panel).
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δ15N values were observed in the marine surf-zone than in the estu-
ary (Figure 2). Average δ13C values were significantly different
across habitats (F = 45.359, df = 3, P <0.001) and species (F =
9.347, df = 1, P = 0.004), but the interaction was not significant
(F = 2.239, df = 3, P = 0.102) (Figure 3). In contrast, average
δ15N did not vary across habitats (F = 0.698, df = 3, P = 0.560) or
species (F = 1.263, df = 1, P = 0.269) (Figure 3).

Bayesian mixing models revealed that offshore POM was the
most assimilated basal food source at the marine surf-zone by
both M. curema (Median = 60%; 95% Credibility Interval = 7–
77%) and M. liza (88%; 74–95%) (Figure 4). In contrast, the lar-
gest size fraction (68–250 μm) of SOM was the most assimilated
in the estuary by M. curema (48%; 3–80%) and M. liza (43%;
2–77%) (Figure 4).

The size and overlap of isotopic ellipses (SEAc) of both species
differed across habitats (Table 2). In the marine surf-zone,M. cur-
ema presented lower SEAc than M. liza (4.11 and 7.62, respect-
ively), whereas in the estuary both species showed similar
values (4.73 and 4.85, respectively). The proportional overlap
between isotopic ellipses of both species was higher in the estuary
(64.7%) compared with the marine surf-zone (0.7%) (Table 2).

Diet composition and trophic niche inferred by SCA

Stomach content analyses (SCA) of both mullet species revealed
diets composed of microalgae such as Bacillariophyceae,
Coscinodiscophyceae, Mediophyceae, Chlorophyceae, Cyanoph-
yceae, Euglenophyceae, Zygnematophyceae, and also fragments
of zooplankton (Supplementary Table S1).

The comparison of the diet between M. curema and M. liza
showed different results depending on the habitat. In the marine
area, the species presented distinct diets (F = 4.829, df = 1, P <
0.001); however, in the estuary, the diet was similar (F = 1.308,
df = 1, P = 0.226). In the marine surf-zone, M. curema feed
mainly on Asterionellopsis guyunusae (Bacillariophyceae), while
M. liza consumed mainly Coscinodiscophyceae (fragments)
(Supplementary Figure S2). Nevertheless, although in the estuary
both species fed on a greater diversity of algae, the four more con-
sumed algae were the same for these two species: Bacillariophyceae
spp., Cylindrotheca closterium, Nitzschia sp. 4 and Skeletonema
spp., together comprising 40.8% of the M. curema diet and
39.9% of the M. liza diet (Supplementary Figure S2). Moreover,
these four algae species were also consumed in similar proportions.

Trophic niche overlap (CH) of M. curema and M. liza showed
similar results between marine surf-zone (mean = 0.86; 95%

Credibility Interval = 0.69–0.97) and estuary (mean = 0.83; 95%
Credibility Interval = 0.76–0.90) (Table 2). Trophic niche breadth
(Ba) did not vary between species within the same habitat, but
lower niche breadth was observed for both species in the marine
surf-zone (M. curema = 0.03 and M. liza = 0.06) compared with
the estuarine zone (M. curema = 0.14 and M. liza = 0.16)
(Table 2).

Discussion

Assimilated diet and isotopic niche overlap inferred by SIA

Stable isotope analyses based on different size fractions (1.2–20,
20–68 and 68–250 μm) of organic matter revealed the preference
of both species for larger particles in the estuary. Compared with
previous studies (e.g. Faye et al., 2011; Le Loc’h et al., 2015;
Carassou et al., 2017; Cicala et al., 2019) that analysed bulk
organic matter that included all size fractions, our analyses pro-
vide new isotopic evidence supporting the hypothesis that juvenile
mullets exhibit particle preferences during feeding. Higher assimi-
lation of SOM with size particles between 68 and 250 μm suggests
a feeding preference for microphytobenthos (20–200 μm), com-
pared with smaller cell sizes such as nanophytobenthos (2–20
μm) and picophytobenthos (0.2–2 μm).

SIA also revealed a diet shift between juvenile mullets caught
in the marine surf-zone and inside the estuary. Particulate organic
matter in suspension (POM) was the most assimilated dietary
item by juvenile mullets in the marine surf-zone, suggesting
planktonic feeding in the water column. In contrast, the most
assimilated item inside the estuary was SOM, which suggests ilio-
phagous feeding behaviour (i.e. consuming microorganisms asso-
ciated with fine sediment and detritus). This diet shift has already
been described for other Mugilidae species (Cardona, 2015) and
has also been suggested for M. liza based on inspection of stom-
ach contents (Vieira, 1991). The present work is the first to pro-
vide isotopic evidence of the planktonic–benthic diet shift for M.
curema and M. liza during their recruitment from the marine
surf-zone into the estuary. Finally, it is worth noting that com-
parison of food niche partitioning between congeneric species
in different types of habitat could be partially confounded by
potential differences in feeding preference simply related to
ontogeny. In order to minimize this potential effect, we analysed
only juvenile forms with similar body size ranges (25–50 TL mm)
in both habitats. Nevertheless, future experimental studies could
investigate if diet changes in juvenile mullets may occur between

Table 1. Number of samples (n) and average values (±SD) of carbon (δ13C) and nitrogen (δ15N) stable isotope values of consumers (Mugil curema and M. liza) and the
different size fractions (1.2–20, 20–68, 68–250 μm) of particulate organic matter in suspension (POM) and in the sediment (SOM) in the marine surf-zone and in Patos
Lagoon estuary

Consumers/sources

Marine surf-zone Estuary

n δ13C n δ15N n δ13C n δ15N

Mugil curema 10 −17.9 ± 1.2 10 11.0 ± 1.9 10 −13.30 ± 2.4 10 10.06 ± 0.7

Mugil liza 10 −20.2 ± 1.0 10 9.8 ± 2.1 10 −13.91 ± 1.7 10 10.69 ± 0.8

POM 1.2–20 μm 5 −19.85 ± 0.5 5 5.65 ± 1.4 5 −19.08 ± 1.9 5 3.80 ± 2.4

POM 20–68 μm 17 −18.69 ± 2.4 17 6.91 ± 2.4 17 −17.91 ± 1.5 16 4.34 ± 2.9

POM 68–250 μm 18 −14.13 ± 5.2 14 7.75 ± 1.6 18 −15.78 ± 3.0 13 4.93 ± 1.6

POM-MAR 6 −22.3 ± 0.6 6 5.1 ± 1.4 – – – –

SOM 1.2–20 μm 6 −13.36 ± 2.0 6 6.90 ± 1.8 6 −17.82 ± 0.8 6 5.28 ± 1.9

SOM 20–68 μm 18 −6.55 ± 4.0 2 5.93 ± 4.8 18 −16.78 ± 1.6 18 5.32 ± 1.5

SOM 68–250 μm 18 −10.19 ± 5.1 1 8.04 ± 1.0 18 −17.98 ± 2.5 15 6.64 ± 1.4
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early developmental stages compared with later ones regardless of
the resource diversity available.

Analysis of isotopic niche overlap of mullet species in the mar-
ine (0.07%) and estuarine (64.7%) habitats support our initial
hypothesis of higher resource partitioning in the habitat with
lower resource diversity. Interestingly, a preliminary study carried
out in another subtropical system (Tramandaí-Armazém estuary)
comparing the same species, found an opposite pattern, with iso-
topic niche overlap in the marine habitat, and resource partition-
ing in the estuary (Garcia et al., 2018). This discrepancy could be
related to differences between estuaries in food composition and
availability and time of arrival of the juvenile mullets in the mar-
ine habitat. For example, individuals recently arrived in the mar-
ine habitat had less time to achieve isotopic equilibrium with local
food sources in the current work compared with Garcia et al.
(2018), which may have influenced the isotopic niche overlap.
In future studies, it would be interesting to perform isotopic ana-
lysis of tissues with a faster turnover rate than muscle tissue (e.g.
blood, plasma, liver), because they reflect what was consumed in a
shorter period of time (Thomas & Crowther, 2015; Barton et al.,
2019). This would increase the likelihood of juvenile mullets
reflecting food items eaten in the habitat in which they were
captured. However, the comparison with this prior work is lim-
ited because they did not analyse isotopic composition of food
sources. In contrast, the differentiation of the organic matter
size fractions used in the present study revealed differences in

food habits between M. curema and M. liza, which were not pos-
sible in other works that analysed the organic matter pool as a sin-
gle larger (1.2–300 μm) fraction (Faye et al., 2011; Le Loc’h et al.,
2015; Carassou et al., 2017; Cicala et al., 2019).

In the current study, the isotopic composition of juvenile mul-
lets did not isotopically match the autochthonous organic matter
pools in the marine surf-zone. Rather, Bayesian mixing models
indicated that the juvenile mullets sampled in the marine surf-
zone reflected assimilation of ocean-derived organic matter.
This trophic connection between the marine surf-zone and the
offshore ocean is plausible considering the life cycle of these mul-
let species. These marine estuarine-dependent species spawn in
offshore ocean waters and their larvae and recruits migrate
towards shallow coastal zones, such as marine beaches and estu-
aries (Vieira, 1991; Lemos et al., 2014). Therefore, it is reasonable
to suggest that the juvenile mullets found in the surf-zone with
isotopic composition distinct from local autotrophic sources are
oceanic-derived individuals who recently recruited into the surf-
zone. As newly arrived individuals, they would not have enough
time (∼2 months according to Oliveira et al., 2017) to achieve iso-
topic equilibrium with local food sources, and still reflect isotop-
ically their original oceanic habitat.

The high isotopic niche overlap found in the estuary for the
juvenile mullets does not necessarily imply competition. High
biomass and diversity of microalgae in the studied estuary suggest
a lack of food limitation and, therefore, absence of intra- and

Fig. 3. Comparison between carbon (δ13C) (upper panel) and nitrogen (δ15N) (lower panel) isotope values of the mullets M. curema and M. liza in the marine
surf-zone (Mar1, Mar2) and in the estuary (Estu1, Estu2). Different letters (a, b) denote statistically significant differences (Tukey post-hoc test, P >0.05) between
average values.
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inter-specific competition for food resources in juvenile mullets.
Other factors that minimize strength of competition and promote
coexistence between these mullet species include high spatio-
temporal variability of microalgae assemblages in this estuary
(Haraguchi et al., 2015; Mendes et al., 2016) and trophic plasticity
frequently observed in fishes, including mullets (Gerking, 1994;
Cardona, 2015; Garcia et al., 2018). Prior research suggested
that these factors can suppress competition even in conditions
of resource limitation (Cardona, 2001; Park et al., 2016; Silva
et al., 2017). For instance, Garcia et al. (2018) attributed the
trophic niche segregation between juveniles of M. curema and
M. liza in the Tramandaí-Armazém estuary (southern Brazil)
not to resource limitation and competition, but rather, to exploit-
ation of microhabitats with different depths and/or particle size
profiles harbouring distinct microalgae assemblages. Several
studies of feeding apparatus anatomy in mullets have shown dif-
ferences among species in the gap size between gill rakers that
could lead to differential retention of particles (e.g. microalgae
cells) (Guinea & Fernandez, 1992; Konan et al., 2014; Cardona,
2015; Menezes et al., 2015).

Diet composition and niche overlap inferred by SCA

Diet composition of juveniles of both mullet species was domi-
nated by microalgae and showed higher diversity in the estuary
than in the marine surf-zone, coinciding with the high diversity
and spatiotemporal variability in the estuarine microalgae assem-
blage (Odebrecht et al., 2010; Haraguchi et al., 2015; Mendes
et al., 2016). According to the Morisita–Horn index, the diet of
both species showed a high overlap in both habitats. However,
the PERMANOVA model demonstrated that the diet of both spe-
cies was different in the marine surf zone, but it was not in the
estuary, agreeing with our initial hypothesis that partitioning
may occur in less resource-diverse environments.

Diatoms are the predominant microalgae throughout the year
in both the marine surf-zone and estuary (Haraguchi et al., 2015;
Mendes et al., 2016) and distinct diatom groups dominated the
stomach contents of both species. Although diatoms are ubiquitous
in both habitats, the marine area is largely dominated by dense
(109 cells l−1) blooms of the surf-zone diatom Asterionellopsis
guyunusae; it is a very difficult environment due to the waves’

Fig. 4. Relative assimilation (Median: 50%; Credibility interval: 95%) of the different size fractions (1.2–20, 20–68, 68–250 μm) of particulate organic matter in
suspension (POM: P) and in the sediment (SOM: S) by juvenile mullets Mugil curema and M. liza of the marine surf-zone (upper panel) and the estuary (lower
panel). An additional food source (POM offshore) was included in the mixing models in the marine surf-zone (see Materials and methods for details).

Table 2. Niche width and niche overlap of M. curema and M. liza in Patos Lagoon estuary and adjacent marine surf-zone, South Brazil, estimated by both stable
isotopes and stomach contents techniques

Habitat

Mugil curema Mugil liza

INO (%) CHSEAc (‰2) Ba SEAc (‰2) Ba

Marine surf-zone 4.11 0.03 7.62 0.06 0.7 0.86

Estuary 4.73 0.14 4.85 0.16 64.7 0.83

Isotopic niche width (SEAc: ‰2), trophic niche breadth (Ba), isotopic niche overlap (INO) and trophic niche overlap (CH).
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energy, and few species are adapted to these conditions (Odebrecht
et al., 2010; Franco et al., 2016; Mendes et al., 2016). In contrast,
microalgal diversity is much higher in the estuary; in addition to
diatoms, cyanobacteria, green algae and cryptophytes are import-
ant components of planktonic and benthic habitats (Mendes
et al., 2016). Estuarine microalgal assemblages are characterized
by marked variation in species composition and abundance at
both short (hours, weeks) and long (seasons, years) time scales
(Haraguchi et al., 2015). That variation is largely attributed to
environmental variability in salinity, temperature, nutrients, fresh-
water inflow and water transparency (Haraguchi et al., 2015;
Mendes et al., 2016). This high variability in species composition
and abundance of microalgal assemblages is likely the main driver
of higher trophic niche width ofM. curema andM. liza juveniles in
the estuary (0.14 and 0.16, respectively) compared with the adja-
cent marine habitat (0.03 and 0.06, respectively).

Although the marine surf-zone is less diverse and dominated by
onemicroalgae species (Odebrecht et al., 2010), the twomullet spe-
cies did not prey mainly on the Asterionellopsis guyunusae micro-
algae; instead, Mugil liza fed mainly on Coscinodiscophyceae
(fragments). Asterionellopsis guyunusae was also an important
item in theM. liza diet, however, it was the second most consumed
by this species, while forM. curema it was the dominant consumed
algae. This difference in the predominance of each algae in the
stomach contents can show a degree of the partitioning of the
resources, in that each mullet feeds on a specific prey, avoiding
trophic overlapping in this less resource-diverse habitat. However,
the Morisita–Horn index demonstrated a high similarity in the
diet of both species in the marine surf zone, this may have occurred
due to the high sensitivity to more abundant species (Chao et al.,
2006). Therefore, as seen above, the mullet species consume the
microalgae Asterionellopsis guyunusae and Coscinodiscophyceae
(fragments), and they represent about 80% of their diet, but each
mullet has a preference for one of these food resources. And the
Morisita–Horn index, in addition to being insensitive to rare spe-
cies (Chao et al., 2006), also did not detect this preference for the
abundant food items present in the diet of both mullets.

Concerning the diet of the mullets in the estuary, a factor
that contributes to higher diet diversity and niche width in this
environment is greater microhabitat heterogeneity in the estuary
compared with the marine surf-zone habitat (Seeliger et al.,
1997). Due to this heterogeneity of habitats, and the nutrients
input provided by the continent, the abundance and diversity of
the phytoplankton in the estuary is higher than the marine
surf-zone. With a high offer of food resources, the consumers
did not need to partition resources, and this may be what is
happening with these mullets in the estuary, since their diets
were very diverse, but did not differ.

Integrating SCA, SIA and other diet tracer approaches

The results from both SIA and SCA showed that in the less
resource-diverse environment (marine zone) the trophic niche
overlap was lower than in the most resource-diverse environment
(estuary). The diet of both species was different in the marine
zone, but was not in the estuary, agreeing with our initial hypoth-
esis that partitioning may occur in a less resource-diverse environ-
ment compared with a more diverse one. This difference was
possible to observe due to the SCA, as opposed to the SIA that
did not show this pattern. Using SIA we were able to describe
the shift in the mullets’ diet when they changed habitats, but as
this analysis doesn’t have the refinement of identifying each spe-
cies used as a resource, we could not distinguish the differences in
the resources used. However, when we analysed the trophic niche
overlap, the SIA based on isotopic ellipses was more informative
that the trophic niche calculated by SCA. So both analyses showed

the same pattern, although they showed a different time-lag of
resources use.

The SCA is a higher resolution snapshot of what was recently
(hours to days) consumed, while the SIA provides time-integrated
(weeks to months; Oliveira et al., 2017) data reflecting dietary
items assimilated in consumer tissues according to the isotopic
turnover time of each particular tissue type and metabolic path-
way (Hesslein et al., 1993; Mont’Alverne et al., 2016). The isotopic
approach has an advantage over stomach content analysis in esti-
mating the trophic niche overlap because it reflects assimilated
food sources over a wider time window of feeding activity,
which is particularly relevant considering the marked spatio-
temporal variability in the availability of microalgae in the estuary
(Haraguchi et al., 2015; Mendes et al., 2016). Stomach contents
analysis is complementary in that it provides a detailed taxonomic
description of food items consumed, which is not feasible using
SIA due to the lack of substantial isotopic differences among
sources and technical difficulties in obtaining samples of microal-
gae at the species level. Moreover, SIA requires an isotopic equi-
librium between sources and consumers, which is not easy to
address in migratory organisms, as the mullets are in the present
work. Therefore, the use of both approaches together is recom-
mended to better evaluate the intra-specific interactions and clar-
ify the use of resources by the species.

Research on the trophic ecology of iliophagous species, such as
mullets, comes with several technical challenges, which could be
addressed in part by integrating multiple approaches such as ana-
lyses of compound-specific stable isotopes, fatty acid biomarkers
and DNA tracers (Majdi et al., 2018). Given the costs of those
approaches and their own assumptions and limitations, we sug-
gest that combined SIA and SCA approaches, as in this study,
are important to provide specific hypotheses for more narrowly
targeted research using those approaches. Such further studies
to advance our understanding of the trophic ecology of mullets
are needed, especially considering their commercial value for fish-
eries, increasing anthropogenic pressures on their habitats, and
their important (yet not fully understood) role in estuarine food
web structure and dynamics (Reis & D’incao, 2000; Oliveira
et al., 2014; Haimovici & Cardoso, 2017; Santana et al., 2017;
Possamai et al., 2020).

Supplementary material. The supplementary material for this article can
be found at https://doi.org/10.1017/S0025315421000242

Acknowledgements. We thank the ‘Laboratório de Ecologia e Conservação
de Tartarugas e Mamíferos Marinhos’ for providing marine data.

Financial support. This work was funded by the ‘Conselho Nacional de
Desenvolvimento Científico e Tecnológico (CNPq)’ through the Long Term
Ecological Research Program (PELD – Pesquisas Ecológicas de Longa
Duração site 8 – Lagoa dos Patos e região marinha adjacente) (Grant:
441492/2016-9). SV was supported by ‘Coordenação de Aperfeiçoamento de
Pessoal de Nível Superior (CAPES)’ through the Graduate Student
Fellowship (code 001). AMG was supported by CNPq through the Research
Fellowship (Grant: 309208/2018-1).

References

Alexandrou MA, Oliveira C, Maillard M, McGill RAR, Newton J, Creer S
and Taylor MI (2011) Competition and phylogeny determine community
structure in Müllerian co-mimics. Nature 469, 84–88.

Andrade MC, Fitzgerald DB, Winemiller KO, Barbosa PS and Giarrizzo T
(2019) Trophic niche segregation among herbivorous serrasalmids from
rapids of the lower Xingu River, Brazilian Amazon. Hydrobiologia 829,
265–280.

Barton MK, Litvin SY, Vollenweider JJ, Heintz RA, Norcross BL and
Boswell KM (2019) Experimental determination of tissue turnover rates
and trophic discrimination factors for stable carbon and nitrogen isotopes

Journal of the Marine Biological Association of the United Kingdom 439

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0025315421000242 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0025315421000242
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0025315421000242
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0025315421000242


of Arctic sculpin (Myoxocephalus scorpioides): a common Arctic nearshore
fish. Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology 511, 60–67.

Bearhop S, Adams CE, Waldron S, Fuller RA and Macleod H (2004)
Determining trophic niche width: a novel approach using stable isotope
analysis. Journal of Animal Ecology 73, 1007–1012.

Biggs BJF and Kilroy C (2000) Stream Periphyton Monitoring Manual.
Christchurch: National Institute of Water and Atmospheric Research.

Bivand R, Pebesma EJ and Gomez-Rubio V (2013) Applied Spatial Data
Analysis with R. New York, NY: Springer.

Blaber SJM and Whitfield AK (1977) The feeding ecology of juvenile mullet
(Mugilidae) in south-east African estuaries. Biological Journal of the
Linnean Society 9, 277–284.

Bouillon S, Connolly RM and Gillikin DP (2011) Use of stable isotopes to
understand food webs and ecosystem functioning in estuaries. Treatise on
Estuarine and Coastal Science 7, 143–173.

Calliari LJ, Griep GH and Vieira H (1977) Características sedimentologicas
da segunda transversal de bentos-Lagoa dos Patos-parte Sul. Atlântica 2,
63–82.

Carassou L, Whitfield AK, Moyo S and Richoux NB (2017) Dietary tracers
and stomach contents reveal pronounced alimentary flexibility in the fresh-
water mullet (Myxus capensis, Mugilidae) concomitant with ontogenetic
shifts in habitat use and seasonal food availability. Hydrobiologia 799,
327–348.

Cardona L (2001) Non-competitive coexistence between Mediterranean grey
mullet: evidence from seasonal changes in food availability, niche breadth
and trophic overlap. Journal of Fish Biology 59, 729–744.

Cardona L (2015) Food and feeding of Mugilidae. In Crosetti D and Blaber
SJM (eds), Biology, Ecology and Culture of Grey Mullet (Mugilidae).
New York, NY: Taylor & Francis Group, pp. 165–195.

Carter JF and Barwick VJ (eds) (2011) Good Practice Guide for Isotope Ratio
Mass Spectrometry. Bristol: Forensic Isotope Ratio Mass Spectrometry (FIRMS)
Network. ISBN 978-0-948926-31-0.

Chao A, Chazdon RL, Colwell RK and Shen T (2006) Abundance-based
similarity indices and their estimation when there are unseen species in
samples. Biometrics 62, 361–371.

Cicala D, Calizza E, Careddu G, Fiorentino F, Caputi SS, Rossi L and
Costantini ML (2019) Spatial variation in the feeding strategies of
Mediterranean fish: flatfish and mullet in the Gulf of Gaeta (Italy).
Aquatic Ecology 53, 529–541.

Claudino MC, Abreu PC and Garcia AM (2013) Stable isotopes reveal tem-
poral and between-habitat changes in trophic pathways in a southwestern
Atlantic estuary. Marine Ecology Progress Series 489, 29–42.

Correa SB and Winemiller KO (2014) Niche partitioning among frugivorous
fishes in response to fluctuating resources in the Amazonian floodplain
forest. Ecology 95, 210–224.

Coutinho R and Seeliger U (1984) The horizontal distribution of the benthic
algal flora in the Patos lagoon estuary, Brazil, in relation to salinity, substra-
tum and wave exposure. Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and
Ecology 80, 247–257.

Crosetti D and Blaber SJM (2015) Biology, Ecology and Culture of Grey Mullet
(Mugilidae). New York, NY: Taylor & Francis Group.

da Silva JG, Torgan LC and Cardoso LS (2010) Diatomáceas
(Bacillariophyceae) em marismas no sul do Brasil. Acta Botanica Brasilica
24, 935–947.

Dualiby DO (1988) Ecologia trófica de Mugil curema, M. incilis y M. liza
(Pisces: Mugilidae) en la Cienaga Grande de Santa Marta, Caribe
Colombiano. I. Analisis Cualitativo y Cuantitativo. Anais do Instituto de
Investigação Marinha em Punta Betin 18, 113–126.

Elliott M, Whitfield AK, Potter IC, Blaber SJM., Cyrus DP, Nordlie FG and
Harison TD (2007) The guild approach to categorizing estuarine fish
assemblages: a global review. Fish and Fisheries 8, 241–268.

Erazmus KR, Figueras M, Luiselli L and Burke RL (2018) Do diets vary over
large spatial or temporal ranges? A test using inter-annual and inter-
population data on diamondback terrapins (Malaclemys terrapin) diets.
Canadian Journal of Zoology 97, 251–257.

Faye D, de Morais LT, Raffray J, Sadio O, Thiaw OT and Le Loc’h F (2011)
Structure and seasonal variability of fish food webs in an estuarine tropical
marine protected area (Senegal): evidence from stable isotope analysis.
Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 92, 607–617.

Fernandez WS and Dias JF (2013) Aspects of the reproduction of Mugil cur-
ema Valenciennes, 1836 in two coastal systems in southeastern Brazil.
Tropical Zoology 26, 15–32.

Franco AOR, They NH, Canani LGC, Maggioni R and Odebrecht C (2016)
Asterionellopsis tropicalis (Bacillariophyceae): a new tropical species found
in diatom accumulations. Journal of Phycology 52, 888–895.

Garcia AM, Vieira JP and Winemiller K (2001) Dynamics of the shallow-
water fish assemblage of the Patos Lagoon estuary (Brazil) during cold
and warm ENSO episodes. Journal of Fish Biology 59, 1218–1238.

Garcia AM, Vieira JP, Winemiller KO and Grimm AM (2004) Comparison
of 1982–1983 and 1997–1998 El Niño effects on the shallow-water fish
assemblage of the Patos Lagoon estuary (Brazil). Estuaries 27, 905–914.

Garcia AM, Hoeinghaus DJ, Vieira JP and Winemiller KO (2007) Isotopic
variation of fishes in freshwater and estuarine zones of a large subtropical
coastal lagoon. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 73, 399–408.

Garcia AFS, Garcia AM, Vollrath SR, Schneck F, Silva CFM, Marchetti ÍJ
and Vieira JP (2018) Spatial diet overlap and food resource in two congen-
eric mullet species revealed by stable isotopes and stomach content analyses.
Community Ecology 19, 116–124.

Garcia AM, Oliveira MCL, Odebrecht C, Colling JLA, Vieira JP, Rodrigues
FL and Bastos RF (2019) Allochthonous vs autochthonous organic matter
sustaining macroconsumers in a subtropical sandy beach revealed by stable
isotopes. Marine Biology Research 15, 241–258.

Gerking SD (1994) Feeding Ecology of Fish. San Diego, CA: Academic Press.
Giller PS (1984) Community Structure and the Niche. New York, NY:

Chapman and Hall.
Guinea J and Fernandez F (1992) Morphological and biometrical study of the

gill rakers in four species of mullet. Journal of Fish Biology 41, 381–397.
Haimovici M and Cardoso LG (2017) Long-term changes in the fisheries in

the Patos Lagoon estuary and adjacent coastal waters in southern Brazil.
Marine Biology Research 13, 135–150.

Haraguchi L, Carstensen J, Abreu PC and Odebrecht C (2015) Long-term
changes of the phytoplankton community and biomass in the subtropical
shallow Patos Lagoon Estuary, Brazil. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science
162, 76–87.

Hesslein RH, Hallard KA and Ramlal 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.
Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 50, 2071–2076.

Hette-Tronquart N (2019) Isotopic niche is not equal to trophic niche.
Ecology Letters 22, 1987–1989.

Hoeinghaus DJ and Zeug SC (2008) Can stable isotope ratios provide for
community-wide measures of trophic structure? Comment. Ecology 89,
2353–2357.

Hoeinghaus DJ, Costa CS, Garcia AM, Bemvenuti CE, Vieira JP and
Winemiller KO (2011) Estuary hydrogeomorphology affects carbon
sources supporting aquatic consumers within and among ecological guilds.
Hydrobiologia 673, 79–92.

Hurlbert SH (1978) The measurement of niche overlap and some relatives.
Ecology 59, 67–77.

Hutchinson GE (1957) Concluding remarks. Cold Spring Harbor Symposia on
Quantitative Biology 22, 415–427.

Jackson AL (2019) Introduction to SIBER. Available at https://cran.r.project.
org/web/packages/SIBER/vignettes/Ellipse-Overlap.html (last accessed 23
June 2019).

Jackson AL, Inger R, Parnell AC and 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.

Juncos R, Milano D, Macchi PJ and Vigliano PH (2015) Niche segregation
facilitates coexistence between native and introduced fishes in a deep
Patagonian lake. Hydrobiologia 747, 53–67.

Kjerfve B (1986) Comparative oceanography of coastal lagoons. In Wolfe DA
(eds), Estuarine Variability. New York, NY: Academic Press, pp. 63–81.

Konan KT, Adepo-Gourene AB, Konan KM and Gourene G (2014)
Morphological differentiation among species of the genus Mugil Linnaeus,
1758 (Mugilidae) fromCôte d’Ivoire. Turkish Journal of Zoology 38, 273–284.

Krebs CJ (1998) Ecological Methodology. Menlo Park, CA: Addison Wesley
Longman.

Layman CA and Winemiller KO (2005) Patterns of habitat segregation
among large fishes in a Venezuelan floodplain river. Neotropical
Ichthyology 3, 111–117.

Le Loc’h F, Durand JD, Diop K and Panfili J (2015) Spatio-temporal isotopic
signatures (δ13C and δ15N) reveal that two sympatric West African mullet
species do not feed on the same basal production sources. Journal of Fish
Biology 86, 1444–1453.

440 Sabrina Radunz Vollrath et al.

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0025315421000242 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://cran.r.project.org/web/packages/SIBER/vignettes/Ellipse-Overlap.html
https://cran.r.project.org/web/packages/SIBER/vignettes/Ellipse-Overlap.html
https://cran.r.project.org/web/packages/SIBER/vignettes/Ellipse-Overlap.html
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0025315421000242


Lemos VM, Varela AS, Schwingel PR, Muelbert JH and Vieira JP (2014)
Migration and reproductive biology of Mugil liza (Teleostei: Mugilidae) in
South Brazil. Journal of Fish Biology 85, 671–687.

Mai ACG, Santos ML, Lemos VM and Vieira JP (2018) Discrimination of
habitat use between two sympatric species of mullets, Mugil curema and
Mugil liza (Mugiliformes: Mugilidae) in the rio Tramandaí Estuary, deter-
mined by otolith chemistry. Neotropical Ichthyology 16, e170045.

Mai ACG, Albuquerque CQ, Lemos VM, Schwingel PR, Ceni G,
Saint’pierre TD and Vieira JP (2019) Coastal zone use and migratory
behaviour of the southern population of Mugil liza in Brazil. Journal of
Fish Biology 95, 1207–1214.

Majdi N, Hette-Tronquart N, Auclair E, Bec A, Chouvelon T, Cognie B,
Danger M, Decottignies P, Dessier A, Desvilettes C, Dubois S, Dupuy
C, Fritsch C, Gaucherel C, Hedde M, Jabot F, Lefebvre S, Marzloff M,
Pey B, Peyrard N, Powolny T, Sabbadin R, Thebault E and Perga M-E
(2018) There’s no harm in having too much: a comprehensive toolbox of
methods in trophic ecology. Food Webs 17. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fooweb.
2018.e00100.

Malinowski C, Cavin J, Chanton J, Chasar L, Coleman F and Koenig C
(2019) Trophic relationships and niche partitioning of red drum
Sciaenops ocellatus and common snook Centropomus undecimalis in coastal
estuaries of South Florida. Estuaries and Coasts 42, 842–856.

Mendes CRB, Odebrecht CV, Tavano M and Abreu PC (2016)
Pigment-based chemotaxonomy of phytoplankton in the Patos Lagoon
estuary (Brazil) and adjacent coast. Marine Biology Research 13, 22–35.

Menezes NA, Nirchio M, Oliveira C and Siccharamirez R (2015) Taxonomic
review of the species of Mugil (Teleostei: Perciformes: Mugilidae) from the
Atlantic South Caribbean and South America, with integration of morpho-
logical, cytogenetic and molecular data. Zootaxa 3918, 1–38.

Möller OO, Castaing P, Salomon JC and Lazure P (2001) The influence of
local and non-local forcing effects on the subtidal circulation of Patos
Lagoon. Estuaries 24, 297–311.

Mont’Alverne R, Jardine TD, Pereyra PE, Oliveira MC, Medeiros RS,
Sampaio LA and Garcia AM (2016) Elemental turnover rates and isotopic
discrimination in a euryhaline fish reared under different salinities: implica-
tions for movement studies. Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and
Ecology 480, 36–44.

Nahon S, Séité S, Kolasinski J, Aguirre P and Geurden I (2017) Effects of
euthanasia methods on stable carbon (δ13C value) and nitrogen (δ15N
value) isotopic compositions of fry and juvenile rainbow trout
Oncorhynchus mykiss. Rapid Communications in Mass Spectrometry 31,
1742–1748.

Nelson JS, Grande TC and Wilson MVH (2016) Fishes of the World.
Hoboken, NJ: Wiley.

Newsome SD, Martinez Del Rio CS and Phillips DL (2007) A niche for iso-
topic ecology. Frontiers in Ecology and the Environment 5, 429–436.

Odebrecht C, Bergesch M, Rörig LR and Abreu PC (2010) Phytoplankton
interannual variability at Cassino Beach, Southern Brazil (1992–2007),
with emphasis on the surf zone diatom Asterionellopsis glacialis. Estuaries
and Coasts 33, 570–583.

Odebrecht C, Preez DRD, Abreu PC and Campbell EE (2013) Surf zone dia-
toms: a review of the drivers, patterns and role in sandy beaches food
chains. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 150, 24–35.

Oliveira MCLM, Bastos RF, Claudino MC, Assumpção CM and Garcia AM
(2014) Transport of marine-derived nutrients to subtropical freshwater food
webs by juvenile mullets: a case study in southern Brazil. Aquatic Biology
20, 91–100.

Oliveira MCLM, Mont’Alverne R, Sampaio LA, Tesser MB, Ramos LRV
and Garcia AM (2017) Elemental turnover rates and trophic discrimination
in juvenile mullets Mugil liza under experimental conditions. Journal of
Fish Biology 91, 1241–1249.

Ortega I, Ibeiro CF, Rodrigues LS, Rodrigues MA and Dumont LFC (2020)
Habitat use in different life and moulting stages of Callinectes sapidus
(Decapoda, Portunidae) in South Brazilian estuarine and marine environ-
ments. Journal of the Marine Biological Association of the United
Kingdom 100, 1–13.

Park JM, Gaston TF and Williamson JE (2016) Resource partitioning in gur-
nard species using trophic analyses: the importance of temporal resolution.
Fisheries Research 186, 301–310.

Parnell A (2016) simmr: A Stable Isotope Mixing Model. R package version 0.3.
Available at https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=simmr.

Paul D, Skrzypek G and Fórizs I (2007) Normalization of measured stable
isotopic compositions to isotope reference scales – a review. Rapid
Communications in Mass Spectrometry 21, 3006–3014.

Pebesma EJ and Bivand RS (2005) Classes and methods for spatial data in R.
R News 5. Available at https://cran.r-project.org/doc/Rnews/.

Peterson BJ and Fry B (1987) Stable isotopes in ecosystem studies. Annual
Review of Ecology and Systematics 18, 293–320.

Phillips DL, Inger R, Bearhop S, Jackson AL, Moore JW, Parnell AC,
Semmens BX andWard EJ (2014) Best practices for use of stable isotopemix-
ing models in food-web studies. Canadian Journal of Zoology 92, 823–835.

Pianka ER (1974) Niche overlap and diffuse competition. Proceedings of the
National Academy of Sciences USA 71, 2141–2145.

Possamai B, Vieira JP, Grimm AM and Garcia AM (2018) Temporal vari-
ability (1997–2015) of trophic fish guilds and its relationships with El
Niño events in a subtropical estuary. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science
202, 145–154.

Possamai B, Hoeinghaus DJ, Odebrecht C, Abreu PC, Moraes LE, Santos
AC and Garcia AM (2020) Freshwater inflow variability affects the relative
importance of allochthonous sources for estuarine fishes. Estuaries and
Coasts 43, 880–893.

R Core Team (2019) R: A Language and Environment for Statistical
Computing. Vienna: R Foundation for Statistical Computing. Available at
https://www.R-project.org/.

Reis EG and D’incao F (2000) The present status of artisanal fisheries of
extreme Southern Brazil: an effort towards community-based management.
Ocean and Coastal Management 43, 585–595.

Rodrigues FL, Cabral HN and Vieira JP (2015) Assessing surf-zone fish
assemblage variability in southern Brazil. Marine and Freshwater Research
66, 106–119.

Rohan SK and Buckley TW (2018) Trophic niche separation between sympat-
ric sibling flatfishes in relation to gill raker morphology. American Fisheries
Society 147, 431–443.

Rosli FM, Muhammad SA and Fadhullah W (2017) Comparison of stable
isotope signatures between tropical freshwater and estuarine food web
model. Asian Journal of Microbiology, Biotechnology & Environmental
Sciences 19, 56–62.

Rowlingson B and Diggle P (2017) Spatial and Space-time Point Pattern
Analysis. R package version 2.01-40. Available at https://CRAN.R-project.
org/package=splancs.

Santana R, Kinas PG, Miranda LV, Schwingel PR, Castello JP and Vieira JP
(2017) Bayesian state-space models with multiple CPUE data: the case of a
mullet fishery. Scientia Marina 81, 361–370.

Schoener TW (1974) Resource partitioning in ecological communities. Science
(New York, N.Y.) 185, 27–39.

Seeliger U and Odebrecht C (2010) O estuário da Lagoa dos Patos: Um século
de transformações. Rio Grande: FURG.

Seeliger U, Odebrecht C and Castello JP (1997) Subtropical Convergence
Environments: The Coast and Sea in the Southwestern Atlantic.
Heidelberg: Springer-Verlag.

Sieburth JM, Smetacek V and Lenz J (1978) Pelagic ecosystem structure: het-
erotrophic compartments of the plankton and their relationship to plankton
size fractions. Limnology and Oceanography 23, 1256–1263.

Silva JC, Gubiani ÉA, Neves MP and Delariva RL (2017) Coexisting small
fish species in lotic neotropical environments: evidence of trophic niche dif-
ferentiation. Aquatic Ecology 51, 275–288.

Smith JA, Mazumder D, Suthers IM and Taylor MD (2013) To fit or not to
fit: evaluating stable isotope mixing models using simulated mixing poly-
gons. Methods in Ecology and Evolution 4, 612–618.

Thomas SM and Crowther TW (2015) Predicting rates of isotopic turnover
across the animal kingdom: a synthesis of existing data. Journal of
Animal Ecology 84, 861–870.

Vieira J (1991) Juvenile mullets (Pisces: Mugilidae) in the estuary of Lagoa of
Patos, RS, Brazil. Copeia 2, 409–418.

Vieira J, Román-Robles V, Rodrigues FL, Ramos LA and Santos MLD
(2019) Long-term spatiotemporal variation in the juvenile fish assemblage
of the Tramandaí River Estuary (29°S) and adjacent coast in southern
Brazil. Frontiers in Marine Science 6, 1–11.

Journal of the Marine Biological Association of the United Kingdom 441

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0025315421000242 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fooweb.2018.e00100
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fooweb.2018.e00100
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fooweb.2018.e00100
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=simmr
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=simmr
https://cran.r-project.org/doc/Rnews/
https://cran.r-project.org/doc/Rnews/
https://www.R-project.org/
https://www.R-project.org/
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=splancs
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=splancs
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=splancs
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0025315421000242

	Trophic niches and diet shifts of juvenile mullet species coexisting in marine and estuarine habitats
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Study area
	Field collections and sample processing
	Stable isotopic analysis
	Stomach content analysis
	Data analyses
	SIA -- sources contribution to the mullets
	SIA -- isotopic niche overlap
	SCA -- mullets&rsquo; diet composition and trophic niche overlap


	Results
	Food assimilation and isotopic niche inferred by SIA
	Diet composition and trophic niche inferred by SCA

	Discussion
	Assimilated diet and isotopic niche overlap inferred by SIA
	Diet composition and niche overlap inferred by SCA
	Integrating SCA, SIA and other diet tracer approaches

	Acknowledgements
	References


