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Application of the physical habitat simulation for fish species
to assess environmental flows in an Atlantic Forest Stream in

South-eastern Brazil

Marcus Rodrigues da Costa'?, Tailan Moretti Mattos?, Victor Hugo Fernandes?,
Francisco Martinez-Capel?, Rafael Mufioz-Mas* and Francisco Gerson Araujo?

The physical habitat simulation sub-routine of the Instream Flow Incremental Methodology (IFIM) uses hydraulic
modeling and suitability indices of target fish species to predict how differences in-stream flows affect the microhabitat
occupation by fish species. This habitat modelling approach was adopted to assess the ecological effects of running flows
on three neotropical fish species of different orders (Bryconamericus ornaticeps, Ancistrus multispinis and Geophagus
brasiliensis). The study encompassed two reaches of an Atlantic Forest stream in Southeastern Brazil where topographic and
hydraulic (depth, velocity and type of substrate) characteristics were measured to implement one-dimensional hydraulic
simulation. Sub aquatic observation of fish was performed to collect data on microhabitat use and these data were used
to develop habitat suitability curves that were used in the habitat simulation to obtain the habitat suitability index (HSI)
and weighted usable area (WUA) versus flow curves. Upon these curves minimum and optimum environmental flows for
the target fish species were proposed. Bryconamericus ornaticeps and A. multispinis selected microhabitats around 0.6
m depth, whereas G. brasiliensis showed a wider suitable range (0.35-0.9 m). All the three species were mainly observed
in microhabitat with low flow velocity (0.1 m/s). Bryconamericus ornaticeps selected more frequently coarse substrate
(e.g. boulders) but it appeared also over sandy substrate, whereas A. multispinis and G. brasiliensis selected preferably
boulders. The range of 0.65-0.85 m3/s was found as the optimum to meet the needs of the three fish species. Our results
agree with the necessary objective information to perform grounded management actions in the frame of a management
program aiming at ecosystem conservation. Thereby it can be considered a successful pilot study in environmental flow
assessment in an Atlantic Forest stream of Brazil.

A sub-rotina simulacdo de habitat fisico da metodologia incremental - IFIM usa varidveis hidraulicas e os indices de
aptidao das espécies alvo para predizer como diferentes vazdes afetam a ocupacdo de microhabitat por espécies de
peixes. Esta abordagem de simulagdo de habitat foi adotada para avaliar os efeitos ecoldgicos sobre trés espécies de
peixes tropicais de diferentes ordens (Bryconamericus ornaticeps, Ancistrus multispinis ¢ Geophagus brasiliensis) em
dois trechos de um riacho de Mata Atlantica do sudeste do Brasil, durante a estagdo chuvosa de 2013 e a estacdo seca
de 2014. Caracteristicas topograficas e¢ hidraulicas (profundidade, velocidade ¢ tipo de substrato) foram mensuradas
para implementa¢do da simulacdo de habitat em uma dimensao; observagdes subaquaticas dos peixes foram realizadas
para avaliagcdo do uso do microhabitat. As curvas de aptidao de habitat de cada variavel hidraulica foram utilizadas na
simulacdo de habitat para obtencdo das curvas de aptiddo composta (HSI) ¢ a area util ponderada (WUA) versus fluxo, e
propor vazdes ambientais minimas e ideais para as espécies de peixes-alvo. A amplitude de vazdo de 0,65-0,85 m?/s foi
registrada como o 6timo para satisfazer as necessidades das trés espécies de peixes. Esta ¢ uma informagao objetiva para
os gestores de recursos hidricos e que pode ser aplicada no planejamento de programas de gestdo visando a conservacao
dos ecossistemas. Desse modo, pode ser considerado um estudo piloto bem sucedido na avalia¢ao do fluxo ambiental em
um riacho da Mata Atlantica do Brasil.
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Introduction

Flow regimes and physical habitat structure are two
major components of fluvial ecosystems that determine the
presence, abundance and distribution of aquatic organisms
(Karr et al., 1986; Bunn & Arthington, 2002). The models
integrating these two components and simulating fluvial
and habitat dynamics use geomorphological, hydraulics
and biological information directly measured in the aquatic
ecosystem. Based on such models for a range of stream
flow, the habitat availability and the stream flow rate that
potentiates the optimum use by species can be assessed and
several indicators can be inferred for instance, the Weighted
Usable Area - WUA (Bovee ef al.,, 1998). These indicators
allow the inference of the optimum flow rate or the minimum
environmental flow (e-flow) as the basic references to assess
the e-flow regime in a river reach.

Models assessing e-flow can be performed following
a physical habitat simulation (abbreviated as PHABSIM)
which was created as part of the Instream Flow Incremental
Methodology (IFIM; Bovee, 1982; Bovee et al., 1998) to
solve conflicts in projects involving water allocation and
impacts on aquatic ecosystems. Among the methods to
assess e-flows at a global scale, IFIM is the methodological
framework with the highest number of applications in the
last decades worldwide (Tharme, 2003; Krstolic et al., 2006;
Martinez-Capel et al., 2009). Moreover, IFIM has been
considered by some practitioners as the most scientifically
and legally defensible methodology available for e-flow
assessment (Gore & Nestler, 1988; Dunbar et al., 1998).
Specifically, the phase of the IFIM that includes the habitat
simulation, based on hydraulic simulation and models of
habitat suitability for aquatic species (univariate curves or
multivariate models) at the microhabitat scale (sensu Bovee
et al., 1998). The suitability models for a given species can
be used for: (i) predicting the species occurrence according
to habitat variables and (ii) improving the understanding
of species-habitat relationship (Ahmadi-Nedushan et al.,
2006).

Fish assemblages that inhabit streams have species-
specific patterns of habitat use (e.g. for feeding and
reproducing) at small spatial scale, with a limited number
of species occupying randomly a given space (Roff, 1992).
This suggests that patterns of habitat selection are specific;
this is one assumption in the development of predictive
models of species distribution along environmental
gradients (Ahmadi-Nedushan et al., 2006).

Stream habitats may be defined at different scales; in
e-flow assessment, the microhabitat scale has been referred
to as a portion of the river of approximately few meters
with specific physical characteristics (i.e., depth, mean flow
velocity and type of substrate and cover) which is used by
a given species during some part of its life cycle (Bovee
et al., 1998). The habitat suitability models at microhabitat
scale range from simple habitat suitability index (HSI)
and bivariate polynomial functions (Lambert & Hanson,

1989) to more complex fuzzy rule base models (Jorde et al.,
2001; Mouton et al., 2008), such as multilayer perceptron
ensembles (Mufloz-Mas et al., 2014a) or probabilistic neural
networks (Mufioz-Mas et al., 2014b). The mesohabitat scale
areas usually classified as riffles, runs or pools (Angermeier
& Schlosser, 1989) that exhibit important differences among
them related to water velocity, channel morphology and
type of substrate.

The ample array of approaches for habitat suitability
modeling have a wide application in management of natural
river systems and water resources since they allow the
assessment of the degree of preference of a given species for
specific mesohabitat or microhabitat types (Bovee, 1982,
1986). According to Wootton (1998) heterogeneous systems
supply a large variety of microhabitats with sites where
fish species can shelter against predators and find a wide
variety of feeding resources and places for reproduction.
Recently, some studies using habitat simulation models
have reinforced that physical habitat variables and cover
availability determine patterns of habitat use in rivers and
streams (Lee & Suen, 2012; Costa et al., 2012; Teresa &
Casatti, 2013; Costa et al., 2013). However, the capability
of prediction of these models depends on the understanding
of how the species respond to environmental gradient
conditions. Such information is usually obtained by means
of statistical analysis developing Habitat Suitability Curves
(HSCs), or multivariate models.

The efforts to develop models that present the real
habitat use (i.e., at the mesohabitat or the microhabitat
scales) by multiple fish species have increased due to
degradation of hydric resources and increased biodiversity
impoverishment (e.g. Lamouroux et al., 1999; Vadas &
Orth, 2001; Strakosh et al., 2003). In the United States, the
IFIM methodology was created at the end of the seventies
(e.g. Bovee & Cochnauer, 1977) and rapidly spread out in
various environmental institutions as a tool to support river
management and water resources planning. In many cases
its spread was favored by its inclusion in specific legislative
frameworks (Garcia de Jalon, 2003) such as the European
Water Framework Directive (Directive 2000/60/Ec, 2000)
and the corresponding transposition to national bills.

Studies developing HSCs for Neotropical fish species
are rare in Brazil (Pelissari & Sarmento, 2003; Leal et al.,
2011; Costa et al., 2013; Teresa & Casatti, 2013) and their
results are incipient in relation to the use of such curves
for physical habitat simulation to determine the minimum
flow for a river or stream. Moreover, some concerns
should be raised because changes in natural flow regimes
are occurring in a disorderly manner, and hydrological
alteration is among the main anthropogenic threats to
conservation of Neotropical fish species in lotic systems
(Barletta et al., 2010). Conversely, in other countries such
as United States of America, United Kingdom or Spain
where habitat simulation have been applied to different
configuration in habitat analysis (Garcia de Jaldn,
2003; Acreman & Dunbar, 2004; Krstolic et al., 2006),
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a considerable number of microhabitat studies have
been carried out in the last decades (Bowen et al., 2001;
Armstrong et al., 2001; Martinez- Capel et al., 2009, 2011,
Munoz-Mas et al., 2014a).

Atlantic Forest streams, such as the riacho Sao Pedro,
represents a good opportunity to study e-flows, mainly
because part of its waters have been diverted to public
supply and because of its location within an environmental
protected area — the Tingud Biological Reserve, with well-
preserved conditions in the upper mountain reaches. The
main objectives of this study were: (i) to develop habitat
suitability curves of microhabitat use for three fish species
representative of the fish community inriacho Sao Pedro; (ii)
to apply the physical habitat simulation in this stream; and
(iii) to assess the relationship between flow rate and habitat
availability for the three species and the consequences for
water and habitat management.

Materials and Methods

Study area. Was carried out in the riacho S3o Pedro
(22° 35° S 43° 33’ W), a second order tributary of the rio
Guandu basin, located in the metropolitan area of Rio de
Janeiro, RJ, Brazil. The riacho Sao Pedro basin drains an
area of 98 km? and has a length of 28 km, flowing into the
upper reaches of the rio Guandu (Fig. 1). Its natural flow
is, approximately, 1.8 m*/s and ca. 0.58 m®/s (measured “in
situ”) is diverted by a small substation of CEDAE (Water
and Sewer Treatment Works of Rio de Janeiro State) in the
upper reaches (above the study area) for supplying some
municipalities nearby. This abstraction is always lower that
the mean monthly stream flow, therefore the stream flow
pattern is similar to the natural flow regime throughout
the year. The climate is mild, subtropical with dry winters
and wet hot summers in a forested region, according to
Koppen-Geiger classification. Annual average rainfall
ranges from 1,000 to 2,300 mm, with the mountain areas
having comparatively higher rainfall. The highest rainfall
occurs from December to March and the driest period from
June to August (Rio de Janeiro, 2001). Two well-preserved
stream reaches in the mountain area within the Tingua
Biological Reserve were studied.

Field work for fish habitat suitability/ Microhabitat
suitability for fish/ Microhabitat selection by fish. The
method for determining the microhabitat use by the three
fish species was designed with an approach of equal effort
(Bovee et al., 1998), in order to produce HSCs without
the over-correction of the preference curves (Payne &
Allen, 2009). In our study, the design was done to obtain
habitat use curves (category II ’2). All the habitats were
visually classified into three classes; deep-slow, deep-fast
and shallow-fast. The class shallow-slow was not recorded
in the study area. We selected similar areas of each of the
habitat classes (with error estimated of + 10 %), which were
surveyed by snorkeling to observe fish locations.

I I
43°10'W 43°30'W

22°30’'S

riacho Guandu

Fig. 1. Map of the rio Guandu basin, with indication of
the studied reach in riacho S@o Pedro. Solid dash = small
substation of CEDAE (Water and Sewer Treatment Works of
Rio de Janeiro State). WTP: Water Treatment Plant.

Three common fish species of the Atlantic Forest
streams were studied. In the selection of target species
we followed three criteria adapted from Bovee (1986): (i)
ecological importance — abundant in the study area; (ii)
river adaptation — inhabit the river reach during most of life
cycle; and (iii) availability of information in the literature.
Bryconamericus ornaticeps Bizerril & Perez-Neto, 1995
is a small-bodied Characiformes of the family Characidae
(10 about cm total length) that is part of a group of 15
species described for the Atlantic streams from Southern
and Southeastern Brazil (Silva, 1997). Species of the genus
Bryconamericus (e.g. Bryconamericus stramineus) are able
to swim faster than individuals of other species of similar
length (Castro et al., 2010). Sampaio et al. (2012) comparing
swimming performance of five characin species found that
B. stramineus ranked among the highest speed values. In
general, characin species are omnivores, visually dependent
to feed, showing high feeding plasticity, capturing prey both
at the water column as well as in the substratum (Ferreira et
al., 2007). Ancistrus multispinis (Regan, 1912) is a medium-
sized catfish of the Loricariidae family that reaches up to
14.2 cm of total length (Fisch-Muller, 2003). This species has
a specialized buccal apparatus that helps to adhere to hard
substratum (rocky, stones and logs) (Geerinckx et al., 2008),
dwelling small rivers and streams (Oyakawa et al., 2006)
and having herbivore habits (Assis ef al., 2009). Geophagus
brasiliensis (Quoy & Gaimard, 1824) is a medium-sized
Perciformes of the Family Cichlidae reaching up to 22.5
cm of total length (Costa et al., 2015). This species shows
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territorial defensive behavior (Paraguassu et al., 2005), with
omnivore-opportunist habits, occupying pools with diurnal
activity and visual orientation (Sabino & Castro, 1990).
Direct underwater observation by snorkeling was applied
to identify fish presence/absence at the microhabitat scale.
The two reaches (upper and lower) were studied in two
seasons to characterize the real fish behavior and the position
in the water column (Heggenes et al., 1990; Martinez-Capel
& Garcia de Jalon Lastra, 1999; Martinez-Capel et al., 2009).
The observations were made in cross-sections or transects in
the stream channel; at the beginning of each observation, the
observer waited for 10 minutes downstream of each reach
to allow the fish to get used to the presence of the observer.
Then, the diver moved slowly zigzagging in a systematic way
(covering a virtual transect related to wet perimeter). After
the fish or school was observed for some time (= 2 minutes)
showing undisturbed behavior, the observer recorded the
presence of the species/school in a subaquatic slate, the
number of individuals and behavior (feeding or holding
position). After the observation procedure, the position
of each fish species or school was marked with a small
weight with a flag. All observations were recorded between
08:00 and 16:00 hours totaling 60 hours of snorkeling, and
individual observation lasting between 60 and 90 minutes
per transect, depending on the number of fish recorded.
After completing the observations in a group of transects,
the marks were found again and the hydraulic variables were
recorded at each of the marks’ locations, i.e. depth, mean
flow velocity (average of three measurements at sub-surface,
middle depth, and near to the bottom) and type of substrate
(within a 0.5 x 0.5 m square centered in the marker).

Survey of the stream channel and hydraulics. The surveys
were conducted in two seasons, a wet season in 2013, and a
dry season in 2014, covering two reaches (upper and lower)
in the headwaters segment of the riacho Sdo Pedro. The
two reaches had ca. 100 m long and were 50 m far apart.
In each reach, cross-sections were established to survey
the topographic profile and the stream flow. Water levels
were also measured for each section in order to calibrate the
hydraulic component in the physical habitat simulation. The
topographic survey was performed using a Leyca© total
station and data were depurated using the software GNSS
Solution and Data GeoOffice.

In all the cross-sections (nine in the upper reach and ten
in the lower reach) the wet perimeter was virtually divided
in 0.5 x 0.5m cells for measuring the hydraulic variables
(depth, velocity and type of substrate) and to perform the
subaquatic observation of the target species. The types
of mesohabitat units in each of the stream reaches were
determined by visual observation and also based on the
hydraulic characteristics at the cross-sections. Depth was
measured with a wading rod (at the nearest cm). Mean
velocity measurements were performed concomitant with
depth measurements in all cells using a flow meter (model
Flowatch FL-K2) whereas the type of dominant substrate in

each cell was determined visually by adapting the Krstolic
et al. (2006) protocol. The substrate was classified as: large
boulder, 1000 - 450 mm; boulder, 450 - 180 mm; large
cobble, 180 - 25 mm; gravel, 25 - 12 mm,; fine gravel, 12 -
2 mm; sand, < 2 mm and vegetation debris. The complete
velocity profile in each transect was performed in one
survey only (“1-vel” simulation method) whereas the water
level was measured twice.

Development of Habitat Suitability Curves - HSCs. The
database for the development of Habitat Suitability Curves
(HSCs) consisted of the microhabitat data at the locations
where fish were present, for each fish species separately.
First, a frequency analysis by intervals or classes for each
microhabitat variable, i.e., depth, mean velocity, and type of
substrate was performed. Depth was classified at intervals
of 5 cm and mean flow velocity of 5 cm/s whereas the
substrate types were analyzed following the aforementioned
classification. The frequencies of fish observed at each
interval of a variable were plotted in the form of histograms.
For each microhabitat variable, such frequencies were tested
with the chi-squared test to assess eventual differences
between the upper and the lower stream reach. The histogram
for each variable was normalized from zero (minimum
suitability or intolerable for the fish) to one (maximum
suitability) and converted into a continuous curve in the
cases of continuous variables corresponding to category I1 %2
HSCs (Bovee et al., 1998; Payne & Allen, 2009). According
to the knowledge about the target species, such curves were
smoothed to fill gaps due to missing values and, finally, the
tail of each curve (right end) was also corrected by applying
and expert-knowledge-based modification out of the range
of the survey. Then a minimum constant suitability index
for mean flow velocity and depth was assigned (0.2 and 0.4,
respectively). Likewise a minimum suitability of 0.2 was
assigned to the substrate types with suitability lower than
this value (Mufioz-Mas et al., 2012).

One-dimensional physical habitat simulation. The flow
measurements of each survey were made in the same stream
reaches where the microhabitat measurements were carried
out, aiming at performing the physical habitat simulation
for each reach independently. The stream flow rate obtained
from the measurements at the cross-sections, and the water
level, allowed us the calibration of the model and calculation
of the rating curves at each cross-section, in the software
RHYHABSIM (Jowett, 1989) for physical habitat simulation.
For a set of simulation flows, the model provides with the
depth, mean flow velocity and channel attributes (substrate
only, in this case) for each cell of the model at each flow rate.
Based on the aforementioned HSCs, the model assesses the
suitability for each fish species and variable at each cell.
Finally, the software combines (by product in this case) the
suitability indices of the three variables to determine the
composed suitability index (HSI ). This adimensional index
(ranging from 0 to 1) is expressed as follows:
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HS]CW. = (hsiq!i’v)S ~(hsiq’l.’ PR ~(hsiq’l.' s '(hSiq,i,ts)s

where:

HSIc ” = index of suitability composed of the cell (i), flow
Q) and species (s)

hsi,,, = index of suitability of mean flow velocity for the
cell (1), flow (q) and species (s)

hsi i index of suitability of depth for the cell (i), flow (q)
and species (s)

hsi = index of suitability of the type of substrate in the

q.its

cell (i), flow (q) and species (s)

When the HSI of all the cells in the model are averaged
(for the whole stream reach) the indicator HSI for each
flow rate is obtained, and can be presented in the form
of curves as a function of the flow rate whereas when the
HSI, of a cell is multiplied by the area representative of
each cell (a) corresponds to the weighted suitability. The
sum of the weighted suitability for the whole stream reach
gives and indicator of the overall microhabitat suitability,
for a stream flow rate and a fish species. This value is
named Weighted Usable Area (WUA), expressed by the
equation:

WUAq,S = Z(HSICq,i) * (aqﬁi)
where:

WUAq =index of weighted suitability for the representative
stream reach in flow (q) and species (s).

This index of microhabitat (WUA) combines area and
quality (suitability) of the stream habitats to sustain one
aquatic species in a given phase of its life cycle. The WUA
was calculated by the RHYHABSIM software for the set
of simulated flows, resulting in the relationship between
stream flow and WUA.

Brazil lacks of specific legislation on e-flow
assessment based on physical habitat simulation therefore
the recommendations included in the Spanish norm for
hydrologic planning (Espafia, 2008) were used to infer
the critical values of the environmental flow regime.
This norm establishes that the minimum e-flow should
correspond with 50 % to 80 % of the maximum WUA. If
no maximum e-flow could be observed in the WUA-Flow
curve and it presents a monotonic increment, the inflection
point should determine the minimum e-flow.

Results

The profiles for the two stream reaches are shown in
Fig. 2. The upper reach consisted of deep-fast habitats
(depth > 0.5 m and velocity > 0.1 m/s), its water surface
arca was 205 m? and the average wet perimeter was
10.05 m per transect. The lower reach had two types of
mesohabitat units, deep-slow in its upper part (depth > 0.5
m and velocity < 0.1 m/s) with area of 191 m? and average
wet perimeter of 10 m; and the shallow-fast in the lower
part (depth < 0.5 m and velocity > 0.1 m/s) with area of 210
m? and average wet perimeter of 18 m (Fig. 2).

Upper stretch

Lower stretch

Fig. 2. Isometric view of the cross-sections in the two target reaches of the riacho Sdo Pedro. Grey color indicates water;
solid line indicates the contour of the cross-section (in wet areas and banks).
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The hydraulic characteristics for both reaches were
pooled together for a brief description of the study area (Fig.
3). Depth ranged from 0.25 to 1.25 m, with a single mode of
ca. 0.65 m. Velocity ranged from 0.05 to 0.65 m s, with 70
% of data showing mean velocity of 0.05 and 0.1 m s™'. Type
of substrate had two modes, i.e. large boulder and sand.
Boulder also had a relative relevance with 25% of the total
frequency; the remaining types of substrate had frequencies
lower than 10 %.

During the two field surveys for assessing fish habitat
suitability, a total of 335 fish observations were carried out,
as follows: 4. multispinis (presence data = 123; absence data
= 212); B. ornaticeps (presence data = 120; absence data =
215); and G. brasiliensis (presence data = 92; absence data
= 242). No significant differences in the frequencies of the
number of individuals, for each habitat variable, were found
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between the two stream reaches (p >0,05). Therefore, all
the data of microhabitat use were pooled together in a single
dataset for further analysis.

The Habitat Suitability Curves (Fig. 4) for depth showed
that B. ornaticeps and A. multispinis selected microhabitats
with small/medium depth (0.6 m), whereas G. brasiliensis
showed a more ample plasticity for this variable and was
associated to both shallow (0.35 m) and deep (0.9 m) areas.
Concerning mean velocity, all the three species were mainly
observed in reaches with velocities near to 0.1 m/s, (Fig. 4).
The curves for substrate type indicated that B. ornaticeps
was associated with a wide variety of substrate classes, such
as large boulders, boulders, cobble and sand. The curves for
A. multispinis indicated preference for large boulders and
boulders, whereas G. brasiliensis for large boulders only

(Fig. 4).
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Fig. 3. Frequencies of habitat availability by classes of depth (m), mean velocity (m/s) and type of substrate (1- large boulder;
2- boulder; 3- cobble; 4- gravel; 5- fine gravel; 6- sand and 7- vegetation), obtained by direct survey in the riacho Sao Pedro.

A

Bryconamericus ornaticeps

1.0 1.0
208 08
= 06 06
S o4 0.4
@ 0.2 02
0.0 0.0
00 03 06 09 12 15 00 02 04 06 08 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Depth (m) Velocity (m.s™") Substrate Type
Ancistrus multispinis
1.0 1.0 , : :
208 08
=06 06
804 0.4 | oo
@ 0.2 02
0.0 00
00 03 06 09 12 15 00 02 04 06 08 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Depth (m) Velocity (m.s") Substrate Type

> 08

Suitabili

00

00

03 06 09

Depth (m)

12 15 0.2

Geophagus brasiliensis

Velocity (m.s™)

04 0.6 0.8 1

2

3 4 5
Substrate Type

6 7

Fig. 4. Habitat suitability curves for depth (m), mean water column velocity (m/s) and type of substrate for the three fish species in the
riacho S&o Pedro. Substrate types are; 1- large boulder, 2- boulder, 3- cobble, 4- gravel, 5- fine gravel, 6- sand and 7- vegetation.
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The average flow rate used in both hydraulic and
habitat models were: 1) upper reach in the I* survey
(dry season) = 0.124 m?/s; in 2" survey (wet season) =
1.102 m¥/s; 2) lower reach: 1*' survey = 0.123 m?/s; in 2™
survey = 0.965 m®/s. The HSI for the upper reach (Fig.
5) showed maximum values at flow rates higher than
0.75 m3/s for B. ornaticeps, between 0.45 and 0.75 m¥/s
for A. multispinis and at flows higher than 0.55 m?3/s for
G. brasiliensis.

Unlike the upper reach, the lower reach did not show
a clear asymptote for any fish species. Nevertheless, the
highest values of HSI were relatively stable over 0.65
m?/s for B. ornaticeps, over 0.75 m3/s for A. multispinis
and over 0.85 m?/s for G. brasiliensis. Considering both
reaches, there was an overlap of very high HSI for the
three fish species between 0.65 and 0.85 m3/s.

Bryconamericus ornaticeps

Ancistrus multispinis

691

The relationships between WUA and flow indicated the
following optimum or asymptotic values (Fig. 6). In the
upper reach, the maximum WUA were ca. 3.19 m?’/m with
an asymptotic trend (at Q > 1.15 m%5s) for 4. multispinis,
and 3.34 m*/m (Q > 0.95 m%5s) for G. brasiliensis; the curve
for B. ornaticeps did not show an asymptote but a change
of gradient at 0.25 m®s and a gradual increase up to the
maximum flow rate. Likewise, in the lower reach there were
changes in gradient as the flow increased, but WUA did not
show a clear trend or an asymptote. Such changes in gradient
occurred at 0.55 m?/s in the curves of the three fish species.
Due to the monotonous increase of the WUA with flow in
the lower reach, the flow rate that maximizes the WUA is the
highest flow simulated, which is not consistent with the upper
reach. The maximum values of WUA were always lower for
A. multispinis in comparison with the other two fish species.
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Discussion

Habitat use by the three fish species. The patterns of
microhabitat use by the three native fish species were
analyzed in the riacho Sao Pedro. Overall, these species
appear to select their habitats according to specific
microhabitat characteristics related to hydraulics (depth,
velocity, type of substrate), highlighting the importance
of hydraulic variables as predictors of patterns of species
distribution in lotic systems (Vadas & Orth, 2001; Schwartz
& Herricks, 2008; Leal et al., 2011). We observed that the
three species exhibited selection for distinct habitats, but
with considerable overlap. As the HSC are fundamental in
the physical habitat simulation, the WUA-flow curves also
indicated some differences in habitat suitability for the three
species as the flow rate increases.

The main type of available habitats and the microhabitat
partition by the three fish species in this Atlantic Forest
stream were assessed in this study; Bryconamericus
ornaticeps showed the narrowest range of habitat selection
for depth whereas G. brasiliensis had the widest range. An
opposite pattern was observed for the type of substrate,
with B. ornaticeps occurring in different substrate types
including large boulders, boulders, cobble and sand;
whereas G. brasiliensis was restricted to a single type of
substrate (large boulders). Bryconamericus ornaticeps is a
water column dweller (Nelson, 2006), therefore, no clear
relationship with the type of substrate should be expected,
but in most of in situ observations this fish was associated
with runs and riffles habitats, which were observed at the
deep-fast upper reach. On the other hand, G. brasiliensis
had an ample adaptive plasticity that enables this species
to occur in a wide variety of mesohabitat types (Sabino &
Castro, 1990; Meschiatti, 1995; Aguiaro & Caramaschi,
1998; Agostinho & Julio Jr., 1999; Vono & Barbosa, 2001)
including large boulders and boulders that ensure high
habitat structuration (i.e., deep-slow areas typical of the
upper reach and the upper part of the lower reach), as well
as at the proximity of sandy banks with organic matter such
as twigs and leaf litter (i.e., the shallow-fast areas of the
lower part of the lower reach). Furthermore, 4. multispinis
was closely associated to the bottom, favored by its flatted
body and ventral funnel-like sucking mouth to adhere to
boulders and large boulders (Geerinckx et al., 2008). Such
characteristics enable this species to explore a particular
niche dimension of both reaches.

Rabeni & Jacobson (1993) showed that the distribution
and abundance of fish is influenced by the depth, velocity
and substrate type, and also responding to specific
combinations of these variables. Our results suggest that
the depth and substrate type are more determinant of the
microhabitat selection for the three species, in comparison
with mean velocity. Diverse studies in different types of
rivers have supported the idea that depth can be the key
variable to understand the microhabitat selection by some
fish species, especially cyprinids (Copp & Jurajda, 1993;

Grossman & De Sostoa, 1994; Martinez-Capel et al., 2009).
The substrate composition is partially related with the
feeding habits of the species, and this can be related with the
position in the water column (Martinez-Capel ef al., 2009).
Another important factor determining substrate type is the
stream slope. The longitudinal profiles in riacho Sao Pedro
is formed by interspersion of rapids and pools maintaining
the system connection. Accumulation of leafs and logs in
pools create diverse microhabitats and substrates for fishes
(Crook & Robertson, 1999), whereas in rapids and runs the
presence of periphyton and microalgae on the substrate
determine the pattern of microhabitat use (Schneider &
Winemiller, 2008).

We observed lower flow in both season, which limit
all understanding of flow variation. Seasons of high flow,
with larger habitat heterogeneity, mean velocity, depth
and position in the water column can be fundamental to
understand the habitat partitioning in the fish community,
as it was demonstrated for three different fish species in
Iberian streams with larger habitat variability (Martinez-
Capel et al., 2009). We consider that habitat partitioning
is a relevant aspect of further research on the ecology of
Neotropical fish communities, which could be addressed in
future studies under a wide range of flow conditions (Leal
et al., 2011; Costa et al., 2013; Teresa & Casatti, 2013).
Physical habitat simulation encompasses characteristics of
low and high water level, favoring more tolerant species
in dry season, and more competitive species in wet season
when a wide range of microhabitats are available.

The variability in abundance is also a result of species
association with limited habitat diversity. Specialization
in habitat use varies among fish species with some species
found in almost all sites whereas others have preferences for
very specific conditions, such as a particular type of substrate
or narrow range of depth or velocity. The fish morphology is
frequently interpreted as a series of physic attributes related
to habitat use (Wood & Bain, 1995; Blanck et al., 2007; Leal
etal.,2011). Moreover, fish size determines habitat selection
(e.g. shallow or deep, slow or fast) as part of a strategy to
avoid predation (Power, 1984) and/or facilitates obtaining
food resources (Rincon et al., 2002). In this study we did
not consider fish size classes because there is not literature
available on the biological characteristics of these species,
such as the size at the young of the year, juveniles or adults
or size at first maturity. However, the range of sizes of the
three species was relatively narrow.

The three targeted species have distinct morphological
characteristics with divergent responses in reference to
microhabitat use. For example B. ornaticeps has fusiform
body, forked caudal fin that confer good swimming ability
to explore the water column (Castro et al., 2010). Ancistrus
multispinis has aflatted body, a ventrally placed suckermouth
and the ability to use the fins to move and adhere to hard
substrate, a hydrodynamic advantage that reduces current
drag when the fish is positioned against substrate in fast-
flowing (Geerinckx et al., 2008). Geophagus brasiliensis
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is characterized by a compressed and deep body, pectoral
fins in lateral position that confer great maneuver capacity
and vertical movements, allowing to explore both lotic and
lentic systems (Oyakawa et al., 2000).

Habitat suitability curves. The three fish species showed
different Habitat Suitability Curves for depth and type of
substrate, with a considerable range of selection, whereas
the velocity curves were similar for the three species with
a narrow range of variation. Since the application of this
methodology is uncommon in Brazil, there are not HSCs for
these species that could be used to establish comparisons.
However, when the velocity curves were compared with
other species, we realized that the range of variation
is narrow and consequently the assessments of habitat
suitability are very sensitive to this limitation (Lamouroux
& Capra, 2002; Martinez-Capel et al., 2011). Such narrow
“optimum” velocity for the three species, the depth for B.
ornaticeps, the type of substrate for G. brasiliensis, and the
very steep parts of the curves (e.g. for very low velocity) can
yield habitat assessments very sensitive to small errors of
hydraulic modeling.

In this work, the input of expert-knowledge was limited
to minimum, in order to show and discuss the empirical data
obtained. Mufioz-Mas et al. (2012) pointed the necessity of
integrating knowledge of specialist, coupled with empirical
data in habitat suitability modelling, specially where data are
scarce (e.g. high flows) and/or when scientific information
is available in different format of limited access. Both
techniques, field searches and specialist knowledge, should
corroborate for the development of more reliable habitat
suitability models (Mouton et al., 2011). Therefore, the
acquisition of more data around the whole river basin, in
different streams and rivers of different order, is a very
important aspect that must be considered for future research,
as well as for the application of e-flows in the frame of the
water resources management in the rio Guandu basin.

From a regional perspective, the curves could be
validated in similar river systems containing the same
species and similar flow regime (0.12 to 1.10 m?s). A
process of spatial explicit validation (e.g. Mufioz-Mas et al.,
2014a) or a transferability test (e.g. Thomas & Bovee, 1993)
should be followed in that case. However, for an effective
application, other issues should be considered, for instance:
season (specially the dry season), mean water temperature,
hydraulic gradient, dominant types of substrate and species
composition. In that case, with a relatively reduced number
of observations, the HSCs presented here could be validated
and further improved or generalized, thus they could be
applied in rivers with similar morphological and ecological
characteristics.

The HSIs were developed for periods of low flows (even
in the wet season the flow was relatively low), aiming at
determining minimum e-flows capable to maintain the
fluvial ecosystem functioning, composition and structure
similar to natural condition. Moreover, the establishment of

e-flow regimes also should consider periods of high flow that
adjust to natural variation, in order to remove sediments,
shape the river channel, provide migration and spawning
cues for some fish, and made available areas for species
reproduction and feeding (Richter et al., 2006; Schwartz
& Herricks, 2008). Furthermore, it will be fundamental to
apply holistic approaches to maintain or partially restore
important characteristics of the natural flow regime required
to maintain the biophysical components and ecological
processes of rivers, floodplains, aquifers and estuaries in
this river basin (Arthington & Pusey, 2003; King & Brown,
2006; Poff et al., 2010). Therefore, the e-flow regime is
justified for fauna and flora preservation, as well as for the
maintenance of fluvial environment integrity.

Relationships WUA versus flow. The average habitat
suitability HSI is higher in the lower reach for the three
species and its values stabilize at higher flows in comparison
with the upper reach. We found that the WUA curves for A.
multispinis and G. brasiliensis tend to stabilize above ca.
0.85 m?/s in the upper reach, but did not reach an asymptote
in the lower reach. This pattern is similar for B. ornaticeps
in both reaches. The range of flow rate of 0.65 - 0.85
m?/s was associated to maximum habitat quality for the
three species, in terms of HSI; the WUA indicated stable
values above 0.85 m¥s in the upper reach only, and the
lower reach showed a change of gradient at 0.55 m*/s with
steeper curves below this threshold. Due to the sensitivity
of habitat to the flow reduction, in general the proposal of
interim minimum flows should not consider values below
this threshold. However, this value is far above the 80% of
maximum WUA, corresponding to a flow rate of 0.32 m¥/s;
this flow rate would meet or exceed that percentage for the
three species in the upper reach. In the lower reach, this
percentage corresponded to 0.60 m?/s.

The flow rate of 0.32 m¥s is approximately three
times the flow rate observed during the hydraulic survey;
therefore, so far in this study, a critical flow rate of 0.32
m?/s could be considered as an interim minimum flow, or
minimum-minimorum during the dry season, until further
studies of fish habitat and stream hydrology could indicate
more specific values of suitable flows to conserve the
ichthyofauna and other aquatic organisms. For a second
order stream like riacho Sdo Pedro, with an average flow
of 1.8 m*/s and several water abstractions, this value might
be reasonable for the maintenance of the system integrity
during period of reduced flow. The critical value of 0.55
m?*/s could be considered as the minimum flow in wet years
during the low flow period (dry season).

These values cannot be considered as a permanent
proposal for e-flows, since there is lack of robust and
historical hydrological data to infer the natural flow regime,
and consequently, the expected average flows during the
dry season with minimum flows. The natural flow regime,
with characteristic intra and inter-annual flow variability is
a primary driver of the structure and function of riverine
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ecosystems and many of the adaptations of its biota (Poff
et al., 1997; Lytle & Poff, 2004; Naiman et al., 2008). Due
to the lack of suitable gauged flow data, the calibration of a
rainfall-runoff model for the riacho Sdo Pedro basin will be
fundamental, which is actually considered a critical step of
further research.

Therefore, these interim recommendations do not mean
to neglect the need of validation in the near future. Further
studies should validate these values, considering at least the
following criteria; meaning of the minimum flows in the
context of the natural flow regime; capability to maintain
habitat connectivity for the fish species migrating during
the dry season (if any); and provision of suitable habitat for
the fish spawning in the dry season.

An objective of the physical habitat simulation (according
to the IFIM methodology) is the development of a functional
relationship between physical habitat parameters at different
scales and flow regime. This functional relationship
between flow and weighted usable area (WUA) enables
the integration of the microhabitat with the macrohabitat
as well as the assessment of the potential effect of flow
regime using time series of stream flow (Payne, 2007). The
three studied species showed different variations in WUA
dependent on the flow. Regarding site-specific effects, flow-
habitat curves (Q-WUA) showed a higher gradient of the
WUA in the lower reach in comparison with the upper one
for A. multispinis and B. ornaticeps, but such a difference
was less relevant for G. brasiliensis. Further studies on
influences of flow on WUA are needed to best clarify the
causes of these findings.

Although the relationships are a fundamental part of the
study, it is necessary to establish further research steps. In
this regard, the hydrological simulation of the stream basin
will make possible to evaluate time series of WUA in a
reference (natural) condition in comparison with different
scenarios of regulation, water abstraction or climatic
changes. These scenarios based on curves of total habitat,
habitat duration curves and other indicators illustrated in
specific documentation (Milhous ef al., 1990; Bovee et al.,
1998) have been incorporated in tools of e-flows (Payne
& Jowett, 2012) and recently in decision support systems
for water management (Paredes-Arquiola et al., 2013,
2014). The hydrological assessment will also allow the
consideration of very important components of the flow
regime, such as the flow pulses, the small floods and large
floods, with specific importance for the conservation of the
aquatic biodiversity. Such considerations are especially
included in the implementation of holistic approaches of
e-flows, such as the Building Block Methodology - BBM
(King et al., 2008) and ELOHA (Poff et al., 2010).

On the other hand, such criteria of optimization used
to favor biodiversity require adjustment and consultation
to specialist in distinct studied areas to assure that all
requirements of maintenance of biotic communities are
addressed, because the method is targeted to habitat
assessment within the limits of each hydrographic basin.

In Rio de Janeiro State, Q, has been referred as the
percentage (50%) of minimum average flow, along seven
consecutive years and 10 year of return interval. In other
words, the procedure adopted in this State as flow acceptable
to remain in the hydrological system is approximately the
half of the average flow observed during the highest dry
yearly period with recurrence of 10 years. If one applies the
50% of Q, ,in the studied area to assess the maintenance
of fish species in the system, we would adopt a flow of ca.
0.05 m?s, based on the minimum observed in the present
study during the field work (0.1 m?/s). The e-flow calculated
to ensure high habitat values (at least 80% of maximum
WUA) for the three species was approximately 0.32 m%/s in
the upper reach, that is, a flow of six times higher than the
50% of Q, . In our opinion, with such a low flow of 0.05
m?/s the species are likely to be unable to complete their life
cycles. Thus ending up in a strong anthropogenic pressure
that hardly would allow viable populations of native fish.

Consequently, the minimum and the optimum values
for the maintenance of the stream habitat for the three fish
species could be the fundamental blocks to produce an
interim e-flow regime in the riacho Sdo Pedro. Besides,
more studies on this subject should be performed, aiming at
the extensive determination of the habitat suitability models
(univariate or multivariate) for stream species in different
sub-basins, the consequent updating of Q-WUA curves, and
the validation and correction of e-flows considering at least
the different foregoing criteria. The regular monitoring of
the aquatic and riparian communities is a fundamental step
in the implementation of e-flows, since no method is able to
predictaperfectand permanent flow regime under conditions
of relevant flow regulation. The implementation of the
e-flows presented here, together with regular improvements
in the scientific and technical knowledge, should help
the decision makers to manage the water resources. This
approach also represents an initial effort to integrate this
methodology to the present legislation and the multiple uses
of the water, re-enforcing the scientific support for revising
the actual water resources legislation.

In conclusion, the two main findings of this study
could be stated as: (1) the three species showed distinct
habitat selection in terms of depth and type of substrate.
Such patterns of habitat selection at the microhabitat scale
were also meaningful for habitat selection at the larger
scale of mesohabitat units; B. ornaticeps was associated
to the upper reach; A. multispinis occurred in both reaches
always associated to boulders and large boulders; and
G. brasiliensis was associated to deeper areas in both
reaches and to shallow banks with organic matter in the
lower organic matter (shallow-fast); (2) independently of
the experimental nature of this study, the methodology of
the physical habitat simulation succeeded to provide with
a minimum flow (0.32 m?/s) and optimum flow rate (0.85
m?3/s) which can constitute key values for setting e-flow
regimes for the maintenance of three fish species in this
Atlantic Forest Stream.
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Further studies are necessary to develop habitat
suitability curves and multivariate models for distinct
species, based on experimental data and expert knowledge.
The study of the natural flow regime in this river basin
is also a fundamental step to improve the assessment of
e-flows and to apply fundamental analysis complementing
the physical habitat simulation in a long-term context.
Further studies would allow the validation and correction
of e-flows based on this study, considering different criteria
such as habitat connectivity, fish migration and habitat for
spawning.

The relevant stream flows obtained in the present study,
during the dry season, can be used as building blocks for the
construction of interim e-flow regimes in riacho Sdo Pedro.
Although more in-deep ecological studies are necessary to
address different aspects of the flow regime and the aquatic
communities, these flows can support the first proposal of
an e-flow regime in the frame of an adaptive management
process of the water resources. In such a process, the e-flow
regime should be revisited and improved over time, based
on new scientific knowledge, technical advances and a
carefully-designed monitoring program of the status of
the aquatic and riparian communities. The adoption of
an adaptive management approach, including a consistent
and holistic monitoring, should help the water managers to
establish stream flow protection and support healthy rivers
with the diverse social benefits they provide.

Acknowledgements

The authors wish to thank Fundagdo de Amparo a
Pesquisa do Estado so Rio de Janeiro—-FAPERJ / CAPES —
Federal Supporting Research of the Brazilian Government
for providing scholarships for the first author. We thank the
director of CTUR R. C. Albieri for the loan of surveying
equipment to carry out the field work.

References

Acreman, M. C. & M. J. Dunbar. 2004. Defining environmental
river flow requirements — a review. Hydrology & Earth System
Sciences, 8: 861-876.

Agostinho, A. A. & H. F. Julio Jr. 1999. Peixes da bacia do
alto rio Parana. Pp. 374-400. In: Lowe-McConnell, R. H.
Estudos ecologicos de comunidades de peixes tropicais.
Tradugdo: Vazzoler, A. E. A. de M., A. A. Agostinho, P. T. M.
Cunningham. Sao Paulo, Edusp. (Edi¢ao Base).

Aguiaro, T. & E. P. Caramaschi. 1998. Trophic guilds in fish
assemblages in three coastal lagoons of Rio de Janeiro State
(Brazil). Verhandlugen - Internationale Vereinigung fiir
Theoretische und Angewandte Limnologie, 26: 2166-2169.

Ahmadi-Nedushan, B., A. St-Hilaire, M. Bérubé, E. Robichaud,
N. Thiémonge & B. Bobée. 2006. A review of statistical
methods for the evaluation of aquatic habitat suitability for
instream flow assessment. River Research and Applications,
22:503-523.

Angermeier, P. L. & I. J. Schlosser. 1989. Species-area relationships
for stream fishes. Ecology, 70: 1450-1462.

Armstrong, D. S., T. A. Richards & G. W. Parker. 2001.
Assessment of habitat, fish communities, and stream
flow requirements for habitat protection, Ipswich River,
Massachussetts, 1998-99. Northborough, Massachussetts,
U.S. Department of the Interior, 72 p. + Appendixs (79p.).
(Water Resources Investigations Report 01-4161). U.S.
Geological Survey Water Resources.

Arthington, A. H. & B. J. Pusey. 2003. Flow restoration
and protection in Australian Rivers. River Research and
Applications, 19: 377-395.

Assis, H. C. S., L. Nicareta, L. M. Salvo, C. Klemz, J. H. Truppel
& R. Calegari. 2009. Biochemical biomarkers of exposure
to deltamethrin in freshwater fish, Ancistrus multispinis.
Brazilian Archives of Biology and Technology, 52: 1401-
1407.

Barletta, M., A. J. Jaureguizar, C. Baigun, N. F. Fontoura, A. A.
Agostinho, V. M. F. Almeida-Val, A. L. Val, R. A. Torres, L.
F. Jimenes-Segura, T. Giarrizzo, N. N. Fabré, V. S. Batista,
C. Lasso, D. C. Taphorn, M. F. Costa, P. T. Chaves, J. P.
Vieira & M. F. M. Corréa. 2010. Fish and aquatic habitat
conservation in South America: a continental overview with
emphasis on Neotropical systems. Journal of Fish Biology,
76: 2118-2176.

Blanck, A., P. A. Tedesco & N. Lamouroux. 2007. Relationships
between life-history strategies of European freshwater fish
species and their habitat preferences. Freshwater Biology,
52: 843-859.

Bovee, K. D. 1982. A guide to stream habitat analysis using the
instream flow incremental methodology. Report n. FWS/
OBS-82/26 Washington, D. C., Western Energy and Land
Use Team, office of Biological Services, U. S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, U. S. Department of the Interior, 248p.
(Instream flow information paper, no. 12).

Bovee, K. D. 1986. Development and evaluation of habitat
suitability criteria for use in the instream flow incremental
methodology. Biological Report 86(7) sept. 1986.
Washington, D. C., National Ecology Center, Division of
Wildlife Service and Contaminant Research, U. S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, U. S. Department of the Interior, 235p.
(Instream flow information paper, no. 21).

Bovee, K. D. & T. Cochnauer. 1977. Development and evaluation
of weighted criteria, probability-of-use curves for instream
flow assessments: fisheries Report no. FWS/OBS-77/63.
Washington, D. C., Cooperative Instream Flow Service
Group, Fort Collins, Colorado, Western Energy and Land
Use Team, office of Biological Services, U. S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, U. S. Department 39p. (Instream flow
information paper no. 3).

Bovee, K. D., B. L. Lamb, J. M. Bartholow, C. B. Stalnaker, J.
Taylor & J. Henriksen. 1998. Stream habitat analysis using
the instream flow incremental methodology. Fort Collins,
Co, U.S. Geological Survey, Biological Resources Division
Mid-continent Ecological Science Center, 131p. (Biological
Science reports. Information and Technology Report USGS/
BRD-1998-0004).

Bowen, W., A. L. Bass, L. A. Rocha, W. S. Grant & D. R.
Robertson. 2001. Phylogeography of the trumpetfishes
(aulostomus): ring species complex on a global scale.
Evolution, 55: 1029-1039.

Bunn, S. E. & A. H. Arthington. 2002. Basic principles and
ecological consequences of altered flow regimes for aquatic
biodiversity. Environmental Management, 30: 492-507.



696 Application of the physical habitat simulation

Castro, M. A., H. A. Santos, F. A. C. Sampaio & P. S. Pompeu.
2010. Swimming performance of the small characin
Bryconamericus stramineus (Characiformes: Characidae).
Zoologia, 27: 939-944.

Copp, G. H. & P. Jurajda. 1993. Do small riverine fish move
inshore at night? Journal of Fish Biology, 43(suppl. sA): 229-
241.

Costa, R. M. S., F. Martinez-Capel, R. Mufioz-Mas, J. D. Alcaraz-
Hernandez & V. Gar6fano-Gomez. 2012. Habitat suitability
modelling at mesohabitat scale and effects of dam operation
on the endangered Jucar nase, Parachondrostoma arrigonis
(River Cabriel, Spain). River Research and Applications, 28:
740-752.

Costa, M. R., T. M. Mattos, J. L. Borges & F. G. Araujo. 2013.
Habitat preferences of common native fishes in a tropical
river in Southeastern Brazil. Neotropical Ichthyology, 11:
871-880.

Costa, M. R., T. Moreti, W. Ueraha, H. K. dos Santos & F. G.
Aragjo. 2015. Length-weight relationships for 15 fish species
from Atlantic rain forest streams, southeastern Brazil.
Journal of Applied Ichthyology, 31: 809-810.

Crook, D. A. & A. 1. Robertson. 1999. Relationships between
riverine fish and woody debris: implications for lowland
rivers. Marine and Freshwater Research, 50: 941-953.

Dunbar, M. J., A. Gustard, M. C Acreman & C. R. N. Elliott.
1998. Overseas approaches to setting river flow objectives. R
& D Technical Report w 145. Wallingford, UK, Environment
Agency, Institute of Hydrology, 78p.

Directive 2000/60/EC of the European Parliament and of the
Council of 23 October 2000 establishing a framework for
Community action in the field of water policy. Official
journal of the European Communities, 22.12.2000, L 327:
1-72.

Espafia. Ministério de medio Ambiente, y medio Rural y marino.
2008. Orden ARM/2656/2008, de 10 de septiembre, por la
que se aprueba la instruccion de planificacion hidroldgica.
Boletin Oficial del Estado, 229: 38472-38582.

Ferreira, K. M. 2007. Biology and ecomorphology of stream
fishes from the rio Mogi-Guagu basin, Southeastern Brazil.
Neotropical Ichthyology, 5: 311-326.

Fisch-Muller, S. 2003. Subfamily Ancistrinae (Armored
catfishes). Pp. 373-400. In: Reis, R. E., S.O. Kullander & C.
J. Ferraris, Jr. (Orgs.). Check list of the freshwater fishes of
South and Central America. Porto Alegre, Edipucrs.

Garcia de Jalon, D. 2003. The Spanish experience in determining
minimum flow regimes in regulated streams. Canadian
Water Resources Journal, 28: 185-198.

Geerinckx, T., Y. Verhaegen & D. Adriaens. 2008. Ontogenetic
allometries and shape changes in the suckermouth armoured
catfish Ancistrus cf. triradiatus Eigenmann (Loricariidae,
Siluriformes), related to suckermouth attachment and yolk-
sac size. Journal of Fish Biology, 72: 803-814.

Gore, J. A. & J. M. Nestler. 1988. Instream flow studies in
perspective. Regulated Rivers: Research & Management, 2:
93-101.

Grossman, G. D. & A. De Sostoa. 1994. Microhabitat use by fish
in the lower Rio Matarrafla, Spain, 1984-1987. Ecology of
Freshwater Fish, 3: 123-136.

Heggenes, J., A. Brabrand & S. J. Saltveit. 1990. Comparison
of three methods for studies of stream habitat use by young
brown trout and Atlantic Salmon. Transactions of the
American Fisheries Society, 119: 101-111.

Jorde, K., M. Schneider, A. Peter & F. Zoellner. 2001. Fuzzy
based models for the evaluation of fish habitat quality
and instream flow assessment. Proceedings of the 3rd
International Symposium on Environmental Hydraulics,
5-8 December, Tempe, AZ.

Jowett, I. G. 1989. RHYHABSIM -River Hydraulic and Habitat
Simulation: computer manual. Riccarton, christchurch,
NZ, Freshwater Fisheries Center, 39p. (New Zealand
freshwater fisheries miscellaneous Report, no. 49).

Karr, J. R., K. D. Fausch, P. L. Angermeier, P. R. Yant & I. J.
Schlosser. 1986. Assessing biological integrity in running
waters: a method and its rationale. I1linois Natural History
Survey Special Publication, 5: 1-28.

King, J. & C. Brown. 2006. Environmental flows: striking
the balance between development and resource protection.
Ecology and Society, 11: 26[online]. Available at :URL:
http://www.ecologyandsociety.org/volll/iss2/art26.

King, J. M., R. E. Tharme & M. S. de Villiers (eds.). 2008.
Environmental flow assessments for rivers: manual for
the Building Block Methodology. Gezina, water Research
Commission, 339 p. (WRC Report no TT354/08).

Krstolic, J. L., D. C. Hayes & P. M. Ruhl. 2006. Physical
habitat classification and instream flow modeling to
determine habitat availability during low-flow periods,
North Fork Shenandoah River, Virginia. Reston, Virginia,
U. S. Department of the Interior, U.S. Geological Survey,
55p. (Scientific Investigations Report 2006-5025).

Lambert, T. R. & D. F. Hanson. 1989. Development of habitat
suitability criteria for trout in small streams. Regulated
Rivers: Research & Management, 3: 291-303.

Lamouroux, N. & H. Capra. 2002. Simple predictions of
instream habitat model outputs for target fish populations.
Freshwater Biology, 47: 1543-1556.

Lamouroux, N., H. Capra, M. Pouilly & Y. Souchon. 1999. Fish
habitat preferences in large streams of southern France.
Freshwater Biology, 42: 673-687.

Leal, C. G., N. T. Junqueira & P. S. Pompeu. 2011. Morphology
and habitat use by fishes of the Rio das Velhas basin in
southeastern Brazil. Environmental Biology of Fishes, 90:
143-157.

Lee, P. -Y. & J. -P. Suen. 2012. Niche partitioning of fish
assemblages in a mountain stream with frequent natural
disturbances - an examination of microhabitat in riffle
areas. Ecology of Freshwater Fish, 21: 255-265.

Lytle, D. A. & N. L. Poff. 2004. Adaptation to natural flow
regimes. TRENDS in Ecology and Evolution, 19: 94-100.

Martinez-Capel, F., A. B. Hernandez Mascarell, M. Peredo-
Parada, M. B. Miralles, J. D. Alcaraz Hernandez, V.
Garofano Gomez & A. A. Orozco Gonzalez. 2006.
Validacié biologica del régim de cabals de manteniment
definits al pla sectorial de les conques internes de
Catalunya en 10 trams fluvials. Informe final. Technical
report of the Universidad Politécnica de Valencia for the
Agéncia Catalana de I’Aigua (Generalitat de Catalunya).
Barcelona, Ed. generalitat de Catalunya, Department de
medi Ambient i habtatge, 5.1: objetivos, antecedentes y
metodologia.

Martinez-Capel, F., D. Garcia de Jalon, D. Werenitzky, D.
Baeza & M. Rodilla-Alama. 2009. Microhabitat use by
three endemic Iberian cyprinids in Mediterranean rivers
(Tagus River Basin, Spain). Fisheries Management and
Ecology, 16: 52-60.



M. R. Costa, T. M. Mattos, V. H. Fernandes, F. Martinez-Capel, R. Murioz-Mas & F. G. Araujo 697

Martinez-Capel, F., R. Mufioz-Mas & R. M. S. Costa. 2011.
Estudio comparativo y de transferibilidad de las curvas de
preferencia para el establecimiento de caudales ecologicos.
Technical Report of the Universitat Politécnica de Valéncia
for the Ministry of Environment and Rural Affairs (Gobierno
de Espafia), Valencia, 305p.

Martinez-Capel, F. & D. Garcia de Jalon Lastra. 1999. Desarrollo
de curvas de preferencia de microhdbitat para Leuciscus
pyrenaicus 'y Barbus bocagei por buceo en el rio Jarama
(Cuenca del Tajo). Limnetica, 17: 71-83.

Meschiatti, A. J. 1995. Alimentag¢do da comunidade de peixes de
uma lagoa marginal do rio Mogi-Guagu, SP. Acta Limnologica
Brasiliensia, 7: 115-137.

Milhous, R. T., J. M. Bartholow, M. A. Updike & A. R. Moos.
1990. Reference Manual for Generation and Analysis of
Habitat Time Series-Version II. Washington, D. C., U. S. Fish
and Wildlife Service, U. S. Department of the Interior, 249p.
(Instream Flow Information Paper, no. 27. U. S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, Biologial Report 90 (16)).

Mouton, A. M., M. Schneider, A. Peter, G. Holzer, R. Miiller,
P. L. M. Goethals & J. N. De Pauw. 2008. Optimisation of
a fuzzy physical habitat model for spawning European
grayling (Thymallus thymallus L.) in the Aare river (Thun,
Switzerland). Ecological Modelling, 215: 122-132.

Mouton, A. M., J. D. Alcaraz-Hernandez, B. De Baets, P.
L. M. Goethals & F. Martinez-Capel. 2011. Data-driven
fuzzy habitat suitability models for brown trout in Spanish
Mediterranean rivers. Environmental Modelling & Software,
26: 615-622.

Mufioz-Mas, R., F. Martinez-Capel, J. D. Alcaraz-Hernandez
& A. M. Mouton. 2014b. Multilayer perceptron ensembles
(MLP ensembles) in species distribution models. Pp. 139.
In: International Symposium on Ecohydraulics, 10th.,
2014, Trondheim, Norway. Proceedings 10th International
Symposium on Ecohydraulics. Trondheim, Norway, 2014.

Mufioz-Mas, R., F. Martinez-Capel, V. Garéfano-Gomez & A. M.
Mouton. 2014a. Application of Probabilistic Neural Networks
to microhabitat suitability modelling for adult brown trout
(Salmo trutta L.) in Iberian rivers. Environmental Modelling
& Software, 59: 30-43.

Mufioz-Mas, R., F. Martinez-Capel, M. Schneider & A. M.
Mouton. 2012. Assessment of brown trout habitat suitability
in the Jucar River Basin (SPAIN): comparison of data-driven
approaches with fuzzy-logic models and univariate suitability
curves. Science of the Total Environment, 440: 123-131.

Naiman, R. J., J. J. Latterell, N. E. Pettit & J. D. Olden. 2008.
Flow variability and the biophysical vitality of river systems.
Comptes Rendus Geoscience, 340: 629-643.

Nelson, J. S. 2006. Fishes of the world. 4th ed. Hoboken, NJ, J.
Wiley & Sons, 601p.

Oyakawa, O. T., A. Akama, K. C. Mautari & J. C. Nolasco. 2006.
Peixes de riachos da Mata Atlantica. Sao Paulo, Editora
Neotropica, 201p.

Paraguassu, A. R., D. R. Alves & J. L. Luque. 2005. Metazoarios
parasitos do acara Geophagus brasiliensis (Quoy; Gaimard,
1824) (Osteichthyes: Cichlidae) do Reservatério de Lajes,
Estado do Rio de Janeiro, Brasil. Revista Brasileira de
Parasitologia Veterinaria, 14: 35-39.

Paredes-Arquiola, J., F. Martinez-Capel, A. Solera & V. Aguilella.
2013. Implementing environmental flows in complex water
resources systems — case study: the Duero River basin, Spain.
River Research and Applications, 29: 451-468.

Paredes-Arquiola, J., A. Solera, F. Martinez-Capel, A.
Momblanch & J. Andreu. 2014. Integrating water
management, habitat modelling and water quality at the
basin scale and environmental flow assessment: case study
of the Tormes River, Spain. Hydrological Sciences Journal,
59: 878-889.

Payne, T. R. 2007. Alternative conceptualization of the IFIM/
PHABSIM habitat index. Paper presented to the Sixth
International Symposium on Ecohydraulics, Christchurch,
New Zealand, February 18-23, 2007.

Payne, T. R. & M. A. Allen. 2009. Application of the use-to-
availability electivity ratio for developing habitat suitability
criteria in phabsim instream flow studies. Paper presented
to the Seventh International Symposium on Ecohydraulics,
Concepcion, Chile.

Payne T. R. & I. G. Jowett. 2012. SEFA-Computer software:
System for Environmental Flow Aanalysis based upon
the Instream Flow Incremental Methodology (IFIM)
Paper presented to Ninth International Symposium on
Ecohydraulics, Vienna, Austria.

Pelissari, V. B. & R. Sarmento. 2003. Vazao ecoldgica para o rio
Santa Maria da Vitdria, ES. Pp. 1-13 In: Seminario Estadual
sobre Sanecamento e Meio Ambiente, 5., 2003, Joinville,
SC. Anais... Joinville, SC, Brazil, Associa¢gdo Brasileira de
Engenharia Sanitaria e Ambiental.

Poff, N. L., B. D. Richter, A. H. Arthington, S. E. Bunn, R. J.
Naiman, E. Kendy, M. Acreman, C. Apse, B. P. Bledsoe, M. C
Freeman, J. Henriksen, R. B. Jacobson, J. G. Kennen, D. M.
Merritt, J. H. O’keeffe, J. D. Olden, K. Rogers, R. E. Tharme
& A. Warner. 2010. The ecological limits of hydrologic
alteration (ELOHA): a new framework for developing
regional environmental flow standards. Freshwater Biology,
55: 147-170.

Poff, N. L., J. D. Allan, M. B. Bain, J. R. Karr, K. L. Prestegaard,
B. D. Richter, R. E. Sparks & J. C. Stromberg. 1997. The
natural flow regime: a paradigm for river conservation and
restoration. BioScience, 47: 769-784.

Power, M. E. 1984. Depth distributions of armored catfish:
predator-induced resource avoidance? Ecology, 65: 523-528.

Rabeni, C. F. & R. B. Jacobson. 1993. The importance of fluvial
hydraulics to fish-habitat restoration in low-gradient alluvial
streams. Freshwater Biology, 29: 211-220.

Richter, B. D., A. T. Warner, J. L. Meyer & K. Lutz. 2006.
A collaborative and adaptive process for developing
environmental flow recommendations. River Research and
Applications, 22: 297-318.

Rincon, P. A., A. M. Correas, F. Morcillo, P. Risuefio & J. Lobén-
Cervia. 2002. Interaction between the introduced eastern
mosquitofish and two autochthonous Spanish toothcarps.
Journal of Fish Biology, 61: 1560-1585.

Rio de Janeiro. Secretaria de Estado e Meio Ambiente e
Desenvolvimento Sustentavel. 2001. Bacias hidrogréficas
e recursos hidricos da macroregido 2: Bacia da baia
de Sepetiba. Rio de Janeiro, SEMADS, 79p. Projeto
PLANAGUA SEMADS/GTZ de cooperagio técnica Brasil
— Alemanbha.

Roff, D. A. 1992. The evolution of life histories: theory and
analysis. New York, Chapman & Hall, 535p.

Sabino, J. & R. M. C. Castro. 1990. Alimentacao, periodo de
atividade e distribuicao espacial dos peixes de um riacho da
Floresta Atlantica (sudeste do Brasil). Revista Brasileira de
Biologia, 50: 23-36.



698 Application of the physical habitat simulation

Sampaio, F. A. C., P. S. Pompeu, H. A. Santos & R. L. Ferreira.
2012. Swimming performance of epigeal and hypogeal
species of Characidae, with an emphasis on the troglobiotic
Stygichthys typhlops Brittan & Bohlke, 1965. International
Journal of Speleology, 41: 9-16.

Schneider, K. N. & K. O. Winemiller. 2008. Structural
complexity of woody debris patches influences fish and
macroinvertebrate species richness in a temperate floodplain-
river system. Hydrobiologia, 610: 235-244.

Schwartz, J. S. & E. E. Herricks. 2008. Fish use of ecohydraulic-
based mesohabitat units in a low-gradient Illinois stream:
implications for stream restoration. Aquatic Conservation:
Marine and Freshwater Ecosystems, 18: 852-866.

Silva, J. F. P. 1997. Revisdo taxondmica das espécies de
Bryconamericus (Eigenmann, 1907) do sul e sudeste do
Brasil (Osthariophysi, Characidae). Unpublished MSc.
Dissertation, Pos-Graduagdo em Biociéncias-Zoologia,
Pontificia Universidade Catdlica do Rio Grande do Sul,
Porto Alegre, 107p.

Strakosh, T. R., R. M. Neumann & R. A. Jacobson. 2003.
Development and assessment of habitat suitability criteria for
adult brown trout in southern New England rivers. Ecology
of Freshwater Fish, 12: 265-274.

Teresa, F. B. & L. Casatti. 2013. Development of habitat suitability
criteria for Neotropical stream fishes and an assessment of
their transferability to streams with different conservation
status. Neotropical Ichthyology, 11: 395-402.

Tharme, R. E. 2003. A global perspective on environmental
flow assessment: emerging trends in the development and
application of environmental flow methodologies for rivers.
River Research and Applications, 19: 397-441.

Thomas, J. A. & K. D. Bovee. 1993. Application and testing of
a procedure to evaluate transferability of habitat suitability
criteria. Regulated Rivers: Research and Management, 8:
285-294.

Vadas, R. L., Jr. & D. J. Orth. 2001. Formulation of habitat
suitability models for stream fish guilds: do the standard
methods work? Transactions of the American Fisheries
Society, 130: 217-235.

Vono, V. & F. A. R. Barbosa. 2001. Habitats and littoral zone
fish community structure of two natural lakes in southeast
Brazil. Environmental Biology of Fishes, 61: 371-379.

Wood, B. M. & M. B. Bain. 1995. Morphology and microhabitat
use in stream fish. Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic
Sciences, 52: 1487-1498.

Wootton, R. J. 1998. Ecology of teleost fishes. 2nd ed. Dordrecht;
386p. (Chapman & Hall Fish and Fisheries series; 1). Kluwer
Academic.

Submitted November 13, 2014
Accepted July 27, 2015 by Carmen Montafa
Published December 15, 2015



