Marine Biology (2025) 172:94
https://doi.org/10.1007/500227-025-04651-2

ORIGINAL PAPER

®

Check for
updates

Endoparasite communities of New Zealand Penguins differ over time
and among species

- Bronwen Presswell’
- Robert Poulin’

Jerusha Bennett'
Ludovic Dutoit’

- Mikey Little?® . Clement Lagrue®*® - Trudi Webster*
-lan Davidson®® . Patrick Cahill>® - Kate S. Hutson>*®

Received: 31 January 2025 / Accepted: 29 April 2025
© The Author(s) 2025

Abstract

Parasites can provide valuable insights into the ecology and health of their hosts and the state of the surrounding ecosys-
tem. In this study, we describe the helminth parasite communities infecting penguin species in Otago, New Zealand (little
blue penguin, Fiordland crested penguin, Snares crested penguin, erect crested penguin and yellow-eyed penguin). We
investigate differences in parasite communities among penguin species, and changes over time for little blue penguins. In
total, 19 parasite species representing 8 families (Desmidocercidae, Anisakidae, Acuariidae, Capillariidae, Tetrabothriidae,
Heterophyidae, Renicolidae and Polymorphidae) were recorded from 121 penguin individuals. Parasite assemblages dif-
fered among penguin species, likely reflective of their differences in diet and feeding strategies. We also observed signifi-
cant changes in the composition of parasite communities of little blue penguins using samples from a 30-year timespan
(1993-2023). There was an overall increase in parasite diversity over time, including some species of potential disease
concern, which could reflect a shift in prey availability of fish in the area. Our findings contribute to the understanding of
penguin ecology and emphasise the use of parasites as indicators of ecological change.
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Introduction structure, state, and stability of their surrounding ecosys-

tems (Marcogliese 2005; Vidal-Martinez et al. 2010; Palm

Parasitic helminths are primarily known for their negative
impacts on host health. However, they are increasingly
recognized for their potential to provide insights into the
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2011; Gagne et al. 2022). For instance, parasites have been
utilized as biomarkers of host population connectivity
(Morales-Serna et al. 2024), environmental pollutant levels
(Sures 2004) and as indicators of species presence within
the surrounding community (Mastick et al. 2024).

Parasites provide insights into the feeding behaviour and
ecology of their hosts (Santoro et al. 2012). Hosts typically
become infected with endoparasites by consuming infected
prey items. This means that the presence, abundance and
diversity of most endoparasites is a consequence of spe-
cific prey species being consumed and reflects the relative
contribution of different prey types or diet breadth of that
host (Valtonen et al. 2010; Locke et al. 2014). For wildlife
where basic dietary information is lacking, parasite data can
therefore fill knowledge gaps for host species, especially
in marine environments where direct observations are not
always possible. Beyond the single host individual or spe-
cies level, differences among parasite communities between
multiple host individuals or species can also be explained
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by differential feeding habits among hosts (Leung and
Koprivnikar 2016, 2019).

In the context of climate change, shifts in prey availability
due to natural and anthropogenic pressures may be reflected
in changes in parasite species and communities (Wood et
al. 2010, 2014; Wood, Welicky, Wood et al. 2023a, b; Mas-
tick et al. 2024). Parasites themselves will also respond to
climate pressures, with varying effects across taxa (Lafferty
2012; Poulin et al. 2024). Our ability to observe and inter-
pret changes in parasite communities over time is limited by
the availability of historic records and natural history col-
lections (Wood et al. 2010). The growing field of historic
parasitology uses historic collections and more recent sam-
ples to assess changes in parasites and diseases over time
(Harmon et al. 2019; Wood, Leslie, Wood et al. 2023a, b).
Researchers are increasingly recognizing parasites as valu-
able tools for monitoring ecological communities over time
(Wood and Vanhove 2023).

Penguins are among the world’s most vulnerable bird
groups, with almost half of penguin species listed as either
Vulnerable or Endangered according to the International
Union for the Conservation of Nature (IUCN) (HBW and
BirdLife International 2024). A range of threats, from over-
fishing, fisheries bycatch, climate change, pollution, colony
disturbance and disease are contributing to their decline
(Trathan et al. 2015; Jaeger et al. 2018; Dias et al. 2019).
Of the 19 species worldwide, 13 have been known to fre-
quent New Zealand (NZ), nine species of which breed in
the region (this includes the Ross Dependency governed
by New Zealand). On NZ mainland, four species breed:
yellow-eyed penguin/hoiho (YEP) Megadyptes antipodes
(Hombron & Jacquinot, 1841), Fiordland crested penguin/
tawaki (FCP) Eudyptes pachyrhynchus Gray, 1845, little
blue penguins/korora (LBP) Eudyptula minor (Forster,
1781) (NZ species) and E. novaehollandiae (Stephens,
1826) (Australian species, also found in the Otago region
of New Zealand, (Grosser et al. 2015). Snares crested pen-
guin/pokotiwha (SCP) Eudyptes robustus Oliver, 1953
and erect crested penguin/tawaki nana hi (ECP) Eudyptes
sclateri Buller, 1888 are occasionally found on the main-
land, but breed exclusively on the sub-Antarctic Islands. All
of these species are at-risk of extinction according to the
NZ Threat Classification System, apart from yellow-eyed
penguin which is nationally endangered with fewer than
4000 individuals estimated to remain for the whole species
(Robertson et al. 2021). Under the International Union for
the Conservation of Nature (IUCN), yellow-eyed and erect
crested are both classified as Endangered with decreas-
ing population trends, Snares crested are listed as Vulner-
able, Fiordland crested as Near Threatened, and little blue
as Least Concern (note that the recent split in species E.
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minor and E. novaehollandiae has not yet been recognised
(Grosser et al. 2015; TUCN 2024)).

Except for an investigation of parasite assemblages
infecting little blue penguins (Bennett et al. 2021), and a
few individual host-parasite reports in the literature (Crock-
ett and Kearns 1975; Weekes 1982; Ranum and Wharton
1996; Hocken 2000; McKenna 2006, 2009; Presswell et
al. 2018; Presswell and Bennett 2025), data are sparse on
endoparasites infecting penguins in NZ, particularly at a
community level. Currently, no records exist of helminth
parasites of erect crested penguins, one species is docu-
mented for Snares crested, two from Fiordland crested, four
from yellow-eyed, and 19 from little blue penguins (Fusaro
et al. 2025). It is important to obtain baseline data on para-
site infections in NZ penguins to understand the potential
impacts of parasites on these birds, especially given the
conservation concern for many species. Investigating para-
site communities within and among penguin species may
also provide insights into their ecological interactions, such
as feeding habits, or prey availability. It is often difficult
to determine if parasitic helminths are causative agents in
wildlife mortality events, or what sub-lethal impacts they
have on their host health. However, they can be implicated
with mortality, especially when a host is already immuno-
compromised, stressed or co-infected with other symbionts
(Bordes and Morand 2011; Shanebeck and Lagrue 2020;
Shanebeck et al. 2022).

This study has three aims; (1) describe parasite commu-
nities infecting penguin species in NZ, (2) investigate differ-
ences in parasite communities among penguin species, and
(3) investigate changes in parasite communities of little blue
penguins over time, using samples from the past 30 years.
The results are presented within the context of ecological
insights that can be derived from examining parasite com-
munities both within and across host species.

Materials and methods
Host and parasite sampling

Between 2018 and 2024, the Evolutionary and Ecological
Parasitology Research Group at the University of Otago,
New Zealand, have been involved in a multi-agency disease
investigation pipeline aimed at creating baseline datasets of
parasite infections in New Zealand’s bird species. During
this period, we obtained 121 penguin individuals represent-
ing five species: yellow-eyed (N= 26), little blue (N= 69),
Fiordland crested (N= 17), erect crested (N=5) and Snares
crested (N=4). Time of death spanned from 1993 to 2023
and birds were collected from various areas along Otago’s
coastal marine ecosystem. These deceased specimens were
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kindly donated by Otago-based agencies, including Yellow-
eyed Penguin Trust, Tihura Otago Museum, the Depart-
ment of Conservation, and the Wildlife Hospital, Dunedin.

Penguin specimens were received frozen and subse-
quently defrosted for dissection, at which point gastro-
intestinal tracts, kidneys, and lungs were removed for
parasitological investigation using a dissecting microscope.
Helminths recovered were preserved in 70% ethanol or 10%
buffered formalin for whole-mount and 90-99% ethanol
for genetic analysis. Morphological and molecular iden-
tification of parasite species was to the lowest taxonomic
level. Morphological keys included Khalil et al. (1994)
and Anderson et al. (2009) and original or re-descriptions
(Hernandez-Orts et al. 2017; Presswell et al. 2018; Bennett
et al. 2021; Presswell and Bennett 2021, 2025). Molecular
data supported our morphological identifications to iden-
tify parasites to the lowest taxonomic level possible. For
cestodes, acanthocephalans and trematodes, partial 28S
gene sequences were targeted, and for nematodes, the 18S
gene was used to complement morphological identifica-
tions. DNA from selected parasites was extracted using
DNeasy® Blood and Tissue kit (Qiagen, Hilden, Germany)
and amplified using primers T16/T30 (Harper and Saunders
2001) (for cestodes, acanthocephalans and trematodes) and
Nem18SF/Nem18SR (Wood et al. 2013) (nematodes). For
the 28S gene, polymerase chain reactions consisted of 94
°C for 5 min, 38 cycles of 94 °C for 30 s, 45 °C for 30 s
and 72 °C for 2 min, and 72 °C for 7 min. For the 18S gene
amplification, conditions included consisting of 94 °C for
5 min, 35 cycles of 94 °C for 30 s, 54 °C for 30 s and 72
°C for 1 min, and 72 °C for 10 min. All positive sequences
were cleaned using EXOSAP™ Express PCR Product
Cleanup Reagent (USB Corporation, Cleveland, OH, USA)
and sanger sequencing by capillary electrophoresis was
performed by the Genetic Analysis Service, Department of
Anatomy, University of Otago (Dunedin, New Zealand).
Sequences were viewed and manually edited on Geneious
Prime ® v11.0.20.1. To support morphological identifica-
tions, we used BLASTn searches (https://blast.ncbi.nlm.nih
.gov/) to compare percentage identity relatives on GenBank.
Voucher specimens of parasites have been deposited at the
Museum of New Zealand Te Papa Tongarewa under acces-
sion numbers W.003980-88.

Characterizing parasite communities
infecting Penguins

To address our first aim of characterising parasite communi-
ties infecting penguin species in New Zealand, we calcu-
lated the prevalence, mean abundance and mean intensity of
each parasite species per penguin species (and over different

time periods) after identification to the lowest taxonomic
level possible. Prevalence was defined by the percentage of
hosts infected with a parasite species, mean abundance was
defined as the mean number of parasites per host (including
all hosts investigated, whether infected or not), and mean
intensity was defined as the mean number of parasites per
infected hosts (Bush et al. 1997).

To achieve our second and third aims, we used two sepa-
rate datasets to compare parasite assemblages among spe-
cies (‘among species’) and over time for little blue penguins
(‘over time’). For the ‘among species’ dataset, infected
erect crested penguins were omitted due to the low sample
size of infected individuals (N =2), however raw data are
presented in Table 1. For the ‘over time’ dataset, only little
blue penguins were considered (older specimens of other
penguin species were not available), and these individuals
were split into three periods, based on breaks in the years
when specimens were collected. The ‘pre-2000° period
included 5 penguin individuals, ranging from 1993-1995.
The ‘2005-2014 period included 16 penguin individuals,
and the ‘2019-2023’ period included 19 penguin individu-
als. All penguin digestive tracts from older specimens were
adequately preserved to recover parasites. Little blue pen-
guin individuals that were not infected with any helminths
or had no date-associated metadata were excluded from the
analysis.

All data conversions and analyses described below were
performed in R v4.2.3 (R Core Team 2023) using packages
vegan (Oksanen 2017) and ggplot2 (Wickham 2016). We
calculated Jaccard and Bray Curtis dissimilarity indices
from the presence/absence and abundance data of parasite
infections from both ‘among species’ and ‘over time’ data
(Bray and Curtis 1957; Chao et al. 2005). To visualize dif-
ferences in parasite communities among species and over
time, we used multidimensional scaling plots (MDS). Each
point on the MDS plots represents a single parasite commu-
nity of a host individual (infracommunity). The 95% covari-
ance confidence intervals were plotted for each species and
time period to illustrate the spread of parasite communities
from the average community composition per species/time
period.

Testing for differences in parasite
communities among species and over time

We performed permutational multivariate analysis of vari-
ance (PERMANOVA) on diversity indices, for both ‘among
species’ and ‘over time’ data, to test whether the parasite
community composition varied significantly among penguin
species and over time (over 999 permutations). A distance-
based dispersion test, PERMDISP2 (Anderson 2006) was
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Table 1 Mean intensity and LBP FCP SCP ECP YEP
prevalence (in parentheses) of - FqrcC oy (N infected) 69 (61) 1712 403) 50) 26 (16)
various endoparasite species
found infecting five penguin Nematoda
species in Otago, New Zealand. Family Desmidocercidae
LBP = little blue penguin, FCP = Diomedenema dinarctos (A) 1 (1.4%) 2.3 (353%) 2(25.0%) 1(20.0%) 1(3.8%)
Fiordland crested penguin, SCP Family Anisakidae
= Snares crested penguin, ECP = Conpracaecum rudolphii E (A) 7.1(31.8%) 7.6 (353%) - - 8.25 (46.2%)
erenct cresteg penguin, Znii YEtP = Contracaecum septentrionale (A) 1 (1.4%) - - - -
Zguﬁwliy;l r‘;’g&i‘:’;aul . ALt nisakis pegreffi (1) - 3(5.8%) - 3(20.0%) -

Anisakis simplex (1) 4 (1.4%) - - - -
Family Acuariidae

Stegophorus macronectes (A) 4 (1.4%) 1 (5.8%) - - -
Seuratia shipleyi (A) - 1.5(23.5%) - - 1(3.8%)
Family Capillariidae

Capillariidae gen. sp. 1 (A) 2.8 (5.8%) - - - -
Cestoda

Family Tetrabothriidae

Tetrabothrius lutzi (A) 26.6 (46.3%) 1 (5.8%) 6(25.0%) - -
Tetrabothrius sp. 2 (A) 2 (1.4%) - - - -
Tetrabothrius sp. A (A) - - - 11 (20.0%) -
Tetrabothrius sp. B (A) 20.529%) - - - -
Tetrabothrius sp. C (A) 15.1 (11.3%) - - - -
Trematoda

Family Heterophyidae

Galactosomum otepotiense (A) 26 (4.3%) - - - -
Family Renicolidae

Renicola websterae (A) 24.8(23.2%) 24 (11.7%) - - -
Renicola sp. (A) - 1 (5.8%) - - -
Acanthocephala

Family Polymorphidae

Andracantha sigma (A) 3 (42.0%) — - — -
Corynosoma hannae (1) - - - - 37.3 (26.9%)
Bolbosoma balaenae (1) 1 (1.4%) — 1(25.0%) - -

also performed to test for homogeneity of variances in our
data among penguin species and over time. Finally, pairwise
comparisons were conducted using the Adonis2 Pairwise
function to identify specifically which parasite assemblages
differed among penguin species and over time periods.

Results

In total, 121 penguin individuals were dissected, and intes-
tinal tract, lungs and kidneys investigated for parasitic
helminths. Of those, 78% of individuals hosted internal
helminth parasites, comprising 19 parasite species in total
(Table 1). Of the infected penguins, 49% were infected
with one parasite species, 29% with two species, 17% with
three species and 4% with four parasite species. Only one
parasite species Diomedenema dinarctos, a lung nematode,
was recovered from all five penguin species. Eleven of the
19 parasites infected only one penguin species. Little blue
penguins hosted 14 parasite species, while Fiordland crested
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penguins hosted eight species, yellow-eyed penguins hosted
four, and erect crested and Snares crested penguins hosted
three each (Table 1). Tetrabothriid cestodes (genus 7etrabo-
thrius) were the most prevalent parasites infecting little blue
penguins (90.2% of infected little blue penguins hosted at
least one species of Tetrabothrius), while Contracaecum
rudolphii E was the most prevalent parasite infecting yel-
low-eyed penguins. Diomedenema dinarctos and C. rudol-
phii were equally prevalent in Fiordland crested penguins
(Table 1). Different parasite species were found in high
numbers among penguin species. For little blue penguins,
Tetrabothrius lutzi and Renicola websterae were found at
the highest intensity and mean abundance, while R. web-
sterae and C. rudolphii E had the highest abundance within
Fiordland crested penguins. For yellow-eyed penguins,
infected individuals hosted a mean intensity of 37 individ-
ual acanthocephalans Corynosoma hannae (Table 1).
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Differences in helminth assemblages among
Penguin species

We identified differences in parasite community composi-
tion among four penguin species in Otago, New Zealand
(Fig. 1). First, when accounting for the presence/absence
of parasite species among penguins, our PERMANOVA
analyses highlighted overall differences in parasite com-
munity composition (F, 5 = 8.95, R*= 0.11, P< 0.001). A
similar significant result was found based on abundances
of parasite species among penguin species (F; = 8.95,
R?=0.23, P< 0.001). For the presence/absence data, the
PERMDISP analysis was also significant, indicating the
spread of assemblages within each host species varied sig-
nificantly among groups (ANOVA: F;, = 3.53, P= 0.03;
PERMUTEST: F, ; = 3.79, P(,emm)= 0.02). However, when
considering parasite abundances, the variability of parasite
communities within each host species was consistent across
host species (ANOVA: F, = 1.61, P= 0.21; PERMUT-
EST: F\, = 1.61, Py = 0.20). Pairwise-comparisons of
parasite assemblages among host species showed that para-
site communities infecting yellow-eyed penguins (whether
using parasite abundance or presence/absence data) were

0.50- A

Fig. 1 Parasite communities
infecting penguins (Fiordland
crested, little, Snares crested and
yellow-eyed) illustrated using
multidimensional scaling (MDS)
plots, (A) communities based on
parasite presence/absence data,
and (B) communities based on
parasite abundance data. Each dot
represents an individual host and
each circle represents the 95%
confidence intervals. Letters within
plots denote significant differences
among overall communities

0.25-

MDS2

0.00-

-0.25-

0.50 -

0.25-

MDS2

0.00-

-0.25~

-0.50-

~0.50 —0.25

different from all other penguin species investigated (Fig. 1;
Table 2). Little blue penguin and Fiordland crested penguin
parasite assemblages differed significantly from each other
and from yellow-eyed penguins, but not from Snares crested
penguins (Fig. 1; Table 2).

Changes in parasite assemblages of little blue
Penguins over time

We identified changes in parasite communities of little
blue penguins over time (Figs. 2 and 3; Table 2). Our PER-
MANOVA analyses for both presence/absence and abun-
dance of parasites among each of the three time periods
highlighted significant differences in composition (pres-
ence/absence: F'; , = 8.95, R?=0.11, P< 0.001; abundance:
Fy; = 895, R*=0.23, P< 0.001). Pairwise comparisons
of parasite community assemblages (for both presence/
absence and abundance of parasites) for each time period
revealed differences among each time period pair (Table 2).
The largest change observed was an increase from two para-
site species (recovered from the pre-2000 time period, i.e.,
Capillariidae gen. sp. | and Andracantha sigma), to nine
species infecting little blue penguins from the more recent

® Penguin species

"g\ Little blue

Fiordland crested

‘.\ Snares crested

Yellow-eyed

MDS1

0.00 0.25
MDS1
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Table2 PERMANOVA Pariwise comparisons of parasite community assemblages between penguin species and over time for little blue penguins
in Otago, New Zealand. FCP = Fiordland crested penguin, LBP = little blue penguin, SCP = Snares crested penguin, YEP = yellow-eyed penguin.
* denotes statistical significance based on a 95% confidence interval

Pairwise comparisons Model
Presence/absence Abundance
F statistic R? Adjusted p-value F statistic R? Adjusted p-value
Among penguin species
FCP vs. LBP 7.126 0.091 0.006* 4.366 0.058 0.006*
FCP vs. SCP 1.369 0.095 1.000 1.232 0.086 1.00
FCP vs. YEP 6.528 0.201 0.006* 3.727 0.125 0.006*
LBP vs. SCP 1.921 0.030 0.468 1.295 0.021 1.000
LBP vs. YEP 14.142 0.159 0.006* 6.835 0.084 0.006*
SCP vs. YEP 2.104 0.231 0.030* 2.585 0.132 0.042*
LBP over time
Pre-2000 vs. 2005-2014 7.518 0.284 0.003* 3.194 0.144 0.012*
Pre-2000 vs. 2019-2023 4.505 0.169 0.006* 3.562 0.139 0.006*
2005-2014 vs. 2019-2023 7.409 0.183 0.003* 4.141 0.112 0.006*
Fig. 2 Parasite communities infect- Bl
ing little blue penguins from three 0501 A
time periods (pre-2000, 2005-2014
and 2019-2023) illustrated using .
multidimensional scaling (MDS) ) ) )
plots, (A) communities using 0257 B _~ / Tlm? pefigd
parasite pres;gce/absence daFa, and Pre-2000
(B) communities using parasite o
abundance. Each dot represents g . ‘ C N 2005-2014
a host individual, and each circle 0.001 N S 2
represents the 95% confidence ¢ "‘\ 2019-2023
intervals. Capital letters within
plots denote significant differences
among overall communities 025 :
LY ~
-06 0.4 02 00 02 04
MDSH1
° B
03- <

i C

o 00-

a

=

% : ° N
-03
050 025 0.00 025
MDS1

time period (Fig. 3). Andracantha sigma was found in the
highest prevalence in the pre-2000 time period compared to
2005-2014 and 2019-2023 and was the only parasite spe-
cies to occur across all time periods investigated (Fig. 3).
Although cestodes within the genus Tetrabothrius are the
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most prevalent and abundant parasites infecting little blue
penguins overall, none of the four species was recovered
in the pre-2000 penguins. The trematode Renicola web-
sterae appears to have increased in prevalence, intensity and
abundance in penguins from 2005 to 2014 to 2019-2023,
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Fig. 3 Mean abundance, intensity and prevalence of parasite species infecting little penguins in Otago, New Zealand from three time periods from
1993-2023 (pre-2000, 2005-2014 and 2019-2023), grouped by parasite type

whereas the nematode C. rudolphii E, cestode T. lutzi and
acanthocephalan A. sigma appear to have decreased over
time (Fig. 3). Some parasites were recovered from only one
time period, such as Anisakis simplex sensu lato and Galac-
tosomum otepotiense, both recovered in the 2005-2014
time period only, and D. dinarctos, Contracaecum septen-
trionale and Tetrabothrius sp. B recovered only in the latter
period (2019-2023). The dispersion of parasite communi-
ties (for both presence/absence and abundance data) within
each time period was not significantly different (presence/
absence: ANOVA: F, , =2.83, P=0.07; PERMUTEST: F ,
=2.83, P(yerm= 0.07, abundance: ANOVA: F , =2.27, P=
0.12; PERMUTEST: F , = 2.27, Pery = 0.12).

Discussion

Parasite communities are prevalent and differed signifi-
cantly among penguin species investigated in New Zealand,
but the parasites recovered broadly reflect what has been
found in penguins elsewhere (Branddo et al. 2014). Recent
gastrointestinal investigations of penguin parasites, regard-
less of their distributions, tend to include some combina-
tions of Tetrabothrius sp. cestodes, Contracaecum sp. and
capillariid and acuariid nematodes (e.g. Vidal et al. 2012;
Diaz et al. 2016; Vanhoni et al. 2018; Fusaro et al. 2025).
Most studies also report a low diversity of gastrointestinal
helminths and high prevalence of infection by at least one
parasite species. For instance, gastrointestinal helminth
diversity studies of Magellanic (Diaz et al. 2010; Vanhoni
et al. 2018), Adélie (Diaz et al. 2016), king (Fonteneau et
al. 2011), Humboldt (Fernandez et al. 2019) and chinstrap
penguins (Vidal et al. 2012) all report between three and five
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helminth species, and between 52 and 100% prevalence of
infection with at least one parasite species.

Our results highlight some outliers from this expected
low richness. First, we recovered 14 species of helminths
from little blue penguins, albeit from a broad range of time.
Even considering only the most recent time period (2019—
2023), there was still a high diversity of parasites reported
(nine species in total). This increases the known parasite
species of little blue penguins by three from the last investi-
gation of the same population by Bennett et al. (2021). Little
blue penguins (including both E. novaehollandiae and E.
minor) are recognized for hosting one of the highest diver-
sities of parasite species among penguins (Brandao et al.
2014, Fusaro et al. 2025). This diversity likely reflects (1)
the study effort and sample size, as this penguin species is
abundant and relatively easy to access for parasitological
study compared to other rarer species, and (2) their broad
and diverse diet (Fraser and Lalas 2004; Flemming et al.
2013; Branddo et al. 2014).

Secondly, while Fiordland crested penguins are less-stud-
ied than little blue penguins, they were also found to host a
relatively high diversity of parasites, with eight species in
total. Van Heezik (1990) found that little blue and Fiord-
land crested penguins have a higher degree of diet overlap
(46%) and a shared pelagic foraging niche compared to yel-
low-eyed penguins from the same location (Whenua Hou,
approximately 200 km south of the Otago region). This is
consistent with what we know about yellow-eyed penguins
as a predominantly benthic forager across the Otago region
(Mattern et al. 2007). Despite the little blue and Fiordland
crested penguins being phylogenetically distant, at least
compared to the other crested penguins (Ksepka et al.
20006), they share some parasite species and both have high
number of parasite species, as well as high dietary overlap.
This suggests that in the context of Otago penguins, diet
may potentially play a larger role in shaping parasite com-
munities than host phylogeny (Marcogliese 2002).

We observed a high proportion of yellow-eyed penguins
that were not infected with any helminth parasites (39%).
Although some were hosted at a wildlife hospital before their
death, these individuals were not dosed with anthelminthics
(A Argilla pers. comm.). Not only were a lower percentage
of individuals infected compared to other penguin species
globally, but the parasite species were also not host-specific
to yellow-eyed penguins. Yellow-eyed penguins shared all
parasite species with at least one other penguin species. It
is often assumed that every free-living species hosts at least
one species of unique parasite (Poulin and Morand 2014),
so it is surprising that no parasites were host-specific to yel-
low-eyed penguins. The only species infecting this penguin
but not the other penguins was C. hannae, an acanthocepha-
lan that infects marine mammals as mature adults (found
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as immature adults here), but is also found in its cystacanth
stage in a diverse range of fish paratenic hosts, and as imma-
ture adults in fish-eating bird accidental hosts (Bennett et al.
2023b). Yellow-eyed penguins are Nationally Endangered
(Robertson et al. 2021), and the latest population estimate
for the New Zealand mainland (including Rakiura/Stewart
Island) was approximately 160 breeding pairs. It is estimated
that, despite considerable conservation effort, this popula-
tion may be locally functionally extinct by 2043 or sooner
(Mattern et al. 2017). Parasites are entirely dependent on
their hosts for survival, making them more vulnerable to
secondary extinctions than their hosts (Colwell et al. 2012).
Furthermore, parasites with complex lifecycles— such as all
species infecting yellow-eyed penguins recovered in this
study— rely on a stable abundance of each host and life stage
for long-term viability. Consequently, yellow-eyed penguin
parasites may have experienced population bottlenecks due
to the fluctuating mainland population, potentially render-
ing the current assemblage unrepresentative of their original
parasite community. In addition to the mainland population,
there are yellow-eyed penguins on the subantarctic Auck-
land and Campbell Islands. Any host-specific gastrointes-
tinal parasites obtained from yellow-eyed penguins on the
subantarctic islands could provide valuable insights into
whether these parasites have undergone secondary extinc-
tions in Otago, supporting or challenging the hypothesis.

Fernandez et al. (2019) suggested that lower diversity of
parasite species in a host might reflect a low diversity of
prey items in the diet. It is not possible to infer with the low
sample sizes of Snares and erect crested penguins whether
low parasite diversity is reflective of a relatively specialized
diet, or if they are not compatible hosts for parasite species
living around the Otago coastline. As both Snares and erect
crested penguins primarily inhabit and breed on sub-Ant-
arctic islands (Miskelly et al. 2001), and only occur on the
mainland as vagrants, it is not surprising that only a limited
number of specimens were available for this study. All para-
site species infecting both species were also found in other
penguins in Otago, except for Tetrabothrius sp. A which
was only found in one erect crested individual. Potentially,
this parasite species is restricted mainly to the subantarctic
islands within erect crested penguin’s typical home range
(Marchant and Higgins 1990).

Our study provides insights into the importance of pen-
guin prey species for parasite transmission. All parasite spe-
cies recovered infecting New Zealand penguins, except D.
dinarctos and potentially Capillariidae gen. sp., use fish as
intermediate or paratenic hosts in their life cycles. No larval
stages have been reported for any species within Desmi-
docercidae, and species within Capillariidae can have sin-
gle-host life cycles (Anderson 2000). Blue cod Parapercis
colias and sprat, Sprattus antipodum have been identified as
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intermediate hosts for C. rudolphii E, and the presence of
multiple adult C. rudolphii E in the proventriculus of little
blue, Fiordland crested and yellow-eyed penguins suggests
these penguins often consume one or both fish species (Ben-
nett et al. 2022). Indeed, blue cod and/or sprat are impor-
tant dietary components of all three species around New
Zealand (Van Heezik 1990; Flemming et al. 2013; Young
et al. 2020). Yellow-eyed penguins hosted a higher number
of individual C. rudolphii E compared to Fiordland crested
and little blue penguins suggesting that blue cod may play a
more significant role in their diet than in those of the other
penguin species (Van Heezik 1990). This is consistent with
diet studies which suggest that yellow-eyed penguin diet
has changed significantly since the 1980 s; now dominated
by blue cod with reduced frequency of occurence of other
prey species (e.g. red cod, ahuru) (Van Heezik 1990; Young
et al. 2020). Additionally, while the adult stage of Renicola
sp. has been documented infecting Fiordland crested pen-
guins, the metacercarial larval stage was recently recovered
from anchovy Engraulis australis in Otago (Bennett et al.
2023b). This provides further evidence of the predator-prey
interaction between Fiordland crested penguins and ancho-
vies, as indicated by the observed parasite associations.

Temporal shifts observed in parasite communities of
little blue penguins highlight the dynamic nature of host-
parasite interactions over time. Although our sample size for
pre-2000 penguins (n=5) was limited, it likely reflects the
conditions of that period, as the low diversity and intensity
of infections are consistent with previous findings from a
necropsy study conducted in Otago between 1994 and 1998
that reported a questionable absence of any endoparasitic
helminths from over 80 little blue penguins in the Otago
population (Hocken 2000). Perhaps the most significant
observation in this study is therefore the substantial increase
in species diversity infecting little blue penguins, rising from
2 to 11 species over 30 years (14 species found overall, but
without dates for some specimens, only 11 parasite species
can be confirmed for the most recent time period). While it
is well documented that little blue penguins can be dietary
generalists, with significant variation depending on season,
reproductive periods, and distribution (Fraser and Lalas
2004; Flemming et al. 2013), determining the drivers of this
increased parasite diversity is complex and challenging.

Of the parasite species that exhibited large changes over
time, the kidney trematode Renicola websterae appears to
have increased in prevalence, mean intensity and abun-
dance. Renicola spp. are known to infect little blue pen-
guins in other areas of NZ (Crockett and Kearns 1975), and
parasites of penguins are thought to accentuate the impact of
starvation (Duignan 2001). As such, it is important to ascer-
tain whether this species has any pathogenic impacts on
little blue and Fiordland crested penguins in Otago that may

inform conservation of both species. Other renicolids have
been associated with necrosis and renal inflamation in their
hosts (Timon-David 1953; Mahdy and Shaheed 2001; Jerdy
et al. 2016; Cardoso et al. 2021). To explain this change in
infection parameters of Renicola websterae we may look
towards the second intermediate host, likely a small fish,
based on knowledge of intermediate hosts in sister species,
such as anchovy, which acts as intermediate host for Renic-
ola sp. infecting Fiordland crested penguins (Bennett et al.
2023a, b). In North Otago (Oamaru), slender sprat Sprattus
antipodum and Graham’s gudgeon Grahamichthys radiata,
are the two most important fish species in the diet of lit-
tle blue penguins. Based on two diet studies of little blue
penguins in Oamaru between 1994 and 5 (Fraser and Lalas
2004) and 2010 (Flemming et al. 2013), the contribution of
Graham’s gudgeon has increased from less than 10% prey
biomass to over 50% prey biomass. Identification of R. web-
sterae metacercariae in Graham’s gudgeon in future would
provide insights into whether this shift in prey consumption
can explain the increase in Renciola infection over time.

While parasites are usually not directly implicated as the
cause of death for wildlife, they are often overlooked for
their potential to cause disease or sub-lethal impacts on their
hosts (Shanebeck et al. 2022). Additionally, parasites can
exacerbate or cause disease when hosts are already under
stress or are immuno-compromised (Petney and Andrews
1998; Jolles et al. 2008; Ezenwa 2016). Disease has the
potential to become more of an issue in the future, as the
climate warms, food abundance is reduced and human
disturbance and stress on penguin populations’ increase.
Additionally, if a population is already in decline, such as
yellow-eyed penguins, then they may also have lower resil-
ience to disease spread when outbreaks occur (King and
Lively 2012).

Both little blue and yellow-eyed penguins in Otago have
suffered from starvation events and cumulative stress in
recent years. We identified parasites from penguins in Otago
that have the potential to cause disease, or should be taken
into account in future mortality events or monitored for an
assessment of their impacts on host health. The nematode
Diomedenema dinarctos was found in the lung and air sacs
of all five penguin species (Presswell and Bennett 2021).
A conspecific D. diomedeae has previously been associated
with the death of albatross off the coast of Brazil (Vanstreels
et al. 2018). Although infection loads in the penguins exam-
ined here are relatively low, with a maximum average of 2.3
individuals per infected host, increasing disease outbreaks
affecting yellow-eyed chicks (e.g. Wierenga et al. 2023)
highlights the need for closer monitoring of this parasite.
Understanding its potential role in compromising penguin
health is essential future work.
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Additionally, other parasite species recovered here have
implications for the welfare of the penguins. Contracaecum
spp. were commonly recovered from the stomachs of Otago
penguins. Between 2011 and 2016, approximately 5% of
all little blue penguin deaths in Western Australia were
attributed to heavy gastrointestinal burdens of Contracae-
cum (Cannell et al. 2016). To our best knowledge, no data
currently exist on the health impact, lethal or sub-lethal, of
Tetrabothrius infections. In little blue penguins, the average
burden of Tetrabothrius was about 26 individual worms per
infected host. Given that each worm can reach lengths of
15 cm, it is important to establish the health impacts, both
lethal and sublethal, for this genus of cestodes.

Overall, our study underscores the valuable insights that
parasitological investigations can provide regarding the
health, feeding habits and ecology of hosts, both within and
among species, and the spatial and temporal variation in
parasite diversity and abundance.

Acknowledgements We acknowledge and thank the komiti taoka tuku
iho and others from Te Riinaka o Otakou, Te Riinaka o Moeraki and
Kati Huirapa Riinaka ki Puketeraki for supporting our disease investi-
gation pipeline. We also thank the Dunedin Wildlife Hospital, Tthura
Otago Museum, Department of Conservation and Yellow-eyed Pen-
guin Trust for providing specimens for this project, and Phil Servid for
accessioning of parasite specimens at Te Papa Tongarewa Museum.

Author contributions All authors contributed to the study conception,
design, data collection and/or analysis. The first draft of the manuscript
was written by JB. All authors commented on previous versions of the
manuscript. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Funding Open access funding provided by The University of Otago.
This project was partly funded by the Ministry of Business, Innova-
tion and Employment, Emerging Aquatic Diseases: A novel diagnostic
pipeline and management framework, Award number CAWX2207,
Recipient: Cawthron Institute, and a 2024 University of Otago Re-
search Grant awarded to Ludo Dutoit, Jerusha Bennett and Robert
Poulin.

Data availability Voucher specimens have been deposited in the
Museum of New Zealand Te Papa Tongarewa under accession num-
bers W.003980-88.

Declarations
Competing Interests Authors declare no conflicts of interest.

Ethics approval Authors hold a Department of Conservation permit to
hold and dissect deceased birds in New Zealand.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons
Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing,
adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format,
as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the
source, provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate
if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless
indicated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not

@ Springer

included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended
use is not permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted
use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the copyright
holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://creativecommons.o
rg/licenses/by/4.0/.

References

Anderson RC (2000) Nematode parasites of vertebrates: their develop-
ment and transmission. C.A.B. International, Wallingford, Oxon,
p 578

Anderson MJ (2006) Distance-based tests for homogeneity of multi-
variate dispersions. Biometrics 62:245-253

Anderson RC, Chabaud AG, Willmott S (2009) Keys to the nematode
parasites of vertebrates. CAB International, Wallingford, UK

Bennett J, McPherson O, Presswell B (2021) Gastrointestinal hel-
minths of little blue penguins, Eudyptula novaehollandiae (Ste-
phens), from Otago, new Zealand. Parasitol Int 80:102185

Bennett J, Poulin R, Presswell B (2022) Large-scale genetic investiga-
tion of nematode diversity and their phylogenetic patterns in new
Zealand’s marine animals. Parasitology 149:1794-1809

Bennett J, Poulin R, Presswell B (2023a) Acanthocephalan diversity
and host associations revealed from a Large-Scale biodiversity
survey. Diversity 15:665

Bennett J, Presswell B, Poulin R (2023b) Tracking life cycles of para-
sites across a broad taxonomic scale in a marine ecosystem. Int J
Parasitol 53:285-303

Bordes F, Morand S (2011) The impact of multiple infections on wild
animal hosts: a review. Infect Ecol Epidemiol 1:7346

Branddo M, Moreira J, Luque J (2014) Checklist of platyhelminthes,
acanthocephala, Nematoda and Arthropoda parasitizing Penguins
of the world. Check List 10:562-573

Bray JR, Curtis JT (1957) An ordination of the upland forest communi-
ties of Southern Wisconsin. Ecol Monogr 27:325-349

Bush AO, Lafferty KD, Lotz JM, Shostak AW (1997) Parasitology
Meets ecology on its own terms: Margolis et al. revisited. J Para-
sitol 83:575

Cannell BL, Campbell K, Fitzgerald L, Lewis JA, Baran 1J, Stephens
NS (2016) Anthropogenic trauma is the most prevalent cause of
mortality in little penguins, Eudyptula minor, in Perth, Western
Australia. Emu - Austral Ornithol 116:52-61

Cardoso RNR, Jerdy H, Baldassin P, Carvalho ECQ, Werneck MR
(2021) Kidney lesions related to trematode infestation in a
Cabot’s Tern Thalasseus acuflavidus found in Brazil. Mar Orni-
thol 49:179-181

Chao A, Chazdon RL, Colwell RK, Shen T (2005) A new statistical
approach for assessing similarity of species composition with
incidence and abundance data. Ecol Lett 8:148—159

Colwell RK, Dunn RR, Harris NC (2012) Coextinction and persis-
tence of dependent species in a changing world. Annu Rev Ecol
Evol Syst 43:183-203

Crockett DE, Kearns MP (1975) Northern little blue Penguin mortality
in Northland. Notornis 22:69-72

Dias MP, Martin R, Pearmain EJ, Burfield 1J, Small C, Phillips RA,
Yates O, Lascelles B, Borboroglu PG, Croxall JP (2019) Threats
to seabirds: A global assessment. Biol Conserv 237:525-537

Diaz JI, Cremonte F, Navone GT (2010) Helminths of the Magellanic
Penguin, Spheniscus magellanicus (Sphenisciformes), furing the
breeding season in Patagonian Coast, Chubut, Argentina. Com-
paritive Parasitol 77:172-177

Diaz JI, Fusaro B, Longarzo L, Coria NR, Vidal V, D’ Amico V, Bar-
bosa A (2016) Gastrointestinal helminths of adélie Penguins
(Pygoscelis adeliae) from Antarctica. Polar Res 35:28516

Duignan PJ (2001) Diseases of Penguins. Surveillance 28:5-11


http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Marine Biology (2025) 172:94

Page 110f12 94

Ezenwa VO (2016) Helminth—microparasite co-infection in wildlife:
lessons from ruminants, rodents and rabbits. Parasite Immunol
38:527-534

Fernandez I, Moraga R, Yanez F, Mansilla M, Smith C, Campos V
(2019) Gastrointestinal helminths of Humboldt Penguin (Sphe-
niscus humboldti Meyen, 1834) from South central Chile. Latin
Am J Aquat Res 47:206-211

Flemming SA, Lalas C, van Heezik Y (2013) Little Penguin (Eudyp-
tula minor) diet at three breeding colonies in new Zealand. New
Z ] Ecol 37:199-205

Fonteneau F, Geiger S, Marion L, Le Maho Y, Robin J-P, Kinsella ]M
(2011) Gastrointestinal helminths of King Penguins (4ptenodytes
patagonicus) at Crozet Archipelago. Polar Biol 34:1249-1252

Fraser MM, Lalas C (2004) Seasonal variation in the diet of blue
Penguins (Eudyptula minor) at Oamaru, new Zealand. Notornis
51:7-15

Fusaro B, Capasso S, Barbosa A, Ansaldo M, Zakrajsek A, Diaz JL
(2025) Parasitism in wild Penguin populations: a comprehensive
global assessment of macro- and microparasites and their impli-
cations. Antarct Sci 37:79-86

Gagne RB, Crooks KR, Craft ME, Chiu ES, Fountain-Jones NM,
Malmberg JL, Carver S, Funk WC, VandeWoude S (2022) Para-
sites as conservation tools. Conserv Biol 36:¢13719

Grosser S, Burridge CP, Peucker AJ, Waters JM (2015) Coalescent
modelling suggests recent secondary-contact of cryptic Penguin
species. PLoS ONE 10:¢0144966

Harmon A, Littlewood DTJ, Wood CL (2019) Parasites lost: using nat-
ural history collections to track disease change across deep time.
Front Ecol Environ 17:157-166

Harper JT, Saunders GW (2001) Molecular systematics of the
Florideophyceae (Rhodophyta) using nuclear large and small
subunit rDNA sequence data. J Phycol 37:1073—-1082

HBW, BirdLife International (2024) Handbook of the Birds of the
World and BirdLife International Digital Checklist of the Birds of
the World. http://datazone.birdlife.org/userfiles/file/Species/Taxo
nomy/HBW-BirdLife Checklist v81 Jan24.zip

Hernandez-Orts JS, Smales LR, Pinacho-Pinacho CD, Garcia-Varela
M, Presswell B (2017) Novel morphological and molecular data
for Corynosoma hannae Zdzitowiecki, 1984 (Acanthocephala:
Polymorphidae) from teleosts, fish-eating birds and pinnipeds
from new Zealand. Parasitol Int 66:905-916

Hocken AG (2000) Cause of death in blue Penguins (Eudyptula M.
M.nor) in North Otago, new Zealand. New Z J Zool 27:305-309

TUCN (2024) The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species. Version 2024-
2.https://www.iucnredlist.org. Accessed on 27 March 2025

Jaeger A, Lebarbenchon C, Bourret V, Bastien M, Lagadec E, Thie-
bot J-B, Boulinier T, Delord K, Barbraud C, Marteau C, Dellagi
K, Tortosa P, Weimerskirch H (2018) Avian cholera outbreaks
threaten seabird species on Amsterdam Island. PLoS ONE
13:¢0197291

Jerdy H, Baldassin P, Werneck MR, Bianchi M, Ribeiro RB, Carvalho
ECQ (2016) First report of kidney lesions due to Renicola Sp.
(Digenea: Trematoda) in free-living Magellanic Penguins (Sphe-
niscus magellanicus Forster, 1781) found on the Coast of Brazil.
J Parasitol 102:650—-652

Jolles AE, Ezenwa VO, Etienne RS, Turner WC, Olff H (2008) Interac-
tions between macroparasites and microparasites drive infection
patterns of free-ranging African Buffalo. Ecology 89:2239-2250

Khalil LF, Jones A, Bray RA (1994) Keys to the Cestode Parasites of
Vertebrates. CAB International, p 751

King KC, Lively CM (2012) Does genetic diversity limit disease
spread in natural host populations? Heredity 109:199-203

Ksepka DT, Bertelli S, Giannini NP (2006) The phylogeny of the liv-
ing and fossil Sphenisciformes (penguins). Cladistics 22:412-441

Lafferty KD (2012) Biodiversity loss decreases parasite diversity:
theory and patterns. Philosophical Trans Royal Soc B: Biol Sci
367:2814-2827

Leung TLF, Koprivnikar J (2016) Nematode parasite diversity in birds:
the role of host ecology, life history and migration. J Anim Ecol
85:1471-1480

Leung TLF, Koprivnikar J (2019) Your infections are what you eat:
how host ecology shapes the helminth parasite communities of
lizards. J Anim Ecol 88:416-426

Locke SA, Marcogliese DJ, Tellervo Valtonen E (2014) Vulnerability
and diet breadth predict larval and adult parasite diversity in fish
of the Bothnian Bay. Oecologia 174:253-262

Mahdy OA, Shaheed I (2001) Histopathological study on the effect of
Renicola Heroni on the kidneys of giant Heron Andrea goliath.
Helminthologica 38:81-83

Marchant S, Higgins PJ (1990) Handbook of Australian, new Zealand
& Antarctic birds. Oxford University Press, Melbourne

Marcogliese DJ (2002) Food webs and the transmission of parasites to
marine fish. Parasitology 124:83-99

Marcogliese DJ (2005) Parasites of the superorganism: are they indica-
tors of ecosystem health? Int J Parasitol 35:705-716

Mastick N, Welicky R, Katla A, Odegaard B, Ng V, Wood CL (2024)
Opening a can of worms: archived canned fish fillets reveal 40
years of change in parasite burden for four Alaskan salmon spe-
cies. Ecol Evol 14:e11043

Mattern T, Ellenberg U, Houston D, Davis L (2007) Consistent forag-
ing routes and benthic foraging behaviour in yellow-eyed Pen-
guins. Mar Ecol Prog Ser 343:295-306

Mattern T, Meyer S, Ellenberg U, Houston DM, Darby JT, Young M,
Van Heezik Y, Seddon PJ (2017) Quantifying climate change
impacts emphasises the importance of managing regional threats
in the endangered Yellow-eyed Penguin. Peer] 5:¢3272

McKenna P (2006) Register of new host - parasite records. Surveil-
lance 33:6-7

McKenna DP (2009) An updated checklist of helminth and protozoan
parasites of birds in new Zealand. Surveillance 36:14—15

Miskelly CM, Sagar PM, Tennyson AJD, Scofield RP (2001) Birds of
the snares Islands, new Zealand. Notornis 48:1-40

Morales-Serna FN, Lopez-Moreno D, Osuna-Cabanillas JM, Marin-
Enriquez E, Vallarta-Zarate JRF, Amezcua F (2024) Parasites as
indicators of population connectivity of a small pelagic fish in the
Gulf of California. Fish Res 276:107058

Oksanen J (2017) Vegan: Community Ecology Package. https://CRAN
.R-project.org/package=vegan

Otago Regional Council (2012) Regional Plan: Coast of Otago.https:/
/www.orc.govt.nz/media/1458/regional-plan-coast-for-otago.pdf

Palm HW (2011) Fish Parasites as Biological Indicators in a Chang-
ing World: Can We Monitor Environmental Impact and Climate
Change? In: Mehlhorn H Ed. Progress in Parasitology. Springer
Berlin Heidelberg, Berlin, Heidelberg, pp. 223-250. Retrieved 27
May 2024 from: https://link.springer.com/https://doi.org/10.1007
/978-3-642-21396-0_12

Petney TN, Andrews RH (1998) Multiparasite communities in animals
and humans: frequency, structure and pathogenic significance. Int
J Parasitol 28:377-393

Poulin R, Morand S (2014) Parasite biodiversity. Smithsonian Institu-
tion, Washington

Poulin R, Salloum PM, Bennett J (2024) Evolution of parasites in the
Anthropocene: new pressures, new adaptive directions. Biologi-
cal Reviews

Presswell B, Bennett J (2021) Diomedenema Dinarctos N. Sp. (Spiru-
romorpha: Desmidocercidae), a N.w Sp.cies of lung N.matode in
Fiordland crested penguins (Eudyptes pachyrhynchus; Sphenis-
ciformes), from South Island, New Zealand. Syst Parasitol
98:285-290

@ Springer


https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=vegan
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=vegan
https://www.orc.govt.nz/media/1458/regional-plan-coast-for-otago.pdf
https://www.orc.govt.nz/media/1458/regional-plan-coast-for-otago.pdf
https://link.springer.com/
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-21396-0_12
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-21396-0_12
http://datazone.birdlife.org/userfiles/file/Species/Taxonomy/HBW-BirdLife_Checklist_v81_Jan24.zip
http://datazone.birdlife.org/userfiles/file/Species/Taxonomy/HBW-BirdLife_Checklist_v81_Jan24.zip
https://www.iucnredlist.org

94 Page 12 of 12

Marine Biology (2025) 172:94

Presswell B, Bennett J (2025) Two N.w species of kidney flukes
(Renicolidae: Trematoda) from N.w Zealand penguins, with a
description of Renicola Websterae N. sp. Syst Parasitol 102:¢26

Presswell B, Garcia-Varela M, Smales LR (2018) Morphological and
molecular characterization of two new species of Andracantha
(Acanthocephala: Polymorphidae) from new Zealand shags
(Phalacrocoracidae) and Penguins (Spheniscidae) with a key to
the species. J Helminthol 92:740-751

R Core Team (2023) R: A Language and Environment for Statistical
Computing. R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna,
Austria. https://www.R-project.org/

Ranum A, Wharton DA (1996) Helminth and protozoan parasites of
the alimentary tract of the yellow-eyed Penguin (Megadyptes
antipodes). New Z ] Zool 23:83-87

Robertson HA, Baird KA, Elliott GP, Hitchmough RA, McArthur NJ,
Makan TD, Miskelly CM, O’Donnell CFJ, Sagar PM, Scofield
RP, Taylor GA, Michel P (2021) Conservation status of birds in
Aotearoa New Zealand [Report 36]

Santoro M, Kinsella JM, Galiero G, Uberti BD, Aznar FJ (2012) Hel-
minth community structure in birds of prey (Accipitriformes and
Falconiformes) in Southern Italy. J Parasitol 98:22-29

Shanebeck KM, Lagrue C (2020) Acanthocephalan parasites in sea
otters: why we need to look beyond associated mortality. Mar
Mamm Sci 36:676-689

Shanebeck KM, Besson AA, Lagrue C, Green SJ (2022) The energetic
costs of sub-lethal helminth parasites in mammals: a meta-analy-
sis. Biol Rev 97:1886-1907

Sures B (2004) Environmental parasitology: relevancy of parasites in
monitoring environmental pollution. Trends Parasitol 20:170-177

Timon-David J (1953) Un Renicola nouveau Chez La pie. Renicola
bretensis Nov. Sp. (Trematoda, Renicolidae). Bull De La Societe
Zoologique De France 77:504-511

Trathan PN, Garcia-Borboroglu P, Boersma D, Bost C, Crawford RIM,
Crossin GT, Cuthbert RJ, Dann P, Davis LS, De La Puente S,
Ellenberg U, Lynch HJ, Mattern T, Piitz K, Seddon PJ, Trivelpiece
W, Wienecke B (2015) Pollution, habitat loss, fishing, and climate
change as critical threats to Penguins. Conserv Biol 29:31-41

Valtonen ET, Marcogliese DJ, Julkunen M (2010) Vertebrate diets
derived from trophically transmitted fish parasites in the Bothnian
Bay. Oecologia 162:139-152

Van Heezik Y (1990) Diets of yellow-eyed, fiordland crested, and little
blue Penguins breeding sympatrically on codfish Island, new Zea-
land. New Z J Zool 17:543-548

Vanhoni MS, Arna GM, Sprenger LK, Vieira DL, Luis LW, Molento
MB (2018) Occurrence of Gastrointestinal parasites in Spheniscus
magellanicus (Foster, 1781) located in Pontal do Sul, PR, Brazil.
Arquivo Brasileiro De Med Veterinaria E Zootecnia 70:491-496

Vanstreels RET, Yabsley MJ, Swanepoel L, Stevens KL, Carpenter-
Kling T, Ryan PG, Pistorius PA (2018) Molecular characterization

@ Springer

and lesions associated with diomedenema Diomedeae (Aproc-
toidea: Desmidocercidae) from grey-headed albatrosses (Thal-
assarche chrysostoma) on subantarctic Marion Island. Int J
Parasitology: Parasites Wildl 7:155-160

Vidal V, Ortiz J, Diaz JI, De Ybanez MRR, Amat MT, Palacios MJ,
Benzal J, Valera F, De La Cruz C, Motas M, Barbosa A (2012)
Gastrointestinal parasites in chinstrap Penguins from deception
Island, South Shetlands, Antarctica. Parasitol Res 111:723-727

Vidal-Martinez VM, Pech D, Sures B, Purucker ST, Poulin R (2010)
Can parasites really reveal environmental impact? Trends Para-
sitol 26:44-51

Weekes PJ (1982) Checklist of helminth parasites of birds in new Zea-
land. New Z J Zool 9:451-460

Wickham (2016) ggplot2: Elegant Graphics for Data Analysis. https:/
/ggplot2.tidyverse.org

Wierenga JR, Morgan KJ, Hunter S, Taylor HS, Argilla LS, Webster T,
Dubrulle J, Jorge F, Bostina M, Burga L, Holmes EC, MclInnes K,
Geoghegan JL (2023) A novel gyrovirus is abundant in yellow-
eyed Penguin (Megadyptes antipodes) chicks with a fatal respira-
tory disease. Virology 579:75-83

Wood CL, Vanhove MPM (2023) Is the world wormier than it used to
be? We’ll never know without natural history collections. J] Anim
Ecol 92:250-262

Wood CL, Lafferty KD, Micheli F (2010) Fishing out marine para-
sites? Impacts of fishing on rates of parasitism in the ocean. Ecol
Lett 13:761-775

Wood JR, Wilmshurst JM, Rawlence NJ, Bonner KI, Worthy TH,
Kinsella JM, Cooper A (2013) A megafauna’s microfauna:
Gastrointestinal parasites of new Zealand’s extinct Moa (Aves:
Dinornithiformes). PLoS ONE 8:¢57315

Wood CL, Sandin SA, Zgliczynski B, Guerra AS, Micheli F (2014)
Fishing drives declines in fish parasite diversity and has variable
effects on parasite abundance. Ecology 95:1929-1946

Wood CL, Leslie KL, Claar D, Mastick N, Preisser W, Vanhove MPM,
Welicky R (2023a) How to use natural history collections to res-
urrect information on historical parasite abundances. J Helmin-
thol 97:e6

Wood CL, Welicky RL, Preisser WC, Leslie KL, Mastick N, Greene C,
Maslenikov KP, Tornabene L, Kinsella JM, Essington TE (2023b)
A reconstruction of parasite burden reveals one century of cli-
mate-associated parasite decline. Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences 120: 2211903120

Young MJ, Dutoit L, Robertson F, Van Heezik Y, Seddon PJ, Rob-
ertson BC (2020) Species in the faeces: DNA metabarcoding as
a method to determine the diet of the endangered yellow-eyed
Penguin. Wildl Res 47:509

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to juris-
dictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.


https://ggplot2.tidyverse.org
https://ggplot2.tidyverse.org
https://www.R-project.org/

	﻿Endoparasite communities of New Zealand Penguins differ over time and among species
	﻿Abstract
	﻿Introduction
	﻿Materials and methods
	﻿Host and parasite sampling

	﻿Characterizing parasite communities infecting Penguins
	﻿Testing for differences in parasite communities among species and over time
	﻿Results
	﻿Differences in helminth assemblages among Penguin species
	﻿Changes in parasite assemblages of little blue Penguins over time

	﻿Discussion
	﻿References


