(DOI): 10.22092/1SFJ.2024.132436 YY () VV-AA Olosl oM gale dlas

i g — ok Allio
Stylodrilus heringianus (Annelida: Lumbriculidae) ps'1 5 g w1 3 axiliae
(7 Sl S92 409%) Ul 15k 39970 jw g AT dosir SAL-3g ) uro 39

Y&)Lﬂ‘ ('J"f ‘\Q;‘bf mﬁ

*meysamtavoli@yahoo.com

9 otdsel w@liiad pledba S SMad psle SlEEAT dini go 5938 (oTo s GLiale @lEEAT S 50 -
ol (IS (s 5o 9laS g 53
Ol eiails Ggnails anly oMol o131 ol ity (o300 935 s 0Siils (55 5) s 5 San 85 S Y

VET Do iobdy B VEY Gasend redlbns

33 S50 4 Jl K s b Stylodrilus heringianus LS oS S5 5 S e plelid sl 4 adlllas o
g3 WYY OT los sV 5 800e o ) s o Pl ATAE ol s et Sl IFAY ol OLT 51 LSS ol
eyl 3 sy Sy S35 VAL /40 Sy Slyguny JT 3150 b3 5 5 p? MVE T DT (o550l S 5l
Olalllas 4 a2 5 o gy (o ansla @y 505 Dliguy 2L o oGyl s 5 U’J'J? e L35 Dl (s 5 sl
12l S paasia 33l 4 asises Ko Lyl 5 otne plalis oS 51 (o, o 5 ass 50 S5 50 5 SoasisuST
a3 g 0L Gloy 2571 5l Jole b s S NEFINGIANUS &8 & 3late Waaisoi o8 43 8 asitin coat plabiz 68
WoE00) oo sl 5 (im0 2 2l BAISEYFIV) ola (63 > o S 555 sl ekjess s S5 u.»iuu R oS
5 Sl s (o oo pfulsﬂ VARV 5 o pm e 3 sl AIVES/Y) ola 5 g 53 OT o 28 5 (e 0o rf&:ﬂ
335 (gm0 08 ot VWPITE ¥ 5 n a3 slaos FYIVEWIT) (i iy sl s sleoang 13 6.8 oyl odios s
gy 33 2T ) rty S et Sy, 53 88 Gl ekiess SIS L eaalia ol 5 (o el
s 3 (Gosd 3 W) T o e Jalss b S, hEringianus ey 5 oS5 e (P<2/00) (ol gime (Soped
et e Ol el lin M o 50 OT g (28 ol 68 cal s S sl (JS7 JT sl 5 sazpals)

358 o 3 skl 5500 0055 (GME Olsis & s mes ] o 53 3 Sl pkan 55 OT oS

S5 by eoyile lsag, (b3S wbjerss ¢ Slolys S G SRS

S svioni

@' Y Copyright: © 2023 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access article distributed
under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attrihution (CC BY) license (httns://creativecommons.ora/licenses/bv/4.0/.

\A


mailto:meysamtavoli@yahoo.com
https://creativecommons.org/license

.. Stylodrilus heringianus «<I53 o (2iS1 5y dalllas

el 5 Sl se

oolgils ol sleaiss (1980; Marchese et al., 2015
Jbod 26 =19 5 L)l Jbodb 5 S ailaie oo
Slos 7S (2iSTy oey (o 0800 40 5 i 1S5 5]
sl 51 eogune dlows s gz 0,5 jo Ll wijls
s Lumbriculus variegatus 45 g0 _ogasa
Slge a4 g 0,5 8,20 Stylodrilus heringianus
5 3l g bl il o Ll ol 5o alSy sloaiss
Brinkhurst and) wileass 3,55 Lwl G 8 g bg,l dS !
51 oSt .(Jamieson, 1971; Martin et al., 2008
S Yoo g > YO Lu,s Lumbriculidag oolyls
YE Lo, slaws ol 5l a8 cenl oads glolid lea ool oo
ALA, ) cul Stylodrilus w> a4 sl o 465
(2019

s S,p el Lol Stylodrilus s slas,S
355 53 1y ohlie SlaaisS S350l 4 b 5 009y el
o GbaiS Al 4 axg Lol els sl
Wyl glos s 1Sl Jled dad o Stylodrilus
W Cg b 4 jamie o 855 YA Loys
a5’ S. heringianus 45 ;>4 (Martin et al., 2008)
4 2bys JBdex Bkl alle @ K plye
Brinkhurst and ) <ol sais (5,155 5 (8yme LIl
9o ks Lumbriculidae oslsils 51 .(Jamieson, 1971
uiS1y slyls S, heringianus 4 L. variegatus 445
5T (o aaksd aabed) ¥ i 2 Jro )y caiin oz
O 3 sBle Shgn 50 o) sl (lgieds oslinul
S e 5 455 99 ol QST @ 85 col el
.(Pinder and Brinkhurst, 1994) =l os 5
5|0l alSaatz 5 oy 05plo,m slaails,
9 W )33 LS (293 Ade> e sl sl
o) b olele (Leady &zl e S ool
Salmo) i by olT (ole Jed 51 555 lys (SO
51 6ok 5 (Rutilus kutum) oo ale «(Caspius
S518)55 5 sl camonl 3l iongs S5 Syl plusle
cwas JJo pes 4 (Abdoli, 1999; Khara, 2016)

Z Asexual reproduction
% Fragmentation

dodio

Cuiyd goes,S nimts 5l K gl S slep,S
e 5 3 o SlapiasST 3 6585 o ns
adar bl plo s olole ly cage Sl ol
Sl olge a5 sl=01 51 (Arslan et al., 2007) sx4, o
ool ol el 039y J6pS slap S (236 ate (2 S o]
el a8 )0 Jelss o ke 5l (o Dlogrse cul oS
ool 5l o SatanwsST )5 (inlpln i lesa O]
.(Jabtonfiska, 2014) sils g5 5, Sl 8

Caramelo and ) a555 VY- + Jolis Lo &5 637 o) baS
aS oogr 00lgils VY LI o (Martinez-Ansemil, 2012
!l (Martinetal., 2008) viie Sl 23Sy, sl
o] SapisS oles fas Sligy 53 Ygors Sl o
Lols e doazl s doailssg, doygs dodeis L5
Collado and ) axiws Sl b ,o 5 buejn; sle!
YL Sl il oblgs 5l oLas as” (Schmelz, 2001
ol Jed 5l iz gloolliny; 4 Slogzge )l
5 Sludss W) pas e a4 LS ol Heb g 5900
b sleel 53 ol (G5eeST Ll Jos 5136 g3
59530 J¥s & nl by s ol s JT (Tl
Behrendetal.,) o1 coasS o) jasls olgie 4l
SrpinwsST Cudls 5 ame Casy Ol s (2012
55,5 oo oolazl (Nazarhaghighi et al., 2015) 1
sl ohbeS 5l 69,5 o Lumbriculidae eslgils-
Ol ool 5l 6ol ;0 &5 sias N 09,500
Bolo e dadzly o dayy deailog, Jud 5l cp il
Sl 5 olasl s 4 ond asle slaol> oY
, oolgils cpl.(Jamieson, 1988) us)ls jga> sy
7S (5155 5 £55 510 Ygorn e s ST (laolSin
Kaygorodova and) sccws sl oL,6eS ple 4 cos
.(Martin, 2008

Wiy « S L Sy slyls Lumbriculidag oslgls slas S
Jamieson, ) cog ob; eil> lakad L SHL cowg
5 glooynd STy Glls g e0g 3,5L,5 (1988
Timm, ) ses Jlod cdad 5 Jlod Joine bl

I Microdrile
Yy



Sllee alSaatar 5 ogplopm albsg, g0 2 50
S Do 4 e Jolge 5 BeS slap S 51 )10 paiges
aril 5 60 bl glaole o LSy ol 90 &j50 4 Jlo
oSl dw 10 VWA oy 0 5 15 syl o VTAY
S3 3 cvan piaswsST ;0 82 B0y, piuassST 0 S1)
Sl ptiges 28,5 plowil wilBsg) 2 50 (L3 ptennngST 5o
gl ) TG0 Jae w8 sl paisa 5l eslinal L
"oz g slawle o slo s 1 (yere [0 Y alaie
Y bl 4 gbbasia b myeyte o)) glaite gl L)
ol 1,55 ds by Siosld e (5l T gl (e e
Syge 8539, 95 52 )3 (5 IS pdiged oo J5' Jsb 285
o) e Lo ST ol aS 59y i Ve o Loy (o)
IS cisls alold S3 olKius! 5 e A0+ 982 oK ]
ol oldl i Cuadas | Jgoz 5 GlSe Condse )
a3 oo (LA (o) 2 3550 SaAilE3g) 50 ) (51 Aiges
W53 V2 A) gy Aged YYT il o o IS 55k &
(G Qo Sged VNP5 ) o)
gy Slaised )5 6 pslaer (6 0 paisel slrolSin
il 4y (5 lo ptiged Jomo 5o adsl (6)laeSS Cur (S
oSl a4y JUED! 51 g g 4Ll 0o B o Jslone
alsgay 988 (1w lele Dlagios 5 5o iy
VD g /D ) sladaiz b (ASTM) o Juiliul slacsl!
Wad led g 3lulaz Slige) 51 BeS 05 e s
Mettler ) 0,5 +/+++V C3o b wla 59505 b Lo
aoys Voo Jgbl o g opies (Toledo, AB204-N

(Wildsmith et al., 2011) was (s oSS
Cuxez pla3 S, hEringianus ,beS ¢,5 slols cyz
Jsloe 59 59, Wiz b cele vy Soe Gln 05 2l
e 9 M5 odls 1,8 Amman’s lactophenol oousclads
Ll (Aol glaplail  6,0ll Sloogas oY 4
@ 3z E200 Jow NikoNn) oS See 5l oolaul
(Smith, 2001) =3 ,5 |18 w0 9,90 (Jluzud Cry90

-Van Veen grab
2 Surber sampler
Yy

bl bl cbli> cod sble 55> bailsog, o
(DOE, 1996) vitwn o 5l sy lao

OB osteis Selipd 98y 48,5 g0 Dlalllas piny
a> 501y 608 lap,S ! o slaptunssST o (5545
Sl 00y sl Sail Gladllas 5 wisged ololid oolgils
aloz jlas Wo S Slulld aigS a0 1 Slogzge cplaS
«)aY-) Stephenson o g o Sldlas ()l
5 Aliyev «(\aa%) Pourang «(\aA-) Egglishaw
s Y.V oKes 5 Ahmadi «¥-)-)Ahmadi
oLKen g Basim Y+ 1) o, Sen g Ardalan «Y-\Y
Nazarhaghighi «(Y - \ ¥) Pesi¢ 4 Jablofiska «(Y+ \Y)
ohLes 5 Tavol Koteri  «Y«\f) ), Ken
Erfani 5 (v-19) «,Ksa 5 Tavol Koteri «Y+1\A)
3,5 o Lal (Y YY)

olrl G slel 5l pLlieS 5l 455 Y8 (55
4 Blete o 855 ) Lo sl ool 5l e s 8 ()18
L. :Lumbriculus > ;I 3 Lumbriculidae solsls
Ahmadi et al., 2012; Basim et al., ) variegatus
<l (2012

Stylodrilus =~ a5 sloles wadlas ol 5l Gos
g wglls Sgplom  sleailsog, o heringianus
ool Sln 5 Gl e ade )0 (RS alSasia
ilog ) pimmssST a0 (T (235150 655 gy 5 1
gl ol jo asmme Jelge (b LS o bjo 5 cuas
el (S I 0lge 5 gaisails) g g (55

SLRCITEEU Y

anlllao 3 yg0 il

2 oSS AlSaaiz 5 mally gplosm slaailsog,
alols jo g phisle pliwl (o8 Ceond 3 g 5525 Jlod
Saslog; g0 Gl ils )8 SeaSs 5l 6 esks £o La i
6byo ppl 4d9> e o 5 Sl (el Glaailss,
otz pladocs sl i) ) S s
2 oz g GlawnsS bl 5l joe 5l G g wlad S
oyl o1 slab o maw 51 Sl yie YO g0 gl
(Afshin, 1994) w5 0 )35 sb o



.. Stylodrilus heringianus «<I53 o (2iS1 5y dalllas

Nl 5 (Slase

Sardabrod Estuary

$".

= -]
N o ~
< < w0
w w w

82 (43539 ) piwaswsST ST) ((FAY-QF (&)l S95) o)yt S99 LSl 15 (519 praiges GloolEms| S350 ConnBgn ) JSLb

(U 50 w51 :83 9 ot pomsmwS|

Figure 1: Locality of sampling stations in studied transects (Google Earth, 2014-2015). (S1: River, S2: Estuary, S3:

Marine)
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Table 1: characteristics and geographic locations of sampling stations in studied transects (S1: River, S2: Estuary, S3:

Marine)

Transect

Station

Latitude (N)

Longitude (E)

Substratum
nature

Average
depth (m)

Sampling

Water type location

Cheshmehkileh

Sardabroud

S1

S2

S3

S1

S2

S3

N36°41'11.9"

N36°41'22.2"

N 36°41'39.9"

N 36°49'6.3"

N 36°49' 20"

N 36°49'35.9"

E 51°23'55.4"

E51°24'8.7"

E 51°24'26.3"

E 50° 52'52.3"

E 50°53'9.3"

E 50° 53' 24.6"

Gravel,
Sand, Silt,
Clay,
Vegetation
Gravel,
Sand, Silt
Sand, Silt,
Clay
Gravel,
Sand, Silt,
Clay,
Vegetation
Gravel,
Sand, Silt
Sand, Silt,
Clay

Freshwater River 0.45

Semi-brackish Estuary 0.86

Brackish Marine 7.08

Freshwater River 0.5

Semi-brackish Estuary 0.88

Brackish Marine 8.08
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Figure 2: Comparison of average (+ standard deviation) of water temperature in sampling stations and months in
studied transects, (S1: River, S2: Estuary, S3: Marine). Different letters indicate significant differences among

averages (p<0.05).
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Figure 3: Comparison of average (+ standard deviation) of water salinity in sampling stations and months in studied
transects, (S1: River, S2: Estuary, S3: Marine). Different letters indicate significant differences among averages
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Figure 4: Comparison of average (z standard deviation) of sediment TOM percentage in sampling stations and

months in studied transects, (S1: River, S2: Estuary, S3: Marine). Different letters indicate significant differences
among averages (p<0.05).
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Table 2: Average of sediment grain size percentage in sampling stations and months in studied transects. (S1: River,
S2: Estuary, S3: Marine)
Gravel Sand Silt Clay

Transect Month
S1 S2 S3 S1 S2 S3 S1 S2 S3 S1 S2 S3
November 365 308 0 466 634 84 114 4 9.7 52 16 6.2
January 355 354 0 535 571 84 7.2 46 107 37 28 52
Cheshmehkileh March 338 287 0 477 606 757 111 73 164 74 32 76
May 217 185 0 604 75 773 116 42 142 63 22 84
July 0.03 006 0 732 862 428 184 9 384 83 47 187
September 138 938 0 602 75 797 165 113 128 94 39 74
November 71 324 0 664 618 797 173 34 142 92 18 58
January 218 148 0 562 775 852 15 5 9.3 6.8 27 53
Sardabroud March 173 289 O 53 595 732 181 76 191 115 38 7.6
May 146 231 0 702 692 766 101 5.2 14 5 24 95
July 4 216 0 631 733 864 226 3.7 9.3 21 13 42
September 64 188 0 596 724 79 217 57 136 121 29 73
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Figure 5: lllustration of Stylodrilus heringianus, A: General body form, B: Anterior end of the body (a: Prostomium;
b: Muoth), C: Dorsal and Ventral chaeta bundle beginning in segment II (2 chaeta per bundle), D: Simple pointed

chaeta bundle in anterior part of body, E and F: Bifid chaeta bundle with a very short and reduced upper tooth in
posterior part of body, G: Paired penes on ventral part of X segment (Erfani, 2014-15)
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Figure 6: Oligochaeta cocoons with embryos (Erfani,
2014-15)
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Table 3: Density (ind/m?) and biomass (mg/m?) changes (average + standard deviation) of S. heringianusin sampling
stations and months in studied transects. (S1: River, S2: Estuary, S3: Marine)

Cheshmehkileh

Sardabroud

Month s 2 3 st 52 3
November Density 11.7 A+ 29.3 cd - - - - -
Biomass 30 A+ 70d - - - - -

Januar Density 32.6 A+ 78a - - 14.8 B+ 39a - -
y Biomass 70 A+a197a - - 40 B 91b - -

March Density 21.5 A+ 48.8hc - - 23.8 A+ 58.5a - -
Biomass 50 A+ 163c - - 60 A+ 188a - -

Ma Density 26.8 A+ 68.3ab - - 15.2 B+ 39%a - -

Y Biomass 60 At 183ac - - 40 B 88b - -

Jul Density 8.2 A+ 19.5d - - - - -

y Biomass 10 A+ 39d - - - - -
Density - - - 43 A+9.7b - -

September Biomass - - - 7A+ 18c - -
Annual Density 20.1 A+48.8 - - 145 A+36.5 - -
average Biomass 44 A+130.4 - - 36.7 B+96.2 - -

Ggyo s WolSieg] (e 5 Sl 00iiS oy (8 Y ) By (P <1+ 0) CanlpuSilos (ymr y> I sime B3 il alizals Gy >

AiZd (6,00 pdiges (gole (s j0 Ol yid 0uiiS o ((g0508) Y S-S
Different letters indicate significant differences among averages (p<0.05). Capital letters indicate variation among stations
(horizontal), small letters indicate variation among months (vertical).
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Figure 7: Annual average density and biomass of S. heringianus in sampling stations in studied transects. Different
letters indicate significant differences among averages (p<0.05).
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Figure 8: Density and biomass average of S. heringianus in sampling months. Different letters indicate significant
differences among averages (p<0.05).
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Table 4: Pearson’s correlation coefficient between density and biomass of S. heringianus and environmental variables
in water and sediment

Environmental variables in water Environmental variables in sediment

Temperature Salinity TOM Gravel Sand Silt Clay
Density -0519" -0.634" -0.158 0.476 " -0521" 0.266 0.309
Biomass -0514" -0.666 " -0.182 0.437 " -0.565 " 0.210 0.323

el o gixe oD mlaw jo
* Correlation is significant at 0.05 level.
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Table 5: List of identified Lumbriculidae family from Aquatic ecosystems of Iran

Species

Reference

1 Lumbriculus variegatus Mller, 1774

N

Stylodrilus heringianus Claparéde, 1862

Ahmadi et al., 2012; Basim et al., 2012
Current study (2014 -2015)
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Introduction

Aguatic oligochaetes are members of a main group of macroinvertebrates and include about 1,700 species
(Caramelo and Martinez-Ansemil, 2012) of 13 families with worldwide distribution (Martin et al., 2008).
These species commonly inhabit within sediments of rivers, streams, lakes, marshes, ponds, springs and
ground-waters (Collado and Schmelz, 2001), showing that these species have been adapted to a wide
variety of habitats and environments, such as freshwater, brackish or seawater.

The freshwater oligochaete genus Stylodrilus is a large and heterogeneous. Although the genus has a
Holarctic distribution, approximately 28, are exclusive to the Palaearctic region (Martin et al., 2007),
except Stylodrilus heringianus a peregrine species recorded in the Australasian region and assumed to
have been introduced by shipping (Brinkhurst & Jamieson, 1971).

From the Lumbriculidae family, only two species, L. variegatus and S. heringianus, have cosmopolitan,
asexual reproduction (fragmentation) and use as live food in fish farming are the most important factors
that have contributed to the distribution of these two species in the world (Pinder and Brinkhurst, 1994).
Cheshmehkileh of Tonekabon and Sardabroud of Chalus Rivers are the most important, mountainous and
permanent rivers running from high elevation to the sea (southern waters of Caspian Sea). These rivers are
important for reproductive migration of two indigenous valuable fisheries species Salmo caspius (Caspian
trout) and Rutilus frisii (Caspian Kutum) as well as other migratory fish (Khara, 2016). For these reasons,
estuary of these rivers is regarded as a ‘Protected Area’ and is conserved by the Department of
Environment of Iran (DOE, 1996). 26 species of aquatic oligochaetes have been reported from inland
waters of Iran so far, of which only 1 species belongs to the Lumbriculidae family and from Lumbriculus
genus: L. variegatus (Ahmadi et al., 2012; Basim et al., 2012). The aim of this study was to introduce
Stylodrilus heringianus from Cheshmehkileh of Tonekabon and Sardabroud of Chalus Rivers in the
Southern Caspian Sea basin for the first time and investigation of its distribution pattern in the three
ecosystems of river, estuary and marine combined with some environmental factors in water (temperature
and salinity) and sediment (grain size and total organic matter).
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Methodology

Sampling of oligochaetes and environmental factors in both Sardabroud and Cheshmekile rivers, was
carried out between November 2014 and September 2015 and random sampling was done at six stations
with three replicates for each bimonthly sampling along each river. Sampling was done using 0.03 m?Van
Veen grab for soft sediments at the estuary area and for sampling at inner parts of the river with pebbles a
0.1 m? and 0.2 mm-mesh size Surber sampler was applied. Biotic samples were fixed in situ using a 5%
formalin solution. In the laboratory, sediments were sieved through mesh sizes of 1, 0.5 and 0.25 mm and
specimens were preserved in 70% ethanol and then sorted and counted under a stereomicroscope (Nikon
SMZ800, Japan) and eventually the wet weight of worms was measured using a digital balance (0.0001 g).
For identification at species level, worm specimens were mounted on glass slides in Amman’s lactophenol
clearing agent (Smith, 2001) and covered by a coverslip and left for several hours to a day or two, and then
for observation of setae and other details, a microscope was used (Nikon E200). The main identification
keys used were: Brinkhurst (1971a and b, Brinkhurst and Wetzel (1984), Brinkhurst (1986), Pinder and
Brinkhurst (1994), Smith (2001), Arslan and Sahin (2003), Krieger and Stearns (2010), and Pinder (2010).
In this study environmental variables, such as temperature and salinity in water were measured in situ by
multimeter portable HACH-HQ40d model, and organic matter content was measured by the weight lost
during ashing (Wildsmith et al., 2011), and grain size was analyzed by dry mechanical separation through
a column of standard sieves of different mesh sizes, corresponding to classes described by Wentworth.
Results

In this study, the annual average water temperature was 18.2+0.2°C. The average water temperature
showed a significant difference between the sampling months (P<0.05), so that the lowest average water
temperature were recorded in March as 10.1+0.08°C and the highest in July as 30+0.8°C. In both studied
rivers, station (S1) has the lowest annual average salinity (0 g/l), station (S2) has average salinity in
moderate level (6.7+1.2 g/l), and station (S3) has the highest annual average salinity (10.6+0.05 g/l). In
both studied rivers, the average water salinity between sampling stations and months showed a
significantly different (P<0.05), so that in station (S2), the highest average salinity was in July (8.3+1.5
g/l) and its lowest in January (5£0.8 g/l) and in station (S3) the highest average salinity in July (11.6+0.06
g/l) and its lowest in March (9.2+0.04 g/l) was recorded (Fig. 1).

The systematic account and description for the described species is as follows:

Kingdom: Animalia ; Phylum: Annelida Linnaeus, 1758 ; Class: Clitellata Linnaeus, 1740 ; Subclass:
Oligochaeta Grube, 1850 ; Order: Lumbriculida Claus, 1872 ; Family: Lumbriculidae Claus, 1872 ;
Genus: Stylodrilus Claparéde, 1862 ; Species: heringianus Claparede, 1862
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Figure 1: Locality of sampling stations in studied transects (Google Earth, 2014-2015). (S1: River,
Marine)

S2: Estuary, S3:

Worms are olive gray or dark yellow with brown spots (Fig. 2A). Prostomium is without proboscis and
most specimens have no eyes (Fig. 2B). Worms's body length was 23 to 69 mm and 0.5 to 1.3 mm in
diameter with 28-71 segments. Dorsal and Ventral chaetae beginning in segment Il and have 2 chaetae per
bundle and 8 chaetae per segments (Fig. 2C). Chaetae in the anterior segments were simple pointed (Fig.
2D) and the posterior segments, bifid with upper tooth very short and reduced (Fig. 2E, F), with 35-55 um
long. A pair of penes on ventral side of X segment were visible in mature individuals (Fig. 2G).
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Figure 2: Comparison of average (z standard deviation) of water temperature in sampling stations and months in
studied transects, (S1: River, S2: Estuary, S3: Marine). Different letters indicate significant differences among

averages (p<0.05).

In total, 40 individuals of S. heringianus were examined. During the present study, this species occurred in
stations 1 (river) but was absent in station 2 (estuary) and 3 (marine) in both sampling areas. Density and
biomass of this species among sampling months and stations were significantly different (p<0.05), as the

highest average density and biomass were observed in Cheshmehkileh (station 1) in January

(78+32.6ind m?

and 19770 mg m), and the lowest of those were observed in Sardabroud (station 1) in September (9.7+4.3
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ind m2and 18+7 mg m?) respectively. Spatial distribution of S. heringianus among sampling stations (S1, S2
and S3) showed significant differences (p<0.05). In freshwater stations (S1) within the river average density
and biomass were 42.6+17.3 ind m2and 113.3+40.3 mg m respectively, and no specimens were observed in
the estuary and marine stations (Fig. 3). In other words, no specimens were observed in the estuary (S2) and
marine (S3) stations of both studied transects in all the sampling months (Table 1).
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Figure 3: Comparison of average (+ standard deviation) of water saIinify in sampling stations and months in studied
transects, (S1: River, S2: Estuary, S3: Marine). Different letters indicate significant differences among averages (p<0.05).

Table 1: characteristics and geographic locations of sampling stations in studied transects (S1: River, S2: Estuary, S3: Marine)
. . . Sampling  Substratum  Average
Transect Station  Latitude (N) Longitude (E) Water type location nature depth (m)
Gravel,
Sand, Silt,
Clay,
Cheshmehkileh Vegetation
S2 N 36°41'22.2" E51°24'8.7" Semi-brackish Estuary Gravel_, 0.86
Sand, Silt
Sand, Silt,
Clay
Gravel,
Sand, Silt,
Clay,

Vegetation
Sardabroud Gravel
S2 N 36° 49' 20" E 50° 53'9.3" Semi-brackish Estuary . 0.88
Sand, Silt

Sand, Silt,
Clay

Temporal distribution of this worm in both studied transects showed significantly different among
sampling months (p<0.05), as the highest average density and biomass of this species were observed in
January as 58.6+23.7 ind m2 and 175+55 mg m, respectively. While, the lowest of those values were in
September as 9.7+4.3 ind m* and 18+7 mg m? (Fig. 4).

S1 N36°41'11.9" E 51°23'55.4" Freshwater River 0.45

S3 N 36°41'39.9" E 51°24'26.3" Brackish Marine 7.08

S1 N 36°49'6.3" E 50° 52' 52.3" Freshwater River 0.5

S3 N 36°49'35.9" E 50° 53'24.6" Brackish Marine 8.08
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Figure 4: Comparison of average (z standard deviation) of sediment TOM percentage in sampling stations and
months in studied transects, (S1: River, S2: Estuary, S3: Marine). Different letters indicate significant differences
among averages (p<0.05).

A significant correlation (p<0.05) between density and biomass of S. heringianus with environmental
variables was found (Table 2). A positive correlation was found between this species and gravel, silt and

clay, while its correlations with temperature, salinity, TOM and sand were negative.
Table 2: Average of sediment grain size percentage in sampling stations and months in studied transects. (S1: River,
S2: Estuary, S3: Marine)
Gravel Sand Silt Clay

Transect Month
S1 S2 S3 s1 S2 S3 S1 S2 S3 S1 S2 S3
November 365 308 0 466 634 84 114 4 9.7 52 16 6.2
January 355 354 0 535 571 84 7.2 46 107 37 28 52
Cheshmehkileh March 338 287 0 477 606 757 111 73 164 74 32 16
May 217 185 0 604 75 773 116 42 142 63 22 84
July 003 006 0 732 86.2 428 184 9 384 83 47 187
September 138 9.8 0 602 75 797 165 113 128 94 39 74
November 71 324 0 664 618 797 173 34 142 92 18 58
January 218 148 0 562 775 852 15 5 9.3 6.8 27 53
Sardabroud March 173 289 O 53 595 732 181 76 191 115 38 76
May 146 231 0 702 692 766 101 52 14 5 24 95
July 4 216 0 631 733 864 226 3.7 9.3 21 13 4.2
September 6.4 188 0 596 724 79 217 57 136 121 29 73

Discussion and conclusion

This study aims was done to identify and determine the distribution and density of Stylodrilus heringianus
in Cheshmehkileh and Sardabroud river and estuary, alongside Iranian coasts and has not been previously
reported from Iran’s freshwater fauna and Southern Caspian Sea basin. According to the taxonomic and
morphological studies of the samples and the use of valid identification keys, and also sending photos of
the samples to experts to confirm the identified species, it was determined that the samples belong to S.
heringianus species. This species was recorded for the first time from Iran. This paper updated a short
checklist of Iranian aquatic oligochaetes to 27 species (for Lumbriculidae to 2 species and for Stylodrilus
genus to 1 species). In Table 3, the identified species of Lumbriculidae from Iran until now are listed and
S. heringianus was not on the list.
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Table 3: Density (ind/m?) and biomass (mg/m?) changes (average * standard deviation) of S. heringianusin sampling
stations and months in studied transects. (S1: River, S2: Estuary, S3: Marine)

Month Cheshmehkileh Sardabroud

S1 S2 S3 S1 S2 S3

November Density 11.7 A+ 29.3 cd - - - - -
Biomass 30 A+ 70d - - - - -

Januar Density 32.6 A+ 78a - - 14.8 B+ 39%a - -
y Biomass 70 A+a 197a - - 40 B+ 91b - -

March Density 21.5 A+ 48.8bc - - 23.8 A+ 58.5a - -
Biomass 50 A+ 163c - - 60 A+ 188a - -

Ma Density 26.8 A+ 68.3ab - - 15.2 B+ 39a - -

y Biomass 60 At 183ac - - 40 B 88b - -

Jul Density 8.2 A+ 19.5d - - - - -

y Biomass 10 A+ 39d - - - - -
Density - - - 43A+9.7b - -

September Biomass - - - 7A+ 18c - -
Annual Density 20.1 A+48.8 - - 14.5 A+£36.5 - -
average Biomass 44 A+130.4 - - 36.7 B£96.2 - -

Different letters indicate significant differences among averages (p<0.05). Capital letters indicate variation among stations
(horizontal), small letters indicate variation among months (vertical).

According to the results of this study, the highest average density and biomass of this species was
observed in the cold months of the year (January and March) and the lowest in the warm months of the
year (July and September), whereas density and biomass of this species show a significant negative
correlation with water temperature, that this increase in density can be due to the asexual reproduction of
Architomy and Parathomy (Smith, 2001) of this species in the cold months of the year, and its reduction in
the warm months of the year (July and September) can probably be related to the feeding of fish with this
worm. In the present study, S. heringianus was observed only in the river's freshwater ecosystem (salinity
0 ppt) and it was not observed in both estuarine brackish ecosystems with a salinity range of 5to 8 g/l and
marine brackish ecosystem with a salinity range of 9 to 11.5 g/l, which indicating that this species is
oligohaline (does not tolerate salinity more than 1 g/l). Considering that the sediments grain size and the
percentage of total organic matter were almost the same in the both ecosystems of river freshwater and
estuarine brackish, it can be concluded that the limiting factor for distribution of this species in the
estuarine and marine environments, maybe it is because of salinity intolerance, even to a very low level.
Substrates in both rivers at Freshwater sampling stations (S1) were covered with vegetation in littoral and
some central zone, but substrates in estuary and marine brackish stations (S2 and S3) vegetation cover was
absent, According to the results of other researchers' studies about dependency of this species to vegetation
habitats, probably, the main reason of density and biomass increase of this species in freshwater sampling
stations was presence of vegetation habitats and its decrease in brackish water stations was due to absence
of this habitat. Possibly, for this is reason, S. heringianus showed significant negative correlation with
salinity. Among the investigated environmental factors, temperature and salinity of water and sand have
the most influence on the distribution of this species. In addition to its important role in the food chain of
water resources, this species is also considered as a bioindicator of water quality and is used as live feed in
the aquaculture industry.



