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a b s t r a c t

Ingestion of anthropogenic debris represents an important threat to marine turtle populations. Informa-
tion has been limited to inventories of debris ingested and its consequences, but why ingestion occurs
and the conditions that enable it are less understood. Here we report on the occurrence of plastic inges-
tion in young green turtles (Chelonia mydas) inhabiting the Río de la Plata (SW Atlantic). This estuarine
area is characterized by a frontal system that accumulates anthropogenic debris. We explored exposure
of green turtles to plastic and its ingestion via debris distribution, habitat use and digestive tract exam-
ination. Results indicated that there is considerable overlap of frontal accumulated plastic and core for-
aging areas of the animals. Exposure results in ingestion, as shown by the high frequency of plastic found
in the digestive tracts. The Río de la Plata estuarine front is an area of conservation concern for young
green turtles.

! 2013 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

Marine turtle populations have been reduced by exploitation
and consumption of eggs and meat during the past centuries
(IUCN, 2013; Meylan and Donnelly, 1999; Seminoff, 2004). Egg
harvesting and consumption of turtles are now regulated in most
places, but direct and indirect threats continue to threaten popula-
tions: bycatch in fishing gear kills thousands of turtles per year
(Wallace et al., 2010), pollution with artificial lights on nesting
beaches disrupts nest-site choice and orientation (Witherington
and Martin, 2003), and oil spills affect marine turtles through di-
rect contact or by fouling of their habitats. A pervasive, highly
damaging and expanding problem is entanglement and ingestion
of anthropogenic debris (Lutcavage et al., 1997). Some turtle pop-
ulations are recovering after controlling direct exploitation (e.g.
Bjorndal et al., 1999; Broderick et al., 2006; Chaloupka et al.,
2008; Dutton et al., 2005; Marcovaldi and Chaloupka, 2007), but
the cumulative impacts of other threats, including ingestion of

anthropogenic debris, may hamper or reduce population recovery
(Donlan et al., 2010; Coll et al., 2012; Maxwell et al., 2013).

Ingestion of anthropogenic debris has been reported in almost
all marine turtle species. It occurs in all life stages and several geo-
graphic areas (see Schuyler et al., 2013 and references therein).
Plastics are the most commonly ingested of all solid pollutants
(Schuyler et al., 2013). The amount of debris found in the stomach
of an animal is generally small, in terms of number of items and
weight (Bjorndal, 1997; Schuyler et al., 2013), but even that may
have lethal consequences through perforation or impaction of the
digestive system (Bjorndal et al., 1994). Direct mortality due to
debris ingestion seems to occur rarely, although it is difficult to
prove. The most common health effects are exposure to chemicals
leaching from the debris and dietary dilution that reduce somatic
growth or reproductive output (Laist, 1987; McCauley and
Bjorndal, 1999). Such sublethal effects are difficult to estimate
for these long-lived and highly migratory animals (Bjorndal et al.,
1994; McCauley and Bjorndal, 1999; NRC, 1990).

To date, research has focused on a valuable and exhaustive
inventory of the debris ingested and its consequences, but why
plastic ingestion occurs and the conditions that enable it are far
from being understood. It has been suggested that leatherbacks
mistake gelatinous plankton for floating plastic bags (Bjorndal,
1997; Mrosovsky et al., 2009); thus zooplanktivorous turtles would
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be particularly vulnerable to ingestion of plastic debris. Gelatinous
plankton tends to be aggregated at physical discontinuities such as
ocean fronts (Graham et al., 2001; Mianzan and Guerrero, 2000),
and these same ocean features may concentrate floating debris
(Barnes et al., 2009; Pruter, 1987). Therefore, during their oceanic
developmental stage, marine turtles may be more exposed to deb-
ris ingestion when feeding in frontal areas (Carr, 1987; Schuyler
et al., 2013; Witherington, 2002). Nevertheless, marine turtles with
benthic and neritic feeding habits are also known to ingest plastic
(e.g. Bjorndal et al., 1994; Bugoni et al., 2001; Schuyler et al., 2013;
Tourinho et al., 2010). We report here on the occurrence of the
problem in young green turtles in neritic habitats, linking the
threat of plastic ingestion with a particular oceanographic feature
in the distribution range of the species.

Juvenile green turtles reach the temperate waters of Argentina
and Uruguay in their migration along foraging habitats of the east-
ern coast of South America (González Carman et al., 2011, 2012).
From November to May, they intensively use the Río de la Plata
estuarine area to feed on gelatinous plankton (González Carman
et al., 2012, 2013; Fig. 1) that aggregates in the frontal system of
the estuary (Mianzan et al., 2001). The system also accumulates
anthropogenic debris (Acha et al., 2003). We explored exposure
to plastics and its ingestion through the combination of informa-
tion on plastic distribution, habitat use and examination of diges-
tive tract contents of juvenile green turtles.

2. Methods

2.1. Study area: the Río de la Plata frontal system

The Río de la Plata (Argentina–Uruguay) is a two-layered estu-
arine system where freshwater flows seaward on the surface, and
denser, saline shelf water intrudes along the bottom (Mianzan
et al., 2001; Fig. 1). This dynamic generates two salinity fronts sep-
arated by ca. 150 km and connected by a salt-wedge: a bottom and
a surface front at the inner and outer part of the estuary, respec-
tively. The bottom front can be approximated at the surface by
the presence of an estuarine turbidity maximum. The turbidity
maximum is due to the suspended matter flocculation near the

tip of the salt wedge, and re-suspension of sediment due to tidal
stirring (Framiñan and Brown, 1996). The turbidity front can be
easily identified in satellite images; its modal position is located
near the limit of the marine water intrusion. (Acha et al., 2008;
Framiñan and Brown, 1996; Mianzan et al., 2001). The surface front
has lower salinity gradients than those of the bottom front, and its
location is more variable. This frontal system favors the retention
and concentration of gelatinous plankton (Alvarez Colombo et al.,
2003; Cabreira et al., 2006; Mianzan and Guerrero, 2000; Mianzan
et al., 2001), which constitutes the main food for green turtles in
the area (González Carman et al., 2013). Along with gelatinous
plankton, the bottom front also accumulates anthropogenic debris
that drifts down the river and is generated by highly populated cit-
ies in the region (i.e. Buenos Aires, Montevideo) and by intensive
vessel traffic (Acha et al., 2003).

2.2. Exposure to plastic pollution

Data on the distribution and concentration of anthropogenic
debris in the Río de la Plata are from Acha et al. (2003). Anthropo-
genic debris (plastic bags, cans, bottles and hard plastic pieces)
were collected from 1996 to 2001 using a bottom trawl net oper-
ated at 269 stations arranged in a random sampling design that
covered most part of the estuary (Acha et al., 2003). For our anal-
ysis, we used information only on plastic debris (plastic bags and
hard plastic pieces) since it is most frequently consumed by marine
turtles (Bjorndal et al., 1994; Bugoni et al., 2001; Tomás et al.,
2002; Tourinho et al., 2010). Plastic debris was counted and ex-
pressed as number of items per km2. For further details on the
sampling method see Acha et al. (2003).

We overlapped data on plastic debris distribution with green tur-
tle foraging areas obtained through satellite telemetry from 9 turtles
during the period 2008–2011 (González Carman et al., 2012; Fig. 2).
Animal positions were analyzed with state-space models to identify
locations where the animals were likely engaged in foraging activi-
ties (Breed et al., 2009; Maxwell et al., 2011; see modeling details in
González Carman et al., 2012). Fixed kernel density estimation was
used to construct a map showing foraging areas, created from the
‘foraging’ locations from the state-space model results. This method

Fig. 1. (a) Río de la Plata estuarine area (Argentina–Uruguay). The yellow line represents the modal position of the turbidity front (from Framiñan and Brown, 1996) which is
a proxy of the bottom salinity front position. The black dashed line indicates an approximate position of the surface salinity front (Mianzan et al., 2001; Cabreira et al., 2006).
Black star indicates the location where green turtles were caught as bycatch in a gillnet fishery, providing material for the digestive tracts sampling. (b) Conceptual diagram of
the Río de la Plata frontal system modified from Acha et al. (1999) and Mianzan et al. (2001) (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend, the reader is
referred to the web version of this article.).
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identifies areas of disproportionately heavy use, or core areas, with-
in a distribution range. The density at any location is an estimate of
the amount of time spent there (Seaman and Powell, 1996; Worton,
1989). Foraging density distributions were represented by utiliza-
tion distribution (UD) contours, indicating areas within which
tracked turtles spent 50%, 75%, 95% and 100% of their presumed for-
aging at-sea time. The 100% and 50% UD are interpreted as overall
distribution of foraging areas and core foraging areas of turtles dur-
ing the tracking period, respectively (González Carman et al., 2012).
Data on plastic debris distribution and green turtle foraging areas
were plotted together using ArcGIS 10.1" (Copyright! ESRI) to visu-
ally explore green turtle exposure to plastic debris while foraging in
the Río de la Plata.

To statistically explore an association between plastic and green
turtle distributions, a Pearson correlation (a = 0.05) was conducted
between plastic density and turtle kernel density found at the cor-
responding debris sampling location.

2.3. Plastic ingestion determined from dead animals

We examined 62 digestive tracts of dead green turtles necrop-
sied to study their diet. The animals were incidentally captured

during 2008–2011 in gillnets of the San Clemente artisanal fishery
that operates in the coastal waters of the southern part of the estu-
ary (González Carman et al., 2013). We measured curved carapace
length (CCL ± 0.1 cm) and weight (W ± 0.1 kg) of the animals. Deb-
ris was counted, weighed (±0.1 g), and classified by type (e.g. plas-
tic bag, hard plastic fragment, rope, cloth, paper, and others)
following Bjorndal et al. (1994) and Lazar and Gračan (2011).
Results for each specific category were expressed as number of
ingested fragments (mean ± SE) and frequency of occurrence
(%FO). The %FO denotes the overall proportion that a particular
debris category appeared in the animals examined. The wet weight
of total debris per animals was determined.

3. Results

3.1. Exposure to plastic pollution

Green turtles spent most of their at-sea time in core foraging
areas (50% UD) in the Río de la Plata estuarine system, including
the coastal waters off Uruguay and waters off Samborombón Bay
along the Argentine coast (Fig. 2a). These core areas were near to
or overlapped with zones where plastic accumulates, such as the

Fig. 2. (a) Plastic debris distribution overlapped with green turtle foraging areas in the Río de la Plata (Argentina–Uruguay). The yellow line represents the modal position of
the turbidity front associated with the bottom salinity front. The 100% and 50% UD represent the overall distribution of foraging areas and the core foraging areas of the
turtles, respectively. (b) Dotted colored lines are used to exemplify routes of four of the nine turtles tracked. (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend,
the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)
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coastal waters off Uruguay (Fig. 2a). Other foraging areas, though
not highly used (95% UD), occurred where plastics were not de-
tected. There was no statistically significant association between
the plastic and the turtle kernel density distributions (Pearson’s
r = !0.09, P = 0.1).

Individual animals that first foraged near San Clemente, and
then migrated to the coast of Uruguay went through the frontal
area where the accumulation of anthropogenic debris was ex-
pected to be the highest (Fig. 2b). On average, turtles likely encoun-
tered a mean of 8.8 plastic items (hard plastic and bags) per square
kilometer of the overlapped foraging area. This quantity reached
maximum values of >100 items/km2 at the frontal area.

3.2. Plastic ingestion

Most (90%) of the 62 juveniles examined ingested anthropo-
genic debris (mean CCL ± SD = 38.5 ± 4.4 cm, range = 31.3–
52.2 cm, N = 54; mean W ± SD = 6.0 ± 2.9 kg, range = 2.3–16.8 kg,
N = 47). Median number of fragments per animal was 13 (range:
0–591 fragments, N = 62, Fig. 3a) and the weight of debris per ani-
mal was <5 g in most cases (Fig. 3b). An extreme case was repre-
sented by one animal that consumed 591 fragments of debris
(mostly hard plastic pieces), an equivalent of 1.3% of its body
weight.

Most debris was found in the distal portion of the large intestine
(98%), although some was also found in the stomach (40%) and the
oesophagus (16%). Wrappers, bags and hard pieces of plastic were
most frequently ingested (Table 1). The size of the debris was var-
iable, ranging from small hard plastic pieces (0.5–3.0 cm) to large
sections of bags (>15.0 cm) (Fig. 4). Plastic debris was found
embedded in a jelly like mucous material in the stomachs (Fig. 5).

4. Discussion

Neritic juvenile green turtles are exposed to a concentration of
plastic pollution while foraging within the Río de la Plata frontal
system. The distribution of plastic accumulated by the bottom
front and the core foraging areas of the animals overlap widely
(Fig. 2). Exposure results in ingestion, as shown by the high fre-
quency of plastic debris found in the digestive tract of turtles by-
caught in the southern portion of the estuary (Fig. 3, Table 1). From
our previous tracking studies we know that green turtles spend a
large portion of the year (up to 6 months) in this estuarine region
(González Carman et al., 2012); thus most of the debris is likely
from the Río de la Plata region. Despite this evidence, there was
no statistically significant association between the observed plastic
distribution and turtle kernel density. This could be due to limita-
tions in our data set, since the data on plastics were collected
opportunistically during research fishery cruises and not with a
sample design to show how it affects turtles. This highlights the
need to sample plastic debris aiming to evaluate the effect on mar-
ine turtles through a spatial analysis approach.

Exposure to plastic ingestion is likely increased by physical pro-
cesses such as water mass convergence occurring at fronts (Carr,
1987; Witherington, 2002). This is likely a key factor promoting
plastic ingestion in neritic foraging areas such as this one. In the
Río de la Plata estuarine system, debris accumulates particularly
at the bottom front (Acha et al., 2003), along with primary prey
items. Some of the scyphozoan species which are part of the
turtle’s diet (e.g. Chrysaora lactea, Lychnorhiza lucerna, González
Carman et al., 2013) aggregate close to the bottom, below the
salt-wedge (Alvarez Colombo et al., 2003; Cabreira et al., 2006).
Our results show that turtles have large amounts of debris in their
digestive tracts, suggesting that their proximity to the front,

particularly during presumed foraging, is a potential cause for ele-
vated debris levels.

Because visibility may be quite limited in the study area, inges-
tion of plastic may not be due to visually mistaking plastic for
gelatinous prey, as has been suggested for leatherbacks elsewhere
(Bjorndal, 1997; Mrosovsky et al., 2009). Light penetration in the
estuary is scarce due to suspended sediments, especially in the

Fig. 3. (a) Number of fragments and (b) wet weight of anthropogenic debris
ingested by juvenile green turtles from San Clemente, Argentina.

Table 1
Frequency of occurrence (%FO) and number of fragments of anthropogenic debris
found in the digestive tracts (n = 62) of juvenile green turtles from San Clemente,
Argentina. SE: one standard error.

Anthropogenic debris %FO No. fragments

Total Mean SE

Wrapper plastic 85.5 607 11.5 1.7
Plastic bag 74.2 275 6.0 0.9
Hard plastic pieces 59.7 819 22.1 11.5
Thread (nylon, cotton) 37.1 24 2.0 0.2
Rubber (balloon, band) 27.4 46 1.4 0.1
Rope 14.5 13 1.4 0.1
Styrofoam 6.5 3 2.8 0.2
Artificial fiber sponge 4.8 11 1.0 0.0
Wood 4.8 3 1.3 0.1
Cotton pieces 4.8 3 1.0 0.0
Paper 4.8 1 1.0 0.0
Cloth 1.6 4 1.0 0.0
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turbidity front (Acha et al., 2008; Mianzan et al., 2001). Further-
more, the optical sensitivity of the green turtle eye is thought to
be low (Mäthger et al., 2007). Marine turtles are capable of detect-
ing chemical cues underwater through receptors located in the
olfactory epithelia (Southwood et al., 2008), but it is possible that
plastics do not have a strong enough chemical cue to be detected
through olfaction either.

Plastic ingestion has also been observed in Franciscana dolphins
(Pontoporia blainvillei) that inhabit the same estuary. Denuncio
et al. (2011) reported that dolphins incidentally captured in estua-
rine waters ingested more plastic than dolphins from adjoining,
marine waters. Turtles and dolphins feed on different prey (jelly-
fish and fish, respectively); this also suggests that plastic ingestion
may not occur because animals fail to distinguish it from prey.

Fig. 4. Diversity of anthropogenic debris ingested by juvenile green turtles from San Clemente, Argentina. Each photo represents the debris ingested by one animal. Ruler size
is 15 cm (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of this article.).

Fig. 5. Plastic debris found embedded in a jelly like mucous material within the stomachs of juvenile green turtles from San Clemente, Argentina. Black and white arrows
indicate plastic debris and jelly like mucus, respectively.
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Thus, it is possible that in this system, elevated exposure results in
accidental consumption. Accidental consumption may occur if
both plastics and jellyfish prey are associated with the same phys-
ical feature (i.e. the bottom front); as observed by a number of
studies including Acha et al. (2003), Alvarez Colombo et al.
(2003) and Cabreira et al. (2006). The digestive tract examination
supports this physical association. Plastic debris was found embed-
ded in a jelly like mucous material in the turtles’ stomachs (Table 2,
Fig. 5), and this mucus is associated with the presence of nemat-
ocysts of the putative jellyfish prey of the turtles (González Carman
et al., 2013).

Almost all necropsied animals ingested plastic debris. The
amount of items ingested is similar to those reported in other geo-
graphic areas (e.g. Bjorndal et al., 1994; Bugoni et al., 2001; Tomás
et al., 2002; Tourinho et al., 2010). None of the study animals
apparently died due to plastic ingestion; instead they were acci-
dentally caught in gillnets. Most of the debris was found in the last
section of the large intestine, which suggests that the plastic might
affect turtles through dietary dilution while it passes throughout
the length of the digestive tract. The turtles would have a limited
ability to compensate for dietary dilution and this could be exacer-
bated in animals with an already diluted diet based on gelatinous
plankton (McCauley and Bjorndal, 1999), like the individuals in
this study (González Carman et al., 2013).

Based on the above, we can hypothesize that juvenile green tur-
tles become highly exposed to the menace of plastics from late
spring to early fall in the Río de la Plata, because they concentrate
to forage on jellyfish that are aggregated along the bottom salinity
front. Along with jellyfish, the frontal dynamics aggregate plastic
debris originated by upriver populated cities. The physics of fronts
(e.g. the bottom front) provides a unique opportunity for marine
turtles since it concentrates their food. At the same time, it repre-
sents an important conservation challenge because the frontal
accumulation exacerbates threats to marine turtles. Future studies
should be focused on mapping and modeling turtle foraging areas
in relation to the distribution of prey and plastic, as well as explor-
ing means of reducing plastic debris flow into marine and estua-
rine areas, and reducing the amount that already exists.

On a regional scale, the turtles forage in northern areas of Uru-
guay and southern Brazil prior to arriving at the Río de la Plata
(González Carman et al., 2012). Ingestion has also been reported
in northern foraging areas (e.g. Bugoni et al., 2001; Guebert-
Bartholo et al., 2011; Tourinho et al., 2010). It is possible that some
of the plastic found in the intestine had been consumed in north-
ern foraging areas, as the passage through the digestive tract can
be of 4–6 months (Lutz, 1990). These areas have open beaches
and debris is attributed to highly populated cities, tourist locations
and navigation activities (Guebert-Bartholo et al., 2011; Tourinho
et al., 2010). In these cases, the concentration of debris might be re-
lated to geomorphological barriers that keep debris entrained (i.e.,
shorelines). Offshore winds sweeping the debris to the sea, littoral
currents transporting debris from one beach to the other, and prox-
imity to river drain-off and zones with high sedimentation rates
should be explored.

Juvenile green turtles migrating along the temperate SW Atlan-
tic alternate between plastic-polluted foraging habitats and fisher-
ies that are a direct threat to their populations. Most of these
animals were born in, and thus will eventually reproduce at,
Ascension Island (Proietti et al., 2009; Prosdocimi et al., 2012).
Some authors suggest that the population is recovering, although
it is far from its original numbers (Broderick et al., 2006). The im-
pact of plastic ingestion on population trends is unknown. To our
knowledge, this is the first study that explores exposure to plastic
through a spatially explicit approach that associates debris and
turtle distributions at the local scale. We identified the Río de la
Plata estuarine front as a risk area of conservation concern for
young green turtles.
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Lazar, B., Gračan, R., 2011. Ingestion of marine debris by loggerhead sea turtles,
Caretta caretta, in the Adriatic Sea. Mar. Pollut. Bull. 62, 43–47.

Lutcavage, M.E., Plotkin, P., Witherington, B., Lutz, P.L., 1997. Human impacts on sea
turtle survival. In: Lutz, P.L., Musick, J.A. (Eds.), The biology of sea turtles. CRC
Press, Boca Ratón, pp. 387–410.

Lutz, P.L., 1990. Studies on the ingestion of plastic and latex by sea turtles. In:
Shomura, R.S., Yoshida, H.O. (Eds.). In: Proceedings of the Workshop on the Fate
and Impact of Marine Debris. Honolulu, pp. 719–735.

Marcovaldi, M.A., Chaloupka, M., 2007. Conservation status of the loggerhead sea
turtle in Brazil: an encouraging outlook. Endanger. Species Res. 3, 133–143.

Mäthger, L.M., Litherland, L., Fritsches, K.A., 2007. An anatomical study of the visual
capabilities of the green turtle, Chelonia mydas. Copeia 1, 169–179.

Maxwell, S.M., Breed, G.A., Nickel, B.A., Makanga-Bahouna, J., Pemo-Makaya, E.,
Parnell, R.J., Formia, A., Ngouessono, S., Godley, B.J., Costa, D.P., Witt, M.J., Coyne,
M.S., 2011. Using satellite tracking to optimize protection of long-lived marine
species: Olive ridley sea turtle conservation in Central Africa. PLoS ONE 6,
e19905.

Maxwell, S.M., Hazen, E.L., Bograd, S.J., Halpern, B.S., Breed, G.A., Nickel, B.,
Teutschel, N.M., Crowder, L.B., Benson, S., Dutton, P.H., Bailey, H., Kappes,
M.A., Kuhn, C., Weise, M.J., Mate, B., Shaffer, S.A., Hassrick, J., Henry, R.W., Irvine,
L., McDonald, B.I., Robinson, P.W., Block, B.A., Costa, D.P., 2013. Cumulative
human impacts on marine predators. Nature Communications 4, 2688.

McCauley, S.J., Bjorndal, K.A., 1999. Conservation implications of dietary dilution
from debris ingestion: sublethal effects in post-hatchling loggerhead sea turtles.
Conserv. Biol. 13 (4), 925–929.

Meylan, A.B., Donnelly, M., 1999. Status justification for listing the hawksbill turtle
(Eretmochelys imbricata) as critically endangered on the 1996 IUCN Red List of
Threatened Animals. Chelonian Conserv. Biol. 3 (2), 200–224.

Mianzan, H.W., Lasta, C., Acha, E., Guerrero, R., Macchi, G., Bremec, C., 2001. The Rio
de la Plata Estuary. Argentina–Uruguay. Ecol. Stud. 144 (1), 185–204.

Mianzan, H.W., Guerrero, R.A., 2000. Environmental patterns and biomass
distribution of gelatinous macrozooplankton. Three study cases in the South-
western Atlantic Ocean. Sci. Mar. 64, 215–224.

Mrosovsky, N., Ryan, G.D., James, M.C., 2009. Leatherback turtles: the menace of
plastic. Mar. Pollut. Bull. 58, 287–289.

National Research Council, 1990. Decline of the sea turtles: causes and prevention.
Washington, pp. 280 (ISBN: 0-309-54342-8).

Proietti, M.C., Lara-Ruiz, P., Reisser, J.W., Pinto, L.d.S., Dellagostin, O.A., Marins, L.F.,
2009. Green turtles (Chelonia mydas) foraging at Arvoredo Island in Southern
Brazil: Genetic characterization and mixed stock analysis through mtDNA
control region haplotypes. Genet. Mol. Biol. 32 (3), 613–618.

Prosdocimi, L., González Carman, V., Albareda, D.A., Remis, M.I., 2012. Genetic
composition of green turtle feeding grounds in coastal waters of Argentina
based on mitochondrial DNA. J. Exp. Mar. Biol. Ecol. 412, 37–45.

Pruter, A.T., 1987. Sources, quantities and distribution of persistent plastics in the
marine environment. Mar. Pollut. Bull. 18 (6B), 305–310.

Schuyler, Q., Hardesty, B.D., Wilcox, C., Townsend, K., 2013. Global analysis of
anthropogenic debris ingestion by sea turtles. Conserv. Biol.. http://dx.doi.org/
10.1111/cobi.12126.

Seaman, D.E., Powell, R.A., 1996. An evaluation of the accuracy of kernel density
estimators for home range analysis. Ecology 77, 2075–2085.

Seminoff, J.A., 2004. 2004 Global Status Assessment - Green turtle (Chelonia
mydas), pp. 71.

Southwood, A., Fritsches, K., Brill, R., Swimmer, Y., 2008. Sound, chemical, and light
detection in sea turtles and pelagic fishes: sensory-based approaches to bycatch
reduction in longline fisheries. Endanger. Species Res. 5, 225–238.

Tomás, J., Guitart, R., Mateo, R., Raga, J.A., 2002. Marine debris ingestion in
loggerhead sea turtles, Caretta caretta, from the Western Mediterranean. Mar.
Pollut. Bull. 44, 211–216.

Tourinho, P.S., Ivar do Sul, J.A., Fillmann, G., 2010. Is marine debris ingestion still a
problem for the coastal marine biota of southern Brazil? Mar. Pollut. Bull. 60,
396–401.

Wallace, B.P., Lewison, R.L., McDonald, S.L., McDonald, R.K., Kot, C.Y., Kelez, S.,
Bjorkland, R.K., Finkbeiner, E.M., Helmbrecht, S., Crowder, L.B., 2010. Global
patterns of marine turtle bycatch. Conserv. Lett. 3 (5), 369–381.

Witherington, B.E., Martin, R.E., 2003. Entendiendo, evaluando y solucionando los
problemas de contaminación de luz en playas de anidamiento de tortugas
marinas. Florida Marine Research Institute. Technical Report TR-2, traducción
de la Tercera Edición inglesa, revisada, pp. 75.

Witherington, B.E., 2002. Ecology of neonate loggerhead turtles inhabiting lines of
downwelling near a Gulf Stream front. Mar. Biol. 140, 843–853.

Worton, B.J., 1989. Kernel methods for estimating the utilization distribution in
home-range studies. Ecology 70, 164–168.

V. González Carman et al. / Marine Pollution Bulletin xxx (2013) xxx–xxx 7

Please cite this article in press as: González Carman, V., et al. Young green turtles, Chelonia mydas, exposed to plastic in a frontal area of the SW Atlantic.
Mar. Pollut. Bull. (2013), http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2013.11.012

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0095
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00227-013-2339-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00227-013-2339-9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0120
http://www.iucnredlist.org
http://www.iucnredlist.org
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0210
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/cobi.12126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/cobi.12126
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0025-326X(13)00713-3/h0260
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2013.11.012

	Young green turtles, Chelonia mydas, exposed to plastic in a frontal area of the SW Atlantic
	1 Introduction
	2 Methods
	2.1 Study area: the Río de la Plata frontal system
	2.2 Exposure to plastic pollution
	2.3 Plastic ingestion determined from dead animals

	3 Results
	3.1 Exposure to plastic pollution
	3.2 Plastic ingestion

	4 Discussion
	Acknowledgments
	References


