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ABSTRACT

Novel stressors introduced by human activities increasingly threaten freshwater ecosystems. The annual
application of more than 2.3 billion kg of pesticide active ingredient and 22 billion kg of road salt has led
to the contamination of temperate waterways. While pesticides and road salt are known to cause direct
and indirect effects in aquatic communities, their possible interactive effects remain widely unknown.
Using outdoor mesocosms, we created wetland communities consisting of zooplankton, phytoplankton,
periphyton, and leopard frog (Rana pipiens) tadpoles. We evaluated the toxic effects of six broad-
spectrum insecticides from three families (neonicotinoids: thiamethoxam, imidacloprid; organophos-
phates: chlorpyrifos, malathion; pyrethroids: cypermethrin, permethrin), as well as the potentially
interactive effects of four of these insecticides with three concentrations of road salt (NaCl; 44, 160, 1600
ClI” mg/L). Organophosphate exposure decreased zooplankton abundance, elevated phytoplankton
biomass, and reduced tadpole mass whereas exposure to neonicotinoids and pyrethroids decreased
zooplankton abundance but had no significant effect on phytoplankton abundance or tadpole mass.
While organophosphates decreased zooplankton abundance at all salt concentrations, effects on
phytoplankton abundance and tadpole mass were dependent upon salt concentration. In contrast, while
pyrethroids had no effects in the absence of salt, they decreased zooplankton and phytoplankton density
under increased salt concentrations. Our results highlight the importance of multiple-stressor research
under natural conditions. As human activities continue to imperil freshwater systems, it is vital to move
beyond single-stressor experiments that exclude potentially interactive effects of chemical contaminants.

© 2020 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

single-species toxicity tests are unable to examine the effects of
contaminants on trophic interactions, and thus, food webs

The use of synthetic chemicals has introduced novel stressors to
freshwater ecosystems worldwide (Dugan et al., 2017; Stehle and
Schulz, 2015). Among these stressors, pesticides, heavy metals,
and deicers are known to cause direct lethal and sublethal effects
on non-target species within aquatic environments (Gongcalves
et al., 2007; Jackson et al., 2016; Schuler and Relyea, 2018; Van
Wijngaarden et al., 2005). While single-species laboratory toxico-
logical tests are vital to investigate individual- and population-level
effects of single chemical exposures, such studies lack the natural
complexities found within aquatic communities. For instance,
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(Clements and Rohr, 2009; Relyea and Hoverman, 2006). Moreover,
aquatic ecosystems are regularly exposed to multiple chemical
stressors simultaneously (Gilliom, 2007; Schuler and Relyea, 2018).
Understanding the effects of multiple-chemical exposure on
aquatic communities is of the utmost importance as the use and
production of synthetic chemicals outpaces other agents of global
change (Bernhardt et al., 2017).

Pesticides are commonly found contaminating freshwater eco-
systems (Berrill et al.,, 1993; Malaj et al., 2014; Stone et al., 2014).
They have become widespread in the environment due to the
annual use of more than 2.3 billion kg of active ingredient globally
in agricultural, residential, and industrial settings (Antle, 2006;
Atwood and Paisley-Jones, 2017). Pesticide application occurs in
agricultural areas that are highly integrated with aquatic ecosys-
tems as they function as both water sources and drainage facilities
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(Van Wijngaarden et al., 2005). This integration and close proximity
inevitably results in some pesticide contamination of aquatic eco-
systems through spray drift, runoff, and leaching (Ganzelmeier
etal.,, 1995; Marrs et al., 1989; Pimentel, 1995; Preftakes et al., 2019).

Once in aquatic environments, pesticides can cause direct lethal
effects on sensitive non-target species as well indirect effects that
cascade through freshwater communities (Berrill et al., 1993;
Fleeger et al., 2003; Relyea, 2009; Rohr and Crumrine, 2005). In-
secticides, in particular, are highly toxic to non-target species, and
can cause significant mortality. Among the reported effects of
insecticide contamination are the decline of total species richness
(Duchet et al., 2018; Relyea, 2005), reduction of zooplankton
abundance by decreasing cladocerans (Relyea, 2005, 2009), and
loss of predatory insect diversity and biomass (Relyea, 2005).
Furthermore, the direct, toxic effects of insecticide exposure can
cause trophic cascades as documented in outdoor mesocosm ex-
periments (Bendis and Relyea, 2016; Relyea and Diecks, 2008).
Given the temporal and spatial variation in pesticide application, it
is important to investigate how such agrochemicals interact with
other freshwater contaminants (Main et al., 2016).

In temperate latitudes, deicing salts (primarily sodium chloride
(NaCl)) are used to improve road conditions with around 22 billion
kg applied annually (Findlay and Kelly, 2011). However, snow melt
and precipitation events carry salt ions into adjacent aquatic en-
vironments (Forman and Alexander, 1998; Herbert et al., 2015).
Although commonly thought of as a winter problem, road salt
concentrations in freshwater stay high throughout the spring and
summer months. In many areas, freshwater salinization is
becoming a year-round phenomenon due to long-term storage and
transport of dissociated road salt ions (e.g., chloride, sodium,
magnesium) in groundwater and soils (Kaushal et al., 2005, 2019)
with concentrations ranging from 5 to 5000 CI" mg/L (Environment
Canada and Health Canada, 2001).

Although clearing roads of snow and ice is important to human
safety, the accumulation of salt in adjacent aquatic habitats can
negatively affect ecosystem health, biodiversity, and cause trophic
cascades (Canedo-Argiielles et al., 2013; Herbert et al., 2015; Hintz
etal,, 2017; Karraker et al., 2008; Van Meter et al., 20114, 2011b). For
example, exposure to 645 mg Cl~/L NaCl reduces zooplankton
abundance causing increases in phytoplankton and periphyton
biomass (Van Meter et al., 2011). As freshwater salinization con-
tinues, it will be important to understand how increased salinity
influences species-, population-, and community-level responses to
increasing agrochemical contamination.

In water bodies from colder regions of the world, freshwater
communities are invariably exposed to insecticides and road deic-
ing salt simultaneously, yet we know little about their potential to
interact. Some studies suggest there may be an antagonistic effect
as juvenile rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss) have reduced
mortality to chlorpyrifos exposure after transitioning and accli-
mating to hypersaline conditions (Amiri et al., 2018; reviewed by
Velasco et al,, 2019). Conversely, in Australian agricultural areas
with salinization due to rising saline water tables, pesticide and salt
concentration had no interactive effects on the community struc-
ture of macroinvertebrates (Szocs et al., 2012). As for road salt, we
are aware of only one study that has examined the interactive ef-
fects with an insecticide (carbaryl). Stoler et al. (2016) found an
interactive effect that caused a reduction in copepod abundance.
Clearly, much remains unknown about the possible interactive ef-
fects of pesticides and road salts, especially across different families
that have unique modes of action. For example, pyrethroids cause
prolonged sodium channel openings in invertebrate animals
(Brander et al., 2012; Burr and Ray, 2004; Werner and Moran, 2008)
whereas organophosphates bind to acetylcholinesterase (Giddings
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et al., 2014; Widder and Bidwell, 2006).

We evaluated the effects of six broad-spectrum insecticides
(neonicotinoids: thiamethoxam, imidacloprid; organophosphates:
chlorpyrifos, malathion; pyrethroids: cypermethrin, permethrin),
as well as the possible interactive effects of four of the insecticides
(two organophosphates and two pyrethroids) with three concen-
trations of road salt (NaCl) on simulated wetland communities
containing zooplankton, phytoplankton, periphyton, and tadpoles.
We made the following predictions: 1) insecticide exposure will
reduce zooplankton abundance, tadpole mass, and tadpole activity;
2) insecticides with same mode of action (i.e. the same insecticide
class) will produce similar effects on the communities; 3) road salt
exposure alone will decrease zooplankton abundance and tadpole
mass; and 4) given the potential interactive effects of road salt
(NaCl) and pyrethroid insecticides (opening of Na—K channels),
exposure to pyrethroid insecticides and road salt will be more
detrimental compared to when organophosphate insecticides are
combined with salt. We do not expect either stressor to have a
direct impact on phytoplankton, however, if zooplankton abun-
dance is negatively affected by pesticide, road salt, or their inter-
action we expect a cascade effect subsequently causing
phytoplankton abundance to increase due to a lack of grazing.

2. Materials and methods
2.1. Experimental set-up

Experiment 1. —To evaluate the effects of six pesticides (imida-
cloprid, thiamethoxam, malathion, chlorpyrifos, cypermethrin, and
permethrin) representing three insecticide families (neon-
icotinoids, organophosphates, and pyrethroids) on wetland com-
munities, we conducted an outdoor mesocosm experiment at
Rensselaer’s Technology Park (Troy, New York, USA). The experi-
ment used a completely randomized design and employed a
factorial treatment combination that exposed communities to low
and high concentrations of each insecticide (Table S1). We included
a vehicle control (ethanol) and no-pesticide control (water)
resulting in a total of 14 treatments. Each treatment was replicated
four times for a total of 56 experimental units.

Experiment 2. —To evaluate the potentially interactive effects of
pesticides and road salt, we used a factorial combination of four
insecticides (malathion, chlorpyrifos, cypermethrin, permethrin) at
two concentrations (low, high) to create eight pesticide treatments
(Table S1). We then added a vehicle control (ethanol) and no-
pesticide control (water) to the experimental treatments. These
10 treatments were crossed with three nominal road salt (NaCl)
concentrations: low salt (44 mg Cl~/L), medium salt (160 mg CI~/L),
and high salt (1693 mg Cl~/L). The 30 treatment combinations were
replicated four times for a total of 120 experimental units.

Since the chloride concentration in the water used to fill the
outdoor mesocosms (44 mg Cl~/L) represented the low-salt treat-
ment, we were able to share the no-pesticide control, vehicle
control, malathion, chlorpyrifos, cypermethrin, and permethrin
treatments in Experiment 1 with the low-salt treatment combi-
nations in Experiment 2. This not only reduced the number of or-
ganisms needed but decreased the experimental size to 136
combined experimental units. All experiments were run
simultaneously.

Our experimental units were 100-L plastic wading pools that we
filled with 82 L of chlorinated tap water on 11-13 May 2015. We
covered each pool with 65% shade-cloth lid to reduce heating ef-
fects from sunlight and to prevent insects from ovipositing. We
then waited several days for the chlorine to off-gas from the tap
water. On 15 May, we added 100 g of dried oak leaf litter (Quercus
spp.) to each mesocosm to provide structure and a slow-release
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nutrient source, 5 g of rabbit chow (Blue Seal Bunny 16; London-
derry, NY, USA) as an initial nutrient source, and an aliquot of pond
water containing zooplankton, periphyton, and phytoplankton to
establish biotic communities. Pond water was collected from four
local fishless ponds (Rennselaer County, New York, USA), visually
screened to remove any invertebrate predators, homogenized, and
then distributed in 177-mL aliquots to each mesocosm.

We collected five freshly oviposited leopard frog (Rana pipiens)
egg masses on April 30, 2015 from a local wetland (Albany County,
New York, USA). Eggs were held in 300-L plastic culture pools
containing 250 L aged tap water. Once the eggs hatched, the tad-
poles were fed rabbit chow ad libitum. On 28 May, we haphazardly
collected tadpoles (body mass: 78.15 + 13.6 mg) from all egg
masses and selected 10 individuals to add to each mesocosm.

2.2. Insecticide and salt exposure

We used two nominal concentrations for each insecticide that
fell within or near the range of estimated environmental concen-
trations in aquatic systems (Table S1). Concentrations were also
selected to avoid the median lethal concentration values for in-
vertebrates. Within each insecticide family, we used the same
concentration for each pair of insecticides. For the organophos-
phates and neonicotinoids, we set the nominal high concentrations
at 20 pg/L and then set the low concentrations at one-fourth of the
high concentration (i.e., 5 pg/L); for the much more lethal pyre-
throids, we set the high nominal concentration at 0.5 ug/L and the
low concentrations at one-fourth of the high concentration (i.e.,
0.125 pg/L). To achieve these nominal concentrations, we created
5 mg active ingredient (a.i.)/L stock solutions for the neonicotinoid
and organophosphate insecticides, and 2 mg (a.i.)/L stock solutions
for the pyrethroid insecticides by dissolving each insecticide’s
active ingredient in ethanol. We applied the twelve pesticide
treatments on May 29, 2015 (day 0 of the experiment) as a singular
pulse stressor as pesticides break down in water in a about a week.
The no-pesticide and vehicle controls received an equivalent vol-
ume of water and ethanol, respectively, that matched the highest
volume of insecticide stock solution added matching that which
was applied to the pesticide treatments.

Following pesticide application, we collected water samples
from all replicates within each treatment to analyze the actual
insecticide concentrations (Table S1). Within replicates of each
insecticide treatment, we collected a 200-mL water sample from
the center of each mesocosm, homogenized the four samples, and
extracted a final 500-mL sample in pre-cleaned, glass amber jars
(VWR # 89126-604). Water samples were preserved using the
addition of 2 mL methylene chloride (CAS # 75-09-2; Fisher Sci-
entific, Pittsburgh, PA, USA) and immediately refrigerated (1-2 °C).
The samples were then packed on ice and transported to the Uni-
versity of Connecticut’s Center for Environmental Sciences and
Engineering (Storrs, Connecticut, USA). Water samples from the
vehicle control and no-pesticide control had no detectable pesti-
cide concentrations (analysis detection limit = 0.1 ppb).

To create the three salt concentrations, we added NaCl to mes-
ocosms assigned to road salt treatments. The salt concentrations
used reflect the range of concentrations detected in natural ponds.
In this environment, chloride concentrations have been reported
covering a wide range of concentrations ranging from 5 to 5000 CI°
mg/L (Environment Canada and Health Canada, 2001). As the CI™
concentration of the tap water was 44 mg Cl~/L (156 pS/cm), it was
defined as our low salt concentration. On 30 May (day 1 of the
experiment), we added 22 g NaCl and 230 g NaCl to obtain the
nominal concentrations of 160 ClI" mg/L (actual: 558 puS/cm; ~168 CI”
mg/L) and 1600 CI- mg/L (actual: 3616 pS/cm; ~1033 CI- mg/L) for
the medium and high concentrations, respectively. Since salt does
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not break down, the salt concentrations stayed consistent
throughout the study, acting as a press stressor on the
communities.

2.3. Response variables

We surveyed zooplankton abundance twice during the experi-
ment (on days 7 and 21). At day 7 we were looking for direct effects
of both stressors, while at day 21 we were looking for longer-term
effects of initial insecticide exposure and continued exposure to
road salt. Sampling was done by plunging a 0.2-L tube sampler into
each mesocosm at four locations (three equidistant (120°) positions
and once in the center). The four samples were then filtered
through a 62-pm Nitex screen and captured zooplankton were
preserved in 70% ethanol. We used a high-powered dissection
microscope (Olympus SZX16) to enumerate and identify preserved
individuals, categorizing zooplankton into four groups: cladoc-
erans, cyclopoid copepods, calanoid copepods, and rotifers.

Phytoplankton abundance was assessed once during the
experiment (on day 24). We collected a 400-mL water sample from
the middle of each mesocosm by inverting a plastic container, and
then vacuum filtered the sample through a Whatman GF/C filter
(Whatman Inc., Florham Park, NJ, USA). Filters were then sealed
individually in aluminum foil and frozen (—20 °C) prior to analysis.
Phytoplankton was measured as chlorophyll a, and quantified
following the methods of Arar and Collins (1997), including the
acidification protocol and using a calibrated fluorometer (TD-700;
Turner Instruments, Sunnyvale, California, USA).

We sampled abiotic conditions (i.e. pH, dissolved oxygen (DO),
temperature, and conductivity) on days 7, 14, and 21 of the exper-
iment. Abiotic water quality variables were surveyed using a cali-
brated, multiparameter water meter (YSI, Yellow Springs, Ohio,
USA).

To investigate the effects of the pesticide and road salt exposure
on leopard frog tadpoles, we quantified activity, survival, and mass.
On day 12, we assessed leopard frog activity. Thirty minutes prior to
observations, we removed the shade-cloth lids from each meso-
cosm and allowed tadpoles to acclimate to the new conditions.
Three observers then quietly approached the uncovered meso-
cosms to count the number of tadpoles they could see and the
number of seen tadpoles that were active (e.g., actively swimming
or moving in the water column). Each observer recorded activity in
all tanks three times, such that we had nine observations of each
mesocosm. For each mesocosm, we quantified the proportion of
active tadpoles by dividing the number moving individuals by the
total number of tadpoles seen. The overall mean activity of the nine
observations was used as our behavioral response variable for each
mesocosm.

We terminated the experiment on day 25 (23 June) prior to
tadpole metamorphosis. All surviving tadpoles were euthanized
using an MS-222 overdose, weighed (g), and then preserved in 10%
buffered formalin.

2.4. Statistical analysis

To evaluate the effect of pesticide treatment, road salt concen-
tration, and their possible interaction on abiotic conditions and
wetland community responses, we employed analyses of variance
(ANOVA). Repeated-measures analyses of variance (rm-ANOVA)
were used to analyze data that were sampled multiple times during
the experiment, such as abiotic data and zooplankton abundance. If
a significant time-by-treatment interaction was detected, we con-
ducted subsequent Dunnett’s tests for post hoc analyses using the
emmeans package (R Core Team, 2019) comparing treatments to
the no-pesticide control mean for each sampling date and within a
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salt concentration.

ANOVAs were used to analyze responses measured only once
during the experiment, such as phytoplankton abundance and
amphibian activity and mass. We did not analyze tadpole survival
because survival was high across all treatments (range = 98—100%).
When main effects were significant, we conducted subsequent
Dunnett’s tests as post hoc tests using the emmeans package (R Core
Team, 2019) to compare the experimental treatment values to that
of the no-pesticide control treatment at each salt concentration. For
each analysis, if the errors were heterogeneous or assumptions of
normality were violated, we log-transformed the data. Statistical
analyses were all conducted in R version 3.6.1 (R Core Team, 2019).

3. Results
3.1. Experiment 1 —insecticide exposure

Zooplankton abundance. —The zooplankton were sampled early
and late in the experiment (days 7 and 21). For cladocerans, the rm-
ANOVA indicated effects of pesticides, time, and their interaction
(Table 1). The subsequent Dunnett’s test within each sampling date
indicated organophosphates at both concentrations significantly
decreased cladoceran abundance on both dates compared to the
no-pesticide control (Fig. 1). In contrast, the neonicotinoids and
pyrethroids had no effect on day 7. However, cladoceran abundance

Table 1
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on day 2L was reduced in the low concentration of imidacloprid and
the high concentrations of thiamethoxam and permethrin.

While calanoid copepods exhibited no significant main effects
or interaction, the abundance of cyclopoid copepods was signifi-
cantly influenced by pesticides, time, and the pesticide-by-time
interaction (Table 1). The post hoc tests revealed significant de-
creases in cyclopoid copepod abundance on day 7 following
exposure to high concentrations of malathion, and on day 21
following exposure to high concentrations of chlorpyrifos (Fig. 1).

The rm-ANOVA investigating rotifer abundance identified sig-
nificant effects of time and pesticide-by-time interaction (Table 2).
However, further post hoc tests within each sample date showed no
significant differences in rotifer abundance between any pesticide
treatment and the no-pesticide control.

Phytoplankton abundance. —We sampled phytoplankton late in
the experiment (day 24). The ANOVA identified an effect of pesti-
cide (Table 1). In treatments with low concentrations of malathion
and low and high concentrations of chlorpyrifos a significant or
marginally significant increases in Chl a was observed (Fig. 2).

Abiotic conditions. —We assessed abiotic conditions early, mid-
dle, and late in the experiment (days 7, 14, and 21). Neither pH nor
conductivity significantly changed. Mesocosm pH ranged from 7.34
to 7.44 and conductivity ranged from 149 to 161 uS/cm across all
days. In contrast, pesticide exposure corresponded with elevated
temperatures on day 7 and 14 compared to the control (Fig. S1). DO

Experiment 1, results of ANOVAs and repeated-measure ANOVAs that examined how the pesticide treatments affected a number of biotic response variables. F-values
for ANOVAs and chi square values for rm-ANOVAs are given, while p-values are in parentheses. Significant p-values are in bold font.

Response variable Pesticide Time Pesticide x Time
Cladoceran abundance 272.1 (<0.001) 4.1 (0.042) 99.8 (<0.001)
Calanoid copepod abundance 10.3 (0.669) 1.0 (0.308) 4.5 (0.985)
Cyclopoid copepod abundance 38.4 (<0.001) 16.6 (<0.001) 36.0 (<0.001)
Rotifer abundance 9.2 (0.755) 4.5 (0.035) 254 (0.021)
Phytoplankton abundance 7.7 (<0.001)

Tadpole activity 1.4 (0.222)

Tadpole mass 6.4 (<0.001)
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Fig. 1. Zooplankton abundance (logqo + 1) for four zooplankton groups in response to 12 pesticide treatments (Imi = imidacloprid, Thi = thiamethoxam, Mal = malathion,
Chl = chlorpyrifos, Cyp = cypermethrin, and Per = permethrin) and two controls (Experiment 1). Data are means (+1 SE). Asterisks indicate significant differences between each
pesticide treatment and the water control for each zooplankton group on each sampling day (p < 0.05).
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Table 2
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Experiment 2, results of ANOVAs and repeated-measure ANOVAs that examined how the pesticide and salt treatments affected biotic response variables. F-values are given,

while p-values are in parentheses. Significant p-values are in bold font.

Response variable Pesticide Salt Time Pesticide x Salt  Pesticide x Time  Salt x Time  Pesticide x Salt x Time
Cladoceran abundance 23.6 (<0.001) 0.9 (0.398) 3.1 (0.080) 2.9 (<0.001) 4.0 (<0.001) 2.0 (0.140) 1.0 (0.502)
Calanoid copepod abundance 6.3 (0.714) 0.2 (0.908) 1.2 (0.281) 21.6 (0.249) 2.1(0.989) 3.4 (0.180) 23.6 (0.168)
Cyclopoid copepod abundance 4.4 (<0.001) 9.4 (<0.001) 164 (<0.001) 2.1 (0.009) 3.6 (<0.001) 1.2 (0.320) 0.9 (0.586)
Rotifer abundance 10.2 (0.332) 4.3(0.118) 4.2 (0.041) 12.5 (0.818) 19.9 (0.019) 1.2 (0.546) 56.7 (<0.001)
Phytoplankton abundance 6.7 (<0.001) 11.6 (<0.001) 6.9 (<0.001)
Tadpole activity 1.4 (0.220) 2.8 (0.067) 1.1 (0.333)
Tadpole mass 6.3 (<0.001) 3.3 (0.040) 2.8 (<0.001)
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Fig. 2. Phytoplankton concentration at day 24 (i.e. logyo values of chlorophyll a) and Leopard frog tadpole mass (logig) on day 25 in response to 12 pesticide treatments
(Imi = imidacloprid, Thi = thiamethoxam, Mal = malathion, Chl = chlorpyrifos, Cyp = cypermethrin, and Per = permethrin) and two controls (Experiment 1). Data are means (+1
SE). Asterisks indicate significant differences between each pesticide treatment and the water control (p < 0.05); crosses (+) indicate marginally significant differences

(0.05 <p <0.1).

did not have an effect with time or an interaction but increased
with organophosphate exposure (Table S2; Fig. S2). Although sig-
nificant, these temperature differences are mostly an artifact of the
order in which the treatments were sampled as the day got warmer,
with the exception of the organophosphates on day 7. See sup-
plementary document for further information.

Tadpoles. —Effects on tadpoles were assessed looking at activity
mid experiment (day 12) and mass at the end of the experiment
(day 25). We found no effect of the pesticides on tadpole activity
(day 12), but there was an effect on tadpole mass (day 25; Table 1).
Exposure to organophosphates, regardless of concentration,
reduced tadpole body mass (Fig. 2). In contrast, exposure to
neonicotinoids or pyrethroids had no effect on tadpole mass.

3.2. Experiment 2. —salt and insecticide exposure

Zooplankton abundance. —Zooplankton were sampled early and
late in the experiment (days 7 and 21). For cladocerans, we found
effects of pesticide, marginal effects of time, and two interactions
(Table 2). Exposure to organophosphates decreased cladoceran
abundance on both dates across all salt concentrations (Fig. 3). In
contrast, the pyrethroid effects changed under different salt con-
centrations. Under low salt concentrations, all pyrethroid concen-
trations had no effect on both dates. Under medium salt
concentrations, however, low concentrations of cypermethrin

increased cladoceran abundance early in the experiment, but not
later in the experiment. Under high salt concentrations, two pyre-
throid treatments reduced cladoceran abundance on day 7 and all
four pyrethroid treatments reduced cladoceran abundance by day
21 (Fig. 3).

While we observed no effects of the treatments on calanoid
copepods, cyclopoid copepods were affected by pesticide, salt, time,
and several interactions (Table 2). The identity and concentration of
the organophosphate insecticide treatments influenced the
reduction in cyclopoid abundance on both days but varied among
salt concentrations (Fig. 4). Under low salt concentrations, cyclo-
poid abundance decreased in high concentrations of malathion and
chlorpyrifos on day 7, but reduced abundance remained only in
high concentrations of chlorpyrifos by day 21. Under medium salt
concentrations, the abundance of cyclopoid copepod decreased in
high chlorpyrifos treatments on days 7 and 21. Under high salt
concentrations, organophosphate exposure had no effect on
cyclopoid copepod abundance. In contrast, regardless of salt con-
centration, exposure to pyrethroids did not influence cyclopoid
abundance on either sampling date (Table 2).

For rotifers, we found significant effects of time and two in-
teractions (Table 2). Early in the experiment, none of the pesticide
treatments affected rotifer abundance within any of the salt treat-
ments. Later in the experiment, there were no effects of the pes-
ticides under low or high salt concentrations. Under medium salt
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Fig. 3. Cladoceran abundance (logjo + 1) in response to eight pesticide treatments (Mal = malathion, Chl = chlorpyrifos, Cyp = cypermethrin, and Per = permethrin) and two
controls, crossed with three salt concentrations (low, medium, and high) on days 7 and 21 (Experiment 2). Data are means (+1 SE). Asterisks indicate significant differences between
each pesticide treatment and the water control for each salt concentration on each day (p < 0.05).
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Fig. 4. Cyclopoid copepod abundance (logo + 1) in response to eight pesticide treatments (Mal = malathion, Chl = chlorpyrifos, Cyp = cypermethrin, and Per = permethrin) and
two controls, crossed with three salt concentrations (low, medium, and high) on days 7 and 21 (Experiment 2). Data are means (+1 SE). Asterisks indicate significant differences
between each pesticide treatment and the water control for each salt concentration on each day (p < 0.05).

concentrations, however, rotifer abundance increased with both
concentrations of chlorpyrifos (Fig. 5).

Phytoplankton abundance. —We sampled phytoplankton late in
the experiment (day 24). We found effects of pesticide, salt, and
their interaction (Table 2; Fig. 6). Under low salt concentrations,
two of the organophosphate treatments increased Chl a. Under
medium salt concentrations, all four organophosphate and three of
the pyrethroid treatments increased Chl a. Under high salt con-
centrations, both concentrations of malathion and three of the four
pyrethroid treatments decreased Chl a.

Abiotic conditions. —We sampled abiotic conditions on days 7,
14, and 21. As in experiment 1, pH did not significantly change and
ranged between 7.18 and 7.44 throughout the duration of the

experiment. For temperature, we found significant effects of
pesticide treatment, time, and several interactions (Table S3). Un-
der all salt concentrations, organophosphate and pyrethroid
exposure increased temperature on day 7 and 14 (Fig. S3). While on
day 21 only pyrethroid treatments increased temperature. Simi-
larly, to experiment 1, these temperature differences likely are an
artifact of the order in which the treatments were sampled as the
day got warmer. See supplementary document for further
information.

For DO, we found a marginally significant effect of pesticide and
two significant interactions (Table S3). Both pyrethroid and
organophosphate exposure effected DO across the salt gradient.
When there was an effect of pesticide treatment, DO tended to
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Fig. 6. The concentration of phytoplankton at day 24 (logyo values of chlorophyll a) in response to response to eight pesticide treatments (L = low concentration, H = high
concentration, Mal = malathion, Chl = chlorpyrifos, Cyp = cypermethrin, and Per = permethrin) and two controls (C = water control, E = ethanol control), crossed with three salt
concentrations (low, medium, and high) (Experiment 2). Data are means (+1 SE). Asterisks indicate significant differences between each pesticide treatment and the water control

for each salt concentration (p < 0.05).

increase, however, pyrethroid exposure under high salt on day 7 DO
decreased (Fig. S4). By day 21, there were no differences in DO
among pesticide treatments at any salt concentration. See supple-
mentary document for further information.

Tadpoles. —Effects on tadpoles were assessed by quantifying
activity mid experiment (day 12) and mass at the end of the
experiment (day 25). Tadpole activity showed no effect of pesticide,
a marginal effect of salt, and no interaction (Table 2). Subsequent
post hoc tests of the salt effect, however, showed no effect of me-
dium or high salt concentrations compared to the control. For
tadpole mass, we found a significant effect of pesticide, salt, and
their interaction (Table 2). Under low salt concentrations, all four

organophosphates caused a decrease in mass (Fig. 7). Under me-
dium salt concentrations, the low concentration of permethrin
caused increased mass. Under high salt concentrations, there was
no effect of pesticide treatments.

4. Discussion

We sought to examine the potentially interactive effects of
pesticides and road salt given the widespread contamination of
freshwater systems in an effort to better predict the direct and
indirect multi-stressor effects on aquatic communities. We
discovered that insecticide exposure not only causes cascading
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Fig. 7. Leopard frog tadpole mass (logqo) in response to eight pesticide treatments (L = low concentration, H = high concentration, Mal = malathion, Chl = chlorpyrifos,
Cyp = cypermethrin, and Per = permethrin) and two controls (C = water control, E = ethanol control), crossed with three salt concentrations (low, medium, and high) on day 25
(Experiment 2). Data are means (+1 SE). Asterisks indicate significant differences between each pesticide treatment and the water control for salt concentration (p < 0.05).

effects in aquatic communities but can also interact with environ-
mentally relevant concentrations of road salt to alter the abun-
dance and body condition of sensitive, non-target organisms. As
expected, the impacts on communities differed among insecticide
families, either due to their toxicity or their differences in con-
centration ranges used. Organophosphate exposure significantly
reduced zooplankton abundance, increased phytoplankton
biomass, and reduced tadpole mass. Neonicotinoid and pyrethroid
exposure also decreased zooplankton abundance, albeit to a lesser
extent than organophosphates, and had no significant effect on
phytoplankton or tadpoles. The effects of insecticide exposure on
aquatic communities were dependent upon the degree of salini-
zation. For instance, only in high salt environments did pyrethroid
exposure reduce zooplankton abundance and phytoplankton
biomass. Lastly, while organophosphates significantly decreased
zooplankton at all salt concentrations, their impacts on phyto-
plankton abundance and tadpole mass varied with salt
concentrations.

4.1. Individual effects of insecticides

Insecticide exposure caused cascading effects in the experi-
mental communities. The abundance of phytoplankton increased
following direct lethal effects on sensitive zooplankton. While
zooplankton were highly sensitive to our concentrations of chlor-
pyrifos and malathion (organophosphates) exposure, they were
less sensitive to pyrethroid and neonicotinoid exposure. The
reduction in cladoceran and cyclopoid copepod abundance
following organophosphate exposure was sustained throughout
the duration of the experiment. This is consistent with other
studies showing reduced zooplankton abundance when exposed to
malathion (20—110 pg/L; Odenkirchen and Wente, 2007; Cothran
et al, 2011) and chlorpyrifos (0.035—1.47 pg/L; Lopez-Mancisidor
et al., 2008; Giddings et al., 2014). Moreover, tolerance of
zooplankton varies with family; whereas cladocerans are sensitive
to organophosphate exposure (5.8—1000 pig malathion/L and 3.2 pg
chlorpyrifos/L; Relyea, 2005; 2009; Smith et al., 2018), copepods
appear to be tolerant of organophosphates, and in some cases,

increase in abundance after the competitive release following cla-
docerans mortality (35—320 ug malathion/L; Relyea, 2005; Groner
and Relyea, 2011; Hua and Relyea, 2012). In contrast, we found
cyclopoid copepod abundance decreased in response to high con-
centrations (9.57—19.48 png/L) of organophosphates. Cyclopoid
copepod abundance declined at 7 d after malathion exposure and
by 21 d after chlorpyrifos exposure. Our results are consistent with
Smith et al. (2018), who observed that very high concentrations of
malathion (250—1000 pg/L) decreased cyclopoid copepod
abundance.

While we observed reduced cladoceran abundance following
exposure to the high permethrin concentration on day 21, we did
not observe any other direct toxic effects of pyrethroid insecticides
on zooplankton abundance. Although pyrethroid insecticides are
known to be extremely highly toxic to aquatic invertebrates
(Anderson, 1989; Antwi and Reddy, 2015), exposure to
0.130—0.324 pg/L of cypermethrin and permethrin caused minimal
changes in our zooplankton communities. Previous studies have
documented exposure to cypermethrin concentrations as low as
0.13 pg/L over 11 days caused a rapid decrease in cladoceran and
copepod zooplankton in small in-situ enclosures in an eutrophic
lake (Friberg-Jensen et al., 2003). Under laboratory conditions, py-
rethroid concentrations of 1 ug/L or greater significantly reduced
cladoceran populations, while reduction in copepod and rotifer
abundance occurred at higher concentrations (>10 pg/L; Day, 1989).
Thus, our pyrethroid concentrations may have been too low to
cause a discernible effect in our aquatic communities.

Similar to the temporal effect of pyrethroid exposure,
zooplankton abundance was reduced later in the experiment
following initial exposure to imidacloprid and thiamethoxam.
Specifically, cladocerans abundance was significantly lower
following exposure to low imidacloprid and high thiamethoxam
concentrations. However, the median LCsg values for most cladoc-
eran species (not including Ceriodaphnia dubia — LCs¢ = 2.07 pug/L
imidacloprid) exposed to neonicotinoids are much higher than the
concentrations used in our experiment (>572 ug/L; reviewed by
Morrissey et al., 2015), suggesting our concentrations were too low
to cause an immediate decline in abundance. This is consistent with
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our results at 7 d. Moreover, the decreased abundance among cla-
docerans on day 21 suggests lasting, toxic effects from neon-
icotinoid exposures on sensitive organisms not found using short-
term, laboratory studies. In fact, the application of neonicotinoids
in watersheds surrounding Lake Shinji, Japan resulted in low lake
surface water concentrations (<0.01—0.07 pg/L), which coincided
with an 83% decrease in zooplankton biomass (Yamamuro et al.,
2019). It should be noted, however, that a similar mesocosm
study indicated no effect of thiamethoxam (1, 3, 10, 30, and 100 pg/
L) on zooplankton abundance across all 80 d of the experiment
(Finnegan et al., 2018).

We observed that the reduction and sustained suppression of
zooplankton abundance led to elevated phytoplankton biomass
measured as Chl a. Whereas organophosphate exposure indirectly
increased phytoplankton biomass over the duration of the experi-
ment with reduced zooplankton, exposure to neonicotinoids or
pyrethroids did not influence phytoplankton abundance with no
decline in zooplankton abundance at day 7. This is consistent with
the current literature suggesting a cascade of effects such that
severely decreased zooplankton abundance results in phyto-
plankton blooms due to reduced grazing (Bendis and Relyea, 2016;
Brogan and Relyea, 2015; Downing et al., 2008; Hanazato and
Yasuno, 1987; Hua and Relyea, 2014). Following this cascade, with
increased phytoplankton, DO increased (Fig. S2) due to greater
phytoplankton photosynthesis. Had we extended the duration of
our experiment, we might have observed a lag-effect in phyto-
plankton abundance following the decrease in zooplankton abun-
dance in communities exposed to low imidacloprid and high
thiamethoxam concentrations, respectively, on day 21.

The direct toxic effects of insecticide exposure can also manifest
as sublethal effects on sensitive organisms. We observed a signifi-
cant reduction in leopard frog tadpole mass following organo-
phosphate exposure, but no effects of insecticide exposure on
survival. Tadpole mass decreased by 30% on average when exposed
to organophosphate insecticides. These results are consistent with
previous studies documenting the decrease in tadpole mass
following exposure to chlorpyrifos (Widder and Bidwell, 2006,
2008). For instance, Widder and Bidwell (2008) reported a 20—35%
reduction in tadpole mass of three species of anurans (Cope’s gay
tree frog (Hyla chrysoscelis), southern leopard frog
(R. sphenocephala), and western narrow-mouthed toad (Gastro-
phryne olivacea)) after 4 d of exposure to 200 pg/L of chlorpyrifos.
The high survival observed among pesticide treatments in the
current study is consistent with other studies showing that leopard
frog tadpoles are highly tolerant to imidacloprid (8.5 mg/L; Moe,
2017), thiamethoxam (250 pg/L; Robinson et al., 2019), malathion
(5.8—320 pg/L; Relyea, 2005; 2009), chlorpyrifos (3.2 pg/L; Relyea,
2009), and permethrin (50 pg/L; Hua and Relyea, 2019).

We did not find an effect of insecticides on tadpole movement.
In contrast, previous studies have reported reduced tadpole
movement following insecticide exposure (Holtswarth et al., 2019;
Materna et al., 1995; Relyea and Edwards, 2010; Wrubleswski et al.,
2018). Our results may be due to the time frame in which we
recorded activity. Studies indicate tadpoles responding within mi-
nutes to insecticide exposure (Relyea and Edwards, 2010) and that
behavioral effects occur only within the first 24 h of exposure to
organophosphate insecticides (Grue et al., 1997; Richards and
Kendall, 2003). However, we measured activity 12 d after initial
exposure. Studies that looked at the effect of organophosphates
multiple days after exposure were consistent with our results and
found no effect on activity (Widder and Bidwell, 2006, 2008).

4.2. Interactive effects of insecticides and road salt

Given contact with pyrethroid insecticides causes paralysis in
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exposed organisms following the inactivation of nerve cell sodium
channels (Brander et al., 2012; Burr and Ray, 2004; Werner and
Moran, 2008), we expected exposure to pyrethroid insecticides to
have a more detrimental effect on aquatic biota when combined
with increasing road salt concentrations. Our results supported our
hypothesis; pyrethroid exposure only reduced zooplankton abun-
dance in high salt environments, while organophosphates inter-
acted less with heightened salt concentrations. This is not
unexpected, as organophosphates bind to acetylcholinesterase
which is unassociated salt. The reduction in zooplankton abun-
dance following pyrethroid exposure in high salt environments was
accompanied by the indirect increase of phytoplankton abundance.
Surprisingly, we also observed a late increase in phytoplankton
abundance after pyrethroid exposure in intermediate salt envi-
ronments, void of any change in zooplankton abundance, sug-
gesting the combined effects of pyrethroids and road salts at
sublethal concentrations might influence sublethal physiological or
behavioral traits of foraging zooplankton. Alternatively, road salt
my affect metabolic rate and possible energy balance as suggested
by Arnér and Koivisto (1993). An increase in respiration rate inde-
pendent of any other metabolic challenges may increase uptake of
pesticide through the gills.Whereas insecticide exposure caused
indirect algal blooms under low salt, under high salt, phyto-
plankton declined below what was found in the control treatment.
Since zooplankton abundance decreased in all organophosphate
treatments regardless of salt concentration, we would expect, ac-
cording to the reduced grazing hypothesis, to see Chl a increase in
all organophosphate treatments. However, Chl a only increased in
the organophosphate treatments under low and medium salt. Un-
der high salt, phytoplankton decreased in all malathion treatments.
Similarly, under high salt, pyrethroid treatments reduced
zooplankton abundance, but the community did not have the cor-
responding increase in phytoplankton. Instead, we observed a
reduction in phytoplankton. This suggests that the interaction be-
tween the insecticides and high road salt represses phytoplankton,
such that the limited grazing from decreased zooplankton pop-
ulations does not have a substantial positive effect on phyto-
plankton biomass. To our knowledge, this study is unique in its
finding, as only one other study has examined possible interactive
effects between insecticides (carbaryl) and road salt, and they did
not find a decrease in phytoplankton (Stoler et al., 2016).

Leopard frog tadpole survival and activity were not affected by
insecticide or salt exposure alone; however, salt had an antago-
nistic effect with organophosphate treatments diminishing their
reductive effect on mass. Under low salt, tadpole mass decreased by
an average of 30% when exposed to organophosphates, while under
medium and high salt none of the insecticides caused a decrease in
mass. Road salts have been reported to increase tadpole growth and
mass (Dananay et al., 2015; Petranka and Francis, 2013; Van Meter
and Swan, 2014) while our first experiment indicated that in-
secticides, specifically organophosphates, decrease tadpole growth
and mass. Consequently, the combined effect of road salt and or-
ganophosphates, as indicated in this second experiment, negates
both stressors’ individual impacts with a net effect of neither an
increase nor decrease in tadpole mass.

5. Conclusions

This study highlights the importance of examining simulta-
neous exposure to multiple stressors in order to understand the
potential additive, antagonistic, or synergistic effects on natural
communities. The current study, to our knowledge, is the first study
to demonstrate that the effects of pesticides can be modified on a
community level by a simultaneous exposure to road salt. This
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discovery is especially important given that insecticides and road
salts are both commonly applied in northern temperate latitudes
(Main et al., 2016). Moreover, salinization of freshwater habitats is
common in dry climates with irrigated crops, resulting in a com-
bination of both stressors. Future studies should examine whether
other aquatic organisms are similarly affected by the interaction of
road salt and pesticides. Furthermore, other pesticide families may
interact with road salt. If so, then it is important to know the
concentrations and type of road salt (e.g., NaCl, CaCl,, KCl, MgCl,)
and pesticides that matter, the underlying mechanisms that cause
the interaction, and the short- and long-term impacts of prolonged
exposure.
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Main findings
Insecticide exposure not only causes cascading effects in aquatic
communities but can also interact with environmentally relevant

concentrations of road salt to alter the abundance and body con-
dition of sensitive, non-target organisms.

References

Amiri, B.M., Xu, E.G., Kupsco, A., Giroux, M., Hoseinzadeh, M., Schlenk, D., 2018. The

10

Environmental Pollution xxx (xXxx) xXx

effect of chlorpyrifos on salinity acclimation of juvenile rainbow trout (Onco-
rhynchus mykiss). Aquat. Toxicol. 195, 97—-102. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.aquatox.2017.12.011.

Anderson, R.L., 1989. Toxicity of synthetic pyrethroids to freshwater invertebrates.
Environ. Toxicol. Chem. 8, 403—410. https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.5620080506.

Antle, ].M., 2006. Pesticide Policy, Production Risk, and Producer Welfare: an
Econometric Applied to Welfare Economics. RFF Press, NY.

Antwi, EB., Reddy, G.V.P,, 2015. Toxicological effects of pyrethroids on non-target
aquatic insects. Environ. Toxicol. Pharmacol. 40, 915—923. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.etap.2015.09.023.

Arar, E.J., Collins, G.B., 1997. Method 445.0 in Vitro Determination of Chlorophyll a
and Pheophytin Ain Marine and Freshwater Algae by Fluorescence. U.S. EPA
1-22.

Arnér, M., Koivisto, S., 1993. Effects of salinity on metabolism and life history
characteristics of Daphnia magna. Hydrobiologia 259, 69—77. https://doi.org/
10.1007/BFO0008373.

Atwood, D., Paisley-Jones, C., 2017. Pesticides Industry Sales and Usage 2008 - 2012
Market Estimates (Reports and Assessments). United States Environmental
Protection Agency, Washington, DC, USA.

Bendis, RJ., Relyea, R.A., 2016. If you see one, have you seen them all?: community-
wide effects of insecticide cross-resistance in zooplankton populations near and
far from agriculture. Environ. Pollut. 215, 234—246. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j-envpol.2016.05.020.

Bernhardt, E.S., Rosi, E.J., Gessner, M.O., 2017. Synthetic chemicals as agents of global
change. Front. Ecol. Environ. 15, 84—90. https://doi.org/10.1002/fee.1450.

Berrill, M., Bertram, S., Wilson, A., Louis, S., Bri, K., 1993. Lethal and sublethal im-
pacts of pyrethroid insecticides on amphibian embryos and tadpoles. Environ.
Toxicol. Chem., Data Series 12, 525—539.

Brander, S.M., He, G., Smalling, K.L., Denison, M.S., Cherr, G.N., 2012. The in vivo
estrogenic and in vitro anti-estrogenic activity of permethrin and bifenthrin.
Environ. Toxicol. Chem. 31, 2848—2855. https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.2019.

Brogan, W.R,, Relyea, R.A,, 2015. Submerged macrophytes mitigate direct and in-
direct insecticide effects in freshwater communities. PloS One 10, e0126677.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0126677.

Burr, S.A., Ray, D.E., 2004. Structure-activity and interaction effects of 14 different
pyrethroids on voltage-gated chloride ion channels. Toxicol. Sci. 77, 341—346.
https://doi.org/10.1093/toxsci/kfh027.

Canedo-Argiielles, M., Kefford, BJ., Piscart, C.,, Prat, N., Schafer, R.B., Schulz, C.-].,
2013. Salinisation of rivers: an urgent ecological issue. Environ. Pollut. 173,
157—167. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2012.10.011.

Clements, W.H., Rohr, ].R., 2009. Community responses to contaminants: using basic
ecological principles to predict ecotoxicological effects. Environ. Toxicol. Chem.
28, 1789—1800. https://doi.org/10.1897/09-140.1.

Cothran, R.D., Radarian, F., Relyea, R.A., 2011. Altering aquatic food webs with a
global insecticide: arthropod—amphibian links in mesocosms that simulate
pond communities. Freshw. Sci. 30, 893—912. https://doi.org/10.1899/11-011.1.

Dananay, K.L, Krynak, K.L., Krynak, TJ., Benard, M.F, 2015. Legacy of road salt:
apparent positive larval effects counteracted by negative postmetamorphic
effects in wood frogs. Environ. Toxicol. Chem. 34, 2417—2424. https://doi.org/
10.1002/etc.3082.

Day, K.E., 1989. Acute, chronic and sublethal effects of synthetic pyrethroids on
freshwater zooplankton. Environ. Toxicol. Chem. 8, 411—416. https://doi.org/
10.1002/etc.5620080507.

Downing, A.L., DeVanna, K.M., Rubeck-Schurtz, C.N., Tuhela, L., Grunkemeyer, H.,
2008. Community and ecosystem responses to a pulsed pesticide disturbance in
freshwater ecosystems. Ecotoxicology 17, 539—548. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10646-008-0211-3.

Duchet, C, Moraru, G.M., Spencer, M. Saurav, K, Bertrand, C., Fayolle, S.,
Hayoon, A.G., Shapir, R, Steindler, L., Blaustein, L., 2018. Pesticide-mediated
trophic cascade and an ecological trap for mosquitoes. Ecosphere 9, e02179.
https://doi.org/10.1002/ecs2.2179.

Dugan, H.A,, Bartlett, S.L., Burke, S.M., Doubek, ].P., Krivak-Tetley, FE., Skaff, N.K.,
Summers, J.C., Farrell, KJ., McCullough, LM., Morales-Williams, A.M.,
Roberts, D.C., Ouyang, Z., Scordo, F., Hanson, P.C., Weathers, K.C., 2017. Salting
our freshwater lakes. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. Unit. States Am. 114, 4453—4458.
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1620211114.

Environment Canada, Health Canada, 2001. ARCHIVED - Priority Substances List
Assessment Report for Road Salts (Transparency - Other No. Cat. No.: En40-215/
63E). Canadian Environmental Protection Act 1999.

Findlay, S.E.G., Kelly, V.R., 2011. Emerging indirect and long-term road salt effects on
ecosystems. Ann. N. Y. Acad. Sci. 1223, 58—68. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1749-
6632.2010.05942.x.

Finnegan, M.C., Emburey, S., Hommen, U., Baxter, L.R., Hoekstra, P.F,, Hanson, M.L.,
Thompson, H., Hamer, M., 2018. A freshwater mesocosm study into the effects
of the neonicotinoid insecticide thiamethoxam at multiple trophic levels. En-
viron. Pollut. 242, 1444—1457. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2018.07.096.

Fleeger, J.W., Carman, K.R., Nisbet, R.M., 2003. Indirect effects of contaminants in
aquatic ecosystems. Sci. Total Environ. 317, 207—233. https://doi.org/10.1016/
S0048-9697(03)00141-4.

Forman, R.T.T., Alexander, L.E., 1998. Roads and their major ecological effects. Annu.
Rev. Ecol. Systemat. 2, 207—231.


http://BioRender.com
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2020.116006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2017.12.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2017.12.011
https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.5620080506
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.etap.2015.09.023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.etap.2015.09.023
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref5
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00008373
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00008373
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2016.05.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2016.05.020
https://doi.org/10.1002/fee.1450
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref10
https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.2019
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0126677
https://doi.org/10.1093/toxsci/kfh027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2012.10.011
https://doi.org/10.1897/09-140.1
https://doi.org/10.1899/11-011.1
https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.3082
https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.3082
https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.5620080507
https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.5620080507
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10646-008-0211-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10646-008-0211-3
https://doi.org/10.1002/ecs2.2179
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1620211114
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref22
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1749-6632.2010.05942.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1749-6632.2010.05942.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2018.07.096
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0048-9697(03)00141-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0048-9697(03)00141-4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref26

J.L. Lewis, G. Agostini, D.K. Jones et al.

Friberg-Jensen, U., Wendt-Rasch, L., Woin, P., Christoffersen, K., 2003. Effects of the
pyrethroid insecticide, cypermethrin, on a freshwater community studied un-
der field conditions. 1. Direct and indirect effects on abundance measures of
organisms at different trophic levels. Aquat. Toxicol. 63, 357—371. https://
doi.org/10.1016/S0166-445X(02)00201-1.

Ganzelmeier, H., Rautmann, D., Spangenberg, R., Streloke, M., Herrmann, M.,
Wenzlburger, H.-J., Walter, H.-F.,, 1995. Studies on the spray drift of plant pro-
tection products: results of a test program carried out throughout the Federal
Republic of Germany, Mitteilungen aus der Biologischen Bundesanstalt fiir
Land- und Forstwirtschaft. Blackwell-Wiss.-Verl, Berlin.

Giddings, .M., Williams, W.M., Solomon, K.R., Giesy, ].P., 2014. Risks to aquatic or-
ganisms from use of chlorpyrifos in the United States. In: Giesy, ].P,
Solomon, KR. (Eds.), Ecological Risk Assessment for Chlorpyrifos in Terrestrial
and Aquatic Systems in the United States, Reviews of Environmental Contam-
ination and Toxicology. Springer International Publishing, Cham, pp. 119—162.
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-03865-0_5.

Gilliom, RJ., 2007. Pesticides in U.S. streams and groundwater. Environ. Sci. Technol.
41, 3408—3414. https://doi.org/10.1021/es072531u.

Gongalves, A.M.M., Castro, B.B., Pardal, M.A., Gongalves, F., 2007. Salinity effects on
survival and life history of two freshwater cladocerans (Daphnia magna and
Daphnia longispina). Ann. Limnol. - Int. J. Limnol. 43, 13—20. https://doi.org/
10.1051/1imn/2007022.

Groner, M.L, Relyea, RA,, 2011. A tale of two pesticides: how common insecticides
affect aquatic communities. Freshw. Biol. 56, 2391—-2404.

Grue, C.E., Gibert, P.L., Seeley, M.E., 1997. Neurophysiological and behavioral changes
in non-target wildlife exposed to organophosphate and carbamate pesticides:
thermoregulation, food consumption, and reproduction. Am. Zool. 37, 369—388.
https://doi.org/10.1093/icb/37.4.369.

Hanazato, T., Yasuno, M., 1987. Effects of a carbamate insecticide, carbaryl, on the
summer phyto- and zooplankton communities in ponds. Environ. Pollut. 48,
145—159. https://doi.org/10.1016/0269-7491(87)90093-5.

Herbert, E.R, Boon, P, Burgin, AJ. Neubauer, S.C, Franklin, R.B., Ardén, M.,
Hopfensperger, K.N., Lamers, LP.M.,, Gell, P, 2015. A global perspective on
wetland salinization: ecological consequences of a growing threat to freshwater
wetlands. Ecosphere 6, art206. https://doi.org/10.1890/ES14-00534.1.

Hintz, W.D., Mattes, B.M., Schuler, M.S., Jones, D.K,, Stoler, A.B., Lind, L., Relyea, R.A.,
2017. Salinization triggers a trophic cascade in experimental freshwater com-
munities with varying food-chain length. Ecol. Appl. 27, 833—844. https://
doi.org/10.1002/eap.1487.

Holtswarth, J.N., Rowland, FE., Puglis, H.J., Hladik, M.L., Webb, E.B., 2019. Effects of
the neonicotinoid insecticide clothianidin on southern leopard frog (Rana
sphenocephala) tadpole behavior. Bull. Environ. Contam. Toxicol. 103, 717—722.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00128-019-02703-0.

Hua, J., Relyea, R., 2019. The effect of a common pyrethroid insecticide on wetland
communities. Environ. Res. Commun. 1, 015003 https://doi.org/10.1088/2515-
7620/aaebb3.

Hua, J., Relyea, R., 2014. Chemical cocktails in aquatic systems: pesticide effects on
the response and recovery of >20 animal taxa. Environ. Pollut. 189, 18—26.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2014.02.007.

Hua, J., Relyea, R.A., 2012. East Coast vs West Coast: effects of an insecticide in
communities containing different amphibian assemblages. Freshw. Sci. 31,
787—799.

Jackson, M.C., Loewen, C.J.G., Vinebrooke, R.D., Chimimba, C.T., 2016. Net effects of
multiple stressors in freshwater ecosystems: a meta-analysis. Global Change
Biol. 22, 180—189. https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.13028.

Karraker, N.E., Gibbs, J.P., Vonesh, J.R., 2008. Impacts of road deicing salt on the
demography of vernal pool-breeding amphibians. Ecol. Appl. 18, 724—734.
https://doi.org/10.1890/07-1644.1.

Kaushal, S.S., Groffman, P.M., Likens, G.E., Belt, K.T., Stack, W.P,, Kelly, V.R., Band, L.E.,
Fisher, G.T.,, 2005. Increased salinization of fresh water in the northeastern
United States. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. Unit. States Am. 102, 13517—13520.

Kaushal, S.S., Likens, G.E., Pace, M.L,, Haq, S., Wood, K.L,, Galella, ].G., Morel, C.,
Doody, T.R., Wessel, B., Kortelainen, P., Rdike, A., Skinner, V., Utz, R., Jaworski, N.,
2019. Novel ‘chemical cocktails’ in inland waters are a consequence of the
freshwater salinization syndrome. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. B Biol. Sci. 374,
20180017. https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2018.0017.

Lopez-Mancisidor, P., Carbonell, G., Marina, A., Fernandez, C., Tarazona, J.V., 2008.
Zooplankton community responses to chlorpyrifos in mesocosms under Med-
iterranean conditions. Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf. 71, 16—25. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.ecoenv.2007.06.006.

Main, A.R., Michel, N.L., Cavallaro, M.C., Headley, J.V., Peru, K.M., Morrissey, C.A.,
2016. Snowmelt transport of neonicotinoid insecticides to Canadian Prairie
wetlands. Agric. Ecosyst. Environ. 215, 76—84. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.agee.2015.09.011.

Malaj, E., von der Ohe, P.C.,, Grote, M., Kiihne, R., Mondy, C.P., Usseglio-Polatera, P,
Brack, W., Schifer, R.B., 2014. Organic chemicals jeopardize the health of
freshwater ecosystems on the continental scale. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci 111,
9549—-9554. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1321082111.

Marrs, R.H., Williams, C.T., Frost, AJ., Plant, R.A., 1989. Assessment of the effects of
herbicide spray drift on a range of plant species of conservation interest. En-
viron. Pollut. 59, 71-86. https://doi.org/10.1016/0269-7491(89)90022-5.

Materna, E.J., Rabeni, C.F, Lapoint, TW., 1995. Effects of the synthetic pyrethroid
insecticide, esfenvalerate, on larval leopard frogs (Rana spp.). Environ. Toxicol.
Chem. 14, 613—622. https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.5620140409.

Moe, T., 2017. Sub-lethal and Lethal Effects of a Neonicotinoid Pesticide on the

1

Environmental Pollution xxx (xXxx) xXx

Development of Northern Leopard Frog Tadpoles. Master’s Thesis. Northern
Michigan University.

Morrissey, C.A., Mineau, P, Devries, J.H., Sanchez-Bayo, F., Liess, M., Cavallaro, M.C.,
Liber, K., 2015. Neonicotinoid contamination of global surface waters and
associated risk to aquatic invertebrates: a review. Environ. Int. 74, 291—-303.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2014.10.024.

Odenkirchen, E., Wente, S.P., 2007. Risks of Malathion Use to Federally Listed Cal-
ifornia Red-Legged Frog (Rana aurora Draytonii). USEPA Environmental Fate and
Effects Division, Washington, DC.

Petranka, J.W., Francis, R.A., 2013. Effects of road salts on seasonal wetlands: poor
prey performance may compromise growth of predatory salamanders. Wet-
lands 33, 707—715. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13157-013-0428-7.

Pimentel, D., 1995. Amounts of pesticides reaching target pests: environmental
impacts and ethics. J. Agric. Environ. Ethics 8, 17—29. https://doi.org/10.1007/
BF02286399.

Preftakes, CJ., Schleier, J.J., Kruger, G.R., Weaver, D.K., Peterson, R.K.D., 2019. Effect of
insecticide formulation and adjuvant combination on agricultural spray drift.
Peer] 7. https://doi.org/10.7717/peer;j.7136.

R Core Team, 2019. R: a Language and Environment for Statistical Computing. R
Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria.

Relyea, R., Hoverman, J., 2006. Assessing the ecology in ecotoxicology: a review and
synthesis in freshwater systems. Ecol. Lett. 9, 1157—1171. https://doi.org/
10.1111/j.1461-0248.2006.00966.X.

Relyea, R.A., 2009. A cocktail of contaminants: how mixtures of pesticides at low
concentrations affect aquatic communities. Oecologia 159, 363—376. https://
doi.org/10.1007/s00442-008-1213-9.

Relyea, R.A., 2005. The impact of insecticides and herbicides on the biodiversity and
productivity of aquatic communities. Ecol. Appl. 15, 618—627. https://doi.org/
10.1890/03-5342.

Relyea, R.A., Diecks, N., 2008. An unforseen chain of events: lethal effects of pes-
ticides on frogs at sublethal concentrations. Ecol. Appl. 18, 1728—1742. https://
doi.org/10.1890/08-0454.1.

Relyea, RA., Edwards, K., 2010. What doesn’t kill you makes you sluggish: how
sublethal pesticides alter predator—prey interactions. Copeia 2010 558—567.
https://doi.org/10.1643/CE-09-027.

Richards, S.M., Kendall, RJ., 2003. Physical effects of chlorpyrifos on two stages of
xenopus laevis. J. Toxicol. Environ. Health A 66, 75—91. https://doi.org/10.1080/
15287390306461.

Robinson, S.A.,, Richardson, S.D., Dalton, R.L., Maisonneuve, F,, Bartlett, AJ., Solla, S.R.
de, Trudeau, V.L, Waltho, N., 2019. Assessment of sublethal effects of neon-
icotinoid insecticides on the life-history traits of 2 frog species. Environ. Toxicol.
Chem. 38 https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.4511, 1967—1977.

Rohr, J.R.,, Crumrine, PW., 2005. Effects of an herbicide and an insecticide on pond
community structure and processes. Ecol. Appl. 15, 1135—1147. https://doi.org/
10.1890/03-5353.

Schuler, M.S., Relyea, R.A., 2018. A Review of the Combined Threats of Road Salts
and Heavy Metals to Freshwater Systems.

Smith, G.R., Krishnamurthy, S.V.B., Burger, A.C., Rettig, ].E., 2018. Effects of malathion
and nitrate exposure on the zooplankton community in experimental meso-
cosms. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. 25, 9992—9997. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-
018-1311-0.

Stehle, S., Schulz, R., 2015. Agricultural insecticides threaten surface waters at the
global scale. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. Unit. States Am. 112, 5750—5755. https://
doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1500232112.

Stoler, A.B., Walker, B.M., Hintz, W.D., Jones, D.K,, Lind, L., Mattes, B.M., Schuler, M.S.,
Relyea, R.A., 2016. Combined effects of road salt and an insecticide on wetland
communities. Environ. Toxicol. Chem. 36, 771—779. https://doi.org/10.1002/
etc.3639.

Stone, W.W,, Gilliom, R]., Ryberg, K.R., 2014. Pesticides in U.S. Streams and rivers:
occurrence and trends during 1992—2011. Environ. Sci. Technol. 48,
11025—-11030. https://doi.org/10.1021/es5025367.

Szocs, E., Kefford, BJ., Schafer, R.B., 2012. Is there an interaction of the effects of
salinity and pesticides on the community structure of macroinvertebrates? Sci.
Total Environ. 437, 121—126. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2012.07.066.

Van Meter, RJ., Swan, C.M., 2014. Road salts as environmental constraints in urban
pond food webs. PloS One 9, e90168. https://doi.org/10.1371/
journal.pone.0090168.

Van Meter, RJ., Swan, C.M,, Leips, ]., Snodgrass, ].W., 2011a. Road salt stress induces
novel food web structure and interactions. Wetlands 31, 843—851. https://
doi.org/10.1007/s13157-011-0199-y.

Van Meter, RJ., Swan, C.M., Snodgrass, J.W., 2011b. Salinization alters ecosystem
structure in urban stormwater detention ponds. Urban Ecosyst. 14, 723—736.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11252-011-0180-9.

Van Wijngaarden, R.P.A,, Brock, T.C.M., Van den Brink, PJ., 2005. Threshold levels for
effects of insecticides in freshwater ecosystems: a review. Ecotoxicol. Lond.
Engl. 14, 355—380. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10646-004-6371-x.

Velasco, ]., Gutiérrez-Canovas, C. Botella-Cruz, M., Sanchez-Fernandez, D.,
Arribas, P., Carbonell, J.A., Millan, A., Pallarés, S., 2019. Effects of salinity changes
on aquatic organisms in a multiple stressor context. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. B Biol.
Sci. 374, 20180011. https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2018.0011.

Werner, 1., Moran, K., 2008. Effects of pyrethroid insecticides on aquatic organisms.
In: Gan, ]., Spurlock, F., Hendley, P., Weston, D.P. (Eds.), Synthetic Pyrethroids,
ACS Symposium Series. American Chemical Society, Washington, DC,
pp. 310—334. https://doi.org/10.1021/bk-2008-0991.ch014.

Widder, P.D., Bidwell, J.R., 2008. Tadpole size, cholinesterase activity, and swim


https://doi.org/10.1016/S0166-445X(02)00201-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0166-445X(02)00201-1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref28
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-03865-0_5
https://doi.org/10.1021/es072531u
https://doi.org/10.1051/limn/2007022
https://doi.org/10.1051/limn/2007022
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref32
https://doi.org/10.1093/icb/37.4.369
https://doi.org/10.1016/0269-7491(87)90093-5
https://doi.org/10.1890/ES14-00534.1
https://doi.org/10.1002/eap.1487
https://doi.org/10.1002/eap.1487
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00128-019-02703-0
https://doi.org/10.1088/2515-7620/aaebb3
https://doi.org/10.1088/2515-7620/aaebb3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2014.02.007
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref40
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.13028
https://doi.org/10.1890/07-1644.1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref43
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2018.0017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2007.06.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2007.06.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2015.09.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2015.09.011
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1321082111
https://doi.org/10.1016/0269-7491(89)90022-5
https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.5620140409
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref50
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2014.10.024
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref52
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13157-013-0428-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02286399
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02286399
https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.7136
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref56
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2006.00966.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2006.00966.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-008-1213-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-008-1213-9
https://doi.org/10.1890/03-5342
https://doi.org/10.1890/03-5342
https://doi.org/10.1890/08-0454.1
https://doi.org/10.1890/08-0454.1
https://doi.org/10.1643/CE-09-027
https://doi.org/10.1080/15287390306461
https://doi.org/10.1080/15287390306461
https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.4511
https://doi.org/10.1890/03-5353
https://doi.org/10.1890/03-5353
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0269-7491(20)36695-1/sref65
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-018-1311-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-018-1311-0
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1500232112
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1500232112
https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.3639
https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.3639
https://doi.org/10.1021/es5025367
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2012.07.066
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0090168
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0090168
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13157-011-0199-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13157-011-0199-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11252-011-0180-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10646-004-6371-x
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2018.0011
https://doi.org/10.1021/bk-2008-0991.ch014

J.L. Lewis, G. Agostini, D.K. Jones et al.

speed in four frog species after exposure to sub-lethal concentrations of
chlorpyrifos. Aquat. Toxicol. 88, 9-18. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.-aquatox.2008.02.008.

Widder, P.D., Bidwell, J.R, 2006. Cholinesterase activity and behavior in
chlorpyrifos-exposed Rana sphenocephala tadpoles. Environ. Toxicol. Chem. 25,
2446—2454. https://doi.org/10.1897/05-522R.1.

Wrubleswski, J., Reichert, EW., Galon, L, Hartmann, P.A,, Hartmann, M.T,, 2018.

12

Environmental Pollution xxx (xXxx) xXx

Acute and chronic toxicity of pesticides on tadpoles of Physalaemus cuvieri
(Anura, Leptodactylidae). Ecotoxicol. Lond. Engl. 27, 360—368. https://doi.org/
10.1007/s10646-018-1900-1.

Yamamuro, M., Komuro, T., Kamiya, H., Kato, T., Hasegawa, H., Kameda, Y., 2019.
Neonicotinoids disrupt aquatic food webs and decrease fishery yields. Science
366, 620—623. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aax3442.


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2008.02.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2008.02.008
https://doi.org/10.1897/05-522R.1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10646-018-1900-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10646-018-1900-1
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aax3442

	Cascading effects of insecticides and road salt on wetland communities
	1. Introduction
	2. Materials and methods
	2.1. Experimental set-up
	2.2. Insecticide and salt exposure
	2.3. Response variables
	2.4. Statistical analysis

	3. Results
	3.1. Experiment 1 —insecticide exposure
	3.2. Experiment 2. —salt and insecticide exposure

	4. Discussion
	4.1. Individual effects of insecticides
	4.2. Interactive effects of insecticides and road salt

	5. Conclusions
	CRediT author statement
	Declaration of competing interest
	Acknowledgements
	Appendix A. Supplementary data
	Main findings
	References


