Table S.1: List of the functional groups included in the Ecopath model, detailing the species composition and the sources used to derive the basic input parameters. For two groups (MZP and MDI) values had to be slightly altered to obtain Ecotrophic Efficiencies (EE) less than 1. 
	Functional group
	Original value
	Source
	Species

	1 – Bluefin Tuna (BFT)
	Thunnus thynnus

	Biomass
	0.10
	t/km2
	ICCAT (2007)
	

	P/B
	0.43
	y-1
	Butler and Buckel (2007)
	

	Q/B
	3.93
	y-1
	Palomares and Pauly (2014)
	

	2 – Nekton Feeders (NFD)
	Alopias vulpinus, Belone belone, Conger conger, Dicentrarchus labrax, Lichia amia, Lophius piscatorius, Merlangius merlangius, Merluccius merluccius, Mustelus asterias, Sarda sarda, Sciaena umbra, Scyliorhinus canicula, Squalus acanthias, Xyphias gladius, Zeus faber

	Biomass
	1.35
	t/km2
	Mercato ittico di Chioggia (2007)
Caccin (2010)
	

	P/B
	0.57
	y-1
	Brigolin et al. (2011)
	

	P/Q
	0.27
	
	Pranovi and Link (2009)
	

	3 – Nekton Feeders Invasive (NFI)
	Coryphaena hyppurus, Pomatomus saltatrix, Sphyraena viridensis

	Biomass
	0.01
	t/km2
	
	

	P/B
	2.50
	y-1
	Bayle-Sempere et al. (2013)
	

	Q/B
	9.34
	y-1
	Palomares and Pauly (2014)
	

	4 – Cephalopods (CPH)
	Alloteuthis media, Eledone moschata, Loligo vulgaris, Octopus vulgaris, Sepia officinalis, Sepiola rondeletii, Todarodes sagittatus

	Biomass
	0.51
	t/km2
	Mercato ittico di Chioggia (2007)
Caccin (2010)
	

	P/B
	1.68
	y-1
	Bayle-Sempere et al. (2013)
	

	P/Q
	0.30
	
	Pranovi and Link (2009)
	

	5 – Flatfish (FFS)
	Platichthys flesus, Psetta maxima, Scophthalmus rhombus, Solea solea

	Biomass
	0.23
	t/km2
	Mercato ittico di Chioggia (2007)
Caccin (2010)
	

	P/B
	1.47
	y-1
	Brigolin et al. (2011)
	

	P/Q
	0.20
	
	Pranovi and Link (2009)
	

	6 – Benthos Feeders (BFD)
	Cepola macrophtalma, Gobius niger, Lithognathus mormyrus, Mullus barbatus, Mullus surmuletus, Ophidion barbatum, Pomatoschistus minutus, Sarpa salpa, Sparus aurata, Trisopterus minutus capelanus, Umbrina cirrosa, Zosterisessor ophiocephalus

	Biomass
	0.88
	t/km2
	Mercato ittico di Chioggia (2007)
Caccin (2010)
	

	P/B
	1.57
	y-1
	Brigolin et al. (2011)
	

	P/Q
	0.32
	
	Pranovi and Link (2009)
	

	7 – Benthos Feeders Invasive (BFI)
	Pagrus major

	Biomass
	0.01
	t/km2
	
	

	P/B
	0.59
	y-1
	Ainsworth et al. (2001)
	

	Q/B
	5.27
	y-1
	Ainsworth et al. (2001)
	

	8 – Planktivorous fish (PLT)
	Boops boops, Engraulis encrasicolus, Sardina pilchardus, Scomber colias, Scomber scombrus, Sprattus sprattus

	Biomass
	8.00
	t/km2
	Mercato ittico di Chioggia (2007)
Caccin (2010)
	

	P/B
	1.65
	y-1
	Brigolin et al. (2011)
	

	P/Q
	0.33
	
	Pranovi and Link (2009)
	

	9 – Planktivorous fish Invasive (PLI)
	Sardinella aurita

	Biomass
	0.01
	t/km2
	
	

	P/B
	1.00
	y-1
	Coll et al. (2007)
	

	Q/B
	9.50
	y-1
	Palomares and Pauly (2014)
	

	10 – Macrobenthic Predators (MOP)
	Asteroidea, Decapoda, Gastropoda, Polychaeta, Stomatopoda

	Biomass
	2.48
	t/km2
	Mercato ittico di Chioggia (2007)
Caccin (2010);
Si.Di.Mar (2014)
	

	P/B
	4.96
	y-1
	Tagliapietra et al. (2007)
	

	P/Q
	0.40
	
	Pranovi and Link (2009)
	

	11 – Macrobenthic Predators Invasive (MOI)
	Callinectes sapidus, Marsupenaeus japonicus, Rapana venosa

	Biomass
	0.01
	t/km2
	
	

	P/B
	2.50
	y-1
	Okey and Pugliese (2001)
	

	Q/B
	12.50
	y-1
	Okey and Pugliese (2001)
	

	12 – Macrobenthic Mixed-Feeders (MMF)
	Crustacea, Gastropoda, Ophiuroidea, Polychaeta

	Biomass
	1.62
	t/km2
	Si.Di.Mar (2014)
	

	P/B
	9.22
	y-1
	Tagliapietra et al. (2007)
	

	P/Q
	0.20
	
	Pranovi and Link (2009)
	

	13 – Macrobenthic Mixed-Feeders Invasive (MMI)
	Halgerda willeyi, Hemigrapsus sanguineus

	Biomass
	0.01
	t/km2
	
	

	P/B
	2.50
	y-1
	Van et al. (2010)
	

	Q/B
	8.50
	y-1
	Van et al. (2010)
	

	14 – Macrobenthic Filter-Feeders (MFF)
	Bivalvia, Crustacea, Polychaeta

	Biomass
	3.13
	t/km2
	Si.Di.Mar (2014)
	

	P/B
	4.77
	y-1
	Tagliapietra et al. (2007)
	

	P/Q
	0.20
	
	Pranovi and Link (2009)
	

	15 – Macrobenthic Filter-Feeders Invasive (MFI)
	Anadara inaequivalvis, Anadara transversa, Ficopomatus enigmaticus, Musculista senhousia, Saccostrea commercialis

	Biomass
	0.01
	t/km2
	
	

	P/B
	3.00
	y-1
	Pitcher et al. (1998)
	

	Q/B
	30.00
	y-1
	Pitcher et al. (1998)
	

	16 – Pectinidae (PEC)
	Aequipecten opercularis, Pecten jacobeus

	Biomass
	0.23
	t/km2
	Mercato ittico di Chioggia (2007)
Caccin (2010)
	

	P/B
	0.80
	y-1
	Caddy (1989)
	

	P/Q
	0.20
	
	Pranovi and Link (2009)
	

	17 – Veneridae (VEN)
	Chamelea gallina, Venus verrucosa

	Biomass
	3.50
	t/km2
	Veneto Agricoltura (2007)
	

	P/B
	1.41
	y-1
	Brey (1990, 2001);
Moodley et al. (1998) 
	

	P/Q
	0.20
	y-1
	Pranovi and Link (2009)
	

	18 – Mesozooplankton (MZP)
	Crustacea

	Biomass
	2.10
	t/km2
	Pugnetti et al. (2008)
	

	P/B
	20.87
	y-1
	Sorokin et al. (1999)
	

	P/Q
	0.20
	
	Pranovi and Link (2009)
	

	19 – Mesozooplankton Invasive (MPI)
	Arietellus pavoninus

	Biomass
	0.01
	t/km2
	
	

	P/B
	39.08
	y-1
	Palomares and Pauly (2014)
	

	Q/B
	80.00
	y-1
	Palomares and Pauly (2014)
	

	20 – Macrobenthic Detritivores (MDT)
	Crustacea, Gastropoda, Holoturoidea, Polychaeta, Sipunculida 

	Biomass
	4.73
	t/km2
	Si.Di.Mar (2014)
	

	P/B
	7.46
	y-1
	Tagliapietra et al. (2007)
	

	P/Q
	0.20
	
	Pranovi and Link (2009)
	

	21 – Macrobenthic Detritivores Invasive (MDI)
	Bursatella leachii

	Biomass
	0.01
	t/km2
	
	

	P/B
	1.03
	y-1
	Arias-González et al. (1997)
	

	Q/B
	4.41
	y-1
	Arias-González et al. (1997)
	

	22 – Macrobenthic Herbivores (MHR)
	Crustacea, Echinata, Gastropoda, Polychaeta

	Biomass
	0.80
	t/km2
	Si.Di.Mar (2014)
	

	P/B
	7.00
	y-1
	Tagliapietra et al. (2007)
	

	P/Q
	0.20
	
	
	

	23 – Macrobenthic Herbivores Invasive (MHI)
	Aplysia dactilomela, Haminoea callidegenita, Siphonaria pectinata

	Biomass
	0.01
	t/km2
	
	

	P/B
	3.00
	y-1
	Baptista Vicente Baeta et al. (2010)
	

	Q/B
	15.00
	y-1
	Baptista Vicente Baeta et al. (2010)
	

	24 – Meiobenthos (MEI)
	Crustacea, Echinata, Gastropoda, Polychaeta

	Biomass
	4.00
	t/km2
	Raicevich (2000)
Da Ponte (2001)
	

	Q/B
	68.52
	y-1
	Carrer and Opitz (1999)
	

	P/Q
	0.20
	
	Pranovi and Link (2009)
	

	25 – Jellyfish (JEL)
	Pelagia noctiluca

	Biomass
	1.90
	t/km2
	Si.Di.Mar (2014)
	

	P/B
	14.60
	y-1
	Malej (1989)
	

	Q/B
	50.48
	y-1
	Malej (1989)
	

	26 – Jellyfish Invasive (JEI)
	Mnemiopsis leidyi, Carybdea marsupialis, Clytia hummelincki, Arctapodema australis, Niobia dendrotentaculata


	Biomass
	0.01
	t/km2
	
	

	P/B
	8.43
	y-1
	Palomares and Pauly (2014)
	

	Q/B
	25.30
	y-1
	Palomares and Pauly (2014)
	

	27 – Macrozooplankton Invasive (MZI)
	Pontodora pelagica, Thalia orientalis

	Biomass
	0.01
	t/km2
	
	

	P/B
	18.00
	y-1
	Pinnegar and Polunin (2004)
	

	Q/B
	38.00
	y-1
	Pinnegar and Polunin (2004)
	

	28 – Microzooplankton (MIZ)
	

	Biomass
	0.85
	t/km2
	Pugnetti et al. (2008)
	

	P/B
	219.00
	y-1
	Sorokin et al. (1999)
	

	P/Q
	0.50
	
	
	

	29 – Bacterioplankton (BPL)
	

	Biomass
	2.50
	t/km2
	Pugnetti et al. (2008)
	

	Q/B
	34.35
	y-1
	Danovaro et al. (2000)
	

	P/Q
	0.20
	
	Pranovi and Link (2009)
	

	30 – Phytoplankton (PHP)
	

	Biomass
	4.85
	t/km2
	Si.Di.Mar (2014)
	

	Q/B
	152.13
	y-1
	Heilmann and Richardson (1999);
Fonda Umani et al. (2000)
	

	31 – Carcass (CAR)
	

	[bookmark: _GoBack]Biomass
	2.30
	t/km2
	Pranovi et al. (2001)
	

	32 – Detritus (DET)
	

	Biomass
	5.50
	t/km2
	Cossarini et al. (2012)
	




Table S.2: Diet composition matrix for the consumer groups (percentage values). Data retrieved on SeaLifeBase (Palomares and Pauly, 2014)
	
	
	
	Predator groups

	
	
	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9
	10
	11
	12
	13
	14
	15

	Prey Groups
	1
	BFT
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	2
	NFD
	9.99
	9.99
	19.99
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	3
	NFI
	0.01
	0.01
	0.01
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	4
	CPH
	22.00
	13.00
	4.00
	3.00
	 
	 
	5.00
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	5
	FFS
	8.00
	3.00
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	6
	BFD
	20.00
	15.00
	4.99
	 
	 
	1.99
	9.99
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	7
	BFI
	0.10
	0.03
	0.01
	 
	 
	0.01
	0.01
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	8
	PLT
	39.80
	49.90
	69.85
	9.99
	2.99
	 
	19.95
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	9
	PLI
	0.10
	0.10
	0.15
	0.01
	0.01
	 
	0.05
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	10
	MOP
	 
	0.96
	 
	44.90
	13.98
	13.98
	13.98
	 
	 
	1.99
	1.99
	 
	1.90
	 
	 

	
	11
	MOI
	 
	0.01
	 
	0.10
	0.02
	0.02
	0.02
	 
	 
	0.01
	0.01
	 
	0.10
	 
	 

	
	12
	MMF
	 
	 
	0.99
	12.98
	7.99
	9.99
	19.97
	 
	 
	4.99
	 
	3.96
	5.90
	 
	 

	
	13
	MMI
	 
	 
	0.01
	0.02
	0.01
	0.01
	0.03
	 
	 
	0.01
	 
	0.01
	0.10
	 
	 

	
	14
	MFF
	 
	 
	 
	1.99
	4.99
	13.98
	4.99
	 
	 
	4.99
	4.99
	10.00
	26.80
	 
	 

	
	15
	MFI
	 
	 
	 
	0.01
	0.01
	0.02
	0.01
	 
	 
	0.01
	0.01
	 
	0.20
	 
	 

	
	16
	PEC
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	1.00
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	17
	VEN
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	18
	MZP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	9.99
	0.99
	 
	11.90
	15.98
	 
	1.99
	 
	 
	3.00
	8.99

	
	19
	MPI
	 
	 
	 
	 
	0.01
	0.01
	 
	0.10
	0.02
	 
	0.01
	 
	 
	 
	0.01

	
	20
	MDT
	 
	7.99
	 
	18.97
	49.90
	44.90
	7.99
	 
	 
	45.90
	86.70
	13.00
	52.70
	 
	 

	
	21
	MDI
	 
	0.01
	 
	0.03
	0.10
	0.10
	0.01
	 
	 
	0.10
	0.30
	0.02
	0.30
	 
	 

	
	22
	MHR
	 
	 
	 
	7.99
	9.99
	9.99
	3.99
	 
	 
	 
	2.98
	5.00
	11.80
	 
	 

	
	23
	MHI
	 
	 
	 
	0.01
	0.01
	0.01
	0.01
	 
	 
	 
	0.02
	0.01
	0.20
	 
	 

	
	24
	MEI
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	3.00
	 
	2.00
	 
	18.00
	 
	 
	 

	
	25
	JEL
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	13.98
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	26
	JEI
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	0.02
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	27
	MZI
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	0.10
	 
	 
	1.00
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	28
	MIZ
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	83.90
	83.00
	 
	 
	 
	 
	30.00
	30.00

	
	29
	BPL
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	10.00
	5.00

	
	30
	PHP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	1.00
	1.00
	 
	 
	 
	 
	56.00
	56.00

	
	31
	CAR
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	3.00
	 
	 
	 
	40.00
	 
	20.00
	 
	 
	 

	
	32
	DET
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	30.00
	 
	1.00
	 





Table S.2 (continued): Diet composition matrix for the consumer groups (percentage values).
	
	
	
	Predator groups

	
	
	
	16
	17
	18
	19
	20
	21
	22
	23
	24
	25
	26
	27
	28
	29

	Prey Groups
	1
	BFT
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	2
	NFD
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	3
	NFI
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	4
	CPH
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	5
	FFS
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	6
	BFD
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	7
	BFI
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	8
	PLT
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	9
	PLI
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	10
	MOP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	11
	MOI
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	12
	MMF
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	13
	MMI
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	14
	MFF
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	15
	MFI
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	16
	PEC
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	17
	VEN
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	18
	MZP
	4.99
	4.99
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	34.90
	54.00
	59.70
	 
	 

	
	19
	MPI
	0.01
	0.01
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	0.10
	1.00
	0.30
	 
	 

	
	20
	MDT
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	21
	MDI
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	22
	MHR
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	23
	MHI
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	24
	MEI
	 
	 
	 
	 
	10.00
	 
	2.50
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	25
	JEL
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	4.99
	4.99
	 
	 
	 

	
	26
	JEI
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	0.01
	0.01
	 
	 
	 

	
	27
	MZI
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	28
	MIZ
	30.00
	30.00
	15.00
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	30.00
	25.00
	30.00
	 
	3.00

	
	29
	BPL
	5.00
	5.00
	15.00
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	1.00

	
	30
	PHP
	59.00
	55.00
	70.00
	100.00
	 
	20.00
	2.50
	100.00
	 
	15.00
	 
	10.00
	100.00
	1.00

	
	31
	CAR
	 
	 
	 
	 
	5.00
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	32
	DET
	1.00
	5.00
	 
	 
	85.00
	80.00
	95.00
	 
	100.00
	15.00
	15.00
	 
	 
	95.00




Table S.3: Summary statistics for the Ecopath model. The pedigree index of 0.6 indicates that the quality of the input data is adequate for ecosystem analysis (Christensen et al., 2000). Consumption makes up for the largest portion of the Total System Throughput; production and flows into detritus contribute in similar proportions, while respiratory flows account for 15% of the total, and exports are negligible. This in line with results highlighted by other EwE models for the Northern Adriatic Sea (Coll et al., 2007; Barausse et al., 2009). Indicators of ecosystem development signal that the northern Adriatic Sea system is at a medium stage of development (Odum, 1969). For example, the primary production/respiration ratio shows that the energy produced is very efficiently utilised, but the primary production/biomass ratio indicates a considerable level of biomass accumulation. Moreover, the System Omnivory Index is low, pointing to linear tendencies in the food web (Christensen and Walters, 2004). Ascendency is comparable to results for other Mediterranean systems (Coll et al., 2006; Piroddi et al., 2010; Tsagarakis et al., 2010) and confirms a medium stage of development, and a moderate capacity of resistance to perturbations. 

	Parameter
	Value
	Units

	Sum of all consumption
	1855.39
	t/km²/y

	Sum of all exports
	5.43
	t/km²/y

	Sum of all respiratory flows
	732.55
	t/km²/y

	Sum of all flows into detritus
	1052.35
	t/km²/y

	Total system throughput
	3645.71
	t/km²/y

	Sum of all production
	1241.91
	t/km²/y

	Mean trophic level of the catch
	2.79
	

	Gross efficiency (catch/net p.p.)
	0.0073
	

	Calculated total net primary production
	737.85
	t/km²/y

	Total primary production/total respiration
	1.01
	

	Net system production
	5.30
	t/km²/y

	Total primary production/total biomass
	16.82
	

	Total biomass/total throughput
	0.0120
	y-1

	Total biomass (excluding detritus)
	43.87
	t/km²

	Total catch
	5.39
	t/km²/y

	PPR (Primary Producers)
	5.9
	%

	PPR (Detritus)
	26.1
	%

	Connectance Index
	0.22
	

	System Omnivory Index
	0.15
	

	Ecopath pedigree index
	0.60
	

	Measure of fit, t*
	3.92
	




Table S.4: Temperature – Search rate function parameters. For validation purposes, the optimum temperature value calculated in Cheung et al. (2013) (ToptC) is also given for those groups for which this parameter could be extrapolated; with the exception of the flatfish group (FFS), Topt values obtained with the procedure presented in this paper were  within a ±20% range of those estimated from Cheung et al. (2013) data.

	
	Group
	Topt
(°C)
	Tmax
(°C)
	c
	ToptC
(°C)
	Topt/ToptC

	1
	BFT
	21.21
	25.80
	0.7
	24.00
	113%

	2
	NFD
	13.63
	23.00
	0.4
	14.43
	106%

	3
	NFI
	25.55
	28.34
	0.7
	27.00
	106%

	4
	CPH
	13.65
	25.60
	0.4
	
	

	5
	FFS
	8.76
	23.00
	0.4
	15.74
	180%

	6
	BFD
	18.90
	24.02
	0.4
	18.71
	99%

	7
	BFI
	21.21
	25.80
	1.0
	
	

	8
	PLT
	19.94
	27.69
	0.7
	18.39
	92%

	9
	PLI
	26.85
	28.32
	0.7
	25.00
	93%

	10
	MOP
	10.79
	23.00
	0.4
	
	

	11
	MOI
	22.02
	25.82
	1.0
	
	

	12
	MMF
	14.73
	23.00
	0.4
	
	

	13
	MMI
	21.11
	26.55
	1.0
	
	

	14
	MFF
	13.16
	23.87
	0.4
	
	

	15
	MFI
	18.28
	25.63
	1.0
	
	

	16
	PEC
	9.29
	23.00
	0.4
	12.44
	134%

	17
	VEN
	8.86
	23.00
	0.4
	
	

	18
	MZP
	16.67
	25.38
	0.7
	
	

	19
	MPI
	22.46
	25.82
	1.0
	
	

	20
	MDT
	11.83
	23.00
	0.4
	
	

	21
	MDI
	23.64
	28.37
	1.0
	
	

	22
	MHR
	8.76
	23.29
	0.4
	
	

	23
	MHI
	23.36
	27.08
	1.0
	
	

	25
	JEL
	21.21
	28.37
	0.7
	
	

	26
	JEI
	22.15
	25.17
	0.7
	
	

	27
	MZI
	23.64
	26.29
	0.7
	
	



[image: MacIntosh HD:Users:Alberto:Documents:Uni:Dottorato:Papers:Modello:Materiale:Figg:Figure paper:MTI.png]Figure S.1: Mixed Trophic Impact (MTI) analysis. The bars indicate relative impact. Groups at the bottom of the trophic web, namely phytoplankton, planktonic invertebrate groups, meiobenthos and herbivorous and detritivorous macrozoobenthos, show impacts on many other groups in the system, highlighting the existence of a bottom-up flow control.
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