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Abstract: Despite the key role of zooplankton communities in regulating the water quality of lentic
ecosystems, they are absent from the list of biological elements of the Water Framework Directive
(WFD) for the assessment of ecological status. Based on this, the present work was a case study
that aimed to understand the relevance of zooplankton as a bioindicator for classifying the water
quality of reservoirs. For one year and in each season, the water quality of the Torrão reservoir
was assessed using the mandatory elements proposed by the WFD in the sampling year (second
cycle) and the legislation currently applicable (third cycle). Additionally, zooplankton samples were
collected to characterize the community dynamic. The water quality of the Torrão reservoir does
not reach the WFD good ecological potential. Furthermore, with the updating of the criteria, the
classification tends to get worse. Concerning the zooplankton, the occurrence of Cyclopoida and
Bosmina are associated with lower water quality, as well as the collapse or low abundance of the
Daphnia population, in the same periods. Low abundances of zooplankton are associated with better
water quality, and the Shannon-Wiener diversity values decrease with the increase of the trophic
state. High-efficiency feed filters and macrofiltrator organisms dominate the Torrão reservoir in
all seasons, which is associated with low water quality. The Calanoida/Cyclopoida ratio shows a
strong and negative association with the trophic state. The occurrence and abundance of species,
Shannon-Wiener diversity, functional groups (high and low efficiency feed filters and macrofiltrators),
and different ratios (large Cladocera/total Cladocera and Calanoida/Cyclopoida) are promising
and valuable tools to determine the water quality status, and should be considered within the WFD
metrics. Notwithstanding this, further research including reservoirs from different geographical
areas with various trophic status and pressures must be analyzed.

Keywords: reservoirs; Water Framework Directive; trophic state; bioindicators; functional groups;
zooplankton index; zooplankton ratios

1. Introduction

Water is an extremely important natural resource for living beings, ecosystems, and
humans [1]. For a long time, water was considered an infinite resource; however, its use
for all activities is on the threshold of exceeding the natural rate of water production on
the planet [2]. Most problems related to water quality originate from intensive agriculture,
industrial production, domestic and urban waste, and untreated wastewater [3]. Excessive
nitrogen and phosphate loads, largely resulting from fertilizer application, are among the
most common chemical contaminants recorded in the world’s freshwater resources [3,4].
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On the other hand, emerging compounds and pollutants (e.g., pesticides and antibiotics)
have been detected in various ecosystems, contributing to the further degrading of water
quality [5]. To minimize the impacts on freshwater aquatic ecosystems, it is important to
understand the structure, composition, and dynamics of biotic communities in order to
safeguard the ecological quality of these ecosystems [6].

Reservoirs are similar to natural lakes in terms of water storage capacity, low flow
velocity, and abiotic characteristics in comparison with rivers [7]. However, natural lakes
differ from reservoirs in their slow formation by natural geomorphological processes or
rapid creation as a result of catastrophic events; processes of stratification; water mass
circulation and hydrodynamics, controlled by natural rhythms; and biodiversity, which
was historically selected and adapted to natural lake dynamics [8]. In addition, reservoirs
show a faster increase in nutrient concentration (e.g., phosphorus and nitrogen) from the
leachates of soils and adjacent vegetation [9,10], enhanced by anthropogenic activities
(e.g., agriculture and industry). Furthermore, this water degradation can cause the ab-
normal growth of primary producers (promoting eutrophication processes), which can
compromise the balance of the ecosystem [11,12].

The European Union approved the Water Framework Directive 2000/60/EC (WFD)
in 2000, with the aim of standardizing the programs for the monitoring and sustainable
management of waterbodies [13]. Preventing the deterioration and ensuring the protec-
tion and improvement of aquatic environments are important goals to be met under this
Directive [14]. Within the WFD implementation, a typology was established for heavily
modified water bodies, such as reservoirs. According to the WFD, in this case, the concept
of ecological potential was applied, representing the deviation of the actual quality of the
aquatic ecosystem from the maximum it can reach.

The WFD proposes phytoplankton as a biological element for reservoir characteri-
zation and water quality evaluation. The composition of the phytoplankton community
is directly related to the trophic state. Thus, the variation of biomass and the time se-
quence of phytoplankton populations (seasonal succession) is related to abiotic components
(e.g., nutrients) and biotic interactions (e.g., zooplankton and ichthyofauna) [15]. However,
zooplankton, which plays a key role in the food web as a primary consumer, is not included
in the assessment of the water quality of reservoirs [14,16,17]. In addition, this biological
component has already been shown to be sensitive to chemical and physical variations in
aquatic ecosystems, such as reservoirs [14]. Recognizing this ecological relevance, several
authors have demonstrated that zooplankton should be incorporated into the WFD as a
biological element to assess the ecological potential of lentic freshwater ecosystems [16–18].

Zooplankton is a group of heterotrophic organisms that occur in the water column,
and their diet is not very diversified, since most are filter feeders feeding on seston, namely
phytoplankton, bacteria, and organic detritus [15]. The structure and abundance of zoo-
planktonic communities, and their spatial distribution, can be influenced by abiotic factors
(e.g., temperature, pH) as well as by interactions between species (e.g., quantity and quality
of algae, bacteria, and fish) [19]. Zooplankton exhibits a diversity of ecological strategies
and patterns of dominance. According to [20], the ecological strategies of zooplankton can
be characterized according to the ecological function (feeding, survival, reproduction, and
growth) and morphological, physiological, behavioral, and life cycle characteristics. These
organisms are extremely sensitive to various environmental stresses (e.g., pesticides, met-
als, and drugs) [8,17,20–26], being affected in different ways (e.g., mortality and resistant
egg production). Furthermore, an ecological functional approach has also been applied
to zooplanktonic communities concerning the trophic state of lakes, thus explaining the
ecological basis for community changes with eutrophication processes [19,21,27,28]. In ad-
dition, several authors have found that specific organisms are associated with the different
trophic states of the water body, Cyclopoida, and some cladocerans (e.g., Bosmina) with
eutrophic ecosystems, while Calanoida and other cladocerans (e.g., Daphnia) are associated
with oligotrophic ecosystems [29–31].
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The main objective of this study was to evaluate the relevance of the zooplankton
community as a complementary bioindicator for the evaluation of the water quality of the
Torrão reservoir as a case study. To this end, the Portuguese methodologies mandatory for
the sampling year (the second cycle of the WFD) and the legislation currently applicable
(the third cycle of the WFD) were used to assess the water quality of this reservoir and
to determine whether the inclusion of the zooplanktonic communities provided relevant
information about the ecological status of the water body.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Study Area

The Torrão reservoir is located in Marco de Canaveses city, Porto, Portugal, and is
located in the Tâmega River, the longest and largest tributary of the Douro River in Por-
tuguese territory [32]. From its source in Galicia, the Tâmega River runs for approximately
150 km, crossing the northeast border of Portugal, until it flows into the Douro River.
The Torrão reservoir has a total capacity of over 120,000 dam3, an operational capacity
of 77,090 dam3 (for hydroelectric production), and a full storage level quota of 65 m [33].
According to the WFD, this reservoir is classified as a north reservoir (a cold water reservoir
located in the northern region in mountainous areas). The Torrão hydrographic basin is
characterized by a very marked seasonality (hot, dry summers and cold winters), with
characteristics of temperate climate transition zones. The annual temperature average is
15.2 ◦C, with an average of 21.2 ◦C in summer and 9.6 ◦C in winter. The average monthly
precipitation in the Douro hydrographic basin (including the Torrão hydrographic basin) is
approximately 83 mm, with a maximum in December, at 140 mm, and a minimum in July
and August, with 17 mm [34]. The proximity to the Atlantic Ocean and the Mediterranean
Sea strongly influences the climate of mainland Portugal [35]. The Mediterranean influence
is felt mainly in the summer in the south and east of the territory, causing high temperatures
and low rainfall. The Atlantic influence is felt primarily in winter and in the northwest of
the country. It is responsible for high precipitation and the attenuation of the effects of dry
and cold winds from the Iberian Peninsula’s interior [35].

To conduct the present study, five sampling sites were defined (T1 to T5) on the banks
of the Torrão reservoir (Figure 1), and each location was selected based on the heterogeneity
of the surrounding landscape, pollution sources, and accessibility.

Figure 1. Geographic location of Torrão reservoir (black rectangle on the left map, zoom on the
right), marked with the sampling sites: T1 (41◦11′38.05” N, 8◦09′51.61” W), T2 (41◦09′01.59” N,
8◦12′47.31” W), T3 (41◦07′14.31” N, 8◦14′22.89” W), T4 (41◦06′12.48” N, 8◦15′12.12” W) and T5
(41◦05′44.77” N, 8◦15′14.63” W). The different colors represent the first level of detail of land occupa-
tion according to the land use report (2018).
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2.2. Sampling Procedure

All of the samples were collected from the margins, and the sampling was conducted
seasonally (the summer and autumn of 2017, and the winter and spring of 2018). In situ,
some physical and chemical parameters were measured on the water column using a
multiparametric probe (a Multi 350i) [dissolved oxygen (% and mg/L), pH, conductivity
(µS/cm), and temperature (◦C)]. In addition, 5 L of water was collected and transported to
the laboratory (in a thermal bag at 4 ◦C in the dark) for further analysis of other physical and
chemical parameters (nitrites, nitrates, ammonia, phosphates, suspended solids, dissolved
solids, turbidity, dissolved organic carbon, and biochemical oxygen demand) and biological
elements (phytoplankton).

Zooplankton samples were collected from the margin using a 250 µm mesh hand net,
and five hauls were performed at each site in order to ensure the same sampling effort. The
samples were immediately stored and preserved in 70% alcohol for subsequent analysis
(identification and counting) in the laboratory.

2.3. Physical and Chemical Analysis

In the laboratory, on the same day of the field trip, or no later than 24 h after sample
collection, the other physical and chemical parameters of the water samples were mea-
sured [7]. Biochemical oxygen demand (BOD5) was determined according to [36], the
dissolved organic carbon (DOC) was determined indirectly through the color of the water
(CDOC—colored dissolved organic carbon) according to the methodology established
by [37], the turbidity was measured as described in [36], and the content of total suspended
solids (TSS) and volatile suspended solids (VSS) were determined according to [38].

For nutrient quantification in each water sample, total phosphorus was quantified
according to the methodology described in [39]. A benchtop photometer (Spectroquant
Multy Colimeter) and specific test procedures were used to quantify nitrates (NO3

−, test
procedure 1.1477), ammonia (NH4

+, test procedure 1.14752), and nitrites (NO2
−, test

procedure 1.4776).

2.4. Biological Analysis

The phytoplankton characterization was conducted using 800 mL of water sample
from each sampling site, according to legal recommendations [40] (for more information
see [12]). The final classification of biological elements is expressed as the ecological quality
ratio (EQR), which results from the normalization of the four metrics (Cyanobacteria
biovolume, algae group index (AGI), chlorophyll a concentration, and total biovolume)
following the guidelines provided for the second and third cycles of WFD.

For macrozooplankton characterization, the samples were counted in their entirety using
a binocular stereoscope. The identification of organisms in the Copepoda subclass was up
to order due to the functional groups used for the index calculation proposed by Geller and
Müller [41]. The identification of Cladocera was carried out on the species level whenever
possible. The identification was aided by several identification guides [42–44]. Although
freshwater ecosystems are composed of elements from different groups of invertebrates:
protozoa, rotifers, Copepoda, and Cladocera, in the present study, only Copepoda and
Cladocera were considered in community analysis. Nauplii, rotifers, and the protozoa were
not quantified in this study since the trawl used in their collection was 250 µm, which is
insufficient to capture most of these individuals.

2.5. Statistical Analysis

To comply with the WFD metrics for the assessment of the water quality of the reser-
voir, physical and chemical parameters were interpreted following the ecological quality
standards (EQS) of the second [45] and third cycles of WFD [46] (Table S1). The biological
element was interpreted using the ecological quality ratios (EQR) of the second [45] and
third cycles of WFD [46] (Table S2).
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A principal component analysis (PCA) was conducted to extract the main gradients
underlying sites and seasons, using the software CANOCO 4.5®. Before the PCA analysis,
the environmental variables were standardised, and the redundant variables were removed
from the analysis.

The macrozooplankton analysis always used the same matrix data concerning the
Geller and Müllers [41] species/group classification in order to interpret the results in
terms of water quality. The abundance was determined by counting the total number
of individuals in each taxon. The Shannon-Wiener index and Pielou’s index were cal-
culated to measure the diversity and evenness of each sample, respectively. The Large
Cladocera/Total Cladocera and the Calanoida/Cyclopoida ratios were also calculated to
discriminate the relevance of large Cladocera (which has a higher efficiency in controlling
phytoplankton) and Calanoida (which is associated with more oligotrophic ecosystems)
in the zooplankton community. The zooplankton was also analyzed using a functional
approach, being classified according to the feeding strategies (low efficiency, high efficiency,
and macrofiltrators) based on the type of filtration apparatus, namely the filter mesh-sizes
and their implications on food selectivity (the ability to feed on bacteria and phytoplankton),
as defined by [41]. Moreover, the association between relevant pairs of variables (envi-
ronmental variables and biological indicators) was assessed using correlational analysis.
The level of significance was set at 0.05, and the analysis was carried out with the custom
function “rquery.cormat” [47] and the package “corrplot” [48] in R (version 4.1.3 [49]) using
IDE RStudio (version 2022.2.1.461 [50]).

3. Results
3.1. WFD Ecological Potential

The results of the general physical and chemical parameters are shown in Table S1,
and the biological element (phytoplankton) is shown in Table S2. The final ecological
potentials are presented in Table 1 for the second and third cycles of WFD. The results
obtained regarding the threshold values for the second cycle of the WFD revealed that the
Torrão reservoir presents a good ecological potential in spring and winter (except for T3 in
winter due to the increase of [Ptotal]), and moderate ecological potential in the remaining
sampling sites and dates. The lower observed ecological potential classification is due
to [Ptotal] (>0.05 mg/L; namely in autumn), pH (up to 9 in summer), and O2 (<60% in
autumn for T2 or >120%, in summer for all sampling sites) (Table S1). When the results
were analyzed using the threshold values for the third cycle of the WFD, all stations
present moderate ecological potential (Table 1). The change in the threshold values (e.g.,
NO3

− in the second cycle was 25 mg/L, and in the third cycle it was 3 mg/L), as well
as the existence of more parameters with defined reference values in the third cycle (e.g.,
NO2

−), could explain the lower ranking obtained compared to the ranking done with the
threshold values of the second cycle of the WFD. Regarding the threshold values of the
third cycle, only NH4

+, BOD5, and TSS values met the guidelines for good or excellent
ecological potential for all sites and season samples. The sampling carried out in winter
presented the best classifications due to lower Chl a concentration and total biovolume,
as well as the absence of cyanobacteria and organisms associated with polluted waters
(Table S2). It was possible to observe an increase in the Chl a concentration (an indirect
measure of organisms abundance) at the beginning of spring, reaching a peak in the
summer, then being gradually replaced by a species of Cyanobacteria, with a peak in
autumn, and the subsequent death and degradation in winter (Table S2). Consequently,
an apparent seasonality can be observed, where the worst water quality was recorded
in spring, summer, and autumn (due to an increase of Chl a concentration and the total
biovolume), independently of the sampling site.
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Table 1. Ecological potential is achieved according to the second [45] and third [46] cycles of the WFD.
The colors (green, yellow, and orange) represent the classification according to the WFD.

Second Cycle of WFD Third Cycle of WFD

Physical and
Chemical

Classification

Biological
Classification

Final
Classification

Physical and
Chemical

Classification

Biological
Classification

Final
Classification

T1

Summer Moderate Moderate Moderate Moderate Poor Poor
Autumn Moderate Moderate Moderate Moderate Poor Poor
Winter Good Good or more Good Moderate Moderate Moderate
Spring Good Good or more Good Moderate Good Moderate

T2

Summer Moderate Moderate Moderate Moderate Poor Poor
Autumn Moderate Good or more Moderate Moderate Moderate Moderate
Winter Good Good or more Good Moderate Good Moderate
Spring Good Moderate Moderate Moderate Poor Poor

T3

Summer Moderate Moderate Moderate Moderate Moderate Moderate
Autumn Moderate Good or more Moderate Moderate Moderate Moderate
Winter Moderate Good or more Moderate Moderate Good Moderate
Spring Good Poor Poor Moderate Poor Poor

T4

Summer Moderate Good or more Moderate Moderate Moderate Moderate
Autumn Moderate Good or more Moderate Moderate Moderate Moderate
Winter Good Good or more Good Moderate Excellent Moderate
Spring Good Poor Poor Moderate Poor Poor

T5

Summer Moderate Good or more Moderate Moderate Moderate Moderate
Autumn Moderate Moderate Moderate Moderate Moderate Moderate
Winter Good Good or more Good Moderate Good Moderate
Spring Good Moderate Moderate Moderate Poor Poor

Based on the PCA applied to the physical, chemical, and biological parameters (Figure 2),
a seasonality pattern was observed in the Torrão reservoir, with the sampling sites grouped
by season. Summer was associated with high temperatures and pH, as well as with an
increase of chlorophyll a and total biovolume. In autumn, the sites presented an increase
in nutrient concentrations (NH4

+ and Ptotal), as well as in Cyanobacteria biovolume and
AGI values. In winter, an association between VSS and NO3

− was observed, while in
spring, the sites were associated with higher concentrations of chlorophyll a. In addition,
the physical and chemical parameters that support biological elements also reflected the
typical dynamic of a phytoplankton community in a eutrophic reservoir.

3.2. Zooplankton Community

The zooplankton dynamics for each sampling site are presented in Table 2. Winter
showed an abrupt decrease in zooplankton abundance, with only 50 organisms in T5.
Overall, the highest abundances were recorded in spring and summer, mainly due to
Copepoda (both Cyclopoida and Calanoida), Chydorus, Ceriodaphnia, and Bosmina. In T1,
a decrease in the abundance of the Cyclopoida was observed in winter, with an increase
in the abundance of small Cladocera species (Chydorus and Alona). In T2, an increase in
Cyclopoida and Bosmina abundance was observed in spring and Ceriodaphnia in autumn.
Site T3 was mainly characterized by the dominance of Sida (>90%) in the autumn and
Cyclopoida in the spring. Sida is a littoral species living among macrophytes. Despite no
macrophytes being recorded in the study, submerged herbaceous vegetation was observed
in site 3 depending on the water level of the reservoir (e.g., autumn). Sites T4 and T5
showed a dominance of Calanoida (>50%) and Ceriodaphnia (>20%) in summer, followed
by an increase in Sida and a decrease in Calanoida in autumn. Despite the low abundances
recorded in winter, Cyclopoida (>50%) was the most abundant in both sites, with Bosmina
(~40%) and Chydorus (>20%) also present in T4 and T5, respectively.
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Figure 2. Spatial ordination resulting from the principal component analysis using the WFD pa-
rameters [pH, total phosphorus (Ptotal), nitrate (NO3

−), dissolved oxygen (O2), conductivity (Cond),
temperature (Temp), nitrites (NO2

−), ammonia (NH4
+) biochemical oxygen demand (BOD5), total of

suspended solids (TSS), turbidity (Turb), dissolved organic carbon (CDOC), volatile suspended solids
(VSS), chlorophyll a (Chl a), total biovolume (Btotal), cyanobacteria biovolume (Bcyano), and algae
group index (AGI)]. Sampling sites: T1 to T5.

Table 2 also shows the values of the Shannon–Weaver diversity and Pielou evenness
indexes for the zooplankton communities. The lowest values of diversity and evenness
were recorded in spring for all sites. Sites T2, T3, and T4 showed the highest diversity
values in summer, whereas in T1 and T5 this was observed in autumn. Regarding Pielou
evenness values, T1, T4, and T5 presented the highest values in winter, while the remaining
sampling sites showed the highest values in summer. Despite the differences recorded
in the abundance and richness of taxa in each site, a clear seasonality was observed in
this community, with the replacement and abundance of species occurring throughout
the seasons. In spring, the sites were found to be quite similar (the same species and
abundances), with Cyclopoid being the most responsible for this result since their relative
abundance was above 80% (Table 2).

Large Cladocera/total Cladocera and Calanoida/Cyclopoida ratios showed the high-
est values in autumn and spring in site T1, while in the remaining sites, this was observed
in summer and autumn (Table 2). These ratios were not calculated in the winter, since large
Cladocera were not observed, except in T5. The Calanoida/Cyclopoida ratio presented the
highest values in the summer and autumn. Calanoida was not observed in any of the sites
in winter and in T5 in the spring.
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Table 2. Results of the zooplankton community: abundances, diversity, and evenness indexes, and zooplankton ratios.

Site Season Cyclopoida Calanoida Chydorus Pleuroxus Alonella Alona Acroperus Monospilus Bosmina Ceriodaphnia Scapholeberis Daphnia Sida Diaphanosoma Abundance
Diversity

(Shannon—
Wiener)

Evenness
(Pielou)

Large
Cladocera/

Total
Cladocera

Calanoida/
Cyclopoida

T1

Summer 3611 159 1097 14 474 438 1 11 79 5884 1.19 0.54 4.30 0.04403
Autumn 2884 404 877 1 56 2946 10 47 125 601 7951 1.47 0.64 16.58 0.14008
Winter 8 17 61 5 3 94 1.07 0.66
Spring 7395 1 2 1 22 4 494 4 695 1 8619 0.53 0.23 56.91 0.00014

T2

Summer 373 167 287 1 32 66 127 175 1228 1.74 0.84 43.90 0.44772
Autumn 314 226 279 1 3 531 9 4 29 68 1464 1.59 0.69 10.93 0.71975
Winter 33 2 23 1 20 79 1.22 0.76
Spring 9521 1 4 16 6 2495 2 24 2 12,071 0.54 0.25 1.02 0.00011

T3

Summer 194 346 1005 2 210 384 1 22 366 862 35 3427 1.84 0.77 31.07 1.78351
Autumn 53 69 46 2 1 1 54 3 1421 84 1734 0.78 0.34 93.36 1.30189
Winter 107 5 4 2 118 0.41 0.29
Spring 7284 2 20 26 5 260 26 82 6 7711 0.28 0.13 20.71 0.00027

T4

Summer 392 2126 309 5 4 7 697 13 1139 3741 1.27 0.58 16.44 5.42347
Autumn 90 109 4 1 2 1 10 2651 4 1493 39 4470 0.97 0.40 37.51 1.21111
Winter 40 5 2 29 76 0.98 0.71
Spring 2388 3 6 2 20 8 81 15 10 17 5 7 2560 0.37 0.15 15.98 0.00126

T5

Summer 581 6159 535 1 10 6 9 3984 21 188 12,445 1.24 0.54 20.33 10.60069
Autumn 88 87 1 7 291 7 136 105 656 1.50 0.72 37.84 0.98864
Winter 27 13 5 4 1 50 1.19 0.74 4.35
Spring 3573 26 1 36 8 35 19 7 9 2 5 3723 0.25 0.10 12.00
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Figure 3 shows the distribution of zooplankton according to the functional groups
described in [41]. In general, high efficiency feed filters and macrofiltrators dominate the
Torrão reservoir in all seasons. Indeed, the high efficiency filter feeders showed higher
abundances in summer (>20%) and autumn (>10% and <60%), except for site T1, where
the highest abundance of this functional group was recorded in winter (>80%). The
macrofiltrators were observed in high abundances in almost all sites, namely in spring, with
the exception of T1 in winter (only Cyclopoida were recorded, and with a low abundance,
as shown in Table 2). The low efficiency feed filters were observed residually in most of the
sites, being more noticeable in winter (T2, T4, and T5) and spring (T1 and T2), but almost
always with less than 20% of relative abundance.

Figure 3. Relative abundance (%) of zooplankton functional groups for each sampling site (T1 to T5)
in the four sampling periods (summer, autumn, winter, and spring) considering the filtering and
feeding capacities [41,51].

In Figure 4, we analyzed the correlations between zooplankton and the physical, chem-
ical, and biological parameters measured regarding the WFD approach. The abundance
of zooplankton shows a significant positive correlation with temperature (p = 3.4 × 10−2)
and a significant negative correlation with NH4 (p = 2.5 × 10−2). Zooplankton diversity
presents a significant positive correlation with total biovolume (p = 2.6 × 10−2), and zoo-
plankton evenness has a significant negative correlation with chlorophyll a (p = 4.1 × 10−2).
Zooplankton diversity and evenness indexes showed a significant negative correlation with
Cyclopoida (p = 1.1 × 10−2 and p = 2.5 × 10−3, respectively) and macrofiltrators (such as
Calanoida and Sida) (p = 1.4 × 10−4 and p = 2.0 × 10−5, respectively). The low efficiency
organisms showed a significant positive correlation with the second (p = 3.0 × 10−2) and
third cycle EQR (p = 7.3 × 10−3), which means that sites with better ecological poten-
tial present an increase in low efficiency organisms (such as Daphnia and Bosmina). The
genus Daphnia showed a positive correlation (p = 3.7 × 10−2) with total suspended solids,
which means an increase in the potential food available. Cyclopoida showed a significant
negative correlation with parameters associated with eutrophic waters, such as ammonia
(p = 4.1 × 10−2). The Calanoida/Cyclopoida ratio showed a significant positive correla-
tion with temperature (p = 2.4 × 10−2); however, no relationship was observed regarding
water quality.
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Figure 4. Results of the correlations between the zooplankton, physical, chemical, and biological
parameters. Blue and orange gradients stand for negative and positive correlation, respectively.

4. Discussion

According to the official reports on the determination of ecological potential [52,53],
the Torrão reservoir has been classified with a moderate ecological potential (2009 to 2021),
with dissolved oxygen, pH, nitrite, and the phytoplanktonic elements being responsible
for this classification. These results agree with those obtained in the present study, and
it should be noted that the official assessment of this typology of reservoir is only based
on summer sampling. In addition, total phosphorus and nitrate concentrations proved
to be relevant parameters for the water quality achieved in this reservoir, being outside
the reference values. Indeed, this reservoir shows an increase in nutrient concentrations
during the last few years. Vale [54] observed high dissolved oxygen values in the summer
of 2005, and Pereira et al. [55] observed high pH (>9) and dissolved oxygen values (>120%)
in 2008. Furthermore, it should be noted that the sudden increase in phosphorus content in
autumn may be related to the leaching of the terrestrial surrounding areas (first rains after
a dry summer with numerous forest fires). The recognition of the existence of significant
pressures, namely agriculture and wastewater (urban and livestock) [52] observed in the
areas surrounding the sampling sites (Figure 1), may explain the lower water quality of
this reservoir. Pinto et al. [12] reported that agriculture and untreated water discharges
promote the accumulation of nutrients in water reservoirs. Moreover, Rodrigues et al. [3]
and Bellinger et al. [56] also reported that a high load of nutrients (e.g., phosphorus), an
increase in temperature, and adequate light conditions promote the rapid growth of the
phytoplankton community (inducing water quality degradation).

Considering the variation in EQR, namely in terms of chlorophyll a concentration
and cyanobacterial content (Table S2), it is possible to note that the reservoir is subject to
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different pressures throughout the year. Pereira et al. [55] state that, in general, high pH
values are associated with cyanobacterial dominance, with the occurrence of blooms, as we
also found in our results (Tables S1 and S2). In many water basins of the Iberian Peninsula,
phytoplankton has a spatial gradient along the reservoir, according to nutrient concentra-
tions [57], and cyanobacteria are the main constituents of phytoplankton, representing an
ecological risk for water bodies [58]. The fact that high biovolumes have been recorded that
are associated with Cyanobacteria (Nostoc, Microcystis, and Chroococcus) and Chlorophytes
(Volvox) (Table S2) could also be a reason for the lower ecological potential recorded in the
Torrão reservoir. Indeed, studies carried out in this reservoir showed that cyanobacteria
tend to present high densities in summer [54,59,60]. Chroococcus was observed in high
abundance in the summer, contributing to the highest total biovolume recorded (Table S2).
The high occurrence of Chroococcus can be related to the increase in water temperature and
high pH (>8.5), which are ideal conditions for the proliferation of these organisms [56,59].
On the other hand, the presence of diatoms of the genera Cyclotella, Synedra, and Nitzschia,
associated with cyanobacteria, are indicative of eutrophic environments [61]. These genera
were recorded, in the present study, in almost all sites, with higher abundances in spring
and summer, and identical results were recorded by [54] in the Torrão reservoir in 2003.

The revision of the WFD threshold values from the second to the third cycle further
emphasized the lower ecological potential of this reservoir (Table 1). The increase in the
number of physical and chemical parameters required in the third cycle, the existence of one
more category (excellent), the lower threshold values, and the changes in the equation for
calculating the normalization of the four components of the biological elements provides
for a more realistic scenario. Moreover, these results allow a better identification of the
most susceptible locations and, thus, more accurate recovery and management measures.

This reservoir is in a climate transition zone (see the description in Section 2.1: Study
Area), so seasonality will always be present and evident in the dynamics of this ecosystem
(water chemistry and biological communities). The zooplankton community responds
easily to the physical and chemical conditions of the habitat and to changes in cascades
of trophic events, such as phytoplankton blooms, which are inherent to the geographic
location of the study area. These abiotic changes reflected seasonally (e.g., lowest tem-
peratures in winter, Table S1) unavoidably affect the richness of its species, the densities
(e.g., lower abundances in winter, Table 2), and promote changes in its diversity and even-
ness (e.g., Cyclopoida is highest in spring and lowest in winter). Since these organisms
are phytoplankton predators (exercising a top-down control role, by feeding), we cannot
neglect the role of this community in controlling and determining algal composition and
abundance in the lentic ecosystems. As mentioned in other studies, and due to these
characteristics, the zooplankton community was evaluated considering the ecosystem’s
geographic location, under the influence of seasonality, and this proved to be an adequate
indicator of water quality [62,63].

Our study showed low abundances of zooplankton in winter, where all sites were
classified with better water quality. Abrantes et al., [64], in the study carried out in the Vela
lagoon (Quiaios, Figueira da Foz, Portugal), also recorded a low abundance of zooplankton
in the winter months. Moreover, the results presented here can be explained by the
decrease in the abundance of phytoplanktonic organisms (the decrease of [chlorophyll a]
and total biovolume, Table S2) and consequently less food availability. This was observed
in winter, where Copepoda was almost the only zooplankton observed, since cladocerans
take advantage of resting stages in this period [65]. Hessen et al., [66] identified the trophic
state, based on chlorophyll a content, and observed that this variable is the main factor for
explaining the zooplankton diversity, since species richness increased. Haberman et al. [67]
found that the Shannon-Wiener diversity index for the zooplankton community in eutrophic
lakes tends to vary between 1.0–2.0, which, in general, is in line with our results (Table 2).
Beaver et al. [29] reported that Cyclopoida and Bosmina are characterized by being tolerant
to eutrophic ecosystems. In this study, the high abundance of Cyclopoida was recorded in
spring, which showed a lower ecological quality at four of the five sites sampled.
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Stamou et al. [62] reported that monitoring the Cladocera community is essential for
water quality assessment, since alterations in different functional groups (e.g., daphnids,
bosminids, and chydorids, using different feeding strategies [41]), reflect changes in other
communities and provide critical information for the functioning of the food web [17].
Thus, large-bodied zooplankton communities are indicative of lower fish predation and
increased grazing pressure on phytoplankton. In this situation, high zooplankton biomass
is dominated by large-bodied species (e.g., daphnids), eventually leading to clearer water, a
fact that was not observed in the present study. Most of the eutrophic temperate freshwater
ecosystems exhibit prolonged cyanobacterial blooms [62]. In addition, Brito et al. [19]
demonstrated that phytoplankton of low nutritional quality, combined with the toxicity of
several species (e.g., Microcystis, also observed in the present work) were responsible for the
collapse of the Daphnia population and a shift towards small-bodied species in eutrophic
reservoirs. Another aspect is the ‘top-down’ process, where large zooplankton species are
susceptible to visual fish predation [67], which is size-selective, and the measurement of
size frequencies provides information on this. The presence of omnivorous fish species
(e.g., Cyprinus carpio, Rutilus rutilus, Alburnus alburnus and Gambusia holbrooki) has already
been described in the Torrão reservoir, and these are strongly associated with zooplankton
predation, eutrophic status, and low ecological quality [68].

Brito et al. [19] state that differences in the abundance and diversity of Copepoda
between reservoirs can also be explained by the trophic state. Calanoida is associated
with more oligotrophic ecosystems (better water quality), while Cyclopoida is associated
with eutrophic lakes and reservoirs (poorer quality) [31]. Our results, despite the ecolog-
ical potential being poor to moderate, show that Cyclopoida only increased marginally,
in spring, in all sites, while Calanoida increased marginally in the summer in T3, T4,
and T5, and autumn in T1 and T2. Although these results are contradictory to those
previously mentioned, other authors have obtained the same pattern (a Calanoida in-
crease with worse water quality) in Spanish reservoirs (also in the Iberian Peninsula) [63].
Haberman et al. [67], in the second largest lake in the Baltic countries (270 km2), described
that the Calanoida/Cyclopoida ratio is a good indicator of ecological quality, since with an
increase of the trophic state, Calanoida organisms decrease and Cyclopoida increase, and
the ratio decreases with the appearance of eutrophication. This fact is in agreement with our
results, while this ratio showed a strong and positive association with the genus Daphnia
(phytoplankton controller), as well as some negative associations with the trophic state.

Based on the present study, the Torrão reservoir water quality does not reach the good
ecological potential intended by the WFD. In addition, it was possible to observe that, with
the changes in the WFD criteria from the second to the third cycle, the classification of this
waterbody tends to get worse. The zooplankton community proved to be an important
biological element in reservoirs, since when the classification of the WFD was the same,
the zooplankton was able to be more descriptive regarding the water quality. The use of
metrics, based on the presence and abundance of taxa, can differentiate the water quality,
and in this study, Cyclopoida and Bosmina were associated with the worst quality, while
Calanoida and Daphnia were associated with better quality, facts already described by
several authors, such as Beaver et al. [29], Stamou et al. [62], Muñoz-Colmenares et al., [63],
and Brito et al. [19]. The Shannon–Wiener diversity index (specific ranges for each trophic
state) is also described as an important parameter in water quality assessment, as demon-
strated by Haberman et al., [67]. Functional groups, namely high and low efficiency feed
filters and macrofiltrators, (Geller and Müller [41], and ratios such as large Cladocera/total
Cladocera and Calanoida/Cyclopoida (higher values associated with better water qual-
ity) also provide valuable information about pressures, namely the trophic state and the
cyanobacterial and fish communities that induce changes in the zooplankton community
and, consequently, on water quality [67]. Despite not being included as a biological quality
element in the WFD strategy for reservoirs, we strongly reinforce the use of zooplankton as
a complement bioindicator already proven for a broader range of reservoirs by the previ-
ously cited authors. However, it is important to identify the disadvantages/advantages
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of using these biological groups; the identification requires skilled personnel (and for the
phytoplankton, as well), but the counts are easier and less error-prone, since we work with
larger organisms, and the sample preparations are quicker and easier (phytoplankton needs
weeks for sedimentation and decantation).

Zooplankton is considered an important element in the structure and function of
aquatic ecosystems, with a fundamental position in aquatic food webs (they are the energy
link between primary producers such as phytoplankton and higher consumers such as
fish) [62]. Within the Iberian Peninsula, the use of zooplankton as bioindicators of trophic
status in reservoirs has been evaluated and recommended in different basins such as the
Ebro [30,69], Cavado [70], and Jucar [71]. This work is a case study of a small reservoir with
temperate climatic characteristics. Despite that the results obtained are in accordance with
several studies that showed the key role of zooplankton in lentic ecosystems and water
quality. Notwithstanding this, further research including reservoirs from different geo-
graphical areas, with various trophic status and pressures, will be undertaken. Moreover,
other metrics, such as those described by Gomes et al., [72] and Korponai et al. [73], and
microzooplankton organisms, should also be evaluated in the future to understand if these
communities are sensitive bioindicators to assess water quality (responsive to different
reservoirs with different pressures and locations). This recognition will eventually lead to
the inclusion of zooplankton in monitoring programs for this type of ecosystem.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at https:
//www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/w15091678/s1. Table S1: Results of physical and chemical
parameters [total phosphorus (Ptotal), nitrate (NO3

−), pH, dissolved oxygen (O2), conductivity (Cond),
temperature (Temp), nitrite (NO2

−), ammonia (NH4), biological oxygen demand (BOD5), total
suspended solids (TSS), turbidity (Turb), dissolved organic carbon (CDOC), and volatile suspended
solids (VSS)] measured in the water samples and in comparison with the threshold values of the
second and third Portuguese cycles of the WFD. The colors (blue, green, and yellow) represent the
category that they fit according to the ecological quality standards. Table S2: List of genera and
respective total biovolumes (mg/m3) observed in each sampling (summer, autumn, winter, spring)
and for each location (T1 to T5). Additionally, the results of each biological parameter analyzed
(chlorophyll a, total biovolume, cyanobacteria biovolume, and Algae Group Index (AGI)) can also be
found there.
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Sola River System, South Poland. Inżynieria Sr. Akad. Górniczo-Hut. Im. S. Staszica W Krakowie 2005, 10, 45–58.

7. INAG. Critérios Para a Classificação Do Estado Das Massas de Água Superfíciais—Rios e Albufeiras; INAG: Lisboa, Portugal, 2009.
8. Simões, N.R.; Nunes, A.H.; Dias, J.D.; Lansac-Tôha, F.A.; Velho, L.F.M.; Bonecker, C.C. Impact of Reservoirs on Zooplankton

Diversity and Implications for the Conservation of Natural Aquatic Environments. Hydrobiologia 2015, 758, 3–17. [CrossRef]
9. Smith, V.H.; Tilman, G.D.; Nekola, J.C. Eutrophication: Impacts of Excess Nutrient Inputs on Freshwater, Marine, and Terrestrial

Ecosystems. Environ. Pollut. 1999, 100, 179–196. [CrossRef]
10. Bhagowati, B.; Ahamad, K. A Review on Lake Eutrophication Dynamics and Recent Developments in Lake Modeling. Ecohydrol.

Hydrobiol. 2019, 19, 155–166. [CrossRef]
11. Bengtsson, L.; Herschy, R.W.; Fairbridge, R.W. Encyclopedia of Lakes and Reservoirs; Springer: Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 2012.
12. Pinto, I.; Rodrigues, S.; Lage, O.M.; Antunes, S.C. Assessment of Water Quality in Aguieira Reservoir: Ecotoxicological Tools in

Addition to the Water Framework Directive. Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf. 2021, 208, 111583. [CrossRef]
13. European Parliament. European Union Directiva 2000/60/CE. J. Das Comunidades Eur. 2000, 1–72.
14. García-Chicote, J.; Armengol, X.; Rojo, C. Zooplankton Abundance: A Neglected Key Element in the Evaluation of Reservoir

Water Quality. Limnologica 2018, 69, 46–54. [CrossRef]
15. Moss, B. Ecology of Freshwaters: A View for the Twenty-First Centuary, 4th ed.; Blackwell Publishing Ltd.: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2010;

ISBN 9783662068199.
16. Søndergaard, M.; Jeppesen, E.; Jensen, J.P.; Amsinck, S.L. Water Framework Directive: Ecological Classification of Danish Lakes. J.

Appl. Ecol. 2005, 42, 616–629. [CrossRef]
17. Jeppesen, E.; Nõges, P.; Davidson, T.A.; Haberman, J.; Nõges, T.; Blank, K.; Lauridsen, T.L.; Søndergaard, M.; Sayer, C.;

Laugaste, R.; et al. Zooplankton as Indicators in Lakes: A Scientific-Based Plea for Including Zooplankton in the Ecological
Quality Assessment of Lakes According to the European Water Framework Directive (WFD). Hydrobiologia 2011, 676, 279–297.
[CrossRef]

18. Pinto, I.; Rodrigues, S.; Antunes, S.C. Assessment of the Benthic Macroinvertebrate Communities in the Evaluation of the Water
Quality of Portuguese Reservoirs: An Experimental Approach. Water 2021, 13, 3391. [CrossRef]

19. Brito, S.L.; Maia-Barbosa, P.M.; Pinto-Coelho, R.M. Zooplankton as an Indicator of Trophic Conditions in Two Large Reservoirs in
Brazil. Lakes Reserv. 2011, 16, 253–264. [CrossRef]

20. Litchman, E.; Ohman, M.D.; Kiørboe, T. Trait-Based Approaches to Zooplankton Communities. J. Plankton Res. 2013, 35, 473–484.
[CrossRef]

21. Barnett, A.J.; Finlay, K.; Beisner, B.E. Functional Diversity of Crustacean Zooplankton Communities: Towards a Trait-Based
Classification. Freshw. Biol. 2007, 52, 796–813. [CrossRef]

22. Castro, B.B.; Marques, S.M.; Gonçalves, F. Habitat Selection and Diel Distribution of the Crustacean Zooplankton from a Shallow
Mediterranean Lake during the Turbid and Clear Water Phases. Freshw. Biol. 2007, 52, 421–433. [CrossRef]

23. Kehayias, G.; Chalkia, E.; Chalkia, S.; Nistikakis, G.; Zacharias, I.; Zotos, A. Zooplankton Dynamics in the Upstream Part of
Stratos Reservoir (Greece). Biologia 2008, 63, 699–710. [CrossRef]

24. Kagalou, I.I.; Kosiori, A.; Leonardos, I.D. Assessing the Zooplankton Community and Environmental Factors in a Mediterranean
Wetland. Environ. Monit. Assess 2010, 170, 445–455. [CrossRef]

25. Jensen, T.C.; Dimante-Deimantovica, I.; Schartau, A.K.; Walseng, B. Cladocerans Respond to Differences in Trophic State in
Deeper Nutrient Poor Lakes from Southern Norway. Hydrobiologia 2013, 715, 101–112. [CrossRef]

26. Krupa, E.G.; Barinova, S.S.; Isbekov, K.B.; Assylbekova, S.Z. The Use of Zooplankton Distribution Maps for Assessment of
Ecological Status of the Shardara Reservoir (Southern Kazakhstan). Ecohydrol. Hydrobiol. 2018, 18, 52–65. [CrossRef]

27. Kiørboe, T. How Zooplankton Feed: Mechanisms, Traits and Trade-Offs. Biol. Rev. 2011, 86, 311–339. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
28. Straile, D. Zooplankton Biomass Dynamics in Oligotrophic versus Eutrophic Conditions: A Test of the PEG Model. Freshw. Biol.

2015, 60, 174–183. [CrossRef]
29. Beaver, J.R.; Miller-Lemke, A.M.; Acton, J.K. Midsummer Zooplankton Assemblages in Four Types of Wetlands in the Upper

Midwest, USA. Hydrobiologia 1999, 380, 209–220. [CrossRef]
30. Muñoz-Colmenares, M.E.; Soria, J.M.; Vicente, E. Can Zooplankton Species Be Used as Indicators of Trophic Status and Ecological

Potential of Reservoirs? Aquat. Ecol. 2021, 55, 1143–1156. [CrossRef]
31. Paes De-Carli, B.; Bressane, A.; Longo, R.M.; Manzi-Decarli, A.; Moschini-Carlos, V.; Martins Pompêo, M.L. Development of a

Zooplankton Biotic Index for Trophic State Prediction in Tropical Reservoirs. Limnetica 2019, 38, 303–316. [CrossRef]
32. Castro, A.; Rodrigues, V.; Vilaverde, A.; Gonçalves, F.; Silva, J.; Sopas, L.; Ferreira, M.; Sottomayor, M.; Costa, S. Plano Estratégico

de Desenvolvimento Intermunicipal Do Tâmega e Sousa. Relatório Final; CEGEA: Lisboa, Portugal, 2014; p. 228.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2021.112151
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33743402
https://doi.org/10.3390/w14243989
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-015-2260-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0269-7491(99)00091-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecohyd.2018.03.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2020.111583
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.limno.2017.11.004
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2664.2005.01040.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-011-0831-0
https://doi.org/10.3390/w13233391
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1440-1770.2011.00484.x
https://doi.org/10.1093/plankt/fbt019
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2427.2007.01733.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2427.2006.01717.x
https://doi.org/10.2478/s11756-008-0129-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-009-1245-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-012-1413-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecohyd.2017.10.001
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-185X.2010.00148.x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20682007
https://doi.org/10.1111/fwb.12484
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1003452118351
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10452-021-09897-8
https://doi.org/10.23818/limn.38.21


Water 2023, 15, 1678 15 of 16

33. SNIRH: Sistema Nacional de Informação de Recursos Hídricos SNIRH: Sistema Nacional de Informação de Recursos Hídricos.
Available online: https://snirh.apambiente.pt/index.php?idMain= (accessed on 24 September 2019).

34. Agência Portuguesa do Ambiente Plano de Gestão Da Região Hidrográfica Do Douro RH3—Relatório Técnico; Comissão Europeia: Lisboa,
Portugal, 2012.

35. European Climate Adaptation Platform Climate-ADAPT Biogeophysical Characteristics. Available online: https://climate-adapt.
eea.europa.eu/en/countries-regions/countries/portugal (accessed on 13 April 2023).

36. Brower, J.E.; Zar, J.H.; von Ende, C.N. Field and Laboratory Methods for General Ecology, 4th ed.; WCB McGraw-Hill: Boston, MA,
USA, 1997.

37. Williamson, C.E.; Morris, D.P.; Pace, M.L.; Olson, O.G. Dissolved Organic Carbon and Nutrients as Regulators of Lake Ecosystems:
Resurrection of a More Integrated Paradigm. Limnol. Oceanogr. 1999, 44, 795–803. [CrossRef]

38. Rand, M.C.; Greenberg, A.E.; Taras, M.J. Standard Methods for the Examination of Water and Wastewater; American Public Health
Association: Washington, DC, USA, 1976; Volume 6.

39. APHA. Standard Methods for the Examination of Water and Wastewater, 17th ed.; American Public Health Association: Washington,
DC, USA, 1989; ISBN 978-0875532356.

40. Instituto da Água. Manual Para a Avaliação Da Qualidade Biológica da Água em Lagos e Albufeiras Segundo a Diretiva Quadro da Água.
Protocolo de Amostragem e Análise Para o Fitoplâncton; Ministério do Ambiente do Ordenamento do Território e do Desenvolvimento
Regional: Lisboa, Portugal, 2009.

41. Geller, W.; Müller, H. The Filtration Apparatus of Cladocera: Filter Mesh-Sizes and Their Implications on Food Selectivity.
Oecologia 1981, 49, 316–321. [CrossRef]

42. Alonso, M. Crustacea Branchiopoda. In Fauna Ibérica Vol. 7; Ramos, M.T., Ros, J., Noguera, X., Sierra, J., Mayol, A., Pierra, E.,
Fermin González, J., Eds.; Museo Nacional de Ciencias Naturales—CSIC: Madrid, Spain, 1996; p. 486.

43. Witty, L. Practical Guide to Identifying Freshwater Crustacean Zooplankton, 2nd ed.; Cooperative Freshwater Ecology Unit: Sudbury,
ON, Canada, 2004; Volume 60.

44. Amoros, C. Introduction Pratique à La Systématique des Organismes des Eaux Continentales Françaises: Crustacés Cladocères; Université
Claude Bernard: Lyon, France, 1984; Volume 53.

45. Agência Portuguesa do Ambiente. Plano de Gestão de Região Hidrográfica—Parte 2—Caracterização e Diagnóstico—Anexos—Região
Hidrográfica Do Douro (Rh3); Agência Portuguesa do Ambiente: Lisboa, Portugal, 2016.

46. Agência Portuguesa do Ambiente. Critérios Para a Classificação Das Massas de Água; Agência Portuguesa do Ambiente: Lisboa,
Portugal, 2021.

47. Kassambara, A. Correlation Matrix: An R Function to Do All You Need. Statistical Tools for High-Throughput Data Analysis.
2022. Available online: sthda.com (accessed on 19 April 2023).

48. Wei, T.; Simko, V. R Package “Corrplot”: Visualization of a Correlation Matrix (Version 0.92); R Core Team: Vienna, Austria, 2021.
49. R Core Team, R. A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing; R Foundation for Statistical Computing: Vienna, Austria,

2022.
50. RStudio Team. RStudio: Integrated Development Environment for R; RStudio Team: Vienna, Austria, 2022.
51. Reid, J.W.; Williamson, C.E. Copepoda. Ecology and Classification of North American Freshwater Invertebrates; Elsevier: Amsterdam,

The Netherlands, 2010; pp. 829–899.
52. Agência Portuguesa do Ambiente, Plano de Gestão de Região Hidrográfica. 3◦ Ciclo 2022–2027, Douro (RH3). Parte 5, Objetivos,

Anexo I—Sistematização Dos Objetivos Ambientais Por Massa de Água; Agência Portuguesa do Ambiente: Lisboa, Portugal, 2022.
53. Agência Portuguesa do Ambiente, Plano de Gestão de Região Hidrográfica. Parte 5—Objetivos, Anexo II.3, Região Hidrográfica Do

Douro (RH3); Agência Portuguesa do Ambiente: Lisboa, Portugal, 2016.
54. Vale, S. Comunidades Planctónicas Da Albufeira Do Torrão. Eutrofização e Biodiversidade; Faculdade de Ciências da Universidade do

Porto: Porto, Portugal, 2005.
55. Pereira, E.; Teles, F.O.; Vasconcelos, V. Variation of Environmental Parameters and Dynamics of Phytoplankton in a Temperate

Eutrophic Reservoir (Torrão, Tâmega River, Portugal). Fresenius Envrion. Bull. 2008, 17, 2193–2199.
56. Bellinger, E.G.; Sigee, D.C. A Key to the more frequently occurring freshwater algae. In Freshwater Algae; John Wiley & Sons, Inc.:

Hoboken, NJ, USA, UK, 2015; pp. 141–252. ISBN 9780470058145.
57. Pinto, I.; Calisto, R.; Serra, C.R.; Lage, O.M.; Antunes, S.C. Bacterioplankton Community as a Biological Element for Reservoirs

Water Quality Assessment. Water 2021, 13, 2836. [CrossRef]
58. Rodrigues, S.; Pinto, I.; Formigo, N.; Antunes, S.C. Microalgae Growth Inhibition-Based Reservoirs Water Quality Assessment to

Identify Ecotoxicological Risks. Water 2021, 13, 2605. [CrossRef]
59. Teles, L.O.; Pereira, E.; Saker, M.; Vasconcelos, V. Virtual Experimentation on Cyanobacterial Bloom Dynamics and Its Application

to a Temperate Reservoir. Lakes Reserv. 2008, 13, 135–143. [CrossRef]
60. Regueiras, A.V.B. Comparação de Métodos de Identificação e Quantificação de Cianobactérias e Suas Toxinas Na Albufeira Do Torrão (Rio

Tâmega); Faculdade de Ciências da Universidade do Porto: Porto, Portugal, 2009.
61. Cabecinha, E.; Cortes, R.; Alexandre Cabral, J.; Ferreira, T.; Lourenço, M.; Pardal, M. Multi-Scale Approach Using Phytoplankton

as a First Step towards the Definition of the Ecological Status of Reservoirs. Ecol. Indic. 2009, 9, 240–255. [CrossRef]
62. Stamou, G.; Katsiapi, M.; Moustaka-Gouni, M.; Michaloudi, E. The Neglected Zooplankton Communities as Indicators of

Ecological Water Quality of Mediterranean Lakes. Limnetica 2021, 40, 359–373. [CrossRef]

https://snirh.apambiente.pt/index.php?idMain=
https://climate-adapt.eea.europa.eu/en/countries-regions/countries/portugal
https://climate-adapt.eea.europa.eu/en/countries-regions/countries/portugal
https://doi.org/10.4319/lo.1999.44.3_part_2.0795
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00347591
sthda.com
https://doi.org/10.3390/w13202836
https://doi.org/10.3390/w13192605
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1440-1770.2008.00362.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2008.04.006
https://doi.org/10.23818/limn.40.24


Water 2023, 15, 1678 16 of 16

63. Muñoz-Colmenares, M.E.; Sendra, M.D.; Sòria-Perpinyà, X.; Soria, J.M.; Vicente, E. The Use of Zooplankton Metrics to Determine
the Trophic Status and Ecological Potential: An Approach in a Large Mediterranean Watershed. Water 2021, 13, 2382. [CrossRef]

64. Abrantes, N.; Antunes, S.C.; Pereira, M.J.; Gonçalves, F. Seasonal Succession of Cladocerans and Phytoplankton and Their
Interactions in a Shallow Eutrophic Lake (Lake Vela, Portugal). Acta Oecologica 2006, 29, 54–64. [CrossRef]

65. Allan, J.D. Life History Patterns in Zooplankton. Am. Nat. 1976, 110, 165–180. [CrossRef]
66. Hessen, D.O.; Faafeng, B.A.; Smith, V.H.; Bakkestuen, V.; Walseng, B. Extrinsic and Intrinsic Controls of Zooplankton Diversity in

Lakes. Ecology 2006, 87, 433–443. [CrossRef]
67. Haberman, J.; Haldna, M. Indices of Zooplankton Community as Valuable Tools in Assessing the Trophic State and Water Quality

of Eutrophic Lakes: Long Term Study of Lake Võrtsjärv. J. Limnol. 2014, 73, 61–71. [CrossRef]
68. Pereira Collares, M.J. Guia Dos Peixes de Água Doce e Migradores de Portugal Continental, 1st ed.; Afrontamento: Lisboa, Portugal,

2021; ISBN 978-972-36-1849-5.
69. Montagud, D.; Soria, J.M.; Soria-Perpinyà, X.; Alfonso, T.; Vicente, E. A Comparative Study of Four Indexes Based on Zooplankton

as Trophic State Indicators in Reservoirs. Limnetica 2019, 38, 291–302. [CrossRef]
70. Almeida, R.; Sousa Pinto, I.; Antunes, S.C. Contribution of Zooplankton as a Biological Element in the Assessment of Reservoir

Water Quality. Limnetica 2020, 39, 245–261. [CrossRef]
71. García-Chicote, J.; Armengol, X.; Rojo, C. Zooplankton Species as Indicators of Trophic State in Reservoirs from Mediterranean

River Basins. Inland Waters 2019, 9, 113–123. [CrossRef]
72. Gomes, L.F.; Pereira, H.R.; Gomes, A.C.A.M.; Vieira, M.C.; Martins, P.R.; Roitman, I.; Vieira, L.C.G. Zooplankton Functional-

Approach Studies in Continental Aquatic Environments: A Systematic Review. Aquat. Ecol. 2019, 53, 191–203. [CrossRef]
73. Korponai, J.; Braun, M.; Forró, L.; Gyulai, I.; Kövér, C.; Nédli, J.; Urák, I.; Buczkó, K. Taxonomic, Functional and Phylogenetic

Diversity: How Subfossil Cladocerans Mirror Contemporary Community for Ecosystem Functioning: A Comparative Study in
Two Oxbows. Limnetica 2019, 38, 431–456. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.3390/w13172382
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actao.2005.07.006
https://doi.org/10.1086/283056
https://doi.org/10.1890/05-0352
https://doi.org/10.4081/jlimnol.2014.828
https://doi.org/10.23818/limn.38.06
https://doi.org/10.23818/limn.39.16
https://doi.org/10.1080/20442041.2018.1519352
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10452-019-09682-8
https://doi.org/10.23818/limn.38.25

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Study Area 
	Sampling Procedure 
	Physical and Chemical Analysis 
	Biological Analysis 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	WFD Ecological Potential 
	Zooplankton Community 

	Discussion 
	References

