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WHAT LIMITS AN INVASIVE SPECIES?

B SE severe impact
M HI high impact
PH potentially high impact

LO low impact
NK no known impact
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NK: No known impact — arter som inte sprider sig och som
inte har nigon kind ekologisk effekt.

LO: Low impact — arter utan vare sig betydande invasions-
potential eller betydande ekologisk eftekt.
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Strand et al. 2019, SLU:

https:// www.slu.se/ew-
nyheter/2019/1/riskklassificering-av-
frammande-arter/
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WHAT LIMITS AN INVASIVE SPECIES?
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Abundance

Neogobius abundance
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Neogobius melanostomus abundance
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Neogobius melanostomus abundance

10+

o ©
|
o
o) “le
P ]
q
o
Absent Present

Gobius niger presence

351

301

Gobius niger abundance

N
(&)

N
o

-
(&)

-
o

p =0.031

Absent Present
Neogobius melanostomus presence

58.30°

58.20

58.10°

58.00°

57.90°

57.80°

S97.70°

57.60°

57.50

57.40°

57.30

°N

MW 0km

11.25°E

11.50°E

11.(97°E

Nordre alvs

estuarium

12.00°E

Gothenburg

&

12.25°E



"] Neogobius
. Gobius

Chases against _
conspecific gobiids

Chases against |
heterospecific gobiids

0.2 0.3
Number of chases initiated

/1 /7

Neogobius Gobius




.

N

8 kgdeployed in Nbr an@Decembemlong
a salinity gradient in the'Nordre Ahestuary for 2x5

sampling occasions at 8 sites.

w



