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Abstract

Background: Bivalve teredinids inflict great destruction to wooden maritime structures. Yet no comprehensive
study was ever carried out on these organisms in European coastal waters. Thus, the aims of this study were to:
investigate the diversity of teredinids in European coastal waters; map their past and recent distributions to detect
range expansion or contraction; determine salinity-temperature (S-T) requirements of species; flag, for future
monitoring, the species that pose the greatest hazard for wooden structures.

Results: A total of nine teredinid species were found established in European coastal waters. Seven were
considered cryptogenic, of unknown origin, and two were considered alien species. Teredo navalis and Nototeredo
norvagica were the species with the widest distribution in European waters. Recently, T. navalis has been reported
occurring further east in the Baltic Sea but it was not found at a number of sites on the Atlantic coast of southern
Europe. The Atlantic lineage of Lyrodus pedicellatus was the dominant teredinid in the southern Atlantic coast of
Europe. In the Mediterranean six teredinid species occurred in sympatry, whereas only three of these occurred in
the Black Sea. The species that pose the greatest hazard to wooden maritime structures in European coastal areas
are T. navalis and the two lineages of L. pedicellatus.

Conclusions: Combined data from field surveys and from the literature made it possible to determine the diversity
of established teredinid species and their past and recent distribution in Europe. The environmental requirements
of species, determined using climatic envelopes, produced valuable information that assisted on the explanation of
species distribution. In addition, the observed trends of species range extension or contraction in Teredo navalis and
in the two lineages of Lyrodus pedicellatus seem to emphasise the importance of temperature and salinity as
determinants of the distribution of teredinids, whereas their life history strategy seems to play an important role on
competition.
Teredo navalis and pedicellatus-like Lyrodus species should be monitored due to their destructive capability. The two
alien species may expand further their distribution range in Europe, becoming invasive, and should also be
monitored.
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Background
The activity of bivalves of the family Teredinidae (ship-
worms) causes serious economic problems on wooden
maritime structures [1], and on invaluable underwater cul-
tural heritage [2]. Although no definite evaluation has ever
been carried out Europe-wide, the estimated damage is of
the order of millions of Euros per year [3]. Accounts of
the damage caused by teredinids in Europe can be traced
back to the writings of Greek (e.g. Theophrastus; 371–328
BC) and Latin (e.g. Ovid; 43 BC to 17 AD) authors [4].
However the first scientific studies were only carried out
in Europe in the 18th century, when outbreaks of wood
borers in the wooden dykes of The Netherlands caused
catastrophic destruction [5]. Nowadays, the activity of
these organisms is still of great concern in Europe [3,6-11]
and was the subject of a recent “exploratory workshop on
wood borers: new frontiers for European waters” [12].
Despite the economic importance of teredinids, a

Europe-wide study on these organisms has never been car-
ried out, and the exact number of established species in
European coastal waters is still unknown. Furthermore, a
review of the literature revealed scattered information with
most studies being of relatively short duration at either
single sites [13] or countries [14]. The important study by
Roch [15] in the Mediterranean generated a wealth of data
on the diversity and distribution of teredinid species, but
it also included many synonyms and therefore the data
should be used with caution. Although each of these stud-
ies reported several teredinid species occurring in Europe,
there is a discrepancy in the number of species reported.
For instance, Turner [16] considered six established spe-
cies, whereas Nair & Saraswathy [17] reported nine, and
Gofas and colleagues [18] reported 14 teredinid species.
There are several reasons for discrepancy mentioned

above. The first is that some reported teredinid species
were based on publications pre-dating the work of
Turner [16], and synonyms are still listed as valid species
(e.g. Teredo utriculus). Another reason is the fact that
some species have been reported irrespective of whether
found established or not in a sampled area. Moreover,
teredinids are a particularly difficult group to identify
from morphological features alone. In fact, identification
of some teredinid species (e.g. pedicellatus-like Lyrodus)
based solely on morphological characters is not sufficient
to distinguish them [1,3,19]. Therefore, to improve ‘taxo-
nomic resolution’ it is important that future taxonomic
work on teredinids includes sequence data (mitochondrial
and nuclear), in addition to morphology [1,3].
The distribution of teredinid species in Europe and the

factors controlling their distribution is also poorly known.
The distribution of marine organisms is known to be con-
trolled by the interplay of a multitude of environmental
and biological variables [20]. However, certain environ-
mental factors are known to exert a dominant control over
the natural distribution of species [21,22]. Temperature
and salinity have been recognised to be the most im-
portant environmental determinants of abundance and
geographical distribution of marine poikilotherms [23].
Indeed, several studies on teredinids have confirmed the
importance of temperature and salinity in the physiology,
distribution and activity of these organisms [8,14-17,24].
However, environmental requirements of temperature and
salinity have not been investigated in the majority of tere-
dinid species.
Climatic envelopes can be very useful for determining

the environmental requirements of species. They com-
monly use associations between environmental variables
and species distribution data (occurrence or abundance)
to identify environmental conditions suitable to main-
tain populations of a species in a given area [21,22,25].
However, to infer the environmental requirements of
species using climatic envelopes, high-resolution environ-
mental data are required [26] in addition to high-quality
occurrence data. Until recently, the global datasets of sur-
face temperature and salinity had too coarse a resolution
to resolve coastal areas adequately. Recent efforts have led
to the development of BIO-ORACLE [20], a high reso-
lution global oceanographic dataset. Furthermore, the out-
put of high-resolution (regional) hydrographic models are
increasingly being made available in publicly accessible da-
tabases, such as COSYNA [27], improving even further
the resolution of coastal areas. These high-resolution
datasets have the potential to stimulate the use of cli-
matic envelopes, to infer environmental requirements
and the potential distribution of many other coastal
species.
Life-history patterns of teredinid species, when consid-

ered along with the environmental requirements, may also
help to explain the distribution of species [16,28,29]. Larvae
of oviparous species (larvae with external development)
may be transported over great distances by currents [30] or
in ballast water [31,32]. The adults and larvae of short and
long-term larviparous (species which brood the larvae to
the straight-hinge and pediveliger stages, respectively) may
also be transported over great distances for instance in
driftwood by currents [33]. Therefore, dispersing factors
such as currents and human activities play a very important
role in the actual distribution of species [31].
In our study we used a combination of field surveys, over

a ten-year period, and a comprehensive review of the litera-
ture, as far back as 1900, to investigate the diversity of
established teredinid species in European waters, including
the occurrence of potentially invasive species. We used the
occurrence data from our field surveys and from the litera-
ture to map the past (before 2000) and recent (since 2000)
distribution of the species established in Europe. This made
it possible to observe trends of expansion or contraction
of species’ range. In addition, we developed a climatic
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envelope using the occurrence data coupled with data from
a hybrid dataset, we compiled from high-resolution oceano-
graphic datasets, to infer the salinity-temperature (S-T) re-
quirements of teredinid species. Finally, we determined
which teredinid species pose the greatest hazard to wooden
maritime structures in Europe and flagged them for future
monitoring.

Results
Diversity and distribution of established teredinids in
European coastal waters
Teredinids occurred in 24 out of 32 sites surveyed
between 2001 and 2011. They did not recruit to panels
deployed at Reykjavik, Iceland; Gulf of Riga, Latvia;
Island of Jürmo, Finland; Oban, Scotland; Swanage,
Bournemouth and Lyme Regis, England.
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Figure 1 Specimens and pallets of teredinids collected in the field su
surveys: A) preserved specimen of Nototeredo norvagica; B) pallets of Tered
Lyrodus pedicellatus (Atlantic form); E) pallets of Psiloteredo megotara; F) pre
Bankia carinata; H) preserved specimen of Teredothyra dominicensis. Scale b
sp-siphon; bl-blade; st-stalk; pt-periostracum; bp-brood pouch.
A total of nine teredinid species were found estab-
lished in European coastal waters, eight found in our
field surveys and one only from previous studies. Of the
nine species, six occurred in the Mediterranean, six in
the Atlantic, three in the Black Sea and two in the Baltic
Sea. Nototeredo norvagica (Spengler, 1792) (Figure 1A),
Teredo bartschi (Clapp, 1923) (Figure 1B) and Teredo
navalis Linnaeus, 1758 (Figure 1C) occurred both on the
Atlantic and Mediterranean coasts of Europe.
A study by Borges and colleagues [3] revealed a genetic

split between the Atlantic and eastern Mediterranean forms
of the morphospecies Lyrodus pedicellatus (Quatrefages,
1849). Thus in present work we considered two lineages
of pedicellatus-like Lyrodus, hereafter referred to as the
Atlantic and Mediterranean forms. The Atlantic form of
L. pedicellatus (Figure 1D), Psiloteredo megotara (Hanley,
F
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rveys. Specimens and pallets of teredinids collected in the field
o bartschi; C) fresh specimen of Teredo navalis; D) fresh specimen
served specimen L. pedicellatus (Mediterranean form); G) pallets of
ar: complete specimens = 1 cm; pallets = 5 mm; sh-shell; pl-pallet;
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1848) (Figure 1E) and Teredora malleolus (Turton, 1822)
occurred in the Atlantic, while the Mediterranean form of
L. pedicellatus (Figure 1F) Bankia carinata (Gray, 1827)
(Figure 1G) and Teredothyra dominicensis (Bartsch, 1921)
(Figure 1H) occurred in the Mediterranean. In our field
survey in the Black Sea only Teredo navalis recruited to
our panels, but recently a pedicellatus-like Lyrodus species
and Nototeredo norvagica were also reported in the area
[9]. Teredo navalis was the only species found in our test
sites located in the Baltic Sea, but Psiloteredo megotara
has been reported in the literature to occur occasionally in
the area [14].
Teredo navalis and Nototeredo norvagica were the species

with the widest distribution in Europe, but the pedicellatus-
like Lyrodus lineages were also widely distributed in
southern Europe. Psiloteredo megotara was reported oc-
curring in the Atlantic coast of Europe but the number
of occurrences reported for this species was small
(Additional file 1). Teredo bartschi and Teredothyra
dominicensis were found in European waters. The former
was established in two sites (in the Atlantic and in the
Mediterranean) and the latter occurred only in one site,
in the eastern Mediterranean (Figure 2).

Ecological requirements of teredinid species
Of all teredinids species occurring in European coastal
waters, Teredo navalis has a particular wide tolerance
for salinity and temperature. Its distribution in S-T space
(Figure 3) showed that the species tolerates temperature
and salinity ranges of 0–30°C and 7–39 PSU, respectively.
Compared to T. navalis, Nototeredo norvagica also showed
a wide temperature tolerance (2–30°C) but a narrower
tolerance for salinity (17–39 PSU).
The other species showed narrower temperature and

salinity tolerances than the species mentioned above.
Psiloteredo megotara showed a tolerance for temperature
and salinity ranging from (1-25°C) and (27–37 PSU)
respectively. Bankia carinata was the species with the
highest requirements of temperature (9–30°C) and sal-
inity (35–39 PSU). The temperature and salinity tolerance
inferred in this study for the two lineages of Lyrodus
pedicellatus might vary, as the exact limits of their dis-
tribution are not known (please see discussion below).
S-T requirements were not determined for Teredora
malleolus, Teredo bartschi and Teredothyra dominicensis
because there are insufficient occurrences in Europe to
permit their requirements to be characterised.

Discussion
Diversity of teredinids in European coastal waters
All species found on our field surveys were considered
part of the local established fauna because they were
able to grow to maturity and breed successfully in the
areas where they were found [16], either in fixed wooden
maritime structures or in our wooden collecting panels.
We initially identified seven teredinid species, collected
from field surveys, based on morphological characters ac-
cording to the key of Turner [34]. However a recent study
using molecular markers (mitochondrial and nuclear)
revealed a genetic split between the Atlantic and eastern
Mediterranean forms of the morphospecies Lyrodus
pedicellatus [3]. Therefore we considered two lineages
of Lyrodus pedicellatus occurring in European waters.
However, a detailed phylogeographic study is needed to
ascertain the geographic limits of each lineage. For this
reason, we opted to show the distribution of the two line-
ages in the same figure (Figure 2 “Lyrodus pedicellatus”).
Molecular evidence also showed that N. norvagica and
T. utriculus are in fact a single species, N. norvagica,
showing morphological plasticity [3].
Teredora malleolus, although not found in our field

surveys, was found in timber structures submerged in
Torbay [35], Weymouth, and Vorran Island, Scotland, UK
[36], and in local wooden structures in Madeira and
Azores, Portugal [15].Thus, this species was also consid-
ered established, as there were more than two occurrence
records spread over time and space [37]. Therefore, there
are nine established teredinid species in Europe.
In our field surveys specimens of Teredo bartschi re-

cruited and matured in wooden panels exposed in the
Atlantic (Olhão, Portugal) and in the Mediterranean
(Mersin, Turkey), therefore this species was considered
established in both areas [38]. Teredothyra dominicensis
was found established in Kaş, Turkey [39].
In faunal compilations several other teredinid species

have been reported to occur in Europe. These include
Bankia bipennata (Turton, 1819), Bankia fimbriatula
(Moll and Roch, 1931), Teredo bipartita (Jeffreys, 1860),
synonym of Lyrodus bipartita (Jeffreys) [16], Psiloteredo
senegalensis (Blainville, 1824), Spathoteredo spatha (Jeffreys,
1860) and Teredothyra excavata (Jeffreys, 1860). However,
all specimens of these species were either found in drift-
wood carried by the Gulf Stream mainly to the British
Isles [16] or in driftwood in the Mediterranean [15]. As
far as we are aware, these species have never been re-
ported as established in European coastal waters.

Origin of teredinids established in European waters
Evidence gathered so far is still insufficient to answer
the long standing question of the origin of the majority
of teredinid species established in European waters. Al-
though Teredo navalis, Lyrodus pedicellatus, Nototeredo
norvagica, Psiloteredo megotara and Teredora malleolus,
have their type locality in Europe, they should, along
with Bankia carinata, be considered cryptogenic as there
is no definite evidence either of their native or introduced
status. However, it is possible that N. norvagica and
P. megotara had their origin in Europe. N. norvagica has



Figure 2 Occurrence of teredinid species in European coastal waters. Occurrence of teredinid species in European coastal waters. Squares
represent data obtained from the literature before 2000; black circles represent data obtained from field surveys between 2001 and 2011; white
circles represent data reported in the literature since 2000.
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Figure 3 Distribution of teredinid species in salinity-temperature space. Distribution of teredinid species in salinity-temperature space. The
minimum convex polygon encompassing all data points represent the climatic niche of each species.
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been reported mainly from Europe [6-8,15-17]. P. megotara
also seems to occur mainly in Europe, particularly in
western Norway, where it has been reported consist-
ently in Trondheim Fjord since the 1920’s [40,41], al-
though it was also sporadically reported occurring in
the United States [16,42].
Additional evidence of the long-term occurrence in

European waters of Nototeredo norvagica and Psiloteredo
megotara is provided by the fossil record. Indeed fossil
specimens, morphologically indistinguishable from,
N. norvagica and P. megotara occurred in Europe during
the upper Eocene [43]. However, it is not known whether
populations of these species were able to survive, in glacial
refugia, during the series of glacial cycles of the quaternary
period, each of which temporarily erased many species
from Europe [44]. Thus, further studies combining evi-
dence from palaeontology and phylogeography, would be
important to clarify the origin of teredinids in Europe.
Teredo bartschi was considered an alien species both

in the Mediterranean and in the Atlantic [38]. Similarly,
Teredothyra dominicensis was also considered to be an
alien species in the Mediterranean and molecular studies
revealed that the species originated from Caribbean pop-
ulations [3,39].

Determining environmental requirement of coastal species
using ‘bioclimatic envelopes’
Traditionally, the environmental requirements of coastal
species have been determined in laboratory controlled
conditions. However, the use of this method is difficult
either when studying a large number of species or when
studying species that are difficult to culture in laboratory
conditions, for instance. In this study we showed that
it is possible to use climatic envelopes to determine the
environmental requirements of coastal species, using new
oceanographic databases, such as BIO-ORACLE [20],
which can resolve adequately coastal areas. The know-
ledge of these requirements is very useful to help explain-
ing the biogeography of coastal species and determine
their potential distribution (beyond the scope of this
article) in areas that have not yet been surveyed.

Biogeography of teredinids in the Atlantic and Baltic
coasts of Europe
T. navalis has been the species of greatest economic
concern in Europe because of its wide distribution and
the threat it poses to wooden maritime structures
[6,10,14,45-47]. Two main factors may explain the wide
distribution of T. navalis in Europe. The first is that, ac-
cording to our data, this species is both eurythermic
and euryhaline, which corroborates previous findings by
Roch [48] on its limits of temperature and the lower limit
of salinity tolerated by the adults and larvae [17,24,49]. In
laboratory experiments, Blum [24] observed T. navalis
surviving at salinities as low as 2 PSU for 24 days, al-
though the activity decreased abruptly below 9 PSU.
Indeed, adult organisms have been reported surviving
in areas that are either above or below their limits of
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temperature or salinity without detrimental effects.
However T. navalis was never reported established in
areas with such low salinities probably because this
and other teredinid species require higher salinities for
spawning and survival of the young [14,16,17].
The second factor is probably related to Teredo navalis´

life history. This species is a short-term larviparous [50].
This strategy provides protection to the larvae during the
period of shell formation, the most vulnerable larval stage,
while the free swimming period of 20 days, or even longer
if wood is not available [17], allows the larvae to colonise
new areas. Indeed, this life history strategy was considered
the most effective to survive in patchy ephemeral habitats
(wood) [28].
The recent distribution of Teredo navalis in the Baltic

Sea suggests a range expansion into the eastern Baltic.
Hoppe [51] observed that salinity conditions below 9
PSU prevented the establishment of T. navalis larvae in
the Baltic Sea but recently this species has been ob-
served occurring at salinities as low as 7 PSU (this study;
Weigelt pers.com.). This might mean that T. navalis is
adapting to lower salinity conditions, similarly to other
species (e.g. gammarid amphipods) that colonised the
Baltic during the “Littorina period”, when the salinity
conditions were higher than they are at present. Indeed,
Figure 4 Location of the 32 sites surveyed from 2001 to 2011. Locatio
many species that colonised the Baltic during this period
were able to survive in the area, adapting to the ever de-
creasing salinity [52]. In addition T. navalis has little com-
petition in the Baltic from other wood borers [47] and
adult teredinids have few known predators [17], probably
because of the protection provided by the wood.
While the distribution range of T. navalis in the Baltic

seems to be expanding, recent occurrence data from the
Atlantic coast of Europe seems to point towards a range
contraction. This range contraction might be related to
the dominance of the Atlantic form of Lyrodus pedicellatus
in southwestern Europe, in areas such as the Tagus estu-
ary, Lisbon, where T. navalis was dominant during the
1960’s and 1970’s [8]. The two species occur in sympatry
in the majority of sites surveyed along the Atlantic coast of
Europe (see Figure 4) up to the English Channel. In this
sites L. pedicellatus was dominant. In the past, however,
the occurrence of L. pedicellatus in the English Channel
was reported as sporadic [50]. Recently L. pedicellatus was
also reported occurring in the south of The Netherlands,
North Sea [53]. These results seem to point to a range
expansion of L. pedicellatus further north, outcompeting
T. navalis.
The competitive advantage of the Atlantic form of Lyrodus

pedicellatus is probably related to its life history strategy.
n of the 32 sites where teredinids were surveyed from 2001 to 2011.
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The larvae of L. pedicellatus, a long-term brooder, are
released as competent pediveligers. Given the presence of
wood, they are able to settle immediately [50], whereas the
larvae of Teredo navalis require a longer period to settle.
However, according to our findings, the Atlantic form of
L. pedicellatus seems to be moderately stenohaline, requir-
ing salinities close to that of full-strength seawater to sur-
vive, which might limit its range expansion. Nevertheless,
when conditions permit, this species may pose a great haz-
ard to wooden maritime structures [54] and therefore
should be closely monitored in Europe.
Nototeredo norvagica is also widely distributed in Europe

(Figure 2), occurring in the majority of European waters,
except in the Baltic Sea. This wide distribution is probably
related to the wide range of temperature (eurythermic)
and salinity (moderately euryhaline) tolerated by this spe-
cies. The salinity in the Baltic Sea may be too low, prevent-
ing the occurrence of N. norvagica in the area. Although
N. norvagica is widely distributed in Europe, it does not
seem to pose great hazard to coastal wooden maritime
structures. This might be related to the life history strategy
of this species. Indeed, N. norvagica seems to avoid com-
petition with other teredinids by breeding at a later stage
(autumn or early winter, as opposed to spring or early
summer). It also seems to settle preferentially at greater
depths [16,17,55], which may pose a threat for maritime
archaeological structures located at these greater depths.
Psiloteredo megotara is another species that occurs in

the Atlantic coast of Europe, which similarly to Nototeredo
norvagica, does not seem to pose a great threat to coastal
wooden structures. This species has been reported to
occur from Norway to Madeira, Portugal (Figure 2). How-
ever, it is possible that the similarity between the pallets of
P. megotara and N. norvagica has produced some errone-
ous identifications in the former species for instance in
southern Europe [54]. Indeed, this species seems to be bet-
ter adapted to survive in colder waters, where it grows
continuously even at temperatures as low as 5°C, attaining
great lengths, whereas T. navalis ceases growth at such
low temperatures [47].

Biogeography of teredinids in the Mediterranean and
Black Seas
The occurrence of a pedicellatus-like Lyrodus in the
Black Sea [9] seems to point towards a recent range ex-
pansion of the Mediterranean form of L. pedicellatus,
similarly to what was observed in the Atlantic form of L.
pedicellatus. Morphologically, specimens of L. pedicellatus
from the Mediterranean and the Black Sea are identical
(LB, personal observation), but sequence data are required
to determine whether they belong to a single species or
not. However, the proximity of the two water basins
makes it probable that a range expansion has occurred.
The Mediterranean form of Lyrodus pedicellatus occurs in
sympatry with other teredinid species such as Teredo
navalis, Bankia carinata and Nototeredo norvagica. In
our long-term field survey (2002/03) the former spe-
cies was dominant in the two Mediterranean sites sur-
veyed (Rovinj, Croatia and Mersin, Southern Turkey).
However in a later study (2007), the dominant species
in Mersin was Teredo navalis [6]. Teredo navalis and
Lyrodus pedicellatus have a very high activity in the
Mediterranean posing a great hazard to wooden maritime
structures [54] and they should, therefore, be monitored,
in particular in areas where wood is extensively used in
maritime construction.
The other species reported upon in this study seem to

have more restricted distributions. Bankia carinata is a warm
water species occurring worldwide [36] but in European
waters has only been found in the Mediterranean. How-
ever, the inferred limits of temperature for this species
show a relatively wide temperature tolerance (9-30°C).
Thus its narrow salinity tolerance may be limiting the dis-
tribution of this species. The results of this study suggest
that the species is stenohaline with a preference for hyper-
haline conditions (35–39 PSU), surviving even at salinities
of over 40 PSU, in the Gulf of Aqaba [29]. Bankia carinata
and Teredo bartschi were found to occur in the Red Sea
[29]. Therefore, it is possible that both species might have
entered the Mediterranean via the Suez Canal (lessepsian
migrants), although in the case of B. carinata, at a much
earlier stage as records of its presence in the European
coast of the Mediterranean date back to the beginning
of the 20th Century [36]. However, molecular data
(mitochondrial and nuclear markers) are necessary to
test this hypothesis. Indeed molecular data revealed that
Teredothyra dominicensis, the most recent teredinid in-
vader into the Mediterranean, originated from Caribbean
populations [3,39].

Conclusions
The data obtained from field surveys, coupled with a
comprehensive review of the literature, made it possible
to ascertain the diversity of established teredinid species
in Europe, and also their past and recent distribution. The
use of molecular markers [3] improved the ‘taxonomic
resolution’ in the Lyrodus pedicellatus complex of species
and in Nototeredo norvagica, which was important to
study the biogeography of teredinid species in European
waters.
We showed that it is possible to use the new high-

resolution oceanographic datasets to determine the en-
vironmental requirements of coastal benthic organisms,
when occurrence data is available, using climatic enve-
lopes. This method can speed up the acquisition of envir-
onmental requirement data of coastal species, at a fraction
of the cost, when compared to laboratory controlled
experiments.
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By comparing the past occurrence of teredinids (before
2000) with recent occurrence data (after 2000), we were
able to observe trends on species range extension or
contraction, and competition. These trends also con-
firmed the importance of temperature and salinity on
the distribution of teredinid species. Indeed the two spe-
cies with wider distribution in Europe, Teredo navalis
and Nototeredo norvagica, are also the ones with the
widest temperature and salinity tolerance, in spite of
having different life history strategies (short-term larvi-
parous and oviparous, respectively). On the other hand,
the type of life history strategy of the Atlantic form of
L. pedicellatus (long-term larviparous) seems to give it a
competitive advantage over Teredo navalis (short-term
larviparous). In the case of the Mediterranean form of
L. pedicellatus it is not clear whether this species also
has a competitive advantage over T. navalis, because
nothing is known about the life history strategy of this
putative new species.
Of all species found established in European coastal

waters, Teredo navalis and the two lineages of Lyrodus
pedicellatus are the ones of greatest concern due to their
wide distribution and destructive capacity [54] and they
should, therefore, be monitored further. The two alien
species, Teredo bartschi and Teredothryra dominicensis,
should also be monitored to assess whether they are
spreading in European waters. Recently observed trends,
show that the changing climate has a profound influence
on the range expansion and contraction of species [21].
Therefore we can anticipate that given the envelopes
of tolerance for teredinid species, some will change
their range, expanding or contracting, depending on
their tolerances.

Methods
Occurrence data
To collect data on the diversity and distribution of tere-
dinid species in European coastal waters, we carried out
field surveys at 32 different sites (Table 1; Figure 4), be-
tween 2001 and 2011, some of which were surveyed
more than once (e.g. Olhão, Portugal; Mersin, Turkey).
One of these was a long-term survey conducted at 15
sites, which were selected to represent the range of sea-
water temperature and salinity conditions in Europe.
The sites ranged from sub-tropical waters in Mersin,
Turkey to colder waters in Reykjavik, Iceland, encom-
passing diverse salinity conditions, from hyperhaline in
the eastern Mediterranean to hypohaline in the Baltic.
In the long-term survey, six replicate Scots pine

(Pinus sylvestris L.) panels, with dimensions 20x10x2
cm, were deployed at 2–3 m depth at each site in May
2002 and used as baits for teredinid settlement. Scots pine
was chosen because it is a non-durable timber species
used in standard tests of wood durability as comparator
[56]. The exposure of the panels (May 2002) was timed to
coincide with the period of higher larval settlement for
most teredinid species known to occur in Europe and also
to avoid the settlement of fouling organisms on the wood
surface, which creates a physical barrier to settlement of
teredinid larvae. After one year of exposure, the panels
were retrieved and split up to extract the organisms. Add-
itional data on the occurrence of teredinid species were
obtained by collecting wood from fixed structures in op-
portunistic surveys (e.g. Swanage Pier, Rye Admiralty Jetty,
groynes at Bournemouth beach, UK) and also from 3 sites,
during a collaboration in the project MoSS (Monitoring,
Safeguarding and Visualizing North European Shipwreck
sites) [57]. Morphological identification of specimens was
based on the diagnostic characters of the pallets, using the
keys of Turner [34] and plates in Turner [16]. The identity
of the majority of species was confirmed using mitochon-
drial, cytochrome c oxidase subunit I (COI-5P), and nu-
clear 18S rDNA sequence data [1,3,39].
In addition to the field surveys, we compiled records

obtained from a comprehensive survey of the primary
literature dating back to the 1900 (e.g. [15]), specific
works on teredinids (e.g. [16,17]), faunal compilations
(e.g. [18]), unpublished reports and online databases
(e.g. [36,53,58,59]). Occurrence data obtained from the
field surveys and from the literature were compiled in
a database containing, the locality name, geographic
coordinates and year of occurrence (Additional file 1),
and then mapped as: a) past distributions-occurrences
reported before 2000; b) recent distribution- data from
the field surveys and from published reports since 2000.
Synonyms were updated and chresonyms reviewed using
the publications of [16,19] to present the most accurate
taxonomic nomenclature currently accepted for the Tere-
dinidae. Special care was taken to eliminate dubious oc-
currences, for instance when identifications were based
on shells, or specimens were found in driftwood only.

Data on temperature and salinity
Our collaborators provided locally measured temperature
and salinity data on 13 sites surveyed in Europe. However
we needed a global dataset to provide environmental data
for the occurrences obtained from the other surveys and
from the literature review. Therefore, we used a hybrid
dataset primarily based on BIO-ORACLE [20], which
provides global data on sea surface temperature (SST)
and sea surface salinity (SSS), amongst other parameters,
gridded with a spatial resolution of 5 arcmin (ca. 9.2 km).
In BIO-ORACLE, SST data (minimum value, mean value
and range) were compiled from satellite imagery and pro-
vided as a climatology, i.e. averaged over 20 years [20]. We
parameterized the monthly variability by a phase-shifted
cosine function with a period of 1 year, such that the
minimum temperature was achieved in January and the



Table 1 Sites surveyed, geographic coordinates (decimal degrees), time and duration of surveys and type of structure
from which teredinids where collected from

Sites surveyed Coordinates Year(s) and duration Type of structure

1 Reykjavik-Iceland 64.15; -21.90 2002/2003 (1 year) Wooden panels

2 Trondheim-Norway 63.41; 10.41 2002/2003 (1 year) Wooden panels

3 Island of Jurmo-Finland 60.15; 21.57 2002 (1 year) Wooden panels at shipwreck site

4 Kristineberg Marine Station-Sweden 58.03; 11.05 2002/2003 (1 year) Wooden panels

5 Riga-Latvia 57.06; 24.03 2002/2003 (1 year) Wooden panels

6 Oban-Scotland 56.41; -5.80 2002/2003 (1 year) Wooden panels

7 Roskilde-Denmark 55.63; 12.08 2002/2003 (1 year) Wooden panels

8 Mouth of River Prerowstorm-Germany 54.41; 12.61 2002 (1 year) Wooden panels at shipwreck site

9 Kiel-Germany 54.36; 10.15 2002/2003 (1 year) Wooden panels

10 Haren-Netherlands 53.48; 6.76 2002/2003 (1 year) Wooden panels

11 Near Texel-Netherlands 53.06; 4.90 2002 (1 year) Wooden panels at shipwreck site

12 Yerseke-Netherlands 51.53; 3.98 2002/2003 (1 year) Collecting panels

13 Rye-England 50.93; 0.76 2001 (1 day) Old wooden piles

14 Portsmouth-England 50.79; -1.02 2002/2003; 2003/2004 (2 years) Wooden panels

15 Lyme Regis-England 50.72; -2.93 2004 (1 day) Samples of local wooden structures

16 Bournemouth-England 50.71; -1.87 2003 (1 day) Old wooden piles

17 Swanage-England 50.60; -1.95 2001 (1 day) Samples from the old pier

18 Toulindac-France 47.60; -2.87 2008 (1 day) Wooden structures

19 Golfe du Morbihan-France 47.56; -2.79 2009 (1 day) Wooden structures

20 Berder-France 47.55; -2.48 2008 (1 day) Wooden structures

21 Penerf-France 47.50; -2.61 2009 (1 day) Wooden structures

22 Rovinj-Croatia 45.08; 13.63 2002/2003 (1 year) Wooden panels

23 Banyuls-sur-mer-France 42.48; 3.12 2009 (1 day) Wooden structures

24 Bartin- Turkey 41.68; 32.22 2002/2003 (1 year) Wooden panels

25 Praia da Vitória-Azores 38.71; -27.04 2002/2003 (1 year) Wooden panels

26 Porto Martins-Azores 38.68; -27.05 2001 (1 day) Wooden structures

27 Lisbon- Portugal 38.67; -9.20 1990/2006 (16 years) Old wooden piles

28 Angra do Heroísmo-Azores 38.65; -27.21 2001 (1 day) Wooden structures

29 Mosteiros-Azores 37.88; -25.80 2011 (1 week) Wooden structure?

30 Olhão-Portugal 37.00; -7.79 2002/2003; 2003/2004 (2 years) Wooden panels

31 Mersin-Turkey 36.80; 34.64 2002/2003; 2006/2007 (2 years) Wooden panels

32 Kaș-Turkey 36.19; 29.63 2010 (1 week) Samples from the shipwreck
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maximum in July. Salinity data in the BIO-ORACLE
dataset were compiled from in situ observations, interpo-
lated to a grid and provided as a yearly average only [20].
To add information on the monthly variability of salinity,
we superposed to each wet grid cell in the BIO-ORACLE
dataset, the monthly long-term salinity anomaly from the
nearest wet grid cell in the dataset, provided by the Re-
search Data Archive (RDA). The RDA dataset contains
global monthly averaged values of temperature and salinity
for the period 1948–2012 [60], but at a coarse resolution
of about 100 × 100 km.
The resolution of coastal areas in the North and Baltic
Seas in the BIO-ORACLE/RDA compiled dataset was
further improved by including the output from a general
circulation model, available from the Coastal Observation
System for North and Arctic Seas (COSYNA), a pre-
operational coastal observatory [27]. Since mid-2010,
the model (based on the General Estuarine Transport
Model) runs daily using realistic atmospheric forcing and
riverine input, on a curvilinear grid with a resolution of
about 5 × 5 km [61]. The resulting hybrid dataset used in
this work is a synthesis of the COSYNA model output for



Figure 5 Comparison of the S-T hybrid dataset with measured data. Comparison of the hybrid dataset values for temperature and salinity
with measured data from 13 sites where panels were deployed. The measured ranges are represented by the shaded vertical boxes, except for
the salinity reported for Terceira and Amasra, for which we only have the mean values (indicated by horizontal lines). The ranges from minimum
(triangles pointing up) to maximum (triangles pointing down) values obtained from the hybrid dataset are indicated by vertical lines, with dots
indicating the mean values.
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the North Sea and Baltic Sea, and the BIO-ORACLE/RDA
dataset everywhere else.
To assess the accuracy of the hybrid dataset, we com-

pared the data with data obtained from measurements at
13 sites where panels were deployed (Figure 5). The
spatial resolution of the hybrid dataset (5 km) was suffi-
cient to resolve both temperature and salinity in coastal
waters and was representative for most sites for which
measured data were available. Nevertheless, discrepancies
were still observed between the salinity dataset and
measured local conditions in estuarine areas. This is to
be expected as the salinity conditions in estuaries can
be highly variable and require even higher resolution
models. In Yerseke, Netherlands, a tidal area, the hybrid
dataset failed to represent the salinity conditions of the
partially dammed sea arm and, therefore, this datum
was excluded from the dataset.

Temperature and salinity tolerated by the European
teredinid species
To understand the climatic conditions suitable for the
survival of teredinid species, a climatic envelope was de-
fined in salinity-temperature (S-T) space. To construct
the habitable region in S-T space for a given species, it
was assumed that the species tolerated all salinity and
temperature combinations at the sites where they were
reported. We, therefore, averaged the monthly values of
salinity and temperature at each site. Thus, for a given
year each site yields 12 S-T data points. The effects due
to seasonal variation were accounted for, but short-term
variations (weekly or daily) were ignored. The climatic
envelope was then defined as the area enclosed by the
minimum convex polygon encompassing all data points.

Additional file

Additional file 1: Distribution of bivalve wood borers (Teredinidae)
in European coastal waters.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Authors’ contributions
LB conceived the study and its design, collected and analysed the data, and
drafted the manuscript. LM developed software to determine the climatic
envelopes and helped producing the maps of species occurrence. ÍS
analysed the data and helped producing the maps of species occurrence. SC
also conceived the study and its design, and coordinated the study. All
authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Acknowledgements
This research was partially funded by Fundação para a Ciência e a
Tecnologia, Portugal through a personal grant to LB (SFRH/BD/17915/2004).
We gratefully acknowledge the assistance of several researchers on the
exposure of the panels in their countries, sending them back to our lab and
also providing data on salinity and temperature in the area the panels were
exposed: J. Svavarsson, Institute of Biology, University of Iceland; J. Arne-Sneli,
Trondheim Biological Station, Norway; M. Westin, Swedish Institute for Wood
Technology Research, Sweden; A. Ikaunice, Institute of Aquatic Ecology,
University of Latvia; C. Brown, Scottish Association for Marine Science,
Dunstaffnage Marine Laboratory, Scotland; D. Gregory, Centre for Maritime

http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1742-9994-11-13-S1.docx


Borges et al. Frontiers in Zoology 2014, 11:13 Page 12 of 13
http://www.frontiersinzoology.com/content/11/1/13
Archaeology, National Museum of Denmark; K. Hoppe, CRM Tiessenkai,
Germany; G. Janssen and P. Tydeman, Biological Research Wadden Sea,
Netherlands; H. Hummel, Netherlands Institute of Ecology, centre for
Estuarine and Marine Biology; N. Smodlaka, Rudjer Institute, Centre for Marine
Research, Croatia; M. Marza and O. Zeleniuc, NIMRD Grigore Antipa,
Constanta, Romania; H. Sivrikaya, Bartin Orman Fakultesy, Bartin, Turkey;
J. Icely, Sagres Marisco, Portugal; L. Borges, M. Lourenço and R. Pinto, Terceira,
Azores, Portugal; F. Bingel, Middle East technical University, Institute of
Marine Sciences, Mersin, Turkey. We are also grateful to R. Eaton, for helping
to plan the field survey, and G. Sawyer for preparing the test panels. The
manuscript benefited from constructive comments of two anonymous
referees.

Author details
1Institute of Marine Sciences, School of Biological Sciences, Portsmouth
University, Portsmouth, UK. 2Helmholtz-Zentrum Geesthacht, Centre for
Material and Coastal Research, Geesthacht, Germany. 3Department of
Biology, Centre of Molecular and Environmental Biology (CBMA), University
of Minho, Braga, Portugal.

Received: 17 October 2013 Accepted: 6 February 2014
Published: 13 February 2014

References
1. Distel DL, Amim M, Burgoyne A, Linton E, Mamangkey G, Morrill W, Nove J,

Wood N, Yang J: Molecular phylogeny of Pholadoidea Lamarck, 1809
supports a single origin for xylotrophy (wood feeding) and xylotrophic
bacterial endosymbiosis in Bivalvia. Mol Phylogenet Evol 2011, 61:245–254.

2. Guidelines for predicting decay by shipworm in the Baltic Sea.
[http://wreckprotect.eu]

3. Borges LMS, Sivrikaya H, le Roux A, Shipway JR, Cragg SM, Costa FO:
Investigating the taxonomy and systematics of marine wood borers
(Bivalvia : Teredinidae) combining evidence from morphology, DNA
barcodes and nuclear locus sequences. Invertebr Syst 2012, 26(6):572–582.

4. Jeffreys JG: Marine shells comprising the remaining Conchifera, the
Solenoconchia, and Gasteropoda as far as Littorina. In British Conchology,
or an Account of the Mollusca which now Inhabit the British Isles and the
Surrounding Seas. 1865.

5. Sellius G: Historia Naturalis Teredinis Seu Xylophagi Marini Tubulo-Conchoidis
Speciatim Belgici, Trajecti ad Rhenum. 1733.

6. Sivrikaya H, Cragg SM, Borges LMS: Variation in resistance to marine
borers in commercial timbers from Turkey, as assessed by marine trial
and laboratory. Turk J Agric For 2009, 33:569–576.

7. Le Roux A: Aperçu de la faune des xylophages marins du golfe du
Morbihan. Bull Soc Nat Ouest Fr 2009, 31(2):75–83.

8. Borges LMS, Valente AA, Palma P, Nunes L: Changes in the wood boring
community in the Tagus Estuary: a case study. Mar Biodivers Rec 2010,
3(e41):1–7.

9. Sen S, Sivrikaya H, Yalcin M, Bakir AK, Ozturk B: Fouling and boring
organisms that deteriorate various European and tropical woods at
Turkish seas. Afr J Biotechnol 2010, 9(17):2566–2573.

10. Paalvast P, van der Velde G: New threats of an old enemy: the distribution
of the shipworm Teredo navalis L. (Bivalvia: Teredinidae) related to
climate change in the Port of Rotterdam area, the Netherlands. Mar
Pollut Bull 2011, 62(8):1822–1829.

11. Sivrikaya H, Hafizoglu H, Cragg S, Carrillo A, Militz H, Mai C, Borges LMS:
Evaluation of wooden materials deteriorated by marine-wood boring
organisms in the Black Sea. Maderas, Cienc Tecnol 2012, 14(1):79–90.

12. ESF exploratory workshop: “Marine wood borers: new frontiers for
European waters”. [http://sites.google.com/site/mww2013venice]

13. Santhakumaran LN, Sneli J-A: Studies on the marine fouling and
wood-boring organisms of the Trondheimsfjord (Western Norway).
Gunneria 1984, 47:7–30.

14. Norman E: The geographical distribution and the growth of the
wood-boring molluscs Teredo navalis L., Psiloteredo megotara (Hanley)
and Xylophaga dorsalis (Turton) on the Swedish west coast. Ophelia
1977a, 16:233–250.

15. Roch F: Die terediniden des mittelmeers. Thalassia 1940, 4:1–147.
16. Turner RD: A Survey and Illustrated Catalogue of the Teredinidae: The Museum

of Comparative Zoology. Cambridge, Mass: The Museum of Comparative
Zoology, Harvard University; 1966.
17. Nair NB, Saraswathy M: The biology of wood boring teredinid molluscs.
Adv Mar Biol 1971, 9:355–509.

18. Gofas S, Le Renard J, Bouchet P: Mollusca. In European Register of Marine
Species: a Check-List of the Marine Species in Europe and a Bibliography of
Guides to their Identification. Edited by Costello MJ.Paris: Collection
Patrimoines Naturels. ; 2001:108–213.

19. Calloway CB, Turner RD: Documentation and implications of rapid
successive gametogenic cycles and broods in the shipworm Lyrodus
floridanus (Bartsch) (Bivalvia, Teredinidae). J Shellfish Res 1983, 3(1):65–69.

20. Tyberghein L, Verbruggen H, Pauly K, Troupin C, Mineur F, De Clerck O:
Bio-ORACLE: a global environmental dataset for marine species
distribution modelling. Glob Ecol Biogeogr 2012, 21(2):272–281.

21. Pearson RG, Dawson TP: Predicting the impacts of climate change on the
distribution of species: are bioclimate envelopes useful? Glob Ecol
Biogeogr 2003, 12:361–371.

22. Pearson RG (Ed): Species ’ Distribution Modeling for Conservation Educators
and Practitioners. Syntheis. [http://ncep.amnh.org]

23. Gogina M, Zettler ML: Diversity and distribution of benthic macrofauna in
the Baltic Sea. Data inventory and its use for species distribution
modelling and predicition. J Sea Res 2010, 64:313–321.

24. Blum HF: On the effect of low salinity on Teredo navalis. Uni Cal Publ Zool
1922, 22(4):349–368.

25. Peterson A: Uses and requirements of ecological niche models and
related distributional models. Biodivers Bioinform 2006, 3:59–72.

26. Elith J, Leathwick JR: Species distribution models: ecological explanation
and prediction across space and time. Annu Rev Ecol Evol Syst 2009,
40:677–697.

27. Coastal Observing System for Northern and Artic Seas. [http:// www.cosyna.de]
28. MacIntosh H, de Nys R, Whalan S: Shipworms as a model for competition

and coexistence in specialized habitats. Mar Ecol Prog Ser 2012, 461:95–105.
29. Cragg SM, Jumel M-C, Al-Horani FA, Hendy IW: The life history

characteristics of the wood-boring bivalve Teredo bartschi are suited to
the elevated salinity, oligotrophic circulation in the Gulf of Aqaba, Red
Sea. J Exp Mar Biol Ecol 2009, 375:99–105.

30. Scheltema RS: Dispersal of phytoplanktotrophic shipworm larvae
(Bivalvia: Teredinidae) over long distances by ocean currents. Mar Biol
1971, 11:5–11.

31. Carlton JT: Molluscan invasions in marine and estuarine communities.
Malacologia 1999, 41:439–454.

32. Gollasch S: National checklist for aquatic alien species in Germany. Aquat
Invasions 2006, 1(4):245–269.

33. Thiel M, Gutow L: The ecology of rafting in the marine environment. II.
The rafting organisms and community. Oceanogr Mar Biol Annu Rev 2005,
43(1):279–418.

34. Turner RD: Methods of identification of marine borers and fungi. In
Marine Borers, Fungi and Fouling Organisms of Wood. Edited by Jones SK,
Eltringham GEB. Paris: Organisaion for Economic Co-operation and Develop-
ment; 1971:18–63.

35. Clapp WF, Kenk R: Marine Borers an Annotated Bibliography. Washington DC:
Office of Naval Research Department of the Navy; 1963.

36. Encyclopedia of Life. [http://www.eol.org]
37. Zenetos A, Çinar ME, Pancucci-Papadopoulou MA, Harmelin JG, Funari G,

Bellou N, Streftaris N, Zibrowius H: Annotated list of marine alien species
in the Mediterranean with records of the worst invasive species. Mediterr
Mar Sci 2005, 6(2):63–118.

38. Borges LMS, Sivrikaya H, Cragg SM: First records of the warm water
shipworm Teredo bartschi (Bivalvia, Teredinidae) in Mersin, southern
Turkey and in Olhão, Portugal. Bioinvasions Rec 2014, 3. in press.

39. Shipway JR, Borges LMS, Müller J, Cragg SM: The broadcast spawning
Caribbean shipworm, Teredothyra dominicensis (Bivalvia, Teredinidae),
has invaded and become established in the eastern Mediterranean Sea.
Biol Invasions 2014. published online. doi:10.1007/s10530-014-0646-9.

40. Dons C: Marine boreorganismer XIII. Teredo- produksjonen og
sjotemperaturen. Det Kongelige Norske Vindenskabers Selskab 1949,
XXI(42):186–190.

41. Santhakumaran LN, Sneli J-A: Natural resistance of different species of
timber to marine borer attack in the Trondheimsfjord (Western Norway).
In Interantional Research Group on Wood Preservation IRG/WP/435. 1978.

42. Berg CJJ, Bultman B, Early JA, Truner RD: Seasonal recruitment of marine
invertebrates to hard substrates on Georges Bank and the eastern
continental shelf of the United States. Nautilus 1987, 10(1):19–24.

http://wreckprotect.eu
http://sites.google.com/site/mww2013venice
http://ncep.amnh.org
http://www.cosyna.de
http://www.eol.org


Borges et al. Frontiers in Zoology 2014, 11:13 Page 13 of 13
http://www.frontiersinzoology.com/content/11/1/13
43. Tauber AF: Die fossilenTerediniden der Burgenländischen und
Niederösterreichischen Tertiaerablagerungen. Wiss Arbeiten Bgld 1954,
3:1–59.

44. Lambeck K, Yokoyama Y, Purcell T: Into and out of the last glacial
maximum: sea-level change during oxygen isotope stages 3 and 2.
Quat Sci Rev 2002, 21(1–3):343–360.

45. Vrolik W: Over den paalworm (Teredo navalis) en over de verwesting,
hierdoor in dentegenwoordigen tijd op onze kustenm bepaaldelijk te
Nieuwendam, aan paalwerk, aan in het water liggende balken en aan
sluisdeuren te weeg gebragt. Verslagen en Meded der konink Akad van
Wetensch. (Amsterdam). Afd Natuurk 1858, 8:385–397.

46. Franco SE, Farinha MM: Programa I. Identificaçăo e distribuiçăo geográfica
de organismso xilófagos e incrustantes. In OCDE Programas de Pesquisa
em Cooperação. Lisbon: Laboratório Nacional de Engenharia Civil; 1968.

47. Norman E: The time of settlement on the Swedish West Coast of the
woodboring Molluscs Teredo navalis, Psiloteredo megotara and
Xylophaga dorsalis. Mater Org 1977, 3:531–542.

48. Roch F: Einige Beobachtungen zur Ökologie und Physiologie von Teredo
navalis L. In Arkiv för Zoologi. Volume 24A (5). Almqvist & Wiksell; 1932:1–17.

49. Hoagland KE: Effects of temperature, salinity and substratum on larvae of
the shipworm Teredo bartschi Clapp and Teredo navalis Linnaeus
(Bivalvia: Teredinidae). Am Malacol Bull 1986, 4:89–99.

50. Lebour MV: The species of Teredo from Plymouth waters. J Mar Biol Ass
U K 1946, 26:381–389.

51. Hoppe K: Teredo navalis–the cryptogenic shipworm. In Invasive Aquatic
Species in Europe, Distribution, Impacts and Management. Edited by
Leppäkoski E, Gollash S. Kluwer Academic Publishers; 2002:116–119.

52. Kolding S: Genetic adaptation to local habitats and speciation processes
within the genus Gammarus (Amphipoda: Crustacea). Mar Biol 1985,
255:249–255.

53. World Register of Marine Species. [http://www.marinespecies.org]
54. Borges LMS: Biogeography of Wood Boring Organisms in European Coastal

Waters and New Approaches To Controlling Borer Attack. PhD thesis.
Portsmouth University, School of Biological Sciences; 2007.

55. Nair NB: Ecology of marine fouling and wood–boring organisms of
western Norway. Sarsia 1962, 8:1–88.

56. British Standard EN 275: Wood preservatives: Determination of the Protective
Effectiveness Against Marine Borers. 1992.

57. Monitoring Safeguarding and Visualizing North–European Shipwreck Sites.
http://www.abc.se/~pa/uwa/euproj01.htm.

58. Integrated Taxonomic Information System. [www.itis.gov]
59. European Alien Species Information Network: [http://easin.jrc.ec.europa.eu]
60. Ishii M, Kimoto M, Sakamoto K, Iwasaki S: Research Data Archive at the

National Center for Atmospheric Research, Computational and Information
Systems Laboratory, Boulder, CO. 2005. http://rda.ucar.edu/datasets/ds285.3.

61. General Estuarine Transport System. [www.getm.eu]

doi:10.1186/1742-9994-11-13
Cite this article as: Borges et al.: Diversity, environmental requirements,
and biogeography of bivalve wood-borers (Teredinidae) in European
coastal waters. Frontiers in Zoology 2014 11:13.
Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

http://www.marinespecies.org
http://www.abc.se/~pa/uwa/euproj01.htm
http://www.itis.gov
http://easin.jrc.ec.europa.eu
http://rda.ucar.edu/datasets/ds285.3
http://www.getm.eu

	Abstract
	Background
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Results
	Diversity and distribution of established teredinids in European coastal waters
	Ecological requirements of teredinid species

	Discussion
	Diversity of teredinids in European coastal waters
	Origin of teredinids established in European waters
	Determining environmental requirement of coastal species using ‘bioclimatic envelopes’

	Biogeography of teredinids in the Atlantic and Baltic coasts of Europe
	Biogeography of teredinids in the Mediterranean and Black Seas

	Conclusions
	Methods
	Occurrence data
	Data on temperature and salinity
	Temperature and salinity tolerated by the European teredinid species

	Additional file
	Competing interests
	Authors’ contributions
	Acknowledgements
	Author details
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.440 793.440]
>> setpagedevice


