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Abstract
Macroecology is the study of patterns, and the processes that determine those patterns, in the distribu-
tion and abundance of organisms at large scales, whether they be spatial (from hundreds of kilometres 
to global), temporal (from decades to centuries), and organismal (numbers of species or higher taxa). In 
the context of invasion ecology, macroecological studies include, for example, analyses of the richness, 
diversity, distribution, and abundance of alien species in regional floras and faunas, spatio-temporal dy-
namics of alien species across regions, and cross-taxonomic analyses of species traits among comparable 
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native and alien species pools. However, macroecological studies aiming to explain and predict plant and 
animal naturalisations and invasions, and the resulting impacts, have, to date, rarely considered the joint 
effects of species traits, environment, and socioeconomic characteristics. To address this, we present the 
MAcroecological Framework for Invasive Aliens (MAFIA). The MAFIA explains the invasion phenom-
enon using three interacting classes of factors – alien species traits, location characteristics, and factors 
related to introduction events – and explicitly maps these interactions onto the invasion sequence from 
transport to naturalisation to invasion. The framework therefore helps both to identify how anthropo-
genic effects interact with species traits and environmental characteristics to determine observed patterns 
in alien distribution, abundance, and richness; and to clarify why neglecting anthropogenic effects can 
generate spurious conclusions. Event-related factors include propagule pressure, colonisation pressure, 
and residence time that are important for mediating the outcome of invasion processes. However, because 
of context dependence, they can bias analyses, for example those that seek to elucidate the role of alien 
species traits. In the same vein, failure to recognise and explicitly incorporate interactions among the main 
factors impedes our understanding of which macroecological invasion patterns are shaped by the environ-
ment, and of the importance of interactions between the species and their environment. The MAFIA is 
based largely on insights from studies of plants and birds, but we believe it can be applied to all taxa, and 
hope that it will stimulate comparative research on other groups and environments. By making the biases 
in macroecological analyses of biological invasions explicit, the MAFIA offers an opportunity to guide 
assessments of the context dependence of invasions at broad geographical scales.

Keywords
climate, colonisation pressure, geographic range, habitats, invasion stages, non-native, propagule pressure, 
residence time, species traits, vertebrates

Introduction

Macroecology as a tool to study biological invasions

Invasive alien species introduced by humans to areas beyond their native distribu-
tions (Richardson et al. 2000; Blackburn et al. 2011) are a major threat to the world’s 
biodiversity and economy (McGeoch et al. 2010; Blackburn et al. 2014; Brondizio 
et al. 2019; Pyšek et al. 2020). The numbers of alien species (and the subset of them 
that are invasive) are increasing rapidly world-wide and there is no sign of deceleration 
(Hulme et al. 2009; Seebens et al. 2017, 2018). Ongoing globalisation (Perrings et al. 
2010), increasing levels of ecosystem modification, and climate warming (Walther et 
al. 2009) are expected further to accelerate alien species introductions, naturalisations 
and impacts (Essl et al. 2011a; Hulme 2017; Haeuser et al. 2018).

Research in invasion science over the last 30 years has focussed on questions aimed 
at improving predictions about which species will form invasive populations, and 
where these will occur (Drake et al. 1989; Rejmánek 2000; Kolar and Lodge 2002; 
Pyšek and Richardson 2007). These questions were motivated by the desire to prevent 
and mitigate the multiple environmental and socioeconomic impacts of alien species. 
This body of research has given us a better understanding of the importance of con-
text dependence in biological invasions (Sapsford et al. 2020) and of the interactions 
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among the multiple key drivers that influence the outcome of invasion (e.g. Higgins 
and Richardson 1998; Simberloff and von Holle 1999; Blumenthal 2006; Sol et al. 
2008b; Pyšek et al. 2009a, 2015). This complexity is now fully appreciated and has 
been addressed by the development of numerous hypotheses and concepts (Catford et 
al. 2009; Enders et al. 2018, 2020; Jeschke and Heger 2018), theoretical frameworks 
(e.g. van Kleunen et al. 2010a; Gurevitch et al. 2011; Strayer 2012; Hulme et al. 2020; 
Wilson et al. 2020) and statistical models of macroecological patterns (e.g. Rouget and 
Richardson 2003; Thuiller et al. 2006; Wilson et al. 2007; Küster et al. 2008, 2010; 
Pyšek et al. 2009a, b, 2015; Castro-Díez et al. 2011; Schmidt and Drake 2011; Daw-
son et al. 2017; Essl et al. 2019). Since multiple factors determine invasion success and 
impacts, invasions can only be understood in the specific context in which they occur 
(Novoa et al. 2020; Sapsford et al. 2020). For this reason, studies need to be designed 
to consider the roles of these multiple factors to ensure that meaningful interpretations 
of outcomes can be made.

Given that thousands of alien species have established populations and spread across 
previously unoccupied environments, we are now in a position to (and indeed urgently 
need to) develop an understanding of the macroecological processes that underpin bio-
logical invasions. Macroecology is the study of large-scale (i.e. from hundreds of square 
kilometres to global in terms of space; from decades to centuries in time; and for large 
numbers of species or a broad range of taxonomic groups) patterns in the distribution 
and abundance of species, and the processes that determine those patterns (Gaston 
and Blackburn 2000; McGill 2019). To qualify as macroecological, a study needs to 
meet the scale requirement in at least one dimension; in invasion science, it is rare that 
studies conform to this definition in all three dimensions (but see Seebens et al. 2017, 
2018) as can be inferred from the overview of studies presented in Appendix I.

Macroecology seeks to identify generality in complex ecological systems through 
comparative study of their properties, such as species assemblages or geographic ranges; 
it therefore addresses issues such as spatial and temporal variation in species richness, 
interspecific variation in abundance and range size, and how biological and environ-
mental properties influence these aggregate entities (McGill 2019). For biological inva-
sions, exploring macroecological patterns in the invaded range is a natural extension 
of research aiming to understand why some aliens become abundant and widespread 
while others do not, and why some sites accrue more alien species than others.

Attempts to associate biological traits and environmental characteristics with 
broad-scale patterns in the distribution, abundance, and richness of alien species have 
built on decades of macroecological research on native species. The assumption under-
lying this approach is that the ecologies of alien and native populations will be deter-
mined by the same drivers, albeit not necessarily in exactly the same way. For example, 
physiological tolerances of individuals to temperature or precipitation in the native 
range can be retained for many species in the alien range and climatic niche shifts are 
quite rare among terrestrial plant invaders (Petitpierre et al. 2012, but see Hulme and 
Barrett 2013; Early and Sax 2014; Atwater et al. 2018; Datta et al. 2019). Similarly, 
unless species’ life histories change when they move to a new range, effects of these 
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Table 1. Summary of 102 studies addressing macroecological patterns in biological invasions, with re-
spect to the factors that are studied. Only studies meeting at least one of the following criteria were se-
lected: address a large scale in terms of space (from hundreds of square kilometres to global), time (from 
decades to centuries) or taxonomy (for large numbers of species or a broad range of taxonomic groups). 
See Appendix I for the list of studies on which these statistics are based. Only six studies (5.9% of the 
total examined) considered all but one of the seven factors distinguished, 10 studies (9.9%) explored the 
effect of five factors, and 13 (12.9%) addressed four factors. The vast majority of studies (72, i.e. 71.3%) 
considered three factors or fewer.

Factors investigated
Number of 

papers
Number of 

factors studied in 
combination

Alien 
species 
traits

Habitats and 
climate in 

native range

Habitats and 
climate in 
alien range

Socioeconomic 
factors

Colonisation 
and propagule 

pressure

Residence 
time

Invasion 
stages

0 7
2 6 × × × × × ×
2 6 × × × × × ×
1 6 × × × × × ×
1 6 × × × × × ×
4 5 × × × × ×
2 5 × × × × ×
1 5 × × × × ×
1 5 × × × × ×
1 5 × × × × ×
1 5 × × × × ×
2 4 × × × ×
2 4 × × × ×
2 4 × × × ×
2 4 × × × ×
1 4 × × × ×
1 4 × × × ×
1 4 × × × ×
1 4 × × × ×
1 4 × × × ×
6 3 × × ×
4 3 × × ×
3 3 × × ×
3 3 × × ×
2 3 × × ×
2 3 × × ×
2 3 × × ×
1 3 × × ×
1 3 × × ×
1 3 × × ×
1 3 × × ×
8 2 × ×
6 2 × ×
3 2 × ×
2 2 × ×
2 2 × ×
1 2 × ×
1 2 × ×
1 2 × ×
1 2 × ×
19 1 ×
1 1 ×
1 1 ×
102 93 40 41 27 37 19 34
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traits on macroecological patterns in the native range should be maintained in the alien 
range. Plant species that are good competitors should retain this ability in the invaded 
range; some will become even better competitors due to enemy release (e.g. Keane and 
Crawley 2002), and some will become invaders by behaving in the same way as in their 
native range (Firn et al. 2011; Parker et al. 2013; Colautti et al. 2014).

The assumption that the ecologies of alien and native populations will be deter-
mined by the same drivers might not hold if the traits of conspecific individuals in 
the alien and native populations differ, e.g. due to founder effects, or evolution, or if 
resource limitation differs, e.g. when species move from an N-limited to a light-limited 
system. However, and more fundamentally, the identity and location of alien popula-
tions are determined by human activities, in a manner that is of a different order and 
type to that for native populations (Wilson et al. 2009). Thus, while human activities 
undoubtedly profoundly affect macroecological patterns in native populations (e.g., 
Gaston and Blackburn 2003; Faurby and Araújo 2017), the macroecological patterns 
and processes of alien populations are more strongly mediated by anthropogenic in-
fluences (Richardson et al. 2000; Blackburn et al. 2011). For example, similar factors 
seem to influence the native and alien range sizes of pine species (Richardson and Bond 
1991), but alien range sizes are additionally profoundly influenced by anthropogenic 
factors (McGregor et al. 2012; Procheş et al. 2012).

Context dependence in biological invasions: evidence from literature

With respect to alien abundance and distribution, a growing literature shows that 
some species traits are generally associated with the capacity to form self-sustaining 
populations that spread from points of introduction (i.e. invasive sensu Pyšek and 
Richardson 2007; van Kleunen et al. 2010b). For example, Pyšek et al. (2009a, 2015) 
used a source-area approach (as defined by Pyšek et al. 2004b) to show that the success 
of Central-European plant species introduced to other areas of the world results 
from the interaction of their distribution in the native range, habitats they occupy 
there, their biological traits, propagule pressure as a consequence of human use, and 
residence time. Jeschke and Strayer (2006) showed that invasiveness was related to 
native range size for mammals, birds and freshwater fish alien to Europe and North 
America. Recent studies revealed that fast life-history strategies, that allow for rapid 
increase in population size, characterise successful alien mammals (Capellini et al. 
2015), reptiles (Allen et al. 2017) and plants (Richardson and Rejmánek 2004; van 
Kleunen et al. 2010b), while alien birds rather adopt slow strategies (Sol et al. 2012). 
In birds and mammals, a generalist life-style characterised by behavioural flexibility 
and larger trait variation is associated with successful establishment (Sol et al. 2008a, 
2012; González-Suárez et al. 2015), while in insects specialised species seem to be more 
successful (Rossinelli and Bacher 2015). At the global scale, Dyer et al. (2016) showed 
that variation in the alien geographic range size of birds was positively associated with 
native geographic range size, while there was no effect of either body mass or ecological 
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specialisation controlling for other variables. Environmental factors, including climate 
and habitat match between source and target regions (Thuiller et al. 2005; Hejda et 
al. 2009; Kalusová et al. 2013) are also likely to be important for invasiveness. For 
example, Duncan et al. (2001) showed that alien bird species with larger geographic 
ranges in Australia had a larger area of climatically suitable habitat on the continent.

For plants, several studies have addressed the role of traits in invasions in concert 
with other factors codetermining invasiveness (e.g. Herron et al. 2007; van Kleunen 
and Johnson 2007; Gravuer et al. 2008; Küster et al. 2008), but none of them simul-
taneously: (i) used a global dataset, (ii) analysed different stages of invasion process, 
(iii) took characteristics of the native and introduced ranges, such as its size, climate or 
habitat affiliation, into account together with species traits, and (iv) included the effect 
of residence time and propagule pressure (Table 1, Appendix I). Thuiller et al. (2006) 
studied how species traits, characteristics of the native and introduced ranges, residence 
time, and human usage shape the distribution of invasive alien plant species, but they 
based their analysis on the invading species pool in the target region of South Africa. 
Hamilton et al. (2005) analysed the role of several species traits in invasions at different 
spatial scales but, while they accounted for phylogenetic effects, they did not address 
different stages of the invasion process, and nor did they consider distributional char-
acteristics in native ranges. Van Kleunen et al. (2007) studied different invasion stages 
by analysing introduction through horticultural trade and subsequent naturalisation 
separately, and employed distributional characteristics together with species traits, but 
only for species within the family Iridaceae. Gravuer et al. (2008) considered human 
and biogeographic factors as well as traits and three invasion stages, but only for a sin-
gle genus (i.e. Trifolium). Küster et al. (2008) considered distributional characteristics 
and focused on important interactions among ecological characteristics for one inva-
sion step. Dawson et al. (2009) addressed multiple stages of alien plant invasions for 
multiple genera in concert with a number of traits, but only for invasions in the trop-
ics. Essl et al. (2011b) explored interactions among native range size, climate match, 
habitat affiliations, colonisation pressure and propagule pressure, but only for conifer 
naturalisations. McGregor et al. (2012) examined the role of species traits, biogeo-
graphic attributes (including native range size) and human factors on the likelihood of 
introduction and naturalisation of pine species in separate regions in the Northern and 
Southern hemispheres.

The need for a formal framework addressing large-scale context dependence in 
biological invasions

Despite advances in our understanding of invasion dynamics as discussed above, models 
in the literature that seek to elucidate the determinants of naturalisation and invasion 
success of alien species from a macroecological perspective (regional to global) rarely 
include a complete suite of factors that have been acknowledged as key elements in 
the process (Table 1, Appendix I). Yet, the application of models that analyse multiple 
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factors in concert to determine their relative importance is crucial to address properly 
the role of biological traits promoting species invasiveness. Importantly, because of the 
context dependence of invasions, the real effect of a particular trait can be confounded, 
for example, if a species possessing a trait is introduced more frequently, or has had a 
longer time to adapt to, or take advantage of, conditions in the invaded area. Similarly, 
studies that ignore effects of, for example, habitats in which the species occurs either 
in the native and/or invaded range may overestimate the role of biological traits, which 
in turn may result in spurious predictions (Pyšek et al. 2015; Duncan et al. 2019). At 
the same time, factors interacting with the species traits themselves, such as propagule 
pressure and residence time, play important roles in determining the outcome of 
particular invasions.

Here, we develop a formal framework to explore the context dependence of in-
vasions at broad geographical scales, and to increase awareness that macroecological 
analyses can yield biased results if these issues are ignored. We discuss different aspects 
of the framework by using examples of previous macroecological studies mostly based 
on plants and birds, as these two groups have been studied in most detail from this 
perspective. However, we believe that the framework is applicable to a broad range 
of taxa, and we hope that it will stimulate comparative research in other groups and 
environments.

MAcroecological Framework for Invasive Aliens (MAFIA): the rationale

At the core of the MAFIA is the notion that three classes of factors and their interac-
tions explain invasions: (i) alien species traits, (ii) location characteristics, and (iii) fac-
tors related to introduction events (Fig. 1). This rationale has been mostly used in the 
animal invasion literature (e.g. Duncan et al. 2003) but is generally applicable across 
taxa. Event-related factors include propagule pressure and other human factors (e.g. 
pathways, and date of introduction that determines the residence time), but also, for 
example, the season during which the species is introduced (summer, winter). These 
interactions, with the exception of climate matching (which is often treated as a main 
factor instead of an interaction), have rarely been considered to date. However, an 
introduction of an alien species with traits suited to establishment in the local abiotic 
environment and biotic community, with a sufficiently large founding population size, 
will still fail if, e.g. the resource availability at the time of introduction is insufficient 
(i.e. a mismatch of location and event characteristics; Fig. 1). For example, it has been 
shown that propagule pressure only emerges as a strong predictor of invasion success 
of pest insects alien to Europe if the interaction with host availability and the degree 
of climate matching is taken into account (Bacon et al. 2014, see also Duncan 2016). 
Failure to recognise and explicitly incorporate interactions among the main factors 
clearly impedes our understanding of which macroecological invasion patterns are 
shaped by the environment, and of the importance of interactions between the species 
and their environment.
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Loca�on 
characteris�cs

Temperature range, 
resource availability, 
na�ve community, 

disturbance 

Event-related factors:
Coloniza�on/propagule 

pressure, residence 
�me, season, pathway

Matching of Species traits and 
Loca�on characteris�cs: e.g. 

climate/habitat matching with 
species niche breadth; func�onal 
or phylogene�c  novelty of alien 

traits for na�ve community
Species × Loca�on

Matching of Loca�on
characteris�cs and Event-

related factors:
e.g. resource availability at 

�me of introduc�on
Loca�on × Event

Matching of Species traits 
and Event-related factors:
e.g. season of introduc�on 

and life cycle of alien
Species × Event

Species × Loca�on ×
Event

Alien species’ traits
Fast/slow strategy, 

body size, niche 
breadth, na�ve range 

size, fecundity

Figure 1. A proposed comprehensive typology of factors and their interactions (represented by intersec-
tions in the Venn diagram) that explain invasions: Alien species traits, Location characteristics, and Event-
related factors. Intersections between two (or all) these main classes of factors denote situations where 
their combinations determine invasions, e.g. the climate at a location needs to match the niche require-
ments of the alien to result in a successful invasion. For a successful invasion, all factor classes and their 
interactions need to be favourable (Species × Location × Event), i.e. a species with suitable traits is intro-
duced to a suitable habitat in a region with matching climate and the propagule numbers arriving during 
that introduction event are enough to allow for successful establishment, possibly resulting in invasion.

Another key notion is that the macroecological processes of biological invasions 
are underpinned both by biological and environmental characteristics (that are used to 
explain the distribution, abundance, and richness of alien species in their native ranges), 
and by human factors that influence the probability and magnitude of transport and 
introduction of alien species, and whether, where, and when a species is given the op-
portunity to succeed. Such human factors include the origin, destination, and means by 
which species are transported (Sinclair et al. 2020), the locations, identities, numbers of 
introduction events, numbers of species (colonisation pressure; Lockwood et al. 2009), 
individuals or propagules (propagule pressure; Lockwood et al. 2005) being introduced, 
and residence time (Forcella and Wood 1984; Rejmánek 2000; Pyšek and Jarošík 2005; 
Wilson et al. 2007; Williamson et al. 2009; Gassó et al. 2010), as well as spatial (by 
widespread dissemination or abundant plantings; Hanspach et al. 2008) and temporal 
(by long history of cultivation; Rouget and Richardson 2003) variation in these factors.

The awareness of these considerations is at the heart of the MAFIA, depicted in 
Fig. 2. In macroecological analyses, invasion science aims to explain the occurrence 
and success of alien species in regional floras and faunas (i.e. their richness, diversity, 
distribution, abundance, as well as spatial and trait relationships) by using a num-
ber of factors related to species traits, and both environmental- and socioeconomic, 
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PROPAGULE
PRESSURE (N*I)

SOCIOECONOMIC 
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SPECIES TRAITS 
IN THE INVADED RANGE 

HABITATS & CLIMATE 
IN THE INVADED RANGE

`
`
`
`
`

`
` 
`
`
`
`
`

`
`
`
`

IN NATIVE RANGE

RESIDENCE TIME×

SPECIES BIOLOGICAL TRAITS 
IN ALIEN RANGE 

Introduc�on Spread/Invasion

COLONISATION 
PRESSURE (S)

Species in their na�ve range: 
the donor species pool

Lineage 
survival 

probability

Transport Establishment/Naturalisa�on

HABITATS & CLIMATE 
IN ALIEN RANGE

ALIEN MACROECOLOGY:
Richness, distribu�on, abundance, spa�al & trait rela�onships

of alien biota at large scales

{

×
×

×

SOCIOECONOMIC 
FACTORS

(e.g. human selec�on, 
pathways of

introduc�on,…)

Species introduced in their alien range

×
HABITATS & CLIMATE 

IN NATIVE RANGE

SPECIES GEOGRAPHIC 
ATTRIBUTES IN NATIVE

RANGE
PROPAGULE

PRESSURE (N×I)

SPECIES BIOLOGICAL TRAITS 

Figure 2. The Macroecological Framework for Invasive Aliens (MAFIA). The classes of factors intro-
duced in Fig. 1 are distinguished by using the same colour codes, i.e. Alien species traits (including their 
values in the native range) in green, Location characteristics in blue and Event-related factors in orange, 
and individual factors are shown as operating along the introduction-naturalisation-invasion continuum 
(INIC). Species geographic attributes and Habitat & Climate in native range are in a different colour 
(purple) because they influence both Alien species traits and Event-related socioeconomic factors (by 
influencing the probability that a species will be transported by humans from its native range) but are not 
directly related to the Location characteristics in introduced range (i.e. to where the species will be intro-
duced). Lineage survival probability is the probability that any one of the introduced individuals leaves a 
surviving lineage (i.e. founds a population). S, number of species introduced; N, number of individuals 
introduced per introduction event; I, number of introduction events. See text for explanation.

i.e. human-related, characteristics (Fig. 2). The interaction ‘Species biological traits × 
Geographic attributes × Habitats × Climate × Socioeconomic factors (Introduction 
pathways and Site/Propagule & Colonisation pressure/Residence time)’ needs to be 
considered in combination to make progress in explaining and predicting plant and 
animal naturalisation and invasion success, as well as impacts.

Underpinning the MAFIA is the well-established unified framework for biological 
invasions (Blackburn et al. 2011) and its predecessors for plant (Richardson et al. 2000) 
and animal invasions (Williamson and Fitter 1996). These frameworks recognise that 
the invasion process can be conceptualised as a sequence of stages that a species has to 
pass through to become introduced from its native range and to become alien in the 
new range, and that each stage acts as a filter that potentially restricts the species that 
are exposed to each following stage in the sequence (Blackburn et al. 2011; Richardson 
and Pyšek 2012). The MAFIA thus builds on the introduction-naturalisation-invasion 
continuum (INIC – Richardson et al. 2011) concept, and some others such as the TEASI 
framework that formalised the different steps of invasion process based on the notion that 
factors important at previous steps percolate through to later steps (Leung et al. 2012).
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The MAFIA, by explicitly mapping the factors that influence macroecological pat-
terns in alien species onto the invasion pathway, not only helps to identify how anthro-
pogenic effects interact with species traits and environmental characteristics to deter-
mine observed patterns in alien distribution, abundance, and richness (amongst other 
features), but also clarifies why overlooking anthropogenic effects can lead to spurious 
conclusions. It has been repeatedly shown that different factors influence different stag-
es of the invasion process (Kolar and Lodge 2001; Moodley et al. 2013); socioeconomic 
factors are suggested to be generally important early in the invasion process, whereas 
biogeography, ecology, and evolution play more important roles at later stages (Wil-
liamson 2006; McGeoch et al. 2016). Thus, if we cannot determine exactly at which 
stage of the invasion process each analysed taxon is, or if we merge the alien species for 
analyses regardless of their status (casual, naturalised or invasive; sensu Blackburn et al. 
2011 and Richardson et al. 2011), it becomes impossible to identify the importance of 
invasion drivers. Another general problem associated with macroecological analyses is 
that the quality of data available for large numbers of species comprising whole floras 
and faunas is often low, and some of the factors thus remain unconsidered (Pyšek et 
al. 2009a; Gioria et al. 2012, 2019; Kueffer et al. 2013) (Appendix I). The MAFIA 
recognises that understanding this context is vital to understanding invasion outcomes.

Because of context dependence, the factors mediating the outcome of invasion 
processes can act to bias some analyses. For example, factors concerning introduction 
events, e.g. propagule and colonisation pressure (Lockwood et al. 2005; Simberloff 
2009) and residence time (Rejmánek 2000; Castro et al. 2005; Pyšek and Jarošík 2005; 
Williamson et al. 2009; Pyšek et al. 2011), can confound analyses of the effect of alien 
species traits. Both propagule and colonisation pressure and residence time have fun-
damental effects on the outcome of invasion (see below) and set the stage upon which 
the differences in biological traits act in influencing the invasion success of a species 
(Lonsdale 1999; Colautti et al. 2006; Catford et al. 2009; Fig. 2). However, if the goal 
is to explore the alien species traits by location interaction (e.g. to assess which types of 
species tend to become invasive where), it would be inappropriate to compare species 
with different event characteristics, such as species that were provided with a different 
periods of time to adapt to the novel environment (residence times) and/or were in-
troduced in different quantities (propagule pressure) (Wilson et al. 2007; Pyšek et al. 
2009b, 2015). This is particularly the case if there is covariance between alien species 
traits and introduction events (e.g. reptiles that are easier to breed are more common in 
the pet trade; van Wilgen et al. 2010), or covariance between locations and introduc-
tion events (e.g. plants tend to be more frequently introduced to lowlands areas than 
mountains; Alexander et al. 2011).

Elements of the framework

In this section we explore in detail how individual factors captured by the MAFIA, and 
their interactions, affect the outcome of invasions at the macroecological scale, and what 
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is the evidence in literature for the role they play. We address these issues along the stages 
of the invasion process, from transport and introduction to naturalisation and invasion, 
with discussion on effects of propagule pressure and climate integrated within these 
sections. The importance of the context brought about by residence time, alien species 
traits and habitats is discussed in separate sections. For each element of the framework, 
we indicate to which of the three classes of factors (Figs 1, 2) it is related (Traits – Aliens 
species traits; Location – Location characteristics; Event – Event-related factors).

Species in their native range: the donor species pool [Traits]

Not all species have alien populations but, in principle, the size of the alien species 
pool (i.e. alien species richness) can to a large degree be attributed to the size of the 
donor species pool, dispersal success (incl. human transport, human commensalism 
and perceived utility) and the fit to the new environment in terms of environmental 
matching between donor and recipient regions (Karger et al. 2016). It therefore fol-
lows that, at the global level, observed aliens are a subsample of the world’s native 
species pool (though exceptions could occur where alien species hybridise and speciate 
in their new ranges; Ellstrand and Schierenbeck 2000; Levin 2003; Flores-Moreno et 
al. 2015; Brandenburger et al. 2019). Which species from this pool get entrained on 
the invasion pathway depends on the interaction of the socioeconomic motivations or 
determinants for translocation, and the distribution and characteristics of the species 
(Hulme et al. 2008; Essl et al. 2015; Sinclair et al. 2020). These latter features affect 
the probability that a species is selected (deliberately or otherwise) for transport. For 
example, a large native geographic range has been suggested to be among the best de-
terminants of invasion success in seed plants (Rejmánek 1996; Goodwin et al. 1999; 
Hui et al. 2011), but this factor may affect invasiveness in several ways. First, having 
a large native range increases the probability of a species being selected for transport 
(Blackburn and Duncan 2001a) and therefore experiencing high propagule pressure 
(Cassey et al. 2004c). Second, the traits that allowed the species to achieve a large na-
tive range might also allow it to have a large alien range (Booth et al. 2003; Pyšek et al. 
2009a; Dyer et al. 2016). Further, a large native range has been proposed to increase 
the probability that a species will sample a broader range of habitats and becomes bet-
ter equipped for competition and novel interactions with species in the introduced 
ranges (Sax and Brown 2000). Nevertheless, this is not true for all taxa. For example, 
for parrots it has been shown that large geographic range size is a strong predictor of 
which species are transported outside their native ranges, and which transported spe-
cies are subsequently introduced, but not which introduced species succeed in estab-
lishing (Cassey et al. 2004b); the net result of this, however, is that alien parrots tend 
to be those with large native ranges.

The biogeographic location of the native range also matters, as not all species 
pools are equally likely to be sampled for potential aliens. For example, bird species 
introduced in the 19th and early 20th centuries came primarily from Europe, were 
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more likely to be introduced to regions of the British Empire, and were more likely to 
concern species in families of game birds (e.g. pheasants, ducks, and pigeons). These 
patterns arise because introductions in this period were largely driven by the deliberate 
activities of Acclimatisation Societies – organisations specifically aimed at promoting 
introductions of beneficial species, such as game animals, and which were especially 
active in British colonies (di Castri 1989; Pipek et al. 2015; Dyer et al. 2017).

The relative size and age of species pools in species’ native versus alien range also 
helps to indicate potential evolutionary imbalances (Fridley and Sax 2014). Alien spe-
cies that have evolved over a longer period of time and in a more competitive and stable 
environment (e.g. mainland vs islands) tend to have higher competitive ability than 
co-occurring native species. As plant invasions in the Czech Republic, New Zealand, 
and eastern North America demonstrate (Fridley and Sax 2014), species from regions 
with highly diverse evolutionary lineages are more likely to become successful invaders 
in less diverse regions.

Disentangling the relative roles of species traits and properties of native geographic 
ranges in the context of anthropogenic effects is thus a fundamental task for invasion 
science. Knowing the extent to which the characteristics of the native range of a species 
can explain and predict its invasion, and under what contexts, would improve the pre-
cision of prediction systems used in weed-risk assessment (e.g. Pheloung et al. 1999; 
Weber et al. 2009).

Transport and introduction: socioeconomic factors, propagule pressure, and 
colonisation pressure [Event]

There are at least three important consequences of the intersection of the socioeconom-
ic motivations for introduction of aliens from the native species pool. First, the identi-
ties of introduced species are a non-random subset of all species that could have been 
introduced (see also Karger et al. 2016; Maurel et al. 2016). This can have significant 
consequences for our perceptions of the kinds of species that become invasive, and for 
our interpretation of the resulting macroecological patterns. For example, introduced 
wildfowl species are larger-bodied, on average, than those wildfowl that have not been 
introduced (Blackburn and Duncan 2001a). It follows that established wildfowl species 
are likely also to be large-bodied, and that the macroecological patterns expressed by 
alien wildfowl will be a consequence of how body size might influence the distribution 
and abundance of these species. It is important to factor such non-randomness into 
any analysis of later stages of the invasion process, including macroecological analyses, 
or incorrect conclusions about processes are likely to be reached (Cassey et al. 2004a; 
Pyšek et al. 2009a; Hui et al. 2014).

Second, sites to which species are introduced also depend on interactions between 
introduction pathways and the donor species pool. Again, incorrect conclusions 
about processes are likely to be reached without factoring in this context, especially 
as native species are not distributed randomly with respect to evolutionary history or 
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associated traits, and hence pathway locations and species-pool composition interact. 
For example, socioeconomic changes in societies around the world have driven changes 
in the reasons for, and the geographical dimensions of, human-induced movement of 
bird species (Blackburn et al. 2009; Dyer et al. 2017); the source regions, destinations 
and identities of introduced species have shifted significantly in recent decades. Bird 
introductions are now driven largely by the pet trade, especially in rapidly developing 
economies in the Middle and Far East. This may explain why alien bird species follow 
Bergmann’s rule (Fig. 3), such that the average body mass exhibited by alien bird 
assemblages decreases toward the equator (Blackburn et al. 2019). Alien bird species 
appear to follow closely the relationship exhibited by native birds (Olson et al. 2009), 
but this is to a large extent a consequence of the fact that large-bodied species have 
been introduced at higher latitudes, on average, than small-bodied species, followed 
by latitudinal variation in establishment success that is independent of body mass 
(Blackburn et al. 2019). Historical introductions driven by Acclimatisation Societies 
tended to prefer large-bodied species and higher latitudes than recent introductions, 
which tend to be cage bird species such as parrots and estrildid finches, and to occur at 
lower latitudes (Dyer et al. 2017).

Third, patterns of selection from native species pools along different introduction 
pathways will affect the numbers of species (colonisation pressure; Lockwood et al. 
2009) and individuals (propagule pressure; Lockwood et al. 2005; Simberloff 2009) 
that are introduced to different locations around the world. Models have shown repeat-
edly that the random selection of individuals from a species pool with realistic popula-
tion structure will result in more species, and more individuals per species, in larger 
samples, as may occur for example in species transported in ballast water (Lockwood 
et al. 2009). More abundant species are more likely to be transported in this way. The 
same patterns hold for planned introductions (Cassey et al. 2004c). Variations in the 
levels of invasion among recipient communities, habitats or regions could be, in some 
cases, simply due to differences in the numbers of arriving aliens (Williamson 1996).

Lonsdale (1999) and Duncan et al. (2019) showed for plants and birds, respec-
tively, that alien species richness at a location is a function of the number of species 
introduced to the location and the probability that any given introduced species es-
tablishes a viable population. Duncan et al. (2019) further showed that, for a closed 
system such as an island, establishment in turn is a function of the number of individu-
als introduced, and the probability that any one of those individuals leaves a surviving 
lineage (lineage survival probability; Fig. 2). Thus, alien species richness is primarily a 
consequence of the introduction process, and specifically colonisation and propagule 
pressures. These anthropogenic effects are fundamental to understanding the invasion 
process, and must be explicitly considered if the alien macroecological patterns that 
result are to be interpreted correctly (this is particularly notable early on in the invasion 
process, e.g. when looking at factors that determine the site of first detections; Huang 
et al. 2012). As an analogy, attempting to understand the drivers of alien species rich-
ness by performing a manipulative experiment in which the number of species added 
to each treatment was unknown would be unwise. It is similarly difficult to unravel the 
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Figure 3. Latitudinal variation in body mass for introduced (black, unfilled circles) and established (blue, 
filled circles) alien bird species worldwide, together with the mean (thick line) and range (thin line) of the rela-
tionship for native bird species. See text for details. Data from Blackburn et al. (2019) and Olson et al. (2009).

drivers of alien species richness in natural experiments where colonisation pressure is 
unknown. Duncan et al. (2019) carried out simple sensitivity analyses to show that by 
far the strongest determinant of alien species richness in their model was colonisation 
pressure; they show that increasing propagule pressure or lineage survival probability 
will increase alien species richness, but only up to an asymptote imposed by colonisa-
tion pressure. All else being equal, increasing colonisation pressure allows alien species 
richness to continue to grow as a linear function. While this model technically applies 
to closed systems, and it is not clear whether it applies to all taxa, most alien bird spe-
cies at least do not spread far from points of introduction (Dyer et al. 2016). The im-
plication is that for birds in most broad locations, colonisation pressure is a much more 
influential driver of incursion than spread. For many plant invasions, however, new 
population foci create potent propagule pressure sources that drive invasions much 
more quickly than the size and other dimensions of the source population, as demon-
strated, for example, by the invasion of Opuntia stricta in Kruger National Park, South 
Africa (Foxcroft et al. 2004).

Data on colonisation pressure are rarely available for taxa other than vertebrates 
(i.e. alien species that were intentionally released outside of captivity, but see also in-
sects released for biocontrol; Rossinelli and Bacher 2015). Quantification of colonisa-
tion pressure requires data on the number of species introduced in total, but data on 
failed invasions are generally scarce (but see Diez et al. 2009). Propagule pressure is 
also extremely difficult to measure at a large scale for plants (Fig. 4). Therefore, vari-
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ous quantitative surrogates have been used to attempt to capture variation in these key 
parameters. For example, the number of visitors to nature reserves (Lonsdale 1999; 
McKinney 2002), human population size or density (McKinney 2001, 2002; Pyšek et 
al. 2002; Taylor and Irwin 2004), the amount of trade and economic activity (Taylor 
and Irwin 2004; Pyšek et al. 2010; Essl et al. 2011a), species availability on the market 
(Dehnen-Schmutz et al. 2007a, b), the number of cultivars developed (Canavan et al. 
2017), the type of land use such as the proportion of agricultural land and pastures 
(Chytrý et al. 2008b), or the number and distribution of botanic gardens (Hanspach et 
al. 2008; Hulme 2011) have all been used as proxies for propagule pressure in plants.

Despite the difficulty in accounting accurately for propagule pressure, it has been 
convincingly demonstrated that this factor, both over space (by widespread dissemina-
tion, abundant plantings, extensive release) and time (by long history of cultivation or 
captivity) fundamentally influences the probability of invasions by alien plant species 
(Rouget and Richardson 2003; Chytrý et al. 2008b). Models incorporating propagule 
pressure typically prove superior to those invoking only environmental parameters for 
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explaining distribution patterns and abundance of invaders at a regional scale (Rouget 
and Richardson 2003) and only once propagule pressure of invaders is factored out, 
can the real effects of diverse physical and biotic factors on the outcome of plant inva-
sions be identified (Chaneton et al. 2002).

Naturalisation and invasion stage: establishment and spread [Traits & Location]

Anthropogenic factors in the transport and introduction stages of the invasion influ-
ence the identities and numbers of species available for establishment at different loca-
tions, and the composition of the founding populations of those species (event-related 
effects). In general, propagule pressure needs to be sufficiently high to allow the found-
ing population to escape the stochastic effects of demography, environment, genetics, 
and Allee effects, although the inherently random nature of these effects means that 
some very small founding populations avoid them. Following introduction, features 
of the new environment (including resource availability, disturbance regimes, environ-
mental conditions, and native biota), and the ways that these features interact with 
the biological traits of the alien species, come into play in determining which species 
establish viable and persistent populations. Effectively, these features and traits deter-
mine lineage survival probability (Fig. 2). Populations that establish can then go on to 
spread across the new environment, by an ongoing sequence of establishment events 
realised through (and depending on) both their life history traits and further human-
mediated dispersal. The spatial and temporal patterns in the distribution, abundance, 
richness and traits of the alien species that result, and the relationships between these 
population- and community ecology processes, are the fodder of the macroecological 
patterns and large-scale biological invasions (Fig. 2).

Even at this ‘terminal’ point in the macroecological study of biological invasions, 
however, it is important to remember that observed relationships bear the imprint of 
previous stages in the invasion process (Leung et al. 2012; Donaldson et al. 2014). For 
example, the right-hand (‘Invasion’) part in Fig. 2 presents a cartoon of the distributional 
extent and abundance of four hypothetical established alien species, plus the relative 
spatial positions of those populations in an oval region. A naïve assessment of these 
patterns might conclude that species represented by the triangle and star are naturally 
more invasive, being more abundant and having wider distributional (and latitudinal, 
if we assume the figure maps to the cardinal points) extents than the species represented 
by the cross and crescent. Species richness appears to decrease from the top (north) to 
the bottom (south) of the region. Species in the north tend to have pointed edges, with 
that in the south having more curves (although sample size is low to make inferences 
about traits). However, all these conclusions need to be tempered by information on 
which species were introduced, where and when, and in what numbers. In Fig. 2, we see 
that more species were introduced to the north than the south; we see that introduced 
species in the south were more likely to have had curved edges, while those in the 
north were more likely to have had points. Those species that established were generally 
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those introduced in larger numbers. The star and triangle species were introduced more 
widely than the cross and crescent. The crescent species was only introduced in the 
south. All of this context modifies our conclusions, and demonstrates that we cannot 
reliably make the conclusions if we analysed only the current distribution pattern.

Field data for assemblages of alien species show that the effects depicted in Fig. 2 
are real and complex. For example, the extent of the distribution ranges of established 
alien bird species increases with latitude poleward of the tropics, consistent with the 
well-known ecological pattern known as Rapoport’s rule, but ranges are smaller in the 
tropics (Stevens 1989). However, this pattern is largely a consequence of the latitudinal 
distributions of where bird species have been introduced, which is only modified slight-
ly by latitudinal variation in establishment (Dyer et al. 2020). Hence, while alien and 
native bird species both follow Rapoport’s rule, the mechanisms underlying the similar 
patterns are unlikely to be the same (Dyer et al. 2020). The same is true for Bergmann’s 
rule in alien and native bird species (Blackburn et al. 2019), as noted earlier.

Various elements of introduction context may also interact. For example, individ-
ual pathways can deliver species with different levels of invasiveness (Thellung 1912; 
Pyšek et al. 2011), and species arriving via different pathways may differ in the impacts 
they cause (Pergl et al. 2017). The way in which species are introduced and spread 
around by humans within the new range can also have long-lasting impacts on inva-
sion patterns. For example, trees used for forestry tend to be introduced to a few rural 
sites in large numbers, whereas ornamental trees tend to be introduced to many urban 
sites in low numbers, leading to profound differences in the pattern of the occurrence 
of invasions across spatial scales (Donaldson et al. 2014).

Residence time [Event]

An important human-related effect on macroecological patterns of alien species that 
manifests most strongly in the naturalisation and invasion stages is residence time 
(Rejmánek 2000; Castro et al. 2005, Pyšek and Jarošík 2005, Williamson et al. 2009, 
Pyšek et al. 2011). For plants, residence time relates to species’ geographic alien range 
sizes but also their invasion status – in the Czech Republic casual species have signifi-
cantly shorter mean residence times than naturalised and invasive aliens (Pyšek and 
Jarošík 2005), and in south-east Australia, alien graminoids with longer minimum resi-
dence times are more likely to be classified as invasive than non-invasive (Catford et al. 
2016). Many regions contain species that have not been present long enough for them 
to naturalise and become invasive – yet, the importance of any particular plant trait in 
determining the success or failure of invasion is discernible only after the species has 
either established or failed in a new region. The longer a species is present, the more 
it is provided with opportunities for adaptation and spread, i.e. the more windows of 
opportunity it will encounter (Johnstone 1986). Another example of interaction with 
residence time is the lack of natural enemies in the new region following introduction, 
such as pathogens, herbivores or parasites. This process can operate on the scale of 
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centuries, as shown for the accumulation of pathogens by alien plant species in North 
America (Mitchell et al. 2010).

Residence time interacts also with propagule pressure: the longer the species is 
present in a region, the greater the size of the propagule bank, and the greater the 
probability of dispersal, establishment, and founding of new populations (Rejmánek 
et al. 2005; Richardson and Pyšek 2006). In Europe, the effect of residence time is 
very long-term, and is still obvious after several millennia of plant invasions, as dem-
onstrated for archaeophytes in the Czech Republic and UK (species introduced since 
the beginning of Neolithic agriculture until the end of Medieval; Pyšek et al. 2004a). 
Those archaeophytes that invaded soon after the beginning of Neolithic agriculture 
are still more common and have wider distribution ranges than those that arrived later 
(Pyšek and Jarošík 2005). Likewise, alien birds with longer residence times have larger 
alien range sizes worldwide (Dyer et al. 2016). However, the effect in birds is largely a 
consequence of species with longer residence times having been introduced to more lo-
cations, and only the effect of number of locations is significant in multivariate analysis 
(Dyer et al. 2016). Positive relationships between residence time and distributional 
extent have also been documented for many regional alien floras (Forcella and Harvey 
1983; Crawley et al. 1996; Wilson et al. 2007; La Sorte and Pyšek 2009; see Rejmánek 
et al. 2005 and Pyšek and Jarošík 2005 for a review), although the influence of colo-
nisation and propagule pressures here remain unexplored. Thus, failure to incorporate 
information on residence time may lead to spurious conclusions as, for example, we 
would expect species with different residence times to have different alien range sizes 
by chance alone (Wilson et al. 2007; Pyšek et al. 2009b, 2015).

Alien species traits [Traits]

To date, most invasion studies have attempted to explain the macroecological determi-
nants of invasion by alien species and their assemblages by focusing on factors related 
to species traits and environmental characteristics, thus the interaction ‘Species bio-
logical traits × Geographic attributes × Habitats × Climate’. Few studies have explicitly 
considered event-related factors and their interactions with other factors. Searching for 
traits associated with invasiveness is partly practically motivated, and there is growing 
evidence that some species are inherently better equipped, i.e. have a more suitable 
suite of traits, to become invasive after translocation to new areas by humans (Pyšek 
and Richardson 2007; van Kleunen et al. 2010b). Identifying species with the poten-
tial to become weedy or pests based on their traits should provide information on the 
likely mechanisms by which a species becomes invasive, and the likely impacts it will 
have. It therefore provides a template for assessing the likely success of management 
options (Novoa et al. 2020). To achieve this, however, we need to identify the “real” 
and direct effects of the respective traits that can be then included into risk-assessment 
schemes, because often traits are associated with biases (e.g. resulting from variation 
in propagule pressure, residence time, pathways, habitats or other factors that are not 
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explicitly addressed in analyses). Indeed, the few available studies that do account for 
this complexity suggest that the role of species traits is strongly context dependent, and 
that traits interact with other factors – there is a complex interplay of species’ traits, 
habitats occupied in both the native and invaded range (Hejda et al. 2009, 2015), 
characteristics of recipient ecosystems and native communities (Catford et al. 2019), 
and human activities (which influence propagule pressure and residence time in the 
new region) in determining invasion in novel environments (Bacon et al. 2014). Using 
multivariate approaches to examine suites of species traits linked with invasiveness may 
help to account for some of this context dependence (Kimmel et al. 2019).

Recent research on alien plants has shown that some of the species traits that were 
not commonly considered in the past due to the lack of information for large numbers 
of species forming floras play important roles in invasions. Such traits include seed 
bank persistence (Gioria et al. 2019), germination characteristics (Brändle et al. 2003; 
Gioria and Pyšek 2017), reproductive traits such as fecundity (Moravcová et al. 2010, 
2015), and karyological characteristics such as genome size and ploidy levels (Kubešová 
et al. 2010; Pandit et al. 2014). The results of our models are only as good as the infor-
mation available, and not considering a key trait can result in the influence of another 
trait being spuriously over-emphasised. Similarly, it has been shown in birds that miss-
ing important factors in the analyses might identify spurious effects determining inva-
sion success. For example, propagule pressure is a major driver of establishment success 
and has been shown to be correlated to many species’ traits in alien birds, like native 
range or body size (Cassey et al. 2004c). Analyses ignoring propagule pressure misiden-
tified such species’ traits as drivers of invasion success (Blackburn and Duncan 2001b).

In a study of European plants naturalised in North America, the effects of species 
traits on invasion were indirect, via their effect on the number of native-range habitats 
occupied and frequency of cultivation in the native range, and the importance of the 
biological traits was nearly an order of magnitude less than that of the breadth of the 
habitat niche, propagule pressure, and residence time (Fig. 5; Pyšek et al. 2015). This 
agrees with a previous study that reported direct effects of biological traits on the global 
invasion of Central-European species only during the most advanced stage of invasive 
spread, while the effects of traits on the probability of a species becoming naturalised 
were indirect (Pyšek et al. 2009a). Both these plant studies used the source-area ap-
proach (Pyšek et al. 2004b), looking at the pool of native European species invading 
elsewhere, therefore ignoring potential selection effects and post-invasive evolution in 
traits (Guo et al. 2018), but this approach is justified by the fact that a large fraction of 
species do not need to undergo evolutionary change for invasion (Parker et al. 2013; 
Colautti et al. 2014) and behave the same way abroad as at home (Firn et al. 2011; 
Petitpierre et al. 2012).

Moreover, the traits that confer an advantage at one stage of the process and in a 
particular habitat may be neutral or even detrimental at another phase and/or in a dif-
ferent habitat. For example, while small genome size played a role in the naturalisation 
of alien species in the Czech Republic, it did not separate invasive species from those 
that are not invasive (Kubešová et al. 2010; see also Küster et al. 2008).
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Figure 5. The number of North American regions in which Central-European species have become natu-
ralised is driven by the combination of factors related to geographic attributes (the species’ performance 
in its native range, i.e. habitat niche and distribution); propagule pressure (measured by using proxies re-
lated to human use of the species both in its native and invaded range) and residence time (the time since 
introduction to North America) that represent the event-related factors; and a suite of alien species traits 
that affect the species’ invasion success indirectly, via their effect on the habitat niche in the native range 
(see Fig. 1 and 2 for explanation of colour codings); significant traits are shown in bold. The width and 
magnitude of numbers on arrows showing relationships between drivers is proportional to the value of the 
coefficient. Significance is indicated as: *** p < 0.001. Adapted from Pyšek et al. 2015.

Habitats [Location]

To know whether a region, community or habitat is more invasible we need to ask not 
only whether it has more alien species, but whether it is intrinsically more susceptible 
to invasions. Intrinsic invasibility can only be determined if processes of immigration 
and extinction are taken into account (including colonisation pressure), as pointed 
out by Lonsdale (1999), and if the relative invasiveness of the pool of invading species 
is also considered (Catford et al. 2012). Lonsdale’s concept of invasibility has proved 
extremely useful in emphasising the role of colonisation pressure (although he used 
the term ‘propagule pressure’) and pointing out the difference between invasibility 
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(or vulnerability to invasion) of a region, community or habitat and a simple number 
of invasive species it harbours; for the latter the term ‘level of invasion’ has become 
broadly used (Chytrý et al. 2005; Hierro et al. 2005; Catford et al. 2012).

There is a consensus in the research community that in biological invasions, the 
invaded habitats and invading species are ‘a key-lock principle’, and need to be stud-
ied in concert for a complete picture (Shea and Chesson 2002). The majority of 
hypotheses in invasion ecology have received support in some circumstances (and 
failed in others), but those hypotheses that merge the habitat- and species-perspective 
perform best (Richardson and Pyšek 2006; Jeschke et al. 2012). At the regional scale 
of temperate Europe, the type of habitat that is invaded by alien plants has been 
shown to play an even greater role than climate and propagule pressure (Chytrý et 
al. 2008b). Yet, studies exploring factors underlying the outcome of species introduc-
tions at the regional and global scale, even those that do include a number of differ-
ent factors, usually do not consider the identity and characteristics of habitats (e.g. 
structure, disturbances regimes, nutrient or water supply, etc.), in either native nor 
alien distribution range (Appendix I). This is of key importance because these habitat 
characteristics determine the mechanisms of invasion acting in a particular site; yet, 
papers that to some extent combine the effect of habitats with other factors are excep-
tions rather than the rule (Pyšek et al. 2015).

Available analyses comparing the range of habitats occupied by species in their 
native and invaded range suggest that for some species there is a shift in habitat use 
attributable to the invasion process. While naturalised plant species inhabit a com-
parable spectrum of habitats in both ranges, invasive species tend to occupy a wider 
range of habitats in their invaded than in their native range (Hejda et al. 2009). This 
supports the idea that the invasion phase of the process is associated with exten-
sion of the spectrum of occupied habitats, hence broadening species’ habitat niches 
(Pyšek et al. 2009a). Another research direction in habitat-oriented invasion ecol-
ogy is looking at habitat affinities that alien species exhibit in their native range and 
analysing how this preadaptation affects their success as invaders (Hejda et al. 2015; 
Kalusová et al. 2017). In a study of European plants introduced to North America, 
the direct effect of native-range habitat legacy and residence time were the main fac-
tors associated with the likelihood that a species would naturalise – more important 
than propagule pressure measured by a proxy related to species’ human use (Fig. 5; 
Pyšek et al. 2015). This key role of habitat legacy in shaping invasion dynamics ac-
cords with studies showing the strong effect of the breadth of habitat niche on inva-
sion success (Hejda et al. 2009; Kalusová et al. 2013) and supports the notion that 
abundant, widely distributed species are superior competitors due to their ability, 
acquired over evolutionary history, to tolerate a wide range of abiotic conditions, use 
a broad spectrum of resources, and resist a large number of potential enemies (Sax 
and Brown 2000). Macroecological studies that explore how species with different 
traits interact with habitat characteristics are rare (but see Divíšek et al. 2018); more 
work on this topic is needed to improve our understanding of this kind of context 
dependence in invasion macroecology.
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One of the main reasons why, in the majority of models of plant naturalisation and 
invasion, habitats are not considered is the lack of data on habitat affinities of alien species 
for most continents other than Europe (see Chytrý et al. 2016), and on the variation in 
this characteristic by regions. Since habitats have a strong effect on the outcome of inva-
sion (Chytrý et al. 2008a, b) and on the way alien species integrate into local communities 
(Divíšek et al. 2018), such models may provide biased results or yield a low predictive abil-
ity due to exclusion of this important determinant. Similarly, testing of hypotheses in inva-
sion ecology without taking habitats into account may mask the validity of concepts that 
do not hold across all environments, but may still be true under specific circumstances.

Another aspect of the interaction of habitat with pathway is that alien species in-
tentionally brought into new regions (e.g. pets, aquarium related introductions, and 
horticulture) often escape or are released in places with suitable local conditions (e.g. 
similar habitats as in their native range) or close to human settlements and other sites 
favourable for alien species spread such as harbours, roads, etc. Given that the majority 
of successful alien plants are introduced through horticulture (Hanspach et al. 2008; 
Lambdon et al. 2008; Pyšek et al. 2012; van Kleunen et al. 2018), this phenomenon 
may have important consequences for macroecological patterns.

Recommendations: statistical and modelling considerations, and 
data gaps

Models aimed at predicting absolute alien species richness have a low to moderate 
accuracy in the region where they were developed and poor accuracy in new regions 
(Capinha et al. 2018). Predictions of relative species richness also suffer from limita-
tions. We argue that such problems are largely attributable to the failure of the models 
to give adequate attention to the multitude of processes affecting invasion outcomes. 
We have proposed a comprehensive typology of factor classes and their interactions 
that are needed to explain invasions: alien species traits, location characteristics, and 
event-level factors (Fig. 1). These three classes of factors can be further subdivided, e.g. 
location-related factors into geography/topography, habitat, and climate (see above). 
All these factors, however, might interact differently at specific stages of the invasion 
process. These interactions must be given explicit consideration in macroecological 
analyses of invasive aliens to arrive at sensible conclusions. A framework for stage-
specific best-practise risk-assessment (TEASI; Leung et al. 2012), which explicitly ad-
dresses Transport, Establishment, Abundance, Spread, and Impact, could be combined 
with approaches that recognise the context dependence at each stage. Related to this, 
one needs to be explicit about the response variable analysed, be it the likelihood of 
being introduced, overcoming the naturalisation threshold, or range size, spread rate, 
or impact. Many studies do not distinguish adequately among response variables and 
simply name them “invasion success” or similar.

Methodologically, a wide range of approaches is available, though many are 
not frequently employed. An increasing number of studies employ the source-area 
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approach (Prinzing et al. 2002; Pyšek et al. 2004b; Thuiller et al. 2005; van Kleunen 
et al. 2007; Blumenthal et al. 2009; Bucharova and van Kleunen 2009; Mitchell et 
al. 2010; Pyšek et al. 2015), where a source pool of species native to a certain region 
is followed for their post-introduction performance in another region. Focusing on 
this specific trajectory allows us to minimise confounding variation that arises when 
multiple source areas of introduction are considered, both in terms of evolutionary 
predispositions acquired in disparate regions of origin, as well as various historical 
contingencies that shape introduction dynamics. Using a source-pool approach, Pyšek 
et al. (2015) used species traits, habitats, propagule pressure, and residence time to 
model the number of regions in North America colonised by Central-European plant 
species. To do so, they employed confirmatory path analysis (structural equation 
modelling) on a complex invasion model. Few studies have analysed which species in 
a particular source pool have been translocated, the characteristics of those species or 
the reason for the introduction, with the exception of bird introductions (see above). 
However, this is a key omission, as observed differences may be entirely due to which 
species in the source area were selected for translocation. Once in the new region, 
target-region specific analyses (see van Kleunen et al. 2010a) are sensible, recognising, 
though, the properties of the specific species pool that arrived.

Using joint species distribution models, O’Reilly‐Nugent et al. (2019) modelled 
changes in the cover of alien and native plant species, and were able to identify three 
out of 72 aliens that were having a strong competitive impact on the community. 
Though at a different scale, the method seems appropriate to be applied in the MAFIA 
framework. A range of methods for joint species distribution modelling, applicable 
across various scales, are now available (e.g. Pollock et al. 2014). Golivets et al. (2019) 
studied complex, non-linear relationships between environment and plant invasions 
into forests, using boosted regression trees and non-linear Bayesian regression.

With the development of Community Assembly by Trait Selection (CATS; Ship-
ley et al 2006; Warton et al. 2015b) the classical fourth-corner problem (Legendre et 
al. 1997) and its implementation in joint models for abundance (Warton et al. 2015a), 
the analysis of trait × environment interactions, have become much more powerful and 
flexible. Milanović et al. (2020) used this method to relate environmental variables and 
traits with the area of occupancy in Germany with respect to different stages of the in-
vasion process. In another stage-specific approach, Catford et al. (2019) used hierarchi-
cal linear regression models (Pollock et al. 2012; Jamil et al. 2013) to identify variables 
associated with invasion of non‐resident species. Their indicators of invasion success 
were occupancy and abundance at two stages of invasion (establishment and spread).

We believe that the approaches outlined above will also be applicable to model 
further interactions, such as traits × temporal dynamics, or traits × propagule pressure. 
We are, though, unaware of an approach that incorporates interactions among all 
three classes of factors mentioned above (location, event, species) in a framework that 
considers the resulting species pool of a previous stage in the invasion process, as to derive 
unbiased conclusions throughout all stages. Most promising are complex hierarchical 
Bayesian approaches (see Zurell et al. 2016 for a dynamic species distribution modelling 
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approach) consisting of different submodules separately modelling each stage and 
providing the results to the next step in the analysis.

All the models above are only applicable if the data are of sufficient quality. Data 
gaps can constrain our understanding of invasion processes. In particular, we often 
know little about key anthropogenic factors – notably colonisation pressure and prop-
agule pressure. These factors must be considered to obtain an unbiased view of the 
processes, but there are few reliable proxies for such factors (Blackburn et al. 2020). 
Similarly, analyses can be biased if data on key species traits are missing (e.g. because 
they are logistically difficult to collect, such as reproductive traits of plants; Moravcová 
et al. 2015). Therefore, data should be collected in a comparative manner, rather than 
taken from opportunistic observational data. Such ad hoc data will be biased by habi-
tat, native vs invaded region (Parker et al. 2013), and other contexts, and hence fre-
quently show larger within-species variation than among-species variation (see Kattge 
et al. 2020). For example, fecundity expressed as the amount of seeds produced, based 
on data collected in a comparative manner, was one of the most important traits dis-
criminating naturalised and invasive species in the Czech flora (Moravcová et al. 2010, 
2015). More detailed information on seed bank longevity beyond the simple catego-
risation based on whether a species builds a persistent seed bank (Kleyer et al. 2008), 
such as the amount, density, and survival times of seeds in the soil is also still largely 
not available, yet this trait has been recently shown to be of importance for naturalisa-
tion and invasion (Gioria et al. 2012, 2014). Similarly, increasing knowledge on dates 
of introduction of alien species to particular regions of the world and accumulation of 
such data in the First Records Database has improved our understanding of temporal 
dynamics of biological invasions at the global scale (Seebens et al. 2017, 2018). For the 
detection of alien species, remote sensing techniques represent a promising tool for ob-
taining information across large scales on some components of MAFIA such as habitat 
structure, resource availability, land-use, as well as proxies for propagule pressure (e.g. 
Weiers et al. 2004; Huang and Asner 2009; Skowronek et al. 2017; Vaz et al. 2019). 
To date, remote sensing has largely been used to detect the spatial distribution of alien 
species in space and time, and its use to derive explanatory macroecological variables 
to interpret such patterns has so far been limited.

To some degree, incomplete data on invasions might be comparable to incomplete 
citizen science species distribution data. These suffer typically from heterogeneous and 
non-random sampling, false absences, false detections, and spatial autocorrelation in 
the data. To overcome these problems, occupancy models are increasingly used (Alt-
wegg and Nichols 2019). They consist of two different elements, separating the obser-
vation process from biological processes. In invasion ecology, a module accounting for 
observational bias might be a solution. In the context of the MAFIA, it would be useful 
to explore whether a similar approach could be used, i.e. incorporating a model com-
ponent accounting for imperfect detection or knowledge of introduction processes, 
but the field of model-based data integration is quite new and evolving (Isaac et al. 
2020). Simple models, i.e. those just adding additional proxies as covariates, are likely 
to be inappropriate to account for the biases in knowledge and detection. In non-
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manipulative observational studies in particular, one needs critically to discuss whether 
their data are appropriate to derive the conclusions drawn and which biases in input 
data are likely to cause certain biases in results.

Our understanding of the role of macroecological processes in invasions can only 
advance if we are able to build a mechanistic framework that incorporates the most 
relevant factors (event, location, species) and their interactions, as well as biases that 
arise through human selectivity along the invasion sequence, resulting from the fact that 
invasions are part of a ‘coupled human and natural system’ (Sinclair et al. 2020, see also 
Howard 2019). We believe that the MAFIA is helpful for conceptualising these issues, by 
explicitly identifying the pathway along which alien macroecological patterns develop, 
and how biases in observed patterns may be inserted by this pathway. This will hopefully 
help a mechanistic understanding to emerge. It may also help us to think critically about 
how we collect and analyse data, striving to measure the relevant factors in a meaning-
ful way instead of indiscriminately adding proxies to oversimplified models. Only if we 
manage to combine both will invasion ecology become a more predictive discipline.
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General Aspects and Special Problems. SPB Academic Publishing, Amsterdam, 39–60.

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-8238.2011.00703.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-8238.2011.00703.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/brv.12627
https://doi.org/10.1007/3-7643-7380-6_5
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1002314107
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0006-3207(01)00150-1
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0024890
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1472-4642.2009.00602.x
https://doi.org/10.1890/08-0857.1
https://doi.org/10.1890/08-0857.1
https://doi.org/10.1890/14-1005.1
https://doi.org/10.1890/14-1005.1


Petr Pyšek et al.  /  NeoBiota 62: 407–461 (2020)448

Pyšek P, Richardson DM (2007) Traits associated with invasiveness in alien plants: Where do 
we stand? In: Nentwig W (Ed.) Biological Invasions. Springer-Verlag, Berlin and Heidel-
berg, 97–125. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-36920-2_7

Pyšek P, Richardson DM, Rejmánek M, Webster G, Williamson M, Kirschner J (2004a) Alien 
plants in checklists and floras: Towards better communication between taxonomists and 
ecologists. Taxon 53: 131–143. https://doi.org/10.2307/4135498

Pyšek P, Richardson DM, Williamson M (2004b) Predicting and explaining plant invasions 
through analysis of source area floras: Some critical considerations. Diversity and Distribu-
tions 10: 179–187. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1366-9516.2004.00079.x

Rejmánek M (1996) A theory of seed plant invasiveness: The first sketch. Biological Conserva-
tion 78: 171–181. https://doi.org/10.1016/0006-3207(96)00026-2

Rejmánek M (2000) Invasive plants: Approaches and predictions. Austral Ecology 25: 497–
506. https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1442-9993.2000.01080.x

Rejmánek M, Richardson DM, Higgins SI, Pitcairn MJ, Grotkopp E (2005) Ecology of invasive 
plants: State of the art. In: Mooney HA, Mack RM, McNeely JA, Neville L, Schei P, Waage J 
(Eds) Invasive Alien Species: Searching for Solutions. Island Press, Washington, DC, 104–161.

Ribeiro F, Elvira B, Collares-Pereira MJ, Moyle PB (2008) Life-history traits of non-native 
fishes in Iberian watersheds across several invasion stages: A first approach. Biological Inva-
sions 10: 89–102. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-007-9112-2

Richardson DM, Bond WJ (1991) Determinants of plant distribution: Evidence from pine 
invasions. American Naturalist 137: 639–668. https://doi.org/10.1086/285186

Richardson DM, Pyšek P (2006) Plant invasions: Merging the concepts of species invasive-
ness and community invasibility. Progress in Physical Geography 30: 409–431. https://doi.
org/10.1191/0309133306pp490pr

Richardson DM, Pyšek P (2012) Naturalization of introduced plants: Ecological drivers of 
biogeographic patterns. New Phytologist 196: 383–396. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-
8137.2012.04292.x

Richardson DM, Pyšek P, Carlton JT (2011) A compendium of essential concepts and ter-
minology in biological invasions. In: Richardson DM (Ed.) Fifty Years of Invasion Ecol-
ogy: The Legacy of Charles Elton. Blackwell Publishing, Oxford, 409–420. https://doi.
org/10.1002/9781444329988.ch30

Richardson DM, Pyšek P, Rejmánek M, Barbour MG, Panetta FD, West CJ (2000) Naturaliza-
tion and invasion of alien plants: Concepts and definitions. Diversity and Distributions 6: 
93–107. https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1472-4642.2000.00083.x

Richardson DM, Rejmánek M (2004) Conifers as invasive aliens: A global survey and pre-
dictive framework. Diversity and Distributions 10: 321–331. https://doi.org/10.1111/
j.1366-9516.2004.00096.x

Rossinelli S, Bacher S (2015) Higher establishment success in specialized parasitoids: Support 
for the existence of trade-offs in the evolution of specialization. Functional Ecology 29: 
277–284. https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.12323

Rouget M, Richardson DM (2003) Inferring process from pattern in plant invasions: A semi-
mechanistic model incorporating propagule pressure and environmental factors. American 
Naturalist 162: 713–724. https://doi.org/10.1086/379204

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-36920-2_7
https://doi.org/10.2307/4135498
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1366-9516.2004.00079.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/0006-3207(96)00026-2
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1442-9993.2000.01080.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-007-9112-2
https://doi.org/10.1086/285186
https://doi.org/10.1191/0309133306pp490pr
https://doi.org/10.1191/0309133306pp490pr
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2012.04292.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2012.04292.x
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781444329988.ch30
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781444329988.ch30
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1472-4642.2000.00083.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1366-9516.2004.00096.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1366-9516.2004.00096.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.12323
https://doi.org/10.1086/379204


MAcroecological Framework for Biological Invasions 449

Ruesink JL (2003) One fish, two fish, old fish, new fish: Which invasions matter? In: Levin SA, 
Kareiva P (Eds) The Importance of Species: Expendability and Triage. Princeton University 
Press, Princeton, 161–178. https://doi.org/10.1515/9781400866779-013

Ruesink JL (2005) Global analysis of factors affecting the outcome of freshwater fish in-
troductions. Conservation Biology 19: 1883–1893. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-
1739.2005.00267.x-i1

Sapsford S, Brandt A, Davis K, Peralta G, Dickie I, Gibson R, Green J, Hulme PE, Nuñez M, 
Orwin K, Pauchard A, Wardle D, Peltzer D (2020) Towards a framework for understand-
ing the context-dependencies of the impacts of non-native tree species. Functional Ecology 
34: 944–955. https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.13544

Sax DF, Brown JH (2000) The paradox of invasion. Global Ecology and Biogeography 9: 363–
371. https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2699.2000.00217.x

Schmidt JP, Drake JM (2011) Time since introduction, seed mass, and genome size predict 
successful invaders among the cultivated vascular plants of Hawaii. PLoS ONE 6: e17391. 
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0017391

Seebens H, Blackburn TM, Dyer EE, Genovesi P, Hulme PE, Jeschke JM, Pagad S, Pyšek P, 
van Kleunen M, Winter M, Ansong M, Arianoutsou M, Bacher S, Blasius B, Brockerhoff 
EG, Brundu G, Capinha C, Causton CE, Celesti-Grapow L, Dawson W, Dullinger S, 
Economo EP, Fuentes N, Guénard B, Jäger H, Kartesz J, Kenis M, Kühn I, Lenzner B, 
Liebhold AM, Mosena A, Moser D, Nentwig W, Nishino M, Pearman D, Pergl J, Rabitsch 
W, Rojas-Sandoval J, Roques A, Rorke S, Rossinelli S, Roy HE, Scalera R, Schindler S, 
Štajerová K, Tokarska-Guzik B, Walker K, Ward DF, Yamanaka T, Essl F (2018) Global 
rise in emerging alien species results from accessibility of new source pools. Proceedings of 
the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 115: E2264–E2273. 
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1719429115

Seebens H, Blackburn TM, Dyer EE, Genovesi P, Hulme PE, Jeschke JM, Pagad S, Pysek P, 
Winter M, Arianoutsou M, Bacher S, Blasius B, Brundu G, Capinha C, Celesti-Grapow 
L, Dawson W, Dullinger S, Fuentes N, Jaeger H, Kartesz J, Kenis M, Kreft H, Küehn I, 
Lenzner B, Liebhold A, Mosena AUB, Moser D, Nishino M, Pearman D, Pergl J, Rabitsch 
W, Rojas-Sandoval J, Roques A, Rorke S, Rossinelli S, Roy HE, Scalera R, Schindler S, 
Stajerova K, Tokarska-Guzik B, van Kleunen M, Walker K, Weigelt P, Yamanaka T, Essl F 
(2017) No saturation in the accumulation of alien species worldwide. Nature Communica-
tions 8: 14435. https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms14435

Shea K, Chesson P (2002) Community ecology theory as a framework for biological inva-
sions. Trends in Ecology and Evolution 17: 170–176. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0169-
5347(02)02495-3

Shipley B, Vile D, Garnier É (2006) From plant traits to plant communities: A statistical 
mechanistic approach to biodiversity. Science 314: 812–814. https://doi.org/10.1126/sci-
ence.1131344

Simberloff D (2009) The role of propagule pressure in biological invasions. Annual Review of 
Ecology, Evolution, and Systematics 40: 81–102. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ecol-
sys.110308.120304

https://doi.org/10.1515/9781400866779-013
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2005.00267.x-i1
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2005.00267.x-i1
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.13544
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2699.2000.00217.x
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0017391
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1719429115
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms14435
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0169-5347(02)02495-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0169-5347(02)02495-3
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1131344
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1131344
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ecolsys.110308.120304
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ecolsys.110308.120304


Petr Pyšek et al.  /  NeoBiota 62: 407–461 (2020)450

Simberloff D, Von Holle B (1999) Positive interaction of nonindigenous species: invasional 
meltdown? Biological Invasions 1: 21–32. https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1010086329619

Sinclair JS, Brown JA, Lockwood JL (2020) Reciprocal human-natural system feedback loops 
within the invasion process. In: Wilson JR, Bacher S, Daehler CC, Groom QJ, Kumschick 
S, Lockwood JL, Robinson TB, Zengeya TA, Richardson DM (Eds) Frameworks used 
in Invasion Science. NeoBiota 62: 489–508. https://doi.org/10.3897/neobiota.62.52664

Skowronek S, Ewald M, Isermann M, Van de Kerchove R, Lenoir J, Aerts R, Warrie J, Hattab 
T, Honnay O, Schmidtlein S, Rocchini D, Somers B, Feilhauer H (2017) Mapping an 
invasive bryophyte species using hyperspectral remote sensing data. Biological Invasions 
19: 239–254. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-016-1276-1

Sol D, Bacher S, Reader SM, Lefebvre L (2008a) Brain size predicts the success of mammal 
species introduced into novel environments. American Naturalist 172: S63–S71. https://
doi.org/10.1086/588304

Sol D, Maspons J, Vall-Llosera M, Bartomeus I, García-Peña GE, Piñol J, Freckleton RP 
(2012) Unraveling the life history of successful invaders. Science 337: 580–583. https://
doi.org/10.1126/science.1221523

Sol D, Vilà M, Kühn I (2008b) The comparative analysis of historical alien introductions. Bio-
logical Invasions 10: 1119–1129. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-007-9189-7

Statzner B, Bonada N, Dolédec S (2008) Biological attributes discriminating invasive from na-
tive European stream macroinvertebrates. Biological Invasions 10: 517–530. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s10530-007-9148-3

Stevens GC (1989) The latitudinal gradient in geographical range: How so many species co-
exist in the tropics. American Naturalist 133: 240–256. https://doi.org/10.1086/284913

Strayer DL (2012) Eight questions about invasions and ecosystem functioning. Ecology Letters 
15: 1199–1210. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2012.01817.x

Sutherland S (2004) What makes a weed a weed: Life history traits of native and exotic plants 
in the USA. Oecologia 141: 24–39. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-004-1628-x

Taylor BW, Irwin RE (2004) Linking economic activities to the distribution of exotic plants. 
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 101: 
17725–17730. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0405176101

Thellung A (1912) La flore adventice de Montpellier. Memoires de la Société Nationale des 
Sciences Naturelles et Mathématiques de Cherbourg 38: 57–728.

Thiébaut G (2007) Invasion success of non-indigenous aquatic and semi-aquatic plants in their 
native and introduced ranges: A comparison between their invasiveness in North America 
and in France. Biological Invasions 9: 1–12. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-006-9000-1

Thompson K, Hodgson JG, Rich TCG (1995) Native and alien invasive plants: More of the 
same? Ecography 18: 390–402. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0587.1995.tb00142.x

Thuiller W, Richardson DM, Pyšek P, Midgley GF, Hughes GO, Rouget M (2005) Niche-based 
modelling as a tool for predicting the risk of alien plant invasions at a global scale. Global 
Change Biology 11: 2234–2250. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2005.001018.x

Thuiller W, Richardson DM, Rouget M, Proches Ş, Wilson JRU (2006) Interactions between 
environment, species traits and human uses describe patterns of plant invasions. Ecology 
87: 1755–1769. https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(2006)87[1755:IBESTA]2.0.CO;2

https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1010086329619
https://doi.org/10.3897/neobiota.62.52664
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-016-1276-1
https://doi.org/10.1086/588304
https://doi.org/10.1086/588304
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1221523
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1221523
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-007-9189-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-007-9148-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-007-9148-3
https://doi.org/10.1086/284913
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2012.01817.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-004-1628-x
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0405176101
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-006-9000-1
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0587.1995.tb00142.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2005.001018.x
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(2006)87%5B1755:IBESTA%5D2.0.CO;2


MAcroecological Framework for Biological Invasions 451

Tingley R, Phillips BL, Shine R (2011) Establishment success of introduced amphibians in-
creases in the presence of congeneric species. American Naturalist 177: 382–388. https://
doi.org/10.1086/658342

Tingley R, Romagosa CM, Kraus F, Bickford D, Phillips BL, Shine R (2010) The frog filter: Am-
phibian introduction bias driven by taxonomy, body size and biogeography. Global Ecol-
ogy and Biogeography 19: 496–503. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-8238.2010.00530.x

van Kleunen M, Dawson W, Schlaepfer D, Jeschke JM, Fischer M (2010a) Are invaders different? 
A conceptual framework of comparative approaches for assessing determinants of invasive-
ness. Ecology Letters 13: 947–958. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2010.01503.x

van Kleunen M, Essl F, Pergl J, Brundu G, Carboni M, Dullinger S, Early R, González-Moreno 
P, Groom QJ, Hulme PE, Kueffer C, Kühn I, Máguas C, Maurel N, Novoa A, Parepa 
M, Pyšek P, Seebens H, Tanner R, Touza J, Verbrugge L, Weber E, Dawson W, Kreft H, 
Weigelt P, Winter M, Klonner G, Talluto MV, Dehnen-Schmutz K (2018) The changing 
role of ornamental horticulture in plant invasions. Biological Reviews 93: 1421–1437. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/brv.12402

van Kleunen M, Johnson SD (2007) Effects of self-compatibility on the distribution range 
of invasive European plants in North America. Conservation Biology 21: 1537–1544. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2007.00765.x

van Kleunen M, Johnson SD, Fischer M (2007) Predicting naturalization of southern Afri-
can Iridaceae in other regions. Journal of Applied Ecology 44: 594–603. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365-2664.2007.01304.x

van Kleunen M, Weber E, Fischer M (2010b) A meta-analysis of trait differences between inva-
sive and non-invasive plant species. Ecology Letters 13: 235–245. https://doi.org/10.1111/
j.1461-0248.2009.01418.x

van Wilgen NJ, Richardson DM (2011) Is phylogenetic relatedness to native species important 
for the establishment of reptiles introduced to California and Florida? Diversity and Dis-
tributions 17: 172–181. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2009.01418.x

van Wilgen NJ, Richardson DM (2012) The roles of climate, phylogenetic relatedness, introduc-
tion effort, and reproductive traits in the establishment of non-native reptiles and amphibians. 
Conservation Biology 26: 267–277. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2011.01804.x

van Wilgen NJ, Wilson JRU, Elith J, Wintle BA, Richardson DM (2010) Alien invaders and 
reptile traders: What drives the live animal trade in South Africa? Animal Conservation 13: 
24–32. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-1795.2009.00298.x

Vaz AS, Alcaraz-Segura D, Vicente JR, Honrado JP (2019) The many roles of remote sensing 
in invasion science. Frontiers in Ecology and Evolution 7: art370. https://doi.org/10.3389/
fevo.2019.00370

Vila-Gispert A, Alcaraz C, García-Berthou E (2005) Life-history traits of invasive fish in small 
Mediterranean streams. Biological Invasions 7: 107–116. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-
004-9640-y

Walther G-R, Roques A, Hulme PE, Sykes M, Pyšek P, Kühn I, Zobel M, Bacher S, Botta-
Dukát Z, Bugmann H, Czúcz B, Dauber J, Hickler T, Jarošík V, Kenis M, Klotz S, Minchin 
D, Moora M, Nentwig W, Ott J, Panov VE, Reineking B, Robinet C, Semenchenko V, 

https://doi.org/10.1086/658342
https://doi.org/10.1086/658342
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-8238.2010.00530.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2010.01503.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/brv.12402
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2007.00765.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2664.2007.01304.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2664.2007.01304.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2009.01418.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2009.01418.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2009.01418.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2011.01804.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-1795.2009.00298.x
https://doi.org/10.3389/fevo.2019.00370
https://doi.org/10.3389/fevo.2019.00370
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-004-9640-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-004-9640-y


Petr Pyšek et al.  /  NeoBiota 62: 407–461 (2020)452

Solarz W, Thuiller W, Vilà M, Vohland K, Settele J (2009) Alien species in a warmer 
world: Risks and opportunities. Trends in Ecology and Evolution 24: 686–693. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2009.06.008

Warton DI, Blanchet FG, O’Hara RB, Ovaskainen O, Taskinen S, Walker SC, Hui FKC 
(2015a) So many variables: Joint modeling in community ecology. Trends in Ecology and 
Evolution 30: 766–779. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2015.09.007

Warton DI, Shipley B, Hastie T (2015b) CATS regression: A model-based approach to stud-
ying trait-based community assembly. Methods in Ecology and Evolution 6: 389–398. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/2041-210X.12280

Weber J, Panetta FD, Virtue J, Pheloung P (2009) An analysis of assessment outcomes from 
eight years’ operation of the Australian border weed risk assessment system. Journal of En-
vironmental Management 90: 798–807. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2008.01.012

Weiers S, Bock M, Wissen M, Rossner G (2004) Mapping and indicator approaches for the 
assessment of habitats at different scales using remote sensing and GIS methods. Landscape 
and Urban Planning 67: 43–65. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0169-2046(03)00028-8

Williamson M (1996) Biological Invasions. Chapman and Hall, London, 244 pp.
Williamson M (2006) Explaining and predicting the success of invading species at different 

stages of invasion. Biological Invasions 8: 1561–1568. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-
005-5849-7

Williamson M, Dehnen-Schmutz K, Kühn I, Hill M, Klotz S, Milbau A, Stout J, Pyšek P 
(2009) The distribution of range sizes of native and alien plants in four European countries 
and the effects of residence time. Diversity and Distributions 15: 158–166. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1472-4642.2008.00528.x

Williamson MH, Fitter A (1996) The characters of successful invaders. Biological Conservation 
78: 163–170. https://doi.org/10.1016/0006-3207(96)00025-0

Willis CG, Ruhfel BR, Primack RB, Miller-Rushing AJ, Losos JB, Davis CC (2010) Favorable 
climate change response explains non-native species’ success in Thoreau’s woods. PLoS 
ONE 5: ee8878. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0008878

Wilson JRU, Bacher S, Daehler CC, Groom QJ, Kumschick S, Lockwood JL, Robinson TB, 
Zengeya TA, Richardson DM (2020) Frameworks used in invasion science: progress and 
prospects. In: Wilson JR, Bacher S, Daehler CC, Groom QJ, Kumschick S, Lockwood JL, 
Robinson TB, Zengeya TA, Richardson DM (Eds) Frameworks used in Invasion Science. 
NeoBiota 62: 1–30. https://doi.org/10.3897/neobiota.62.58738

Wilson JRU, Dormontt EE, Prentis PJ, Lowe AJ, Richardson DM (2009) Something in the 
way you move: Dispersal pathways affect invasion success. Trends in Ecology and Evolu-
tion 24: 136–144. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2008.10.007

Wilson JRU, Richardson DM, Rouget M, Procheş Ş, Amis MA, Henderson L, Thuiller W 
(2007) Residence time and potential range: Crucial considerations in modelling plant 
invasions. Diversity and Distributions 13: 11–22. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1366-
9516.2006.00302.x

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2009.06.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2009.06.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2015.09.007
https://doi.org/10.1111/2041-210X.12280
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2008.01.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0169-2046(03)00028-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-005-5849-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-005-5849-7
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1472-4642.2008.00528.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1472-4642.2008.00528.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/0006-3207(96)00025-0
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0008878
https://doi.org/10.3897/neobiota.62.58738
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2008.10.007
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1366-9516.2006.00302.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1366-9516.2006.00302.x


MAcroecological Framework for Biological Invasions 453

W
on

ha
m

 M
J, 

C
ar

lto
n 

JT
, R

ui
z G

M
, S

m
ith

 L
D

 (2
00

0)
 F

ish
 an

d 
sh

ip
s: 

Re
la

tin
g 

di
sp

er
sa

l f
re

qu
en

cy
 to

 su
cc

es
s i

n 
bi

ol
og

ic
al

 in
va

sio
ns

. M
ar

in
e B

io
lo

gy
 

13
6:

 1
11

1–
11

21
. h

ttp
s:/

/d
oi

.o
rg

/1
0.

10
07

/s
00

22
70

00
03

03
Ye

ss
ou

fo
u 

K
, G

er
e 

J, 
D

ar
u 

BH
, v

an
 d

er
 B

an
k 

M
 (2

01
4)

 D
iff

er
en

ce
s i

n 
ev

ol
ut

io
na

ry
 h

ist
or

y 
tr

an
sla

te
 in

to
 d

iff
er

en
ce

s i
n 

in
va

sio
n 

su
cc

es
s o

f a
lie

n 
m

am
m

al
s i

n 
So

ut
h 

Af
ric

a.
 E

co
lo

gy
 a

nd
 E

vo
lu

tio
n 

4:
 2

11
5–

21
23

. h
ttp

s:/
/d

oi
.o

rg
/1

0.
10

02
/e

ce
3.

10
31

Zu
re

ll 
D

, Th
ui

lle
r W

, P
ag

el
 J,

 C
ab

ra
l J

S,
 M

ün
ke

m
ül

le
r T

, G
ra

ve
l D

, D
ul

lin
ge

r S
, N

or
m

an
d 

S,
 S

ch
iff

er
s K

H
, M

oo
re

 K
A,

 Z
im

m
er

m
an

n 
N

E 
(2

01
6)

 
Be

nc
hm

ar
ki

ng
 n

ov
el

 a
pp

ro
ac

he
s 

fo
r 

m
od

el
lin

g 
sp

ec
ie

s 
ra

ng
e 

dy
na

m
ic

s. 
G

lo
ba

l 
C

ha
ng

e 
Bi

ol
og

y 
22

: 
26

51
–2

66
4.

 h
ttp

s:/
/d

oi
.o

rg
/1

0.
11

11
/

gc
b.

13
25

1

A
p

p
en

d
ix

 I
 

O
ve

rv
ie

w
 o

f 1
02

 m
ac

ro
ec

ol
og

ic
al

 st
ud

ie
s o

n 
bi

ol
og

ic
al

 in
va

sio
ns

 an
d 

th
ei

r c
la

ss
ifi

ca
tio

n 
ac

co
rd

in
g 

to
 th

e f
ac

to
rs

 in
cl

ud
ed

 in
 th

e a
na

ly
sis

 (i
nd

ic
at

ed
 as

 ×
). 

Th
e s

tu
di

es
 

w
er

e f
ou

nd
 an

d 
se

le
ct

ed
 fr

om
 5

 li
te

ra
tu

re
 se

ar
ch

es
 d

on
e i

n 
G

oo
gl

e S
ch

ol
ar

 u
sin

g 
th

e f
ol

lo
w

in
g 

te
rm

s: 
(1

) p
re

di
ct

 A
N

D
 “i

nv
as

iv
e s

pe
ci

es
”,

 (2
) s

uc
ce

ss
 A

N
D

 “i
nv

as
iv

e 
sp

ec
ie

s”
 A

N
D

 “
am

ph
ib

ia
ns

”,
 (3

) s
uc

ce
ss

 A
N

D
 “

in
va

siv
e 

sp
ec

ie
s”

 A
N

D
 “

bi
rd

s”
, (

4)
 su

cc
es

s A
N

D
 “

in
va

siv
e 

sp
ec

ie
s”

 A
N

D
 “

m
am

m
al

s”
, (

5)
 su

cc
es

s A
N

D
 “

in
va

siv
e 

sp
ec

ie
s”

 A
N

D
 “p

la
nt

s”
, a

nd
 (6

) s
uc

ce
ss

 A
N

D
 “i

nv
as

iv
e s

pe
ci

es
” A

N
D

 “r
ep

til
es

”.
 Th

e r
es

ul
ts 

of
 th

e s
ea

rc
he

s w
er

e s
or

te
d 

us
in

g 
th

e d
ef

au
lt 

op
tio

n 
“b

y 
re

le
va

nc
e”

. F
ro

m
 

se
ar

ch
 1

 w
e r

ev
ie

w
ed

 th
e fi

rs
t 5

00
 re

su
lts

, w
hi

le
 w

e r
ev

ie
w

ed
 th

e fi
rs

t 1
00

 re
su

lts
 fr

om
 se

ar
ch

es
 2

–6
. Th

e i
nf

or
m

at
io

n 
on

 st
ud

ie
d 

or
ga

ni
sm

, s
ca

le
 an

d 
m

ai
n 

co
nc

lu
sio

ns
 

of
 e

ac
h 

stu
dy

 is
 p

ro
vi

de
d.

 Th
e 

ov
er

vi
ew

 d
oe

s n
ot

 a
im

 a
t b

ei
ng

 e
xh

au
sti

ve
 a

nd
 in

cl
ud

es
 st

ud
ie

s o
n 

pl
an

ts 
(5

0)
, fi

sh
es

 (1
6)

, a
m

ph
ib

ia
ns

 a
nd

 re
pt

ile
s (

11
), 

bi
rd

s (
9)

, 
m

am
m

al
s (

6)
, v

er
te

br
at

es
 in

 g
en

er
al

 (2
), 

am
ph

ip
od

s (
1)

, a
nt

s (
1)

, a
qu

at
ic

 sp
ec

ie
s (

1)
, a

rt
hr

op
od

s (
1)

, f
un

gi
 (1

), 
m

ac
ro

in
ve

rt
eb

ra
te

s (
1)

, w
as

ps
 (1

), 
an

d 
on

e 
ge

ne
ra

l 
stu

dy
. N

ot
e t

ha
t w

e d
o 

no
t i

nd
ic

at
e w

he
th

er
 th

e d
at

a o
n 

al
ie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s t
ra

its
 co

m
e f

ro
m

 th
e n

at
iv

e o
r a

lie
n 

ra
ng

e b
ec

au
se

 in
 m

an
y 

stu
di

es
 it

 w
as

 d
iffi

cu
lt 

to
 in

fe
r w

he
re

 
th

ey
 w

er
e 

m
ea

su
re

d.
 Th

e 
co

lo
ur

 c
od

in
g 

co
rr

es
po

nd
 to

 th
at

 u
se

d 
in

 F
ig

s 1
, 2

. I
AS

 =
 in

va
siv

e 
al

ie
n 

sp
ec

ie
s.

R
ef

er
en

ce
St

ud
ie

d 
or

ga
ni

sm
Sc

al
e

A
lie

n 
sp

e-
ci

es
 tr

ai
ts

H
ab

it
at

s a
nd

 
cl

im
at

e 
in

 
na

ti
ve

 r
an

ge

H
ab

it
at

s a
nd

 
cl

im
at

e 
in

 
al

ie
n 

ra
ng

e

So
ci

oe
c-

on
om

ic
 

fa
ct

or
s

C
ol

on
is

at
io

n 
an

d 
pr

op
ag

ul
e 

pr
es

su
re

R
es

id
en

ce
 

ti
m

e
In

va
si

on
 

st
ag

es
C

on
cl

us
io

ns
 o

f t
he

 st
ud

y

Al
ca

ra
z e

t a
l. 

20
05

Fi
sh

es
N

at
iv

e 
an

d 
IA

S 
in

 th
e 

Ib
er

ia
n 

Pe
ni

ns
ul

a 
×

×
×

×
IA

S 
ge

ne
ra

lly
 h

av
e 

la
rg

er
 la

tit
ud

in
al

 ra
ng

es
 th

an
 n

at
iv

es
.

Al
le

n 
et

 a
l. 

20
13

Ve
rt

eb
ra

te
s

Al
ie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s i
n 

pe
ni

n-
su

la
r F

lo
rid

a
×

×
×

×
×

Pr
ed

ic
to

rs
 o

f e
sta

bl
ish

m
en

t a
nd

 sp
re

ad
 d

iff
er

 a
cr

os
s v

er
te

br
at

e 
ta

xa
.

Al
le

n 
et

 a
l. 

20
17

Am
ph

ib
ia

ns
 

an
d 

re
pt

ile
G

lo
ba

l
×

×
×

Fa
st 

lif
e 

hi
sto

ry
 tr

ai
ts 

pr
om

ot
e 

in
va

sio
n 

su
cc

es
s i

n 
am

ph
ib

ia
ns

 a
nd

 
re

pt
ile

s.
Am

ie
l e

t a
l. 

20
11

Am
ph

ib
ia

n 
an

d 
re

pt
ile

s
G

lo
ba

l
×

×
×

In
tro

du
ce

d 
al

ie
n 

sp
ec

ie
s w

ith
 la

rg
er

 b
ra

in
 si

ze
s a

re
 m

or
e 

lik
el

y 
to

 
es

ta
bl

ish
 a

nd
 in

va
de

.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s002270000303
https://doi.org/10.1002/ece3.1031
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.13251
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.13251


Petr Pyšek et al.  /  NeoBiota 62: 407–461 (2020)454

R
ef

er
en

ce
St

ud
ie

d 
or

ga
ni

sm
Sc

al
e

A
lie

n 
sp

e-
ci

es
 tr

ai
ts

H
ab

it
at

s a
nd

 
cl

im
at

e 
in

 
na

ti
ve

 r
an

ge

H
ab

it
at

s a
nd

 
cl

im
at

e 
in

 
al

ie
n 

ra
ng

e

So
ci

oe
c-

on
om

ic
 

fa
ct

or
s

C
ol

on
is

at
io

n 
an

d 
pr

op
ag

ul
e 

pr
es

su
re

R
es

id
en

ce
 

ti
m

e
In

va
si

on
 

st
ag

es
C

on
cl

us
io

ns
 o

f t
he

 st
ud

y

An
de

rs
en

 1
99

5
Pl

an
ts

Al
ie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s i
n 

D
en

-
m

ar
k

×
×

Al
ie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s, 
es

pe
ci

al
ly

 in
 se

m
in

at
ur

al
 h

ab
ita

ts,
 a

re
 m

or
e 

lik
el

y 
th

an
 n

at
iv

es
 to

 p
re

se
nt

 fl
es

hy
 fr

ui
ts 

an
d 

be
 d

isp
er

se
d 

by
 w

in
d.

Ar
on

so
n 

et
 a

l. 
20

07
W

oo
dy

 p
la

nt
s

Al
ie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s i
n 

N
ew

 
Yo

rk
×

Fr
ui

t t
yp

e,
 li

fe
 fo

rm
 a

nd
 o

rig
in

 in
flu

en
ce

 e
sta

bl
ish

m
en

t s
uc

ce
ss

.

Ba
co

n 
et

 a
l. 

20
14

Ar
th

ro
po

ds
Eu

ro
pe

×
×

×
×

×
Q

ua
ra

nt
in

e 
ar

th
ro

po
ds

 a
re

 m
or

e 
lik

el
y 

to
 e

sta
bl

ish
 if

 c
lim

at
e 

m
at

ch
es

 a
nd

 h
os

ts 
ar

e 
av

ai
la

bl
e;

 p
ro

pa
gu

le
 p

re
ss

ur
e 

on
ly

 p
la

ys
 a

 ro
le

 
if 

th
es

e 
co

nd
iti

on
s a

re
 m

et
. 

Be
n 

R
ai

s L
as

ra
m

 
et

 a
l. 

20
08

Fi
sh

es
Le

ss
ep

sia
n 

fis
h 

sp
ec

ie
s 

in
va

di
ng

 th
e 

M
ed

ite
r-

ra
ne

an
 S

ea

×
×

×
×

×
Re

sid
en

ce
 ti

m
e 

an
d 

cl
im

at
e 

m
at

ch
 b

et
w

ee
n 

th
e 

na
tiv

e 
an

d 
al

ie
n 

ra
ng

es
 in

flu
en

ce
 in

va
siv

en
es

s.

Bl
ac

kb
ur

n 
et

 a
l. 

20
09

Bi
rd

s
G

lo
ba

l
×

×
Al

ie
n 

sp
ec

ie
s a

re
 le

ss
 li

ke
ly

 to
 b

e 
in

tro
du

ce
d 

w
he

n 
pr

es
en

tin
g 

tr
ai

ts 
th

at
 p

re
di

sp
os

e 
th

em
 to

 A
lle

e 
eff

ec
ts.

 A
lie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s t
ha

t c
an

 c
op

e 
w

ith
 n

ov
el

 e
nv

iro
nm

en
ts 

an
d 

ha
ve

 la
rg

er
 b

od
y 

m
as

s h
av

e 
a 

hi
gh

er
 

es
ta

bl
ish

m
en

t s
uc

ce
ss

.
Bl

ac
kb

ur
n 

an
d 

D
un

ca
n 

20
01

a
Bi

rd
s

G
lo

ba
l

×
×

×
Av

ia
n 

in
tro

du
ct

io
n 

su
cc

es
s d

ep
en

ds
 o

n 
th

e 
su

ita
bi

lit
y 

of
 th

e 
ab

io
tic

 
en

vi
ro

nm
en

t a
t t

he
 in

tro
du

ct
io

n 
sit

e.
Bl

ac
kb

ur
n 

an
d 

D
un

ca
n 

20
01

b
Bi

rd
s

G
lo

ba
l

×
×

×
Th

e 
es

ta
bl

ish
m

en
t s

uc
ce

ss
 o

f e
xo

tic
 b

ird
s d

ep
en

ds
 o

n 
in

tr
od

uc
-

tio
n 

eff
or

ts
.

Bo
m

fo
rd

 e
t a

l. 
20

09
a

M
am

m
al

s
Al

ie
n 

sp
ec

ie
s i

nt
ro

du
ce

d 
to

 N
ew

 Z
ea

la
nd

, A
us

-
tr

al
ia

 a
nd

 B
rit

ai
n

×
×

×
Th

e 
nu

m
be

r o
f r

el
ea

se
 e

ve
nt

s a
nd

 th
e 

cl
im

at
e-

m
at

ch
 b

et
w

ee
n 

th
e 

na
tiv

e 
an

d 
in

tro
du

ce
d 

ra
ng

es
 in

flu
en

ce
 e

sta
bl

ish
m

en
t s

uc
ce

ss
.

Bo
m

fo
rd

 e
t a

l. 
20

09
b

Re
pt

ile
s a

nd
 

am
ph

ib
ia

ns
G

lo
ba

l
×

×
×

In
tro

du
ct

io
n 

eff
or

t, 
cl

im
at

e 
m

at
ch

 a
nd

 in
va

siv
en

es
s e

lse
w

he
re

 
fa

ci
lit

at
e 

th
e 

es
ta

bl
ish

m
en

t o
f i

nt
ro

du
ce

d 
sp

ec
ie

s.
Bu

ch
ar

ov
a 

an
d 

va
n 

K
le

un
en

 
20

09

W
oo

dy
 p

la
nt

s
N

or
th

 A
m

er
ic

an
 sp

ec
ie

s 
in

tro
du

ce
d 

in
to

 E
ur

o-
pe

an
 g

ar
de

n 
an

d 
pa

rk
s

×
×

×
×

Pl
an

tin
g 

fre
qu

en
cy

 d
et

er
m

in
es

 n
at

ur
al

isa
tio

n 
su

cc
es

s.

C
ad

ot
te

 a
nd

 
Lo

ve
tt-

D
ou

st 
20

01

Pl
an

ts
Al

ie
n 

sp
ec

ie
s i

n 
C

an
ad

a
×

Al
ie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s a
re

 m
or

e 
lik

el
y 

th
an

 n
at

iv
es

 to
 b

e 
an

nu
al

 a
nd

 b
ie

nn
ia

l, 
he

rm
ap

hr
od

ite
, h

av
e 

lo
ng

 fl
ow

er
in

g 
pe

rio
ds

 a
nd

 sm
al

l f
ru

its
, a

nd
 

ar
e 

le
ss

 li
ke

ly
 to

 b
e 

di
sp

er
se

d 
by

 a
ni

m
al

s. 
In

 se
m

in
at

ur
al

 h
ab

ita
ts,

 
al

ie
ns

 a
re

 a
lso

 m
or

e 
lik

el
y 

to
 b

e 
tre

es
 w

ith
 a

 h
ig

h 
nu

m
be

r o
f s

ee
ds

 
pe

r f
ru

it.
C

ad
ot

te
 e

t a
l. 

20
06

Pl
an

ts
Al

ie
n 

sp
ec

ie
s i

n 
C

an
ad

a
×

×
×

Ab
un

da
nt

 a
lie

ns
 a

re
 m

or
e 

lik
el

y 
to

 h
av

e 
lo

ng
er

 fl
ow

er
in

g 
du

ra
-

tio
n,

 b
e 

na
tiv

e 
to

 E
ur

op
e 

or
 E

ur
as

ia
, a

nd
 g

ro
w

 in
 v

ar
ia

bl
e 

so
il 

m
oi

st
ur

e 
co

nd
iti

on
s.

C
ad

ot
te

 e
t a

l. 
20

09
Pl

an
ts

Al
ie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s i
n 

Ro
ya

l 
N

at
io

na
l P

ar
k 

(A
us

-
tr

al
ia

) a
nd

 th
e 

w
ho

le
 

Au
str

al
ia

×
×

Re
la

te
dn

es
s w

ith
 o

th
er

 IA
S 

ca
n 

be
 a

 u
se

fu
l p

re
di

ct
or

 o
f i

nv
as

io
n 

su
cc

es
s a

t l
ar

ge
 sp

at
ia

l s
ca

le
s b

ut
 n

ot
 a

t s
m

al
le

r, 
la

nd
sc

ap
e 

sc
al

e.



MAcroecological Framework for Biological Invasions 455

R
ef

er
en

ce
St

ud
ie

d 
or

ga
ni

sm
Sc

al
e

A
lie

n 
sp

e-
ci

es
 tr

ai
ts

H
ab

it
at

s a
nd

 
cl

im
at

e 
in

 
na

ti
ve

 r
an

ge

H
ab

it
at

s a
nd

 
cl

im
at

e 
in

 
al

ie
n 

ra
ng

e

So
ci

oe
c-

on
om

ic
 

fa
ct

or
s

C
ol

on
is

at
io

n 
an

d 
pr

op
ag

ul
e 

pr
es

su
re

R
es

id
en

ce
 

ti
m

e
In

va
si

on
 

st
ag

es
C

on
cl

us
io

ns
 o

f t
he

 st
ud

y

C
ap

el
lin

i e
t a

l. 
20

15
M

am
m

al
s

G
lo

ba
l

×
×

×
In

tro
du

ce
d 

m
am

m
al

s a
re

 li
ke

ly
 to

 b
e 

hi
gh

ly
 p

ro
du

ct
iv

e 
an

d 
ha

ve
 

a 
hi

gh
 re

pr
od

uc
tiv

e 
ou

tp
ut

. G
re

at
er

 re
pr

od
uc

tiv
e 

ou
tp

ut
 a

nd
 

in
tro

du
ct

io
n 

eff
or

t i
nc

re
as

es
 su

cc
es

s a
t b

ot
h 

th
e 

es
ta

bl
ish

m
en

t a
nd

 
sp

re
ad

 st
ag

es
. 

C
as

se
y 

et
 a

l. 
20

05
Bi

rd
s

G
lo

ba
l

×
×

×
Th

e 
ch

ar
ac

te
ris

tic
s o

f t
he

 in
tro

du
ct

io
n 

ev
en

ts 
ar

e 
th

e 
m

os
t c

on
sis

t-
en

t p
re

di
ct

or
s o

f e
sta

bl
ish

m
en

t s
uc

ce
ss

.
C

ol
au

tti
 2

00
5

Sa
lm

on
oi

d 
sp

ec
ie

s (
fis

he
s)

Al
ie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s i
n 

N
ev

ad
a,

 
U

SA
×

×
×

×
×

Sp
ec

ie
s p

re
se

nt
in

g 
la

rg
e 

siz
es

, w
ei

gh
t a

nd
 la

tit
ud

in
al

 ra
ng

es
 a

re
 m

or
e 

lik
el

y 
to

 b
e 

in
tro

du
ce

d.
 P

ro
pa

gu
le

 p
re

ss
ur

e 
aff

ec
ts 

es
ta

bl
ish

m
en

t.
C

ra
w

le
y 

et
 a

l. 
19

96
Pl

an
ts

Al
ie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s i
n 

th
e 

Br
iti

sh
 Is

le
s

×
Al

ie
ns

 a
re

 li
ke

ly
 to

 b
e 

ta
lle

r, 
pr

es
en

t l
ar

ge
r s

ee
ds

 a
nd

 n
o 

or
 p

ro
tr

ac
t-

ed
 d

or
m

an
cy

, fl
ow

er
 e

ar
lie

r o
r l

at
er

, a
nd

 p
re

se
nt

 m
or

e 
pr

on
ou

nc
ed

 
r-

 o
r K

-s
tr

at
eg

ie
s t

ha
n 

na
tiv

es
.

D
aw

so
n 

et
 a

l. 
20

09
Pl

an
ts

Al
ie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s i
nt

ro
du

ce
d 

to
 A

m
an

i B
ot

an
ic

al
 

G
ar

de
n,

 T
an

za
ni

a

×
×

×
×

×
Re

sid
en

ce
 ti

m
e,

 g
ro

w
th

 ra
te

, n
um

be
r o

f s
ee

ds
 p

er
 fr

ui
t, 

se
ed

 m
as

s, 
di

sp
er

sio
n 

by
 c

an
op

y-
fe

ed
in

g 
an

im
al

s a
nd

 to
le

ra
nc

e 
to

 sh
ad

e 
fa

ci
li-

ta
te

s n
at

ur
al

isa
tio

n.
D

eh
ne

n-
Sc

hm
ut

z e
t a

l. 
20

07
a

Pl
an

ts
O

rn
am

en
ta

l p
la

nt
s 

in
tro

du
ce

d 
to

 B
rit

ai
n

×
×

Th
e 

pe
rio

d 
of

 ti
m

e 
a 

sp
ec

ie
s i

s a
va

ila
bl

e 
in

 th
e 

m
ar

ke
t, 

th
e 

nu
m

be
r o

f n
ur

se
rie

s s
el

lin
g 

it 
an

d 
th

e 
pr

ic
e 

of
 it

s s
ee

ds
 in

flu
en

ce
 

in
va

sio
n 

su
cc

es
s.

D
ev

in
 a

nd
 

Be
ise

l 2
00

7
G

am
m

ar
id

 
am

ph
ip

od
s

Al
ie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s n
at

iv
e 

to
 

W
es

te
rn

 E
ur

op
e 

an
d 

N
or

th
 A

m
er

ic
a

×
×

To
le

ra
nc

e 
to

 sa
lin

ity
 in

cr
ea

se
s i

nv
as

iv
en

es
s. 

In
va

siv
en

es
s i

s a
ffe

ct
ed

 
by

 a
 c

om
bi

na
tio

n 
of

 se
ve

ra
l t

ra
its

.

D
iv

íše
k 

et
 a

l. 
20

18
Pl

an
ts

Al
ie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s i
n 

te
m

pe
r-

at
e 

C
en

tr
al

 E
ur

op
e

×
×

×
Si

m
ila

rit
y 

to
 n

at
iv

e 
sp

ec
ie

s f
ac

ili
ta

te
s n

at
ur

al
isa

tio
n,

 w
hi

le
 d

iss
im

i-
la

rit
y 

fa
ci

lit
at

es
 in

va
sio

ns
.

D
ra

ke
 2

00
7

Fi
sh

es
G

lo
ba

l
×

Pa
re

nt
al

 in
ve

stm
en

t a
nd

 fe
cu

nd
ity

 in
flu

en
ce

 e
sta

bl
ish

m
en

t s
uc

ce
ss

.
D

ug
ga

n 
et

 a
l. 

20
06

Fr
es

hw
at

er
 

fis
he

s
Al

ie
n 

sp
ec

ie
s i

nt
ro

du
ce

d 
to

 C
an

ad
a 

an
d 

U
SA

×
×

×
Pr

op
ag

ul
e 

pr
es

su
re

 a
nd

 b
od

y 
siz

e 
aff

ec
t i

nt
ro

du
ct

io
n 

an
d 

es
ta

bl
ish

m
en

t.
D

un
ca

n 
19

97
Pa

ss
er

ifo
rm

 
bi

rd
s

Al
ie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s i
nt

ro
du

ce
d 

to
 N

ew
 Z

ea
la

nd
×

In
tro

du
ct

io
n 

eff
or

t (
i.e

. n
um

be
r o

f i
nt

ro
du

ct
io

ns
 a

nd
 n

um
be

r o
f 

in
tro

du
ce

d 
in

di
vi

du
al

s)
 c

ou
ld

 p
re

di
ct

 th
e 

in
va

sio
n 

su
cc

es
s o

f p
as

-
se

rif
or

m
 b

ird
s.

El
lst

ra
nd

 a
nd

 
Sc

hi
er

en
be

ck
 

20
06

Pl
an

ts
G

lo
ba

l
×

H
yb

rid
iza

tio
n 

sti
m

ul
at

es
 in

va
siv

en
es

s.

Fe
rr

ei
ra

 e
t a

l. 
20

12
b

Am
ph

ib
ia

ns
 

an
d 

re
pt

ile
s

G
lo

ba
l

×
Am

ph
ib

ia
ns

 a
nd

 re
pt

ile
s h

av
e 

sim
ila

r e
sta

bl
ish

m
en

t s
uc

ce
ss

.

Fe
rr

ei
ra

 e
t a

l. 
20

12
a

Re
pt

ile
s

G
lo

ba
l

×
Th

e 
pr

es
en

ce
 a

nd
 ri

ch
ne

ss
 o

f n
at

iv
e 

co
ng

en
er

s i
nc

re
as

e 
es

ta
bl

ish
-

m
en

t s
uc

ce
ss

.
Fo

rs
yt

h 
et

 a
l. 

20
04

M
am

m
al

s
Al

ie
n 

sp
ec

ie
s i

nt
ro

du
ce

d 
to

 A
us

tr
al

ia
×

×
×

×
C

lim
at

e 
su

ita
bi

lit
y, 

al
ie

n 
ra

ng
e 

siz
e,

 a
nd

 in
tro

du
ct

io
n 

eff
or

t i
nc

re
as

e 
es

ta
bl

ish
m

en
t a

nd
 sp

re
ad

.



Petr Pyšek et al.  /  NeoBiota 62: 407–461 (2020)456

R
ef

er
en

ce
St

ud
ie

d 
or

ga
ni

sm
Sc

al
e

A
lie

n 
sp

e-
ci

es
 tr

ai
ts

H
ab

it
at

s a
nd

 
cl

im
at

e 
in

 
na

ti
ve

 r
an

ge

H
ab

it
at

s a
nd

 
cl

im
at

e 
in

 
al

ie
n 

ra
ng

e

So
ci

oe
c-

on
om

ic
 

fa
ct

or
s

C
ol

on
is

at
io

n 
an

d 
pr

op
ag

ul
e 

pr
es

su
re

R
es

id
en

ce
 

ti
m

e
In

va
si

on
 

st
ag

es
C

on
cl

us
io

ns
 o

f t
he

 st
ud

y

Fu
jis

ak
i e

t a
l. 

20
10

Re
pt

ile
s

Al
ie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s i
n 

Fl
or

id
a

×
×

×
Ta

xo
no

m
ic

 o
rd

er
, m

ax
im

um
 te

m
pe

ra
tu

re
 m

at
ch

 b
et

w
ee

n 
na

tiv
e 

ra
ng

e 
an

d 
Fl

or
id

a,
 sa

le
 p

ric
e,

 a
nd

 m
an

ag
ea

bi
lit

y 
(d

iffi
cu

lty
 to

 
m

an
ag

e 
th

e 
sp

ec
ie

s a
s a

 p
et

) a
re

 si
gn

ifi
ca

nt
 p

re
di

ct
or

s o
f e

sta
bl

ish
-

m
en

t s
uc

ce
ss

.
G

al
la

gh
er

 e
t a

l. 
20

11
Ac

ac
ia

 sp
. 

(p
la

nt
s)

Al
ie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s n
at

iv
e 

to
 

Au
str

al
ia

×
×

IA
S 

ar
e 

m
or

e 
lik

el
y 

th
an

 n
on

-in
va

siv
e 

al
ie

ns
 to

 b
e 

sh
ru

bs
 o

r t
re

es
 

an
d 

ha
ve

 la
rg

e 
na

tiv
e 

ra
ng

es
.

G
al

la
gh

er
 e

t a
l. 

20
15

Pl
an

ts
IA

S 
in

 A
us

tr
al

ia
×

×
×

×
IA

S 
ar

e 
m

or
e 

lik
el

y 
th

an
 n

at
ur

al
ise

d 
sp

ec
ie

s t
o 

be
 ta

ll 
an

d 
ha

ve
 

la
rg

e 
sp

ec
ifi

c 
le

af
 a

re
a,

 lo
ng

 fl
ow

er
in

g 
pe

rio
ds

, a
nd

 h
ig

h 
to

le
ra

nc
e 

to
 

en
vi

ro
nm

en
ta

l c
on

di
tio

ns
 in

 th
ei

r n
at

iv
e 

ra
ng

e 
.

G
ar

cí
a-

D
ía

z a
nd

 
C

as
se

y 
20

14
Am

ph
ib

ia
ns

Al
ie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s i
n 

Au
s-

tr
al

ia
×

×
×

×
Th

e 
av

ai
la

bi
lit

y 
to

 b
e 

ca
pt

ur
ed

, b
re

d 
an

d 
ho

us
ed

 in
 c

ap
tiv

ity
 

in
cr

ea
se

s t
he

 p
ro

ba
bi

lit
y 

of
 a

m
ph

ib
ia

ns
 to

 b
e 

in
tro

du
ce

d 
to

 a
nd

 
tr

an
sp

or
te

d 
w

ith
in

 A
us

tr
al

ia
.

G
as

só
 e

t a
l. 

20
09

Pl
an

ts
IA

S 
in

 S
pa

in
×

×
×

×
×

W
in

d 
di

sp
er

sa
l, 

m
in

im
um

 re
sid

en
ce

 ti
m

e,
 a

nt
hr

op
og

en
ic

 d
ist

ur
-

ba
nc

e,
 lo

w
 a

lti
tu

de
, s

ho
rt

 d
ist

an
ce

 to
 th

e 
co

as
tli

ne
 a

nd
 d

ry
 a

nd
 h

ot
 

w
ea

th
er

 c
on

di
tio

ns
 in

cr
ea

se
 in

va
siv

en
es

s.
G

od
oy

 e
t a

l. 
20

11
Pl

an
ts

N
at

iv
e 

an
d 

al
ie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s 
in

 th
e 

M
ed

ite
rr

an
ea

n 
re

gi
on

×
IA

S 
ar

e 
m

or
e 

lik
el

y 
th

an
 n

at
iv

e 
sp

ec
ie

s t
o 

pr
es

en
t h

ig
h 

ca
pa

ci
ty

 
fo

r c
ar

bo
n 

ga
in

 a
nd

 h
ig

h 
pe

rfo
rm

an
ce

 o
ve

r a
 ra

ng
e 

of
 li

m
iti

ng
 to

 
sa

tu
ra

tin
g 

re
so

ur
ce

 a
va

ila
bi

lit
ie

s. 
In

va
siv

e 
an

d 
na

tiv
e 

sp
ec

ie
s d

o 
no

t 
di

ffe
r i

n 
th

ei
r p

he
no

ty
pi

c 
pl

as
tic

ity
.

G
on

zá
le

z-
Su

ár
ez

M
am

m
al

s
G

lo
ba

l
×

×
In

tr
as

pe
ci

fic
 v

ar
ia

tio
n 

in
 m

or
ph

ol
og

ic
al

 tr
ai

ts 
in

cr
ea

se
s e

sta
bl

ish
-

m
en

t s
uc

ce
ss

.
G

oo
dw

in
 e

t a
l. 

19
99

Pl
an

ts
Eu

ro
pe

an
 sp

ec
ie

s i
nv

ad
-

in
g 

C
an

ad
a

×
IA

S 
ar

e 
m

or
e 

lik
el

y 
th

an
 n

on
-in

va
siv

e 
al

ie
ns

 to
 b

e 
ta

ll 
an

d 
ha

ve
 

lo
ng

 fl
ow

er
-p

er
io

ds
.

G
ra

bo
w

sk
a 

an
d 

Pr
zy

by
lsk

i 2
01

5
Fr

es
hw

at
er

 
fis

he
s

Al
ie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s i
nv

ad
in

g 
C

en
tr

al
 E

ur
op

e
×

Li
fe

 h
ist

or
y 

tr
ai

ts 
fa

ci
lit

at
e 

th
e 

in
va

sio
n 

of
 fr

es
hw

at
er

 fi
sh

es
 in

 
C

en
tr

al
 E

ur
op

e.
G

ra
vu

er
 e

t a
l. 

20
08

Tr
ifo

liu
m

 sp
. 

(p
la

nt
s)

Sp
ec

ie
s i

nv
ad

in
g 

N
ew

 
Ze

al
an

d
×

×
×

×
×

×
Su

cc
es

s a
t a

ll 
in

va
sio

n 
sta

ge
s i

s m
or

e 
in

flu
en

ce
d 

by
 b

io
ge

og
ra

ph
ic

 
fa

ct
or

s t
ha

n 
bi

ol
og

ic
al

 a
ttr

ib
ut

es
. B

io
lo

gi
ca

l t
ra

its
 o

nl
y 

in
flu

en
ce

 th
e 

se
le

ct
io

n 
of

 sp
ec

ie
s f

or
 in

tro
du

ct
io

n 
an

d 
th

e 
re

la
tiv

e 
ra

te
s o

f s
pr

ea
d.

 
D

iff
er

en
t f

ac
to

rs
 d

et
er

m
in

e 
th

e 
pr

ob
ab

ili
ty

 o
f p

la
nt

 in
tro

du
ct

io
n,

 
na

tu
ra

lis
at

io
n,

 a
nd

 sp
re

ad
. 

G
ro

tk
op

p 
et

 a
l. 

20
10

W
oo

dy
 

ho
rt

ic
ul

tu
ra

l 
pl

an
ts

G
lo

ba
l

×
IA

S 
ha

ve
 h

ig
he

r r
el

at
iv

e 
gr

ow
th

 ra
te

s t
ha

n 
no

n-
in

va
siv

e 
al

ie
ns

.

H
am

ilt
on

 e
t a

l. 
20

05
Pl

an
ts

Al
ie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s i
n 

Ea
ste

rn
 

Au
str

al
ia

×
×

×
Se

ed
 si

ze
 a

ffe
ct

s i
nv

as
io

n 
su

cc
es

s a
t b

ot
h 

re
gi

on
al

 a
nd

 c
on

tin
en

ta
l 

sc
al

e,
 w

hi
le

 S
LA

 o
nl

y 
aff

ec
ts 

in
va

sio
n 

su
cc

es
s a

t c
on

tin
en

ta
l s

ca
le

.
H

er
ro

n 
et

 a
l. 

20
07

Tr
ee

s, 
sh

ru
bs

 
an

d 
vi

ne
s 

(p
la

nt
s)

Sp
ec

ie
s i

nv
ad

in
g 

N
ew

 
En

gl
an

d 
(U

SA
)

×
×

IA
S 

ar
e 

lik
el

y 
to

 h
av

e 
pr

ev
io

us
 in

va
sio

n 
hi

sto
ry

, l
ar

ge
 n

at
iv

e 
la

tit
u-

di
na

l r
an

ge
s, 

ra
pi

d 
gr

ow
th

 ra
te

s a
nd

 n
on

-e
ve

rg
re

en
 le

av
es

. I
nv

as
iv

e 
tre

es
 a

re
 li

ke
ly

 to
 to

le
ra

te
 sh

ad
e.



MAcroecological Framework for Biological Invasions 457

R
ef

er
en

ce
St

ud
ie

d 
or

ga
ni

sm
Sc

al
e

A
lie

n 
sp

e-
ci

es
 tr

ai
ts

H
ab

it
at

s a
nd

 
cl

im
at

e 
in

 
na

ti
ve

 r
an

ge

H
ab

it
at

s a
nd

 
cl

im
at

e 
in

 
al

ie
n 

ra
ng

e

So
ci

oe
c-

on
om

ic
 

fa
ct

or
s

C
ol

on
is

at
io

n 
an

d 
pr

op
ag

ul
e 

pr
es

su
re

R
es

id
en

ce
 

ti
m

e
In

va
si

on
 

st
ag

es
C

on
cl

us
io

ns
 o

f t
he

 st
ud

y

H
ig

gi
ns

 a
nd

 
R

ic
ha

rd
so

n 
20

14

Ac
ac

ia
 sp

. a
nd

 
Eu

ca
lyp

tu
s s

p.
 

(p
la

nt
s)

Al
ie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s n
at

iv
e 

to
 

Au
str

al
ia

×
×

×
IA

S 
ha

ve
 la

rg
er

 p
ot

en
tia

l r
an

ge
 si

ze
s t

ha
n 

na
tu

ra
lis

ed
 a

lie
ns

. 
N

at
ur

al
ise

d 
al

ie
ns

 h
av

e 
la

rg
er

 p
ot

en
tia

l r
an

ge
 si

ze
s t

ha
n 

no
n-

na
tu

ra
lis

ed
 a

lie
ns

. Th
e 

eff
ec

t o
f t

ra
its

 o
n 

in
va

sio
n 

su
cc

es
s i

s 
co

nt
ex

t d
ep

en
de

nt
.

Ja
ns

en
 e

t a
l. 

20
11

Pl
an

ts
Al

ie
n 

sp
ec

ie
s i

n 
no

rt
h-

ea
ste

rn
 G

er
m

an
y

×
D

iff
er

en
t a

lie
n 

sp
ec

ie
s h

av
e 

di
ffe

re
nt

 e
co

lo
gi

ca
l p

re
fe

re
nc

es
.

Je
sc

hk
e 

an
d 

St
ra

ye
r 2

00
6

Ve
rt

eb
ra

te
s

Sp
ec

ie
s n

at
iv

e 
to

 E
ur

op
e 

or
 N

or
th

 A
m

er
ic

a
×

×
×

Pr
op

ag
ul

e 
pr

es
su

re
 a

nd
 h

um
an

 a
ffi

lia
tio

n 
aff

ec
t i

nv
as

io
n 

su
cc

es
s 

ac
ro

ss
 ta

xa
 a

nd
 in

va
sio

n 
sta

ge
s. 

Al
l o

th
er

 fa
ct

or
s a

ffe
ct

 in
va

sio
n 

su
c-

ce
ss

 d
iff

er
en

tly
, s

pe
ci

al
ly

 d
ep

en
di

ng
 o

n 
th

e 
in

va
sio

n 
sta

ge
.

K
ol

ar
 a

nd
 L

od
ge

 
20

02
Fi

sh
es

Sp
ec

ie
s a

lie
n 

to
 th

e 
G

re
at

 L
ak

es
×

×
×

Al
ie

ns
 a

re
 m

or
e 

lik
el

y 
to

 e
st

ab
lis

h 
if 

th
ey

 p
re

se
nt

 fa
st

 g
ro

w
th

, 
to

le
ra

te
 w

id
e 

te
m

pe
ra

tu
re

 a
nd

 sa
lin

ity
 ra

ng
es

 a
nd

 h
av

e 
a 

hi
st

or
y 

of
 in

va
siv

en
es

s e
lse

w
he

re
. A

lie
ns

 w
ith

 sl
ow

 g
ro

w
th

 a
nd

 to
le

ra
tin

g 
w

id
e 

te
m

pe
ra

tu
re

 ra
ng

es
 sp

re
ad

 fa
st

. N
ui

sa
nc

e 
al

ie
ns

 w
er

e 
m

or
e 

lik
el

y 
to

 h
av

e 
sm

al
le

r e
gg

s a
nd

 w
id

er
 sa

lin
ity

 to
le

ra
nc

es
 th

an
 

no
n-

nu
isa

nc
e 

al
ie

ns
.

K
üs

te
r e

t a
l. 

20
08

Pl
an

ts
Sp

ec
ie

s i
nv

ad
in

g 
G

er
-

m
an

y
×

Am
on

g 
IA

S,
 d

iff
er

en
t e

co
lo

gi
ca

l s
tr

at
eg

ie
s (

de
te

rm
in

ed
 b

y 
pa

rt
ic

u-
la

r c
om

bi
na

tio
ns

 o
f t

ra
its

) f
ac

ili
ta

te
 in

va
sio

n.
La

ke
 a

nd
 L

ei
sh

-
m

an
 2

00
4

Pl
an

ts
Al

ie
n 

sp
ec

ie
s i

n 
Sy

dn
ey

, 
Au

str
al

ia
×

×
×

IA
S 

ha
ve

 h
ig

he
r s

pe
ci

fic
 le

af
 a

re
a 

an
d 

ar
e 

m
or

e 
lik

el
y 

to
 d

isp
er

se
 b

y 
w

in
d 

an
d 

ve
rt

eb
ra

te
s, 

an
d 

le
ss

 b
y 

an
ts,

 th
an

 n
on

-in
va

siv
e 

al
ie

ns
 o

r 
na

tiv
es

. I
n 

di
stu

rb
ed

 si
te

s, 
IA

S 
ha

ve
 sm

al
le

r s
ee

ds
 a

nd
 fl

ow
er

 lo
ng

er
 

th
an

 n
at

iv
es

. A
lie

ns
 h

av
e 

so
fte

r l
ea

ve
s a

nd
 a

re
 m

or
e 

lik
el

y 
to

 p
ro

pa
-

ga
te

 v
eg

et
at

iv
el

y 
th

an
 n

at
iv

es
.

Le
ste

r 2
00

5
An

ts
Al

ie
n 

sp
ec

ie
s i

n 
N

ew
 

Ze
al

an
d

×
×

×
M

ea
n 

te
m

pe
ra

tu
re

 a
t t

he
 h

ig
he

st 
la

tit
ud

e 
of

 th
e 

in
tro

du
ce

d 
ra

ng
e 

an
d 

in
te

rc
ep

tio
n 

ra
te

 d
et

er
m

in
e 

es
ta

bl
ish

m
en

t s
uc

ce
ss

.
Ll

or
et

 e
t a

l. 
20

05
Pl

an
ts

Al
ie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s i
n 

M
ed

i-
te

rr
an

ea
n 

isl
an

ds
×

×
Al

ie
ns

 a
re

 m
or

e 
lik

el
y 

to
 b

e 
m

or
e 

ab
un

da
nt

 if
 th

ey
 re

pr
od

uc
e 

ve
ge

ta
tiv

el
y, 

ha
ve

 la
rg

e 
le

av
es

, fl
ow

er
 in

 su
m

m
er

 fo
r l

on
g 

pe
rio

ds
 

of
 ti

m
e 

an
d 

ar
e 

di
sp

er
se

d 
by

 w
in

d 
an

d 
an

im
al

s. 
Al

ie
ns

 a
re

 m
or

e 
lik

el
y 

to
 h

av
e 

su
cc

ul
en

t a
nd

 fl
es

hy
 fr

ui
ts 

in
 ru

de
ra

l a
nd

 se
m

in
at

ur
al

 
ha

bi
ta

ts,
 re

sp
ec

tiv
el

y.
Lo

ck
w

oo
d 

19
99

Bi
rd

s
G

lo
ba

l
×

×
Ta

xo
no

m
y 

in
flu

en
ce

s t
he

 tr
an

sp
or

t a
nd

 e
sta

bl
ish

m
en

t o
f a

lie
n 

bi
rd

s.
M

ai
tn

er
 e

t a
l. 

20
12

Bi
rd

s
In

tro
du

ce
d 

sp
ec

ie
s i

n 
Fl

or
id

a,
 N

ew
 Z

ea
la

nd
, 

an
d 

H
aw

ai
i

×
C

lo
se

 re
la

te
dn

es
s t

o 
th

e 
ex

ta
nt

 a
vi

fa
un

a 
in

cr
ea

se
s 

es
ta

bl
ish

m
en

t s
uc

ce
ss

.

M
ar

ch
et

ti 
et

 a
l. 

20
04

a
Fi

sh
es

Al
ie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s i
n 

w
a-

te
rs

he
ds

 in
 C

al
ifo

rn
ia

, 
U

SA

×
×

×
×

Al
ie

ns
’ t

ra
its

 (t
ro

ph
ic

 st
at

us
, s

ize
 o

f n
at

iv
e 

ra
ng

e,
 p

ar
en

ta
l c

ar
e,

 
m

ax
im

um
 a

du
lt 

siz
e,

 p
hy

sio
lo

gi
ca

l t
ol

er
an

ce
, d

ist
an

ce
 fr

om
 n

ea
r-

es
t n

at
iv

e 
so

ur
ce

) a
nd

 p
ro

pa
gu

le
 p

re
ss

ur
e 

in
flu

en
ce

 e
sta

bl
ish

m
en

t. 
Ph

ys
io

lo
gi

ca
l t

ol
er

an
ce

 a
nd

 p
ro

pa
gu

le
 p

re
ss

ur
e 

pr
ed

ic
t s

pr
ea

d.
 

Pr
ev

io
us

 in
va

sio
n 

su
cc

es
s p

re
di

ct
s s

pe
ci

es
 in

te
gr

at
io

n 
an

d 
im

pa
ct

.



Petr Pyšek et al.  /  NeoBiota 62: 407–461 (2020)458

R
ef

er
en

ce
St

ud
ie

d 
or

ga
ni

sm
Sc

al
e

A
lie

n 
sp

e-
ci

es
 tr

ai
ts

H
ab

it
at

s a
nd

 
cl

im
at

e 
in

 
na

ti
ve

 r
an

ge

H
ab

it
at

s a
nd

 
cl

im
at

e 
in

 
al

ie
n 

ra
ng

e

So
ci

oe
c-

on
om

ic
 

fa
ct

or
s

C
ol

on
is

at
io

n 
an

d 
pr

op
ag

ul
e 

pr
es

su
re

R
es

id
en

ce
 

ti
m

e
In

va
si

on
 

st
ag

es
C

on
cl

us
io

ns
 o

f t
he

 st
ud

y

M
ar

ch
et

ti 
et

 a
l. 

20
04

b
Fi

sh
es

Al
ie

ns
 in

 c
at

ch
m

en
ts 

in
 

C
al

ifo
rn

ia
, U

SA
×

×
×

Pa
re

nt
al

 c
ar

e,
 p

hy
sio

lo
gi

ca
l t

ol
er

an
ce

, p
ro

pa
gu

le
 p

re
ss

ur
e 

an
d 

pr
ev

i-
ou

s i
nv

as
io

n 
su

cc
es

s p
re

di
ct

 a
lie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s e
sta

bl
ish

m
en

t. 
Li

fe
 sp

an
, 

di
sta

nc
e 

fro
m

 n
ea

re
st 

na
tiv

e 
so

ur
ce

, t
ro

ph
ic

 st
at

us
 a

nd
 p

rio
r i

nv
a-

sio
n 

su
cc

es
s p

re
di

ct
 sp

re
ad

. M
ax

im
um

 si
ze

, p
hy

sio
lo

gi
ca

l t
ol

er
an

ce
 

an
d 

di
sta

nc
e 

fro
m

 n
ea

re
st 

na
tiv

e 
so

ur
ce

 p
re

di
ct

 a
bu

nd
an

ce
.

M
cG

re
go

r e
t a

l. 
20

12
Pi

nu
s s

p.
 

(p
la

nt
s)

Al
ie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s i
nt

ro
du

ce
d 

to
 G

re
at

 B
rit

ai
n 

an
d 

N
ew

 Z
ea

la
nd

×
×

×
×

×
H

um
an

 fa
ct

or
s a

re
 b

et
te

r p
re

di
ct

or
s o

f i
nt

ro
du

ct
io

n 
an

d 
na

tu
ra

lis
a-

tio
n 

th
an

 sp
ec

ie
s o

r b
io

ge
og

ra
ph

ic
 tr

ai
ts.

M
ilb

au
 a

nd
 

St
ou

t 2
00

8
Pl

an
ts

Al
ie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s i
n 

se
m

in
at

-
ur

al
 h

ab
ita

ts 
in

 Ir
el

an
d

×
×

×
×

×
×

C
lo

na
l g

ro
w

th
, m

oi
stu

re
‐in

di
ca

to
r v

al
ue

, n
itr

og
en

‐in
di

ca
to

r v
al

ue
, 

na
tiv

e 
ra

ng
e,

 a
nd

 d
at

e 
of

 fi
rs

t r
ec

or
d 

aff
ec

t n
at

ur
al

isa
tio

n.
 O

rn
a-

m
en

ta
l i

nt
ro

du
ct

io
n,

 h
er

m
ap

hr
od

ite
 fl

ow
er

s, 
po

lli
na

tio
n 

m
od

e,
 

be
in

g 
in

va
siv

e 
el

se
w

he
re

, o
ns

et
 o

f fl
ow

er
in

g 
se

as
on

, m
oi

stu
re

‐in
di

-
ca

to
r v

al
ue

, n
at

iv
e 

ra
ng

e,
 a

nd
 d

at
e 

of
 fi

rs
t r

ec
or

d 
aff

ec
t i

nv
as

iv
en

es
s.

M
øl

le
r e

t a
l. 

20
15

Bi
rd

s
Al

ie
n 

sp
ec

ie
s i

nt
ro

du
ce

d 
in

 o
ce

an
ic

 is
la

nd
s

×
×

×
Th

e 
ab

ili
ty

 to
 th

riv
e 

in
 u

rb
an

 a
re

as
 fa

ci
lit

at
es

 th
e 

es
ta

bl
ish

m
en

t a
nd

 
in

va
sio

n 
of

 b
ird

s i
n 

oc
ea

ni
c 

isl
an

ds
.

M
oo

dl
ey

 e
t a

l. 
20

13
Pr

ot
ea

ce
ae

 
(p

la
nt

s)
G

lo
ba

l
×

×
N

at
ur

al
ise

d 
al

ie
ns

 a
re

 m
or

e l
ik

ely
 th

an
 n

on
-n

at
ur

al
ise

d 
al

ie
ns

 to
 h

av
e 

la
rg

e n
at

iv
e r

an
ge

s, 
lo

w
 su

sc
ep

tib
ili

ty
 to

 P
hy

to
ph

th
or

a 
ro

ot
-ro

t f
un

-
gu

s, 
la

rg
e m

am
m

al
-d

isp
er

se
d 

se
ed

s, 
an

d 
th

e c
ap

ac
ity

 to
 re

sp
ro

ut
. I

AS
 

ar
e m

or
e l

ik
ely

 th
an

 n
at

ur
al

ise
d 

sp
ec

ie
s t

o 
ha

ve
 la

rg
e n

at
iv

e r
an

ge
s, 

be
 u

se
d 

as
 b

ar
rie

r p
la

nt
s, 

be
 ta

ll 
an

d 
se

ro
tin

ou
s a

nd
 h

av
e s

m
al

l s
ee

ds
.

M
or

av
co

vá
 e

t a
l. 

20
10

Pl
an

ts
Al

ie
n 

sp
ec

ie
s i

n 
th

e 
C

ze
ch

 R
ep

ub
lic

×
×

IA
S 

ar
e 

m
or

e 
lik

el
y 

th
an

 n
at

ur
al

ise
d 

al
ie

ns
 to

 h
av

e 
a 

lo
w

 le
ng

th
/

w
id

th
 ra

tio
 o

f p
ro

pa
gu

le
s, 

fe
w

er
 se

ed
lin

gs
 e

sta
bl

ish
 in

 th
e 

au
tu

m
n,

 
ha

ve
 b

et
te

r c
ap

ac
ity

 fo
r d

isp
er

sa
l b

y 
w

in
d,

 a
nd

 b
e 

m
or

e 
fe

cu
nd

.
M

or
av

co
vá

 e
t a

l. 
20

15
H

er
ba

ce
ou

s 
pl

an
ts

Al
ie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s i
n 

th
e 

C
ze

ch
 R

ep
ub

lic
×

×
Se

ed
 p

ro
du

ct
io

n,
 p

ro
pa

gu
le

 p
ro

pe
rt

ie
s a

nd
 h

ei
gh

t a
ffe

ct
 in

va
siv

en
es

s 
at

 th
e 

re
pr

od
uc

tio
n,

 d
isp

er
sa

l a
nd

 c
om

pe
tit

io
n 

sta
ge

s r
es

pe
ct

iv
el

y. 
M

oy
le

 a
nd

 M
ar

-
ch

et
ti 

20
06

Fr
es

hw
at

er
 

fis
he

s
Al

ie
n 

sp
ec

ie
s i

n 
C

al
ifo

r-
ni

a,
 U

SA
×

×
×

×
×

×
D

iff
er

en
t t

ra
its

 a
ffe

ct
 d

iff
er

en
t s

ta
ge

s o
f t

he
 in

va
sio

n 
pr

oc
es

s.

N
ov

oa
 e

t a
l. 

20
15

C
ac

ta
ce

ae
 

(p
la

nt
s)

G
lo

ba
l

×
×

G
ro

w
th

 fo
rm

 a
nd

 n
at

iv
e 

ra
ng

e 
siz

e 
in

flu
en

ce
 in

va
siv

en
es

s.

O
ld

en
 e

t a
l. 

20
06

Fr
es

hw
at

er
 

fis
he

s
N

at
iv

e 
an

d 
al

ie
n 

sp
ec

ie
s 

in
 th

e 
C

ol
or

ad
o 

R
iv

er
 

Ba
sin

, U
SA

×
×

Al
ie

n 
op

po
rt

un
ist

s h
av

e 
th

e 
hi

gh
es

t r
at

es
 o

f s
pr

ea
d.

O
rd

on
ez

 e
t a

l. 
20

10
Pl

an
ts

G
lo

ba
l

×
Fu

nc
tio

na
l t

ra
it 

di
ffe

re
nc

es
 b

et
w

ee
n 

al
ie

n 
an

d 
na

tiv
e 

sp
ec

ie
s c

on
-

tr
ib

ut
e 

to
 th

e 
su

cc
es

s o
f a

lie
n 

sp
ec

ie
s.

Pa
av

ol
a 

et
 a

l. 
20

05
Aq

ua
tic

 
sp

ec
ie

s
Al

ie
n 

sp
ec

ie
s i

n 
Eu

ro
pe

-
an

 b
ra

ck
ish

 w
at

er
 se

as
×

×
Al

ie
n 

sp
ec

ie
s a

re
 a

da
pt

ed
 to

 th
e 

sa
lin

ity
 le

ve
ls 

of
 a

re
as

 w
ith

 th
e 

lo
w

-
es

t r
ic

hn
es

s o
f n

at
iv

e 
sp

ec
ie

s.
Pe

m
be

rt
on

 a
nd

 
Li

u 
20

09
O

rn
am

en
ta

l 
pl

an
ts

Al
ie

n 
sp

ec
ie

s i
n 

Fl
or

id
a,

 
U

SA
×

×
×

×
Pr

op
ag

ul
e 

pr
es

su
re

 a
nd

 re
sid

en
ce

 ti
m

e 
in

cr
ea

se
 th

e 
pr

ob
ab

ili
ty

 o
f 

na
tu

ra
lis

at
io

n.
 N

at
ur

al
ise

d 
al

ie
ns

 a
re

 li
ke

ly
 to

 h
av

e 
la

rg
e 

na
tiv

e 
ra

ng
e 

siz
es

, b
e 

aq
ua

tic
 h

er
bs

 o
r v

in
es

 a
nd

 b
el

on
g 

to
 th

e 
fa

m
ili

es
 A

ra
ce

ae
, 

Ap
oc

yn
ac

ea
e,

 C
on

vo
lv

ul
ac

ea
e,

 M
or

ac
ea

e,
 O

le
ac

ea
e 

or
 V

er
be

na
ce

ae
.



MAcroecological Framework for Biological Invasions 459

R
ef

er
en

ce
St

ud
ie

d 
or

ga
ni

sm
Sc

al
e

A
lie

n 
sp

e-
ci

es
 tr

ai
ts

H
ab

it
at

s a
nd

 
cl

im
at

e 
in

 
na

ti
ve

 r
an

ge

H
ab

it
at

s a
nd

 
cl

im
at

e 
in

 
al

ie
n 

ra
ng

e

So
ci

oe
c-

on
om

ic
 

fa
ct

or
s

C
ol

on
is

at
io

n 
an

d 
pr

op
ag

ul
e 

pr
es

su
re

R
es

id
en

ce
 

ti
m

e
In

va
si

on
 

st
ag

es
C

on
cl

us
io

ns
 o

f t
he

 st
ud

y

Ph
ili

be
rt

 e
t a

l. 
20

11
Fo

re
st 

pa
th

o-
ge

ni
c 

fu
ng

i
Al

ie
n 

sp
ec

ie
s i

n 
Eu

ro
pe

×
×

×
×

Lo
ng

‐d
ist

an
ce

 d
isp

er
sa

l, 
se

xu
al

 re
pr

od
uc

tio
n 

(in
 a

dd
iti

on
 to

 a
se

xu
al

 
re

pr
od

uc
tio

n)
, s

po
re

 sh
ap

e 
an

d 
siz

e,
 n

um
be

r o
f c

el
ls 

in
 sp

or
es

, 
op

tim
al

 te
m

pe
ra

tu
re

 fo
r g

ro
w

th
 a

nd
 p

ar
as

iti
c 

sp
ec

ia
liz

at
io

n 
(h

os
t 

ra
ng

e 
an

d 
in

fe
ct

ed
 o

rg
an

s)
 d

et
er

m
in

e 
in

va
siv

en
es

s.
Pr

in
zin

g 
et

 a
l. 

20
02

Pl
an

ts
Eu

ro
pe

an
 sp

ec
ie

s i
nv

ad
-

in
g 

Ar
ge

nt
in

a
×

×
×

IA
S 

ar
e 

lik
el

y 
to

 h
av

e 
r-

str
at

eg
y;

 p
re

fe
r w

ar
m

, d
ry

, s
un

ny
 a

nd
 

ni
tro

ge
n-

ric
h 

ha
bi

ta
ts;

 a
nd

 to
 b

e 
us

ed
 b

y 
hu

m
an

s.
Py

še
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