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Most Procellariform seabirds are pelagic, breed in summer when
prey availability peaks, and migrate for winter. They also display
a dual foraging strategy (short and long trips) and sex-specific
foraging. The Westland petrel Procellaria westlandica, a New
Zealand endemic, is one of the rare seabirds breeding in
winter. Preliminary findings on this large and sexually
dimorphic petrel suggest a foraging behaviour with no
evidence of a dual strategy, within a narrow range and with
shared areas between sexes. To investigate further this unusual
strategy, the present study determined the fine-scale at-sea
behaviours (global positioning system and accelerometer data
loggers) and trophic niches (stable isotopes in whole blood) of
chick-rearing individuals (16 males and 13 females). All
individuals foraged on the shelf-slope of the west coast of New
Zealand’s South Island with short, unimodal trips. Both sexes
foraged at similar intensity without temporal, spatial or
isotopic niche segregation. These findings suggest the presence
of a winter prey resource close to the colony, sufficient to
satisfy the nutritional needs of breeding without increasing the
foraging effort or intra-specific competition avoidance during
winter. Additional data are needed to assess the consistency of
foraging niche between the sexes and its reproductive
outcomes in view of anticipated environmental changes.

1. Introduction

Seabirds are mainly represented by the Procellariiforms (36%, [1]),
which are responsible for their biggest consumption of marine
resources worldwide (approx. 24.1 million tonsyr™, [2]). They
range in size from the smallest storm-petrel (wing span 32 cm,
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body mass 20 g) to the largest albatross (wing span >300 cm, body mass 1200 g, [3]). While their [ 2 |
successful adaptive radiation has led Procellariiforms to occupy diverse ecological niches from tropical
to polar regions [4], they still share common life-history traits linked to their pelagic lifestyle.

Within the highly spatio-temporally variable marine environment [5,6], these species rely on visual
and olfactory cues [7] to forage on epipelagic fishes, squid and crustacean. To maximize prey
encounters, Procellariiforms have to prospect wide areas by covering long distances within a large
range [8,9]. This energetic constraint is traditionally seen as the cause of their delayed sexual maturity,
low fecundity, slow growth of a single offspring and long lifespan [10].

During breeding, food intake must increase to satisfy the elevated energy expenditure of reproduction
[11-13]. Breeding adults are constrained to follow a central place foraging strategy because of the need to
regularly return to the nest to feed their young [14]. To maximize energy efficiency of reproduction, a
dual foraging strategy is usually used during the chick-rearing period: parents alternate several short
foraging trips with a long one. Short trips (1-5 d) undertaken within a small range are dedicated to
maximize the provisioning of the chick, while long trips (6-29 d) reach distant more productive areas
to restore parental body condition [15-17]. This bimodality in foraging trips can also buffer
fluctuations in local food supply [18].

In temperate and polar environments, the alternation of seasons induces cyclic variations of ocean
productivity [19], compelling most Procellariiforms to undertake migrations during the non-breeding
period [20,21] to mitigate or avoid hostile conditions [22]. Correspondingly, to ensure successful chick-
rearing, seabirds mostly breed in summer, when marine prey availability is usually the greatest
[23,24]. Another characteristic of Procellariiforms is the similarity in plumage characteristics but
differences in morphology between the sexes [25]. Male-biased sexual size dimorphism (SSD) is
predominant among species with males being larger in head, bill, wing, tarsus, or tail length and
body mass than females [26]. Only the storm petrels (Hydrobatidae) display female-biased SSD [27,28].
Size dimorphism in body mass varies from 15 to 22% in large albatrosses and giant petrels to 6-11%
in smaller Procellariiform species [29]. This marked SSD induces sex-specific reproduction costs [13,30]
often linked with sex-specific foraging strategies, involving spatial segregation or habitat specialization
[31-33]. Consequently, males and females can potentially be sensitive to different threats, like seabird
by-catch [34,35].

Few Procellariiform species (1 = 12) differ from the general reproductive pattern, with a non-breeding
period during summer, synchronous egg laying in autumn and chick-rearing throughout the winter in
the Southern, the Atlantic and the Pacific oceans. As breeding phenology is a major life-history trait
reflecting the species’ adaptation to their environment [36], studying these unusual winter-breeding
Procellariiforms may reveal an original use of oceanic habitats coupled with a peculiar winter prey.
However, the remote areas occupied by these winter breeders, coupled with challenging access
(winter weather, burrow nesting, nocturnal habits), has caused this group to remain the least
documented [37].

One such species is the Westland petrel (Procellaria westlandica), an endemic of the west coast of New
Zealand’s South Island classified as endangered [38,39]. Preliminary studies showed that despite a
wingspan of 140 cm conferring this flap-glider species with a high flight capability [40], this species
has a reduced foraging range and performs shorter trips than other smaller Procellariiforms [41,42]. In
addition, although males are larger than females (SSD of 6% in body mass, [43,44]), both sexes appear
to forage in the same areas throughout the whole breeding cycle [45]. Furthermore, in contrast to its
congenerics [46,47], Westland petrels sustain the increased nutritional requirements of chick-
provisioning with no indication of bimodality in foraging trip duration [45,48].

There is currently little information on the fine-scale foraging behaviour of this species, needed to
understand how its nutritional requirements for successful breeding can be obtained following a
strategy vastly different to that of the majority of Procellariiforms. Such knowledge is important for
understanding the potential impacts of environmental variability on this threatened species, given the
anticipated shifts in the region’s marine ecosystem in response to global climate change [49]. Here, we
present a tracking study of Westland petrels integrating fine-scale data to test the hypothesis that this
winter-breeding species has a singular foraging ecology during chick provisioning. Given the power
of fine-scale movement analysis to reveal small-scale sexual segregation [50], we can expect dimorphic
males and females Westland petrel to exhibit small-scale differences in their at-sea movements,
activity budget, foraging behaviour or diet during winter. The objectives of the present study,
therefore, were to examine in chick-rearing male and female Westland petrels: (i) fine-scale spatio-
temporal foraging behaviour; (ii) the environmental factors influencing their foraging; and (iii) their
associated isotopic niche.
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2. Material and methods

2.1. Field procedures

Fieldwork was conducted in the coastal ranges near Punakaiki, Westland, New Zealand (42.146°S,
171.341°E). Endemic to this location, an estimated breeding population of 6200 pairs [51] nest in
burrows dug in the broadleaf/podocarp rainforest soil [52]. Birds from the Scotsman’s Creek study
colony were captured in the nest burrow, accessible via artificial inspection hatches, over two years
during the post-brood period (11-15 August 2016 and 2017). During their nocturnal attendance at the
nest, one adult per burrow was captured (2016 n =17, 2017 n=15) after having had a chance to feed
their chicks (burrows checked every hour). Individuals were weighed in a cloth bag with a suspension
scale (+ 25 g, Pesola) and their morphometrics taken (culmen depth, width and length, as well as
tarsus length with slide callipers at the nearest 0.1 mm, and wing length with a stopped-rule + 1 mm).
Individuals were also banded (if not already) with a uniquely numbered metal band.

The bird was then equipped with a global positioning system (GPS) data logger (i-gotU GT-120,
Mobile Action Technology, Taiwan, 45 x 25 x 12 mm, 15 g) sampling location at 5 and 3 min intervals
in 2016 and 2017, respectively, with an accuracy of +10m [53] to obtain information on its at-sea
movements. To obtain behaviour information, individuals were also instrumented with a tri-axial
accelerometer data logger sampling at 25 Hz (Axy-Depth, Technosmart, 40 x 15 x 11 mm, 7 g, also
sampling pressure at 1 Hz; or X16-mini, Gulf Coast Data Concepts, 47 x 22 x 9 mm, 15 g). The GPS
and X16-mini data loggers were encapsulated in heat-shrink tubing (Tyco Electronics, Switzerland)
and all loggers were attached to the dorsal midline feathers (accelerometer between the scapula, GPS
anterior to the tail-feathers) using black waterproof tape (Tesa 4651, Beiersdorf AG). The total mass of
the data loggers was 28-34g (2.9+0.3% of body mass) such that they are likely to have had a
negligible negative impact on foraging behaviour during the short-term deployment [54,55]. After
instrumentation, individuals were returned to their burrow to resume normal behaviours.

Each nest was inspected the following day with a burrowscope (Sextant Technology Limited,
New Zealand) through the natural entrance to confirm the instrumented bird had departed. The
burrow entrance was then fitted with a one-way trap door or a wooden stick, to reveal the nocturnal
visit of a parent, and checked at night every hour until recapture. Upon recapture, data loggers were
removed, the birds were weighed again and a blood sample (0.3 ml) was obtained by venepuncture of
a tarsal vein. The blood was immediately stored in 70% ethanol for later genetic sex determination
(Parentage and Animal Genetic Services Centre, Massey University, Wellington) and stable isotope
analyses (GNS Science, Lower Hutt, New Zealand). All handling of birds for procedures lasted less
than 15 min. During the fledging period three months later (November) the burrows were monitored
again to count the surviving chicks in order to obtain the breeding success.

2.2. Data processing and statistical analyses

The degree of SSD was tested on each morphometric parameter means with ¢-tests and quantified using
Storer’s index [56]:

mean males — mean females

SSD = 100 .
x (mean males + mean females) x 0.5

This percentage of the relative difference in parameter between sexes has the advantage to avoid a
size effect in the measure of SSD [57].

The GPS data were plotted in a geographical information system (ArcMar 10.2, ESRI, Redlands, CA,
USA) and locations recorded on land were removed. Resulting at-sea movements were processed in the R
statistical environment v 3.4.2 [58] to remove erroneous locations with a 25 ms™ speed filter [59].
Foraging trip metrics (duration, maximum distance from the colony, total horizontal distance
travelled, average speed) were calculated using the adehabitatHR package [60]. Additional trip duration
data were obtained during the chick-rearing period, from, respectively, 29 trips in 2012 and six trips in
2015 [45]. Trip duration distribution of these pooled trips was assessed for bimodality with calculation
of the bimodality coefficient [61] and mode(s) estimation(s) by mixture distribution implemented in
the modes package [62]. At-sea locations were linearly interpolated at 1 s intervals and the maximum
convex polygon enclosing trip locations was used to estimate the home range area using the geosphere
package [63].
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At-sea behaviours (flapping flight, soaring flight, rafting on water, foraging on water and diving)
were inferred at each second of the trip using the acceleration data, in order to access the individual’s
fine-scale activity budgets and spatio-temporal localization of foraging behaviour. Data from the seven
birds equipped with Axy-Depth (tri-axial acceleration and pressure) and GPS data loggers were
visualized in IGor Pro software v. 7 (Wavemetrics Inc., USA, 2000). The pressure was converted to
depth (D in m) using the atmospheric pressure (P, in mBar) as the baseline of measured pressure (P,
in the relationship D =0.01(Py, — P,), and corrected for surface drift. Given the high sensibility of the
sensor (5 mBar) potentially causing low-pressure variance other than actual diving [64], submergences
greater to the body length of the bird (0.55 m) were considered as a dive.

The dive depth and the average speed determined from GPS data were then used as references to
guide the interpretation of the acceleration signals. The visual inspection of the acceleration data
indicated a higher variation in the heave axis during flight (owing to wing beats) than when rafting
on water [65,66]. Hence, a spectrum analysis was conducted on the heave axis data using the package
Ethographer within Icor Pro [67], followed by a K-means clustering (1 =2) in order to separate periods
of flapping and non-flapping, and retrieve their characteristics (dominant cycle and amplitude) with
the peak tracer function. Using a combination of the dominant cycle and amplitude of flaps, with the
heave value and variation associated with air and water, each second of the trip was classified as
flapping flight, soaring flight or rafting on water behaviour (electronic supplementary material, figure
S1). For the acceleration data in each axis, the static component of the acceleration was obtained
with a running average of the raw data over 1 s [65], in order to calculate the body
pitch = atan((Ax/\/Ay? + Az2) x 180/). This body pitch allowed us to define the foraging events
when a bird was not flying and displayed a negative body pitch value below —25° [68], induced by a
downward head movement associated with surface-seizing, surface-diving and pursuit-plunging for
prey [69]. The frequency distribution of the time interval between seconds of foraging behaviour
displayed a sharp decrease for intervals greater than 5 s (electronic supplementary material, figure S2)
and, therefore, this threshold was used to separate distinct foraging events.

The acceleration-based method described above identified 91.4 +5.2% of dives detected by pressure
data, validating this method for application on the remaining individuals that were instrumented with
X16-mini accelerometers. In addition, using the calculated descent rate from dive data individuals
(0.84+0.0ms™, electronic supplementary material, figure S3), the dive depth of the X16-mini
individuals was estimated from the duration of the dive. Lastly, the dynamic component of the
acceleration in each channel (e.g. raw acceleration minus static acceleration) was used to calculate the
vectorial dynamic body acceleration (VeDBA = /(Ax2 + Ay? + Az?)), proxy of whole-body activity
[70], to compare the relative movement costs of each identified.

To investigate the oceanographic variables influencing the Westland petrel habitat use, remote-sensed
oceanographic variables reported to be influential for Procellariiforms [71] were gathered. Static variables
such as depth and seafloor slope, and dynamic variables of the sea surface such as chlorophyll-a
concentration, temperature and its anomaly, height, water velocity, wave height and wind were
obtained at spatial resolution between 0.01° and 0.25° and temporal resolution between an hour and a
day (electronic supplementary material, table S1). For each tracked individual, the time spent foraging
(regrouping foraging identified on water and diving) was localized on the interpolated track and
converted into a standardized percentage within square grid cells of 0.04° (ca 4 km?), matching the
most accurate spatio-temporal combination available for oceanographic variables in order to approach
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real-time at-sea conditions. The resulting standardized time spent foraging in area was then spatio-
temporally matched with the oceanographic variables using the R package raster [63].

Stable isotope analyses of nitrogen (§'°N) and carbon (§'°C), proxies of trophic ecology [72], were used to
infer the trophic level of individuals and quantify their niche width [73]. Analysis was conducted on whole
blood, a tissue integrating the turnover rates of both plasma and red blood cells, representing the assimilated
diet up to four to five weeks prior to sampling in Procellariiforms [74]. Samples were oven-dried for 24 h at
60°C, grounded and homogenized, before approximately 0.5 mg was packed into tin capsules for combustion
in a Eurovector elemental analyser coupled to an Isoprime mass spectrometer (GV Instruments, UK). Their
isotopic deviation was defined as 6(%o) = [(Rs — Ryef) / Rret], where Rq is the isotopic ratio measured for the
sample and R, is the reference standard. Internal laboratory standards (leucine; §'°C —28.30%0 and
SN + 6.54%0; ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid (EDTA): 813C =31.12%0 and 8N + 0.58%o; caffeine, §'°C
~38.17 1%0 and 8"°N —7.82%o; cane sugar 6'°C —10.33%o) calibrated to primary reference materials (RM’s,
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA)-N1, §"°N +0.43%0; IAEA-N2, 6"°N + 20.41%0; IAEA-CH6,
5'3C —10.449%0; and IAEA-CH7, §'3C —32.151%o) relative to international standards 6" >Cyppg and 6"°N ;.
indicated an analytical precision of +0.1%o for §'*C and +0.2%o for 6°N.



Table 1. Logger deployments on Westland petrels and their GPS trip metrics during post-guard stage (mean = s.e.).

females females

individuals equipped (n) N 6 7 8
1

body mass (kg) ' 1.25 +0.03 121002 127 +0.05 1.25 + 0.04
e ke e S
' rhavx'. dfstance fronﬁ the ﬁolony ('kr'n)' - '1'2(')'1'12' 1'06%:'33' a v 173%_?28' a 200'%:3'7
e mam o e ma
*mean horizontal speed (kmh™)  168+10  108+16 N7+13 198+12
e oeeois  omessoh  oamesms

All statistical analysis were performed within the R statistical environment v. 3.4.2 [58]. The effect of :

mass change on the foraging rate (number of foraging events divided by the trip duration), and the effect
of sex and year on body mass, mass change and stable isotope values, were investigated with analysis of
variance (ANOVAs) validated by the examination of their residuals [75]. As the GPS trip metric data
included multiple trips by some individuals, the influence of sex and year was investigated with
linear mixed models (LMMs). They were performed with individual identity as a random factor to
account for their pseudo replication [76] using the nlme package [77]. Similar LMMs were also
conducted on the activity budget (e.g. proportion of time flapping, gliding, rafting on water,
foraging). The temporal variation of the activity budget and dive depth throughout the day was
further investigated with generalized additive mixed models (GAMMSs) using the mgcv package [78].
In addition, GAMMs were used to investigate the influence of the encountered oceanographic
parameters on the log-transformed time spent foraging by each sex. Prior to inclusion in the model,
oceanographic parameters were scaled and checked for collinearity, with a cut-off criterion of |rgl =
0.5 for inclusion in the model.

Model selection was conducted by comparison of the Akaike information criteria (AIC, [79]) between
candidates models using the MuMin package [80]. The best supported model (AAIC = 0) without other
equally supported models having AAIC <4, [81], or by default, the most parsimonious model
(constituted by the important explanatory variables identified by model averaging procedure among
the equally supported models, [81]) was retained (electronic supplementary material, table S2). The
validation of the retained models was based on the examination of their residuals [75]. The isotopic
niche quantification was performed using the ellipse-based metrics of the SIBER package [82], by the
standard ellipse area corrected for sample size (SEAc) and Bayesian standard ellipses area (SEAp).
Unless otherwise stated, all data are presented as mean +s.e.

3. Results

3.1. At-sea movements and activity budgets

At-sea movement (GPS) data were obtained from 32 individuals, and owing to device malfunctions, at-
sea movements combined with behaviour data were obtained from 29 individuals (16 males/18 trips, 13
females/15 trips; table 1) totalling 1556 h in duration. Morphometric measurements confirmed a male-
biased structural dimorphism (table 2). However, the body mass at instrumentation (1250 =19 g) did
not differ significantly between sexes and years (ANOVA, p>0.5 in both cases). At recapture, some
individuals gained mass (+94+15g, n=14) and some lost mass (=113 +13 g, n=16). Mass change
was not significantly different between sexes and years (ANOVA, p > 0.2 in both cases).

Individuals foraged up to 154 + 14 km away from the colony over the shelf-slope and submarine
canyons off the west coast of New Zealand’s South Island (figure 1). Their trips lasted 50+4 h,
covered a total horizontal distance of 920 + 95 km at an average speed of 18 +1km h™" that resulted in
a home range size of 36563 km” in 2016 and 80052 km” in 2017. The distribution of foraging trip
durations did not reveal any indication of bimodality with a bimodality coefficient of 0.38 (suggesting
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Figure 1. At-sea movements and foraging behaviour of breeding Westland petrels from Punakaiki (New Zealand) during the post-
guard stage. Tracks are shown in orange for males and yellow for females. On top of the tracks, the red dots represent the surface
foraging and the black dots the dives. On land, the black triangle represents the colony location, and at sea, the black line is the 12
nautical miles boundary of the Territorial Sea.

Table 2. SSD in morphometric measurements of genetically sexed Westland petrels tracked during rearing chicks in 2016 and 2017.

males 3 females Q t test result

(n=14) t value Storer’ SSD index (%)

culmen depth (mm) 182+03 164+ 0.2 -4.8 <0.001 10.4

1256 + 25

unimodality) and a single mode at 3 days (figure 2). The LMMs revealed no significant influence of year
and sex on the total horizontal distance travelled, trip duration or mean VeDBA. Year of study had a
significant influence on the maximum distance from the colony and the average speed, with trips
reaching maximum distance greater by 69 =28 km (p = 0.02), travelled at speeds 6.7 = 1.3 km h™" faster
in 2017 (p <0.001). Individual sex had a significant influence only for the average speed, with males
travelling faster by 3.6+ 1.3 km h™' than females (p=0.01, table 1).

Individual activity budgets comprised 51.4 +2.5% flapping flight, 34.6 + 2.7% rafting on water, 13.7 =
1.0% soaring flight and only 0.13+0.01% of time foraging. These behaviours had different VeDBA
values, the highest being for foraging (0.73 +0.06 g), followed in decreasing order by flapping flight
(0.39 £0.01 g), gliding flight (0.20+0.01 g) and rafting on water (0.19 £ 0.01 g). The GAMMs revealed
that these behaviour proportions all varied significantly according to the time of day (p<0.001).
Rafting on water peaked at the middle of the day, at the expense of flapping and gliding flight that
both increased at dawn and dusk (figure 3). The sex did not significantly influence the timing of these
activities at sea, and significant inter-annual variation occurred only with rafting on water and
flapping flight behaviours, which decreased by 13% and increased by 11%, respectively, in 2017 (table 3).

3.2. Fine-scale foraging behaviour and isotopic niche

The foraging behaviour, inferred during a total of 7348 s (2 h), occurred during 4080 foraging events
(between 8 and 399 events per trip, according to their duration). The resulting foraging rates were
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Figure 2. Distribution of the foraging trip durations of chick-rearing Westland petrels. Data from 2016 and 2017 were gathered
during the present study, data from 2012 and 2015 are from Waugh et al. [45].

flapping
(%)

rafting
(%)

gliding
(%)

(m)

dive depth  foraging

0 4 8 2 16 20
time of the day (hour)

Figure 3. Temporal variation of the at-sea time activity budget of Westland petrels. The proportions of behaviours and dive depth
are predicted on an hourly basis by generalized additive mixed models (GAMMs) for males (blue lines) and females (orange lines).
The shaded areas along the curves represent the associated 95% confidence interval. In the background, the dark grey and light grey
shaded areas correspond to the night-time and sunset/sunrise times, respectively.

2.7+0.2 events h™' (range 0.6-5.9), equating to a foraging event every 6 km on average (range 2.5-20).
These rates were not significantly influenced by sexes, years, trip duration/travelled distance (null
models selected, electronic supplementary material, table S2) or by the mass change of individuals
(ANOVA, p=0.3). The time spent foraging consisted of 66.6 +3.1% surface foraging and 33.4 +3.1%
by diving. Surface foraging events were of brief duration (1.2+0.01 s) and dives (1 =152 recorded,
n =827 estimated) were characterized by duration of 3.1+0.1 s and depth of 1.3 +0.0 m. Maximum
dive duration and depth reached 26 s and 8.6 m, respectively. The GAMM modelling revealed that
the proportion of time spent foraging peaked during the first part of the night (p <0.001; figure 3).
The dive depth was not significantly influenced by the time of the day and the sex (figure 3) but by
year, with depths shallower by 0.4 + 0.1 m in 2017 (p =0.01).

Individuals spent 75.4% of their foraging time over the peri-insular shelf-slope (200-1000 m),
and only 13.3% in bathyal waters (1000-2000 m), 11.0% in neritic waters (0-200 m) and 0.09% in
abyssal waters (greater than 2000 m). Foraging locations were situated above a sea floor slope
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Table 3. Summary of the generalized additive mixed models (GAMMs) outputs used to assess the trends in the at-sea behaviour n
of Westland petrels provisioning chicks at Punakaiki, New Zealand. (Significant p-values are highlighted in italics. Edf, estimated
degrees of freedom.)

x
parametric coefficients significance of smooth terms g
response variable predictor variable estimate s.e. %
%foagng et 0B 00 70— = <0007 &
hour — — — 10 148 <0001 £
% rafting on water intercept B3 45 6 —  — <1 §
T R T T %
year2017 S e T g
- sexmale . —6049—12 _ _ 02 f’:
% flapping flight intercept B7 48 9.0 <0001 8
T R T T '§
year2017 T i d
e e T e
%didng gt mecept M7 10 M0 —  — o<W 8
hour — — — 7.7 254 <0.001 =
dive depth ~ intercept 1401 W0 —  — <0000
. year2017 e

Table 4. Summary of the generalized additive mixed models (GAMMs) outputs used to assess the oceanographic variables
influencing the foraging of Westland petrels provisioning chicks at Punakaiki, New Zealand. (Significant p-value are highlighted in
italics. SST, sea surface temperature; ASST, sea surface temperature anomaly.)

parametric coefficients significance of smooth terms

predictor
response variable variable estimate  s.e. F

log(time spent foraging) females intercept 0.32 0.7 04 0.6

ranging from 0.02 to 15.00° and where the chlorophyll-a concentration was 0.35 + 0.01 mg m™. The sea
surface was characterized by a temperature ranging from 10.6 to 14.1°C with associated
temperature anomalies between -1.8 and 0.9°C. The sea surface height varied between 0.03 and
0.18 m and was agitated by currents up to 0.3ms™!, waves ranging from 0.6 to 4.8 m, and wind
blowing between 2 and 14 ms™'. The GAMMs revealed a significant influence of four oceanographic
variables on the time spent foraging, with results differing between sexes (table 4 and figure 4).
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Figure 4. Relationship between the time spent foraging in area by Westland petrels provisioning chicks and influencing
oceanographic parameters. Lines represent the generalized additive mixed models (GAMM) for males (in blue) and for females
(orange). The shaded areas show the associated 95% confidence intervals.

Table 5. Isotopic values (whole blood, mean + s.d.) of male and female Westland petrels provisioning chicks in 2016 and 2017.

year sex n 5C (%o) 5N (%o)

all individuals 34 -183+0.2 15.4+0.2
e L b e siey
e o S e ity
e o . Ceen, ey
e S S s si0y

For females, the time spent foraging was negatively influenced by positive temperature anomalies
(p=0.001) and negatively by sea surface temperature (p<0.05). For males, it was positively
influenced by wind speed (p <0.01) and positively influenced by current speed (p =0.01).

Stable isotope values of whole blood (mean = s.d.) were 15.4 + 0.2%o for §'°N and at —18.3 + 0.3%o for
8'3C (table 5). These isotopic results showed little variation and did not significantly change between
years or sexes (ANOVA, p>0.1 in all cases). All values, pooled together to construct the isotopic
niche, revealed a small isotopic niche (figure 5) with an area estimated at 0.23%0> by the SEAc and at
0.21%0* by the SEAg. These feeding conditions related to low fledging success in 2016 (51%) and high
fledging success in 2017 (85%), as indicated by the burrow monitoring at the colony with an average
success of 62% [83].
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Figure 5. Isotopic values and niche of breeding Westland petrels. The colours and point shapes indicate the sex and year
respectively. The isotopic niche is represented by the 40% corrected standard ellipse (SEA).

4. Discussion

Using combined GPS and accelerometer data from adult males and females rearing chicks during two
breeding seasons, the present study provided information on the fine-scale foraging behaviour of
Westland petrels. The results confirmed the species’ small foraging area over the shelf-slope of New
Zealand’s South Island west coast, exploited by relatively short foraging trips unimodal in duration.
The acceleration data showed that foraging behaviour comprised short and dispersed events,
representing a small proportion of their at-sea activity budget. The analysis of movements and
isotopic niche did not reveal clear sexual segregation despite their SSD. However, sexual differences
were observed in the influence of oceanographic variables on time spent foraging, suggesting a
potential small-scale habitat specialization. These findings suggest male and female Westland petrels
consume the same prey, sufficiently abundant locally during winter to satisfy the nutritional needs of
breeding without intra-specific competition avoidance or increased foraging effort compared to
summer breeding species.

4.1. At-sea movements and activity budget

The present study confirmed and refined the chick-rearing movements of Westland petrels previously
reported by at-sea observations [84] and tracking studies [45,48]. The species displayed restricted
breeding movements (432+20kmd™") during the present study compared to the non-breeding
movements (1351 km d7!, [44]). This is consistent with the need for regular returns to the nest for
feeding the chick [14]. However, the small maximum distance to the colony and home range area
values recorded in the present study are in contrast with other Procellariiforms during breeding. For
instance, the similar-sized congeneric white-chinned petrel Procellaria aequinoctialis displays much
wider movements and exploits an area eight times bigger [46,85,86]. Even smaller Procellariidae and
Hydrobatidae, species with lower flight capacity, display greater range and exploit a wider area
[59,87,88] than the Westland petrel.

In addition to this particular foraging distribution, the Westland petrel at-sea movements were also
different to many Procellariiforms as a result of the absence of bimodality in their duration [16]. The
alternating of short trips close to the colony with long trips to distant more productive areas,
respectively, associated with parental mass loss and gain [15,89] is reported to be advantageous to
reduce parent—offspring energy conflict [90]. Both unimodal and dual strategies are reported in
shearwaters with unimodality exhibited in high-quality habitats and bimodality when parents face
low prey availability close to the colony [91-93]. Despite the presence of reachable areas of enhanced
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productivity favourable for Procellariiforms near New Zealand, such as the subtropical front [87,94] and [ 11 |
the polar frontal zone [95], individuals in the present study exploited only a small foraging range. This
suggests the shelf-slope of New Zealand’s South Island west coast provides the closest reliable prey-rich
habitat for the species [96]. Nonetheless, both positive and negative mass changes were recorded during
foraging trips of the present study. Although these mass changes could be biased by different recapture
(and weighing) times after the individuals’ return, they show greater variation than the reported average
meal mass (37 g, [97]). Hence, such mass changes may result from an alternation between chick-
provisioning and self-maintenance purposes during unimodal trips within the same area. A more
accurate weighing of the individuals, just after their return at the colony, is required to verify this
potential explanation for such contrasted mass changes.

Information on the activity budgets of foraging seabirds provides useful information on their energy
expenditure, foraging effort, reproductive costs, prey availability and habitat quality [98-101]. The
tracked individuals in the present study spent the majority of their time at sea in flight, and especially
flapping flight, which is consistent with the reported flap-gliding flight of Procellaria [40]. Despite the
proximity of the foraging areas, individuals in the present study spent a majority of time in flight
searching for prey and little time actually foraging. This is a common pattern for albatrosses [102],
petrels [87] and shearwaters [95,103] that reveal a strategy to maximize prey encounter when foraging
on patchy prey [8].

The activity budgets of individuals in the present study were primarily influenced by the time of the
day, and by the year of study. With time spent foraging slightly increasing during the middle of the day
and peaking in the first part of the night, these findings are consistent with the constraint of available
light on these visual foragers influencing their at-sea activities during the day [104]. The inter-annual
variations observed in both at-sea movements and activity budget coincided with different
environmental conditions. The difference in sea surface temperature (12.8 +0.03°C in 2016, 13.4 +0.01°C
in 2017) is likely to have changed the prey distribution on the New Zealand shelf [105]. The difference
in wind speed (5.5+0.08ms™ in 2016, 8.1+0.08 ms™" in 2017) could explain the further maximum
distance, higher trip speed and more time spent flying in 2017. Hence, the absence of difference in total
horizontal distance travelled between years seems to indicate an easier prey accessibility in 2017, and
suggests some behavioural plasticity to compensate for variation of the energetic costs of movements
for foraging [9,106,107].
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4.2. Foraging behaviour and trophic niche

The acceleration data gathered in the present study enabled the foraging behaviour of individuals to be
accurately determined during the foraging trips. The present study revealed that the Westland petrel was
able to feed at any time, while foraging is generally reduced at night for albatrosses and some petrels
[95,104]. The peak observed during the first hours of darkness suggests a pulsed food availability at
the beginning of the night, potentially owing to the diel vertically migrating prey reaching near
surface waters [108]. Indeed, previous studies on Westland petrel diet reported feeding upon vertically
migrating and bioluminescent species of fish and squid [97,109] able to be detected from long range
(50-100 m, [110]) and representing important biomass on shelf-slope habitat [111,112].

Independently of the characteristics of their trips, all individuals spent only a small proportion of
their time foraging. This foraging time, spread out along the tracks, was separated by intervals
skewed towards short time. Therefore, these findings suggest Westland petrels feed on patchily and
aggregated prey distributed throughout the shelf-slope, in accordance with what is known about the
prey species of its diet [97,113]. This foraging behaviour was found to be constant in all trips for both
sexes, as shown by the mean VeDBA and foraging rate at the trip scale. This is in contrast with the
distinction between fine-scale and coarse-scale foraging trips reported in Scopoli’s shearwater
Calonectris diomedea, the former being more undertaken by males and having more intensive search
behaviour, based on GPS clustering analysis [114]. The foraging rate observed in the present study
was higher than that reported in the Scopoli’s shearwater in the Mediterranean Sea (1.7 events h™!,
[64]) but similar to the southern Buller’s albatross (Thalassarche b. bulleri, 2.5 events h™') which also
forages in winter along the west coast of New Zealand South Island [115].

The maximum dive depths recorded in the present study were very close to that previously
recorded with capillary-tube maximum depth gauges [41]. The mean and maximum dive depths
recorded in the present study were shallower than those reported for congenerics, petrels and
shearwaters also breeding in the New Zealand region [87,95,116] as well as worldwide (table 4
in [117]). Assuming that the Westland petrel has comparable diving capacity to the similar-sized



white-chinned petrel, the shallow dives recorded in the present study suggest an availability of different [ 12 |
prey near the surface throughout the day.

The foraging activity observed in the present study was concentrated on the shelf-slope near the
breeding colony, which receives an eastward flow from the Tasman Sea and undergoes a seasonal
winter mixing and intermittent wind-driven upwelling that sustains the local food web during winter
to create a prey-rich ecosystem [118,119]. Use of similar habitats was reported for the Westland petrel
during its summer non-breeding period in the Humboldt Current system off South America, where
at-sea observations were concentrated in waters of 200-1000 m depth undergoing upwelling [120]. The
investigation of the time spent foraging by individuals in the present study in relation to
oceanographic variables revealed a significant influence of depth, slope, sea surface temperature and
current. Slope was also reported to increase the foraging intensity estimated by kernel density
estimate [45]. These findings are consistent with the slope and current involved in horizontal
advection, uplifting and mixing of subsurface waters in the area [121].

The 6"C values observed in the present study are consistent with feeding in subtropical waters [122].
The 6"°N values confirmed that the Westland petrel was feeding at high trophic level [123] in accordance
with the previously described fish-dominated diet of the species [97] and congenerics [124,125]. Chick-
rearing individuals showed comparable isotopic values in their whole blood to incubating birds and a
comparable isotopic niche area, with the exception of the larger SEAc observed in 2015 during a
strong El Nifio year [45]. This is in contrast with smaller Procellariiforms that have been found with
altered §'°N over the breeding season [126]. Hence, the Westland petrel seems to be relying on a
narrow trophic resource, which is persistent throughout its breeding cycle during winter.
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4.3. Lack of sexual segregation

Despite the male-biased SSD present in the Westland petrel, the only difference in foraging trip parameters
found in the present study between the sexes was the higher average flight speed of males. This result is in
accordance with their longer wings ([43], table 2) and the close link between wing morphology and flight
behaviour [127]. Males and females also used similar foraging areas over the shelf-slope, with both sexes
foraging at same rate and during the same time of day. Their resulting isotopic niches also indicated an
absence of sex-specific dietary specialization. Together, these results suggest a similar foraging strategy
for both sexes, which is consistent with previously reported lack of difference for the species in foraging
area estimates [45] and their similar survivorship [128]. These findings contrast with observations for
many Procellariiforms (and other seabirds) which display sex-specific spatial segregation and foraging
specialization reducing intersexual competition [129-132].

The only sexual difference associated with foraging in the present study was related to habitat use,
with differences in the influence of current, slope and sea surface temperature on the time spent
foraging between the sexes. These findings suggest slight sexual differences in fine-scale habitat use,
as has been reported during the winter chick-rearing in the wandering albatross Diomedea exulans [50],
which could relate to their morphologic dimorphism. A lack of spatial segregation as observed in
Westland petrels during the pre-laying, incubation and chick-rearing periods [45], has also been
reported in Cory’s shearwater Calonectris borealis off the west coast of Africa [91] within a major
upwelling zone [133]. Under conditions of high habitat quality and prey abundance, both sexes can
forage on the same niche without competition, and SSD becomes supported mainly by sexual
selection [91,134]. The investigation of the other hypothesis for SSD (e.g. the niche divergence
hypothesis [135,136]) would require further studies on colony attendance, incubation behaviour
and chick provisioning by both sexes in Westland petrels to assess their respective reproductive
roles [137,138].

4.4, Conservation

The reliance on the relatively small foraging area identified in the present study could pose problems for
the species. The Westland petrel population size is small (ca 6200 breeding pairs [51]), and, while
breeding pairs have a relatively a high fledging success, its breeding frequency is variable with some
adults skipping years between attempts [83]. In addition, the long fledging period for the species,
similar to other winter-breeding Procellariiforms [37], may reflect the small meal sizes delivered by
breeding parents [97]. A single foraging area is likely to increase the sensitivity of a specialized
predator to local food shortage [139,140]. In addition, the observed absence of sex-specific foraging
strategy may limit ability of the species to adapt to expected large-scale environmental changes [49].



Additional studies are needed to evaluate the consistency of foraging behaviour by both sexes
throughout the annual cycle and under variable environmental conditions (e.g. strong El Nifo/La
Nifia years). Such data would provide insights into potential energy constraints for the species [141]
and how it may respond to anticipated environmental changes [142].

The foraging area identified in the present study supports the defining of the pelagic important bird
area (IBA) and marine protected area (MPA) proposed for the Westland petrel [143], where the Hoki
Macruronus novaezelandiae trawling fishery area coincides with the species foraging areas. Despite an
opportunistic usage of fisheries waste by the Westland petrel [45,97,144], fine-scale data on the
movements of fishing vessels would allow future study to refine the habitat modelling with natural
foraging behaviour data only. In addition, the identification of birds” interactions with fishing vessels
is required to better understand their use of this alternative food resource, which may mitigate the
variation of their natural prey. Such knowledge would be beneficial for the species, classified ‘at risk’
to by-catch [145], and which faces other fishing fleets and catch methods during their migration and
non-breeding period in South American waters [44,146].

In summary, the results of the present study showed that the nutritional needs of breeding can be
satisfied during winter within a restricted foraging range without a bimodal foraging trip duration or
higher foraging effort than other Procellariiforms. These findings support the hypothesis of a singular
foraging ecology of winter-breeding species, relying on a predictable prey field available locally. Fine-
scale data allowed us to invalidate the prediction of sex-specific foraging strategy, that was expected from
intra-specific competition. The large ecological niche overlap that can happen between dimorphic males
and females during chick provisioning suggests sex-specific foraging as a consequence of prey
accessibility. Therefore, investigating sex-specific strategy among species and populations could inform on
their degree of adaptation to the prey field and their capacity to buffer large-scale environmental changes.

Ethics. All work was conducted under permit WC-26677-FAU issued by the New Zealand Department of Conservation,
with approved animal handling procedures.

Data accessibility. Data available from the Dryad Digital Repository: https://dx.doi.org/10.5061/dryad.w9ghx3fmf; and
https://dx.doi.org/10.5061/dryad .xpnvxOked [147].

Authors” contributions. S.M.W., J.P.A. and T.P. conceived the study design. T.P. collected data and wrote the paper. J.P.A.,
SM.W. and A K. substantially edited the paper. T.P., ] P.A. and A.K. developed methods. T.P. and A K. analysed the
data. SSM.W. and J.P.A. contributed substantial materials, resources and funding.

Competing interests. We have no competing interests.

Funding. The study was funded by the Museum of New Zealand Te Papa Tongarewa, Deakin University, Centre
d’Etudes Biologiques de Chizé /University of La Rochelle and the Brian Mason Trust.

Acknowledgements. We thank Ngati Tahu's Kati Waewae runaka for consent to study the petrels, the DOC and
Conservation Volunteers New Zealand for the access in specially protected area of the Paparoa ranges. We are also
grateful to all fieldworkers for their assistance with the colony monitoring and loggers’ deployments (Leon Berard,
Laureline Durand, Francois Méme, Kerry-Jayne Wilson, Leon Dalziel), and Matt Pinkerton for his advice. We thank
the associate editor Dr Agustina Gémez-Laich and two anonymous reviewers who helped to improve the manuscript.

References

Croxall JP, Butchart SHM, Lascelles B, Stommel H. 1963 Varieties of oceanographic 9. Ventura F, Granadeiro JP, Padget O, Catry P.
Stattersfield AJ, Sullivan B, Symes A, Taylor P. experience. Science 139, 572-576. (doi:10. 2020 Gadfly petrels use knowledge of the
2012 Seabird conservation status, threats and 1126/science.139.3555.572) windscape, not memorized foraging patches, to
priority actions: a global assessment. Bird Haury L, McGowan J, Wiebe P. 1978 Patterns optimize foraging trips on ocean-wide scales.
Conserv. Int. 22, 1-34. (doi:10.1017/ and processes in the time-space scales of Proc. R. Soc. B 287, 20191775. (doi:10.1098/
$0959270912000020) plankton distributions. Spatial pattern in rspb.2019.1775)

Brooke L. 2004 The food consumption of the plankton communities. Berlin, Germany: 10.  Ricklefs RE. 1990 Seabird life histories and the
world’s seabirds. Proc. R. Soc. B 271, 246-248. Springer. marine environment: some speculations.
(doi:10.1098/rsh1.2003.0153) Abolaffio M, Reynolds AM, Cecere JG, Paiva VH, Colonial Waterbirds 13, 1-6. (doi:10.2307/
Prince PA, Morgan R. 1987 Diet and Focardi S. 2018 Olfactory-cued navigation in 1521414)

feeding ecology of Procellariiformes. In shearwaters: linking movement pattems to 1. Croxall J, Ricketts C. 1983 Energy costs of
Seabirds: feeding ecology and role in mechanisms. Sci. Rep. 8, 11590. (doi:10.1038/ incubation in the wandering albatross Diomedea
marine ecosystems (ed. JP Croxall), 5$41598-018-29919-0) exulans. Ibis 125, 33-39. (doi:10.1111/j.1474-
pp. 135-171. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge Weimerskirch H, Gault A, Cherel Y. 2005 Prey 919X.1983.th03081.x)

University Press. distribution and patchiness: factors in 12.  Gremillet D, Schmid D, Culik B. 1995 Energy

Warham J. 1996 The behaviour, population
biology and physiology of the petrels. New York,
NY: Academic Press.

foraging success and efficiency of wandering
albatrosses. Ecology 86, 2611-2622. (doi:10.
1890/04-1866)

requirements of breeding great cormorants
Phalacrocorax carbo sinensis. Mar. Ecol. Prog.
Ser. 121, 1-9. (doi:10.3354/meps121001)

LisLeL 22 s tadg 205 -y sosy/jeumol/bioBusygndisaposeror [


https://dx.doi.org/10.5061/dryad.w9ghx3fmf
https://dx.doi.org/10.5061/dryad.w9ghx3fmf
https://dx.doi.org/10.5061/dryad.xpnvx0kcd
https://dx.doi.org/10.5061/dryad.xpnvx0kcd
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0959270912000020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0959270912000020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsbl.2003.0153
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.139.3555.572
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.139.3555.572
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-29919-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-29919-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/04-1866
http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/04-1866
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2019.1775
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2019.1775
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1521414
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1521414
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1474-919X.1983.tb03081.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1474-919X.1983.tb03081.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps121001

13.

14,

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21,

22.

2.

24,

25.

26.

27.

2.

Shaffer SA, Costa DP, Weimerskirch H. 2003
Foraging effort in relation to the constraints of
reproduction in free-ranging albatrosses. Funct.
Ecol. 17, 66—74. (doi:10.1046/j.1365-2435.2003.
00705.x)

Phillips R, Hamer K. 1999 Lipid reserves, fasting
capability and the evolution of nestling obesity
in Procellariiform seabirds. Proc. R. Soc. Lond. B
266, 1329-1334. (doi:10.1098/rspb.1999.0783)
Weimerskirch H, Chastel 0, Ackermann L,
Chaurand T, Cuenot-Chaillet F, Hindermeyer X,
Judas J. 1994 Alternate long and short foraging
trips in pelagic seabird parents. Anim. Behav.
47, 472-476. (doi:10.1006/anbe.1994.1065)
Baduini C, Hyrenbach D. 2003 Biogeography of
Procellariiform foraging strategies: does ocean
productivity influence provisioning?. Mar.
Ornithol. 31, 101-112.

Cherel Y, Hobson K, Weimerskirch H. 2005 Using
stable isotopes to study resource acquisition and
allocation in Procellariiform seabirds. Oecologia
145, 533-540. (doi:10.1007/500442-005-0156-7)
Berlincourt M, Amould JP. 2015 Breeding short-
tailed shearwaters buffer local environmental
variability in south-eastern Australia by foraging
in Antarctic waters. Mov. Ecol. 3, 16. (doi:10.
1186/540462-015-0044-7)

Behrenfeld MJ, Boss E, Siegel DA, Shea DM.
2005 Carbon-based ocean productivity and
phytoplankton physiology from space. Global
Biogeochem. Cycles 19, GB1006. (doi:10.1029/
2004GB002299)

Phillips RA, Silk JR, Croxall JP, Afanasyev V,
Bennett VJ. 2005 Summer distribution and
migration of nonbreeding albatrosses: individual
consistencies and implications for conservation.
Ecology 86, 2386—2396. (doi:10.1890/04-1885)
Gonzalez-Solis J, Croxall JP, Oro D, Ruiz X. 2007
Trans-equatorial migration and mixing in the
wintering areas of a pelagic seabird. Front. Ecol.
Environ. 5, 297-301. (d0i:10.1890/1540-
9295(2007)5[297:TMAMIT]2.0.€0;2)

Furness R, Monaghan P. 1987 Seabird feeding
ecology. Seabird ecology. Berlin, Germany:
Springer.

Lack D. 1954 The natural regulation on animal
numbers. Oxford, UK: Clarendon Press.

Regular PM, Hedd A, Montevecchi WA,
Robertson GJ, Storey AE, Walsh CJ. 2014 Why
timing is everything: energetic costs and
reproductive consequences of resource mismatch
for a chick-rearing seabird. Ecosphere 5, 1-13.
(doi:10.1890/ES14-00182.1)

Granadeiro J. 1993 Variation in measurements
of Cory’s shearwater between populations and
sexing by discriminant analysis. Ringing
Migration 14, 103—112. (doi:10.1080/03078698.
1993.9674051)

Lorentsen S-H, Rav N. 1994 Sex determination
of Antarctic petrels Thalassoica antarctica by
discriminant analysis of morphometric
characters. Polar Biol. 14, 143-145.

Warham J. 1990 The petrels: their ecology and
breeding systems. London, UK: Academic Press.
Castro GD, Delgado JD, Gonzdlez J, Wink M.
2013 Sexual size dimorphism in the extreme SW
breeding population of the European storm
petrel Hydrobates pelagicus (Aves:
Procellariformes). Vertebrate Zool. 63, 313-320.

29.

30.

31

32

33.

34,

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

41.

42.

8.

Croxall JP. 1995 Sexual size dimorphism in
seabirds. Oikos 73, 399-403. (doi:10.2307/
3545964)

Shaffer SA. 2004 Annual energy budget and
food requirements of breeding wandering
albatrosses (Diomedea exulans). Polar Biol. 27,
253-256. (doi:10.1007/500300-004-0593-5)
Gonzdlez-Solis J, Croxall JP, Wood AG. 2000
Sexual dimorphism and sexual segregation in
foraging strategies of northern giant petrels,
Macronectes halli, during incubation. Oikos 90,
390-398. (doi:10.1034/}.1600-0706.2000.
900220.x)

Phillips R, Croxall J, Silk J, Briggs D. 2007
Foraging ecology of albatrosses and petrels from
South Georgia: two decades of insights from
tracking technologies. Aquat. Conserv. 17,
$6—521. (doi:10.1002/agc.906)

Pinet P, Jaquemet S, Phillips RA, Le Corre M.
2012 Sex-specific foraging strategies throughout
the breeding season in a tropical, sexually
monomorphic small petrel. Anim. Behav. 83,
979-989. (doi:10.1016/j.anbehav.2012.01.019)
Gianuca D, Phillips RA, Townley S, Votier SC.
2017 Global patterns of sex-and age-specific
variation in seabird bycatch. Biol. Conserv. 205,
60-76. (doi:10.1016/j.biocon.2016.11.028)
Cortés V, Garcia-Barcelona S, Gonzalez-Solis J.
2018 Sex-and age-biased mortality of three
shearwater species in longline fisheries of the
Mediterranean. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 588,
229-241. (doi:10.3354/meps12427)

Both C, Visser ME. 2005 The effect of climate
change on the correlation between avian life-
history traits. Glob. Change Biol. 11,
1606-1613.

Zotier R. 1990 Breeding ecology of a
subantarctic winter breeder: the gray

petrel Procellaria cinerea on Kerguelen

Islands. Emu 90, 180-184. (doi:10.1071/
MU9900180)

Baker AJ, Coleman JD. 1977 The breeding cycle
of the Westland black petrel (Procellaria
westlandica). Notornis 24, 211-231.

Birdlife International. 2018 Procellaria
westlandica. The 1UCN red list of threatened
species 2018: €T22698155A132629809. (doi:10.
2305/IUCN.UK.2018-2.RLTS.T22698155A
132629809.en)

Ainley DG, Porzig E, Zajanc D, Spear LB. 2015
Seabird flight behavior and height in response
to altered wind strength and direction. Mar.
Ornithol. 43, 25-36.

Freeman AND, Nicholls DG, Wilson KJ, Bartle JA.
1997 Radio- and satellite-tracking Westland
petrels Procellaria westlandica. Mar. Ornithol.
25, 31-36.

Pollet IL, Ronconi RA, Jonsen ID, Leonard ML,
Taylor PD, Shutler D. 2014 Foraging movements
of Leach’s storm-petrels Oceanodroma leucorhoa
during incubation. J. Avian Biol. 45, 305-314.
(doi:10.1111/jav.00361)

Landers TJ, Dennis TE, Hauber ME. 2011 Gender
assignment of Westland petrels (Procellaria
westlandica) using linear discriminant function
analysis. Wilson J. Ornithol. 123, 720-725.
(doi:10.1676/10-141.1)

Landers TJ, Rayner MJ, Phillips RA, Hauber ME.
2011 Dynamics of seasonal movements by a

46.

47.

4.

49.

50.

51

52.

53.

54,

55.

trans-Pacific migrant, the Westland petrel.
Condor 113, 71-79. (d0i:10.1525/cond.2011.
100064)

Waugh SM, Griffiths JW, Poupart TA, Filippi DP,
Rogers K, Amould JY. 2018 Environmental
factors and fisheries influence the foraging
patterns of a subtropical seabird, the Westland
petrel (Procellaria westlandica), in the Tasman
Sea. Condor 120, 371-387. (doi:10.1650/
CONDOR-17-179.1)

Péron C, Delord K, Phillips RA, Charbonnier Y,
Marteau C, Louzao M, Weimerskirch H. 2010
Seasonal variation in oceanographic habitat and
behaviour of white-chinned petrels Procellaria
aequinoctialis from Kerguelen Island. Mar. Ecol.
Prog. Ser. 416, 267—284. (doi:10.3354/
meps08785)

Zhang J, Dennis TE, Landers TJ, Bell E, Perry GL.
2017 Linking individual-based and statistical
inferential models in movement ecology: a case
study with black petrels (Procellaria parkinsoni).
Ecol. Modell. 360, 425—436. (doi:10.1016/j.
ecolmodel.2017.07.017)

Freeman AND, Wilson KJ, Nicholls DG. 2001
Westland petrels and the Hoki fishery:
determining co-occurrence using satellite
telemetry. Emu 101, 47-56. (doi:10.1071/
MUO00061)

Matear R, Chamberlain M, Sun C, Feng M. 2013
(limate change projection of the Tasman Sea
from an eddy-resolving ocean model.

J. Geophys. Res. Oceans 118, 2961-2976.
(doi:10.1002/jgrc.20202)

Pereira JM, Paiva VH, Phillips RA, Xavier JC.
2018 The devil is in the detail: small-scale
sexual segregation despite large-scale

spatial overlap in the wandering albatross.
Mar. Biol. 165, 55. (doi:10.1007/500227-018-
3316-0)

Waugh SM, Barbraud C, Delord K, Simister KLJ,
Baker GB, Hedley GK, Wilson K-J, Rands DRD.
2020 Trends in density, abundance, and
response to storm damage for Westland petrels
Procellaria westlandica 2007-2019. Mar.
Ornithol. 48, 273-281.

Wilson K-J. 2016 A review of the biology and
ecology and an evaluation of threats to the
Westland petrel Procellaria westlandica.
Charleston, NZ: West Coast Penguin

Trust. (http:/www bluepenguin org nz/wp-
content/uploads/Westland-petrel-threats-report-
June-2016-Kerry-Jayne-Wilson1 pdf) (accessed
14 September 2017).

Morris G, Conner LM. 2017 Assessment of
accuracy, fix success rate, and use of estimated
horizontal position error (EHPE) to filter
inaccurate data collected by a common
commercially available GPS logger. PLoS ONE
12, €0189020.

Phillips RA, Xavier JC, Croxall JP. 2003 Effects
of satellite transmitters on albatrosses

and petrels. Auk 120, 1082—1090. (doi:10.
1642/0004-8038(2003)120[1082:E0STOA]2.0.
0;2)

Chivers LS, Hatch SA, Elliott KH. 2016
Accelerometry reveals an impact of short-
term tagging on seabird activity budgets.
Condor 118, 159-168. (doi:10.1650/CONDOR-
15-66.1)

LLst6L £ s uadp 205y sosyjewmol/biobunsiqndfaanosiedor [y


http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2435.2003.00705.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2435.2003.00705.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.1999.0783
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/anbe.1994.1065
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00442-005-0156-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s40462-015-0044-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s40462-015-0044-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2004GB002299
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2004GB002299
http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/04-1885
http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/1540-9295(2007)5[297:TMAMIT]2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/1540-9295(2007)5[297:TMAMIT]2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/ES14-00182.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/03078698.1993.9674051
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/03078698.1993.9674051
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3545964
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3545964
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00300-004-0593-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1034/j.1600-0706.2000.900220.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1034/j.1600-0706.2000.900220.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/aqc.906
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2012.01.019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2016.11.028
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps12427
http://dx.doi.org/10.1071/MU9900180
http://dx.doi.org/10.1071/MU9900180
http://dx.doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2018-2.RLTS.T22698155A 132629809.en
http://dx.doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2018-2.RLTS.T22698155A 132629809.en
http://dx.doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2018-2.RLTS.T22698155A 132629809.en
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jav.00361
http://dx.doi.org/10.1676/10-141.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1525/cond.2011.100064
http://dx.doi.org/10.1525/cond.2011.100064
http://dx.doi.org/10.1650/CONDOR-17-179.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1650/CONDOR-17-179.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps08785
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps08785
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolmodel.2017.07.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolmodel.2017.07.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1071/MU00061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1071/MU00061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jgrc.20202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00227-018-3316-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00227-018-3316-0
http://www
http://www
http://dx.doi.org/10.1642/0004-8038(2003)120[1082:EOSTOA]2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1642/0004-8038(2003)120[1082:EOSTOA]2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1642/0004-8038(2003)120[1082:EOSTOA]2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1650/CONDOR-15-66.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1650/CONDOR-15-66.1

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

65.

66.

67.

68.

Storer R. 1966 Sexual dimorphism and food
habits in three North American accipiters. The
Auk 83, 423-436. (doi:10.2307/4083053)
Benito M, Gonzalez-Solis J. 2007 Sex ratio,
sex-specific chick mortality and sexual size
dimorphism in birds. J. Evol. Biol. 20,
1522-1530. (doi:10.1111/j.1420-9101.2007.
01327.x)

R Core Team. 2017 R: a language and
environment for statistical computing.

Vienna, Austria: R Foundation for Statistical
Computing.

Freeman R, Dennis T, Landers T, Thompson D,
Bell E, Walker M, Guilford T. 2010 Black petrels
(Procellaria parkinsoni) patrol the ocean shelf-
break: GPS tracking of a vulnerable
procellariiform seabird. PLoS ONE 5, €9236.
(doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0009236)

Calenge C. 2006 The package ‘adehabitat’ for
the R software: a tool for the analysis of
space and habitat use by animals. Ecol. Modell.
197, 516-519. (doi:10.1016/j.ecolmodel.2006.
03.017)

Pfister R, Schwarz KA, Janczyk M, Dale R,
Freeman J. 2013 Good things peak in pairs: a
note on the bimodality coefficient. Front.
Psychol. 4, 700.

Deevi S, Strategies D. 2016 modes: find the
modes and assess the modality of complex and
mixture distributions, especially with big
datasets. R package version 0.7.0. See https://
www.rdocumentation.org/packages/modes/
versions/0.7.0/topics/modes-package.

Hijmans RJ, Van Etten J. 2016 Raster:
geographic data analysis and modeling. R
package version 2.5-8. Vlienna, Austria: The R
Foundation (https:/CRANR-project org/
package=raster).

Cianchetti-Benedetti M, Catoni C, Kato A, Massa
B, Quillfeldt P. 2017 A new algorithm for the
identification of dives reveals the foraging
ecology of a shallow-diving seabird using
accelerometer data. Mar. Biol. 164, 77. (doi:10.
1007/500227-017-3106-0)

Wilson RP, White (R, Quintana F, Halsey LG,
Liebsch N, Martin GR, Butler PJ. 2006 Moving
towards acceleration for estimates of activity-
specific metabolic rate in free-living animals:
the case of the cormorant. J. Anim. Ecol. 75,
1081-1090. (doi:10.1111/).1365-2656.2006.
01127.x)

Collins PM, Green JA, Warwick-Evans V, Dodd S,
Shaw PJA, Arnould JPY, Halsey LG. 2015
Interpreting behaviors from accelerometry: a
method combining simplicity and objectivity.
Ecol. Evol. 5, 4642-4654. (doi:10.1002/
ece3.1660)

Sakamoto KQ, Sato K, Ishizuka M, Watanuki Y,
Takahashi A, Daunt F, Wanless S. 2009 Can
ethograms be automatically generated using
body acceleration data from free-ranging birds?
PLoS ONE 4, 5379. (doi:10.1371/journal.pone.
0005379)

Warwick-Evans V, Atkinson P, Gauvain R,
Robinson L, Arnould J, Green J. 2015
Time-in-area represents foraging activity

in a wide-ranging pelagic forager. Mar. Ecol.
Prog. Ser. 527, 233-246. (doi:10.3354/
meps11262)

69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

74.

75.

76.

71.

78.

79.

81.

Marchant S, Higgins PJ. 1990 Handbook of
Australian, New Zealand and Antarctic birds, Vol
1 ratites to ducks, (parts A and B) part A ratites
to petrels; part B Australian pelican to ducks
735p(Part a); li+664p(Part B) Raou (Royal
Australasian Omnithologists Union): Moonee
Ponds, Victoria, Australia; Oxford University
Press Australia: Oxford, England, Uk; New York,
New York, USA Illus Maps:735P (PART A), Ill+
664P (PART B)-735P (PART A), Ill+664P

(PART B).

Qasem L, Cardew A, Wilson A, Griffiths |, Halsey
LG, Shepard EL, Gleiss AC, Wilson R. 2012
Tri-axial dynamic acceleration as a proxy for
animal energy expenditure; should we be
summing values or calculating the vector? PLoS
ONE 7, €31187. (doi:10.1371/journal.pone.
0031187)

Reisinger RR et al. 2018 Habitat modelling of
tracking data from multiple marine predators
identifies important areas in the southern
Indian Ocean. Divers. Distrib. 24, 535-550.
(doi:10.1111/ddi.12702)

Jaeger A, Connan M, Richard P, Cherel Y. 2010
Use of stable isotopes to quantify seasonal
changes of trophic niche and levels of
population and individual specialisation in
seabirds. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 401, 269-277.
(doi:10.3354/meps08380)

Bearhop S, Adams CE, Waldron S, Fuller RA,
MacLeod H. 2004 Determining trophic niche
width: a novel approach using stable isotope
analysis. J. Anim. Ecol. 73, 1007-1012. (doi:10.
1111/}.0021-8790.2004.00861.x)

Ceia FR, Ramos JA, Phillips RA, Cherel Y, Jones
DG, Vieira RP, Xavier JC. 2015 Analysis of stable
isotope ratios in blood of tracked wandering
albatrosses fails to distinguish a 613C gradient
within their winter foraging areas in the
southwest Atlantic Ocean. Rapid Commun.
Mass Spectrom. 29, 2328-2336. (doi:10.1002/
rcm.7401)

Zuur AF, leno EN, Walker N, Saveliev AA, Smith
GM. 2009 Mixed effects models and extensions in
ecology with R. Berlin, Germany: Springer
Science & Business Media.

Bolker BM, Brooks ME, Clark CJ, Geange SW,
Poulsen JR, Stevens MHH, White J-SS. 2009
Generalized linear mixed models: a practical
guide for ecology and evolution. Trends Ecol. Evol.
24, 127-135. (doi:10.1016/j.tree.2008.10.008)
Pinheiro J, Bates D, DebRoy S, Sarkar D. 2014 R
Core Team. 2014 nime: linear and nonlinear
mixed effects models. R package version
3.1-117. See http://CRANR-project org/
package= nime.

Wood S. 2018 mgcv: Mixed GAM computation
vehicle with GCV/AIC/REML smoothness
estimation and GAMMs by REML/PQL. R
package version 1-8. See https://CRAN.I-
project.org/web/packages/mgcv/index.html.
Akaike H. 1974 A new look at the statistical
model identification. /EEE Trans. Automat. Cont.
19, 716-723.

Barton K. 2016 MuMin: multi-model inference.
R package version 1.15.6. See https://CRAN.R-
project.org/package=MuMin.

Burnham KP, Anderson DR, Huyvaert KP. 2011
AIC model selection and multimodel inference

82.

83.

84.

85.

86.

87.

88.

89.

90.

91.

92.

93.

in behavioral ecology: some background,
observations, and comparisons. Behav. Ecol.
Sociobiol. 65, 23-35. (doi:10.1007/500265-010-
1029-6)

Jackson AL, Inger R, Pamell AC, Bearhop S. 2011
Comparing isotopic niche widths among and
within communities: SIBER—stable isotope
Bayesian ellipses in R. J. Anim. Ecol. 80,
595-602. (doi:10.1111/).1365-2656.2011.
01806.x)

Waugh SM, Doherty Jr PF, Freeman AND,
Adams L, Woods GC, Bartle JA, Hedley GK. 2006
Demography of Westland petrels (Procellaria
westlandica), 1995-2003. Emu 106, 219-226.
(doi:10.1071/MU05065)

Freeman AND. 1997 The influence of Hoki
fishing vessels on Westland petrel (Procellaria
westlandica) distribution at sea. Notornis 44,
159-164.

Berrow SD, Wood AG, Prince PA. 2000
Foraging location and range of white-
chinned petrels Procellaria aequinoctialis
breeding in the south Atlantic. J. Avian Biol. 31,
303-311. (doi:10.1034/}.1600-048X.2000.
310305.x)

Rollinson DP, Dilley BJ, Davies D, Ryan PG. 2018
Year-round movements of white-chinned petrels
from Marion Island, south-western Indian
Ocean. Antarct. Sci. 30, 183—195. (doi:10.1017/
50954102018000056)

Rayner M, Hauber ME, Clout M, Seldon D, Van
Dijken S, Bury S, Phillips R. 2008 Foraging
ecology of the Cook's petrel Pterodroma cookii
during the austral breeding season: a
comparison of its two populations. Mar. Ecol.
Prog. Ser. 370, 271-284. (doi:10.3354/
meps07660)

Oppel S et al. 2018 Spatial scales of marine
conservation management for breeding
seabirds. Mar. Policy 98, 37—46. (doi:10.1016/j.
marpol.2018.08.024)

Weimerskirch H, Ancel A, Caloin M, Zahariev A,
Spagiari J, Kersten M, Chastel 0. 2003 Foraging
efficiency and adjustment of energy expenditure
in a pelagic seabird provisioning its chick.

J. Anim. Ecol. 72, 500—508. (doi:10.1046/j.1365-
2656.2002.00720.x)

Wischnewski S, Ameill GE, Bennison AW, Dillane
E, Poupart TA, Hinde CA, Jessopp MJ, Quinn JL.
2019 Variation in foraging strategies over a
large spatial scale reduces parent—

offspring conflict in Manx shearwaters. Anim.
Behav. 151, 165-176. (doi:10.1016/j.anbehav.
2019.03.014)

Navarro J, Kaliontzopoulou A, Gonzalez-Solis J.
2009 Sexual dimorphism in bill morphology and
feeding ecology in Cory’s shearwater
(Calonectris diomedea). Zoology 112, 128-138.
(doi:10.1016/j.2001.2008.05.001)

Riou S, Gray CM, Brooke MdL, Quillfeldt P, Masello
JF, Perrins C, Hamer KC. 2011 Recent impacts of
anthropogenic climate change on a higher
marine predator in western Britain. Mar. Ecol.
Prog. Ser. 422, 105-112. (doi:10.3354/
meps08968)

Cecere JG, Gaibani G, Imperio S. 2014 Effects of
environmental variability and offspring growth
on the movement ecology of breeding
Scopoli's shearwater Calonectris diomedea.

LisL6L 22 s tadg 205 -y sosy/jeumol/bioBusygndisaposeror [


http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/4083053
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1420-9101.2007.01327.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1420-9101.2007.01327.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0009236
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolmodel.2006.03.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolmodel.2006.03.017
https://www.rdocumentation.org/packages/modes/versions/0.7.0/topics/modes-package
https://www.rdocumentation.org/packages/modes/versions/0.7.0/topics/modes-package
https://www.rdocumentation.org/packages/modes/versions/0.7.0/topics/modes-package
https://CRANR-projectorg/package=raster
https://CRANR-projectorg/package=raster
https://CRANR-projectorg/package=raster
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00227-017-3106-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00227-017-3106-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2656.2006.01127.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2656.2006.01127.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ece3.1660
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ece3.1660
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0005379
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0005379
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps11262
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps11262
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0031187
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0031187
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ddi.12702
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps08380
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.0021-8790.2004.00861.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.0021-8790.2004.00861.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/rcm.7401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/rcm.7401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2008.10.008
http://CRANR-project
http://CRANR-project
https://CRAN.r-project.org/web/packages/mgcv/index.html
https://CRAN.r-project.org/web/packages/mgcv/index.html
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=MuMIn
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=MuMIn
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00265-010-1029-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00265-010-1029-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2656.2011.01806.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2656.2011.01806.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1071/MU05065
http://dx.doi.org/10.1034/j.1600-048X.2000.310305.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1034/j.1600-048X.2000.310305.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0954102018000056
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0954102018000056
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps07660
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps07660
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2018.08.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2018.08.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2656.2002.00720.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2656.2002.00720.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2019.03.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2019.03.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.zool.2008.05.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps08968
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps08968

94.

9.

9.

97.

9.

9.

100.

101.

102.

103.

104.

105.

106.

Curr. Zool. 60, 622—630. (doi:10.1093/czoolo/
60.5.622)

Deppe L, McGregor KF, Tomasetto F, Briskie JV,
Scofield RP. 2014 Distribution and predictability
of foraging areas in breeding Chatham
albatrosses Thalassarche eremita in relation to
environmental characteristics. Mar. Ecol. Prog.
Ser. 498, 287-301. (doi:10.3354/meps10624)
Shaffer SA et al. 2009 Spatiotemporal habitat
use by breeding sooty shearwaters Puffinus
griseus. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 391, 209-220.
(doi:10.3354/meps07932)

Louzao M, Navarro J, Forero MG, Igual JM,
Genovart M, Hobson KA, Oro D. 2011 Exploiting
the closest production area: geographical
segregation of foraging grounds in a critically
endangered seabird. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 429,
291-U650. (doi:10.3354/meps09126)

Freeman AND. 1998 Diet of Westland petrels
Procellaria westlandica: the importance of
fisheries waste during chick-rearing. £mu 98,
36-43. (doi:10.1071/MU98005)

Litzow MA, Piatt JF. 2003 Variance in prey
abundance influences time budgets of breeding
seabirds: evidence from pigeon guillemots
Cepphus columba. J. Avian Biol. 34, 54—64.
(doi:10.1034/j.1600-048X.2003.02995.x)
Markones N, Dierschke V, Garthe S. 2010
Seasonal differences in at-sea activity of
seabirds underline high energetic

demands during the breeding period.

J. Ornithol. 151, 329-336. (doi:10.1007/510336-
009-0459-2)

Linnebjerg JF, Huffeldt NP, Falk K, Merkel FR,
Mosbech A, Frederiksen M. 2014 Inferring
seabird activity budgets from leg-mounted
time—depth recorders. J. Ornithol. 155,
301-306. (doi:10.1007/510336-013-1015-7)
Collins PM, Halsey LG, Amould JP, Shaw PJ,
Dodd S, Green JA. 2016 Energetic consequences
of time-activity budgets for a breeding
seabird. J. Zool. 300, 153-162. (doi:10.1111/
j20.12370)

Weimerskirch H, Guionnet T. 2002 Comparative
activity pattern during foraging of four albatross
species. [bis 144, 40-50. (doi:10.1046/j.0019-
1019.2001.00021.x)

Matsumoto K, Oka N, Ochi D, Muto F, Satoh TP,
Watanuki Y. 2012 Foraging behavior and diet of
streaked shearwaters Calonectris leucomelas
rearing chicks on Mikura Island. Ornithol. Sci.
11, 9-19. (d0i:10.2326/0s}.11.9)

Phalan B, Phillips RA, Silk JR, Afanasyev V,
Fukuda A, Fox J, Catry P, Higuchi H, Croxall JP.
2007 Foraging behaviour of four albatross
species by night and day. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser.
340, 271-286. (doi:10.3354/meps340271)
Neumann DR. 2001 Seasonal movements of
short-beaked common dolphins (Delphinus
delphis) in the north-western Bay of Plenty,
New Zealand: influence of sea surface
temperature and El Nifio/La Nifa. N. J. Mar.
Freshwater Res. 35, 371-374. (doi:10.1080/
00288330.2001.9517007)

Wilson RP, Quintana F, Hobson VJ. 2012
Construction of energy landscapes can clarify
the movement and distribution of foraging
animals. Proc. R. Soc. B 279, 975-980. (doi:10.
1098/rspb.2011.1544)

107.

108.

109.

110.

m.

12.

113.

114,

115.

116.

7.

118.

119.

120.

121

Elliott KH et al. 2014 Windscapes shape seabird
instantaneous energy costs but adult behaviour
buffers impact on offspring. Mov. Ecol. 2, 17.
(doi:10.1186/540462-014-0017-2)

Lampert W. 1989 The adaptive significance of
diel vertical migration of zooplankton. Funct.
Ecol. 3, 21-27. (doi:10.2307/2389671)

Imber MJ. 1976 Comparison of prey of the black
Procellaria petrels of New Zealand. N. Z. J. Mar.
Freshwater Res. 10, 119-130. (doi:10.1080/
00288330.1976.9515603)

Voss NA. 1985 Systematics, biology and
biogeography of the cranchiid cephalopod
genus Teuthowenia (Oegopsida). Bull. Mar. Sci.
36, 1-85.

May J, Blaber S. 1989 Benthic and pelagic fish
biomass of the upper continental slope off
eastern Tasmania. Mar. Biol. 101, 11-25.
(doi:10.1007/BF00393474)

Williams A, Koslow J. 1997 Species composition,
biomass and vertical distribution of micronekton
over the mid-slope region off southern
Tasmania, Australia. Mar. Biol. 130, 259-276.
(doi:10.1007/5002270050246)

O'brien D. 1988 Surface schooling behaviour of
the coastal krill Nyctiphanes australis (Crustacea:
Euphausiacea) off Tasmania, Australia. Mar. Ecol.
Prog. Ser. 42, 219-233. (doi:10.3354/
meps042219)

De Pascalis F, Imperio S, Benvenuti A, Catoni C,
Rubolini D, Cecere JG. 2020 Sex-spedific foraging
behaviour is affected by wind conditions in a
sexually size dimorphic seabird. Anim. Behav. 166,
207-2018. (doi:10.1016/j.anbehav.2020.05.014)
Poupart TA, Waugh SM, Miskelly CM, Kato A,
Angel LP, Rogers KM, Arnould JP. 2019 Fine-
scale foraging behaviour of southern Buller's
albatross, the only Thalassarche that provisions
chicks through winter. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 625,
163-179.

Bell EA. 2016 Diving behaviour of black petrels
(Procellaria parkinsoni) in New Zealand waters
and its relevance to fisheries interaction.
Notornis 63, 57-65.

Rollinson D, Dilley B, Ryan P. 2014 Diving
behaviour of white-chinned petrels and its
relevance for mitigating longline bycatch. Polar
Biol. 37, 1301-1308. (doi:10.1007/500300-014-
1521-y)

Koslow JA, Kloser RJ, Williams A. 1997 Pelagic
biomass and community structure over the
mid-continental slope off southeastern Australia
based upon acoustic and midwater trawl
sampling. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 146, 21-35.
(doi:10.3354/meps146021)

Bradford-Grieve J, Livingston M. 2011 Spawning
fisheries and the productivity of the

marine environment off the west coast of

the South Island, New Zealand. New

Zealand Aquatic Environment and Biodiversity
Report 84.

Spear LB, Ainley DG, Webb SW. 2005
Distribution, abundance, habitat use and
behaviour of three Procellaria petrels off South
America. Notornis 52, 88—105.

Butler E, Butt J, Lindstrom E, Teldesley P,
Pickmere S, Vincent W. 1992 Oceanography of
the subtropical convergence zone around
southern New Zealand. N. Z. J. Mar. Freshwater

122.

123.

124.

125.

126.

127.

128.

129.

130.

131.

132.

133.

134.

Res. 26, 131-154. (doi:10.1080/00288330.1992. m

9516509)

Cherel Y, Hobson KA. 2007 Geographical
variation in carbon stable isotope signatures of
marine predators: a tool to investigate their
foraging areas in the Southern Ocean. Mar. Ecol.
Prog. Ser. 329, 281-287. (doi:10.3354/
meps329281)

Post DM. 2002 Using stable isotopes to estimate
trophic position: models, methods, and
assumptions. Ecology 83, 703—718. (doi:10.1890/
0012-9658(2002)083[0703:USITET]2.0.C0;2)
Bugoni L, McGill RAR, Furness RW. 2010 The
importance of pelagic longline fishery discards
for a seabird community determined through
stable isotope analysis. J. Exp. Mar. Biol.

Ecol. 391, 190-200. (doi:10.1016/j.jembe.2010.
06.027)

Carvalho PC, Bugoni L, McGill RA, Bianchini A.
2013 Metal and selenium concentrations in
blood and feathers of petrels of the genus
Procellaria. Environ. Toxicol. Chem. 32,
1641-1648. (doi:10.1002/etc.2288)

Cherel Y, Connan M, Jaeger A, Richard P. 2014
Seabird year-round and historical feeding
ecology: blood and feather 513C and 615 N
values document foraging plasticity of small
sympatric petrels. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 505,
267-280. (doi:10.3354/meps10795)

Spear LB, Ainley DG. 1997 Flight speed of
seabirds in relation to wind speed and direction.
Ibis 139, 234-251.

Waugh SM, Barbraud C, Adams L, Freeman
AND, Wilson K-J, Wood G, Landers TJ, Baker GB.
2015 Modelling the demography and
population dynamics of a subtropical seabird,
and the influence of environmental factors.
Condor 117, 147-164. (doi:10.1650/CONDOR-
14-141.1)

Bearhop S, Phillips RA, McGill R, Cherel Y,
Dawson DA, Croxall JP. 2006 Stable isotopes
indicate sex-specific and long-term individual
foraging specialisation in diving seabirds. Mar.
Ecol. Prog. Ser. 311, 157-164. (doi:10.3354/
meps311157)

Gonzélez-Solis J, Croxall J, Afanasyev V. 2007
Offshore spatial segregation in giant petrels
Macronectes spp.: differences between species,
sexes and seasons. Aquat. Conserv. 17,
$22-536. (doi:10.1002/aqc.911)

Phillips RA, McGill RA, Dawson DA, Bearhop S.
2011 Sexual segregation in distribution,

diet and trophic level of seabirds: insights
from stable isotope analysis. Mar. Biol.

158, 2199-2208. (doi:10.1007/500227-011-
1725-4)

Cleashy IR, Wakefield ED, Bodey TW, Davies RD,
Patrick SC, Newton J, Votier SC, Bearhop S,
Hamer KC. 2015 Sexual segregation in a wide-
ranging marine predator is a consequence of
habitat selection. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 518,
1-12. (d0i:10.3354/meps11112)

Barton E et al. 1998 The transition zone of the
Canary Current upwelling region. Prog.
Oceanogr. 41, 455-504. (doi:10.1016/50079-
6611(98)00023-8)

Serrano-Meneses MA, Székely T. 2006 Sexual
size dimorphism in seabirds: sexual selection,
fecundity selection and differential niche-

*sosi/Jeunof/610Guiysgnd/aposjedos

LLSL6L =L DS uadp 0 Y


http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/czoolo/60.5.622
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/czoolo/60.5.622
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps10624
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps07932
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps09126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1071/MU98005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1034/j.1600-048X.2003.02995.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10336-009-0459-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10336-009-0459-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10336-013-1015-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jzo.12370
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jzo.12370
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.0019-1019.2001.00021.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.0019-1019.2001.00021.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.2326/osj.11.9
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps340271
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00288330.2001.9517007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00288330.2001.9517007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2011.1544
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2011.1544
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s40462-014-0017-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2389671
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00288330.1976.9515603
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00288330.1976.9515603
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00393474
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s002270050246
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps042219
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps042219
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2020.05.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00300-014-1521-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00300-014-1521-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps146021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00288330.1992.9516509
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00288330.1992.9516509
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps329281
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps329281
http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(2002)083[0703:USITET]2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(2002)083[0703:USITET]2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2010.06.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2010.06.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/etc.2288
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps10795
http://dx.doi.org/10.1650/CONDOR-14-141.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1650/CONDOR-14-141.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps311157
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps311157
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/aqc.911
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00227-011-1725-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00227-011-1725-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps11112
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0079-6611(98)00023-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0079-6611(98)00023-8

135.

136.

137.

138.

139.

utilisation. Oikos 113, 385-394. (doi:10.1111/j.
0030-1299.2006.14246.x)

Darwin C. 1896 The descent of Man and
selection in relation to Sex. Vol 1. New York, NY:
D. Appleton.

Shine R. 1989 Ecological causes for the
evolution of sexual dimorphism: a review of the
evidence. Q. Rev. Biol. 64, 419-461. (doi:10.
1086/416458)

Phillips RA, Silk JRD, Phalan B, Catry P, Croxall
JP. 2004 Seasonal sexual segregation in two
Thalassarche albatross species, competitive
exclusion, reproductive role, specialization or
foraging niche divergence? Proc. R. Soc. B 271,
1283-1291.

Hedd A, Montevecchi WA, Phillips R, Fifield DA.
2014 Seasonal sexual segregation by
monomorphic sooty shearwaters Puffinus griseus
reflects different reproductive roles during the pre-
laying period. PLoS ONE 9, €85572.

Laidre KL, Stirling 1, Lowry LF, Wiig 0,
Heide-Jorgensen MP, Ferguson SH. 2008

140.

141

142.

143.

Quantifying the sensitivity of Arctic marine
mammals to climate-induced habitat change.
Ecol. Appl. 18, 597-5125. (doi:10.1890/06-0546.1)
Paredes R, Harding AM, Irons DB, Roby DD,
Suryan RM, Orben RA, Renner H, Young R,
Kitaysky A. 2012 Proximity to multiple foraging
habitats enhances seabirds’ resilience to local
food shortages. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 471,
253-269. (doi:10.3354/meps10034)

Fort J, Porter WP, Grémillet D. 2009
Thermodynamic modelling predicts energetic
bottleneck for seabirds wintering in the
northwest Atlantic. J. Exp. Biol. 212,
2483-2490. (doi:10.1242/jeb.032300)

Oppel S, Meirinho A, Ramirez |, Gardner B,
0'Connell AF, Miller PI, Louzao M. 2012
Comparison of five modelling techniques to
predict the spatial distribution and abundance
of seabirds. Biol. Conserv. 156, 94—104. (doi:10.
1016/j.biocon.2011.11.013)

Forest & Bird. 2014 New Zealand seabirds:
important bird areas and conservation, 72 pp.

145.

146.

147.

Wellington, New Zealand: The Royal Forest &
Bird Protection Society of New Zealand.
Freeman AND, Wilson K-J. 2002 Westland
petrels and hoki fishery waste: opportunistic use
of a readily available resource?. Notornis 49,
139-144.

Richard Y, Abraham ER. 2013 Risk of commercial
fisheries to New Zealand seabird populations.
Wellington, New Zealand: Ministry for Primary
Industries.

Sato N, Katsumata N, Yokota K, Uehara T,
Fusejima |, Minami H. 2016 Tori-lines with
weighted branch lines reduce seabird

bycatch in eastern South Pacific longline fishery.
Aquat. Conserv. 26, 95-107. (doi:10.1002/aqc.
2492)

Poupart TA, Waugh SM, Kato A, Amould JPY.
2020 Data from: Foraging niche overlap during
chick-rearing in the sexually dimorphic
Westland petrel. Dryad Digital Repository.
(https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.w9ghx3fmf and
https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad xpnvxOked)

~

LLt6L £ s uadp 205y sosyjeuwmol/biobunsyqndfaanosiedor g


http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.0030-1299.2006.14246.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.0030-1299.2006.14246.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/416458
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/416458
http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/06-0546.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps10034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/jeb.032300
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2011.11.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2011.11.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/aqc.2492
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/aqc.2492
https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.w9ghx3fmf
https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.xpnvx0kcd

	Foraging niche overlap during chick-rearing in the sexually dimorphic Westland petrel
	Introduction
	Material and methods
	Field procedures
	Data processing and statistical analyses

	Results
	At-sea movements and activity budgets
	Fine-scale foraging behaviour and isotopic niche

	Discussion
	At-sea movements and activity budget
	Foraging behaviour and trophic niche
	Lack of sexual segregation
	Conservation
	Ethics
	Data accessibility
	Authors' contributions
	Competing interests
	Funding

	Acknowledgements
	References


