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A meta‑analysis of multiple 
stressors on seagrasses 
in the context of marine spatial 
cumulative impacts assessment
Jackson Stockbridge *, Alice R. Jones  & Bronwyn M. Gillanders 

Humans are placing more strain on the world’s oceans than ever before. furthermore, marine 
ecosystems are seldom subjected to single stressors, rather they are frequently exposed to multiple, 
concurrent stressors. When the combined effect of these stressors is calculated and mapped through 
cumulative impact assessments, it is often assumed that the effects are additive. However, there 
is increasing evidence that different combinations of stressors can have non-additive impacts, 
potentially leading to synergistic and unpredictable impacts on ecosystems. Accurately predicting how 
stressors interact is important in conservation, as removal of certain stressors could provide a greater 
benefit, or be more detrimental than would be predicted by an additive model. Here, we conduct a 
meta‑analysis to assess the prevalence of additive, synergistic, and antagonistic stressor interaction 
effects using seagrasses as case study ecosystems. We found that additive interactions were the most 
commonly reported in seagrass studies. Synergistic and antagonistic interactions were also common, 
but there was no clear way of predicting where these non‑additive interactions occurred. More studies 
which synthesise the results of stressor interactions are needed to be able to generalise interactions 
across ecosystem types, which can then be used to improve models for assessing cumulative impacts.

Humans rely on ocean ecosystem services and resources, and our growing population means demand for these 
services is  rising1,2. Consequently, the threat of human impact on marine ecosystems and species is at an all-time 
high and continues to  increase1,3,4. Impacts on marine ecosystems occur when they are under the influence of 
one or more stressors, often resulting from human activities. For example, overfishing is a stressor that may lead 
to fish population declines (see glossary of terms in Table 1).

There are many published studies that aim to understand the impact of stressors on marine  ecosystems5–8. 
Recent meta-analyses have assessed interaction types between stressors in marine ecosystems, however many 
have only looked at specific stressor pairs, see Harvey et al.9,  Jackson10 and Przeslavski et al.11, or have focussed 
on limited biological responses (e.g. Strain et al.12). Broader meta-analyses looking at many stressor combina-
tions were undertaken in the past (for example, Crain et al.13), but need to be updated due to the large number 
of studies that have been published since that time.

Accurately predicting and quantifying the impacts of stressors on marine environments is an important factor 
in establishing appropriate management and conservation  strategies14,15. Inaccurate predictions of impact can 
potentially yield ‘ecological surprises’, which are unexpected changes in the natural  environment16. Stressors rarely 
(if ever) occur in isolation, and the collective impact of multiple stressors is known as the cumulative impact 
(Table 1). It is important to know how stressors interact and how interactions affect the cumulative impact in 
order to inform management of marine  ecosystems17–19.

Predicting the cumulative impact of multiple stressors from single stressor studies is only possible if stressors 
act independently of one another. This allows us to use an additive model to calculate the cumulative  impact20, 
where we use the sum of the impact of individual stressors to indicate the combined overall impact. For example, 
if we have a quantified measure of change in biodiversity due to fishing, and the same measure of change, albeit 
at a different magnitude, due to pollution, we can sum these two measures of impact to estimate the cumulative 
impact of both stressors. However, this estimate will only be realistic if the stressors truly have independent effects 
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on the biodiversity in the area. This assumption of additivity may not be appropriate. For example, synergies are 
common in marine  ecosystems21–23 and occur when the total impact from multiple stressors is greater than what 
we might expect from an additive  model14. This leads to an underestimate of the cumulative impact if using an 
additive  model11, thereby increasing the chance of ecological surprises. Conversely, an antagonistic interaction 
occurs when the total impact of multiple stressors is less than what we expect based on an additive  model14. For 
example, turbidity caused by run-off (stressor 1) could mitigate the effect of ultraviolet radiation (stressor 2) on 
benthic seagrass habitat by shading  it18. Thus, the cumulative impact of turbidity and ultraviolet radiation may be 
less than what we would expect based on an assumption of additivity. Identifying interactions between multiple 
stressors is important to marine conservation and management as it presents an opportunity to achieve a larger 
benefit to an ecosystem by removing synergisms, whereas removing antagonisms may not be effective and could 
potentially worsen conditions. Conversely, where additive interactions are identified, stressors can be addressed 
individually without complex interactions needing to be  considered24.

Seagrass ecosystems are some of the most productive on earth and provide many valuable ecosystem 
 services25–27. These services include carbon  sequestration28, supporting commercial  fisheries29, water filtration, 
and protection from coastal  erosion27,30. It is estimated that the resources and services provided by seagrass 
ecosystems contribute over US$100 million per year to the world’s blue  economy31.

Unfortunately, seagrass ecosystems and the services they provide are under increasing stress from human 
 impacts26,32–34. The effects of coastal development, climate change, and ecological degradation threaten seagrass 
ecosystems the world  over35,36. Habitat fragmentation occurs when seagrass cover is reduced due to the adverse 
effect of coastal development or because of boating activity, for  example32,37. Ocean warming and acidification are 
two well-known impacts that result from climate  change38,39, which can increase herbivory pressure on  seagrass40 
and negatively affect carbon  reserves41. Other stressors caused by human activity include increased nutrients 
and pollutants from run-off42 and invasive species presenting new challenges, such as increased competition or 
herbivory  pressure43. To prevent further seagrass decline, we need to identify where and how often these stressors 
occur, if they interact, and the direction and magnitude of the  impact44.

Seagrass ecosystems provide a case study to test the assumption of additivity in marine spatial cumulative 
impact assessment methods. The status of seagrasses as biological sentinels and the close association of seagrass 
to densely populated coastlines make them good indicators of anthropogenic  stressors45. Further, the ecosys-
tem services seagrasses provide give them high value and importance in management, and conservation and 
restoration strategies.

This study aims to establish how different stressor combinations interact in seagrass ecosystems. We con-
ducted a meta-analysis using data from published studies of two or more stressors on seagrasses and classified 
each combination as either additive, synergistic, or antagonistic. We attempt to identify generalisations of stressor 
interactions on seagrasses and to test the assumption of additive effects of multiple stressors in cumulative impact 
assessment methods.

Results
Across both searches, WoS returned 160 articles, and Scopus returned 165, for a total of 325 articles identified 
(Fig. 1). After duplicates were removed, we were left with 207 articles. Articles were removed if they were not 
relevant to this study, such as those looking at terrestrial or non-seagrass ecosystems (n = 116). Articles were 
also removed if the data required for calculating an effect size were not provided (n = 32). Some studies identi-
fied did not consider two or more stressors and so were omitted from our study (n = 26). In total, 201 stressor 
combinations from 41 studies taken from 33 articles were used for our meta-analysis.

The majority of studies were undertaken in a laboratory rather than a field setting (field = 7, lab = 34). Studies 
on temperate seagrass ecosystems were most common, followed by subtropical ecosystems (Fig. 2). Most studies 
used in this meta-analysis were undertaken in North-eastern America, Scandinavia and western Europe (Fig. 2). 
Published articles increased from 2006, however there have been peaks and troughs in publications through to the 
present day (Fig. 3a). Zostera marina and Thalassia testudinum were the most commonly studied species (Fig. 3b).

Table 1.  Glossary of terms and definitions.

Term Definition

Stressor A natural or anthropogenic pressure which causes a positive or negative quantifiable change in a response of the 
 ecosystem13

Impact The measurable effect of human activity on ecological  condition15

Cumulative impacts An estimate of the impact of multiple  stressors15

Additive An additive interaction type where the sum of the impact of individual stressors is used to calculate the cumulative 
 impact15

Synergy A non-additive interaction between stressors, where the cumulative impact is greater than the sum of the impact of 
individual  stressors14. Above 0 indicates a positive synergy, below 0 indicates a negative synergy

Antagonistic A non-additive interaction between stressors, where the cumulative impact is less than the sum of the impact of 
individual  stressors14

Article A published paper found through our literature searches

Study A stressor combination on a seagrass response. A single article could have multiple studies if they tested multiple 
stressor combinations
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Studies rarely tested more than two stressors and we did not find any that tested more than three (Fig. 3b). 
We found useable data for 35 unique stressor pairs in total (for a full breakdown, see Supplementary Table S2 
online). Increased temperature and increased nutrient levels were the most commonly tested stressor pair (22), 
followed closely by increased temperature and increased competition (21), and increased temperature and hypo-
salinity (20; Fig. 4). Other commonly-tested stressor pairs were reduced light and increased temperature (19) 
and reduced light and increased nutrients (18; Fig. 4; Supplementary Table S2 online).

Of the 201 tested stressor combinations, 115 of the interactions were additive, and 86 were non-additive 
including 73 synergisms, and 13 antagonisms (see Supplementary Table S3 online). Positive synergies were 
identified in 47 studies, and negative synergies in 26 studies. Due to the high number of studies testing two 
stressors, our analysis was mostly focussed around these. However, when high nutrient levels were introduced 
to a test of increased temperature and reduced light, the interaction switched from additive to a negative synergy 
(Supplementary Table S3 online).

Discussion
In this study, we aimed to assess the validity of the assumption of additive stressor interactions which is used in 
many marine spatial cumulative impact assessment methods. Though additive interactions were most common 
in the seagrass studies we reviewed, synergies and antagonistic interactions were also frequently identified. This 
suggests that a blanket assumption of additivity in cumulative impact assessments is likely to over- or underesti-
mate the impact of multiple stressors on seagrass ecosystems. Considering additivity is a general assumption in 
the cumulative impact assessment of many ecosystem types, more work evaluating the outputs of models which 

Figure 1.  Article inclusions following a modified version of the PRISMA (Preferred Reporting Items for 
Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis)  methodology47.
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assume additivity is needed. Our results highlight the need for a better understanding of stressor interactions on 
various marine ecosystems to inform more realistic cumulative impact assessments verified with experimental 
data (for example Clark et al.46).

The most common interaction type we detected was an additive interaction (115 stressor interactions); how-
ever, there were some notable exceptions. When increased herbivory and habitat fragmentation were combined, 
many interactions were positively synergistic on the growth and biomass of seagrass (Supplementary Table S3 
online). This suggests that when these stressors co-occur, growth and biomass of seagrass increases, which 
seems counter-intuitive since we expect both these stressors to have a detrimental impact on seagrass growth 
and biomass. However, it should be noted that this is based on a small number of studies (n = 3, with the fourth 
study reporting an additive interaction). There was a slightly higher number of both positive and negative syn-
ergistic interactions reported when increased herbivory was combined with high water nutrient levels, although 
additive interactions were also common. Exacerbation of stress by increased herbivory and high water nutrients 
can occur if the high nutrient content increases grazer population  size47, or improves the nutritional quality of 
seagrass to  grazers48,49. Failure to account for these synergies in cumulative impact assessments will result in an 
underestimate of impact, potentially causing misidentification of ecosystem thresholds. Côté et al.17 found that 
additive interactions were most common when increased herbivory and high water nutrients co-occurred in 
both terrestrial and marine  ecosystems18. However, different studies that considered only the marine environ-
ment, report a mixture of antagonistic and synergistic interactions between increased herbivory and high water 
 nutrients50,51. High nutrients is a particularly difficult stressor to predict as an increase in nutrients can have a 
positive impact up until a certain threshold, after which it can become toxic. This is an example of a non-linear 
response from an ecosystem to a stressor.

We found that positive synergies were most common when hypersalinity was combined with phytol stimula-
tion in seagrass. Phytol is a compound that inhibits photosynthesis by degrading  chloroplasts52. This contrasts 
to findings by Crain et al.13, who reported a higher number of antagonistic interactions between these stressors. 
Our results show that antagonistic interactions were most common when hypersalinity was paired with hypoxic 
conditions, which may well be one stressor mitigating another, or could be because the negative effect of one is 
so large that the second stressor seemingly has no  effect13,19. Identifying where antagonistic interactions occur is 
important as the removal of one stressor may make little difference to ecosystem health or may even increase the 
impact of the other stressor. When photosynthesis-inhibiting toxins were added to hypersalinity and hypoxia, the 
interaction switched from antagonistic to a positive synergy on seagrass growth. This outcome was only detected 
in one  study53 and may not be a general response, as hypersalinity has been reported to inhibit photosynthesis 

Figure 2.  Map showing the location of studies used in our meta-analysis and the global distribution of 
 seagrass80. Inset plot shows the count of studies depending on the broad climatic region where they were 
undertaken. Seagrass distribution data use layers ‘WCMC_013_014_SeagrassesPt_v6’ and ‘WCMC_013_014_
SeagrassesPy_v6’, which can be accessed at https ://gis.unep-wcmc.org/arcgi s/rest/servi ces/marin e/
WCMC_013_014_Seagr ass_WMS/MapSe rver.

https://gis.unep-wcmc.org/arcgis/rest/services/marine/WCMC_013_014_Seagrass_WMS/MapServer
https://gis.unep-wcmc.org/arcgis/rest/services/marine/WCMC_013_014_Seagrass_WMS/MapServer
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in some seagrass species such as Thalassia testudinum54. Therefore, there is little reason to expect that adding 
further photosynthesis-inhibiting toxins would increase the growth of  seagrass55–57.

Reduced light and high water nutrient levels yielded a mixture of interaction types, which is consistent with 
results from Crain et al.13. However, it should be noted that Crain et al.13 looked at a range of marine ecosystems, 
not just seagrasses. We found that synergies were the most common interaction when increased temperature was 
combined with either reduced light or increased competition, although additive effects also occurred (in 28% 
of studies). These results are supported by previous meta-analyses, which also report a mixture of interactions 
between increased temperature and reduced  light13, with antagonistic interactions occurring  frequently17. Inter-
actions between increased temperature and increased competition have been reported as additive in previous 
 literature58. Increased temperature and hyposalinity was one of the most well-studied stressor combinations in 
our dataset, and we found a mixture of all three interaction types, with additive being the most common. This 
is consistent with other meta-analyses which also found that these stressors interacted differently depending on 
response or  location13,17,58. Increased temperature and hyposalinity seems to be a difficult stressor combination 
to predict the effects of, with contrasting reports from various reviews and meta-analyses on different marine 
ecosystems. For example, Côté et al.17 found additive interactions between these stressors to be most common, 
whereas Darling and Côté18 found no additive interactions between these two stressors. However, it should be 
noted that Côté et al.17 focused on a broader range of ecosystems, including terrestrial, whereas Darling and 
Côté18 focused only on marine ecosystems. New research published in the 8 years between these studies may 
have also contributed to the differing results.

The most consistent result between our study and previous meta-analyses was the variation in interaction 
types detected across  studies11,13,17,18, though none of these meta-analyses were specific to seagrass. Variation 
can be caused by a plethora of factors, which makes predicting all interactions extremely challenging without a 
large number of studies at regional  scales18. Interactions between stressors can differ depending on the life his-
tory stage of the response  organism11, though this was not explored in our study. Target species/ecosystems can 
also be a factor in differing interaction  types9, for example, stressors that influence a species’ range may depend 
on the species being studied. Only one study in our meta-analysis compared the effect of a stressor combination 

Figure 3.  (a) Number of published articles over time, based on a search of published studies in Web of Science 
and Scopus. Search terms were all derivatives of the words ‘synergy’, ‘antagonistic’ and ‘additive’ and ‘seagrass’. 
(b) The frequency of multi-stressor experiments on each species of seagrass across all studies included in our 
meta-analysis.
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on two different species of  seagrass59. Koch et al.59 reported a mixture of interaction types between increased 
temperature and photosynthesis inhibition. Other studies that have tested stressor combinations across different 
species of macroalgae have reported a mixture of interaction  types60,61. Though these studies were not on seagrass, 
the results suggest that further research across different species are needed if we are to make generalisations of 
stressor interaction types on all seagrass ecosystems. Depending on the seagrass genus being studied, we would 
expect different levels of resilience to stress and rates of recovery following disturbance. Resilience and recovery 
of seagrass would depend on the biology of that specific genus, including whether they are enduring and slow 
growing (Posidonia), or a transitory and fast-growing genus (Halophila)62.

Since we distinguish additive from non-additive interaction classification based on whether confidence inter-
vals include 0, we looked at if non-additive interactions were more frequently detected in studies with a larger 
sample size. We looked at studies which used a sample size of greater than 10 and did not find a larger propor-
tion of non-additive interactions. However, it should be noted that the majority of studies (81%) had a sample 
size of < 5.

The mixture of interaction types detected for the same stressor combinations across different studies sug-
gests a need for location-specific cumulative impact assessment. Previous research on a freshwater ecosystem 
has highlighted the benefit of cumulative impact assessment methods which consider local stressor effects on 
specific ecosystem components present at the study  location63. These results, and our work here, supports the 
idea that we cannot generalise how stressors interact across different ecosystems and regions.

Figure 4.  Plot to show the interaction type and number of tested stressor pairs. Points are sized according to 
the number of tested stressor pairs (i.e. larger points represent a higher number of tested pairs) and partitioned 
depending on the interaction type identified in each pair.
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Stressor combinations can interact differently depending on the latitude and climate of the study  location50. 
The southern hemisphere is not well-represented here, with only 4 studies in our dataset (Fig. 2). Research by 
Burkepile and  Hay50 found that the interactive effects of nutrient enrichment and increased herbivory on algae 
were opposite depending on if the algae was a temperate or tropical species. As with studies across different 
species, generalisations of stressor interactions across regions becomes more challenging when such variable 
results are found.

Variation in interaction types reflects the complexity and unpredictability of marine  systems64,65. Complexity 
can be caused by a plethora of factors including ontogeny, spatial or temporal factors, as well as the pathways 
within trophic systems. These factors, and the complexity they cause, make it difficult to make generalities of 
stressor interactions across regions, organisms, species or life histories. Stressor interactions in many cumulative 
impact assessment methods are assumed to be  additive20, and though the potential weakness of this assumption 
has been acknowledged for some  time64, an additive model is still the most common when calculating cumula-
tive  impacts66.

Korpinen and  Andersen67 reviewed 40 cumulative impact studies and found that 35 (88%) of the assessments 
assumed additive interactions. At present, the additive model is still the default for cumulative impact assess-
ment methods despite the mounting evidence against it, though it should be noted that there are some published 
studies which do not assume additivity (for example Coll et al.68 and Griffith et al.69). This highlights the need 
for an evidence base on the appropriate use of stressor interaction types. Our data add to this evidence base, 
which can support a more nuanced approach to modelling marine spatial cumulative impacts that goes beyond 
the assumption of additivity and in doing so generates more realistic predictions of cumulative impacts for use 
in marine  management70. Results presented here, and from previous reviews and meta-analyses2,13, suggest that 
cumulative impact methods based on the additive model should be interpreted with caution and their caveats 
clearly outlined. Whilst additive interactions are the most prevalent, non-additive interaction types are also com-
mon, suggesting that these should potentially be considered when calculating cumulative impacts. Prioritising 
experimental studies that test the combined effect of multiple stressors on different ecosystems and species (such 
as Clark et al.46 and Andersen et al.71) would help to fill gaps in the knowledge presented here.

Without more accurate predictions of stressor interactions, calculating reliable cumulative impact scores is 
challenging using existing modelling  methods72,73. Marine ecosystems are complex environments with myriad 
factors seemingly altering stressor interactions from one ecosystem to  another9,18 Future research could use 
the results from meta-analyses such as this one to re-calculate cumulative impact scores based on different and 
appropriate types of interactions between specific stressors, giving us a measure of impact, which can then be 
related to empirical condition data. Doing so could help us to understand how stressors are impacting marine 
ecosystems, and where removing stressors will provide the greatest benefit and help inform management of 
human-induced stressors and estimates of cumulative impacts.

Methods
Data collection. We conducted a literature search using the Web of Science (WoS) and Scopus search tools. 
Our search focused on seagrass ecosystems around the world. The initial literature search was undertaken on 
10 October 2018. We searched the titles, abstracts and keywords of articles using the search terms: (synerg* 
OR antag* OR *additiv*) AND ‘seagrass’, where the asterisks represent all derivatives of the words ‘synergy’, 
‘antagonistic’, and ‘additive’. These terms allowed us to cover all types of interactions (synergistic; antagonis-
tic; non-additive/additive). We followed the preferred reporting items for systematic review and meta-analysis 
(PRISMA)  protocol74 (Fig. 1).

A second search was undertaken on 11 June 2019 with the same search terms to update the results. Dupli-
cates were removed following both searches. Titles and abstracts were checked for relevance to our study, and 
the articles then checked for useable data. Useable data here refers to the mean and variance of a control and 
treatment, including each stressor in isolation and the same stressors in combination.

To be included, each study needed to investigate the individual effect of two or more stressors, as well as their 
interactive effect (i.e. stressor 1; stressor 2; stressor 1 × 2). Articles which tested three or more stressors were 
treated as multiple, separate studies:

1. Stressor A vs. stressor B;
2. Stressor A vs. stressor C;
3. Stressor B vs. stressor C;
4. Stressor A vs. stressor B vs. stressor C.

Articles were subdivided into separate studies if the researchers tested different stressor combinations in the 
same paper (Table 1; Fig. 1). For example, if an article tested the effects of increased temperature and salinity on 
seagrass growth, and then increased temperature and nutrients on seagrass biomass, the article would be subdi-
vided and treated as two studies as there were two response variables. Articles were also subdivided into separate 
studies if the researchers tested more than one level of the same stressor. For example, Kahn and  Durako75 tested 
high and low nutrients against high and low salinity. Therefore, this article was treated as four separate studies:

1. High nutrients vs. high salinity;
2. Low nutrients vs. high salinity;
3. High nutrients vs. low salinity;
4. Low nutrients vs. low salinity.
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If stressors were tested at multiple levels we only used the highest and lowest  values76. Seagrass responses to 
each stressor pair were grouped into categories of impact for clearer interpretation and analysis. These categories 
were ‘Biodiversity’, ‘Biomass’, ‘Chemistry’, “Epiphytes’, ‘Growth’, ‘Mortality’, and ‘Survival’. ‘Biodiversity’ here refers 
to the number of organisms associated with seagrass.

Effect size calculation. We used the standardised mean difference (SMD), also known as Hedge’s d13, and 
95% confidence intervals to determine the effect size. We calculated the effect size for stressors acting in isola-
tion, as well as the interactive effect between stressor combinations. For full details on how SMD was calculated 
see Supplementary Equation S1 online.

SMD uses the pooled sampling variance and a correction term to calculate and standardise the difference 
between the control and experimental  means77,78. SMD has frequently been used as an effect size for factorial 
meta-analyses in  ecology13,76,78, and uses an additive model, where deviation from this model signifies a non-
additive interaction. The additive model is best suited for interpreting data from manipulative  experiments18,19.

Interaction classification. Three interaction types were classified here based on comparing the effect sizes 
of single and multi-stressor experiments (Table 1). Previous published studies have defined more  interactions18, 
however we decided to use the main three as these are the most commonly and consistently defined. We followed 

Figure 5.  Conceptual schematic of interaction types, where the effect size of individual stressors (A,B) and the 
interaction are shown. Deviation from the additive model (Y = 0) represents a significant interaction. (A) Two 
positive individual effect sizes; (B) One positive, one negative individual effect sizes; (C) Two negative effect 
 sizes45 (adapted from Crain et al. 13).
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the same definitions set out in Crain et al.13 and used by Lange et al.76, and we stated the direction (positive or 
negative) of the interaction when a synergy occurred.

We used the interaction effect size (based on SMD) and the 95% confidence interval of this to determine 
interaction type. The interaction was considered additive if the 95% confidence intervals of the effect size included 
0, signifying that the interaction is not significantly different from the sum of individual  stressors13,79 (Fig. 5). 
When the individual effect sizes for all stressors were positive, an interaction effect size less than zero was clas-
sified as antagonistic, and an interaction effect size greater than zero was classified as synergistic (Fig. 5). When 
the individual effect sizes for all stressors were negative, interaction type was interpreted in the opposite manner 
(> 0 was antagonistic and < 0 was synergistic. For a visualisation of all effect size definitions, see Fig. 5).
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References
 1. Halpern, B. S. et al. Spatial and temporal changes in cumulative human impacts on the world’s ocean. Nat. Commun. 6, 1–7. https 

://doi.org/10.1038/ncomm s8615  (2015).
 2. Hodgson, E. E. & Halpern, B. S. Investigating cumulative effects across ecological scales. Conserv. Biol. 33, 22–32. https ://doi.

org/10.1111/cobi.13125  (2018).
 3. Lu, Y. et al. Major threats of pollution and climate change to global coastal ecosystems and enhanced management for sustainability. 

Environ. Pollut. 239, 670–680. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpo l.2018.04.016 (2018).
 4. Ostle, C. et al. The rise in ocean plastics evidenced from a 60-year time series. Nat. Commun. 10, 1622. https ://doi.org/10.1038/

s4146 7-019-09506 -1 (2019).
 5. Doan, N. X. et al. Extreme temperature impairs growth and productivity in a common tropical marine copepod. Sci. Rep. 9, 4550. 

https ://doi.org/10.1038/s4159 8-019-40996 -7 (2019).
 6. Barcelos e Ramos, J., Biswas, H., Schulz, K. G., LaRoche, J. & Riebesell, U. Effect of rising atmospheric carbon dioxide on the marine 

nitrogen fixer Trichodesmium. Glob. Biogeochem. Cycles 21, 2028. https ://doi.org/10.1029/2006G B0028 98 (2007).
 7. Srinivasan, U. T., Cheung, W. W. L., Watson, R. & Sumaila, U. R. Food security implications of global marine catch losses due to 

overfishing. J. Bioecon. 12, 183–200. https ://doi.org/10.1007/s1081 8-010-9090-9 (2010).
 8. Frommel, A. Y., Stiebens, V., Clemmesen, C. & Havenhand, J. Effect of ocean acidification on marine fish sperm (Baltic cod: Gadus 

morhua). Biogeosciences 7, 3915–3919. https ://doi.org/10.5194/bg-7-3915-2010 (2010).
 9. Harvey, B. P., Gwynn-Jones, D. & Moore, P. J. Meta-analysis reveals complex marine biological responses to the interactive effects 

of ocean acidification and warming. Ecol. Evol. 3, 1016–1030. https ://doi.org/10.1002/ece3.516 (2013).
 10. Jackson, M. C. Interactions among multiple invasive animals. Ecology 96, 2035–2041. https ://doi.org/10.1890/15-0171.1 (2015).
 11. Przeslawski, R., Byrne, M. & Mellin, C. A review and meta-analysis of the effects of multiple abiotic stressors on marine embryos 

and larvae. Glob. Change Biol. 21, 2122–2140. https ://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12833  (2015).
 12. Strain, E. M. A., Thomson, R. J., Micheli, F., Mancuso, F. P. & Airoldi, L. Identifying the interacting roles of stressors in driving 

the global loss of canopy-forming to mat-forming algae in marine ecosystems. Glob. Change Biol. 20, 3300–3312. https ://doi.
org/10.1111/gcb.12619  (2014).

 13. Crain, C. M., Kroeker, K. & Halpern, B. S. Interactive and cumulative effects of multiple human stressors in marine systems. Ecol. 
Lett. 11, 1304–1315. https ://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2008.01253 .x (2008).

 14. Didham, R. K., Tylianakis, J. M., Gemmell, N. J., Rand, T. A. & Ewers, R. M. Interactive effects of habitat modification and species 
invasion on native species decline. Trends Ecol. Evol. 22, 489–496. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2007.07.001 (2007).

 15. Harley, C. D. G. et al. The impacts of climate change in coastal marine systems. Ecol. Lett. 9, 228–241. https ://doi.org/10.111
1/j.1461-0248.2005.00871 .x (2006).

 16. King, A. Avoiding ecological surprise: Lessons from long-standing communities. Acad. Manag. Rev. 20, 961–985 (1995).
 17. Darling, E. S. & Côté, I. M. Quantifying the evidence for ecological synergies. Ecol. Lett. 11, 1278–1286. https ://doi.org/10.111

1/j.1461-0248.2008.01243 .x (2008).
 18. Côté, I. M., Darling, E. S. & Brown, C. J. Interactions among ecosystem stressors and their importance in conservation. Proc. R. 

Soc. B Biol. Sci. 283, 1–9. https ://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2015.2592 (2016).
 19. Folt, C. L., Chen, C. Y., Moore, M. V. & Burnaford, J. Synergism and antagonism among multiple stressors. Limnol. Oceanogr. 44, 

864–877 (1999).
 20. Halpern, B. S. et al. A global map of human impact on marine ecosystems. Science 319, 948–952. https ://doi.org/10.1126/scien 

ce.11493 45 (2008).
 21. Villazan, B., Pedersen, M. F., Brun, F. G. & Vergara, J. J. Elevated ammonium concentrations and low light form a dangerous synergy 

for eelgrass Zostera marina. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 493, 141–154. https ://doi.org/10.3354/meps1 0517 (2013).
 22. Peachey, R. B. J. The synergism between hydrocarbon pollutants and UV radiation: A potential link between coastal pollution and 

larval mortality. J. Exp. Mar. Biol. Ecol. 315, 103–114. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe .2004.09.009 (2005).
 23. Przeslawski, R., Davis, A. R. & Benkendorff, K. Synergistic effects associated with climate change and the development of rocky 

shore molluscs. Glob. Change Biol. 11, 515–522. https ://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2005.00918 .x (2005).
 24. Gieswein, A., Hering, D. & Feld, C. K. Additive effects prevail: The response of biota to multiple stressors in an intensively monitored 

watershed. Sci. Total Environ. 593–594, 27–35. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.scito tenv.2017.03.116 (2017).
 25. McRoy, C. P. & McMillan, C. Seagrass Ecosystems. 53–87 (Marcel Dekker, New York, 1977).
 26. Waycott, M. et al. Accelerating loss of seagrasses across the globe threatens coastal ecosystems. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 106, 

12377–12381. https ://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.09056 20106  (2009).
 27. Campagne, C. S., Salles, J. M., Boissery, P. & Deter, J. The seagrass Posidonia oceanica: Ecosystem services identification and eco-

nomic evaluation of goods and benefits. Mar. Pollut. Bull. 97, 391–400. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpo lbul.2015.05.061 (2014).
 28. Lau, W. W. Y. Beyond carbon: Conceptualizing payments for ecosystem services in blue forests on carbon and other marine and 

coastal ecosystem services. Ocean Coast. Manag. 83, 5–14. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceco aman.2012.03.011 (2013).
 29. Watson, R. A., Watson, R. A. & Long, W. J. L. Simulation estimates of annual yield and landed value for commercial penaeid prawns 

from a tropical seagrass habitat, Northern Queensland, Australia. Mar. Freshw. Res. 44, 211–219. https ://doi.org/10.1071/MF993 
0211 (1993).

 30. Short, F. T. et al. Extinction risk assessment of the world’s seagrass species. Biol. Conserv. 144, 1961–1971. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.
bioco n.2011.04.010 (2011).

 31. Dewsbury, B. M., Bhat, M. & Fourqurean, J. W. A review of seagrass economic valuations: Gaps and progress in valuation 
approaches. Ecosyst. Serv. 18, 68–77. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecose r.2016.02.010 (2016).

https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms8615
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms8615
https://doi.org/10.1111/cobi.13125
https://doi.org/10.1111/cobi.13125
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2018.04.016
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-09506-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-09506-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-40996-7
https://doi.org/10.1029/2006GB002898
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10818-010-9090-9
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-7-3915-2010
https://doi.org/10.1002/ece3.516
https://doi.org/10.1890/15-0171.1
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12833
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12619
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12619
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2008.01253.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2007.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2005.00871.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2005.00871.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2008.01243.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2008.01243.x
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2015.2592
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1149345
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1149345
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps10517
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2004.09.009
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2005.00918.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.03.116
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0905620106
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2015.05.061
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2012.03.011
https://doi.org/10.1071/MF9930211
https://doi.org/10.1071/MF9930211
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2011.04.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2011.04.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoser.2016.02.010


10

Vol:.(1234567890)

Scientific RepoRtS |        (2020) 10:11934  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-68801-w

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

 32. Short, F. T. & Wyllie-Echeverria, S. Natural and human-induced disturbance of seagrasses. Environ. Conserv. 23, 17–27. https ://
doi.org/10.1017/S0376 89290 00382 12 (1996).

 33. García-Redondo, V., Bárbara, I. & Díaz-Tapia, P. Zostera marina meadows in the northwestern Spain: Distribution, characteristics 
and anthropogenic pressures. Biodivers. Conserv. 28, 1743–1757. https ://doi.org/10.1007/s1053 1-019-01753 -4 (2019).

 34. Duarte, C. M. The future of seagrass meadows. Environ. Conserv. 29, 192–206. https ://doi.org/10.1017/S0376 89290 20001 27 (2002).
 35. Duffy, J. E. Biodiversity and the functioning of seagrass ecosystems. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 311, 233–250. https ://doi.org/10.3354/

meps3 11233  (2006).
 36. Orth, R. J. et al. A global crisis for seagrass ecosystems. Bioscience 56, 987–996. https ://doi.org/10.1641/0006-

3568(2006)56[987:AGCFS E]2.0.CO;2 (2006).
 37. Deter, J., Lozupone, X., Inacio, A., Boissery, P. & Holon, F. Boat anchoring pressure on coastal seabed: Quantification and bias 

estimation using AIS data. Mar. Pollut. Bull. 123, 175–181. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpo lbul.2017.08.065 (2017).
 38. Pereda-Briones, L., Terrados, J. & Tomas, F. Negative effects of warming on seagrass seedlings are not exacerbated by invasive 

algae. Mar. Pollut. Bull. 141, 36–45. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpo lbul.2019.01.049 (2019).
 39. Koweek, D. A. et al. Expected limits on the ocean acidification buffering potential of a temperate seagrass meadow. Ecol. Appl. 28, 

1694–1714. https ://doi.org/10.1002/eap.1771 (2018).
 40. Burnell, O. W., Russell, B. D., Irving, A. D. & Connell, S. D. Eutrophication offsets increased sea urchin grazing on seagrass aused 

by ocean warming and acidification. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 485, 37–46. https ://doi.org/10.3354/meps1 0323 (2013).
 41. Egea, L. G., Jiménez-Ramos, R., Vergara, J. J., Hernández, I. & Brun, F. G. Interactive effect of temperature, acidification and ammo-

nium enrichment on the seagrass Cymodocea nodosa. Mar. Pollut. Bull. 134, 14–26. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpo lbul.2018.02.029 
(2018).

 42. Han, Q. & Liu, D. Macroalgae blooms and their effects on seagrass ecosystems. J. Ocean Univ. China 13, 791–798. https ://doi.
org/10.1007/s1180 2-014-2471-2 (2014).

 43. Willette, D. A. & Ambrose, R. F. Effects of the invasive seagrass Halophila stipulacea on the native seagrass, Syringodium filiforme, 
and associated fish and epibiota communities in the Eastern Caribbean. Aquat. Bot. 103, 74–82. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquab 
ot.2012.06.007 (2012).

 44. Vonk, J. A., Christianen, M. J. A., Stapel, J. & O’Brien, K. R. What lies beneath: Why knowledge of belowground biomass dynamics 
is crucial to effective seagrass management. Ecol. Ind. 57, 259–267. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoli nd.2015.05.008 (2015).

 45. Griffiths, L. L., Connolly, R. M. & Brown, C. J. Critical gaps in seagrass protection reveal the need to address multiple pressures 
and cumulative impacts. Ocean Coast. Manag. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceco aman.2019.10494 6 (2019).

 46. Clark, D., Goodwin, E., Sinner, J., Ellis, J. & Singh, G. Validation and limitations of a cumulative impact model for an estuary. 
Ocean Coast. Manag. 120, 88–98. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceco aman.2015.11.013 (2016).

 47. Andersson, S., Persson, M., Moksnes, P. O. & Baden, S. The role of the amphipod Gammarus locusta as a grazer on macroalgae in 
Swedish seagrass meadows. Mar. Biol. 156, 969–981. https ://doi.org/10.1007/s0022 7-009-1141-1 (2009).

 48. Hemmi, A. & Jormalainen, V. Nutrient enhancement increases performance of a marine herbivore via quality of its food alga. 
Ecology 83, 1052–1064 (2002).

 49. Kraufvelin, P. et al. Eutrophication-induced changes in benthic algae affect the behaviour and fitness of the marine amphipod 
Gammarus locusta. Aquat. Bot. 84, 199–209. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquab ot.2005.08.008 (2006).

 50. Burkepile, D. E. & Hay, M. E. Herbivore vs. nutrient control of marine primary producers: Context-dependent effects. Ecology 87, 
3128–3139. https ://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(2006)87[3128:Hvnco m]2.0.Co;2 (2006).

 51. Korpinen, S. & Jormalainen, V. Grazing and nutrients reduce recruitment success of Fucus vesiculosus L. (Fucales: Phaeophyceae). 
Estuar. Coast. Shelf Sci. 78, 437–444 (2008).

 52. Hasler-Sheetal, H., Castorani, M. C. N., Glud, R. N., Canfield, D. E. & Holmer, M. Metabolomics reveals cryptic interactive 
effects of species interactions and environmental stress on nitrogen and sulfur metabolism in seagrass. Environ. Sci. Technol. 50, 
11602–11609. https ://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.6b046 47 (2016).

 53. Koch, M. S., Schopmeyer, S. A., Holmer, M., Madden, C. J. & Kyhn-Hansen, C. Thalassia testudinum response to the interactive 
stressors hypersalinity, sulfide and hypoxia. Aquat. Bot. 87, 104–110. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquab ot.2007.03.004 (2007).

 54. Touchette, B. W. Seagrass-salinity interactions: Physiological mechanisms used by submersed marine angiosperms for a life at sea. 
J. Exp. Mar. Biol. Ecol. 350, 194–215. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe .2007.05.037 (2007).

 55. Koch, M. S. & Erskine, J. M. Sulfide as a phytotoxin to the tropical seagrass Thalassia testudinum: Interactions with light, salinity 
and temperature. J. Exp. Mar. Biol. Ecol. 266, 81–95. https ://doi.org/10.1016/s0022 -0981(01)00339 -2 (2001).

 56. Lamers, L. P. M. et al. Sulfide as a soil phytotoxin-a review. Front. Plant Sci. https ://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2013.00268  (2013).
 57. Pedersen, O., Binzer, T. & Borum, J. Sulphide intrusion in eelgrass (Zostera marina L.). Plant Cell Environ. 27, 595–602. https ://

doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3040.2004.01173 .x (2004).
 58. Wahl, M. et al. in Advances in Marine Biology Vol. 59 (ed. Michael L.) 37–105 (Academic Press, London, 2011).
 59. Koch, M. S., Schopmeyer, S., Kyhn-Hansen, C. & Madden, C. J. Synergistic effects of high temperature and sulfide on tropical 

seagrass. J. Exp. Mar. Biol. Ecol. 341, 91–101. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe .2006.10.004 (2007).
 60. Steen, H. & Scrosati, R. Intraspecific competition in Fucus serratus and F. evanescens (Phaeophyceae: Fucales) germlings: Effects 

of settlement density, nutrient concentration, and temperature. Mar. Biol. 144, 61–70. https ://doi.org/10.1007/s0022 7-003-1175-8 
(2004).

 61. Jenkins, S. R., Norton, T. A. & Hawkins, S. J. Interactions between canopy forming algae in the eulittoral zone of sheltered rocky 
shores on the Isle of Man. J. Mar. Biol. Assoc. UK 79, 341–349. https ://doi.org/10.1017/S0025 31549 80003 81 (1999).

 62. Kilminster, K. et al. Unravelling complexity in seagrass systems for management: Australia as a microcosm. Sci. Total Environ. 
534, 97–109 (2015).

 63. de Vries, J., Kraak, M. H. S., Verdonschot, R. C. M. & Verdonschot, P. F. M. Quantifying cumulative stress acting on macroinver-
tebrate assemblages in lowland streams. Sci. Total Environ. 694, 133630. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.scito tenv.2019.13363 0 (2019).

 64. Halpern, B. S. & Fujita, R. Assumptions, challenges, and future directions in cumulative impact analysis. Ecosphere 4, 1–11. https 
://doi.org/10.1890/ES13-00181 .1 (2013).

 65. Suchanek, T. H. Temperate coastal marine communities: Biodiversity and threats. Am. Zool. 34, 100–114. https ://doi.org/10.1093/
icb/34.1.100 (1994).

 66. Stock, A. & Micheli, F. Effects of model assumptions and data quality on spatial cumulative human impact assessments. Glob. Ecol. 
Biogeogr. 25, 1321–1332. https ://doi.org/10.1111/geb.12493  (2016).

 67. Korpinen, S. & Andersen, J. H. A global review of cumulative pressure and impact assessments in marine environments. Front. 
Mar. Sci. 3, 153–164. https ://doi.org/10.3389/fmars .2016.00153  (2016).

 68. Coll, M., Steenbeek, J., Sole, J., Palomera, I. & Christensen, V. Modelling the cumulative spatial-temporal effects of environmen-
tal drivers and fishing in a NW Mediterranean marine ecosystem. Ecol. Model. 331, 100–114. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolm 
odel.2016.03.020 (2016).

 69. Griffith, G. P., Fulton, E. A., Gorton, R. & Richardson, A. J. Predicting interactions among fishing, ocean warming, and 
ocean acidification in a marine system with whole-ecosystem models. Conserv. Biol. 26, 1145–1152. https ://doi.org/10.111
1/j.1523-1739.2012.01937 .x (2012).

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0376892900038212
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0376892900038212
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-019-01753-4
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0376892902000127
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps311233
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps311233
https://doi.org/10.1641/0006-3568(2006)56[987:AGCFSE]2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1641/0006-3568(2006)56[987:AGCFSE]2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2017.08.065
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2019.01.049
https://doi.org/10.1002/eap.1771
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps10323
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2018.02.029
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11802-014-2471-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11802-014-2471-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquabot.2012.06.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquabot.2012.06.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2015.05.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2019.104946
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2015.11.013
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00227-009-1141-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquabot.2005.08.008
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(2006)87[3128:Hvncom]2.0.Co;2
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.6b04647
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquabot.2007.03.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2007.05.037
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0022-0981(01)00339-2
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2013.00268
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3040.2004.01173.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3040.2004.01173.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2006.10.004
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00227-003-1175-8
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0025315498000381
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.133630
https://doi.org/10.1890/ES13-00181.1
https://doi.org/10.1890/ES13-00181.1
https://doi.org/10.1093/icb/34.1.100
https://doi.org/10.1093/icb/34.1.100
https://doi.org/10.1111/geb.12493
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2016.00153
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolmodel.2016.03.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolmodel.2016.03.020
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2012.01937.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2012.01937.x


11

Vol.:(0123456789)

Scientific RepoRtS |        (2020) 10:11934  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-68801-w

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

 70. Brown, C. J., Saunders, M. I., Possingham, H. P. & Richardson, A. J. Interactions between global and local stressors of ecosystems 
determine management effectiveness in cumulative impact mapping. Divers. Distrib. 20, 538–546. https ://doi.org/10.1111/ddi.12159  
(2014).

 71. Andersen, J. H., Halpern, B. S., Korpinen, S., Murray, C. & Reker, J. Baltic Sea biodiversity status vs. cumulative human pressures. 
Estuar. Coast. Shelf Sci. 161, 88–92. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2015.05.002 (2015).

 72. Sala, O. E. et al. Global biodiversity scenarios for the year 2100. Science 287, 1770–1774 (2000).
 73. Hoffman, J. R., Hansen, L. J. & Klinger, T. Interactions between UV radiation and temperature limit inferences from single-factor 

experiments. J. Phycol. 39, 268–272. https ://doi.org/10.1046/j.1529-8817.2003.01111 .x (2003).
 74. Moher, D., Liberati, A., Tetzlaff, J., Altman, D. G. & Grp, P. Preferred reporting items for systematic reviews and meta-analyses: 

The PRISMA statement. Int. J. Surg. 8, 336–341. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijsu.2010.02.007 (2010).
 75. Kahn, A. E. & Durako, M. J. Thalassia testudinum seedling responses to changes in salinity and nitrogen levels. J. Exp. Mar. Biol. 

Ecol. 335, 1–12. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe .2006.02.011 (2006).
 76. Lange, K., Bruder, A., Matthaei, C. D., Brodersen, J. & Paterson, R. A. Multiple-stressor effects on freshwater fish: Importance of 

taxonomy and life stage. Fish Fish. 19, 974–983. https ://doi.org/10.1111/faf.12305  (2018).
 77. Hedges, L. V. & Olkin, I. Statistical methods for meta-analysis (Academic Press, London, 1985).
 78. Gurevitch, J., Morrison, J. A. & Hedges, L. V. The interaction between competition and predation: A meta-analysis of field experi-

ments. Am. Nat. 155, 435–453. https ://doi.org/10.1086/30333 7 (2000).
 79. Nakagawa, S. & Cuthill, I. C. Effect size, confidence interval and statistical significance: A practical guide for biologists. Biol. Rev. 

82, 591–605. https ://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-185X.2007.00027 .x (2007).
 80. UNEP-WCMC & Short, F. T. Global Distribution of Seagrasses (version 6). Sixth update to the data layer used in Green and Short 

(2003), superseding version 5. Cambridge (UK): UN Environment World Conservation Monitoring Centre. https ://data.unep-
wcmc.org/datas ets/7 (2018).

Acknowledgements
This research was supported by an Australian Government Research Training Program Scholarship awarded 
to JS. We would like to thank the anonymous reviewers who provided helpful and constructive feedback that 
improved the manuscript.

Author contributions
All authors conceived the project idea and designed the data analysis. J.S. collected the data, undertook the data 
analysis, wrote the manuscript and prepared the figures and tables. B.M.G. and A.R.J. reviewed the manuscript, 
figures and tables. B.M.G. and A.R.J. provided advice and guidance throughout the study.

competing interests 
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Supplementary information  is available for this paper at https ://doi.org/10.1038/s4159 8-020-68801 -w.

Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to J.S.

Reprints and permissions information is available at www.nature.com/reprints.

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Open Access  This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the 
Creative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from 
the copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creat iveco mmons .org/licen ses/by/4.0/.

© The Author(s) 2020

https://doi.org/10.1111/ddi.12159
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2015.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1529-8817.2003.01111.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijsu.2010.02.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2006.02.011
https://doi.org/10.1111/faf.12305
https://doi.org/10.1086/303337
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-185X.2007.00027.x
http://data.unep-wcmc.org/datasets/7
http://data.unep-wcmc.org/datasets/7
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-68801-w
www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	A meta-analysis of multiple stressors on seagrasses in the context of marine spatial cumulative impacts assessment
	Anchor 2
	Anchor 3
	Results
	Discussion
	Methods
	Data collection. 
	Effect size calculation. 
	Interaction classification. 

	References
	Acknowledgements


