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Abstract
Background
The Northwest Atlantic (NWA) leatherback turtle (Dermochelys coriacea) subpopulation is one of the last healthy ones on Earth. Its conservation is thus of major importance for the conservation of the species itself. While adults are relatively well monitored, pelagic juveniles remain largely unobserved. In an attempt to reduce this knowledge gap, this paper presents the first detailed simulation of the open ocean dispersal of juveniles born on the main nesting beaches of French Guiana and Suriname (FGS).

Methods
Dispersal is simulated using STAMM, an Individual Based Model in which juveniles actively disperse under the combined effects of oceanic currents and habitat-driven movements. For comparison purposes, passive dispersal under the sole effect of oceanic currents is also simulated.

Results
Simulation results show that oceanic currents lead juveniles to cross the Atlantic at mid-latitudes. Unlike passive individuals, active juveniles undertake important north-south seasonal migrations while crossing the North Atlantic. They finally reach the European or North African coast and enter the Mediterranean Sea. Less than 4-year-old active turtles first arrive off Mauritania. Other productive areas on the eastern side of the Atlantic (the coast of Galicia and Portugal, the Gulf of Cadiz, the Bay of Biscay) and in the Mediterranean Sea are first reached by 6 to 9-year-old individuals. This active dispersal scheme, and its timing, appear to be consistent with all available stranding and bycatch data gathered on the Atlantic and Mediterranean coasts of Europe and North Africa. Simulation results also suggest that the timing of the dispersal and the quality of the habitats encountered by juveniles can, at least partly, explain why the NWA leatherback subpopulation is doing much better than the West Pacific one.

Conclusion
This paper provides the first detailed simulation of the spatial and temporal distribution of juvenile leatherback turtles dispersing from their FGS nesting beaches into the North Atlantic Ocean and Mediterranean Sea. Simulation results, corroborated by stranding and bycatch data, pinpoint several important developmental areas on the eastern side of the Atlantic Ocean and in the Mediterranean Sea. These results shall help focus observation and conservation efforts in these critical areas.
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Background
The Northwest Atlantic (NWA) hosts one of the last healthy leatherback turtle (Dermochelys coriacea) subpopulations worldwide. With about 50,000 nests in 2010, and likely growing, this subpopulation is of major importance for the conservation of the species [1]. It comprises several nesting aggregations extending from French Guiana to Florida, including the whole mainland and insular Caribbean area. French Guiana and Suriname (FGS) together host nearly 50% of the nesting activity. This subpopulation is particularly well observed, at least at the adult stage.
The main FGS nesting beaches have been monitored for over a decade and sometimes over 30 years, thereby providing a solid basis for demographic studies [2, 3]. Although natal homing might be less accurate than in other sea turtle species, leatherbacks clearly display natal philopatry [4, 5]. Most FGS females come back, every two to three years [3], to nest on their natal beach. They then undertake, often long, post-nesting migrations towards favorable foraging grounds. Abundant satellite-tracking data reveal that they occupy productive, but often cold, areas during summer and fall and move toward somewhat warmer waters during winter [6–11]. Targeted foraging grounds are widely spread in the North Atlantic basin. The cold, but very favorable foraging area off Nova Scotia is highly used [12]. Other important foraging grounds are also exploited in the central and western Atlantic Ocean: around the Azores archipelago, along the European coast (specially off Ireland, the Bay of Biscay and Portugal) and along the north African coast (specially off Mauritania and around Cape Verde Islands). Adult males have been much less tracked but the few existing data suggest that males occupy the same foraging grounds as females and migrate, possibly every year, to be present near the nesting beaches early in the nesting season (spring). They stay there for a couple months, and likely breed, before migrating back towards their foraging grounds [13].
Unlike adults, juvenile NWA leatherback turtles have never been satellite-tracked and their spatial ecology remains largely unknown. This hampers the development of conservation measures focused on this critical life stage [14, 15]. This lack of information concerning the oceanic juvenile stage, often called “the lost years”, is common to most sea turtle populations. The main piece of information available on this life stage is that the sizes and spatial distribution of the few juveniles captured at sea or found stranded are consistent with the hypothesis that dispersal is largely governed by oceanic currents downstream of the nesting beaches [16, 17]. Based on such observations, it has commonly been assumed that juveniles drift purely passively with oceanic currents. Accordingly, the initial dispersal of various juvenile sea turtle populations has been investigated using simple Individual Based Models (IBM) in which trajectories of thousands of particles, each representing an individual, are simulated using freely available Lagrangian particle-tracking software forced by surface currents produced by ocean circulation models [18–23].
While oceanic currents might indeed be the main cause of dispersal during the first months of life of hatchlings and juveniles, evidence is mounting that juveniles do not drift purely passively but also swim actively [24, 25], often towards favorable habitats [24, 26, 27]. Surprisingly enough, the first IBMs simulating the impact of active swimming on juveniles’ dispersal did not focus on habitat-driven movements but rather attempted to reproduce the effects of occasional movements like the initial swimming frenzy [28] or oriented movements prompted by specific values of the Earth magnetic field [29, 30]. STAMM (Sea Turtle Active Movement Model), the first IBM simulating the dispersal of juvenile sea turtles under the combined effects of oceanic currents and habitat-driven swimming movements was only recently published Gaspar and Lalire [31], hereafter referred to as GL. It simulates swimming movements triggered by the need to find food and suitable water temperatures. STAMM was first used to simulate the dispersal of juvenile West Pacific leatherbacks into the North Pacific Ocean. The results of this first simulation demonstrate that the active dispersal scenario produced by STAMM is in better agreement with the few juvenile bycatch data available (off California and Hawaii) than the purely passive dispersal scenario [31].
Except for one short passive drift simulation [32], numerical models have never been used to investigate the dispersal of NWA juvenile leatherbacks. In an attempt to shed light on the lost years of this population, we present and analyse here the first numerical simulations of the long-term dispersal of NWA leatherback hatchlings emerging from the FGS nesting beaches. These simulations are performed using STAMM. As bycatch and stranding data are more numerous and better distributed in the North Atlantic than in the North Pacific Ocean, the simulations performed here offer an excellent opportunity to further validate STAMM. In addition, comparison of our simulations with these of GL will allow us to evaluate if the habitats encountered by the juveniles in the Atlantic are more favorable than in the Pacific and could therefore be a part of the explanation why the NWA leatherback subpopulation is doing better than the West Pacific one.

Methods
STAMM
STAMM is a generic IBM simulating the dispersal of juvenile sea turtles under the combined effects of oceanic currents and habitat-driven swimming motions. It was fully described by GL. We will only recall here the basic equations governing simulated movements and habitats. We will then calibrate them for juvenile leatherbacks dispersing in the NWA.
Movement model
Individuals, as simulated by STAMM, move with a velocity on the ground (Vg) resulting from the current velocity (Vc) and their own swimming velocity (Vs):[image: $$ {\boldsymbol{V}}_{\boldsymbol{g}}={\boldsymbol{V}}_{\boldsymbol{c}}+{\boldsymbol{V}}_{\boldsymbol{s}} $$]

 (1)


Estimates of the current velocity can be obtained from any ocean circulation model. The swimming velocity of an individual of age a, at time t and position (x, y) is estimated using the model of Faugeras and Maury [33]:[image: $$ {\boldsymbol{V}}_{\boldsymbol{s}}\left(x,y,t,a\right)={V}_m(a)\left(1-h\right)\ \boldsymbol{d} $$]

 (2)

where Vm is the age-dependent maximum sustainable speed, h is a normalized habitat suitability index (0≤ h ≤1) and d is the unit vector pointing in the direction of movement:[image: $$ \boldsymbol{d}=\left(\sin \theta, \cos \theta \right) $$]

 (3)

with θ the heading angle (relative to North).
The factor (1 − h) in Eq. (2) guarantees that the swimming speed is a monotonically decreasing function of habitat suitability so that individuals move rapidly through poor habitats and slowdown in favorable areas. The heading angle θ is taken to be a realization of a stochastic variable having a von Mises distribution vM(μ, κ) with mean direction angle μ and concentration parameter κ. The mean direction of movement is chosen to be the direction of the habitat gradient vector ∇h:[image: $$ \mu ={\theta}_{\mathbf{\nabla}\boldsymbol{h}} $$]

 (4)

and the concentration parameter κ is taken to be proportional to the norm of ∇h:[image: $$ \upkappa =\upalpha \left\Vert \mathbf{\nabla}\boldsymbol{h}\right\Vert $$]

 (5)


This parameterization of μ and κ guarantees that the movement direction is, on average, that of the habitat gradient (θ∇h) and hence leads individuals towards more suitable habitats. It also guarantees that movements become increasingly directed towards favorable habitats as the habitat gradient (and hence the concentration parameter κ) increases. They become less directed as the habitat gradient decreases and get close to a random walk as ‖∇h‖ → 0.
The maximum sustainable speed Vm is, by definition, the speed for which the amount of energy required to move one unit distance is minimum [34]. Noting M the mass of an individual, L its size, and assuming that the resting metabolic rate (RMR) scales with Mb while M scales with Lc, a simple energy budget yields [31]:[image: $$ {V}_m={v}_0\ {L}^{\frac{bc-2}{3}} $$]

 (6)

where v0 is a species-dependent parameter. Given a growth curve L(a), this equation governs the evolution of Vm with age.

Habitat model
As simulated movements are governed by the need to find food and suitable water temperatures, the habitat suitability index (h) is expressed as the product of a thermal habitat index (hT) and a feeding habitat index (hF), both ranging between 0 and 1:[image: $$ h={h}_T{h}_F $$]

 (7)


The thermal habitat suitability index has to reflect the fact that, like all ectotherms, sea turtles can only perform in a limited range of body temperatures (Tb). Given the high thermal conductivity of sea water, Tb is closely tied to the water temperature (Tw). Sea turtles must thus remain in a limited range of Tw to avoid cold stunning or overheating. Such a bounded thermal habitat is modelled in STAMM using 4 pivotal temperatures T1 < T2 < T3 < T4. It reads:[image: $$ {\displaystyle \begin{array}{c}{h}_T\left(x,y,t,a\right)={\mathrm{e}}^{-2\ {\left(\frac{T_w-{T}_2}{T_2-{T}_1}\right)}^2}\kern0.5em if\kern0.5em {T}_w<{T}_2\\ {}=1\kern0.5em if\kern0.5em {T}_2\le {T}_w\le {T}_3\\ {}={\mathrm{e}}^{-2\ {\left(\frac{T_w-{T}_3}{T_4-{T}_3}\right)}^2}\kern0.5em if\kern0.5em {T}_w>{T}_3\end{array}} $$]

 (8)


T1 and T4 are critical temperatures below or above which an individual cannot survive for long (i.e. hT ≈ 0 for Tw < T1 or Tw > T4) while T2 and T3 are the lower and upper bounds of the thermal preferendum, that is the minimum and maximum water temperatures between which a sea turtle performs optimally or nearly so (i.e. hT = 1 for T2 ≤ Tw ≤ T3). These temperatures vary with the species and the size or mass of the individual.
The feeding habitat suitability index is simply taken to be proportional to P(x, y, t) the local prey density (or a proxy of it), divided by the individual rate of food consumption which evolves with age:[image: $$ {h}_F\left(x,y,t,a\right)=\mathit{\operatorname{Min}}\ \left[1,\frac{P\left(x,y,t\right)}{P_0{F}_0(a)}\right] $$]

 (9)


Where P0 is a scaling parameter and F0(a) is the rate of food consumption, normalized so that F0(a)→1 when a → + ∞. In practice, satellite-derived values of the net primary production (NPP) is used as a proxy for the prey density P.


The leatherback version of STAMM
The above-described generic version of STAMM includes 7 parameters: 2 for the movement model (α and v0), 4 for the thermal habitat (T1 to T4) and one for the feeding habitat (P0). Five of them (v0, T1, T2, T3, T4) only depend on the modelled species. GL estimated them for leatherback turtles. We simply use the same estimates here (see Table 1). The velocity scaling parameter v0 is simply chosen so that, in average habitat conditions (h =0.5), the speed of adults is close to 0.6 m/s, a typical value observed in tracked leatherbacks. The two lower pivotal temperatures are derived from an individual steady-state heat budget based on which T1 and T2 are shown to decrease with M0.5 [31, 35]. This parameterizes the specific thermoregulatory ability of leatherbacks, also called gigantothermy [36], that allows individuals to venture into progressively colder waters as they grow [37]. Upper pivotal temperatures (T3 and T4) likely take high values, near 40 °C, the critical thermal maximum observed in hatchlings [38], and likely close to that of adults [39]. As seawater temperatures rarely exceed 30 °C in the open ocean, the condition Tw > T3 is, in practice, never met in Eq. (8). Therefore, the two parameters T3 and T4 are inoperative and there is no need to estimate them when dealing with leatherback turtles.Table 1Estimates of the STAMM parameters for juvenile leatherback turtles in the North Atlantic Ocean
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	Inoperative and hence not estimated

	Parameters depending on simulated ocean properties

	α
	3 106

	 P0
	80 mmol C m− 2 day− 1


M is the mass of the simulated individual in kilograms
Pivotal temperatures (T1 to T4) are in °C



The last two parameters (α,P0) depend on the oceanographic characteristics of the area where dispersal occurs. P0 is the NPP threshold value above which the adults’ foraging habitat suitability is maximum (hF = 1). GL suggest using a value of P0 corresponding to the 90th percentile of the NPP distribution in the area of interest. As the ocean productivity is generally higher in the North Atlantic than in the North Pacific Ocean, this 90th-percentile rule leads us to set P0 = 80 mmol C m−2 day− 1, a value larger than that used by GL in the Pacific (P0 = 55 mmol C m−2 day− 1). Sensitivity experiments (see the sensitivity analysis section below) suggest that this choice is pertinent. Finally, as explained by GL, the value of α (the parameter that controls the dispersion of the swimming direction around its mean) depends on the median value of the simulated habitat gradient ‖∇h‖ in the area of interest. Since the median values of ‖∇h‖ in the North Atlantic and the North Pacific prove to be almost identical, we simply use here the value of α that GL used in the North Pacific. Estimates of all used model parameters are summarized in Table 1.
Final closure of the model requires the specification of the normalized food requirement as a function of age, as well as a mass-RMR relationship, a mass-size relationship and a growth curve. Here again, we use the same expressions as GL, taken from [40–42]:[image: $$ {F}_0(a)={f}_0\ \frac{x\ {\left(1-x\right)}^{1.86}}{1-{\left(1-x\right)}^{0.094}}\kern0.5em \mathrm{with}\kern0.5em x={e}^{-0.299\kern0.5em \left(a+0.17\right)}\kern0.5em \mathrm{and}\kern0.5em {f}_0=0.094 $$]

 (10)

[image: $$ RMR\sim {M}^{0.831} $$]

 (11)

[image: $$ M=112.31\ {L}^{2.86} $$]

 (12)

[image: $$ L(a)=1.43\ \left[1-{\mathrm{e}}^{-0.226\left(a+0.17\right)}\ \right] $$]

 (13)

where L is the straight carapace length (SCL) in meters and M is in kilograms. The values of the exponents in Eqs. (11) and (12) imply b = 0.831 and c = 2.86 so that Eq. (6) finally reduces to:[image: $$ {V}_m={v}_0\ {L}^{0.126} $$]

 (14)


This closes the model calibration.

Simulations of juvenile leatherbacks dispersal in the North Atlantic Ocean
Technical setup
The technical setup of our simulations is directly inherited from that of GL. In this case, we release simulated leatherback hatchlings off the FGS coast but use the same data sources as GL for surface currents, NPP and water temperatures. We also use the same trajectory simulation software, the same hatchlings release procedure, the same model parameters (except for P0 as explained above) and the same model integration period (18 years).
More precisely, surface currents (Vc) are taken from daily outputs of the GLORYS-1 (G1) reanalysis of the World Ocean circulation [43] performed by the Mercator-Ocean centre (http://​www.​mercator-ocean.​fr) with the NEMO numerical ocean model (www.​nemo-ocean.​eu). The G1 model has an eddy-permitting horizontal resolution of 0.25° and 50 vertical layers. It covers a 7-year period going from 01/01/2002 to 31/12/2008.
Thermal habitat suitability index is estimated using the water temperature in the first layer (0 to 1 m) of G1 while hF is computed using satellite-derived NPP estimates from the Ocean Productivity web site (www.​science.​oregonstate.​edu/​ocean.​productivity/​). These estimates are obtained with the VGPM algorithm [44]. They are available for the whole G1 period with a spatial resolution of 1/6° and a temporal resolution of 8 days. Linear interpolation in time and bilinear interpolation in space is used to estimate daily NPP values at the centre of each G1 grid cell.
Individual trajectories are computed using the ARIANE Lagrangian trajectory simulation software (www.​univ-brest.​fr/​lpo/​ariane) with a daily time step and turtle velocities given by Eq. (1). For comparison purposes only, passive drift trajectories are also computed using ARIANE fed with G1 surface currents alone. Trajectories are computed over a period of 18 years which likely covers the whole pelagic juvenile stage. To perform 18-year-long simulations with 7-year-long forcing data sets, we simply loop the forcing fields until the last released turtle reaches the age of 18.

Hatchlings release procedure
Leatherback nesting along the FGS coast occurs on a number of beaches located between Paramaribo (Suriname) and Cayenne (French Guiana) [2]. This stretch of coastline (Fig. 1) hosts scattered nesting sites of various importance and two main nesting aggregations located on the Cayenne peninsula and near the Maroni estuary, which includes the important nesting beach of Awala-Yalimapo [3]. By the sea, the Maroni estuary lies roughly 200 km northwest of Cayenne and Paramaribo is about 150 km further west. Hatchlings swimming away from any of FGS nesting beaches will rapidly encounter the Guiana coastal current which flows northwestward at a mean speed of 0.4 to 0.5 m/s [45]. At such a speed, it will take 5 to 6 days for hatchlings to drift from the Cayenne area to the Maroni estuary and about 4 more days to reach Paramaribo. Very little difference is thus expected in the timing and shape of the dispersal patterns of hatchlings emerging from any nesting beach between Cayenne and Paramaribo. We will therefore perform a single dispersal simulation in which 5000 hatchlings are released, half of them off Cayenne and the other half off the Maroni estuary. The hatchlings release procedure is the same as that used by GL. The effect of the swimming frenzy is simulated by releasing hatchlings in two 0.25° × 0.25° areas centered about 40 km off the coast (Fig. 1). Release positions are uniformly distributed within these two areas. As the main nesting season extends from mid-March to mid-August and the incubation period lasts about 2 months, hatchlings are released between mid-May and mid-October. The number of releases per day fits a truncated normal distribution that peaks on August 1st.[image: A40462_2019_149_Fig1_HTML.png]
Fig. 1Map of French Guiana/Suriname (FGS) coastline. The blue rectangles represent the hatchling release areas off the Cayenne peninsula and the Maroni estuary







Results and discussion
Figure 2 shows the simulated 18-year long trajectories of juveniles (a) passively drifting from their FGS nesting beaches or (b) actively dispersing according to the STAMM model. These two simulations will be referred to as the passive and active dispersal simulations. Accordingly, simulated individuals will be referred to as active and passive turtles. An animated version of the simulated turtle positions evolving with time is provided in Additional file 1 (passive turtles) and Additional file 2 (active turtles).[image: A40462_2019_149_Fig2_HTML.png]
Fig. 218-year long trajectories of (a) passive and (b) active juvenile leatherbacks dispersing from their FGS nesting sites. The white dot on the map straddles the two release zones. The color along each track evolves with the age of the simulated turtle




Comparison of the active and passive dispersal patterns
Initial pathways
As previously observed in GL simulations, large-scale, active and passive, dispersal patterns are broadly similar and mainly shaped by ocean currents (Fig. 3).[image: A40462_2019_149_Fig3_HTML.png]
Fig. 3Schematic map of the North Atlantic surface circulation. LC: Loop Current; NAC: North Atlantic Current; NEC: North Equatorial Current; NECC: North Equatorial Counter Current; MSI: Mediterranean Surface Inflow. The coloured background represents the mean current speeds over the whole G1 ocean reanalysis period




Dispersal follows the clockwise circulation around the north Atlantic subtropical gyre. All passive and active hatchlings emerging from the FGS nesting beaches are first entrained northwestward by the mighty Guiana current and rapidly reach the lesser Antilles. From there they keep moving north. Part of them follow the Antilles current east of the Caribbean islands. The others follow the Caribbean current and then the Loop current into the Caribbean Sea and, eventually, the Gulf of Mexico (where some active turtles recruit to rich coastal habitats). Both pathways then converge east of Florida Straits, at about 25°N, a latitude reached by active and passive turtles within about 1 year. During that first year of life, most turtles circulate in warm waters and have modest, thus easily met, food requirements. Accordingly, their habitat suitability index is generally equal or close to 1 so that the swimming velocity of active turtles remains close to zero. This is the reason why active and passive turtles follow nearly identical, essentially passive, dispersal routes. Differences appear later when turtles continue their clockwise journey, progressively veering north then east to cross the Atlantic.

Crossing of the North Atlantic Ocean
This second part of the journey is more dangerous as turtles now navigate at higher latitudes where they can encounter water temperatures well below the critical temperature T1. Assuming, like GL, that death occurs when a turtle experiences Tw < T1 during at least 10 days, our simulations show (Fig. 4) that cold-induced mortality is maximum, in both active and passive turtles, during the second winter at sea. At the end of it, cumulated cold-induced mortality reaches 20,5% in active turtles and 30,3% in passive turtles. Mortality is essentially observed amongst the individuals that are rapidly entrained northward by the Gulf Stream. It is less frequent in the individuals which circulate at lower latitudes inside the subtropical gyre. Reduced mortality in active turtles obviously indicate that their swimming activity, although still limited, is already sufficient to help them escape overly cold waters in some (but not all) cases.[image: A40462_2019_149_Fig4_HTML.png]
Fig. 4Cumulative cold-induced mortality in passive and active turtles




After that second winter at sea, cold-induced mortality becomes very small in active turtles, indicating that they are then sufficiently cold-resistant and powerful swimmers to retreat fast enough towards warmer waters (that is generally southward) to avoid cold-stunning during fall and winter. During spring and summer, they migrate back north as the water warms up and gives them access to more productive areas found at higher latitudes. While performing these north-south seasonal migrations, active turtles progressively move east under the influence of the Gulf Stream and then the North Atlantic or the Azores Current (see animation in Additional file 2). Under the influence of the same eastward currents, passive turtles also progressively cross the Atlantic. They do not migrate seasonally but disperse over a wide range of latitudes, sometimes well above 50°N (Fig. 2a). As a consequence, their cumulated cold-induced mortality reaches 45% at the end of the simulation. In the rest of this paper, turtles diagnosed as dead by cold will be discarded from the analysis.

Final dispersal
Towards the end of the simulation, most passive turtles end up accumulating in the centre of the subtropical gyre, just like plastic debris [46]. This oligotrophic area is unlikely to be a suitable development ground. Coupled with the high cold-induced mortality rate, this observation suggests that passive dispersal is not a realistic hypothesis for juvenile leatherbacks crossing the North Atlantic.
The final fate of active turtles is markedly different. Thermal constraints keep them generally well below 50°N all year through, down to 35°N or below during wintertime (see Fig. 2b and Additional file 2). Most of them perform seasonal migrations every year, keep progressing eastwards with the dominant currents and finally arrive off the coast of Europe or Northern Africa, typically between 30°N and 45°N. Summer and fall arrivals take place in the northern half of this latitude range between the Bay of Biscay, the coast of Galicia and the northern coast of Portugal. Individuals arriving during winter and spring land further south, between the southern coast of Portugal and Morocco. These are generally productive areas where simulated swimming speeds are weak. Under the influence of the Portugal current, most of these turtles are progressively entrained southwards. On the way, some of them get attracted into the rich Cadiz Bay where productivity is enhanced by the Guadiana and Guadalquivir river outflows [47]. These turtles are then entrained by the Mediterranean surface inflow, pass through the Strait of Gibraltar and finally disperse into the Mediterranean Sea.
The rest of the turtles keep moving south with the Portugal and then the Canary current. Following the Moroccan coast, they finally reach the Mauritanian upwelling area where most of them remain until the end of the simulation. Interestingly, a few (< 1%) active turtles manage to arrive much earlier in this area. Often after a southward wintertime migration, these individuals happen to find sufficiently favorable feeding habitats inside the subtropical gyre and do not migrate back to higher latitudes. Being pushed by generally eastward currents they arrive off Mauritania within about 4 years. Their (blue) trajectories are clearly visible in the [20–30°N; 50–30°W] area in Fig. 2(b). They are the very first NWA juveniles to complete their crossing of the North Atlantic basin, albeit at relatively low latitudes (mostly between 20 and 30°N).
This complete dispersal scenario comes with a rather low cold-induced mortality rate (21.7% at the end of the simulation, Fig. 4) and leads simulated juveniles towards various favorable developmental areas along the coast of Europe and Northern Africa. It thus seems more likely than the passive drift scenario but can it be further corroborated by observations?


Matching simulated dispersal scenarios with observations
Observations concerning juvenile leatherbacks dispersal in the North Atlantic (or anywhere else) are very few. In the absence of electronic tracking data and conventional tags returns, bycatch and stranding data constitute our main source of information. Unfortunately, quantitative use of such data is difficult. In particular, they can hardly be used to estimate abundances at sea, or even abundance variations, that could be compared to simulated values. Indeed, the observation effort (and thus the detection probability) associated with presently available stranding or bycatch data sets is rarely quantified. In addition, this observation effort varies among the different observation regions and with time (specially in data sets spanning several decades, see Table 2). Furthermore, the local mortality, which links the number of stranded or bycaught turtles to the local abundance of turtles at sea, is typically unknown and varies with the age-class, the region and the period of observation (e.g. [47]). The transfer function between local abundances and observed strandings or bycatches is thus presently unidentifiable at the population level and, a fortiori, at the age-class level.Table 2Synthesis of leatherback bycatch and stranding data gathered in various sites along the Atlantic coast of Europe and North Africa, and in the Mediterranean Sea


	Area
	Observed individuals
	Measured individuals
	Period of observation
	CCL (in cm)
	Source

	Min
	Max
	Mean
	STD

	Mauritania
	183
	48
	2008–2011
	62
	187
	118.3
	34.6
	Coelho et al., 2015 [51]

	Portugal
	337
	187
	1978–2013
	80
	200
	139
	18.5
	Nicolau et al., 2016 [47]

	Gulf of Cadiz
	102
	30
	1960–1996
	100
	195
	136.5
	17.6
	Caminas and Gonzalez de la Vega, 1997 [53]

	Tunisia
	51
	35
	1907–2011
	100
	210
	158
	29.2
	Karaa et al., 2013 [54]

	Bay of Biscay
	391
	272
	1995–2015
	102
	210
	147.9
	16.9
	Dell’Amico, 2017 (Pers.​com)

	Galicia
	241
	87
	1849-2013
	93
	192
	146.1
	20.0
	Lopez et al.,2014 [56]




Nevertheless, when individual sizes are recorded, stranding or bycatch observations can confirm the presence of juveniles in different parts of the Atlantic basin and, assuming a growth curve, can give an indication of the timing of the dispersal events that led these individuals from their nesting beaches to the place where they were observed.
In theory, the origin of the observed individuals should be ascertained by genetic analyses. In practice, this is rarely the case. Luckily however, there is little doubt that leatherbacks encountered in the North Atlantic belong to the NWA subpopulation. Indeed, multiple tracking studies [6, 7, 9] and genetic analyses [48, 49] show that a clear spatial separation exists between the NWA subpopulation and the other two Atlantic subpopulations: the very small South West Atlantic subpopulation nesting in Brazil and the much larger South East Atlantic subpopulation nesting mostly in Gabon. While the NWA subpopulation is widely present in the North Atlantic, the African and Brazilian subpopulations appear to be confined within the southern hemisphere. One can thus reasonably assume that all leatherback bycatch and stranding data in the North Atlantic concern individuals from the NWA subpopulation.
Observed and simulated hotspots
The validation of simulated dispersal patterns requires that the presence of juveniles be confirmed, at least, in the areas most frequently visited by simulated turtles. These hotspots are easily identified in maps showing the number of simulated daily positions (or “turtle days”) recorded in regular boxes of, say, 1° × 1° (Fig. 5). As expected, differences in the spatial distributions of active and passive turtles are most evident in the central and eastern parts of the basin where active individuals are older/bigger and thus have a more significant swimming activity.[image: A40462_2019_149_Fig5_HTML.png]
Fig. 5Number of turtle days recorded in 1°× 1° boxes during the (a) passive and (b) active dispersal simulations. Unlike in Fig. 2, turtles having suffered cold-induced mortality are not taken into account




The distribution of active turtles displays two main hotspots: the first one around the Azores (mostly within the archipelago and north of it) and the second one off Mauritania (this area also includes the Cape Verde Islands). A smaller, but well-marked, coastal hotspot is present along the Portuguese coast, extending into the Bay of Cadiz. Somewhat lower, but still significant, turtle densities are observed in the Bay of Biscay and along the Galician and the Moroccan coast. Active turtles are also present in the Mediterranean Sea, essentially in the western basin where some small coastal hotspots are visible. The main one is observed along the east coast of Tunisia. On the contrary, passive turtles concentrate only in the center of the subtropical gyre, south of the Azores archipelago. Their density is very low along the French, Spanish, Portuguese and Moroccan coast. They do no visit the Mauritania/Cape Verde area and very few of them (< 0.8%) manage to enter the Mediterranean Sea.
A rapid search of the literature confirms the presence of stranded or bycaught leatherbacks in all main hotspots identified in the active dispersal simulation: in the Azores area [50], off Mauritania [51, 52], along the Portuguese coast [47], in the Gulf of Cadiz [53] and along the Tunisian coast [54]. Stranded or bycaught leatherbacks are also reported in the Bay of Biscay [55], along the Galician coast [56], the Moroccan coast [57], and in the Mediterranean sea [58]. Interestingly, data indicate that leatherback stranding density is markedly higher along the Portuguese coast than in the bay of Biscay or Galicia [47]. It is also higher in the western than in the eastern part of the Mediterranean Sea [58]. These variations in stranding densities are consistent with the simulated spatial distribution of turtle densities in these areas.
These bycatch and stranding observations however include individuals of all sizes. If we conservatively assume that juvenile leatherbacks have a maximum curved carapace length (CCL) of 105 cm [59], individual size records confirm the presence of juveniles in all above-mentioned areas except, quite surprisingly, the Azores. As juvenile leatherbacks are incidentally captured west of the Azores by the US longline fleet [60] and found stranded at different places along the European and north African coastline, it is indeed difficult to imagine how these individuals can cross the North Atlantic Ocean without transiting through or near the Azores. The deployment of electronic tags on juvenile leatherbacks incidentally caught off the US East coast will probably be required to solve that puzzle.
Except in the Azores area where evidence is missing, our simulated active dispersal pattern thus appears to be largely corroborated by extant stranding and bycatch data while the passive dispersal scenario is clearly dismissed.

Timing of dispersal events
The size of the smallest juvenile recorded in a given area is particularly informative as it provides an indication of the age of the youngest individuals present in this area. It shall thus be comparable to the age of the youngest simulated turtle entering this area.
Interestingly, bycatch and stranding data gathered in various sites along the European/North African Atlantic coastline and in the Mediterranean Sea (Table 2, more details in Additional file 3) clearly demonstrate early arrival of juvenile leatherbacks off Mauritania. The smallest individual observed there has a CCL of 62 cm, well below the sizes of the smallest individuals observed everywhere else along the European or North African coastline. This observation is consistent with the active dispersal scenario which features a fast pathway towards Mauritania.
Data also suggest that the next arrivals occur along the Portuguese coast where the minimum observed CCL is 80 cm. First arrivals in all other observation areas appear to occur somewhat later, but in a rather short time interval, as minimum CCLs are quite similar (all between 93 and 102 cm).
The likely sequence of arrivals is thus clear but the precise timing of these arrivals is difficult to establish. Indeed, individual growth rates are highly variables in sea turtles [61] so that age estimates based on sizes are specially uncertain. Upper and lower age estimates can however be obtained using, respectively, a slow [62] and a fast [41] growth curve. Using these two curves, upper and lower age estimates are readily obtained for the smallest individuals observed in the different areas listed in Table 2. These can then be compared with the ages at which the youngest simulated turtles arrive in these areas (Fig. 6). The arrival areas used for these computations are shown in Fig. 7. They typically extend 150 km off the coastal areas where strandings are reported. The arrival area off Mauritania [20–30°W; 11–22°N] corresponds to the zone where leatherback bycatches were reported [51] although the vast majority of bycatches actually occurred west of 25°W.[image: A40462_2019_149_Fig6_HTML.png]
Fig. 6Lower (red dots) and upper (blue dots) age estimates for the smallest individuals observed in different areas, compared with the ages of the simulated active turtles (green dots) first entering these areas. Upper and lower age estimates are derived from the growth curves of Avens et al. [62] and Jones et al. [41] respectively. The midpoint of each estimated age range is indicated by a black tick mark
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Fig. 7Arrival areas used to determine the age at which active turtles reach the different zones where stranding/bycatch data are available




Interestingly, the simulated ages at arrival always fall within the corresponding estimated age range. They actually fall very close to its midpoint (that is the mean age estimate). Furthermore, the simulated order of arrival is consistent with the observations. The first active turtles arriving on the eastern side of the Atlantic basin are observed off Mauritania. They are about 4-year-old. The first arrivals off Portugal happen about 2.5 years later. The first simulated individuals arriving off the coast of Galicia and the Gulf of Cadiz are close to 7.5-year-old and those reaching the Tunisian coast are only a few months older. The first arrivals within the colder Bay of Biscay concern 9-year-old simulated turtles.
The simulated timing of juvenile arrivals on the Eastern side of the Atlantic Ocean is thus fully consistent with the estimated age ranges of the smallest individuals stranded or bycaught along the European and north African coastline.
However, this simulated timing is established for individuals born on the FGS coast while the FGS nesting aggregation accounts for only half of the NWA leatherback subpopulation. The other half nests in the Caribbean area up to Florida, that is well downstream of the FGS nesting beaches. Our simulations indicate that FGS juveniles take about 1 year to arrive off Florida. One can thus reason that individuals born in Florida shall reach the eastern side of the Atlantic up to 1 year faster than those born in FGS. Figure 6 clearly shows that even if these juveniles were arriving 1 year earlier than the FGS juveniles, their arrivals in the different observation areas would still occur within the correct estimated age ranges. Our simulation results are thus consistent with the observations regardless of the exact nesting area from where the juveniles originate.
A last point to note is that active turtles cross the North Atlantic Ocean relatively slowly. This is mainly because their simulated mean zonal swimming velocity, though weak (≈1 cm/s), is westward and thus opposite to the main current direction. Like in the Pacific [31], this simulated westward swimming velocity is due the fact that habitats are, on average, more favorable in the productive and warm western part of the basin than in its central basin. The average habitat gradient thus points westward and so does the average simulated velocity. If simulated turtles did not swim slightly westward, arrivals on the eastern side of the Atlantic (except the early arrivals off Mauritania), would occur about 3 years earlier. Figure 6 indicates that such a faster crossing scenario would still be marginally compatible with stranding data but only if juveniles were growing fast during their whole journey across the Atlantic. While fast growth is likely during the crossing of the relatively warm and productive western Atlantic basin, it is unlikely during the crossing of the oligotrophic central basin, specially during winter. A slight mean westward swimming velocity, as simulated there, thus appears to be needed to explain the sizes of the smallest individuals observed on the Eastern side of the Atlantic Ocean.


Sensitivity analysis
As pointed out by GL, estimation of the P0 parameter is the most uncertain part of the model calibration. The value of P0 used so far is 80 mmol C m− 2 day− 1. It corresponds to the 90th percentile of the NPP distribution in the North Pacific. With this choice, hF ≈ 1 in the most productive pelagic areas (generally fronts and eddies) where sea turtles (and many other top predators) are known to forage [63, 64]. To test the sensitivity of STAMM results to this parameter choice we performed three new 18-year-long active dispersal simulations with P0 equal to 40, 60 and 100 mmol C m− 2 day− 1, respectively. Higher NPP values were not tested as such values are hardly encountered in the open ocean.
Setting P0 = 40 mmol C m− 2 day− 1 significantly affects the simulated turtle distribution, in particular in the eastern part of the Atlantic basin (Fig. 8a). With such a low P0 value, hF=1 almost everywhere so that very productive zones are not more attractive than moderately productive ones. Swimming movements are to essentially governed by thermal habitat favorability. Accordingly, simulated turtles are no longer attracted towards the productive but relatively cold Bay of Biscay and Portuguese coast. Very few of them enter the Mediterranean Sea and the Mauritanian hotspot is found further offshore, away from the coldest (but more productive) upwelling area.[image: A40462_2019_149_Fig8_HTML.png]
Fig. 8Simulated densities of active turtles in the central and eastern part of the North Atlantic basin for 4 values of the P0 parameter shown in panels (a) to (d). Panel (c) corresponds to the nominal active simulation (P0 = 80 mmol C m− 2 day− 1). Turtles having suffered cold-induced mortality are not taken into account




The Portuguese hotspot appears only when the value of P0 is increased to 60 mmol C m− 2 day− 1 (Fig. 8b). This also causes more turtles to enter the Mediterranean Sea and concentrate along the coast of Tunisia. The Mauritanian hotspot gets closer to the coast where productivity is higher, but turtle densities remain low in the Bay of Biscay. Pushing P0 up to 80 mmol C m− 2 day− 1 (the nominal value, Fig. 8c) is needed to attract more turtles into the Bay of Biscay and the Bay of Cadiz. More turtles also enter the Mediterranean Sea and the Mauritanian hotspots is drawn closer to the coast. Note that increasing P0 favors entrance into the Mediterranean Sea not because it makes it more attractive (Mediterranean NPP values are not specially high) but because it makes the productive Gulf of Cadiz more attractive compared to the neighboring areas. Simulated movements are thus more oriented towards this Gulf. Once there, active turtles are naturally entrained into the Mediterranean Sea by the surface inflow.
Further increasing P0 to 100 mmol C m− 2 day− 1 causes the Mauritanian hotspot to move further inshore thereby causing the simulated turtles densities to diminish west of 25° W while, on the contrary, observations indicate that bycatch rates increase in that area [51]. The simulated turtle density in the Bay of Biscay also increases and becomes comparable to the density off the Portuguese coast, in contradiction with observed stranding densities [47].
This sensitivity analysis thus reveals that the nominal choice of P0 = 80 mmol C m− 2 day− 1 is appropriate. Increasing or decreasing its value by 20 mmol C m− 2 day− 1 or more appears to deteriorate the match between the simulated dispersal patterns and observations.

Comparing dispersal conditions in the North Atlantic and North Pacific Oceans
During the last few decades, the West Pacific and NWA leatherback subpopulations have followed very different demographic trends. The West Pacific subpopulation has declined 83% during the last three generations and is considered critically endangered [65]. In the same time, the NWA subpopulation has increased by about 20% [1]. The causes of these opposite trends have not been elucidated so far.
Explanations of demographic trends in sea turtle populations are often sought in environmental or anthropogenic factors affecting either nests or adults [66–73]. Pelagic juveniles are likely impacted by factors similar to those impacting adults at sea (prey availability, incidental catches, pollution, etc.) but the juvenile stage is so cryptic that this has rarely been studied so far. Comparison of our active dispersal simulation results with those of GL in the West Pacific is thus of special interest as it allows us to investigate, for the first time, whether environmental conditions encountered during the juvenile pelagic phase can be part of the explanation why leatherbacks are thriving in the Atlantic and declining in the West Pacific.
The first point to note is that the simulated cold-induced mortalities (over the whole simulated period of 18 years) are similar in both oceans but for different reasons. In the West Pacific, hatchlings born in New Guinea can either drift northward into the Kuroshio and rapidly enter cold mid-latitude waters, or they can drift eastward into the North Equatorial Counter Current (NECC) and stay for several years into tropical waters [31] . Cold-induced mortality is high (up to 45%) in the first case and much lower (< 15%) in the second case. The global mortality rate (19,3%) is an average between these two very different cases. In the West Atlantic, all hatchlings emerging from the FGS nesting beaches circulate northward and most of them drift north of 30°N into the Gulf Stream. However, between 30 and 45°N, average water temperatures in wintertime (when cold-induced mortality is maximum) are about 3 °C higher in the Atlantic than in the Pacific. Accordingly, the juvenile cold-induced mortality remains moderate (20,5%) and almost identical to the Pacific one. Cold-induced mortality is thus unlikely to be among the factors explaining the different demographic trends in the NWA and West Pacific leatherback subpopulations.
The relatively warm waters found in the North Atlantic not only maintain a relatively low cold-induced mortality but also allow active juveniles to reach higher latitudes during their crossing of the Atlantic. Figure 9a indeed shows that active turtles disperse about 5° further north in the Atlantic than in the Pacific but encounter similar water temperatures (Fig. 9b). They do so to access more productive areas in an ocean that is already, on average, richer than the North Pacific. During the first 10 simulated years, average NPP values encountered by active turtles crossing the Atlantic are thus 5 to 15 mmol C m− 2 day− 1 larger than those encountered by Pacific juveniles (Fig. 9c). This difference increases markedly after year 10, quickly reaching 40 mmol C m− 2 day− 1 or more, as, by then, most Atlantic turtles have reached the productive areas off the western coast of Europe and North Africa. The NPP encountered by Pacific turtles increases much later (at the beginning of year 15) when they enter the rich California current region. In both oceans, arrival in the rich eastern boundaries areas likely signals the beginning of a period of rapid energy accumulation after which the first reproductive migration might occur. This implies that Atlantic juveniles not only benefit from better foraging habitats during their whole pelagic phase but also likely reach sexual maturity several (typically 5) years before Pacific juveniles. The Atlantic Ocean being narrower than the Pacific, their return trip towards their nesting beaches is also shorter and thus less energy consuming. These three factors likely contribute to the enhancement of the reproductive output of NWA leatherback turtles and could, at least partly, explain why their subpopulation is doing much better than the West Pacific one.[image: A40462_2019_149_Fig9_HTML.png]
Fig. 9Evolution as a function of time of (a) the mean latitudes at which active leatherback turtles cross the North Pacific and North Atlantic basin, (b) the mean surface water temperatures and (c) the mean NPP encountered by these turtles when crossing the two oceanic basins. Results for the North Pacific are taken from the GL active dispersal simulation






Summary and conclusion
This paper presents the first detailed simulation of the spatial and temporal distribution of juvenile leatherback turtles dispersing from their FGS nesting beaches into the North Atlantic Ocean and the Mediterranean Sea. This 18-year-long simulation is performed using STAMM, an IBM in which juvenile sea turtles actively disperse under the combined effects of oceanic currents and habitat-driven swimming movements.
Simulation results suggest that, while a few juveniles cross the north Atlantic basin at relatively low latitudes and arrive off Mauritania within 4 years, most active turtles cross this basin at mid-latitudes while undertaking important north-south seasonal migrations. After several years, they reach the European or north African coast. Some of them cross the Strait of Gibraltar and disperse essentially in the western Mediterranean Sea. Arrival of slightly less than 7-year-old individuals is simulated off the rich Portuguese coast. Other productive coastal areas (the coast of Galicia, the Gulf of Cadiz, the Tunisian coast and finally the Bay of Biscay) are reached by 7 to 9-year-old turtles. Part of these turtles are entrained further south along the north African coast by the Portugal and then the Canary currents. They finally also reach the Mauritanian upwelling area.
This simulated active dispersal scenario appears to be consistent with all stranding and bycatch data gathered along the coasts of Europe or North Africa, and in the Mediterranean Sea. It is spatially consistent as the hotspots identified in the active simulation correspond to areas where juvenile strandings or bycatches have actually been reported. It is also temporally consistent as the ages of the first individuals reaching different hotspots are consistent with the estimated ages of the smallest bycaught or stranded individuals reported in these areas.
The inclusion of simulation of active movements appears to be indispensable to reach this level of consistency with observations. This is specially clear in three cases:	1)Observations of very small individuals off Mauritania [51] tend to confirm the existence of a fast pathway to this area. Such a fast pathway is completely absent from passive simulations and appears to exist only because southward wintertime migrations can occasionally lead juveniles into the subtropical gyre, along a direct pathway towards Mauritania.


 

	2)Entrance in the Mediterranean Sea is another dispersal pattern that essentially depends on the existence of active movements. Sensitivity experiments indeed show that active turtles must first actively swim towards the Gulf of Cadiz (where they are attracted by highly productive waters) before flowing through the Strait of Gibraltar with the Mediterranean surface inflow.


 

	3)Analysis of the simulated swimming velocities suggests that, like in the North Pacific, juveniles crossing the North Atlantic tend to occasionally swim against the dominant eastward currents. This delays their arrival on the eastern side of the Atlantic basin by about 3 years. Without these 3 years, the ages of the simulated turtles would hardly match with the estimated ages of the individuals bycaught or stranded along the coast of Europe and North Africa.


 




While an enigma remains about the presence of juvenile leatherbacks in the Azores area, our simulations results corroborated by stranding and bycatch data, suggest that the rich Portuguese coastline, the Bay of Cadiz and the Mauritanian upwelling area are major hotspots exploited by NWA juvenile leatherbacks. The coast of Galicia and, further away, the Bay of Biscay also appear to be exploited, although less extensively. Within the Mediterranean Sea, the Tunisian coast is another important foraging area. Hopefully, our results will help focus observation and conservation efforts in these critical zones.
The comparison or our simulation results with those obtained by GL in the North Pacific suggest that the timing of the dispersal and the quality of the habitats encountered by NWA juveniles can, at least partly, explain why the NWA leatherback subpopulation is doing much better than the West Pacific one.
Finally, even if these results are particularly encouraging and prompt us to continue work with STAMM, it is important to realize that only indirect validation of this model has been obtained so far. We thus recommend that new tracking experiments focusing on juvenile leatherbacks be designed and funded.

Acknowledgements
We thank Mercator Ocean (http://​www.​mercator-ocean.​fr/​) for providing the GLORYS-1 global ocean reanalysis, Florence Dell’amico (Aquarium La Rochelle, http://​www.​aquarium-larochelle.​com/​conservation/​le-centre-des-tortues-cestm), for providing the Bay of Biscay leatherback stranding data set, and the Ariane development team for making the Ariane software (http://​stockage.​univ-brest.​fr/​~grima/​Ariane/​) freely available. Special thanks to our colleagues Inna Senina and Patrick Lehodey for countless, most useful, discussions on the modelling of habitat-driven movements in marine animals. We also thank Jérôme Bourjea for insightful discussions on sea turtle movements  and valuable comments on early versions of the manuscript. The Editor and the two anonymous Reviewers of this paper provided specially constructive questions, comments and suggestions which greatly helped us improve the manuscript.
Funding
This work is part of Maxime Lalire Ph.D. thesis funded by the French Ministry of Higher Education and Research through the Paul Sabatier University (Toulouse, France).

Availability of data and materials
STAMM model is fully described in GL and its complete calibration for NWA leatherbacks is provided here. All simulation results analysed in this paper are available from the corresponding author.


Authors’ contributions
ML and PG conceived this study, analysed its results and jointly drafted the manuscript. ML adapted the STAMM model for simulations in the North Atlantic, ran all model simulations and produced all figures. Both authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Not applicable.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

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


[image: Creative Commons]Open AccessThis article is distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License (http://​creativecommons.​org/​licenses/​by/​4.​0/​), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The Creative Commons Public Domain Dedication waiver (http://​creativecommons.​org/​publicdomain/​zero/​1.​0/​) applies to the data made available in this article, unless otherwise stated.

References
1.
Tiwari M, Wallace BP, Girondot M. Dermochelys coriacea (Northwest Atlantic Ocean subpopulation). The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species 2013: e.T46967827A46967830. International Union for Conservation of Nature; 2013. [cited 2018 Jun 6]. Available from: http://​www.​iucnredlist.​org/​details/​46967827/​0.

2.
Girondot M, Godfrey MH, Ponge L, Rivalan P. Modeling approaches to quantify leatherback nesting trends in French Guiana and Suriname. Chelonian Conserv Biol. 2007;6:37–46.Crossref

3.
Fossette S, Kelle L, Girondot M, Goverse E, Hilterman ML, Verhage B, et al. The world’s largest leatherback rookeries: a review of conservation-oriented research in French Guiana/Suriname and Gabon. J Exp Mar Biol Ecol. 2008;356:69–82.Crossref

4.
Eckert KL, Eckert SA, Adams TW, Tucker AD. Inter-nesting migrations by leatherback sea turtles (Dermochelys coriacea) in the West Indies. Herpetologica. 1989;45:190–4.

5.
Dutton PH, Bowen BW, Owens DW, Barragan A, Davis SK. Global phylogeography of the leatherback turtle (Dermochelys coriacea). J Zool Lond. 1999;248:397–409.Crossref

6.
Fossette S, Witt MJ, Miller P, Nalovic MA, Albareda D, Almeida AP, et al. Pan-Atlantic analysis of the overlap of a highly migratory species, the leatherback turtle, with pelagic longline fisheries. Proc R Soc B Biol Sci. 2014;281:20133065.Crossref

7.
Fossette S, Girard C, López-Mendilaharsu M, Miller P, Domingo A, Evans D, et al. Atlantic Leatherback Migratory Paths and Temporary Residence Areas. Hansson L-A, editor. PLoS ONE. 2010;5:e13908.Crossref

8.
Eckert SA. High-use oceanic areas for Atlantic leatherback sea turtles (Dermochelys coriacea) as identified using satellite telemetered location and dive information. Mar Biol. 2006;149:1257–67.Crossref

9.
Turtle Expert Working Group. An assessment of the leatherback population in the Atlantic Ocean, Miami: NOAA Technical Memorandum NMFS-SEFSC-555; 2007.

10.
James MC, Sherrill-Mix SA, Myers RA. Population characteristics and seasonal migrations of leatherback sea turtles at high latitudes. Mar Ecol Prog Ser. 2007;337:245–54.Crossref

11.
Doyle TK, Houghton JD, O’Súilleabháin PF, Hobson VJ, Marnell F, Davenport J, et al. Leatherback turtles satellite-tagged in European waters. Endanger Species Res. 2008;4:23–31.Crossref

12.
James MC, Andrea Ottensmeyer C, Myers RA. Identification of high-use habitat and threats to leatherback sea turtles in northern waters: new directions for conservation: leatherback movements and conservation. Ecol Lett. 2005;8:195–201.Crossref

13.
James MC, Eckert SA, Myers RA. Migratory and reproductive movements of male leatherback turtles (Dermochelys coriacea). Mar Biol. 2005;147:845–53.Crossref

14.
Hamann M, Godfrey M, Seminoff J, Arthur K, Barata P, Bjorndal K, et al. Global research priorities for sea turtles: informing management and conservation in the 21st century. Endanger Species Res. 2010;11:245–69.Crossref

15.
Rees A, Alfaro-Shigueto J, Barata P, Bjorndal K, Bolten A, Bourjea J, et al. Are we working towards global research priorities for management and conservation of sea turtles? Endanger Species Res. 2016;31:337–82.Crossref

16.
Carr A. Rips, FADS, and little loggerheads. Bioscience. 1986;36:92–100.Crossref

17.
Collard SB, Ogren LH. Dispersal scenarios for pelagic post-hatchling sea turtles. Bull Mar Sci. 1990;47:233–43.

18.
Hays GC, Marsh R. Estimating the age of juvenile loggerhead sea turtles in the North Atlantic. Can J Zool. 1997;75:40–6.Crossref

19.
Blumenthal JM, Abreu-Grobois FA, Austin TJ, Broderick AC, Bruford MW, Coyne MS, et al. Turtle groups or turtle soup: dispersal patterns of hawksbill turtles in the Caribbean. Mol Ecol. 2009;18:4841–53.Crossref

20.
Putman NF, Shay TJ, Lohmann KJ. Is the geographic distribution of nesting in the Kemp’s ridley turtle shaped by the migratory needs of offspring? Integr Comp Biol. 2010;50:305–14.Crossref

21.
Gaspar P, Benson S, Dutton P, Réveillère A, Jacob G, Meetoo C, et al. Oceanic dispersal of juvenile leatherback turtles: going beyond passive drift modeling. Mar Ecol Prog Ser. 2012;457:265–84.Crossref

22.
Naro-Maciel E, Gaughran SJ, Putman NF, Amato G, Arengo F, Dutton PH, et al. Predicting connectivity of green turtles at Palmyra Atoll, central Pacific: a focus on mtDNA and dispersal modelling. J R Soc Interface. 2014;11:20130888.Crossref

23.
Ascani F, Van Houtan KS, Di Lorenzo E, Polovina JJ, Jones TT. Juvenile recruitment in loggerhead sea turtles linked to decadal changes in ocean circulation. Glob Chang Biol. 2016;22:3529–38.Crossref

24.
Mansfield KL, Wyneken J, Porter WP, Luo J. First satellite tracks of neonate sea turtles redefine the “lost years” oceanic niche. Proc R Soc B Biol Sci. 2014;281:20133039.Crossref

25.
Putman NF, Mansfield KL. Direct evidence of swimming demonstrates active dispersal in the sea turtle “lost years”. Curr Biol. 2015;25:1221–7.Crossref

26.
Christiansen F, Putman N, Farman R, Parker D, Rice M, Polovina J, et al. Spatial variation in directional swimming enables juvenile sea turtles to reach and remain in productive waters. Mar Ecol Prog Ser. 2016;557:247–59.Crossref

27.
Briscoe DK, Parker DM, Bograd S, Hazen E, Scales K, Balazs GH, et al.. Multi-year tracking reveals extensive pelagic phase of juvenile loggerhead sea turtles in the North Pacific. Mov Ecol. 2016;4. [cited 2018 Dec 14]. Available from: http://​movementecologyj​ournal.​biomedcentral.​com/​articles/​10.​1186/​s40462-016-0087-4
                        

28.
Putman NF, Scott R, Verley P, Marsh R, Hays GC. Natal site and offshore swimming influence fitness and long-distance ocean transport in young sea turtles. Mar Biol. 2012;159:2117–26.Crossref

29.
Scott R, Marsh R, Hays GC. A little movement orientated to the geomagnetic field makes a big difference in strong flows. Mar Biol. 2012;159:481–8.Crossref

30.
Putman NF, Verley P, Shay TJ, Lohmann KJ. Simulating transoceanic migrations of young loggerhead sea turtles: merging magnetic navigation behavior with an ocean circulation model. J Exp Biol. 2012;215:1863–70.Crossref

31.
Gaspar P, Lalire M. A model for simulating the active dispersal of juvenile sea turtles with a case study on western Pacific leatherback turtles. Hays G, editor. PLOS ONE. 2017;12:e0181595.Crossref

32.
Scott R, Marsh R, Hays G. Ontogeny of long distance migration. Ecology. 2014;95(10):2840–850.

33.
Faugeras B, Maury O. Modeling fish population movements: from an individual-based representation to an advection–diffusion equation. J Theor Biol. 2007;247:837–48.Crossref

34.
Videler JJ, Nolet BA. Cost of swimming measured at optimum speed: scale effects, differences between swimming styles, taxonomic groups and submerged and surface swimming. Comp Biochem Physiol A. 1990;97:91–9.Crossref

35.
Bostrom BL, Jones TT, Hastings M, Jones DR. Behaviour and Physiology: The Thermal Strategy of Leatherback Turtles. Halsey LG, editor. PLoS ONE. 2010;5:e13925.Crossref

36.
Paladino FV, O’Connor MP, Spotila JR. Metabolism of leatherback turtles, gigantothermy, and thermoregulation of dinosaurs. Nature. 1990;344:858–60.Crossref

37.
Eckert SA. Distribution of juvenile leatherback sea turtle Dermochelys coriacea sightings. Mar Ecol Prog Ser. 2002;230:289–93.Crossref

38.
Drake DL, Spotila JR. Thermal tolerances and the timing of sea turtle hatchling emergence. J Therm Biol. 2002;27:71–81.Crossref

39.
Spotila JR, O’Connor MP, Paladino FV. Thermal biology. In: Lutz PL, Musick JL, editors. Biol Sea Turt. Boca Raton: CRC Press. p. 297–314.

40.
Wallace BP, Jones TT. What makes marine turtles go: a review of metabolic rates and their consequences. J Exp Mar Biol Ecol. 2008;356:8–24.Crossref

41.
Jones TT, Hastings MD, Bostrom BL, Pauly D, Jones DR. Growth of captive leatherback turtles, Dermochelys coriacea, with inferences on growth in the wild: implications for population decline and recovery. J Exp Mar Biol Ecol. 2011;399:84–92.Crossref

42.
Jones TT, Bostrom BL, Hastings MD, Van Houtan KS, Pauly D, Jones DR. Resource Requirements of the Pacific Leatherback Turtle Population. Reina R, editor. PLoS ONE. 2012;7:e45447.Crossref

43.
Ferry N, Parent L, Garric G, Barnier B, Jourdain NC, Mercator Ocean Team. Mercator global eddy permitting ocean reanalysis GLORYS1V1: Description and results. Mercat Ocean Q Newsl. 2010;36:15–27.

44.
Behrenfeld MJ, Falkowski PG. Photosynthetic rates derived from satellite-based chlorophyll concentration. Limnol Oceanogr. 1997;42:1–20.Crossref

45.
Lumpkin R, Garzoli SL. Near-surface circulation in the tropical Atlantic Ocean. Deep Sea Res Part Oceanogr Res Pap. 2005;52:495–518.Crossref

46.
Maximenko N, Hafner J, Niiler P. Pathways of marine debris derived from trajectories of Lagrangian drifters. Mar Pollut Bull. 2012;65:51–62.Crossref

47.
Nicolau L, Ferreira M, Santos J, Araújo H, Sequeira M, Vingada J, et al. Sea turtle strandings along the Portuguese mainland coast: spatio-temporal occurrence and main threats. Mar Biol. 2016;163:1–13.Crossref

48.
Prosdocimi L, Dutton PH, Albareda D, Remis MI. Origin and genetic diversity of leatherbacks (Dermochelys coriacea) at Argentine foraging grounds. J Exp Mar Biol Ecol. 2014;458:13–9.Crossref

49.
Stewart KR, LaCasella EL, Roden SE, Jensen MP, Stokes LW, Epperly SP, et al. Nesting population origins of leatherback turtles caught as bycatch in the U.S. pelagic longline fishery. Parmenter RR, editor. Ecosphere. 2016;7:e01272.Crossref

50.
Ferreira RL, Martins HR, Silva AAD, Bolten B. Impact of swordfish fisheries on sea turtles in the Azores. Arch Life Mar Sci. 2001;18A:75–9.

51.
Coelho R, Santos MN, Fernandez-Carvalho J, Amorim S. Effects of hook and bait in a tropical northeast Atlantic pelagic longline fishery: part I—incidental sea turtle bycatch. Fish Res. 2015;164:302–11.Crossref

52.
Hama F, Fretey J. Bycatch of sea turtles in artisanal fisheries along the Mauritanian coastline. African Sea Turtle Newsletter. 2018;9:19–26.

53.
Camiñas JA, Gonzalez de la Vega JP. Presencia y mortalidad de la tortuga laud (Dermochelys coriacea) en el Golfo de Cadiz (SW de Espana). 2o Simposio sobre el Margen Continental Ibérico Atlántico. Cádiz; 1997. p. 14.

54.
Karaa S, Jribi I, Bouain A, Girondot M, Bradaie MN. On the occurrence of Leatherback Turtles Dermochelys coriacea (VANDELLI, 1761), in Tunisian waters (Central Mediterranean Sea). Herpetozoa. 2013;26:65–75.

55.
Morinière P, Dell’Amico F. Sea turtles survey on the French Atlantic coast since 1988. Munibe Monogr Nat Ser. 2013;1:23–9.Crossref

56.
Lopez A, Covelo P, Valeiras X, Martinez-Cedeira J. Tatarugas marinas nas costas de Galicia, s.XVIII-2013. Eubalaena. 2014;13:2–36.

57.
Masski H, Tai I. Exceptional leatherback turtle stranding event in the Moroccan Atlantic during 2015. Mar Turt Newsl. 2017;153:11–2.

58.
Casale P, Nicolosi P, Freggi D, Turchetto M, Argano R. Leatherback turtles (Dermochelys coriacea) in Italy and in the Mediterranean Basin. Herpetol J. 2003;13:135–9.

59.
Stewart K, Johnson C, Godfrey MH. The minimum size of leatherbacks at reproductive maturity, with a review of sizes for nesting females from the Indian, Atlantic and Pacific Ocean basins. Herpetol J. 2007;17:123–8.

60.
Garrison LP, Stokes L. Estimated bycatch of marine mammals and sea turtles in the U.S. Atlantic Pelagic Longline Fleet during 2013. 1970;2. [cited 2018 Sep 13]; Available from: https://​repository.​library.​noaa.​gov/​view/​noaa/​4932
                        

61.
Chaloupka MY, Musick JA. Age, growth and population dynamics. In: Lutz PL, Musick JA, editors. Biol Sea Turt. Boca Raton: CRC Press; 1997. p. 233–76.

62.
Avens L, Taylor J, Goshe L, Jones T, Hastings M. Use of skeletochronological analysis to estimate the age of leatherback sea turtles Dermochelys coriacea in the western North Atlantic. Endanger Species Res. 2009;8:165–77.Crossref

63.
Polovina JJ, Balazs GH, Howell EA, Parker DM, Seki MP, Dutton PH. Forage and migration habitat of loggerhead (Caretta caretta) and olive ridley (Lepidochelys olivacea) sea turtles in the central North Pacific Ocean. Fish Oceanogr. 2004;13:36–51.Crossref

64.
Block BA, Jonsen ID, Jorgensen SJ, Winship AJ, Shaffer SA, Bograd SJ, et al. Tracking apex marine predator movements in a dynamic ocean. Nature. 2011;475:86–90.Crossref

65.
Tiwari M, Wallace BP, Girondot M. Dermochelys coriacea (West Pacific Ocean subpopulation). The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species 2013: e.T46967817A46967821. International Union for Conservation of Nature; 2013. [cited 2018 Aug 29]. Available from: http://​www.​iucnredlist.​org/​details/​46967817/​0
                        

66.
Bailey H, Benson SR, Shillinger GL, Bograd SJ, Dutton PH, Eckert SA, et al. Identification of distinct movement patterns in Pacific leatherback turtle populations influenced by ocean conditions. Ecol Appl. 2012;22:735–47.Crossref

67.
Bailey H, Fossette S, Bograd SJ, Shillinger GL, Swithenbank AM, Georges J-Y, et al. Movement patterns for a critically endangered species, the leatherback turtle (Dermochelys coriacea), linked to foraging success and population status. Boyce MS, editor. PLoS ONE. 2012;7:e36401.Crossref

68.
Tapilatu RF, Dutton PH, Tiwari M, Wibbels T, Ferdinandus HV, Iwanggin WG, et al. Long-term decline of the western Pacific leatherback, Dermochelys coriacea: a globally important sea turtle population. Ecosphere. 2013;4:art25.Crossref

69.
Lewison RL, Freeman SA, Crowder LB. Quantifying the effects of fisheries on threatened species: the impact of pelagic longlines on loggerhead and leatherback sea turtles: fisheries effects on sea turtles. Ecol Lett. 2004;7:221–31.Crossref

70.
Troëng S, Chacón D, Dick B. Possible decline in leatherback turtle Dermochelys coriacea nesting along the coast of Caribbean Central America. Oryx. 2004;38:395–403.

71.
Nelms SE, Duncan EM, Broderick AC, Galloway TS, Godfrey MH, Hamann M, et al. Plastic and marine turtles: a review and call for research. ICES Journal of Marine Science. 2016;73(2):165–81. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1093/​icesjms/​fsv165.

72.
Mrosovsky N, Ryan GD, James MC. Leatherback turtles: the menace of plastic. Mar Pollut Bull. 2009;58:287–9.Crossref

73.
Koch V, Nichols WJ, Peckham H, de la Toba V. Estimates of sea turtle mortality from poaching and bycatch in Bahía Magdalena, Baja California Sur, Mexico. Biol Conserv. 2006;128:327–34.Crossref




OEBPS/sidebar.gif





OEBPS/A40462_2019_149_Article_Equ3.gif
d = (sin 6, cos6)





OEBPS/cc-by.png
() _®





OEBPS/A40462_2019_149_Article_Equ8.gif





OEBPS/A40462_2019_149_Fig8_HTML.png
40°N [ < -
30°N [ T —
20°N & T, P, =40 mmo

10°N -

45°W  30°W  15°W 0° 15°E  30°E

15°E  30°E

50°N

40°N 8

30°N

90°N [--i-il

10°N

15°E  30°E

50°N

40°N [

30°N

N P, =100 mmolC/m?/j

10°N

45°W  30°W  15°W 0° 15°E  30°E

0 4 8 12 16 20 24 28 32 36 40
Thousands of turtle days per 1°x1° box





OEBPS/A40462_2019_149_Article_Equ2.gif
Vs ta) = Vala) (1 = 1) d





OEBPS/A40462_2019_149_Article_Equ11.gif
RMR ~ MO831





OEBPS/A40462_2019_149_Article_Equ4.gif





OEBPS/A40462_2019_149_Article_Equ7.gif
h = hrhr





OEBPS/A40462_2019_149_Fig5_HTML.png
60°N
50°N

40°N
30°N
20°N

10°N
00

60°N
50°N
40°N
30°N
20°N
10°N

0°

90°W 60°W 30°W 0° 30°E

0 4 8 12 16 20 24 28 32 36 40
Thousands of turtle days per 1°x1° box





OEBPS/A40462_2019_149_Article_Equ14.gif
V,, = v L1





OEBPS/A40462_2019_149_Article_Equ10.gif
. x(1—x)'se
Fola) = fo =2 wi 0299 (ar
)= o g e with 3 =e 0299 @017 gng f, = 0094





OEBPS/A40462_2019_149_Fig2_HTML.png
60°N

50°N
40°N
30°N
20°N
10°N

0° |- :
50w 60°W

(a)PASSVE[MSPERSAL

60°N

50°N

40°N

30°N

20°N

10°N

Oo

30°W

8 10
Age (yr.)

12

Oo

14






OEBPS/A40462_2019_149_Fig1_HTML.png
7°N

6.5°N

6°N

5.5°N

.............................................................

:French Guianaé

55°\W 54°\WN 53°W 52°\W






OEBPS/A40462_2019_149_Fig7_HTML.png
Ml
€ e Venile

eallee

Portugal

GuUlf of
Cadl2






OEBPS/A40462_2019_149_Article_Equ12.gif
M= 11231 12%





OEBPS/A40462_2019_149_Article_Equ5.gif
k= o[Vl





OEBPS/contact.gif





OEBPS/A40462_2019_149_Article_Equ6.gif
Vi

b2

v LT





OEBPS/A40462_2019_149_Article_Equ13.gif
La) = 143 [1 = ¢ 026017 |





OEBPS/A40462_2019_149_Fig4_HTML.png
1T T 1T I 1 T T T
—— Passive dispersal
. [ —— Active dispersal
=
T L |
5
E 4L /__/—’_'_ |
o
> /|
T 0F -
E
5 20 —
@)
10 |- .

1234567 8 91011121314 151617 18 19
Simulation time (yr.)





OEBPS/A40462_2019_149_Article_Equ9.gif
Plxy0)
" PoFola)

Iy (x.y.1.@) = Min [1





OEBPS/A40462_2019_149_Fig9_HTML.png
Latitude (°N)

Temperature (°C)

NPP (mmolC/m?/j)

0

N. Pacific
N. Atlantic

30
28 +
26 +
24 -
22 +
20 -
18 +
16 +

012 3 45 6 7 8 9 10 1112 13 14 15 16 17 1

(b)

800

12 3 45 6 7 8 9 10 1112 13 14 15 16 17 1

70t

60

50

40

30

20

(c)

8

8

0123 456 7 8 9 1 111213 14 15 16 17 18

Simulation time (yr.)





OEBPS/A40462_2019_149_Fig3_HTML.png
90° 75°W 60°W 45°W 30°W 15°W d°

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 04 05 06 07 08 0.9 1.0
Mean current speed (m.s™")





OEBPS/A40462_2019_149_Article_Equ1.gif





OEBPS/A40462_2019_149_Fig6_HTML.png
Mauritania

Portugal

Galicia

Gulf of Cadiz

Tunisia

Bay of Biscay

21 6.1
31 6.4 8.7
* +— ")
40 7.4
- —+
46 7.6 12.3
[ 4 *—1  J
46 8.0 12.3
L — -
438 9. 12.7
[ 4 L 2 s
1 1 1 1 1 ]
2 4 6 8 12





