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Abstract 

Background: The long-tailed duck (Clangula hyemalis) was categorized as ´Vulnerable` by the IUCN after a study 
revealed a rapid wintering population decline of 65% between 1992–1993 and 2007–2009 in the Baltic Sea. As knowl-
edge about the European long-tailed duck’s life cycle and movement ecology is limited, we investigate its year-round 
spatiotemporal distribution patterns. Specifically, we aimed to identify the wintering grounds, timing of migration and 
staging of this population via light-level geolocation.

Results: Of the 48 female long-tailed ducks tagged on Kolguev Island (western Russian Arctic), 19 were recaptured 
to obtain data. After breeding and moulting at freshwater lakes, ducks went out to sea around Kolguev Island and 
to marine waters ranging from the White Sea to Novaya Zemlya Archipelago for 33 ± 10 days. After a rapid autumn 
migration, 18 of 19 birds spent their winter in the Baltic Sea and one bird in the White Sea, where they stayed for 
212 ± 3 days. There, they used areas known to host long-tailed ducks, but areas differed among individuals. After a 
rapid spring migration in mid-May, the birds spent 23 ± 3 days at sea in coastal areas between the White Sea and 
Kolguev Island, before returning to their freshwater breeding habitats in June.

Conclusions: The Baltic Sea represents the most important wintering area for female long-tailed ducks from Kol-
guev Island. Important spring and autumn staging areas include the Barents Sea and the White Sea. Climate change 
will render these habitats more exposed to human impacts in the form of fisheries, marine traffic and oil exploitation 
in near future. Threats that now operate in the wintering areas may thus spread to the higher latitude staging areas 
and further increase the pressure on long-tailed ducks.
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Background
Sea ducks are waterfowl living in marine environments 
outside of the breeding season, mostly in shallow coastal 
waters or offshore banks [1, 2]. The majority of sea duck 
populations breed in the Arctic, where they nest on the 
ground close to small freshwater lakes [1, 3]. Due to the 
inaccessibility and the vast size of their breeding range, 
knowledge about their population dynamics from the 
breeding grounds is limited [4–6]. One of the world´s 
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most important wintering sites for sea ducks is the Baltic 
Sea [2]. Offshore surveys have shown that sea ducks win-
tering in the Baltic Sea experienced population declines 
of 60% between 1992–1993 and 2007–2009 [7]. The sea 
duck decline is not limited to European populations. A 
decline of 50% was also observed for the five most com-
mon sea duck species in North America between the 
mid-1970s and 1996 [8].

The long-tailed duck (Clangula hyemalis) is the most 
abundant sea duck species [9–12]. Its wintering popula-
tion in the Baltic Sea declined by 65% from around 4.3 to 
1.5 million birds between 1992–1993 and 2007–2009, fol-
lowing the general pattern of other sea ducks [7]. These 
observations are particularly alarming, as it is assumed 
that 90% of the long-tailed duck population wintering 
in Europe, spend this time in the Baltic Sea [10]. North 
American studies also suggest a long term decline for 
long-tailed ducks [13]. Overall, the global trend for this 
species shows a decrease of around 50% over three gen-
erations (i.e. 27  years, 1993–2020) [4]. In response to 
those studies, the International Union for Conservation 
of Nature (IUCN) has reclassified the long-tailed duck 
from ‘Least Concern’ to ‘Vulnerable’ in 2012 [14].

Reasons for the severe decline are not fully under-
stood, but include threats in the wintering areas and in 
the Arctic breeding grounds. In the Baltic Sea, one of 
the major threats is the entanglement in gillnets, killing 
around 90.000 individuals annually [15, 16]. Due to the 
ducks’ susceptibility to gillnet bycatch [7], around 1–5% 
of the total Baltic Sea population are lost every year [17]. 
Marine traffic is intense on the Baltic Sea, resulting in 
frequent small oil spills and infrequent large ones, which 
represent a further threat [4, 14]. Close to the breed-
ing grounds, increasing exploitation of oil in the Arctic 
also contributes to the risk of oil spills [18]. Addition-
ally, the time period of the wing moult (late July–early 
September) makes the ducks particularly susceptible 
to those threats, because the birds become flightless for 
3–4  weeks [1, 3, 19, 20]. In most of their range, long-
tailed ducks are also hunted [4, 21]. For example, nearly 
20.000 individuals were reported as hunted in Finland 
in 2013 [4] and around 14.000 individuals per year were 
estimated hunted in Russia between 2013 and 2016 based 
on photos collected from hunters, but real numbers in 
Russia are suggested to be much higher [22]. In addi-
tion to direct impacts of human activities, indirect effects 
also affect long-tailed ducks. Climate change influences 
the life cycle of long-tailed ducks. Following the collapse 
of lemming cycles since 1995, presumably as a result of 
climate change, the predator pressure on nesting birds, 
their eggs, and offspring has probably increased [23, 24]. 
Climate change further leads to rising water tempera-
tures, which changes the composition of phytoplankton 

communities, the basis of aquatic food webs. In conse-
quence, changes may occur in the availability and quality 
of important food for long-tailed ducks, such as mussels 
[25] and other benthic invertebrates, which represent 
their major food source [26–28]. Additionally, long-tailed 
ducks are susceptible to avian influenza, avian botulism, 
and avian cholera, which can kill numerous birds in a 
short time [4, 29, 30].

To assess the importance of the widely scattered threats 
across the yearly cycle, tracking data can reveal spati-
otemporal distribution patterns of birds. This allows 
evaluating the relative impact of different threats on 
the declining population. An important objective is 
the identification of areas of critical importance during 
the annual cycle, including sites outside the Baltic Sea. 
The first tracking study of long-tailed ducks in Europe 
(Žydelis 2009, 2010, 2013, available on https ://www.
moveb ank.org) tracked birds caught in the Baltic Sea 
itself. The present study is the first to track long-tailed 
ducks from their Russian Arctic breeding grounds. Here, 
we focus on the spatiotemporal pattern in the annual 
cycle of female long-tailed ducks equipped with geoloca-
tors in their Arctic breeding area on Kolguev Island. Spe-
cifically, we identify (1) staging areas, (2) moulting sites, 
(3) wintering areas, and (4) the phenology of these stages. 
Thereby, we fill current knowledge gaps of the movement 
ecology of long-tailed ducks, as described in the Agree-
ment on the Conservation of African-Eurasian migratory 
waterbirds (AEWA)—single species action plan [4].

Methods
Capture of birds
Female long-tailed ducks (n = 48) were caught in the 
interior of Kolguev Island [69.138° N, 48.848°  E] in 
the Barents Sea for deployment of light level geoloca-
tors between mid-June and beginning of August 2017. 
Until mid-July, birds were caught mainly with mist nets 
erected between small lakes in the tundra (n = 12). Later, 
unweighted gillnets were used on lakes to catch rest-
ing ducks (n = 8), ducks during chick-rearing (n = 2) or 
wing moult (n = 26). Birds were untangled immediately 
after capture to prevent drowning [31–33]. Only females 
were chosen because they show higher site fidelity, thus 
enabling recapture. Long-tailed ducks usually pair in 
the wintering grounds and on spring migration. Subse-
quently, males follow their partner to the breeding area 
[1]. Therefore, males are less suitable for deploying geolo-
cators, as their return to the same breeding area is less 
predictable. We recovered 19 of the 48 deployed geolo-
cators in the same area between mid-June and begin-
ning of August 2018 (mean ± SD: 29 July ± 16 days) after 
364 ± 11 days (range 356–403 days) of deployment. Most 
of the ducks were caught during wing moult (n = 16), but 
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also during breeding season (n = 2), or resting on a lake 
(n = 1). After the recapture and removal of the geoloca-
tor, a new geolocator was attached to the bird for subse-
quent studies and the animals were released immediately. 
Additionally, nine tagged birds were identified but could 
not be recaptured. This corresponds to a recapture rate 
of 40% and a resighted rate of 58% birds in the study area.

Geolocator attachment
Geolocators (Intigeo C-330, Migrate Technology Ltd, 
Cambridge, UK) were attached to numbered steel leg 
rings (Russian Ringing Centre, Moscow) using cable ties. 
The geolocators weigh 3.3  g each, representing a maxi-
mum of 0.6% of female body mass of 690 ± 56  g (range 
580–810  g). This is well below the maximum recom-
mended weight for tracking devices (3–5% of the body 
mass [34–37]). Geolocators recorded relative light level 
every minute and stored the maximum value every 
5 min. Temperature was measured every 5 min and max-
imum, minimum and mean values were stored every four 
hours. The accuracy of temperature values for the logger 
was 0.5  °C. Water conductivity was recorded every 30  s 
on a relative scale between 0 and 127 and the maximum 
was stored every  four hours. Loggers collected a wet/
dry-state every 30 s. Wetness corresponds to the value 1 
and dryness to 0, and values were summed up and stored 
every four hours on a relative scale between 0 and 480, 
reflecting the sampling rate of 30 s [38]. Ducks fitted with 
geolocators were additionally marked with nasal saddles, 
made from cattle ear tags and nylon fishing line or cable 
ties [39]. The nasal tag is necessary for identifying the 
bird for recapture, as the geolocator itself is nearly always 
invisible under field conditions.

Geolocator data processing
Geolocators provide a maximum of two positions per day 
based on sunrise and sunset times. Sunset and sunrise 
events were assigned from relative light levels (IntiProc 
1.03, Migrate Technology LtD, Cambridge, UK). All sun-
rise and sunset events were manually validated, and only 
unequivocal assignments were included in subsequent 
analyses. During the polar day, sunset and sunrise events 
were both assigned at the estimated midnight times.

In total we used four different location calculation 
approaches to display variability in methods and pre-
vent overinterpretation. We used (I) GeoLight [40] with 
an individually calibrated sun elevation angle. Calibra-
tion was performed as rooftop calibration in Central 
Germany and sun elevation angle varied between − 5.0 
and − 5.3. We used (II) GeoLight [40] with a fixed sun 
elevation angle of − 3.5, as used in [41, 42] and which 
was close to a mean angle of − 3.3 calculated for a North-
ern Hemisphere sea duck before [43]. The higher sun 

elevation angle was used, because rooftop calibration 
can result in more polewards estimates of latitude due to 
the lack of shading, compared to the attachment on the 
bird [44]. We used (III) GeoLight [40] with an individu-
ally calibrated sun elevation angle, using Hill-Ekstrom 
calibration from a stationary period in winter [45, 46], 
resulting in sun elevation angles between − 1.8 and − 9.8. 
We used (IV) the probGLS modelling process, which 
was optimised for seabirds and takes additional informa-
tion from the geolocators into account. Those additional 
parameters are tagging/retrieval location and time, possi-
ble speed of the bird in flight or on water, and sea surface 
temperature. Additionally, the package can exclude the 
land area and areas covered by ice. Calibration of geolo-
cators is not necessary for this method, as the model 
chooses the most likely sun elevation angle for each 
point individually [47]. To take the difference in salinity 
between freshwater, the mostly brackish Baltic Sea, and 
other marine habitats into account, we extended this 
model to include conductivity data. To do so, conductiv-
ity thresholds for the different water types were deter-
mined in temperature dependent saltwater solutions 
in the lab with an Intigeo C-330 logger. The probGLS R 
package has been updated to make this extension avail-
able (https ://githu b.com/benja min-merke l/probG LS). 
Data points during the equinox periods and polar day 
were included, as the model has an algorithm to account 
for missing latitude values. A table of model settings can 
be found in the Additional file 1.

Due to temporal overlap with equinox events and polar 
day, the post-moult and pre-breeding distributions (see 
definitions in next paragraph), as well as migrated dis-
tances, were calculated based on the probGLS models. To 
display spatial patterns and calculate core ranges during 
the post-moult and pre-breeding periods, we used kernel 
densities, calculated in R with the package adehabitatHR 
[48]. We used a generic grid of 100 cells and the ad hoc 
method for estimating the smoothing parameter.

Definitions of staging periods
We characterized six staging periods within the annual 
cycle of the long-tailed ducks, based on water con-
ductivity and longitudinal information (see Additional 
file 2). As most of the changes between life stages occur 
close to equinox events and during the polar day, we 
did not use latitudinal information for this purpose. The 
breeding stage (I) was defined as the time in which the 
bird does not enter salt or brackish water and does not 
show a change in longitudinal values. The post-moult 
or post-breeding stage (II) was defined as the time 
after the bird performs the first movement away from 
freshwater, indicated by a change in longitude, conduc-
tivity or both. Small-scale movements and changes in 

https://github.com/benjamin-merkel/probGLS
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conductivity can occur during the post-moult stage. 
This ended when the bird started autumn migration 
(III), which was represented by a rapid change in lon-
gitudinal values. Autumn migration stopped and the 
wintering stage (IV) began when longitudinal changed 
by less than 10° and conductivity values remained con-
stant. Subsequently, the onset of spring migration (V), 
noted as a further rapid change in longitudinal and 
conductivity values, defined the end of the wintering 
stage. Spring migration stopped when conductivity and 
longitudinal values (range ± 15° because inaccuracy is 
higher during the polar day) showed constancy again. 
The period following the spring migration was defined 
as pre-breeding stage (VI), and lasted until the bird 
stayed constantly in freshwater, and the breeding stage 
(I) started again. For all stages, we manually assigned 
the start and end time, the mean longitude, and the 
immersed water types (fresh, brackish, seawater or 
dry). Water types were defined via the conductivity val-
ues. Stopovers were noted during spring and autumn 
migration periods. Stopovers were defined as periods 
of at least two days within the migration stage without 
longitudinal changes.

Location names, mentioned in the text, are displayed in 
Fig. 1 and follow the nomenclature of HELCOM (Baltic 
Marine Environment Protection Commission) [49].

Results
Breeding stage
In 2017, the breeding stage of the female long-tailed 
ducks ended mid-September, with a variation between 
end-August and mid-October and started in 2018 in 
mid-June, with a variation between beginning of June 
and beginning of July (detailed dates in Table  1). From 
these dates, we can estimate the duration of the breeding 
stage to be between 68 and 120 days (Table 1). The ducks 
spent their breeding stage at freshwater bodies (Fig.  2), 
as inferred from the definition of the staging periods. 
There was no evidence for detectable movements within 
the breeding stage with the tracking method using 
geolocators. 

Post‑moult stage
After moving away from the breeding grounds, the 
ducks underwent a post-moult (or post-breeding) stage 
primarily between mid-September and mid-October 
for 33 ± 10  days (Table  1). Of the 19 tracked birds, 16 
spent time at sea in the post-moult stage. Of these, 

Fig. 1 Map of locations mentioned in the text (BA—Barents Sea; GB—Gulf of Bothnia; GF—Gulf of Finland; KA—Kara Sea; KI—Kolguev Island; KO—
Kola Peninsula; KP—Kanin Peninsula; KS—Kara Strait; NZ—Novaya Zemlya; WS—White Sea). The background map was provided by Natural Earth 
from their website https ://www.natur alear thdat a.com

https://www.naturalearthdata.com
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11 birds stayed exclusively at sea, whereas others per-
formed additional movements towards brackish or 
fresh water. None of the individuals stayed exclusively 
on freshwater lakes during the post-moult stage (see 
Additional file  2). Of the 16 individuals that stayed at 
sea in the post-moult stage, 11 used the Barents Sea 
around Kolguev Island (Fig. 3), six of them exclusively. 
The remaining five long-tailed ducks dispersed north, 
east and west and used the Barents Sea or the Kara Sea 
near Novaya Zemlya Archipelago and the White Sea in 
the post-moult stage (Fig. 3). The three individuals that 
did not spend time in salt water in this stage showed no 
longitudinal movement from the breeding site before 
starting autumn migration. Locations for these birds 
cannot be calculated because latitudinal information 
is missing due to equinox and the lack of sea surface 
temperature as additional information for the probGLS 
model.

Autumn migration
Most long-tailed ducks performed a rapid movement 
towards their wintering ground with a mean duration 
of autumn migration of 3 ± 3  days and a distance of 
1247 ± 320 km (Table 1). Four birds performed stopovers  
at the longitudes 35, 39, 38 and 38° E and for 4, 7, 6, and 
3 days, respectively. When excluding these birds, the mean 
duration of autumn migration was 1.6 ± 1 days and mean 
distance covered was 1209 ± 317 km. Although the autumn 
migration period is close to the autumn equinox, the 
probGLS model calculated locations for these stopovers:  
the first three were in the Barents Sea far from the 
 Russian coast, and the last was in the White Sea.

Wintering stage
The long-tailed ducks stayed at their wintering sites 
between mid-October and mid-May for 212 ± 3  days 
(Table  1). Of the 19 tracked long-tailed ducks, 18 used 
the Baltic Sea as wintering ground, while one individual 
used the White Sea (Fig.  4). The variation in locations 
is caused by differences among individuals rather than 

Table 1 Phenology of  the  stages of  the  annual cycle of  female long-tailed ducks breeding on  Kolguev Island, derived 
from one year of geolocator data between Summer 2017 and Summer 2018

The estimates of migration distance are based on locations, modelled with probGLS
a Longitudes and separation of life stages estimated from light curves of 24 h daylight

Characteristic of life stage event Mean ± SD Range n

Longitude late breeding stage 2017 49 ± 1° E 47–50° E 19

Timeframe post-moult stage

 Start 12 Sep. ± 11 days 29 Aug.–07 Oct. 19

 End 15 Oct. ± 9 days 28 Sep.–01 Nov. 19

Duration post-moult stage 33 ± 10 days 19–50 days 19

Longitude post-moult stage 49 ± 4° E 37–56° E 19

Duration autumn migration 3 ± 3 days 0–11 days 19

Estimated distance autumn migration 1247 ± 320 km 519–1880 km 19

Timeframe wintering stage

 Start 17 Oct. ± 7 days 02 Oct.–01 Nov. 19

 End 17 May ± 5 days 10 May–02 June 17

Duration wintering stage 212 ± 3 days 197–229 days 17

Longitude wintering stage 21 ± 4° E 15–35° E 19

Latitude wintering stage 59 ± 2° N 56–66° N 19

Duration spring  migrationa 2 ± 2 days 1–9 days 17

Estimated distance spring  migrationa 1273 ± 307 km 549–1713 km 15

Timeframe pre-breeding stage

 Starta 20 May ± 5 days 14 May–03 June 17

 End 12 June ± 9 days 01 June–02 July 17

Duration pre-breeding  stagea 23 ± 7 days 13–34 days 17

Longitude pre-breeding  stagea 46 ± 6° E 33–55° E 17

Longitude early breeding stage  2018a 46 ± 3° E 37–50° E 17

Duration breeding stage (estimated) 91 ± 13 days 68–120 days 17
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movements of individual birds, as individuals showed 
preferences for relatively distinct regions (Fig.  4 and 
Additional file 3).

Spring migration and pre‑breeding stage
Spring migration lasted 2 ± 2  days and distance trav-
elled was 1273 ± 307  km (Table  1). Stopovers were 
not recorded, but the transition to the pre-breeding 
stage was difficult to assess. This is caused by inac-
curate longitude values in this period due to the start 
of polar day. During this pre-breeding stage, all birds 
spent most of their time on seawater (Fig. 2) in coastal 
areas between the White Sea, the Kanin Peninsula and 
their breeding ground Kolguev Island (Fig.  5). Move-
ments to brackish water largely occur towards the end 

of the pre-breeding stage (see Additional file 2). Only 
one bird spent the pre-breeding time mainly on fresh-
water with short trips to the sea in the very beginning 
and end of its pre-breeding stage at a mean longitude 
of 52 ± 12° E.

Discussion
Knowledge about movements of migratory species is 
crucial to develop and successfully implement conser-
vation action, especially for species that live in remote 
areas and migrate over considerable distances, like 
long-tailed ducks. In line with this, the present study 
revealed, for the first time, year-round spatiotemporal 
patterns of long-tailed ducks starting at one of their 
European breeding grounds.

After the wing moult period at freshwater bod-
ies, most female long-tailed ducks from Kolguev 
Island  moved to the sea, where they spent approxi-
mately one month. Afterwards, they performed a rapid 
autumn migration towards their wintering ground in 
the Baltic Sea (n = 18) or the White Sea (n = 1). Spring 
migration mirrored the rapid movement of autumn 

Fig. 2 Longitudinal distribution (a) and water type usage (b) of 
female long-tailed ducks in the breeding stages of 2017 and 2018, 
the post-moult (or post-breeding), the wintering, and pre-breeding 
stage. Data are derived from a year-round tracking with geolocators. 
The pointed lines in a represent the longitudinal range of the White 
Sea between 33.9 and 41.6° E

Fig. 3 Distribution of female long-tailed ducks during the post-moult 
(or post-breeding) stage. Dark red, red and yellow areas represent 
25, 50 and 75% kernel utilisation densities, respectively. Symbols 
represent individual median centroids. Due to the equinox period, 
only points, located at sea could be used (see “Methods” section; 
probGLS). The map was obtained from the R-package “maps”
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migration. Before they returned to their freshwater 
breeding grounds, the birds stayed mainly at sea for 
about three weeks.

Breeding stage and wing moult
Long-tailed ducks have a very complicated and unique 
moult scheme and moult different parts of their plum-
age at different times of the year [1, 50–52]. The replace-
ment of the wing and tail feathers needs many resources 

Fig. 4 Distribution of female long-tailed ducks during the wintering stage in three different timeframes (a–c), calculated with four different models. 
Symbols represent individual median centroids. The map was obtained from the R-package “maps”
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and makes the ducks flightless. Consequently, this period 
(late July–early September) is the most sensitive part of 
the moult scheme and further considered as “the moult”.

In contrast to other studies on sea ducks [53–56], we 
cannot distinguish between moulting and breeding 
period or identify moult migration, as we observed no 
extensive movements or change in water type in the cor-
responding timeframe between end of July–beginning 
of September in 2017 [1, 3, 19, 20]. Of the 19 ducks, 12 
were initially caught during moult itself at freshwater 
lakes and one during chick-rearing. Of the remaining six 
individuals that also stayed at freshwater lakes for moult, 
three were already caught in June. According to these 
observations, these females moulted at locations that 
are not spatially distinguishable from the breeding site 
with geolocators (ca. < 200  km), most likely on Kolguev 
Island. Moult at tundra lakes is known for female long-
tailed ducks, as described in [57–59]. In a North Ameri-
can tracking study, moult within the breeding area was 
observed in three out of eight female long-tailed ducks, 
although moult migration of the same individuals had 
been recorded the year before [55]. However, moult 
migrations ranging from a few to several hundred kilo-
metres were described for female long-tailed ducks [60]. 
Major moulting areas in the European Russian Arctic 

were recorded in several bays along the mainland coast 
and on the Barents Sea shelf [61]. Furthermore, ducks 
that were not resighted in 2018 could have performed 
moult migration in 2018, even if they were caught during 
moult on freshwater lakes in 2017.

Post‑moult stage
The 19 tracked long-tailed ducks spent their post-moult 
or post-breeding stage mainly at sea, beginning in mid-
September on average and lasting for about one month, 
before autumn migration was initiated in mid-October. 
The start date of the post-moult stage (Table 1) was con-
sistent with the end of the moulting period described for 
satellite-tracked female long-tailed ducks in Alaska [60] 
and with long-tailed ducks moulting on the Kara Sea [62]. 
For that stage, they mainly moved to the closest coastal 
waters around Kolguev Island or dispersed to north, east 
or west (Fig. 3). We observed that some birds spent this 
time also on fresh and brackish water, most likely estuar-
ies, lagoons or other waters near the coast. Interestingly, 
four individuals moved to the Kara Sea or eastern part of 
the Barents Sea for the post-moult stage, which is in the 
opposite direction from their autumn migration route. 
A post-moult movement against the autumn migration 
direction was also observed in one of the three individ-
uals tracked by Mallory et al. [63]. Similar to our study, 
Petersen et  al. also observed a pronounced post-moult 
stage of female long-tailed ducks from Southeast Alaska 
[60]. In contrast to that, Bartzen et al. did not observe a 
post-moult stage near the moulting or breeding site, but 
described multiple stages on autumn migration, lasting 
between two  weeks and one  month [55]. The main dif-
ference between the European and North American pop-
ulations is that birds wintering in the Baltic Sea have to 
cross a land barrier. We suggest that the post-moult stage 
is connected with autumn migration and is differently 
pronounced, depending on the geographical arrange-
ment of coastlines and land barriers en route. In any case, 
the post-moult staging areas may be important for accu-
mulating energy required for autumn migration, as sug-
gested by carcass analyses [64].

Autumn migration
Most long-tailed ducks in our study showed a rapid 
movement from their post-moult area into the winter-
ing ground without extensive stopovers. As mentioned 
above, autumn migration in long-tailed ducks can 
vary between a rapid migration and a slow movement 
with multiple stopovers, probably depending on the 
geography.

The passage through the White Sea is suggested to 
be the main flyway for the western Russian long-tailed-
duck [65, 66]. In our study, four of 18 birds performed 

Fig. 5 Distribution of female long-tailed ducks during the 
pre-breeding stage. Dark red, red and yellow areas represent 25, 50 
and 75% kernel utilisation densities, respectively. Symbols represent 
individual median centroids. Due to the polar day, only points, 
located at sea could be used (see “Methods” section; probGLS). The 
map was obtained from the R-package “maps”
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stopovers at the longitude of the White Sea. Addition-
ally, three individuals spent their post-moult stage at the 
longitude of the White Sea (Fig.  3). The timeframe of 
autumn migration previously observed in the White Sea 
considerably overlaps with the autumn migration period 
deduced from our tracking data [67]. After crossing the 
White Sea, birds wintering in the Baltic Sea have to fly 
overland, either via the Gulf of Bothnia, or through the 
Gulf of Finland. Depending on the used method for win-
ter distribution, our data represent both routes, as also 
suggested by Mathiasson [68].

Wintering stage
All tracked female long-tailed ducks, except one indi-
vidual, spent their winter in the Baltic Sea. This is similar 
to the estimation that 90% of the European overwinter-
ing long-tailed ducks winter in the Baltic Sea [10]. The 
White Sea, where one bird spent its winter, is also known 
as a wintering ground for long-tailed ducks in moderate 
numbers [59, 65, 69–72]. Wintering long-tailed ducks are 
also reported from several places in the Barents Sea, but 
numbers are generally low [73–77]. Interestingly, individ-
ual birds used different areas within the Baltic Sea during 
winter, although they were all caught within a small area 
on Kolguev Island (Fig. 4 and Additional file 3). This sug-
gests no fine scale association between breeding and win-
tering areas, but a broad-scale connectivity between the 
Baltic Sea and birds breeding on Kolguev Island. Petersen 
et al. made a similar observation for tracked female long-
tailed ducks from the Yukon Delta and concluded that 
wintering populations may contain birds from several 
breeding populations [60]. The same applies to Steller’s 
eiders (Polysticta stelleri) tracked from breeding grounds 
in Alaska [78] but is in contrast to common eiders (Soma-
teria mollissima)  from Arctic Canada, where breeding 
populations segregate in the wintering grounds [56, 79]. 
On the flip side, long-tailed ducks that were tracked from 
a single wintering area in the Baltic Sea had very distinct 
breeding areas (Žydelis 2009, 2010, 2013, available on 
https ://www.moveb ank.org).

The observed central wintering areas (Fig. 4 and Addi-
tional file 3) largely overlap with the already known core 
areas for sea ducks in the Baltic Sea [1, 2, 80–82]: the 
coastal areas and off-shore banks between Denmark and 
the southern coasts of Finland.

The duration of the wintering stage in our study was 
212 ± 8  days (Table  1), or 211 ± 7  days, when excluding 
the bird that wintered in the White Sea. This was con-
siderably longer than in a tracking study of North Ameri-
can long-tailed ducks, with 155 ± 22  days [55], but the 
definition of stages differed slightly. Wintering periods of 
other sea duck species are also shorter (surf scoters (Mel-
anitta perspicillata): 133 days [83], white-winged scoters 

(Melanitta deglandi): 189  days [84], common eiders: 
141 ± 10 and 128 ± 3 days [85], black scoters (Melanitta 
americana): 147 ± 4  days [86], king eiders (Somateria 
spectabilis): 160 ± 68 days (range: 54–294) [53]). The long 
period of around 58% of the year that our long-tailed 
ducks spent in the Baltic Sea, stresses the importance of 
this wintering ground for the species. For males, the win-
tering period could be even longer, as males are known 
to migrate around a week earlier in autumn than females 
and juveniles [87].

Spring migration and pre‑breeding period
The observed time of departure from the Baltic Sea (17 
May ± 5  days) overlaps considerably with the time of 
peak migration of long-tailed duck and common scoter 
(Melanitta nigra) observed in southern Finland between 
10 and 28 May in the years 1960–1962 [88]. In addition, 
long-tailed ducks that were tracked from the south-west-
ern Baltic Sea with satellite transmitters left the Baltic 
Sea in mid-May (Žydelis 2009, 2010, 2013, available on 
https ://www.moveb ank.org).

Our data include the spring migration route towards 
the White Sea, also reported by Lapshin et al. [89]. After 
migration over the Finnish mainland, most birds made 
stops on the White Sea itself and at coastal areas of the 
Barents Sea between Kolguev Island, the Kanin Peninsula 
and the Kola Peninsula. This resembles the descriptions 
in Mineyev and Mineyev & Mineyev of a main migra-
tion route along the coastline [73, 90]. Furthermore, they 
describe a movement along river valleys of the Pechora 
River and its branches to reach the breeding grounds. 
Our data are in line with such a further movement in 
river valleys, as at least five birds spent the end of the 
pre-breeding stage in brackish water, indicating estuar-
ies. Long-tailed ducks tracked by Žydelis (2009, 2010, 
2013, available on https ://www.moveb ank.org) showed a 
similar spring migration and pre-breeding pattern with a 
stop in the White Sea and further stops on the sea closer 
to their breeding ground [2]. In addition, the long-tailed 
duck spring migration from the Great Lakes in North 
America shows similarities. Those birds performed a 
series of rapid movements separated by relatively long 
stopovers at coastal sites [55]. Because we observed these 
‘long stopovers’ close to the breeding area, we defined 
them as pre-breeding stage with a short movement to the 
breeding ground afterwards, rather than spring migration 
with stopovers. In summary, coastal areas on the migra-
tion route provide important resting sites for long-tailed 
ducks, especially as they spend around three  weeks at 
sea before heading inland towards the breeding ground. 
Long-tailed ducks breeding further east might show 
spring staging areas along the coastline of the Kara Sea. 
The date of arrival at the breeding ground between early 

https://www.movebank.org
https://www.movebank.org
https://www.movebank.org
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June and July overlaps with descriptions in the literature 
for long-tailed ducks breeding in the European Russian 
tundra [73, 74, 91].

Assessment of threats
The Baltic Sea represents an important staging area for 
long-tailed ducks where the birds in this study spent as 
much as 58% of the year. This stresses the significance 
of threats in the Baltic Sea, like gillnet bycatch. Conser-
vation measures, including implementation of marine 
protected areas, testing of sea bird friendly fishing gear 
and continued monitoring, should therefore persist or be 
enhanced, especially as threats and distribution are well 
known (see “Background” section). Together with the 
older tracking data of Žydelis (2009, 2010, 2013, available 
on https ://www.moveb ank.org), our data show that the 
distribution of long-tailed ducks in the Baltic Sea likely 
does not reflect specific breeding areas, i.e., there is no 
fine scale migratory connectivity. Observed declining 
numbers of wintering long-tailed ducks or declining pro-
portions of juveniles at specific sites in the Baltic Sea can 
therefore not give us any indication for spatial distribu-
tion of problems in the breeding ground. Conservation 
management should therefore treat this West Siberia/
North Europe population as a whole [4]. We identified 
the Baltic Sea as the dominant wintering ground of long-
tailed ducks breeding on Kolguev Island. Thus, most of 
the birds had to cross Finland or even wintered there, 
while hunting bags of these birds are still high. The Birds 
Directive of the European Union (EU) might be a suit-
able tool to address this in Finland, whereas EU legisla-
tion does not apply to Russia. The re-categorisation from 
Annex II to Annex I of the EU Birds Directive might be an 
effective tool for conservation in Europe, i.e., in the Bal-
tic Sea region, not only in terms of hunting, but because 
member states have to implement “special conservation 
measures” for those species [92]. We showed that the 
seas around the breeding ground, specifically the coastal 
areas of the Barents Sea, Kara Sea and White Sea, are 
staging areas, where the birds spent around two months 
of the year. Additionally, many long-tailed ducks might 
use the sea for moulting [55, 60, 77, 93], especially males, 
but our dataset was limited to females that stayed in the 
tundra for moult. Due to climate change and the resulting 
reduced ice cover, anthropogenic pressure will increase 
in the aforementioned seas. One of these pressures on 
the ecosystem will be increased marine traffic in the 
Northeast Passage [94]. The proposed route crosses the 
Kara Strait [94] and therefore coastal areas that we iden-
tified as post-moult areas. The most interesting time for 
marine traffic with the least ice cover is September. This 
considerably overlaps temporally with the post-moult 
stage. Ship traffic results in loss of foraging time and 

increased energy expenditure [95, 96]. Illegal discharges 
of oil or accidental oil spills are threats accompanying 
increased ship traffic and are already among the currently 
recognised problems in the Baltic Sea. Additionally, 
the exploitation of oil and gas in the Russian Arctic has 
intensified and contributes to the risk of oil spills [18]. A 
further expected result of climate change is an increase of 
fisheries in the high latitude oceans, potentially aggravat-
ing the threat of sea duck bycatch, due to entanglement 
in gill nets, especially in coastal areas and offshore banks 
[97]. Moreover, the pronounced climate change in the 
Arctic regions will also affect ecological aspects of these 
stopover sites, specifically the composition and quality 
of food, including bivalves. Because the post-moult stage 
is important for providing energy for autumn migration 
[64], carry-over effects on survival during migration are 
likely. Further, we do not know what carry-over effects 
the pre-breeding stage might have on breeding success. 
A linkage, including carry-over effects, between those 
stages and with the wintering stage is likely, as the lakes 
at the breeding habitat do not provide a lot of food dur-
ing arrival [1]. In summary, the well-known threats of 
the Baltic wintering ground could extend to high latitude 
oceans in the near future.

Conclusions
Our geolocator tracking results of female long-tailed 
ducks from Kolguev Island agree with many observa-
tions and studies from several sites en route. Thus, we 
managed to connect and validate information from scat-
tered and partly unheeded, non-English publications. 
Consequently, we are able to draw a complete picture 
of the annual spatiotemporal distribution pattern of a 
representative number of long-tailed ducks. Of 19 birds 
tracked in this study, 18 used the Baltic Sea as their win-
tering ground. The wintering stage spans more than half 
of the year and therefore represents a crucial part of the 
annual cycle. Additionally, we identified an extensive 
post-moult and pre-breeding stage, during which ducks 
used the high-latitude seas along the north-western coast 
of Russia. This highlights the importance of these seas, 
and particularly their coastal areas, for the conservation 
of long-tailed ducks, especially in light of the anticipated 
increase in industrialization, fishing and marine traffic 
in the Arctic. To draw more comprehensive conclusions 
about the European wintering population, we suggest 
further tracking of individuals from other breeding sites 
in the Russian Arctic and from multiple years to inves-
tigate inter-annual variability and the movement ecology 
of males.

https://www.movebank.org
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Additional file 1. Model parameters probGLS. The table shows the model 
parameters used in the probGLS modelling approach to calculate loca-
tions from geolocator data. 

Additional file 2. Figure with 19 individual longitude/conductivity plots. 
The titles of the graphs represent the individual IDs of the long-tailed 
ducks. Black dots represent the longitude, calculated with the rooftop 
calibration method and including the polar day with 24 h daylight (see 
methods section). The black dashed lines indicate the longitudinal range 
of the White Sea between 33.9 and 41.6° E. Red dots show relative water 
conductivity values on a scale between 0 and 127. The red dashed line 
indicates the threshold between brackish and seawater. The timeframe is 
set between capture of the bird in 2017 and recapture in 2018. 

Additional file 3. Figure with 19 individual winter distributions. Individual 
monthly distribution of 19 long tailed ducks (with ID), calculated with 4 
different methods. The crosses represent the median centroid location in 
November (light blue), December (dark blue), January (purple), February 
(red), March (yellow, only for probGLS due to equinox) and April (black, 
missing for BG914 and BG065 due to tag failure in March). The map was 
obtained from the R-package “maps”.

Acknowledgements
We want to thank all cooperation partners in the long-tailed duck project, 
namely the Justus Liebig University Giessen, the Institute for Wetlands and 
Waterbird Research Germany e.V. (IWWR), the Institute of Geography and Insti-
tute of Biological Problems of the North at the Russian Academy of Sciences 
and the Christian Albrechts University Kiel, FTZ, Westküste. Further, we thank 
all helpers, who performed remarkable fieldwork in the remote Arctic tundra 
of Kolguev Island, namely Jana Kotzerka, Nele Markones, Kai Borkenhagen, 
Gerhard Friedrich Nikolaus, Michael Reis, Carina Marek, Julius Morkunas, 
Elmira Zaynagutdinova, Jasper Martijn van Schie, Yuri Anisimov and Valentina 
Anisimova. We also thank Wiebke C. Schäfer for her timely assistance with map 
creation. NOAA high resolution sea surface temperature, ice cover and land 
mask data were provided by the NOAA/OAR/ESRL PSD, Boulder, Colorado, 
USA, from their website at https ://www.esrl.noaa.gov/psd/.

Authors’ contributions
HK, JB, PQ and PG conceived the study and PQ, HK and JB obtained the fund-
ing. HK, PG, JL and AK conducted the fieldwork on Kolguev Island and PG, HK 
and SV organized the logistics for the expeditions. PQ and SV were involved in 
the maintenance of the database. TK analysed the data and wrote the manu-
script in tight collaboration with ILP, SV and PQ. BM provided the addition to 
the R package to increase the accuracy of the location calculation. All authors 
read and approved the final manuscript.

Funding
Funding for the collection and analysis of data was granted by the German 
Federal Agency for Nature Conservation (Bundesamt für Naturschutz, BfN), 
award MEERESENTEN (3516821500), by the Vogelschutz-Komitee e.V. (VsK), 
Germany, by the Russian Ministry of Science and Higher Education (Project 
No. AAAA-A19-119022190168-8) and by the Russian Foundation for Basic 
Research (Grant 18-05-60057 Arctic).

Availability of data and materials
The datasets supporting the conclusions of this article are deposited in the 
movebank.org repository under the study name “Long-tailed ducks GLS 2018”.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
All animal work did not have any visible adverse effects on the animals and 
was conducted according to relevant national and international guidelines. 
No permissions or ethics approval were required, as the work with long-tailed 
ducks is covered by the Russian hunting legislation, Federal law No 209-FZ of 
24 July 2009 “On hunting and hunting resources conservation and on changes 
in some legislative acts of Russian Federation”. The study was conducted in 

accordance with Federal law No 52-FZ of 24 April 1995 “On animal wildlife” 
and with the concurrence of the Russian Bird Ringing Centre.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

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

Author details
1 Department of Animal Ecology and Systematics, Justus Liebig University 
Giessen, Heinrich-Buff-Ring 26-32, 35392 Giessen, Germany. 2 Institute of Avian 
Research “Vogelwarte Helgoland”, An der Vogelwarte 21, 26386 Wilhelms-
haven, Germany. 3 Institute of Biology and Environmental Sciences, Carl von 
Ossietzky University Oldenburg, Carl-von-Ossietzky-Straße 9-11, 26129 Old-
enburg, Germany. 4 Institute for Waterbird and Wetlands Research (IWWR) e.V. 
Germany, Am Steigbügel 3, 27283 Verden (Aller), Germany. 5 Institute of Geog-
raphy RAS, Staromonetniy per 29, 119017 Moscow, Russia. 6 Institute of Bio-
logical Problems of the North FEB RAS, Portovaya str. 18, 685000 Magadan, 
Russia. 7 Fram Centre, Norwegian Polar Institute, P.O. Box 6606, Langnes, 
9296 Tromsø, Norway. 

Received: 16 June 2019   Accepted: 16 May 2020

References
 1. von Blotzheim UN, Bauer KM. Handbuch der Vögel Mitteleuropas, Anseri-

formes (1.Teil). 2nd ed. Wiesbaden: AULA-Verlag; 1992.
 2. Bellebaum J, Larsson K, Kube J. Research on Sea ducks in the Baltic Sea. 

Visby: Gotland University; 2012.
 3. Robertson GJ, Savard J-PL. Long-tailed duck (Clangula hyemalis), version 

2.0. In: Rodewald PG, editor. The birds of North America. Ithaca: Cornell 
Lab of Ornithology; 2002.

 4. Hearn RD, Harrison AL, Cranswick PA. International single species action 
plan for the conservation of the long-tailed duck Clangula hyemalis, 
2016–2025. AEWA Tech Ser. 2015;57.

 5. Kruckenberg H, Bellebaum J, Larsson K, Kube J. Meeresenten in der 
Klemme. Der Falke. 2012;59:412–8.

 6. Flint PL. Changes in size and trends of North American sea duck popula-
tions associated with North Pacific oceanic regime shifts. Mar Biol. 
2013;160:59–65.

 7. Skov H, Heinänen S, Žydelis R, Bellebaum J, Bzoma S, Dagys M, et al. 
Waterbird populations and pressures in the Baltic Sea. TemaNord 550. 
2011.

 8. Dickson DL, Gilchrist HG. Status of marine birds of the southeastern 
Beaufort Sea. Arctic. 2002;55(SUPPL. 1):46–58.

 9. Lehikoinen A, Kondratyev AV, Asanti T. Survey of arctic bird migration and 
staging areas at the White Sea, in the autumns of 1999 and 2004. Helsinki: 
Finnish Environment Institute; 2006.

 10. Mendel B, Sonntag N, Wahl J, Schwemmer P, Dries H, Guse N, et al. Arten-
steckbriefe von See-und Wasservögeln der deutschen Nord-und Ostsee: 
Verbreitung, Ökologie und Empflindlichkeiten gegenüber Eingriffen 
in ihren marinen Lebensraum. Bundesamt für Naturschutz. Bonn - Bad 
Godesberg, Germany. 2008.

 11. Markones N, Guse N, Borkenhagen K, Schwemmer H, Garthe S. Seevogel-
Monitoring 2014 in der deutschen AWZ von Nord- und Ostsee. Insel Vilm: 
Bundesamt für Naturschutz; 2015.

 12. Ellermaa M, Lindén A. Sügisränne põõsaspeal. 2014. aastal. Hirundo. 
2015;1:20–49.

 13. Bowman T, Silverman DE, Gilliland SG, Leirness JB. Status and trends of 
North American sea ducks. New York: Ecol Conserv North Am sea ducks 
Stud Avian Biol CRC Press; 2015. p. 1–28.

 14. BirdLife International. Clangula hyemalis (amended version of 
2017 assessment). The IUCN red list of threatened species 2018 
e.T22680427A122303234. 2018.

 15. Žydelis R, Bellebaum J, Österblom H, Vetemaa M, Schirmeister B, Stipniece 
A, et al. Bycatch in gillnet fisheries—an overlooked threat to waterbird 
populations. Biol Conserv. 2009;142:1269–81.

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12898-020-00299-2
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12898-020-00299-2
https://www.esrl.noaa.gov/psd/


Page 12 of 13Karwinkel et al. BMC Ecol           (2020) 20:31 

 16. Žydelis R, Small C, French G. The incidental catch of seabirds in gillnet 
fisheries: a global review. Biol Conserv. 2013;162:76–88.

 17. Bellebaum J, Schirmeister B, Sonntag N, Garthe S. Decreasing but still 
high: bycatch of seabirds in gillnet fisheries along the German Baltic 
coast. Aquat Conserv Mar Freshw Ecosyst. 2012;23:210–21.

 18. Kumpula T, Pajunen A, Kaarlejärvi E, Forbes BC, Stammler F. Land use 
and land cover change in Arctic Russia: ecological and social implica-
tions of industrial development. Glob Environ Change. 2011;21:550–62.

 19. Flint PL, Lacroix DL, Reed JA, Lanctot RB. Movements of flightless long-
tailed ducks during wing molt. Waterbirds. 2004;27:35–40.

 20. Salomonsen F. The moult migration. Wildfowl. 1968;19:5–24.
 21. Carboneras C, Kirwan G. Long-tailed duck (Clangula hyemalis). In: del 

Hoyo J, Elliott A, Sargatal J, Christie DA, de Juana E, editors. Handbook 
of the birds of the world alive. Barcelona: Lynx Edicions; 2017.

 22. Solokha A, Gorokhovsky K. Vesilintujen metsästyssaalis Venäjällä. (with 
english summary: Estimating waterbird harvest in Russia). Suom Riista. 
2017;63:43–52.

 23. Hario M, Rintala J, Nordenswan G. Dynamics of wintering long-tailed 
ducks in the Baltic Sea—the connection with lemming cycles, oil 
disasters, and hunting The. Suom Riista. 2009;55:83–96.

 24. Ims RA, Fuglei E. Trophic interaction cycles in Tundra ecosystems and 
the impact of climate change. Bioscience. 2012;55:311–22.

 25. Waldeck P, Larsson K. Effects of winter water temperature on mass loss 
in Baltic blue mussels: implications for foraging sea ducks. J Exp Mar 
Bio Ecol. 2013;444:24–30.

 26. Bustnes JO, Systad GH. Comparative feeding ecology of Steller’s 
Eider and long-tailed ducks in winter. Waterbirds Int J Waterbird Biol. 
2001;24:407–12.

 27. Stempniewicz L. Feeding ecology of the Long-tailed Duck Clangula 
hyemalis wintering in the Gulf of Gdansk (southern Baltic Sea). Ornis 
Svecica. 1995;5:133–42.

 28. Zydelis R, Dainora R. Winter foraging of long-tailed ducks (Clangula 
hyemalis) exploiting different benthic communities in the Baltic Sea. 
Wilson Bull. 2005;117:133–41.

 29. Melville D, Shortridge K. Migratory waterbirds and avian influenza in 
the East Asian-Australasian Flyway with particular reference to the 
2003–2004 H5N1 outbreak. In: Boere G, Galbraith C, Stroud D, editors. 
Waterbirds around the world. Edinburgh: The Stationery Office; 2006. p. 
432–8.

 30. Friend M. Evolving changes in diseases of waterbirds. In: Boere G, 
Galbraith C, Stroud D, editors. Waterbirds around the world. Edinburgh: 
The Stationery Office; 2006. p. 412–7.

 31. Bowman T. How We Catch Sea Ducks. Notes by various sea duck 
researchers on methods for capturing sea ducks. 2010.

 32. Lensink CJ. Use of a gill net in trapping waterfowl. J Wildl Manage. 
1957;21:103–4.

 33. Johnson LL. An improved capture technique for flightless young gold-
eneyes. J Wildl Manag. 1972;1277–9.

 34. Murray D, Fuller M. A critical review of the effects of marking on the 
biology of vertebrates. In: Boitani L, Fuller TK, editors. Research tech-
niques in animal ecology: controversies and consequences. New York: 
Columbia University Press; 2000. p. 15–64.

 35. Barron DG, Brawn JD, Weatherhead PJ. Meta-analysis of transmit-
ter effects on avian behaviour and ecology. Methods Ecol Evol. 
2010;1:180–7.

 36. Bridge ES, Thorup K, Bowlin MS, Chilson PB, Diehl RH, Fléron RW, et al. 
Technology on the move: recent and forthcoming innovations for track-
ing migratory birds. Bioscience. 2011;61:689–98.

 37. Vandenabeele SP, Shepard EL, Grogan A, Wilson RP. When three per cent 
may not be three per cent; device-equipped seabirds experience variable 
flight constraints. Mar Biol. 2012;159:1–14.

 38. Fox JW. Intigeo ® series geolocator. migrate Technol ®. 2018. http://www.
migra tetec h.co.uk/geolo cator s_8.html. Accessed 30 Nov 2018.

 39. Alison RM, Judd WW. Capturing and marking Oldsquaws. Bird-Banding. 
1975;46:248–50.

 40. Lisovski S, Hahn S. GeoLight—processing and analysing light-based 
geolocator data in R. 2012; iii:1055–9.

 41. Quillfeldt P, Cherel Y, Delord K, Weimerkirch H. Cool, cold or colder? 
Spatial segregation of prions and blue petrels is explained by differences 
in preferred sea surface temperatures. Biol Lett. 2015;11:20141090.

 42. Cherel Y, Quillfeldt P, Delord K, Weimerskirch H. Combination of at-sea 
activity, geolocation and feather stable isotopes documents where and 
when seabirds molt. Front Ecol Evol. 2016;4:3.

 43. Hanssen SA, Gabrielsen GW, Bustnes JO, Bråthen VS, Skottene E, Fenstad 
AA, et al. Migration strategies of common eiders from Svalbard: implica-
tions for bilateral conservation management. Polar Biol. 2016;39:2179–88.

 44. Lisovski S, Hewson CM, Klaassen RHG, Korner-Nievergelt F, Kristensen 
MW, Hahn S. Geolocation by light: accuracy and precision affected by 
environmental factors. Methods Ecol Evol. 2012;3:603–12.

 45. Ekstrom PA. An advance in geolocation by light. 2004;210–26.
 46. Hill RD, Braun MJ. Geolocation by light level the next step : latitude. In: 

Sibert J, Nielsen J, editors. In electronic tagging and tracking in marine 
fisheries. Dordrecht: Kluwer Academic Press; 2001. p. 315–30.

 47. Merkel B, Phillips RA, Descamps S, Yoccoz NG, Moe B, Strøm H. A probabil-
istic algorithm to process geolocation data. Mov Ecol. 2016;4:26.

 48. Calenge C. Home Range Estimation in R: the adehabitatHR Package. 
2015. https ://cran.r-proje ct.org/web/packa ges/adeha bitat HR. Accessed 
30 Nov 2018.

 49. HELCOM. State of the Baltic Sea—Second HELCOM holistic assessment 
2011–2016. Balt Sea Environ Proc. 2018;155.

 50. Salomonsen F. Mauser und Gefiederfolge der Eisente (Clangula hyemalis 
(L.)). J für Ornithol. 1941;89:282–337.

 51. Stresemann V. Eclipse plumage and nuptial plumage in the old squaw, or 
long-tailed duck (Clangula hyemalis). Avic Mag. 1948;54:188–94.

 52. Pyle P. Identification guide to North American birds, vol. II. Point Reyes 
Station: Slate Creek Press; 2008.

 53. Oppel S, Powell AN, Dickson DL. Timing and distance of king eider 
migration and winter movements. Condor. 2008;110:296–305. https ://doi.
org/10.1525/cond.2008.8502.

 54. O’Connor M. Surf scoter (Melanitta perspicallata) ecology on spring stag-
ing grounds and during the flightless period. 2008.

 55. Bartzen BA, Dickson DL, Bowman TD. Migration characteristics of long-
tailed ducks (Clangula hyemalis) from the western Canadian Arctic. Polar 
Biol. 2017;40:1085–99.

 56. Petersen M, Flint PL. Population structure of pacific common eiders 
breeding in Alaska. Condor. 2002;104:780–7.

 57. Mineyev O. Waterfowl of Malozemelskaya tundra and the Pechora River 
Delta. Yekaterinbg Ural Div Russ Acad Sci. 2005; p. 159.

 58. Johnson S. Adaptations of the long-tailed duck (Clangula hyemalis 
L.) during the period of molt in arctic Alaska. Proc Int Ornithol Congr. 
1985;18:530–40.

 59. Loshchagina J, Vardeh S, Glazov P, Pollet IL, Quillfeldt P. Long-tailed duck 
(Clangula hyemalis) ecology: insights from the Russian literature. Part 2: 
European part of the Russian breeding range. Polar Biol. 2019;42:2277–97.

 60. Petersen MR, McCaffery BJ, Flint PL. Post-breeding distribution of Long-
tailed Ducks Clangula hyemalis from the Yukon-Kuskokwim Delta. Alaska. 
Wildfowl. 2003;54:103–13.

 61. Mineyev Y. Anseriformes in Eastern Europe tundra. Ekatirinburg. 2003.
 62. Mikhel N. Observations of birds and mammals of the Kara Sea region. Bull 

state Geogr Soc Moscow. 1937;69:443–7.
 63. Mallory ML, Akearok J, North NR, Weseloh DV, Lair S. Movements of Long-

tailed ducks wintering on Lake Ontario to breeding areas in Nunavut, 
Canada. Wilson J Ornithol. 2006;118:494–501.

 64. Leafloor JO, Thompson JE, Ankney CD. Body mass and carcass composi-
tion of fall migrant old squaws. Wilson Bull. 1996;108:567–72.

 65. Cramp S, Simmons KEL. The birds of the Western Palearctic, vol. I. Oxford: 
Oxford University Press; 1977.

 66. Bianki V. Autumn passage of waterfowl over the White Sea. Geogr water-
fowl Resour USSR Moscow. 1965;1:53–5.

 67. Bianki V, Kokhanov V, Skokova N. Autumn passage of waterfowl on the 
White Sea. Proc Kandalaksha Nat Reserv. 1975;9:3–76.

 68. Mathiasson S. Numbers and distribution of long-tailed wintering ducks in 
northern Europe. Br Birds. 1970;63:414–24.

 69. Bianki VV, Kokhanov VD, Koriakin AS, Krasnov JV, Paneva TD, Tatarinkova IP, 
et al. The birds of the Kola Peninsula and the White Sea. Russ J Ornithol. 
1993;2:491–586.

 70. Blagosklonov K. Birds of Kandalaksha Nature Reserve and surroundings of 
the White Sea Biological Station of Moscow University. Trans Kandalaksha 
State Nat Reserv. 1960;2:5–104.

 71. Koriakin A, Tolmacheva E, Krasnova E, Parfey-Karpovich O. Wintering of 
waterfowls in the Kandalaksha Gulf of the White Sea. Proceedings of the 

http://www.migratetech.co.uk/geolocators_8.html
http://www.migratetech.co.uk/geolocators_8.html
https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/adehabitatHR
https://doi.org/10.1525/cond.2008.8502
https://doi.org/10.1525/cond.2008.8502


Page 13 of 13Karwinkel et al. BMC Ecol           (2020) 20:31  

•
 
fast, convenient online submission

 •
  

thorough peer review by experienced researchers in your field

• 
 
rapid publication on acceptance

• 
 
support for research data, including large and complex data types

•
  

gold Open Access which fosters wider collaboration and increased citations 

 
maximum visibility for your research: over 100M website views per year •

  At BMC, research is always in progress.

Learn more biomedcentral.com/submissions

Ready to submit your research ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: 

4th All-Russian conference with international participation “Ecological 
problems of the Northern regions and ways of its solution”. Apatity. 2012. 
p. 121–126.

 72. Krasnova E. Results of sea duck surveys in the Velikaya Salma Polynia 
(Kandalaksha Bay, the White Sea) in 2001–2013. Casarka: Bulletin of Geese 
Study Group of Eastern Europe and Northern Asia. Moscow State Univer-
sity. 2013;16:59–69.

 73. Mineyev Y, Mineyev O. Birds of Malozemelskaya tundra and the Pechora 
Delta. St. Petersburg: Nauka; 2009. p. 263.

 74. Mineyev Y, Mineyev O. Birds of Bolshezemelskaya tundra and the Yugors-
kiy Peninsula. St. Petersburg: Nauka; 2012. p. 383.

 75. Mikheev A. Winter avifauna of Kanin-Timanskaya tundra and adjacent to 
its northern border of forest tundra. Environ Conserv. 1948;5:95–105.

 76. Krasnov Y, Goryaev Y, Shavykin A, Nikolaeva N, Gavrilo M, Chernook V. 
Atlas of birds of the Pechora Sea: distribution, numbers, dynamics, con-
servation problems. Apatity. Kola Scientific Centre RAS. 2002; p. 164.

 77. Uspensky S. Fishes, birds and mammals. Novaya Zemlya. Nature. History. 
Archaeology. Culture: Transactions of Sea Arctic complex expedition. 
1998; p. 210–43.

 78. Martin PD, Douglas DC, Obritschkewitsch T, Torrence S, Martin PD, 
Douglas DC, et al. Distribution and movements of Alaska-breeding 
Steller’ s Eiders in the nonbreeding period. Condor Ornithol Appl. 
2015;117:341–53.

 79. Mosbech A, Gilchrist G, Merkel F, Sonne C, Flagstad A, Nyegaard H, et al. 
Year-round movements of Northern Common Eiders Somateria mollis-
sima borealis breeding in Arctic Canada and West Greenland followed by 
satellite telemetry. Ardea. 2006;94:651–65.

 80. Nilsson L. Distribution and numbers of wintering sea ducks in Swedish 
offshore waters. Ornis Svecica. 2012;22:39–59.

 81. Nilsson L. Changes in numbers and distribution of wintering Long-tailed 
Ducks Clangula hyemalis in Swedish waters during the last fifty years. 
Ornis Svecica. 2016;26:162–76.

 82. Skov H. Inventory of coastal and marine important bird areas in the Baltic 
Sea. BirdLife Int. 2000.

 83. Meattey D, Savoy L, Gilbert A, Tash J, Gray C, Lepage C, et al. Wintering 
movements and habitat use of Surf Scoter (Melanitta perspicillata) in the 
mid-Atlantic U.S. In: Williams KA, Connelly EE, Johnson SM, Stenhouse 
IJ, editors. Wildlife densities and habitat use across temporal and spatial 
scales on the mid-Atlantic outer continental shelf. Final report to the 
Department of Energy EERE Wind & Water Power Technologies O. 2015.

 84. Meattey DE, McWilliams SR, Paton PWC, Lepage C, Gilliland SG, Savoy L, 
et al. Annual cycle of White-winged Scoters (Melanitta fusca) in eastern 
North America: migratory phenology, population delineation, and con-
nectivity. Can J Zool. 2018;96:1353–65.

 85. Beuth JM. Body composition, movement phenology and habitat use of 
Common Eider along the Southern New England Coast. 2013.

 86. Loring PH, Paton PWC, Osenkowski JE, Gilliland SG, Savard JPL, McWil-
liams SR. Habitat use and selection of black scoters in southern New 
England and siting of offshore wind energy facilities. J Wildl Manag. 
2014;78:645–56.

 87. Leivo M, Asanti T, Kontiokorpi J, Kontkanen H. Survey on arctic bird migra-
tion and congregations in the White Sea, autumn 1999. New York: Finnish 
Environ Inst; 2001.

 88. Bergman G, Donner KO. An analysis of the spring migration of the com-
mon scoter and the long-tailed duck in southern Finland. Acta Zool Fenn. 
1964;105:1–59.

 89. Lapshin N, Zimin V, Artemiev A, Khokhlova T. Resource bird species. 
Waterfowl. Monitoring and conservation of biodiversity in taiga ecosys-
tems of European North Russia. 2010.

 90. Mineyev Y. Waterfowls of Bolshezemelskaya tundra. Fauna and ecology. 
Leningrad: Nauka; 1987. p. 110.

 91. Bianki V, Krasnov Y. Materials of bird studies in the Pechora Delta (non-
passerines). Ornithology. 1987;148–55.

 92. Sanderson FJ, Pople RG, Ieronymidou C, Burfield IJ, Gregory RD, Willis SG, 
et al. Assessing the performance of EU nature legislation in protect-
ing target bird species in an era of climate change. Conserv Lett. 
2016;9:172–80.

 93. Isakov Y. Subfamily Anatinae. Birds of Soviet Union. Soviet Sci. 
1952;4:572–82.

 94. Buixadé Farré A, Stephenson SR, Chen L, Czub M, Dai Y, Demchev D, et al. 
Commercial Arctic shipping through the Northeast passage: routes, 
resources, governance, technology, and infrastructure. Polar Geogr. 
2014;37:298–324.

 95. Schwemmer P, Mendel B, Sonntag N, Dierschke V, Garthe S. Effects of ship 
traffic on seabirds in offshore waters: implications for marine conserva-
tion and spatial planning. Ecol Appl. 2011;21:1851–60.

 96. Bellebaum J, Diederichs A, Kube J, Schulz A, Nehls G. Flucht-und Mei-
dedistanzen überwinternder Seetaucher und Meeresenten gegenüber 
Schiffen auf See. Orn Rundbr Mecklenburg-Vorpommern. 2006;45:86–90.

 97. Cheung WWL, Lam VWY, Sarmiento JL, Kearney K, Watson R, Zeller D, et al. 
Large-scale redistribution of maximum fisheries catch potential in the 
global ocean under climate change. Glob Change Biol. 2010;16:24–35.

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


	Year-round spatiotemporal distribution pattern of a threatened sea duck species breeding on Kolguev Island, south-eastern Barents Sea
	Abstract 
	Background: 
	Results: 
	Conclusions: 

	Background
	Methods
	Capture of birds
	Geolocator attachment
	Geolocator data processing
	Definitions of staging periods

	Results
	Breeding stage
	Post-moult stage
	Autumn migration
	Wintering stage
	Spring migration and pre-breeding stage

	Discussion
	Breeding stage and wing moult
	Post-moult stage
	Autumn migration
	Wintering stage
	Spring migration and pre-breeding period
	Assessment of threats

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	References




