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Abstract
Research on the ecology of sympatric dolphins has increased worldwide in recent decades.

However, many dolphin associations such as that between common dolphins (Delphinus
delphis) and dusky dolphins (Lagenorhynchus obscurus) are poorly understood. The pres-

ent study was conducted in the San Matías Gulf (SMG) ecosystem (North Patagonia, Ar-

gentina) where a high diet overlap among both species was found. The main objective of

the present work was to explore the niche overlap of common and dusky dolphins in the

habitat and temporal dimensions. The specific aims were (a) to evaluate the habitat use

strategies of both species through a comparison of their group attributes (social composi-

tion, size and activity), and (b) to evaluate their habitat preferences and habitat overlap

through Environmental Niche modeling considering two oceanographic seasons. To ac-

complish these aims, we used a historic database of opportunistic and systematic records

collected from 1983 to 2011. Common and dusky dolphins exhibited similar patterns of

group size (from less than 10 to more than 100 individuals), activity (both species use the

area to feed, nurse, and copulate), and composition (adults, juveniles, and mothers with

calves were observed for both species). Also, both species were observed travelling and

feeding in mixed-species groups. Specific overlap indices were higher for common dolphins

than for dusky dolphins, but all indices were low, suggesting that they are mainly segregat-

ed in the habitat dimension. In the case of common dolphins, the best habitats were located

in the northwest of the gulf far from the coast. In the warm season they prefer areas with

temperate sea surface and in the cold season they prefer areas with relatively high variabili-

ty of sea surface temperature. Meanwhile, dusky dolphins prefer areas with steep slopes

close to the coast in the southwestern sector of the gulf in both seasons.
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Introduction
Research on the ecology of sympatric dolphins has increased worldwide in recent decades [1–
3]. This is in part because dolphins, together with primates, are the mammalian groups with
the most highly elaborated brains and with most ecologically and socially complex populations
[4, 5]. Therefore, the ways in which these populations share or compete for resources are also
expected to be highly complex. However, detailed ecological studies on sympatric dolphins are
currently scarce in comparison with primate studies. Moreover, many dolphin associations
around the world have not yet been well studied [5].

In the lasts years, researchers focused on understand how species overlap (or segregate) in
different niche dimensions [3, 5, 6]. Many of them agree that similar species of dolphins co-oc-
curring in the same immediate habitat avoid competition through segregation, at least, in one
of three main niche axes: habitat (influence of key environmental factors defining the spatial
distribution), diet (diet composition, trophic level and prey quality) and time (use of habitat
and resources according to time, such as seasons and time of day) [3, 5, 6]. So, different ap-
proaches have been recently explored and applied to dolphins and other sympatric species to
measure niche overlap [2, 3, 6–8]. The estimation of overlap indices through the outputs of En-
vironmental Niche Models (ENMs) allows to take advantage of historical and/or occasional
data of species presence [6–8]. This is important considering the complexity and coast of data
collection for dolphin ecology in marine environments (the main reason of information gaps
about dolphin associations in many world regions) [1, 9, 10].

One association of dolphin species that has not yet been well studied is that between dusky
dolphins (Lagenorhynchus obscurus) and common dolphins (Delphinus delphis). Both are
amongst the highly encephalized dolphin species [11] and consequently we expect them to
have complex patterns of sympatry. The co-occurrence of these species has been reported (and
briefly described) in New Zealand [12–14], southern Peru [15] and northern Patagonia, Argen-
tina [16, 17]. Ecology of dusky dolphins from Patagonia is well known [18]. The habitat of this
species was recently modeled at a high spatial resolution in Golfo Nuevo and at a lower resolu-
tion over a large area of coastal and neritic waters of Patagonia [19–21]. On the other hand pre-
liminary studies of the distribution patterns of common dolphins have been conducted in the
SMG [22, 23], however, ecological aspects such as their habitat use, activity patterns and group
characteristics are poorly known.

According to studies of the distribution of each species, the sympatric area of common and
dusky dolphins in the Patagonia Shelf Ecosystem is between 36°S (northern limit of the distri-
bution of dusky dolphins) and 43°S (southern limit of common dolphins; Fig 1) [12, 19, 24–
28]. In this area, particularly in the San Matías Gulf (SMG, 40°50’S to 42°15’S and 63°05’W to
65°10’W; Fig 1), both species occur throughout the year, eventually co-occur in the same envi-
ronmental patches (they form mixed-species groups) and have a high diet overlap-the main
prey of both dolphin species is the Argentine anchovy (Engraulis anchoita) [16].

Also, both species are caught by fisheries, mostly by mid-water trawls. This fishing gear ap-
pears to have the highest dolphin bycatch rates in Patagonia [27, 29]. This kind of trawls when
directed to southern anchovy causes the incidental mortality of both dolphin species, some-
times in the same tow. In recent years in the SMG has been growing interest in the develop-
ment of a pelagic fishery (mid-water trawl), with emphasis on anchovy catch [29].
Consequently, the development of such a fishery in the SMGmight have serious consequences
for pelagic dolphins. Moreover, on the North Patagonia shelf (off SMG), there is an overlap in
the size range of anchovies consumed by dolphins and the size range of anchovies targeted by
the pelagic fishery [15]. Therefore, if this fishery expands into the SMG, there could potentially
be direct competition with the dolphins [15].
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In this context, the association of common and dusky dolphins in SMG is an interesting
model to study patterns of dolphin sympatric ecology. Under the assumption of limited food
resources, since common and dusky dolphins occur through all the year in the same geographic
area and are highly overlapped in the diet dimension, we hypothesize that they are segregated
in the habitat and/or time axes to avoid competition. Precisely, we propose that they might be
using the same habitat in different ways (i.e. different habitat use strategies [1, 30]) or they
might be segregating in different habitats within the SMG (i.e. they differ in their habitat pref-
erences [30]).

Therefore the main objective of the present work was to explore the niche overlap of com-
mon and dusky dolphins in the habitat and time (in a seasonal scale) dimensions. For the
SMG, we have a historical database of records of both species from different sources (many of
which are occasional sightings), which allowed us to conduct the following specific objectives:
a) to evaluate the habitat use strategies of both species through the comparison of their group
attributes (social composition, size and activity), and b) to evaluate their habitat preferences
and habitat overlap through Environmental Niche modeling in different seasons of the year.

Fig 1. Study Area. (a) Map showing the location of the study area and latitudinal limits of the sympatric area of common dolphins (Delphinus delphis) and
dusky dolphins (Lagenorhynchus obscurus) in the Patagonia Shelf Ecosystem. (b) Map showing systematic surveys (transects) conducted between 1995
and 2011 in the study area.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0126182.g001
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Methodology

Study area
The study area is located in the North Patagonia Shelf Ecosystem (Argentina) and covers a total
area of 23,700 km2, which includes the SMG, an area of the continental shelf next to the mouth
of the SMG, and the San Jose Gulf (SJG) (Fig 1). In the present study, we refer to this combined
area as the SMG ecosystem. The SMG is a semi-closed basin with a maximum depth of 200 m in
the center of the basin. The continental shelf on the eastern side forms an open basin with depths
ranging between 45 and 80 m [31, 32]. To the south, the SMG is connected to the SJG, which has
an approximate area of 814 km2 and an average depth of 30 m [33]. The entire area forms a sys-
tem with particular oceanographic and biological features, among which the formation of a ther-
mal front from October to March is the most remarkable. This front divides the SMG into two
water masses with different oceanographic conditions: the northwestern mass, which has a well-
defined thermocline, high temperature (20.2°C, maximummonthly average) and salinity, low
concentrations of nitrate and chlorophyll, and a low water exchange rate; and the southeastern
mass, which lacks of vertical stratification, has lower values of temperature (18.6°C, maximum
monthly average) and salinity, higher concentrations of nitrate and chlorophyll and is strongly
influenced by the inflow of cold water from the south (Fig 2A) [34–37]. During the cold months
(April to September), these properties tend to be more uniform throughout the basin (the mean
temperature observed in both parts of the Gulf is close to 13°C; Fig 2B) [37].

Since this oceanographic process strongly influences the distribution of two important com-
ponents of this ecosystem-primary producers and demersal fishery- [37, 38] we suspected that
this might also affect directly or indirectly the distributions of pelagic dolphins. Therefore we
conducted all comparative analyzes between both species of dolphins considering two seasons
of the year-a) the warm season (October to March), when the thermal front forms in the SMG,
and b) the cold season (April to September), when the thermal front is absent.

Species data sets and group characterization
We collected data of common and dusky dolphins recorded during both systematic and occa-
sional surveys (without measures of observational effort). Trained observers recorded occa-
sional sightings from 1983 to 2010 during a) research surveys of demersal fish that covered the
entire extent of the SMG onboard fishing vessels 30 to 40 m long, b) research surveys of bivalve
mollusks and benthic fauna that covered the northwest coast of the SMG onboard research and
fishing vessels 7 to 20 m long and c) regular surveys by the Fishery Observer Program (FOP) of
the trawl demersal fishery of Río Negro Province (a survey area from 42° south latitude to the
north of the gulf). This dataset includes reports of sightings as well as incidental catches of both
dolphin species [16].

The systematic surveys (Fig 1) comprised different platforms of observation and sampling
designs:

a. Coastal nautical surveys, consisted of random transects between the coastline and a parallel
line 20 km away and were conducted from inflatable boats (4 to 7 m long), traveling at an
average speed of 9 kn with two or three observers on board. Study period 2006–2010.

b. Distant nautical surveys, consisted of systematic transects onboard large vessels (30 to 70 m
long) at an average speed of 10 kn and with one or two observers. These surveys covered
areas further than 60 km from the coast. Study period: 2006–2011.

c. Coastal aerial surveys, conducted with a high wing aircraft (Cessna B-182) and consisted of
continuous transects parallel to the coast, approximately 500 m away from it, at an altitude
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of 152 m (500 feet) and an average speed of 90 kn. These surveys covered a coastal marine
swath approximately 1000 m wide (500 m on each side of the plane trackline). Four people
traveled on each flight: the pilot, one recorder and two observers (one on each side of the
plane). Study period: 2004–2010.

d. Distant aerial surveys, which consisted of zigzag transects previously defined to cover differ-
ent depth ranges and water masses. These flights were performed with a high wing twin-en-
gine aircraft (CASA 212) at an altitude of 152 m and a minimum speed of 110 kn. As in the
distant nautical surveys, these surveys covered marine areas further than 60 km from the
coast. As in the case of the coastal aerial surveys, two observers and one recorder traveled
on each flight. Study periods: 1995, 2003, 2006–2008 and 2011.

The information gathered by observers during the occasional and systematic surveys includ-
ed date, geographic position, social composition (except in aerial surveys) and number of indi-
viduals. If distances between individuals of the two dolphin species were less than 100 m, the
group was classified as mixed-species group [39]. According to their social composition,
groups were classified as adults and juveniles (A+J), mothers with calves (if more than 80% of
the individuals were mothers with their calves, MwC) or a mixed combination of mothers with
calves, juveniles and adults (A+J+MwC) [21]. Group size was assigned to one of the following
categories:<10, 11–20, 21–50, 51–70, 71–100 or more than 100 animals. During the systematic
nautical surveys, the predominant group activity at the time of the sighting was also recorded.
The same is the activity in which most of the animals were engaged [40] and was classified into

Fig 2. Sightings of common dolphins (Delphinus delphis), dusky dolphins (Lagenorhynchus obscurus) andmixed-species groups. (a) Warm
season and (b) cold season. Study period (1983–2011). Maps also showmeans SST gradients obtained from AVHRR (NOAA) satellite images of each
study season.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0126182.g002
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one of the following six categories: feeding, traveling, socializing, resting,milling [41], and ap-
proach to the vessel. During feeding, dolphins swam in circles and zigzags and enclosed a school
of fishes. The presence of birds feeding together with or following the dolphins was a good indi-
cator of feeding behavior. Traveling consisted of persistent and directional movement, where
all group members swam synchronously. Socializing was characterized by interactions between
individuals, usually in the form of body contact, with high-speed movements and frequent
changes of direction and leaps. Resting consisted of a low level of activity during which the dol-
phins apparently floated motionless on the surface, with occasional slow forward movement.
Milling consisted of low-speed movements with frequent changes in direction. Approach to the
vessel consisted of dolphins traveling in the direction of the observational platform and, in
many cases, interacting with it.

In order to evaluate habitat use strategies, we compared size, activity and social composition
of groups between species for each seasons and between seasons for each species. We used Kol-
mogorov-Smirnov test to compare group size distributions and Chi-square tests for contingen-
cy tables to compare relative frequencies of activity and social composition. Each group
attribute was analyzed individually because social composition and group activity were re-
corded only in the systematic nautical surveys, and during these surveys it was not always pos-
sible to assign all attributes to a single group.

Environmental niche models
We used maximum entropy models as implemented in the Maxent 3.3.3k software (www.cs.
princeton.edu/wschapire/maxent) to develop environmental niche models for both species.
Maxent is a machine learning method that uses a set of occurrence localities (presence data) to-
gether with a set of environmental variables to produce a map representing the suitability of
the environment for the species [42, 43]. This method has been used successfully to predict the
distributions of common dolphins and other marine mammals [44, 45]. Maxent, as well as
other models that only use presence records, is particularly useful to predict the geographic dis-
tribution of a species with low encounter rates across a large area [45–47].

The environmental variables included in the models were those for which information was
available for the entire spatial extent of the study area (or for which it was feasible to make an
accurate interpolation over the entire area) and that might contribute to the habitat prediction
for the species. The variables selected were Depth, Seabed Slope, Distance to the Shoreline, Sea
Surface Temperature (SST), and Standard Deviation of SST (SST-SD). These variables have
been used as habitat predictors for dusky dolphins in Patagonia and for common dolphins in
other regions of the world and at different spatial scales [19, 20, 45]. In certain cases, environ-
mental variables are direct predictors of the distribution of the species because they can directly
influence their physiological capabilities; in other cases, they may be indirect predictors because
they influence the distribution of their prey or predators [10, 48].

To ensure that the selected environmental variables were not highly correlated, we calculat-
ed Pearson correlations before running the model. We tested correlation among variables di-
rectly using the raster files in the software package ENMTools Version 1.4.4 [49]. We
considered that two variables were highly correlated if the coefficient of correlation between
them was greater than 0.7 [50].

We obtained the SST data from AVHRR (NOAA) satellite images with a 1 × 1 km spatial
resolution. The images used were provided by the Argentine National Commission of Space
Activities (CONAE) for the period 2000–2008 and processed at the Remote Sensing Laboratory
of the National Patagonian Center (CENPAT-CONICET, Unit of Oceanography and Meteo-
rology). As whit the characterization of groups, we analyzed the distribution of each species
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separately during the warm and cold seasons. Accordingly, we constructed a mean SST map
and an SST-SD map for each season. We constructed the depth map by interpolating bathy-
metric points from nautical charts (Naval Hydrographic Service, Argentina) and altimetric
points of the coast (National Geographic Institute, Argentine) using an ordinary Kriging func-
tion. We obtained the slope map from the depth map by assigning to each pixel the maximum
slope observed between itself and its eight neighboring pixels. We generated the distance map
by calculating the minimum distance to the shoreline for each pixel. We used the resolution
and spatial extent of the SST images for all raster layers. We performed all of these tasks in a
cartographic information system previously designed for the study area [51].

We ran Maxent with auto features and using the cross-validation technique. To reduce the
bias caused by the heterogeneous effort distribution over the study area, we set the software to
remove duplicate presence records [52]. We set maxent to do 1000 iterations and to use 1000
background points in each run. The output format selected for model values was the logistic
one, which can be interpreted as an index of habitat suitability as well as an estimate of the
probability of species presence conditioned on environmental variables [53]. For each species
and season we ran 25 model replications. Thus, we obtained a final mean and standard devia-
tions models for each species and season. We evaluated the performance of each model with
the AUC (area under the receiver operating characteristic curve) [54]. For each species and sea-
son we obtained mean and standard deviations of AUC values from the Maxent output.

We used the permutation importance index to identify the most important environmental
variables for the species being modeled. This index is a measure of the contributions of each en-
vironmental variable to the fit of the final Maxent model and it is determined by randomly per-
muting the values of that variable among the training points (both presence and background)
and by measuring the resulting decrease in the training AUC. A large decrease indicates that
the model depends heavily on that variable. Values are normalized to obtain percentages (A
brief tutorial on MaxEnt by Steven Phillips, AT&T Research http://www.cs.princeton.edu/~
schapire/maxent/). We used the permutation importance values averaged over the 25 index
values resulting from each model replication.

We evaluated habitat preference of the species in each season, through response curves of
their most important environmental variables (i.e. the first two variables which together con-
tributed in 50% or more to the fit of the model) and through maps of the four averaged models
(one for each season of each species). Maxent performs each curve by generating a model using
only the corresponding variable.

Environmental niche overlap
We estimated the environmental niche overlap between common and dusky dolphins in the
SMG ecosystem for each season from the mean Maxent models. Since the sightings of both
species came from the same dataset, the survey coverage was equal for both species. We also as-
sumed that they have the same detectability within the study area due to its similar size and its
ability to form groups from few to hundreds of individuals. Therefore, it is probable that any
detected difference in the modeled distributions of the species refers to real ecological differ-
ences between them [55].

We calculated specific overlap indices between species for each season. We used the specific
overlap index SOik [56, 57], that calculates the probability of obtaining the utilization curve (of
resources) of predator i from the utilization curve of predator k [56]. We chose this index be-
cause it has a statistical test associated. We constructed this index converting the suitability
scores of Maxent to probability distributions on geographic space by dividing the individual
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cell values (nj) by the sum of all values (N) [7].The general formula of the index is:

SOik ¼ e

�Xr

j¼1

ðpij ln pkjÞ �
Xr

j¼1

ðpij ln pijÞ
�

where pij (or pkj) denotes the probability assigned by the ENM for species i (or k) to cell j, and r
is the total number of cells with suitability scores. The null hypothesis that the specific overlap
of species i onto k is complete (SOik = 1) was tested with the U-statistic [56]:

Uik ¼ �2Ni ln SOik

which follows a Chi-square distribution with (r-1) degrees of freedom.

Results

Group size, composition and activity pattern
The spatial distribution of effort of systematic surveys was heterogeneous but covered all ex-
tend of the study area (Fig 1). We compiled 302 sightings of common dolphin groups and 214
of dusky dolphin groups for the SMG ecosystem during the 1983–2011 period (Fig 2; Table 1).
Twenty-five of those groups corresponded to mixed-species groups (17 observed during the
warm season and 8 during the cold season; Fig 2). Most mixed-species groups (92%) were re-
corded during systematic nautical surveys (mixed-species groups represented 12% of the total
groups sighted in those surveys). Statistical comparisons of group characteristics between sea-
sons were not conducted for mixed-species groups due to the low sample size for each
category.

Each dolphin species exhibited the same group size distribution between the warm and cold
seasons (Kolmogorov-Smirnov test, P> 0.05, in the two pairwise comparisons; Fig 3A and
3B), ranging from fewer than 10 individuals to more than 100 individuals. The group size dis-
tribution differed significantly between species only in the warm season (Kolmogorov-Smirnov
test, P< 0.05). Groups with 10 or fewer individuals represented approximately 60% of the total
number of common dolphin groups in both seasons, whereas this category represented almost
80% of all dusky dolphin groups in the warm season (Fig 3A and 3B). Mixed-species groups
ranged from fewer than 10 to more than 100 individuals, and groups with 10 or fewer individu-
als were the most frequently observed group size (Fig 3C). In most mixed-species groups
(n = 19), common dolphins were more abundant than dusky dolphins. In three groups, the
two species were equal in number, and in other three groups, dusky dolphins outnumbered
common dolphins. On average, mixed-species groups were composed of 68% (SE = 4.4%) com-
mon dolphins and 32% (SE = 4.4%) dusky dolphins. The largest mixed-species group observed
was composed of 500–700 common dolphins and 50–70 dusky dolphins traveling together.

Table 1. Total sightings obtained from opportunistic and systematic datasets and number of different localities (presence records without repeti-
tions) used to run the models.

Species Season N° sightings N° localities used to run models

Opportunistic Systematic

Delphinus delphis Cold 80 46 110

Warm 38 138 148

Lagenorhynchus obscurus Cold 12 85 72

Warm 9 108 93

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0126182.t001
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Fig 3. Group size distributions. Frequency distributions (percentages) of group size categories for (a)
common dolphins (Delphinus delphis), (b) dusky dolphins (Lagenorhynchus obscurus) and (c) mixed-species
groups of common and dusky dolphins. The number in parentheses indicates the sample size.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0126182.g003
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Social composition of groups was similar between species for each season (Chi-square test,
X2 = 1.2, df = 2, P> 0.01 for the cold season; X2 = 3.9, df = 2, P> 0.05 for the warm season;
Fig 4). Groups including mothers with calves (MwC and A+J+MwC) were more frequent in
the warm season than in cold season for both dolphin species (Fig 4). However, significant dif-
ferences in social composition between seasons were found only for common dolphins (Chi-
square test, X2 = 1.9, df = 2, P> 0.05 for dusky dolphins; X2 = 11.1, df = 2, P< 0.01 for com-
mon dolphins). All mixed-species groups were composed of adults and juveniles of both spe-
cies (Fig 4). Seven of these groups had also common dolphin mothers with calves, and two
groups had dusky dolphin mothers with calves. Mothers with calves of both species were never
observed in the same mixed-species group.

Traveling,milling, feeding and approach to the vessel were the predominant group activities
observed for both dolphin species in both seasons. Resting and socializing were never observed
at the beginning of the sightings; however, socializing was sometimes observed opportunistical-
ly when the research boat spent more time close to the groups. This activity was recorded in
two groups of dusky dolphins and in three groups of common dolphins and copulation events
were observed in some of these cases. The relative observed frequency of each activity differed
between seasons for each species and also between species for each season (Chi-square test,
X2 = 23.2, df = 3, P< 0.05 for dusky dolphins; X2 = 10.4, df = 3, P< 0.05 for common dolphins;
X2 = 9.2, df = 3, P< 0.05 for cold season; X2 = 11.0, df = 3, P< 0.05 for warm season; Fig 5).
Traveling and approach to the vessel were the most frequent activities for both species during
cold and warm seasons, respectively (Fig 5). Feeding was observed in all cases except in groups
composed exclusively of dusky dolphins in the warm season. However, dusky dolphins were

Fig 4. Social composition of groups. Percentages of occurrence of social categories for common dolphins (Delphinus delphis), dusky dolphins
(Lagenorhynchus obscurus) and mixed-species groups recorded in each season. (A+J) adults and juveniles, (MwC) mothers with calves, (A+J+MwC) mixed
combination of mothers with calves, juveniles and adults. The number in parentheses indicates the sample size.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0126182.g004
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observed feeding with common dolphins in two sightings during that season. Most mixed-spe-
cies groups were observed approaching to the research vessel (Fig 5). On some of those occa-
sions, individuals of both species were observed swimming very near each other (< one body
length of distance). These events lasted for a few to several seconds, and agonistic interactions
were never observed. Feeding was the second most important activity observed in mixed-spe-
cies groups, followed by milling and travelling (Fig 5).

Environmental niche models
All the environmental variables were included in the models since none of them were highly
correlated (Table 2). We obtained higher AUC values than expected by chance for the four re-
sulting averaged models, (AUC> 0.5 in all cases) and the standard deviations were low, indi-
cating uniformity amongst replications (Table 3).

Fig 5. Predominant group activities. Percentages of occurrence of predominant group activities for common dolphins (Delphinus delphis), dusky dolphins
(Lagenorhynchus obscurus) and mixed-species groups. Data were only obtained from systematic nautical surveys. The number in parentheses indicates the
sample size.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0126182.g005

Table 2. Spearman’s correlation coefficients among environmental variables.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1 Depth 1

2 Seabed Slope 0.09 1

3 Distance to the Coast oastshoreline 0.46 -0.25 1

4 SST cold season 0.69 0.03 0.38 1

5 SST-SD cold season -0.52 -0.15 0.05 -0.67 1

6 SST warm season 0.12 -0.02 -0.14 - - 1

7 SST-SD warm season 0.16 -0.20 0.55 - - 0.13 1

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0126182.t002
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Resulting models predicted a more restricted distribution of habitats of medium to high
suitability (> 0.3) for common dolphins than for dusky dolphins in both seasons considered
(Fig 6). The most suitable habitats (> 0.7) for dusky dolphins were predominantly located
along the southern coast of the study area, whereas those for common dolphins were predomi-
nantly located in the northwestern sector and away from the coast (Fig 6).

All environmental variables contributed to the fit of each model; however, variable contri-
butions were different for each species and season modeled (Table 3). In the cold season the
best habitats for common dolphins were located in waters with relatively high levels of SST-SD
and relatively close to the coast (Fig 7A and 7C); while the best habitats for dusky dolphins
were located in waters very close to the coast but with seafloor slopes from at least 0.21° (i.e. a
drop of approximately 4 meters in a run of 1000m) to the maximum slope observed in the
study area (i.e. a drop of approximately 37 m in a run of 1000 m; Fig 7B and 7C). In the warm

Table 3. AUC and variable importance values for each averagedmodel.

Species Season AUC Permutation Importance

mean Standarddeviation Distance Slope Depth SST-SD SST

Delphinus delphis Cold 0.868 0.079 15.7 6.5 14.3 52.1 11.3

Warm 0.887 0.060 16.4 8.5 1.8 9.1 64.2

Lagenorhynchus obscurus Cold 0.823 0.112 43.2 43.8 3.3 5.8 3.9

Warm 0.778 0.104 36.2 10.5 21.6 12.4 19.3

The two most important variables are presented in bold.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0126182.t003

Fig 6. Averaged Maxent Models.Maps of mean habitat suitability resulting fromMaxEnt modeling of
common dolphins (Delphinus delphis, “a” and “b”) and dusky dolphins (Lagenorhynchus obscurus “c” and “d”)
within the study area for each study season.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0126182.g006
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Fig 7. Response curves of dolphin habitat suitability to environmental variables. Averaged response curves of the two most important environmental
variables resulting fromMaxent modeling of common dolphins (Delphinus delphis) and dusky dolphins (Lagenorhynchus obscurus) localities. (a) Response
curve of common dolphin habitat suitability to Standard Deviation of Sea Surface Temperature (SST-SD) in the cold season; (b) response curve of dusky
dolphin habitat suitability to Seabed Slope in the cold season; (c and d) response curves of common and dusky dolphin habitat suitability to distance to the
coast in the warm and cold season respectively (curves of both species are plotted together in order to facilitate visual comparisons); (e) response curve of
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season the best habitats for common dolphins were located in temperate waters (habitat suit-
ability peaks at 18°C) and further from the coast than in the cold season (Fig 7C and 7D), while
the best habitats for dusky dolphins were located very close to the coast as in the cold season,
but with a staggered pattern of habitat suitability in response to depth (Fig 7D–7F).

Environmental niche overlap
The SOik index indicated significant differences among both species (Table 4). The specific
overlaps were higher for common dolphins than for dusky dolphins in both seasons. Each spe-
cies presented their environmental niche more overlapped with the other in the warm season
than in the cold season. We did not reject the null hypothesis that the specific overlaps of com-
mon dolphin on dusky dolphins are complete, but we reject the null hypothesis that the specific
overlaps of dusky dolphins on common dolphins are complete in both seasons (Table 4).

Discussion
In the SMG ecosystem, common dolphins and dusky dolphins conduct the principal activities
of their life cycles: a) the presence of herds with calves indicates that both species use the area
to nurse; b) socializing, including copulations, were sometimes observed in both species, which
suggests they use the area to mate; and c) feeding was observed many times in both species, sug-
gesting the importance of this activity within the study area. Moreover, we observed both spe-
cies feeding, milling and travelling together. The occurrence of mixed-species groups (12%
taking into account coastal nautical surveys only) is mid-level compared to the occurrence of
mixed-species groups of different dolphin species in other regions (1.5% to 33.3% [58, 59]).
This comparison suggests that mixed-species groups occur quite often in the SMG ecosystem.
In general terms, all these observations suggest that both species may have similar habitat use
strategies in the study area; however we found some significant differences among them.

The environmental niche overlap was higher for common dolphins than for dusky dolphins,
and they were more overlapped in the warm season than in the cold one. Interestingly, this pat-
tern is similar to that found for specific diet overlap in the SMG. Romero [60] found that com-
mon dolphins diet is more overlapped to dusky dolphins diet (SO = 0.91), than the overlap of
dusky dolphins diet to common dolphins one (SO = 0.38). These high overlaps were because
both dolphin species share their main prey, the Argentine anchovy, (for both species this prey
has a relative importance higher than 82% of their diets)[16]. Therefore, environmental

common dolphin habitat suitability to Sea Surface Temperature (SST) in the warm season; (f) response curve of dusky dolphin habitat suitability to Depth in
the warm season.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0126182.g007

Table 4. Environmental niche overlaps between common dolphinDelphinus delphis and dusky dolphin Lagenorhynchus obscurus, in both study
seasons.

i k Season SOik U P

Common dolphin Dusky dolphin Cold 0.242 7360 = 1

Warm 0.457 5317 = 1

Dusky dolphin Common dolphin Cold 0.029 27671 <0.001

Warm 0.070 37973 <0.001

SOik, specific overlap of species i onto species k; U, statistic to test the null hypothesis that the specific overlap of species i onto k is complete; P,

probability of the statistic. The degrees of freedom are the same for the four test (= 25672).

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0126182.t004
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overlaps might be partially replicating the environments where schools of anchovies are avail-
able for both species.

On the other hand, specific habitat overlap was much lower than diet overlap. Estimated
distributions showed that the best habitats for each species are spatially separated (Fig 6).
These results support the hypothesis that if food resources are limited, they might be mainly
segregating in the habitat dimension. Habitat partitioning has been suggested as a strategy to
avoid competition and thus promote coexistence in sympatric dolphins that show a significant
diet overlap [1, 2]. According to different cases of sympatric dolphins, habitat segregation may
occur at different spatial and temporal scales [5]. In our study, segregation occurs mostly on a
regional scale and it changes seasonally. This pattern suggests that dolphins might be changing
their feeding strategies according to seasonal changes of their prey. Although we do not have
data of the seasonal patterns of abundance and distributions of pelagic fish to include in our
models, we can infer some feeding strategies performed by each dolphin species from the re-
sults obtained here and in other studies.

The modeled distributions of dusky dolphins in the SMGmight be resulting for a combin-
ing effect of feeding and predators avoidance strategies as was suggested in previous studies in
Nuevo Gulf and the San José Gulf [20, 61, 62]. The most important environmental variables af-
fecting the modeled distributions of dusky dolphins were distance to the coast, depth and sea-
bed slope (Table 3). The response curves of these variables suggest that dusky dolphins
preferred areas with steep slopes close to the coast. A combining effect of both factors has been
found and well described for dusky dolphins in Kaikoura, New Zealand. In this region, Dusky
dolphins move offshore during late afternoon and evening to feed on the rising scattering
layer, and return to the coast to rest and socialize during the day [63]. If dusky dolphins follow
the same pattern in the SMG, this may be a reason why we did not observe many feeding activi-
ties during the warm season. Added to these observations, in the warm season dusky dolphins
exhibited a higher proportion of groups composed of less than 10 individuals than common
dolphins. This finding may indicate a broader dispersion of dusky dolphins groups in response
to a potential dispersion of the food in that season.

Meanwhile, the feeding strategy of common dolphins might be closely associated with the
occurrence of high biological productivity areas resulting from upwelling events. The distribu-
tion of common dolphins in the cold season is strongly influenced by SST-SD (Table 3). Habi-
tat suitability for this species peaked at relatively high levels of that variable (Fig 7A). Recent
investigations showed that northerly and westerly winds produce upwelling events of few days
over the west and north coasts of the SMG respectively [64–66]. These events can be observed
in daily SST satellite images as zones of lower temperature than their surrounding waters and
occur around 27 times a year [66]. Therefore, over a period of few months (such as the seasons
considered here), areas of upwelling should be spatially correlated with zones of high SST vari-
ability (in our study SST-SD is an indicator of this seasonal variability). Notably, upwelling
events over the west coast occurred more frequently in the cold season (about 17 events per
year) than in the warm season (about 10 events per year) [66]. So, this oceanographic process
might be conditioning the distribution of common dolphin preys in the cold season.

Additionally, the co-occurrence of common and dusky dolphins in the study area would be
favored by the confluence of two different water masses in the SMG ecosystem. Each of these
water masses has physicochemical properties that have been described as preferred by each of
these dolphin species. Common dolphins are distributed mostly in warm temperate and salty
waters of tropical and mid-latitudes of both hemispheres, whereas dusky dolphins are usually
distributed in cold to temperate and generally less saline waters of the southern hemisphere
[12–14, 67, 68]. Thus, the cold and less saline water entering the SMG ecosystem from the Pat-
agonian Coastal Current (sub-Antarctic origin) [69, 70] might favor the presence of dusky
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dolphins in the study area, whereas the warmer and more saline water mass that originates in
the northwest of the SMG ecosystem [36, 37] would favor the presence of common dolphins.
This pattern has also been suggested for New Zealand, where common dolphins reach their
southern distribution limit (44°S) due to the warm subtropical water of the East Cape Current,
and the occurrence of dusky dolphins is associated with a cold tongue of water from the Can-
terbury Current [14]. In the SMG ecosystem, the hypothesis is supported also by the following
observations and results. First, large groups of common dolphins appear to reach the limit of
their distribution in this gulf. Groups of common dolphins are sporadically observed in Golfo
Nuevo (43°S) and never comprise more than 12 individuals (Dra. Mariana Degrati, personal
communication; Laboratorio de Mamíferos Marinos. Centro Nacional Patagónico (CONI-
CET). Boulevard Brown 2915, Puerto Madryn, Chubut, Argentina). The most suitable habitats
for common dolphins estimated in this study were located primarily in the northwestern sector
of the SMG ecosystem-corresponding to the warm and saline water mass region (Figs 2A and
6). In the warm season, SST was the most important variable to predict the distribution of com-
mon dolphins (Table 3). Therefore, we may infer that common dolphins prefer temperate wa-
ters of the SMG ecosystem (at least in the warm season).

Conclusion
From previous studies we knew that common dolphins and dusky dolphins presented a consid-
erable but asymmetrical diet overlap in the SMG. From this study we know now that these spe-
cies also exhibit the same pattern of environmental overlap, i.e. in both cases specific overlap
indices are higher for common dolphins than for dusky dolphins. However, environmental
overlap indices are lower than diet ones. Therefore we conclude that in the SMG common and
dusky dolphins are mainly segregated in the habitat dimension of their niches. Segregation oc-
curs mostly on a regional scale and it changes seasonally. The best habitats for common dol-
phins are located in the northwestern sector of the gulf in areas separated from the coast. In the
warm season common dolphins prefer areas with temperate sea surface and in the cold season
they prefer areas with relatively high variability of SST. Meanwhile, dusky dolphins prefer areas
with steep slopes that are close to the coast in the southwestern sector of the gulf both in warm
and cold seasons.

We have presented the first study of the sympatric ecology of common and dusky dolphins.
We have also described for the first time the size, social composition and activity patterns of
mixed-species groups of these species and single-species groups of common dolphins in the
Patagonian shelf ecosystem. Our results provide a platform for future research on the mecha-
nism underlying dolphin distribution in north Patagonian gulfs. Our future studies will be fo-
cused on the distribution and abundance of dolphin prey, and on dolphin foraging behaviors
on a finer spatiotemporal scale.

Acknowledgments
This study was conducted with institutional and logistical support from the Instituto de Biolo-
gía Marina y Pesquera “Almirante Storni”, Escuela Superior de Ciencias Marinas (Universidad
Nacional del Comahue), Centro Nacional Patagónico (Consejo Nacional de Investigaciones
Científicas y Técnicas-CONICET) and Universidad Nacional de la Patagonia San Juan Bosco.
We especially thank the captains and the crews on board of the oceanographic vessel “ARA-
Puerto Deseado” (CONICET-Armada Argentina), and coast guard vessels “Río Paraná” and
“La Plata” (Prefectura Naval Argentina) for all their assistance and cooperation during the sur-
veys. We are also grateful to Sandro Acosta, Nestor Dieu and Pablo Saco for their work during
the coastal nautical surveys and Marianela Gastaldi for reviewing the manuscript. This article

Niche Overlap between Common and Dusky Dolphins

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0126182 June 19, 2015 16 / 20



was benefited from the comments and suggestions of two anonymous reviewers. We dedicate
this paper to Dr. Domingo Antonio Gagliardini who was an inspiration to work in a multidisci-
plinary way and a pioneer in research on marine remote sensing in Argentina.

Author Contributions
Conceived and designed the experiments: GMS MAR EAC SLD RAG. Performed the experi-
ments: GMS MAR EAC SLD RAG. Analyzed the data: GMS MAR SLD RAG. Contributed re-
agents/materials/analysis tools: GNWDAG GMSMAR SLD. Wrote the paper: GMS MAR
EAC SLD RAG GNWDAG.

References
1. Bearzi M. Dolphin sympatric ecology. Marine Biology Research. 2005; 1:165–75.

2. Parra GJ. Resource partitioning in sympatric delphinids: space use and habitat preferences of Austra-
lian snubfin and Indo-Pacific humpback dolphins. Journal of Animal Ecology. 2006; 75: 862–74. PMID:
17009750

3. Kiszka J, Simon-Bouhet B, Martinez L, Pusineri C, Richard P, Ridoux V. Ecological niche segregation
within a community of sympatric dolphins around a tropical island. Marine Ecology Progress Series.
2011; 433: 273–88.

4. Marino L. Cetacean Brain Evolution: Multiplication Generates Complexity. International Journal of
Comparative Psychology. 2004; 17(1): 1–16.

5. Bearzi M, Stanford CB. Dolphins and African apes: comparisons of sympatric socio-ecology. Contribu-
tions to Zoology. 2007; 76: 235–54.

6. Praca E, Gannier A. Ecological niches of three teuthophageous odontocetes in the northwestern Medi-
terranean Sea. Ocean Science. 2008; 4: 49–59.

7. Warren DL, Glor RE, Turelli M. Environmental niche equivalency versus conservatism: quantitative ap-
proaches to niche evolution. Evolution. 2008; 62: 2868–83. doi: 10.1111/j.1558-5646.2008.00482.x
PMID: 18752605

8. Broennimann O, Fitzpatrick MC, Pearman PB, Petitpierre B, Pellissier L, Yoccoz NG, et al. Measuring
ecological niche overlap from occurrence and spatial environmental data. Global Ecology and Biogeog-
raphy. 2012; 21: 481–97.

9. MacLeod CD. Habitat representativeness score (HRS): a novel concept for objectively assessing the
suitability of survey coverage for modelling the distribution of marine species. Journal of the Marine Bio-
logical Association of the United Kingdom. 2010; 90: 1269–77.

10. Ballance LT, Pitman RL, Fiedler PC. Oceanographic influences on seabirds and cetaceans of the east-
ern tropical Pcific: A review. Progress in Oceanography. 2006; 69: 360–90.

11. Marino L, McShea DW, Uhen MD. Origin and evolution of large brains in toothed whales. The Anatomi-
cal Record Part A. 2004; 281(A): 1247–55. PMID: 15497142

12. Cipriano F, Webber M. Dusky Dolphin Life History and Demography. In: Wursig B, Wursig M, editors.
The Dusky Dolphin Master Acrobat off Different Shores. Amsterdam: Elsevier; 2010. pp. 21–48.

13. Bräger S, Schneider K. Near shore distribution and abundance of dolphins along theWest Coast of the
South Island, New Zealand. New Zealand Journal of Marine and Freshwater Research. 1998; 32(1):
105–12.

14. Gaskin DE. Distribution of Delphinidae (Cetacea) in relation to sea surface temperatures off Eastern
and Southern New Zealand. New Zealand Journal of Marine and Freshwater Research. 1968; 2(3):
527–34.

15. Heinrich S, Elwen S, Bräger S. Patterns of Sympatry in Lagenorhynchus andCephalorhynchus: Dol-
phins in Different Habitats. In: Würsig B, Würsig M, editors. The Dusky Dolphin Master Acrobat off Dif-
ferent Shores Amsterdam: Elsevier; 2010. p. 313–332.

16. Romero MA, Dans SL, Svendsen GM, González R, Crespo EA. Feeding habits of two sympatric dol-
phin species off North Patagonia, Argentina. Marine Mammal Science. 2012; 28(2): 364–77.

17. Dans SL, Crespo EA, Koen Alonso M, Markowitz TM, Dahood AD. Dusky Dolphin Trophic Ecology:
Their Role in the FoodWeb. In: Würsig B, Würsig M, editors. The Dusky Dolphin: Master Acrobat off Dif-
ferent Shores. Amsterdam: Elsevier; 2010. p. 49–74.

18. Würsig B, Würsig M. The Dusky Dolphin: Master Acrobat off Different Shores. Amsterdam: Academic
Press/Elsevier; 2010.

Niche Overlap between Common and Dusky Dolphins

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0126182 June 19, 2015 17 / 20

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17009750
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1558-5646.2008.00482.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18752605
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15497142


19. Garaffo G, Dans S, Pedraza S, Degrati M, Schiavini A, González R, et al. Modeling habitat use for
dusky dolphin and Commerson’s dolphin in Patagonia. Marine Ecology Progress Series. 2011; 421:
217–27.

20. Garaffo GV, Dans SL, Crespo EA, Degrati M, Giudici P, Gagliardini DA. Dusky dolphin: modeling habi-
tat selection. Journal of Mammalogy. 2010; 91(1): 54–65.

21. Garaffo GV, Dans SL, Pedraza SN, Crespo EA, Degrati M. Habitat use by dusky dolphin in patagonia:
how predictable is their location? Marine Biology. 2007; 152(1): 165–77.

22. González RAC. Distribución espacio temporal y composición de las manadas de delfín común, Delphi-
nus delphis Linn 1758, en el Golfo San Matías. Comunicación de la 4ta Reunión de Trabajo de Espe-
cialistas en Mamíferos Acuáticos de América del Sur; 1990 12 al 15 de Noviembre; Valdivia (Chile).
Distribución.

23. Svendsen GM, Dans SL, González R, Crespo EA, Romero MA. Distribución y caracterización de gru-
pos de mamíferos marinos en el Golfo San Matías. XIII Reunión de Trabajo de Especialistas en Mamí-
feros Acuáticos de América del Sur 7°Congreso SOLAMAC; 2008; Montevideo, Uruguay.

24. Crespo EA, Pedraza SN, Coscarella MA, García NA, Dans SL, Iñiguez M, et al. Distribution and school
size of dusky dolphins, Lagenorhynchus obscurus (Gray, 1928), in the Southwestern South Atlantic
Ocean. Rep Int Whal Comm. 1997; 47: 693–7.

25. Schiavini ACM, Pedraza SN, Crespo EA, González R, Dans SL. Abundance of dusky dolphins (Lagen-
orhynchus obscurus) off north and central Patagonia Argentina in spring and a comparison of incidental
catch in fisheries. Marine Mammal Science. 1999; 15: 828–40.

26. Tavares M, Moreno IB, Siciliano S, Rodríguez D, Santos MCDO, Lailson-Britos J Jr, et al. Biogeogra-
phy of common dolphins (genus Delphinus) in the Southwestern Atlantic Ocean. Mammal Rev. 2010;
40(1): 40–64.

27. Crespo EA, Koen Alonso M, Dans SL, García NA, Pedraza SN, Coscarella MA, et al. Incidental catch
of dolphins in mid-water trawls for Argentine anchovy (Engraulis anchoita) off the Argentine shelf. Jour-
nal of Cetacean Research Management. 2000; 2: 11–6.

28. Bastida R, Rodríguez D. Mamíferos marinos de Patagonia y Antártida. 1° Edición ed. Buenos Aires,
Argentina: Vazquez Mazzini Editores; 2003.

29. Crespo EA, Pedraza SN, Dans SL, Koen Alonso M, Reyes LM, García NA, et al. Direct and indirect ef-
fects of the highseas fisheries on the marine mammal populations in the northern and central Patago-
nian Coast. J Northw Atl Fish Sci. 1997; 22: 189–207.

30. Krausman PR. Some Basic Principles of Habitat Use. In: Launchbaugh KL, Sanders KD, Mosley JC,
editors. Grazing Behaviour of Livestock andWildlife. 70. Moscow, ID: University of Idaho, Forest Wild-
life and Range Experiment Station; 1999. p. 85–90.

31. Mazio CA, Vara CD. Las mareas del Golfo San Matías. Buenos Aires: Servicio de Hidrografía Naval.
Armada Argentina, 1983; 13.

32. Scasso LM, Piola AR. Intercambio neto de agua entre el mar y la atmósfera en el Golfo San Matías.
Geoacta. 1988; 15(1): 33–51.

33. Pizarro MJ. Análisis de los resultados de la primera campaña oceanográfica en el Golfo San José.
Puerto Madryn: Centro Nacional Patagónico, 1975; 3.

34. Carreto JI, Verona CA, Casal AB, Laborde MA. Fitoplancton, pigmentos y condiciones ecológicas del
Golfo San Matías III. La Plata: Instituto de Biología Marina de Mar del Plata, 1974; 10.

35. Gagliardini DA, Rivas AL. Environmental characteristics of San Matías Gulf obtained from LANDSAT-
TM and ETM+ DATA. Gayana. 2004; 68(2): 186–93.

36. Piola AR, Scasso LM. Circulación en el Golfo San Matías. Geoacta,. 1988; 15(1): 33–51.

37. Williams G, Sapoznik M, Ocampo-Reinaldo M, Solis M, Narvarte M, González R, et al. Comparison of
AVHRR and SeaWiFS imagery with fishing activity and in situ data in San Matías Gulf, Argentina. Inter-
national Journal of Remote Sensing. 2010; 31(17): 4531–42.

38. Ocampo Reinaldo M, González R, Williams G, Storeo LP, Romero MA, Narvarte M, et al. Spatial pat-
terns of the Argentine hakeMerluccius hubbsi and oceanographic processes in a semienclosed Pata-
gonian ecosystem. Marine Biology Research. 2013; 9(4): 394 406.

39. Bearzi M. Habitat Partitioning by Three Species of Dolphins in Santa Monica Bay, California. 2003.

40. Mann J. Behavioral sampling methods for cetaceans: a review and critique. Marine Mammal Science.
1999; 15(1): 102–22.

41. Degrati M, Dans SL, Pedraza SN, Crespo EA, Garaffo GV. Diurnal behavior of dusky dolphins, Lagen-
orhynchus obscurus, in Golfo Nuevo, Argentina. Journal of Mammalogy. 2008; 89(5): 1241–7.

42. Phillips SJ, Anderson RP, Schapire RE. Maximum entropy modeling of species geographic distribu-
tions. Ecological Modelling. 2006; 190: 231–59.

Niche Overlap between Common and Dusky Dolphins

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0126182 June 19, 2015 18 / 20



43. Phillips SJ, Dudík M, Schapire RE. A Maximum Entropy Approach to Species Distribution Modeling.
Proceedings of the 21st International Conference on Machine Learning; 2004; Banff, Canada.

44. Friedlaender AS, Johnston DW, Fraser WR, Burns J, Halpina PN, Costa DP. Ecological niche modeling
of sympatric krill predators around Marguerite Bay, Western Antarctic Peninsula. Deep-Sea Research
II. 2011; 58: 1729–40.

45. Moura AE, Sillero N, Rodrigues A. Common dolphin (Delphinus delphis) habitat preferences using data
from two platforms of opportunity. Acta Oecologica. 2012; 38: 24–32.

46. Elith J, Phillips SJ, Hastie T, Dudík M, Chee YE, Yates CJ. A statistical explanation of MaxEnt for ecolo-
gists. Diversity and Distributions. 2011; 17: 43–57.

47. Ready J, Kaschner K, South AB, Eastwood PD, Rees T, Rius J, et al. Predicting the distributions of ma-
rine organisms at the global scale. Ecological Modelling. 2010; 221: 467–78.

48. Redfern JV, Ferguson MC, Becker EA, Hyrenbach KD, Good C, Barlow J, et al. Techniques for ceta-
cean–habitat modeling. Marine Ecology Progress Series. 2006; 310: 271–95.

49. Warren DL, Glor RE, Turelli M. ENMTools: a toolbox for comparative studies of environmental niche
models. Ecography. 2010; 33: 607–11.

50. Parra JL, Graham CC, Freile JF. Evaluating alternative data sets for ecological niche models of birds in
the Andes. Ecography. 2004; 27: 350–60.

51. Schneider C. Sistema de Composición Cartográfica del Instituto de Biología Marina y Pesquera Alte.
Storni. San Antonio Oeste, Argentina: IBMPAS, 2009.

52. Stockwell DRB, Peterson AT. Controlling bias in biodiversity data. In: Scott JM, Heglund PJ, Morrison
ML, Haufler JB, Raphael MG, Wall WA, et al., editors. Predicting species occurrences: issues of accu-
racy and scale. Washington, DC: Island Press; 2002. p. 537–46.

53. Phillips SJ, Dudík M. Modeling of species distributions with Maxent: new extensions and a comprehen-
sive evaluation. Ecography. 2008; 31: 161–75.

54. Fielding AH. What are the appropriate characteristics of an accuracy measure. In: Scott JM, Heglund
PJ, Morrison ML, Haufler JB, Raphael MG, Wall WA, et al., editors. Predicting species occurrences: is-
sues of accuracy and scale. Washington, DC: Island Press; 2002. p. 271–80.

55. MacLeod CD, Mandleberg L, Schweder C, Bannon SM, Pierce GJ. A comparison of approaches for
modelling the occurrence of marine animals. Hydrobiologia. 2008; 612: 21–32.

56. Ludwig JA, Reynolds JF. Statistical ecology. Hoboken, NJ: JohnWiley & Sons; 1988.

57. Petraitis PS. Likehood measures of niche breadth and overlap. Ecology. 1979; 60: 703–10.

58. Quérouil S, Silva MA, Cascão I, Magalhães S, Seabra MI, Machete MA, et al. Why Do Dolphins Form
Mixed-Species Associations in the Azores? Ethology. 2008; 114: 1183–94.

59. Frantzis A, Heazing DL. Mixed-species associations of striped-dolphins (Stenella coeruleoalba), short-
beaked common dolphins (Delphinus delphis), and Risso’s dolphins (Grampus griseus) in the Gulf of
Corinth (Greece, Mediterranean Sea). Aquatic Mammals. 2002; 28.2: 188–97.

60. Romero MA. Rol de los mamíferos marinos en el contexto de la trama trófica del ecosistema del Golfo
San Matías e interacciones con la pesquería de especies demersales. San Antonio Oeste, Río Negro:
Universidad Nacional del Comahue; 2011.

61. Goodall RNP, Galeazzi AR. A Review of the Food Habits of the Small Cetaceans of the Antarctic and
Sub-Antarctic. Antarctic Nutrient Cycles and FoodWebs. 1985.

62. Würsig B, Würsig M. Behavior and ecology of the dusky dolphin, Lagenorhynchus obscurus, in the
South Atlantic. Fish Bull. 1980; 77(4): 871–90.

63. Srinivasan M, Markowitz TM. Predator Threats and Dusky Dolphin Survival Strategies. In: Würsig B,
Würsig M, editors. The Dusky Dolphin: Master Acrobat off Different Shores. Amsterdam: Elsevier;
2010. p. 133–50.

64. Tonini MH, Palma ED, Piola AR. A numerical study of gyres, thermal fronts and seasonal circulation in
austral semi-enclosed gulfs. Continental Shelf Research. 2013; 65: 97–110.

65. Williams G. ¿Cuáles son las fuentes para mantener la productividad del golfo San Matías? [Tesis de
Grado]. Puerto Madryn: Universidad Nacional de la Patagonia “San Juan Bosco”; 2004.

66. Pisoni JP, Rivas AL, Piola AR. Satellite remote sensing reveals coastal upwelling events in the San
Matías Gulf-Northern Patagonia. Remote Sensing of Environment. 2014; 152: 207–78.

67. Perrin WF. Common dolphins Delphinus delphis, D. capensis, and D. tropicalis. In: Perrin WF, Würsig
B, Thewissen JGM, editors. Encyclopedia of Marine Mammals. San Diego, CA: Academic Press;
2002. pp. 245–8.

Niche Overlap between Common and Dusky Dolphins

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0126182 June 19, 2015 19 / 20



68. Stockin KA, Pierce GJ, Binedell V, Wiseman N, OramsMB. Factors Affecting the Occurrence and De-
mographics of Common Dolphins (Delphinus sp.) in the Hauraki Gulf, New Zealand. Aquatic Mammals.
2008; 34(2): 200–11.

69. Palma ED, Matano RP, Piola AA. A numerical study of the Southwestern Atlantic Shelf circulation:
Stratified ocean response to local and offshore forcing. Journal of Geophysical Research. 2008; 113.
PMID: 19137076

70. Piola AA, Rivas A. Corrientes en la Plataforma Continental. El Mar Argentino y sus Recursos Pes-
queros. 1997; 1: 119–32.

Niche Overlap between Common and Dusky Dolphins

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0126182 June 19, 2015 20 / 20

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19137076

