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Abstract Density-dependent compensation has rarely
been demonstrated in long-lived vertebrates in highly vari-
able environments, such as the wet—dry tropics, where com-
plex factors impact on vital rates. We used an experimental
manipulation of population density in six replicated wild
populations of the northern snake-necked turtle (Chelodina
rugosa). We show that this species can rebound rapidly fol-
lowing reductions in density, and so is resilient to harvest
and predation by pigs. Remarkably, in some populations,
turtle abundance took as little as 1 year to recover from a
strong negative perturbation (>50% experimental popula-
tion reduction) in adult density. This was achieved through
an increase in hatchling recruitment and survival into larger
size classes. Our manipulative experiments, viewed con-
comitantly with previous experimental and correlative
research, challenge the general perceptions that freshwater
turtles universally are highly susceptible to any form of off-
take and that high sub-adult and adult survival is crucial for
achieving long-term population stability in freshwater
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turtles generally. In the case of C. rugosa, such generalities
would produce overly cautious prescriptions for sustainable
management.
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Introduction

Density-dependent processes provide resilience for popula-
tions to recover rapidly from a downward perturbation of
population numbers (Bradshaw et al. 2006), and resistance
to chronic depressions of abundance (Nichols et al. 1984),
in a wide range of organisms (Brook and Bradshaw 2006).
Long-lived species are typically viewed as having “slow”
life histories (slow growth, delayed maturity and high sur-
vival), which constrain the resilience of their populations to
exploitation (Musick 1999). This is because their compen-
satory responses are thought to be limited and recovery
slow (Musick etal. 2000; Smith et al. 1998). However,
some long-lived vertebrates compensate for increases in
mortality through increased natural survival or fecundity,
owing to reduced intraspecific competition (Fowler 1987;
Gaillard et al. 1998). A “slow—fast” continuum in life histo-
ries exists for mammals (Heppell et al. 2000), birds (Sae-
ther etal. 1996) and reptiles (Webb etal. 2002), and a
species position along this continuum influences the sensi-
tivity of population growth to changes in key demographic
parameters (Saether and Bakke 2000). Thus, the life history
traits, ecology and population dynamics of some long-lived
vertebrates are better equipped to compensate a level of
increased mortality through predation or harvest (Fordham
et al. 2007).

@ Springer


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00442-008-1217-5

Oecologia

The prevailing perception is that density-dependent
responses are weak or non-existent in freshwater turtles
(Brooks et al. 1991; Congdon et al. 1993, 1994), owing to
life history strategies characterized by high fecundity (com-
pared to other amniotes), low hatchling survival, delayed
maturity, high juvenile and adult survival, and potentially
long lifespans (Heppell 1998). As such, harvesting adult
and sub-adult turtles is thought to jeopardize population
persistence, because it is the older individuals that have the
highest reproductive value (Congdon etal. 1993, 1994;
Cunnington and Brooks 1996). Although high rates of sur-
vival are certainly crucial for the persistence of some chelo-
nians (Chaloupka 2002; Doak et al. 1994; Heppell 1998)
the generality of this statement has been challenged for tur-
tles (Fordham et al. 2007) and other long-lived organisms,
such as chondrichthyans, which exhibit differential vulnera-
bility to exploitation (Stevens et al. 2000; Walker 1998).
Work on multiple populations of the northern snake-necked
turtle Chelodina rugosa Ogilby 1890 has established a cor-
relation between the intensity of sub-adult and adult turtle
mortality (caused by pig Sus scrofa Linnaeus 1758 preda-
tion and indigenous harvesting) and key life history param-
eters. These correlations indicate that C. rugosa may
compensate for low rates of sub-adult and adult survival
via: (1) increases in hatchling survival, (2) decreases in
female size at maturity, and (3) increases in female post-
maturity growth (Fordham et al. 2007).

The ephemeral swamps and other wetlands of the wet—
dry tropics of northern Australia support high densities of
C. rugosa. Turtle activity is punctuated each year by the dry
season, when the wetlands gradually lose water and often
completely dry. Immediately before drying, turtles move to
the shallows, bury in the mud and aestivate (Kennett and
Christian 1994). Pigs prey heavily on C. rugosa during this
period, killing a large proportion of the inactive turtles
(Fordham et al. 2006b), reducing turtle abundance, possibly
prompting a density-dependent response (Fordham et al.
2007). Although correlative analyses suggest that a fast-
growing, early-maturing and highly fecund species like
C. rugosa may be well equipped to compensate for rela-
tively high levels of adult mortality (Fordham et al. 2007),
manipulative studies are needed to confirm causation
(Cappuccino and Harrison 1996).

How populations respond to disturbance that displaces
them from their equilibrium abundance is of wide interest to
ecologists (Sibly et al. 2007) and of fundamental importance
to the conservation and management of species subjected to
human impacts such as exploitation. However, the interac-
tion between population growth and extrinsic and intrinsic
factors, such as climatic variability and demographic struc-
ture, makes quantifying density-dependent responses (in
population growth and individual vital rates) difficult (Clut-
ton-Brock and Coulson 2002; Lande et al. 2006). Without
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sufficient replicated experimentation, it is not usually possi-
ble to separate density-dependent compensation from fortu-
itous recovery (e.g., owing to favorable environmental
conditions) following harvest mortality even in well-studied
species (Poysa et al. 2004). Manipulation of population size
or other ecological variables such as predation pressure
provides one way to establish the presence or absence of
density-dependent responses (Sinclair et al. 2006). Field
perturbation experiments (and correlative approaches; Gail-
lard et al. 2000) have overwhelmingly focused on long-lived
taxa in relatively stable climates and ecologically less com-
plex systems (e.g., Stewart et al. 2005). Yet, the exploitation
of potentially long-lived organisms is severe in less stable
environments, such as the wet—dry tropics (e.g., Brook and
Whitehead 2005), where complex factors impact on vital
rates (Fordham et al. 2008). Thus our ability to use a scien-
tific approach to manage these ecologically, economically
and socially important species is severely limited.
Approaches by Kennett (1994) (who manipulated C. rugosa
density in a downward direction) and Fordham et al. (2007)
(who monitored a population prior to, and after, a closely
scrutinized harvest event) provide rare examples of mecha-
nistic research in highly variable systems; and strongly sug-
gest that C. rugosa population regulation is, at least
partially, dependent on population abundance.

In this study, by manipulating population size (via reduc-
tion and supplementation), we explore experimentally the
demographic processes which underlie population regulation
in C. rugosa; a potentially long-lived vertebrate distributed in
a complex system where multiple variable factors influence
vital rates (Fordham et al. 2008). While recognizing that pre-
vious correlative and manipulative evidence is supportive of
density-dependent regulation (Fordham et al. 2007; Kennett
1994), here we adopt a more categorical approach, using a
replicated (spatial and temporal) experimental framework to
investigate the relative importance of density-dependent
processes in driving the dynamics of C. rugosa. We use
demographic data collected prior to manipulation at six pre-
viously studied populations (2003-2004; Fordham et al.
2007), providing post-manipulation estimates of key life his-
tory traits (2005-2006) using new field data. Specifically we
test whether C. rugosa populations are regulated by a den-
sity-dependent response in: (1) turtle survival, (2) hatchling
recruitment and subsequent survival into larger size classes,
(3) female post-maturity growth, and (4) reproductive size.

Materials and methods

Study location and experimental design

Seven discrete isolated billabong (waterhole) populations
of C. rugosa were studied in central Arnhem Land, Northern
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Territory, Australia, from 2002 until 2006. They are
referred to by their Aboriginal names. The location, regu-
larity of drying and harvest history of six of the seven
populations is described elsewhere (Fordham et al. 2007).
The location of the additional population, Garromgarrom
(12°18.6'S; 134°29.5'E), typically does not dry in any year
and therefore is unharvested.

During January and February 2005, the densities of three
populations (Imimbar, Ginmilly and Garromgarrom) were
reduced and the captured animals were used to supplement
the populations in Giddadella and Damdam. It is often diffi-
cult to achieve exact replicated levels of manipulation in the
field (Pedersen et al. 2004): manipulated populations were
either reduced by 50-70% or supplemented by 80-100%.
Reduction and supplementation involved only adult and sub-
adult turtles [carapace length (CL) > 140 mm] because only
large individuals tend to be harvested by people (e.g., Ford-
ham et al. 2006b; Georges et al. 2006). The numbers of tur-
tles removed at Imimbar, Ginmilly and Garromgarrom were
142, 40 and 27 (58%, 68% and 64% of the population)
respectively (S1). Giddadella was supplemented with 97 tur-
tles, while Damdam was supplemented with 146, causing a
98% and 81% increase in population size, respectively (S1).
Turtles from an additional billabong, Jibenna (12°9'S;
134°30’E), were used to cover the shortfall in supplement
animals. Murrybulljuluk and Little-Giddadella were chosen
as controls and were not manipulated (see below for sum-
mary of treatments). In 2005 (i.e., after manipulating reduced
and supplement populations), turtle abundance at Little-
Giddadella was reduced by an unanticipated depression in
adult survival brought about by predation by pigs, a rare event
for this waterhole (Fordham et al. 2007), thus we regarded
Little-Giddadella as an unconstrained treatment (S1).

The experimental design allowed key demographic
parameters to be compared prior to (2003—2004; based on
Fordham et al. 2007) and after (2005-2006) density manip-
ulation. Despite the formidable logistical constraints
involved with manipulating remote natural systems, we
were able to achieve some level of spatial and temporal
control. The location of each population ensured that emi-
gration and immigration were sufficiently low so as not to
invalidate our demographic analysis (Fordham et al. 2007).

Trapping and measurement procedures

Each population was trapped twice per year, from 2002 to
2005 (Fordham et al. 2007). In 2005, an additional trapping
session, at the beginning of the wet season, was undertaken at
manipulated billabongs. In 2006 all populations were trapped
from May to June (14-17 months after manipulation). The
methodology of Fordham et al. (2007) was used to measure
turtle size, sex turtles, estimate female reproductive activity
and distinguish hatchlings, yearlings and 2-year juveniles.

Turtle survival and density

Program Mark 4.2 (Colorado State University; White and
Burnham 1999) was used to estimate C. rugosa survival ()
and recapture probabilities (p) using live-recaptures-only
models and combined live-recaptures and dead-recoveries
models (Burnham models; Burnham 1993). A candidate set
of survival and recapture models (2002—-2006) for all popu-
lations except Garromgarrom was previously used to inves-
tigate the impact of environmental (e.g., rainfall) and
human-driven factors (e.g., harvest rates and feral pig abun-
dance; Fordham et al. 2007). An identical live-recaptures-
only candidate model set was created for Garromgarrom
(S2). Akaike’s information criterion weights (w;), whereby
model support is scaled between 0 and 1 relative to all mod-
els under consideration, was used as an objective means of
model comparison for these survival models (Burnham and
Anderson 2001). To test the strength of evidence that
manipulation influences the survival of individuals remain-
ing at each experimental population—working from an
established basis that complex factors impact on survival
rates—manipulation was modeled as a single-term model
and as an additive factor to the most parsimonious model
concluded from prior analysis (Fordham et al. 2007; S3);
models with little information-theoretic support (w; < 0.05)
were excluded from the new candidate set.

Survival and recapture probabilities were model-aver-
aged using w;, so as to include model selection uncertainty
in the estimates of parameter precision (Buckland et al.
1997). Recapture probabilities were used to calculate popu-
lation abundance and approximate 95% confidence inter-
vals (CI) using the standard Horvitz-Thompson estimator
(N; =ny/p;; Seber 1982) and following methods described
by Fordham et al. (2007). ArcView GIS 3.2 software was
used to calculate the surface area of each billabong from
perimeter location points taken at the end of each wet sea-
son. Population density was calculated as number of indi-
viduals per hectare.

Female post-maturity growth

Female post-maturity growth in body size was calculated as
the incremental difference in CL divided by the number of
years between captures. Bootstrapping was used to estimate CI
via the percentile method (Crawley 2002) using the R statisti-
cal package version 2.1.1 (R Development Core Team 2005).

Generalized linear mixed-effects models
Binomial generalized linear mixed-effects models, with
logit-link functions and population of origin (site) as a

random effect, were used to determine the statistical rela-
tionship between: (1) the total proportion of hatchlings
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and yearlings in the population, and (2) the proportion of
reproducing small (CL =180-200 mm) and large
(CL > 220 mm) female turtles during the peak of the
breeding season (April-May) and the influence of three
individual fixed effects: manipulation (manipulated or not
manipulated in the previous year; Manip); year of capture
(Yr), and the probability of surviving from 1 year to the
next (Survival: high ¢ > 0.75; low ¢ < 0.75). The multi-
term model Manip + Survival was also considered.
Similarly, a mixed-effects model with a Gaussian error
structure and an identity link function was used to test the
relationship between female post-maturity growth
(CL > 220 mm) and manipulation. CL was modeled as
covariate (size) in all growth models. We used variance
components analysis to assess the importance of the ran-
dom effect site (Crawley 2007). Key life history traits can
vary between populations due to site-specific differences
that are not modeled as fixed effects (Fordham et al.
2007)—a situation for which Pinheiro and Bates (2000)
recommend that generalized mixed effects models should
not be simplified to generalized leased squares models.
The goodness of fit of models to the data was tested fol-
lowing methods outlined by Crawley (2007). We used the
multi-model inference approach advocated by Burnham
and Anderson (2002) to interpret statistical models;
Akaike’s information criterion corrected for small sample
sizes (AIC,) was used to rank the models, and calculate
the relative weights of evidence for each (w;). Weighted
model averaged coefficients and SEs were calculated
using all models with w; > 0.10, after re-scaling so that the
total weights for those models that contained any given
fixed effect summed to 1 (Lehmann et al. 2008). All gen-
eralized linear mixed effects models were fitted using the
Imer function of the Ime4 package in the R statistical
package (R Development Core Team 2005).

Results
Survival

Density reduction had little influence on C. rugosa survival.
The most parsimonious live-recaptures-only model at all
three reduction sites (Imimbar, Ginmilly and Garromgar-
rom), related ¢ and p to turtle size (Table 1; see S3 for
entire model set). Adding density reduction as a factor at
Imimbar resulted in a slightly lower model ranking. There
was no support for a model that related ¢ and p to reduction
alone (Table 1). There was little support for modeling den-
sity reduction as an additive or sole reduction term at
Ginmilly or Garromgarrom (Table 1). Model-averaged turtle
survival probabilities were high prior to and after manipula-
tion (2003-2006) at Imimbar (¢ = 0.84; 95% CI = 0.59-0.95),
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Ginmilly (¢ =0.93; CI =0.70-0.98) and Garromgarrom
(¢ =0.86; CI = 0.59-0.95).

Density supplementation had little influence on C. rug-
osa survival. According to the most parsimonious com-
bined live captures and dead recoveries model for
Giddadella, severity of pig rooting had the largest influence
on ¢ and p, while the recovery rate of dead animals (r) was
influenced by the presence or absence of water and turtle
size (Table 1; see Fordham etal. 2007 for parameter
descriptions and model interpretation). Adding density sup-
plementation as a factor at Giddadella resulted in a lower
model ranking, but not substantially so. There was little
support for a model that related ¢ and p to supplementation
alone. The best supported survival model for the second
supplementation site, Damdam, related ¢, p and r to the
presence or absence of water, while turtle size positively
influenced r (Table 1). Models that treated supplementation
as an additive factor in a multi-term model, or as a single-
factor model, performed substantially worse. Model-
averaged survival probabilities declined 8—10 months after
supplementation at Giddadella (¢ =0.69, CI =0.54-0.80;
$=047, CI=0.23-0.73) and Damdam (¢ =0.87,
CI =0.25-0.99; ¢ =0.39, CI =0.19-0.64), in response to
predation by pigs, causing a substantial decline in the num-
ber of supplement animals [65% (number of fatalities = 63;
CI=21-75) and 77% (n=113; CI=65-125) decline,
respectively].

Recruitment

Population growth (change in total population size)
responded positively to a substantial reduction in turtle den-
sity (TD) (>50%) at Imimbar (number of turtles = 101,
CI=59-165; n=174, CI=128-272), Ginmilly (n=19,
CI=4-47; n =358, CI =41-98) and Garromgarrom (n = 15,
CI=7-26; n=38, CI=30-49: S1). Increased juvenile
numbers (CL < 140 mm) at all reduction sites in 2006 (14—
17 months post-manipulation; Table 2) was characterized
by a marked increase in the proportion of yearlings (Fig. 1),
suggesting that a negative perturbation in turtle abundance
is quickly compensated by increased hatchling recruitment
(S4).

Juvenile abundance did not show a negative response to
supplementation (>50% increase in density), which is sur-
prising given the strong positive response to density reduc-
tion (Table 2). Population abundance at Damdam declined
following supplementation (number of turtles =326,
CI =262-551; n=220, CI=151-488; S1) but juvenile
numbers remained relatively unchanged (Table 2). This
signified that the decline in abundance was not a symptom
of reduced juvenile recruitment. The number of juveniles at
Giddadella increased substantially following supplementa-
tion, owing heavily to a proportional increase in hatchling
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Table 1 Summary set of mark-recapture models for density reduction
and supplement populations of the snake-necked turtle (Chelodina
rugosa), showing change in Akaike’s information criterion (AIC,) for

single-term and multi-term manipulation models with respect to the
best-ranked model (A,), model weights (w;) and number of parameters

()

Site Treatment Model A, w; k
Imimbar Reduced b(s)p(s*t) 0.00 0.50 5
O(sred)p(stred*t) 1.79 0.21 7
b(red)p(red*s) 10.38 0.00 5
Ginmilly Reduced d(s)p(stt) 0.00 0.68 5
b(s*red)p(stred*t) 3.94 0.09 7
d(red)p(red*t) 11.76 0.00 5
Garromgarrom Reduced d(s)p(s*t) 0.00 0.42 5
d(s*red)p(stred*t) 4.71 0.04 7
d(red)p(red*t) 6.39 0.02 5
Giddadella Supplement Srtpt Hr(wrt™s)A1) 0.00 0.37 9
Gt sup)p(rt*sup ) r(wrtts)A(1) 1.17 0.21 11
b(sup)p(sup*Nr(wrt*s)f(1) 7.76 0.01 9
Damdam Supplement d(wrt)p(wrt)r(wrtts)f(1) 0.00 0.37 8
d(wrttsup)p(wrtsup)r(wrt*s)f(1) 3.29 0.07 10
d(sup)p(sup)r(wrt's)(1) 433 0.04 8

See S3 for the complete model set

Live-recapture-only models were used to model survival (¢) and recapture probabilities (p) at reduced treatments; combined live-recapture and
dead-recovery models were used to model ¢, p and recovery rates (r) at supplemented populations (see main text). Turtle size (s) was modeled as
a covariate. Density reduction (red) and supplementation (sup) were treated as cofactors, as were the presence or absence of water (wtr) and sever-
ity of pig rooting (r7). Where necessary, a relative index of trapping period () averaged across all individuals in the population was modeled as an
across-population covariate; * indicates additive parameters. Model parameters are described in detail elsewhere (Fordham et al. 2007)

recruits (Fig. 1; S4), causing a concomitant boost to popu-
lation abundance (Table 2).

TD at the experimental control, Murrybulljuluk, did not
vary significantly between 2003 and 2006 (Table 2). TD
responded positively to a disturbance in 2003, which appar-
ently displaced it from its equilibrium abundance [TD (n/
ha) prior to disturbance =2.4, CI=1.6-5.3; TD immedi-
ately after a rare disturbance in 2003 = 1.8, CI = 1.3-3.5;
S1], and thereby invoked a density-dependent increase in
hatchling recruitment in 2004 (Fig. 1; S4) and a concomi-
tant increase in juvenile numbers (Table 2). Similarly, TD
at Little-Giddadella (unconstrained treatment) did not vary
between 2003 and 2006 (Table 2). Juveniles were absent in
2003, rare in 2004, but increased in number in 2006, owing
to increased hatchling recruitment (Fig. 1), responding to a
negative perturbation in density in 2005 (TD prior to
disturbance = 8.0, CI =6.7-9.9; TD immediately after a
rare disturbance in 2005 = 6.1, CI = 5.1-7.5; S1).

The relative weightings of the alternative generalized
mixed-effects models suggest that manipulation and sur-
vival together influence hatchling abundance (2003—-2006):
manipulation explained the greatest amount of variance in
yearling abundance (Table 3; see S5 for entire model set).
The most parsimonious model had the total proportion of
hatchlings as a function of manipulation and probability
of survival from 1 year to the next (Hatchlings =
Manip*Survival; w; = 0.809). There was less support for the

saturated model (A;=2.94; w;=0.186) and essentially no
support for any of the other models (w; < 0.05). Yearling
abundance was influenced by manipulation (w;=0.721).
There was less support for the next ranked model: the two-
term model (A; = 2.42; w; = 0.215). There was little support
for the saturated model (A; = 5.23; w; = 0.053) and all other
models (w; < 0.05). Table 4 provides weighted model aver-
aged coefficients (and SEs) for hatchlings and yearlings.

Maturity and reproduction

A downward shift in density failed to positively influence
the proportion of small, reproductively active females
(CL = 180-200 mm; see S6). Small female turtles were
rarely gravid during the peak of the breeding season at
Imimbar prior to and after reduction [20% (n =5) and 14%
(n="7); compared to 28% (n =7)]. At Ginmilly and Gar-
romgarrom, all turtles with CLs <220 mm (n =12 and
n =8) were not gravid, regardless of density. In contrast,
large female turtles (CL > 220 mm) tended to be gravid
prior to and after density reduction at Imimbar [52%
(n=27) and 55% (n=20); compared to 69% (n=16)],
Ginmilly [77% (n=13) and 75% (n=12); 83% (n=18)]
and Garromgarrom [78% (n=9) and 75% (n=28); 88%
(n=T)]. Moreover, increasing density did not cause a
decline in the proportion of small reproductively active
turtles at Giddadella. Female turtles (CL = 180-200 mm)
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Table 2 Total turtle density (7D), juvenile population size [carapace
length (CL) <140 mm], juvenile density and female annual post-matu-
rity growth (CL >220 mm) at manipulated and control populations,

prior to manipulation (2003 and 2004), and 14—17 months after manip-
ulation (2006)

Population Treatment Year Total TD (n/ha) Juvenile population size Juvenile density (n/ha) Mature female
growth (mm)
Imimbar Reduced 2003 13.4(9.4-22.2) 8 (6-13) 0.3 (0.2-0.5) 0.4 (0.2-0.8)
2004 10.4 (8.6-13.2) 7(6-9) 0.3 (0.3-0.4) 0.2 (0.1-0.4)
2006 8.1 (6.0-12.7) 44 (32-68) 2.1(1.5-3.2) 0.8 (0.2-1.4)
Ginmilly Reduced 2003 3.6 (2.6-5.7) 0 0 1.4 (0.7-2.2)
2004 4.4 (3.3-6.5) 0 0 0.7 (0.2-1.3)
2006 49 (3.4-8.2) 17 (12-29) 1.4 (1.0-2.4) 1.3(0.4-2.3)
Garromgarrom Reduced 2003 4.3 (3.5-5.6) 7(5-9) 0.7 (0.5-0.9) 0.7 (0.2-1.4)
2004 4.5(3.6-5.7) 8 (7-11) 0.9 (0.8-1.2) 0.7 (0.2-1.2)
2006 4.4 (3.5-5.7) 15 (12-20) 1.8 (1.4-2.3) 0.4 (0.0-1.3)

Damdam Supplemented 2003 2.7(1.8-6.2) 29 (19-65) 0.5 (0.3-1.1) 9.3 (8.0-10.7)

2004 2.5(1.6-5.3) 24 (16-51) 0.4 (0.3-0.9) 10.7 (9.1-13.0)
2006 3.6 (2.5-8.0) 37 (23-89) 0.61 (0.4-1.5) 2.3(0.94.0)
Giddadella Supplemented 2003 4.9 (3.5-7.95) 41 (30-67) 1.2 (0.9-2.0) 5.7 (4.6-7.0)
2004 3.9(3.0-5.3) 50 (40-68) 1.6 (1.3-2.1) 5.2(3.7-1.0)
2006 7.9 (5.4-16.3) 141 (91-308) 3.4(2.2-175) 2.9(0.8-4.7)
Murrybulljuluk Control 2003 2.4 (1.6-5.3) 14 (9-27) 0.2 (0.1-0.4) 1.7 (1.1-2.4)
2004 2.6 (1.7-5.0) 62 (42-119) 0.9 (0.6-1.7) 2.3 (1.0-3.6)
2006 3.1(2.0-7.1) 9 (6-20) 0.2 (0.1-0.3) 2.7 (1.4-4.0)
Little-Giddaddella ~ Unconstrained 2003 8.9 (7.6-11.0) 0 0 1.3 (1.2-1.5)
treatment 2004  8.3(7.2-10.3) 2 (1-2) 0.5 (0.3-0.5) 1.4 (0.4-2.6)
2006 8.8 (7.5-10.8) 7 (6-8) 1.8 (1.5-2.0) 1.6 (0.2-3.3)

Numbers in parentheses are 95% confidence intervals

Turtle population size was calculated using the Horvitz—Thompson estimator (see Materials and methods)

tended to be gravid prior to and after supplementation [57%
(n=17) and 63% (n =38); compared to 80% (n=75)]. The
reproductive activity of large [62% (n=13) and 64%
(n=14); 33% (n=06)] as well as small [80% (n=15) and
67% (n=06); 17% (n =06)] females declined after supple-
mentation at Damdam (S6).

The ranked weights of the alternative mixed effects mod-
els indicated that proportion of small, reproductively active
females was not strongly influenced by survival probability,
manipulation or year (S5). The most parsimonious model
was Reproduction = Survival (w; = 0.385). There was equal
support for the null (i.e., a single mean rate for all indi-
viduals) model (A;=0.98; w;=0.236) and the model
Reproduction = Yr (A; = 1.67; w; = 0.167). Similarly, repro-
ductive activity amongst large females (CL > 220 mm) was
not influenced by any of the factors modeled (S5). The null
was the most parsimonious model (w; = 0.510).

Female post-maturity growth

Annual somatic growth of large females (CL > 220 mm)
was unaffected by population reduction at Imimbar, Ginmilly
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and Garromgarrom (Table 2). Mean growth declined sig-
nificantly in response to supplementation at Damdam
[9.3 mm yealr’1 (CI=8.0-10.7) and 10.1 mm year’1
(CI1=9.1-13.0); compared to 2.3 mm year’1 (CI=0.9-
4.0)]. Mean growth declined with supplementation at Gid-
dadella but the response was not pronounced [5.7 mm
year~! (CI=4.6-7.0) and 5.2 mm year~! (CI=3.7-7.0);
2.9 mm year~! (CI = 0.8—4.7)]. Growth remained relatively
constant at Murrybulljuluk (control) and Little-Giddadella
(unconstrained) over the same period (Table 2).

The mixed-effects models confirmed that neither manip-
ulation, year nor annual survival strongly explained the
observed variation in post-maturity growth (S5). The most
parsimonious model was Growth = Size + Yr (w; = 0.468).
The model Growth = Size + Manip was ranked lower, but
not substantially so (A; = 1.24; w; = 0.256). There was less
support for the saturated model (A;=2.17; w;=0.161)
and the model Growth = Size*Manip*Surv (A, =3.02;
w; =0.105). There was essentially no support for any other
models (w;<0.001). The total amount of deviance
explained by each of the top ranking models was low
(deviance < 5%).
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Discussion

The prevailing view is that freshwater turtles do not display
density-dependent responses and so harvesting sub-adult
and adult turtles at almost any level is inherently unsustain-
able and therefore unacceptable (Congdon et al. 1993, 1994;
Cunnington and Brooks 1996; Heppell 1998). This general-
ity conflicts with the qualitative observation that freshwater
turtles have been heavily exploited for human consumption
for many decades (Gibbons et al. 2000) and, in the case of
indigenous harvests, for many centuries. For example,
Chelodina rugosa “harvest” populations have persisted over
a long period of frequent subsistence exploitation in tropical
northern Australia (Fordham et al. 2008); today introduced

pigs provide an unrelenting predation pressure on C. rugosa,
compromising subsistence harvest rates (Fordham et al.
2006b). Through spatially replicated manipulation of popu-
lation density, our new quantitative results, viewed with pre-
vious experimental and correlative research (Fordham et al.
2007; Kennett 1994), demonstrate that it is hatchling recruit-
ment, and their survival into larger size classes, which acts
to provide resilience to negative perturbations in adult and
sub-adult abundance. Our results suggest that density-
dependent compensation is at least partially responsible for
population persistence in C. rugosa over the long period of
interaction with people and more recently pigs.

Population growth (change in total population size) in
C. rugosa responds positively to density reduction mainly
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Table 3 Summary set of generalized linear mixed-effects models for hatchling and yearling abundance

Response Model LogL k A; w; Dev (%)

Hatchling abundance Manip*Surv —123.234 4 0.00 0.809 22.76
Manip*Surv*Yr —123.187 5 2.94 0.186 2279
Surv —129.565 3 9.89 0.006 18.79

Yearling abundance Manip —72.292 3 0.00 0.721 21.66
Manip*Surv —72.116 4 242 0.215 21.85
Manip*Surv*Yr —72.000 5 523 0.053 21.98
Yr —76.456 3 8.33 0.011 17.15

Log likelihood (LogL), number of parameters (k), change in AIC compared to the best-ranked model (A;), model weights (w;) and percentage ex-
plained deviance (Dev), for the statistical relationship between hatchling and yearling abundance, and the fixed effect factors: manipulation (pre-
or post-manipulation; Manip); year of capture (Yr); and the probability of surviving from 1 year to the next [high/low (¢ < 0.75 or > 0.75); Sur-
vival]. Note that only models with w; > 0.05 are shown (see S5 for the complete model set)

Table 4 Weighted model averaged coefficients (and SEs in parenthe-
ses) for models describing changes in juvenile abundance

Response variable Intercept Manipulation Survival

Hatchling abundance?® —1.73 0.60 —1.03
(0.25) (0.18) (0.20)

Yearling abundance® —3.24 1.02 NA
(0.24) (0.16) NA

NA Non-applicable

# Relationship between the annual proportion of hatchlings in the pop-
ulation and the fixed effects, manipulation (not manipulated in previous

year; manipulated in previous year) and survival (high ¢ > 0.75; low ¢
<0.75)

b Relationship between the annual proportion of yearlings in the pop-
ulation and the fixed effect manipulation

via increased hatchling recruitment rather than compensa-
tions in survival and fecundity (Table 5), or positive den-
sity-dependent dispersal at the population level, as
observed in some other vertebrates (e.g., Nichols et al.
1984; Pedersen et al. 2004). Remarkably, at some popula-
tions, TD took less than 2 years to spring back to a pre-
manipulation size (Table 2; S1). Similarly, C. rugosa popu-
lation size recovered in 1 year, following a large harvest
event (which caused an estimated 22% decline in popula-
tion size), owing to increased hatchling recruitment (Ford-
ham et al. 2007). In a study on the same species from a
different geographical location, juvenile recruitment
responded positively to an experimental downward dis-
placement in density (Kennett 1994).

Traits that contribute heavily to population growth in
long-lived vertebrates, such as adult survival, tend to be
buffered against changes in population density (Pfister
1998). Conversely, traits such as hatchling/newborn sur-
vival contribute proportionately less to population growth,
but are more responsive to changes in population density
(Gaillard et al. 1998). Similarly, we show that hatchling
recruitment and their survival to yearlings in C. rugosa are
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more responsive to fluctuations in density than sub-adult
and adult survival (Table 1). Our population manipulations
coincided with the onset of the wet season, when hatchlings
emerge from the nest (Fordham et al. 2006a). A large num-
ber of yearlings were recorded 14—17 months after the
downward displacement in population size, indicating that
density reductions were compensated swiftly by increased
hatchling recruitment (Fig. 1; S4). We can be confident that
the interaction between reduced TD and increased hatch-
ling recruitment was not driven by high per capita resource
availability during reproduction, because the recruits of
2005 hatched from eggs laid prior to manipulation. Instead,
recovery was likely facilitated by decreased resource com-
petition or a reduction in cannibalism. Empirical evidence
from long-term and manipulative studies of fish supports
this hypothesis (Rose et al. 2001).

TD remained unchanged between 2003 and 2006 in the
control population at Murrybulljuluk (Table 2). TD
responded positively to a disturbance in 2003 (Fordham
et al. 2007), which displaced it from its equilibrium abun-
dance (S1), causing an immediate hatchling recruitment
pulse (Fig. 1; S4), resulting in a large number of 2 year olds
in 2006 (Fordham 2007). Predation by pigs caused a rare
periodic depression in adult survival at Little-Giddadella
(unconstrained treatment) in 2005 (Fordham et al. 2007),
reducing TD (S1): juvenile recruitment increased in 2006
(Table 2) owing to hatchling recruitment (Fig. 1). Correla-
tions between reduced density and increased hatchling
recruitment are consistent with earlier evidence and the
a priori hypothesis that C. rugosa populations are regulated
by density.

Population size declined following an artificial increase
in density at only one of two supplemented populations.
One year after supplementation, population density at Dam-
dam declined to a density reasonably similar to that
recorded prior to manipulation (Table 2). High TD at the
beginning of 2005 (immediately following experimental
manipulation) at Damdam negatively influenced female
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Table S Trends in survival probabilities, juvenile abundance, proportion of small reproductively active turtles and female post-maturity growth
between 2003 and 2006 at manipulated, control and unconstrained treatments. Reduced and supplemented treatments were manipulated in 2005

Juvenile Abundance

Response
Small Reproductive
Females

Female Post
Maturity Growth

Population Treatment
Survival
2003 2004 2006
Imimbar Reduced
Ginmilly Reduced
Garromgarrom Reduced
Damdam Supplement / ///"’//// /W ;
Gidadella Supplement i 7
Murrbulljuluk* Control ////,/// 5

Little-Giddaella**  Unconstrained

A rare negative perturbation in density occurred in: * 2003; ** 2005

Wﬁ Low, uncommon or slow |-

2003

7.
2,7
27/

2004 2006

2003 2004 2006 2003 2004 2006

Do,
277,77 »»”»”»

2777,

= High, common or fast -Postive shift Eﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ Negative shift

Note that juvenile abundance increased quickly in response to: (1) population reduction in 2005 at Imimbar, Ginmilly and Garromgarrom; (2) and
a rare downward pressure on density in 2003 at Murrybulljuluk, and 2005 at Little-Gidadella. Growth rates of mature females were substantially

slower at Damdam in 2006, following population supplementation

reproductive activity in 2005 and 2006 (see Results; S6),
reducing the potential number of hatchling recruits. It is
highly unlikely that prior resource availability suppressed
reproductive activity, because C. rugosa annually use up
the majority of their accumulated energy reserves during
pre-breeding aestivation (Kennett and Christian 1994). The
survival of juvenile and adult turtles was not influenced by
population supplementation (Table 1); rather towards the
end of 2005 (8-10 months after supplementation), pigs
preyed heavily on supplemented and native turtles at Dam-
dam (see Results) causing a strong density-independent
reduction in abundance.

Population growth at Giddadella surprisingly continued
to increase subsequent to supplementation (Table 2).
Unlike Damdam, reproductive activity amongst native (S6)
and supplemented turtles remained high, encouraging
increased hatchling recruitment in 2006 (Fig. 1). TD at Gid-
dadella at the beginning of 2005 (S1) was well below carry-
ing capacity due to turtle predation by pigs in 2004
(Fordham et al. 2007). Resource availability prior to any
given year is unlikely to influence the reproductive activity
of C. rugosa (see above) and, as such, at a supplemented
density of 6.4 turtles/ha, sufficient resources remained
available at Giddadella to support an ongoing high level of
reproductive activity. A rare flooding event at Giddadella in
2006 reduced TD, promoting hatchling survival and permit-
ted a rare episode of turtle immigration (D. A. Fordham,
unpublished data). In conjunction with increased number of
potential hatchlings, these factors were the likely contribu-
tors to Giddadella’s growth in 2006.

Small gravid turtles (CL <200 mm) are common in
C. rugosa populations where survival is periodically low,

yet rare in populations where survival is consistently high
(Fordham et al. 2007). A shift in size of maturity towards
earlier ontogenetic stages can promote persistence in
response to low adult survival (Abrams and Rowe 1996).
However, year—year variation in survival probability (¢
< or > 0.75), like manipulation, does not influence the pro-
portion of small reproductively active females (see
Results). Thus, experimental evidence, viewed in conjunc-
tion with previous correlative research (Fordham et al.
2007), suggests that decreased size of maturity in C. rug-
osa, as in other reptiles (Bronikowski and Arnold 1999),
and fish (Olsen et al. 2004), is probably a local adapta-
tion—an evolved response that promotes demographic
resilience under conditions of comparatively low survival.
Food availability positively influences somatic growth in
long-lived vertebrates such as sea turtles (Bjorndal et al.
2000), providing an important conduit for population
growth and thus resilience to density perturbations (Barlow
1992). Prior to supplementation, female post-maturity
growth was rapid at Damdam and Giddadella, leading to an
increase in age-specific fecundity in response to low sur-
vival (Fordham et al. 2007). Year and manipulation had
some influence on post-maturity growth (S5), but the unex-
plained variance was large. Increasing sub-adult and adult
density at Damdam induced a significant negative somatic
growth response (Table 2). At Giddadella the negative
growth response was not as pronounced. The determination
that post-maturity growth is largely unaffected by popula-
tion reduction is not unexpected, because density-depen-
dent processes often respond nonlinearly to large
fluctuations in density (Lima et al. 2002; Nicoll et al. 2003).
It may be that populations of C. rugosa need to be held at

@ Springer



Oecologia

densities well below carrying capacity, or experience an
extended period of reduced density, before a positive shift
in post-maturity growth is manifested.

Perturbation analysis is difficult in tropical systems
owing to multiple often highly stochastic extrinsic factors
impacting on vital rates. However, quantifying population
responses to density perturbations amongst tropical long-
lived vertebrates is extremely important for conservation
planning in tropical regions (Gaillard et al. 2000), allowing
development of empirically based predictive models that
forecast the impact of exploitation and other human
impacts (e.g., invasive species) on species’ persistence
under alternative management actions (Fordham et al.
2008). Our manipulative experiments, viewed concurrently
with previous experimental and correlative research (Ford-
ham et al. 2007; Kennett 1994), are significant because they
demonstrate that sub-adult and adult losses in freshwater
turtles can be replaced quickly via increased hatchling
recruitment and their survival into large size classes. This
density-dependent response promotes resilience to high
levels of harvest and predation by pigs (Fordham et al.
2008) providing: (1) a rare example of compensatory den-
sity dependence in a long-lived tropical vertebrate, and (2)
the first mechanistic evidence of compensatory mortality in
a turtle species.

The implications of our findings are broad, challenging
the prevailing view that sustained high post-hatchling sur-
vival is crucial for achieving long-term population stability
in freshwater turtles (Congdon et al. 1993, 1994; Converse
et al. 2005; Cunnington and Brooks 1996; Heppell 1998).
They also confirm that, like chondrichthyans (Stevens et al.
2000; Walker 1998), resilience to exploitation amongst
long-lived higher vertebrates is not unequivocally low by
virtue of long lifespans. We posit that the sustainability, or
otherwise, of turtle harvesting should be assessed at a spe-
cies level, arguing against a universal generalization that
freshwater turtles are inevitably vulnerable to off-take. The
harvest of turtles with “slow” life histories may warrant
caution, but equally so, species with “fast” life histories,
similar to C. rugosa, may afford a level of sub-adult and
adult harvest, owing to a compensatory increase in hatch-
ling recruitment.

Acknowledgements We thank the Maningrida Aboriginal Commu-
nity for access to their lands, and the Bawinanga Djelk Rangers for
assistance in facilitating inter-community relations. We thank B. Co-
rey, K. Dethmers, M. White, D. Halliday, M. McCann, C. Davies, S.
Howard and G. Schultz for their dedication and assistance in the field.
P. Whitehead provided support, advice and encouragement. Sugges-
tions from anonymous referees and the handling editor helped improve
the manuscript. This study was funded by an ARC Linkage Grant
(LP0348074) awarded to A. Georges, in collaboration with the Bawin-
anga Aboriginal Corporation. The research was conducted with ethics
approval from the University of Canberra (project ID: 00/356).

@ Springer

References

Abrams PA, Rowe L (1996) The effects of predation on the age and
size of maturity of prey. Evolution 50:1052-1061

Barlow J (1992) Nonlinear and logistic growth experimental popula-
tions of guppies. Ecology 73:941-950

Bjorndal KA, Bolten AB, Chaloupka MY (2000) Green turtle somatic
growth model: evidence for density dependence. Ecol Appl
10:269-282

Bradshaw CJA, Fuduka Y, Letnic M, Brook BW (2006) Incorporating
known sources of uncertainty to determine precautionary harvests
of saltwater crocodiles. Ecol Appl 16:1436-1448

Bronikowski AM, Arnold SJ (1999) The evolutionary ecology of life
history variation in the garter snake Thamnophis elelgans. Ecol-
ogy 80:2314-2325

Brook BW, Bradshaw CJA (2006) Strength of evidence for density
dependence in abundance time series of 1198 species. Ecology
87:1448-1451

Brook BW, Whitehead PJ (2005) Sustainable harvest regimes for mag-
pie geese (Anseranas semipalmata) under spatial and temporal
heterogeneity. Wildl Res 32:459-464

Brooks RJ, Brown GP, Galbraith DA (1991) Effects of a sudden in-
crease in natural mortality of adults on a population of the com-
mon snapping turtle (Chelydra serpentina). Can J Zool 69:1314—
1320

Buckland ST, Burnham KP, Augustin NH (1997) Model selection: an
integral part of inference. Biometrics 53:603-618

Burnham KP (1993) A theory for combined analysis of ring recovery
and recapture data. In: Lebreton JD, North PM (eds) Marked indi-
viduals in the study of bird population. Birkhauser, Basel, pp 199—
213

Burnham KP, Anderson DR (2001) Kullback-Leibler information as a
basis for strong inference in ecological studies. Wildl Res
28:111-119

Burnham KP, Anderson DR (2002) Model selection and multimodel
inference, 2nd edn. Springer, New York

Cappuccino N, Harrison S (1996) Density-perturbation experiments
for understanding population regulation. In: Floyd RB, Sheppard
AW, De Barro PJ (eds) Frontiers of population ecology. CSIRO,
Melbourne, pp 53—-64

Chaloupka M (2002) Stochastic simulation modelling of southern
Great Barrier Reef green turtle population dynamics. Ecol Modell
148:79-109

Clutton-Brock T, Coulson T (2002) Comparative ungulate dynamics:
the devil is in the detail. Philos Trans R Soc Lond B Biol Sci
357:1285-1298

Congdon JD, Dunham AE, Van Loben Sels RC (1993) Delayed sexual
maturity and demographics of blanding’s turtles (Emydoidea
blandingii): implications for conservation and management of
long-lived organisms. Conserv Biol 7:826-833

Congdon JD, Dunham AE, Van Loben Sels RC (1994) Demographics
of common snapping turtles (Chelydra serpentina): implications
for conservation and management of long-lived organisms. Am
Zool 34:397-408

Converse SJ, Iverson B, Savidge JA (2005) Demographics of an ornate
box turtle population experiencing minimal human-induced dis-
turbance. Ecol Appl 15:2171-2179

Crawley MJ (2002) Statistical computing: an introduction to data anal-
ysis using S-PLUS. Wiley, New York

Crawley MJ (2007) The R book. Wiley, West Sussex

Cunnington DC, Brooks RJ (1996) Bet-hedging theory and eigenelas-
ticity: a comparison of the life histories of loggerhead sea turtles
(Caretta caretta) and snapping turtles (Chelydra serpentina). Can
J Zool 74:291-296



Oecologia

Doak D, Kareiva P, Klepetka B (1994) Modelling population viability
for the desert tortoise in the western Mojave desert. Ecol Appl
43:446-460

Fordham D (2007) Population regulation in snake-necked turtles in
northern tropical Australia: modelling turtle population dynamics
in support of Aboriginal harvests Ph.D. University of Canberra,
Canberra

Fordham D, Georges A, Corey B (2006a) Compensation for inunda-
tion-induced embryonic diapause in a freshwater turtle: achieving
predictability in the face of environmental stochasticity. Funct
Ecol 20:670-677

Fordham D, Georges A, Corey B, Brook BW (2006b) Feral pig preda-
tion threatens the indigenous harvest and local persistence of
snake-necked turtles in northern Australia. Biol Conserv
133:379-388

Fordham DA, Georges A, Brook BW (2007) Demographic response of
snake-necked turtles correlates with indigenous harvest and feral
pig predation in tropical northern Australia. J Anim Ecol
76:1231-1243

Fordham DA, Georges A, Brook BW (2008) Indigenous harvest, exot-
ic pig predation and local persistence of a long-lived vertebrate:
managing a tropical freshwater turtle for sustainability and con-
servation. J Appl Ecol 45:52-62

Fowler CW (1987) A review of density dependence in populations of
large mammals. In: Genways HH (ed) Current mammalogy. Ple-
num, New York, pp 401-441

Gaillard JM, Festa-Bianchet M, Yoccoz NG (1998) Population dynam-
ics of large herbivores: variable recruitment with constant adult
survival. Trends Ecol Evol 13:58-63

Gaillard JM, Festa-Bianchet M, Yoccoz NG, Loison A, Toigo C
(2000) Temporal variation in fitness components and population
dynamics of large herbivores. Annu Rev Ecol Syst 31:367-393

Georges A, Guarino F, Bito B (2006) Freshwater turtles of the Trans-
Fly region of Papua New Guinea—notes on diversity, distribu-
tion, reproduction, harvest and trade. Wildl Res 33:373-384

Gibbons JW etal (2000) The global decline of reptiles, déja vu
amphibians. Bioscience 50:653-666

Heppell S (1998) Application of life-history theory and population
model analysis to turtle conservation. Copeia 1998:367-375

Heppell SS, Caswell H, Crowder LB (2000) Life histories and elastic-
ity patterns: perturbation analysis for species with minimal demo-
graphic data. Ecology 81:654-665

Kennett R (1994) Ecology of two species of freshwater turtle, Chelo-
dina rugosa and Elseya dentata, from the wet—dry tropics of
northern Australia. In: Zoology. University of Queensland, Bris-
bane, p 229

Kennett R, Christian K (1994) Metabolic depression in aestivating
long-neck turtles (Chelodina rugosa). Physiol Zool 67:1087—
1102

Lande R, Engen S, Saether BE, Coulson T (2006) Estimating density
dependence from time series of population age structure. Am Nat
168:76-87

Lehmann CER, Prior LD, Williams RJ, Bowman DMIJS (2008) Spatio-
temporal trends in tree cover of a tropical mesic savanna are driv-
en by landscape disturbance. J Appl Ecol 45:1304-1311

Lima M, Merritt JF, Bozinovic F (2002) Numerical fluctuations in the
northern short-tailed shrew: evidence of non-linear feedback sig-
natures on population dynamics and demography. J Anim Ecol
71:159-172

Musick JA (1999) Ecology and conservation of long-lived marine
animals. In: Musick JA (ed) Life in the slow lane: ecology and

conservation of long-lived marine animals. American Fisheries
Society Symposium 23, Bethesda, pp 1-10

Musick JA, Burgess G, Cailliet G, Carmhi M, Fordham S (2000) Man-
agement of sharks and their relatives (Elasmobranchii). Fisheries
25:9-13

Nichols JD, Conroy MJ, Anderson DR, Burnham KP (1984) Compen-
satory mortality in waterfowl populations: a review of the evi-
dence and implications for research and management. Trans N
Am Wildl Nat Resour Conf 49:334-348

Nicoll MAC, Jones CG, Norris K (2003) Declining survival rates in a
reintroduced population of the Mauritius kestrel: evidence for
non-linear density dependence and environmental stochasticity. J
Anim Ecol 72:917-926

Olsen EM et al (2004) Maturation trends indicative of rapid evolution
preceded the collapse of northern cod. Nature 428:932-935

Pedersen HC et al (2004) Weak compensation of harvest despite strong
density-dependent growth in willow ptarmigan. Proc R Soc Lond
B 271:381-385

Pfister CA (1998) Patterns of variance in stage structured populations:
evolutionary predictions and ecological implications. Proc Natl
Acad Sci USA 95:213-218

Pinheiro JC, Bates DM (2000) Mixed effects models in S and S-plus.
Springer, New York

Poysd H, Elmberg J, Nummi P, Sjoberg G, Sjoberg K (2004) Ecologi-
cal basis of sustainable harvesting: is the prevailing paradigm of
compensatory mortality still valid. Oikos 104:612-615

R Development Core Team (2005) A language and environment for
statistical computing. Version: 2.2.1 (December 2005 edn). The R
Foundation for Statistical Computing, Bristol

Rose KA, Cowan JH Jr, Winemiller KO, Myers RA, Hilborn R (2001)
Compensatory density dependence in fish populations: impor-
tance, controversy, understanding and prognosis. Fish Fish
2:293-327

Saether B, Bakke O (2000) Avian life history variation and contribu-
tion of demographic traits to the population growth rate. Ecology
81:642-653

Saether BE, Ringsby TH, Rgskaft E (1996) Life history variation, pop-
ulation process and priorities in species conservation: towards a
reunion of research paradigms. Oikos 77:217-226

Seber GAF (1982) The estimation of animal abundance and related
parameters, 2nd edn. Griffin, London

Sibly RM, Barker D, Hone J, Pagel M (2007) On the stability of popula-
tions of mammals, birds, fish and insects. Ecol Lett 10:970-976

Sinclair ARE, Fryxell JM, Caughley G (2006) Wildlife ecology, con-
servation, and management, 2nd edn. Blackwell, Malden

Smith SE, Au DW, Show C (1998) Intrinsic rebound potential of 26
species of pacific sharks. Mar Freshwater Res 49:663-678

Stevens JD, Bonfil R, Dulvy NK, Walker PA (2000) The effects of fish-
ing on sharks, rays and chimaeras (chondrichthyans), and the
implications for marine ecosystems. J Mar Sci 57:476-494

Stewart JR, Bower TR, Dick BL, Johnson BK, Kie JG (2005) Density-
dependent effects on physical condition and reproduction in North
American elk: an experimental test. Oecologia 143:85-93

Walker TI (1998) Can shark resources be harvested sustainably? A
question revisited with a review of shark fisheries. Mar Freshwa-
ter Res 49:553-572

Webb JK, Brook BW, Shine R (2002) What makes a species vulnera-
ble to extinction? Comparative life-history traits of two sympatric
snakes. Ecol Res 17:59-67

White GC, Burnham KP (1999) Program MARK: survival estimation
from populations of marked animals. Bird Study 46:120-138

@ Springer



	Experimental evidence for density-dependent responses to mortality of snake-necked turtles
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Study location and experimental design
	Trapping and measurement procedures
	Turtle survival and density
	Female post-maturity growth
	Generalized linear mixed-eVects models

	Results
	Survival
	Recruitment
	Maturity and reproduction
	Female post-maturity growth

	Discussion
	References




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /SyntheticBoldness 1.00
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org?)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /ENU <>
    /DEU <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [5952.756 8418.897]
>> setpagedevice


