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1  | INTRODUC TION

The European eel (Anguilla anguilla) migrates across the Atlantic 
Ocean twice in its life, from the spawning areas in the Sargasso Sea 

to the European and North African coasts as larvae and then back 
as adults (Johannes Schmidt, 1923). This species constitutes a single 
panmictic population (Als et al., 2011; Palm et al., 2009) inhabiting 
marine and freshwater habitats from Norway to Morocco. European 
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Abstract
The European eel hatches in the Sargasso Sea and migrates across the Atlantic Ocean 
toward Europe. At the continental shelf, larvae metamorphose into glass eels and then 
recruit to coastal habitats and estuaries. Among other cues, glass eels orient in situ using 
lunar cues, but what role this lunar compass plays in their recruitment to the coast is un-
known. To assess this, we incorporated empirical in situ observations of glass eel swim-
ming and lunar-driven orientation into a biophysical advection model. We simulated 
dispersal of glass eels drifting with the North Atlantic Current to test the hypothesis 
that lunar-driven swimming and orientation behavior affects recruitment to North Sea 
coasts. Particles were released from the continental slope north of Scotland, an obligate 
passage for migrating eel larvae. Four numerical experiments were conducted: one with 
passive drift and three including glass eel swimming speeds (ranging from 3 to 12 cm/s) 
and lunar-driven orientation. With a speed of 3 cm/s, the lunar compass increased re-
cruitment to the North Sea coasts of Southwestern Norway and Scotland by 34%–40%. 
Conversely, orientation behavior decreased recruitment to northern areas like Iceland 
(−46%), the Faroe Islands (−39%) and Northern Norway (−49%). Behavior affected the 
timing of recruitment to Southwestern Norway, causing peaks of abundance in May–
June, but not to other regions. These results show that lunar-driven orientation and 
swimming behavior observed in glass eels substantially increases their recruitment to 
North Sea coasts. Results agree with the distribution of eel in northern Europe, which 
decreases in abundance with increasing latitude.
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eels hatch in the Sargasso Sea and drift with the Gulf Stream 
for >5,000 km as leptocephalus larvae (Bonhommeau et al., 2010; 
Tesch, 1977) until they reach the continental slope of Europe and 
North Africa (Figure  1). There, at the margins of the continental 
shelf, leptocephali metamorphose into transparent, post-larval 
glass eels (Tesch & Thorpe, 2003) (Figure 1). This stage differs sig-
nificantly from the larval stage. Leptocephali larvae have a leaf-like 
shaped body, they grow in length with age, and they actively feed, 
while glass eels have a circular cross-body section, they stop eat-
ing until they recruit to the coast, and their length decreases with 
age (Deelder, 1952; Tesch, 1977). Thus, the glass eel stage is a fully 

migratory, non-feeding stage during which eels cross the pelagic 
waters of the continental shelf to reach the coast. Once they reach 
coastal waters, glass eels recruit to estuaries, where some of them 
will start their upstream migration into freshwater as pigmented ju-
veniles, called elvers (Tesch & Thorpe, 2003) (Figure 1), and some 
will remain marine or move between marine and brackish water 
(Bureau du Colombier et al., 2011; Daverat & Tomás, 2006; Marohn 
et  al.,  2013). Eels spend 5–30  years in freshwater as yellow eels, 
before becoming silver eels (Durif et al., 2009, 2020; Tesch, 1977), 
which then migrate back to the Sargasso Sea to spawn (Righton 
et al., 2016; J Schmidt, 1923).

F I G U R E  1   Life history of the European eel (Anguilla anguilla). Eels hatch as leptocephalus larvae in the Sargasso Sea. As larvae, they 
drift across the Atlantic Ocean to the continental slope of Europe, where they metamorphose into post-larval, transparent glass eels. The 
glass eels migrate across the continental shelf and eventually reach the brackish water of estuaries. After metamorphosing into pigmented 
juveniles, called elvers, they start the ascent into freshwater, where they grow into adult yellow eels. After some years, yellow eels undergo 
another metamorphosis into silver eels, which migrate for thousands of kilometers to the Sargasso Sea where they spawn and die. In this 
study, we focused on the glass eel stage. Artwork from Cresci, 2020
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The European eel constitutes an important fishery in Europe 
(Starkie,  2003), and it has been exploited and farmed for thou-
sands of years (Willem Dekker,  2003b, 2018). However, this 
species is now critically endangered [International Union for 
Conservation of Nature (IUCN)] and recruitment to freshwa-
ter has declined dramatically since the 1980s (Hilaire Drouineau 
et  al.,  2018; ICES,  2019b). In an effort to monitor the eel stock, 
models were developed to improve the assessment of recruit-
ment of European glass eels to freshwater (Bornarel et al., 2018; 
Drouineau et al., 2016). However, the migratory routes and strate-
gies that glass eels use to cross pelagic waters and reach the coast 
are still poorly understood. Better knowledge of these is needed 
to monitor and predict recruitment.

Glass eels have a complex orientation behavior based on a wide 
array of environmental cues that they use depending on the phase of 
their migration (Cresci, 2020). The most studied phase of the migra-
tion of glass eels is their entry into freshwater, as all the available mon-
itoring data for glass eels comes from traps located upstream of the 
estuaries in fresh and brackish water (Dekker, 2002). All eel life stages 
possess an exceptionally sensitive olfactory system (Atta, 2013; Sola 
et al., 1993). When they are near the coast, glass eels are potentially 
guided by chemical cues, such as freshwater plumes transporting in-
land odors into estuaries (Tosi & Sola, 1993; Tosi, Spampanato, Sola, 
& Tongiorgi, 1989). Furthermore, glass eels orient using the magnetic 
field of the Earth (Cresci et al., 2017), which they use as a frame of 
reference to imprint a memory of tidal currents at the estuaries to 
facilitate position holding and upstream migration (Cresci, Durif, Paris, 
Shema, et al., 2019). The phase of glass eel migration about which the 
least is known is the pelagic marine phase during which they transition 
from leptocephali to glass eels at the continental slope and then cross 
the continental shelf to reach coastal waters.

Recent research described an orientation mechanism based 
on moon-related compass cues used by glass eels in situ, which 
could guide their pelagic migration (Cresci, Durif, Paris, Thompson, 
et  al.,  2019). Specifically, glass eels swim toward the direction of 
the moon azimuth at new moon during daytime, when the moon 
rises above the line of the horizon (Cresci, Durif, Paris, Thompson, 
et  al.,  2019). Further, even though this has not been empirically 
observed, glass eels were hypothesized to have the same behavior 
when the moon is above the horizon during full moon (which hap-
pens at night) (Cresci, Durif, Paris, Thompson, et al., 2019). During 
these two moon phases (new and full moon), the interaction of the 
moon with the Earth's magnetosphere and solar radiation causes 
the highest global-scale disturbances in electrical fields through-
out the lunar cycle (Bevington, 2015; Kimura & Nakagawa, 2008). 
These have been discussed as potential cues involved in the sensi-
tivity of glass eels to the lunar cycle (Cresci, Durif, Paris, Thompson, 
et al., 2019). Although the sensory mechanism involved is not clear, 
weak electric fields affect orientation behavior in juvenile eels 
(Zimmerman, & McCleave, 1975). Swimming toward the moon azi-
muth during these specific phases of the lunar cycle results in glass 
eels orienting, on average, in a southerly direction (Cresci, Durif, 
Paris, Thompson, et  al.,  2019). Nevertheless, while this link was 

empirically observed, its role as a possible orientation mechanism 
guiding the recruiting population of glass eels from pelagic waters to 
the coast is still unclear.

Lagrangian biophysical models are commonly used to simulate 
advection and dispersal of early life stages of marine species (Bjorn 
Ådlandsvik et al., 2004; Lett et al., 2008; Paris et al., 2013; Sandvik 
et al., 2016; Swearer, et al., 2019; Vikebø et al., 2011). Larval disper-
sal in the ocean is governed by physical processes (ocean circula-
tion and atmospheric forcing), but it is also influenced by biological 
processes (e.g., buoyancy; larval behavior), which can modify, often 
significantly, the trajectories of fish larvae and other planktonic or-
ganisms (Fiksen et al., 2007; Johnsen et al., 2014; Robins et al., 2013; 
Sandvik et al., 2020). Nevertheless, in the past three decades, more 
than half (53%) of studies on dispersal simulated it as pure passive 
transport with no behavioral control over either vertical position in 
the water column nor horizontal swimming (Swearer et  al.,  2019). 
Most studies that included larval behavior considered only vertical 
movement (fixed or variable through ontogeny) but did not incorpo-
rate horizontal swimming in simulations (Swearer et al., 2019).

In this context, observations have been made of the swim-
ming and orientation behavior of fish larvae in situ by using div-
ers following free-swimming larvae (Leis et al., 1996) and drifting 
in situ behavioral chambers (Drifting In Situ Chamber—DISC) 
(Paris et al., 2008). Examples of biophysical models of larval dis-
persal incorporating such empirically observed orientation and 
swimming behavior in situ come from simulations of transport 
of Mediterranean species (e.g., Sparidae) (Faillettaz et  al., 2018). 
These models indicated that the empirically quantified larval be-
havior included in the model significantly modified the disper-
sal of these species to/from marine protected areas (Faillettaz 
et al., 2018). However, partially due to a lack of data on orientation 
and swimming behavior in situ, such an approach has never been 
used to simulate dispersal of the early life stages of fish living at 
high latitudes, including glass eels, which are nektonic organisms 
that actively swim across the continental shelf.

The recruitment of glass eels in the North Sea region has de-
clined more severely than elsewhere in Europe (ICES, 2019b), and 
the northern North Sea constitutes one of the areas with the lowest 
number of sampling and monitoring stations (especially in Norway 
and Scotland) (ICES,  2019b). Specifically, the migratory routes of 
glass eels through the Shetland Channel into the North Sea have 
only been inferred, but never directly assessed through sampling 
programs at sea (Malcolm et al., 2010). Establishing such a sampling 
program is challenging due to the low abundance of glass eels in 
shelf water. Thus, more research is needed to describe the migratory 
pathways of glass eels in the North Sea.

In this study, we incorporated empirical in situ observations of 
glass eel swimming and lunar-driven orientation into a Lagrangian 
particle-tracking model for transport and dispersion (LADiM) (cou-
pled with The Regional Ocean Modeling System (ROMS)) in order 
to assess how these behaviors influence dispersal of glass eels in 
northern Europe, from Iceland to the North Sea. We use several 
behavioral/biological input parameters for the model using data 
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from behavioral experiments on glass eels performed in situ, in the 
North Sea (described in Cresci, Durif, Paris, Thompson, et al., 2019).

2  | METHODS

2.1 | Physical oceanography and topography of the 
study region

Particles were released from the edge of the continental shelf between 
northern Scotland and the Faroe Islands (Figure 2a), early during glass 
eels’ recruitment season in northern Europe (January 1st-March 31st, 
for the year 2017). This area is upstream of the Faroe-Shetland Channel 
and corresponds to an obligate passage for eel leptocephalus larvae 
drifting with the North Atlantic current to reach the continental slope 
of the North Sea (Schmidt, 1927). We focused on the northern passage 
through the Shetland Channel with the objective of investigating glass 
eel migratory routes in northern Europe. From the Shetland area south 
of the Faroes, there is a large transport of Atlantic water into the North 
Sea, which is an order of magnitude higher than the transport through 
the English Channel (Bailly du Bois et al., 1995; Turrell et al., 1992). This 
difference in transport, coupled with the westerly winds dominating 
this area, causes most fish stocks recruiting to the North Sea to pass 
through the northern passage (Turrell, 1992). This is also considered to 
be the case for glass eels (Malcolm et al., 2010).

Once eel larvae arrive at the continental slope in the Faroe-Shetland 
Channel, they are presumed to metamorphose into glass eels and 
their landward migration begins (Schmidt,  1927). The depth of the 

Faroe-Shetland Channel reaches >1,000 m in some areas. It rises rapidly 
over the continental shelf, where it ranges between 20 and 200 m in the 
North Sea, with the exception of the Norwegian Trench, which reaches 
500 m deep. The North Sea area is governed by a cyclonic circulation, 
with intrusions of the North Atlantic Current (NAC) and European Shelf 
water from the northwest (Winther & Johannessen, 2006) (Figure 2a). 
This Atlantic water flows to the south and then turns east–southeast 
toward the Norwegian Trench (Figure 2a). More to the south, east of 
the English Channel, coastal water flows to the northeast, following the 
coasts of the Netherlands and Denmark up to the Norwegian Trench 
(Sundby et al., 2017) (a diagram of the currents with associated trans-
port values is shown in Figure 2a).

In this study, we considered all of the coasts downstream of the 
main currents transporting glass eels in Northern Europe (e.g., NAC, 
North Sea currents) as potential recruitment areas. Specifically, the 
coastal areas included in this study are as follows: Northern Norway 

F I G U R E  2   Main currents of northern Europe and the North Sea 
area, and configuration of the lunar-driven orientation behavior in 
the LADiM glass eels (Anguilla anguilla) advection model. A: The 
green area corresponds to the locations at which particles were 
released. The blue arrows are schematic representations of ocean 
currents. The main currents reaching the continental slope of 
northern Europe are the North Atlantic Current (NAC) and the shelf 
edge current, which both flow to the northeast and transport eel 
leptocephalus larvae toward the Shetland Channel. Downstream 
of the NAC, the Norwegian Coastal Current (NCC) flows to the 
north-northeast along the Norwegian coast toward the Arctic. 
The first part of the NCC originates in the Skagerrak, and it flows 
as a fast jet-like current to the North along the southwestern 
Norwegian coast (1–3 Sv transport; Mork, 1981). The North Sea 
circulation is cyclonic, with Atlantic water entering the basin from 
the north-northwest and flowing southward into the North Sea 
with a transport of close to 1.62 Sv (Turrell et al., 1992). The water 
that enters the North Sea through the English Channel (0.15 Sv 
transport; Bailly du Bois et al., 1995) flows north-eastward along 
the Netherlands, Germany and Denmark. B: In this model, particles 
were given the lunar compass orientation behavior that glass eels 
exhibit in situ. When the moon was above the horizon during new 
moon and full moon (Red arrows and fonts), simulated glass eels 
swam toward the average direction of the moon azimuth in the 
northern hemisphere (South). During 1st and 3rd quarter, and when 
the moon was below the horizon during full and new moon, glass 
eels had non-oriented swimming (Blue arrows and fonts)
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(N.Nor.), Southwestern Norway (Sw. Nor.), Denmark and Skagerrak 
(Denm.), Southern North Sea (Germany and most of Netherlands) (S. 
North Sea), East-Southeast England (E-SE Eng.), Scotland (Scot.), Faroe 
(Far.), and Iceland (Ice.) (Figure 3). Annual recruitment of glass eels 
occurs in all of these coastal areas (ICES, 2019b).

2.2 | Hydrodynamic model

Currents and hydrography are provided by a one-way nested system 
consisting of a coarse scale ocean model covering the North Sea, 
Nordic Seas, and Barents Sea, and a higher resolution model system, 
NorKyst800, covering the Norwegian coast (Albretsen et  al.,  2011; 
Myksvoll et al., 2018). Both models are based on the Regional Ocean 
Modeling System (ROMS, www.myroms.org; Haidvogel et al., 2008; 

Shchepetkin & Mcwilliams, 2005), which is a free-surface, terrain-fol-
lowing, hydrostatic, primitive equations ocean model. The horizontal 
quadratic grid cell size is 4 x 4km in the outer domain and 800 × 800 m 
in the inner domain along the Norwegian coast. Realistic forcing of 
the ocean model from atmosphere, tides, and rivers is included as de-
scribed by Asplin et al.  (2014) and Johnsen et al.  (2014). The model 
results consist of hourly values of 3-dimensional currents, salinity, and 
temperature and served as input to the glass eel dispersion model.

2.3 | Glass eel dispersion model and 
design of the simulation

The glass eel advection model is based on the Lagrangian 
Advection and Diffusion Model (LADiM) (Bjørn Ådlandsvik, 2020). 

F I G U R E  3   Simulated glass eels (Anguilla anguilla) recruiting to the coasts of northern Europe, inside and outside the North Sea. The 
four maps summarize the results of the four different experiments conducted in this study: Exp. 1 = passive drift; Exp. 2 = Lunar compass 
with swimming speed of 3 cm/s; Exp. 3 = Lunar compass with swimming speed of 6 cm/s; Exp. 4 = Lunar compass with swimming speed 
of 12 cm/s. The green area is the particle release area. Circles are centers of polygons of 25 x 25 nautical miles adjacent to the coast. 
Recruitment polygons are grouped in macro-regions, which are illustrated by dashed line rectangles. The macro-regions are: Denm, Denmark 
and the Skagerrak; E-SE England, East-southeast England; Far, Faroe; Ice, Iceland; N. Nor, Northern Norway; S. North Sea, Southern North 
Sea; Scot, Scotland; SW. Nor., Southwestern Norway

http://www.myroms.org
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For this work, the LADiM model was implemented with biologi-
cal parameters assessed through behavioral experiments con-
ducted on glass eels in situ using the Lunar_eel plugin, version 1.2 
(Sævik, 2020).

2.3.1 | Time window

Particles were released daily from January 1, to March 31, 2017, 
and their dispersal was simulated until June 30, 2017. This particle 
release period was selected following otolith microstructure analy-
sis on glass eels arriving to the coast of Sweden, which estimated 
that they metamorphose from leptocephali to glass eels at the con-
tinental slope during the month of January (Wang & Tzeng, 2000). 
In addition, based on sampling cruises conducted in the early 
1900s (Schmidt, 1906), it was estimated that metamorphosing lar-
vae arrive at the continental slope north of Scotland in the months 
of January–February (Creutzberg, 1961; Heusden, 1943). Glass eel 
dispersal was run until June 31st because by the summer (July–
August) glass eels have already reached the coasts of the North 
Sea, undertaken pigmentation into elver, and started the upstream 
migration into freshwater (Deelder, 1952; ICES, 2020; Vøllestad & 
Jonsson, 1988).

2.3.2 | Depth

Particles were released uniformly between 0 and 20  m depth 
and were allowed to move vertically (randomly) within the upper 
20 m. This depth range was selected because glass eels move in 
relatively shallow water over the continental shelf. Compared to 
the younger leptocephali larvae, which move between 35–600 m 
and perform daily vertical migration ( Tesch,  1980), older glass 
eels move mostly in the upper 20 m of the water column. In the 
Swedish sound of the Baltic, glass eels were sampled with drop 
traps at 0.5–1.5 m (Westerberg, 1998). Observations in the North 
Sea along the Dutch coast and in the Wadden Sea show that glass 
eels can be sampled with ring trawls at 0–8 m (Creutzberg, 1961). 
Sampling of the closely related American glass eels (A. rostrata) in 
the Gulf of St Lawrence, Atlantic coast of Canada shows that they 
were captured at the surface using horizontal surface tows (Dutil 
et al., 2009).

Glass eels and elvers are known to undertake some verti-
cal movement according to light and tides (Creutzberg,  1961; 
Deelder, 1952). However, these movements are mostly in the upper 
10  m of the water column and the only information available on 
vertical movement of glass eels in situ come from coastal areas and 
traps in freshwater. Thus, no data are available on the vertical swim-
ming behavior glass eels throughout the day in pelagic shelf water. 
For these reasons, we implemented the model with horizontal swim-
ming behavior—no vertical movement was simulated—and kept the 
particles from the surface to 20 m deep during the drift.

2.3.3 | Orientation and swimming behavior

In order to simulate realistic behavior of migrating glass eels, we im-
plemented the model with experimental data on compass orienta-
tion direction from Cresci, Durif, Paris, Thompson, et al., 2019. Glass 
eels tested in situ in the North Sea display orientation behavior that 
is linked to the lunar cycle. Specifically, glass eels orient toward the 
direction of the moon azimuth during new moon during the day, and 
during full moon during the night, when the moon is above the line of 
the horizon (Cresci, Durif, Paris, Thompson, et al., 2019). This behav-
ior causes glass eels to orient on average to the south (Cresci, Durif, 
Paris, Thompson, et al., 2019).

We implemented the lunar-based compass in the model by 
setting the particles to orient only during new and full moon and 
only when the moon was above the horizon (Figure  2b). When 
the moon falls below the line of the horizon and when the lunar 
cycle switches phase (to first and third quarter), glass eels dis-
play non-oriented swimming, which was simulated by slow ran-
dom movements (corresponding to a diffusion coefficient of 1). 
The number of hours during which the moon is above the horizon 
during new and full moon changes depending on the day and the 
time of the year. Data on the position of the moon with respect to 
the horizon for the period of the simulation were obtained from 
https://www.timea​nddate.com/moon/. During these specific 
conditions of the lunar cycle (new moon and full moon when the 
moon is above the horizon), particles oriented toward the south 
(mean direction = 180°). During 1st and 3rd quarter, and during 
full/new moon when the moon was below the horizon, particles 
had non-oriented swimming (Figure 2b). Overall, the proportion 
of time of the whole simulation during which particles had ori-
ented swimming was 23%.

2.3.4 | Swimming speed and experimental design

We designed the simulation considering several swimming speeds 
that glass eels could potentially have when migrating over the conti-
nental shelf. We also ran the model without behavior (passive drift) 
to have a control experiment as a reference against which to assess 
the effects of behavior on dispersal. We ran four different simula-
tions (experiments) of dispersal differing in presence/absence of ori-
entation and swimming speed:

•	 Exp. 1—Passive drift with no orientation and swimming 
behavior—Control

•	 Exp. 2—Lunar-based compass orientation with oriented swim-
ming speed of 3 cm/s— Speed from experiments in situ with drifting 
chambers (DISC)

•	 Exp. 3—Lunar-based compass orientation with oriented swimming 
speed of 6 cm/s— ½ critical speed (Ucrit)

•	 Exp. 4—Lunar-based compass orientation with oriented swimming 
speed of 12 cm/s— Approximate Ucrit of glass eels from literature

https://www.timeanddate.com/moon/
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The swimming speed of 3  cm/s for the Exp. 2 is the median 
swimming speed that glass eels have in situ when swimming in 
drifting in situ chambers (DISC) in the North Sea (Cresci, Durif, 
Paris, Thompson, et al., 2019). This swimming speed is much lower 
than the swimming speeds that glass eels can sustain in the labora-
tory (Langdon & Collins,  2000), and it could be a “cruising” speed 
of European glass eels over the shelf. The swimming speeds of 
6 cm/s and 12 cm/s of Exp. 3 and Exp. 4 are approximate estimates 
of half of the Ucrit (critical speed—prolonged swimming where ve-
locity is gradually increased at set intervals until the point of com-
plete fatigue; Brett, 1964) and the Ucrit of glass eels, respectively. 
Wuenschel and Able (2008) estimated the Ucrit of closely related 
American glass eels (A. rostrata) entering estuaries and concluded 
that it ranges between 13–19 cm/s (Wuenschel & Able, 2008), which 
is slightly higher than the speed in Exp. 4. The same authors explain 
that glass eels are likely to sustain 50% of that swimming speed 
(close to 6 cm/s; Exp. 3) for over 24 hr. In tropical reef fish larvae 
near settlement (11 families), there is a strong relationship between 
the Ucrit and the in situ speed, with the latter being approximately 
50% of Ucrit (Leis & Fisher, 2006). Appling this to glass eels, con-
sidering a Ucrit of 13–19 cm/s, and maintaining in situ speeds that 
are 50% of Ucrit, glass eels would swim at 6.5–9.5 cm/s and move 
3–8 km/day (Wuenschel & Able, 2008). This supports the idea that 
glass eels could migrate at swimming speeds close to 6 cm/s, which 
is the speed used in Exp. 3. The swimming speed of 12 cm/s used in 
Exp. 4 is probably an overestimate of the possible cruising speed of 
glass eels, and it was selected for sensitivity analysis of the effect 
of speed on dispersal. This speed is close to the Ucrit of 13–19 cm/s 
of glass eels of A. rostrata, and it is slightly lower than the speed of 
15 cm/s that European glass eels can sustain for 60 min (Langdon & 
Collins, 2000; Tsukamoto et al., 1975).

2.3.5 | Potential recruitment areas

The objective of this study is to test the hypothesis that lunar com-
pass-based orientation affects the recruitment of migrating glass 
eels to the coasts of the North Sea. To quantify recruitment, we 
defined potential recruitment areas as polygons of 25 x 25 nautical 
miles seaward starting from the coastline (drawn in ArcGIS). This is 
motivated by the fact that glass eels have an extremely developed 
olfactory sense (Sola et al., 1993), and they are attracted by fresh-
water and inland odors emanating from the coast (Sola, 1995; Tosi & 
Sola, 1993). Thus, when they reach coastal water and detect these 
odors, they could switch behavior from lunar compass to olfactory-
driven orientation and follow brackish plumes at the surface com-
ing from streams and rivers, which are numerous in the North Sea 
(Farmer & Freeland, 1983; Radach & Pätsch, 2007). A total of 310 
polygons were created following the entire coastline downstream of 
the particle release area, from Iceland to the Netherlands (Figure 3). 
When a particle enters one of the polygons, this is considered as a 
potential recruitment. Particles were allowed to keep drifting after 
entering a polygon, as glass eels might not recruit to that specific 

area but continue migrating. Thus, each particle could cross more 
than one polygon and enter more than one macro-region.

2.4 | Quantification of abundance and timing of 
recruitment

Macro-regions were further grouped according to their location with 
respect to the North Sea (inside the North Sea; outside the North Sea; 
Figure  4). For the quantification of potential recruits, we counted 
the cumulative abundance, during the whole recruitment period, of 
particles passing through all of the potential recruitment polygons 
of each macro-region. For each of the 4 experiments, we then nor-
malized the cumulative abundance of recruits in each macro-region 
with respect to the total number of recruiting glass eels to all macro-
regions, and we expressed it as a percentage of total recruitment 
(Figure 4). Because the objective of the study is to evaluate possible 
effects of swimming and orientation behavior on recruitment, we 
calculated the variation in recruitment in the experiments resulting 
from changes in behavior (Exp. 2,3,4) as compared to the experiment 
with passive drift (Exp. 1—passive drift) in the same macro-region. 
This comparison is expressed as relative increase/decrease of the 
percentage of total recruits in the experiments with behavior com-
pared to the experiment with passive drift in each one of the macro-
regions (Figure 4).

The timing of recruitment was also calculated for each one of 
the macro-regions, from March 1st until June 31st (Figure  5a), 
which is the main recruitment period of glass eels in the North Sea 
(Creutzberg, 1961; Deelder, 1952; Durif et al., 2008; Heusden, 1943; 
ICES, 2020; Skiftesvik, 1984). We report the time series of the per-
centage of total recruits in each of the experiments (Figure 5a). Time 
series are from daily estimates of recruits in each macro-region and 
for each experiment. Values of total daily recruits (for each exper-
iment in each macro-region) were normalized with respect to the 
total daily recruits in all macro-regions (% of total daily recruits; 
Figure  5a). Furthermore, because the hypothesis being tested is 
that behavior affects recruitment, we calculated the difference in 
the percentage of total daily recruits between passive drift and each 
of the experiments that included behavior, for each macro-region 
(Figure  5b). To highlight possible patterns in the timing of recruit-
ment with respect to the lunar cycle, we displayed the time series 
overlapped with new and full moon phases (Figure 5).

3  | RESULTS

3.1 | Recruitment

Lunar compass orientation behavior increased the amount of simu-
lated glass eels recruiting to the coasts inside the North Sea com-
pared to simple passive drift (Table 1; Figures 3-4). This increase of 
recruiting glass eels to the North Sea coasts was consistent for all the 
macro-regions—England, Southwestern Norway, and Scotland—where 
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recruitment occurred, except for the fastest swimming glass eels 
entering Southwestern Norway (Figure 4). The other macro-regions 
in the North Sea (Denmark, Southern North Sea) did not have any re-
cruitment between March 1st and June 31st (Figure 3). Conversely, 
the model shows that, compared to passive drift, oriented swimming 

linked to the lunar compass leads to a substantial decrease (Table 1) 
in number of recruits in Northern Norway, Faroe Islands, and Iceland, 
which are outside the North Sea (Figure 3). Macro-regions differed 
in overall proportion of total recruits, which was highest in Scotland 
(Table 1).

F I G U R E  4   Cumulative recruitment of glass eels (Anguilla anguilla) to each macro-region and each experiment. Each plot shows the 
cumulative abundance through the recruitment period (March 1st and June 31st), for one macro-region and for all four experiments. Only 
macro-regions where recruitment occurred are considered in this analysis. The cumulative abundance is normalized with respect to the total 
number of recruiting glass eels (to all macro-regions) in each experiment, and it is expressed as a percentage (%). Red bars show percentage 
of total recruits in macro-regions outside the North Sea; Blue bars show percentage of total recruits in macro-regions inside the North Sea. 
Red numbers on top of the bars of Exp. 2, 3, and 4 show the percentage of variation of recruitment in the same macro-region with respect 
to the experiment with passive drift (Exp. 1). Exp. 1 = passive drift; Exp. 2 = Lunar compass with swimming speed of 3 cm/s; Exp. 3 = Lunar 
compass with swimming speed of 6 cm/s; Exp. 4 = Lunar compass with swimming speed of 12 cm/s. The labels for Exp. 1, 2, 3, and 4 are 
displayed only in the first subplot for clarity, but apply to the bars of all subplots
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F I G U R E  5   Time series of recruitment of simulated glass eels (Anguilla anguilla) during the recruitment season. Each plot shows the time 
series of recruitment to one macro-region. Lines are color-coded with respect to the experiment. White and black circles, as well as light 
gray rectangles, show the period of full or new moon. Only macro-regions in which recruitment occurred are considered in this analysis. The 
abundance of recruits is normalized with respect to the total daily number of recruiting glass eels (to all macro-regions) in each experiment, 
and it is expressed as a percentage (%). A: Time series of percentage of total recruits. B: Time series of the difference in percentage of total 
recruits between experiments with behavior (Exp. 2,3,4) and the experiment with passive drift (Exp. 1 –horizontal dashed line), for each 
macro-region. Exp. 1 = passive drift; Exp. 2 = Lunar compass with swimming speed of 3 cm/s; Exp. 3 = Lunar compass with swimming speed 
of 6 cm/s; Exp. 4 = Lunar compass with swimming speed of 12 cm/s
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The impact of the lunar compass on recruitment varied consid-
erably depending on swimming speed (Figure 4). In Exp. 2, with the 
lowest swimming speed of 3 cm/s, recruitment decreased 40 to 50% 
compared to passive drift in all of the regions outside the North 
Sea (Figure 4). Exp. 3 shows an additional decrease of the number 
of recruits relative to Exp. 2 in the regions outside the North Sea, 
with a 66%–73% decrease in recruitment compared to passive drift 
(Figure  4). The lowest recruitment outside the North Sea was in 
Exp. 4, which had the highest swimming speed used in this study 
of 12 cm/s (Ucrit glass eels) (Figure 4). Exp. 4 shows a decrease in 
recruitment of  >  90% compared to passive drift in all the regions 
outside the North Sea (Figure  4). This trend was opposite for the 
macro-regions inside the North Sea, except for Southwestern Norway. 
Scotland had a strong increase (41%) in the number of recruiting 
glass eels in Exp. 2 compared to passive drift, and it reached an in-
crease in recruitment of 64% in Exp. 3 and 84% in Exp. 4 (Figure 4). 
In Southwestern Norway, recruitment increased only when dispersal 
was simulated with slow swimming speeds (Exp. 2,3). Specifically, 
recruitment increased by 34% compared to passive drift with the 
slowest swimming speed in Exp. 2, but it had a lower increase (7%) 
in Exp. 3 (Figure 4). Southwestern Norway had 51% more recruiting 
eels in Exp. 4 (highest swimming speed) compared to passive drift 
(Figure 4). In England, recruitment occurred only in Exp. 4 (Figure 4).

3.2 | Timing of recruitment

Swimming and orientation behavior results in lower recruitment in 
all the macro-regions outside the North Sea throughout the whole 
recruitment period compared to the experiment with passive drift 
(Figure  5a, b). Conversely, in Scotland (in the North Sea), recruit-
ment was consistently higher than that observed with passive drift 
throughout the recruitment season when behavior was included 
(Figure 5a, b).

Southwestern Norway experienced more complex patterns of re-
cruitment depending on the month. In this region, recruitment was 
the lowest in Exp. 4 throughout almost the entire season (Figure 5a, 
b). In this region, recruitment peaked at the end of March through 
early April, although it rose again toward the end of this period in 

Exp. 2 and 3 (Figure 5a). However, later in the season, experiments 
with swimming speeds of 3 and 6 cm/s (Exp. 2 and 3) showed in-
creasing trends of recruitment abundance in Southwestern Norway 
from the end of May through the end of June (Figure 5a, b). Iceland 
did not receive any recruits until May, but experienced peaks of 
abundance in June (Figure 5a). Similarly, glass eels reached England 
during early June and only in the experiment with the highest swim-
ming speed (Figure 5a, b).

With the exception of Southwestern Norway and England, increas-
ing swimming speed and orientation behavior affected the overall 
amount of recruiting eels, but did not substantially affect the tim-
ing of arrival to the coast: time series of recruitment follows similar 
evolution patterns in all of the experiments that included behavior 
(Figure 5a, b).

4  | DISCUSSION

4.1 | Comparing the results of the model with the 
distribution of the European eel

In this study, simulations of dispersal were performed using a glass 
eel biophysical advection model coupled with empirical observa-
tions of glass eel behavior in situ. These simulations reveal that 
geographical trends in recruitment abundance in northern Europe 
can be considerably affected by glass eel swimming and orientation 
behavior and that swimming speed is likely to play a central role in 
this process.

According to Schmidt (1909), who conducted the first compre-
hensive study on the distribution of the European eel, the habitat 
of this species extends from Cape North in Northern Norway to the 
coasts of North Africa (Johs Schmidt, 1909). Nevertheless, the abun-
dance of eels across this continent-wide area is not uniform; it varies 
with latitude and longitude due to the temperature preferences of 
the species and the features of the North Atlantic Ocean circula-
tion (Durif et al., 2011; Kettle et al., 2008). The results reported in 
this study show that lunar-related swimming and orientation behav-
ior substantially reduces the proportion of glass eels recruiting to 
the North (Iceland, Northern Norway and Faroe) and increases glass 

TA B L E  1   Proportion of glass eels (Anguilla anguilla) recruiting to each macro-region for each experiment

High recruitment Medium recruitment Low recruitment

N. Norway (%) Scotland (%)
Faroe
(%) SW. Norway (%)

Iceland
(%) England (%)

Outside North 
Sea

Inside North 
Sea Outside North Sea

Inside
North Sea Outside North Sea

Inside
North Sea

Exp. 1 (Passive 
Drift)

34.0 50.8 10.2 3.2 1.9 0

Exp. 2 (3 cm/s) 17.1 71.5 6.1 4.3 1.0 0

Exp. 3 (6 cm/s) 9.1 83.4 3.5 3.4 0.6 0

Exp. 4 (12 cm/s) 2.7 93.6 0.9 1.5 0.1 1.1

Note: The proportions are reported as percentage of total recruits in the simulation.
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eels recruitment to the North Sea coasts. In this model, oriented 
swimming was not continuous throughout the period of the simu-
lation but occurred only for some hours on full and new moon days 
(Figure 2b). These results show that the alternation of moon-guided 
oriented swimming and non-oriented swimming, timed by the move-
ment of the moon at the horizon, significantly influences the disper-
sal of glass eels. Moreover, the outcome of the model is consistent 
with several studies on the distribution of glass and adult eels, which 
both decline in numbers at higher latitudes—from the North Sea to-
ward the Arctic (Willem Dekker, 2003a; Johs Schmidt, 1909).

In the model, with the speeds of 3–6 cm/s in Exp. 2, the propor-
tion of glass eels recruiting to Northern Norway decreased, but it in-
creased in Southwestern Norway compared to passive drift (Figure 4). 
These results suggest that the lunar compass orientation could help 
reduce the chances for glass eels to drift north with the Norwegian 
Coastal Current toward the Arctic (Figure 2a), thereby increasing re-
cruitment to the North Sea coast of Norway. This is consistent with 
the actual distribution of the European eel in Norway.

Along the Norwegian coast, eels are more abundant in marine 
and continental waters in the southwest of the country and be-
come less numerous in the northern part of Norway toward Cape 
North (Bergersen & Klemetsen, 1988; Davidsen et al., 2011; Willem 
Dekker, 2003a). Schmidt identified the latitude of Trondheim at 63° 
N in Norway as the northern limit after which eel abundance starts 
to decline (Johs Schmidt, 1909). In our model, Northern Norway re-
ceived an overall higher proportion of glass eel recruits (Table  1) 
compared to Southwestern Norway. In the model, the higher abun-
dance of glass eels in Northern Norway is caused by the predominant 
flow of the NAC transporting particles toward the northeast and of 
the NCC (Norwegian Coastal Current) (Figure 2a), which is a fast jet 
current flowing to the north-northeast along the Norwegian coast 
(Mork, 1981; Winther & Johannessen, 2006; Figure 2a). However, 
what is not accounted for in the model is the probability of survival 
and successful glass eel recruitment. In Northern Norway, there are 
less suitable freshwater habitats for eels, and water temperatures 
are at the lower limit of the range of thermal preferences for this 
species (Willem Dekker,  2003a; Sadler,  1979). Thus, it is possible 
that an overall higher number of glass eels drifts to Northern Norway 
compared to Southwestern Norway, but that a higher proportion of 
these do not successfully recruit to freshwater (Durif et al., 2008). 
This difference in recruitment between northern and southern 
Norway in our simulations was highest if glass eel dispersal was sim-
ulated as passive drift, but it substantially reduced with swimming 
speeds of 3 and 6 cm/s (Table 1). Because glass eels are known to 
be more abundant in Southwestern Norway, these results support the 
idea that recruitment of glass eels to the coasts of the North Sea is a 
process involving both advection with currents and oriented swim-
ming behavior.

The model showed that potential recruitment of glass eels oc-
curred in both the Faroe Islands and Iceland, in all the simulations. 
Some glass eels recruit far north to Icelandic freshwater, where ge-
netic hybrids between the European eel and the American eel (A. 
rostrata) are found (Avise et al., 1990; Kuroki et al., 2008). The results 

from our model show that 2% of simulated glass eels recruited to 
Iceland and that this proportion decreases significantly (to  <  1%) 
when orientation behavior is included (Figures  3 and 4). This out-
come might be driven by the ocean circulation pattern in this area, 
as part of the NAC separates from the main flow upstream of the 
Shetland Channel and moves to the north (toward Faroe and Iceland). 
Thus, the lunar compass could also function as a mechanism that 
lowers the probability that glass eels are transported toward Iceland.

According to the model, the highest potential recruitment 
occurred in Scotland, independent of the swimming speed. The 
geographical proximity of the Scottish coast to the NAC and the 
Shetland Channel, with currents flowing close the Scottish coasts 
into the North Sea (Figure 2a), is probably a key factor for the high 
potential recruitment to this area. Currently, no sampling of glass 
eels off the coast has been conducted in Scotland, and the only 
evidence of the presence of eels in the country comes from data 
on yellow eel in freshwater collected by the Scottish Fisheries Co-
ordination Centre (SFCC) (Malcolm et  al.,  2010). Most of the eel 
sampling in Scottish freshwaters was conducted by electrofishing, 
for which eels were not the target species. Therefore, the abun-
dance and distribution of eels in Scottish freshwater are probably 
underestimated (Malcolm et al., 2010). It is believed that glass eels 
are numerous and widespread across all of the marine areas around 
the Scottish coast, with higher concentrations in the north of the 
country (Malcolm et al., 2010). Glass eel trawl sampling at sea should 
be conducted in this area to reveal the importance of the Scottish 
coast as a recruitment area.

The model showed that throughout the recruitment period, no 
glass eels reached England in any experiment except Exp. 4, which 
had the highest swimming speed (12 cm/s) (Figure 4). These results 
suggest that recruitment to the eastern and south-eastern coasts 
of England is supplied by glass eels entering the North Sea through 
the English Channel. Nevertheless, the North Sea is characterized 
by a cyclonic circulation, and reaching the eastern coasts of England 
might be challenging for glass eels entering the basin through the 
English Channel. In England, eels are more abundant in the west of 
the country compared to the east–northeast (ICES,  2019a). In the 
eastern British areas of Northumbria and Humber, there is no com-
mercial fishery on glass eels and eel biomass is among the lowest in 
the country (ICES,  2019a). Overall, our results showing no or low 
arrival of glass eels in eastern England, the cyclonic oceanography of 
the North Sea, and the historical data on British eel stocks, all indi-
cate that eel recruitment to eastern England is generally low.

Our results show that glass eels entering the North Sea through 
the northern passage do not recruit to the Netherlands, Germany, 
or Denmark. Eels are abundant in these countries, which have 
major freshwater bodies and coastal brackish water areas where 
glass eels are monitored (W Dekker, 2000; Willem Dekker, 2003a; 
ICES,  2019b). Thus, recruitment in these areas is most likely sup-
plied by glass eels arriving through the English Channel. Considering 
the results of this study, we propose that recruitment of glass eels 
in the North Sea occurs through two main routes supplying differ-
ent countries: 1) a northern route from the northwest of the North 
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Sea supplying recruitment to Scotland, Southwestern Norway, and 
possibly (with low numbers) north east England and a second route 
through the English Channel supplying the Southern North Sea, 
Denmark, and east-southeast England.

Our model did not resolve how recruitment to the Skagerrak 
occurs. In this area, glass eels are abundant, and they recruit to 
southern Norway and the Baltic Sea (Durif & Skiftesvik, 2018). The 
abundant recruitment to the Skagerrak is probably linked to the 
convergence of currents in this area coming from both the north-
west and the south of the North Sea. Future work using biophysical 
models should investigate the migratory routes that glass eels use to 
reach the Skagerrak.

4.2 | Timing of recruitment

Data on recruitment of glass eels to Europe come from commer-
cial fisheries and monitoring programs conducted using sampling 
stations/traps mostly located in fresh and brackish water (Willem 
Dekker, 2003a; ICES, 2019b). Thus, it is difficult to make compari-
sons between the timing of recruitment of glass eels to the coast 
from our model and that indicated by the sampling for juvenile elvers 
migrating in freshwater, as these two events are sequential but not 
necessarily entirely consistent in terms of numbers.

In Southwestern Norway, juvenile and adult silver eels have 
been monitored since the 1970s. Data from the Imsa station show 
that most elvers ascend the river starting in June (C. M. F. Durif 
et  al.,  2008; Leif Asbjørn Vøllestad & Jonsson,  1986). From our 
model (which was run for the year 2017), recruitment of glass eels 
to Southwestern Norway starts from the end of February but it 
peaks from the end of March to the beginning of April (Figure 5a). 
Throughout this period, recruitment is highest in the experiment 
with a swimming speed of 3 cm/s (Figure 5b), which is the lowest 
speed used in this study. This timing agrees with catches of glass 
eels at the estuaries around the Austevoll archipelago (Bergen 
area), where glass eels arrive from the beginning of March through 
the beginning of June (Skiftesvik,  1984; Cresci, Skiftesfik, Durif 
and Browman—personal observations from sampling performed in 
2015, 2016 and 2017). It is possible that the glass eels recruiting to 
Southwestern Norway between March and April might be the first 
ones to ascend the rivers in June at the elver stage, as is the case 
at Imsa. Moreover, our model shows that peaks of recruitment in 
Southwestern Norway occur from the end of May through the end 
of June (Figure  5b) only in the experiments with realistic swim-
ming speeds (Exp. 2–3). Glass eels that recruit to the southwest of 
Norway at the end of spring (end of May to the end of June) could 
be those ascending the rivers as elvers during July, as most elvers 
migrate upstream in the Imsa River from June through the end of 
July (Durif et al., 2008; ICES, 2020).

Compared to Southwestern Norway, the time series of recruit-
ment of both Northern Norway and Scotland have different charac-
teristics. In these areas, recruitment appears to be less variable over 
time (Figure  5). Scotland received recruiting glass eels throughout 

the recruitment period, from the beginning of March until the end 
of June (Figure  5). Interestingly, recruitment to Scotland steadily 
decreases over time if dispersal is simulated as only passive drift, 
but it remains stable in the simulations with swimming and orien-
tation behavior (Figure 5). Conversely, the experiment with passive 
drift shows a slow and steady increase of recruitment over time in 
Northern Norway, but it remains relatively stable in the experiments 
that included swimming and orientation behavior (Figure 5a). These 
results suggest that behavior plays a role in determining arrival of 
glass eels to these areas throughout the recruitment season.

Recruitment of eel larvae to the continental shelf, and of glass 
eels to the estuaries, occurs in “waves” (Desaunay & Guerault, 1997; 
ICES, 2020), which are possibly linked to different spawning events in 
the Sargasso Sea (there are genetic differences between the individuals 
in these waves) (Pujolar et al., 2006). Our results on the timing of recruit-
ment to Scotland and Northern Norway could indicate that recruitment 
of glass eels in these areas is likely to occur steadily over the recruit-
ment season, presenting less pronounced trends compared to other 
regions. This may be related to the close proximity of these two areas 
to the major currents (NAC, NCC) that transport eel larvae to northern 
Europe, as glass eel recruitment depends on fluctuations in the circula-
tion of the North Atlantic (Durif et al., 2011; Kettle et al., 2008).

In the model, recruitment peaks in the Faroe Islands occurred 
during the beginning of March, April, and May (Figure  5a). Peaks 
of abundance in the Faroe Islands were particularly pronounced 
in the simulation with passive drift but flattened when behavior 
was included in the model, suggesting that these peaks are mainly 
caused by circulation features of the NAC. Additionally, analogous 
to Northern Norway, scenarios that included behavior showed that 
recruitment in the Faroe Islands was lower than the experiment with 
passive drift throughout the recruitment period (Figure  5b). The 
same happens in Iceland, with the difference that glass eels reach 
the island only in May (Figure 5).

4.3 | Conclusions and future directions

The results of this study demonstrate that the lunar-driven orien-
tation and swimming behavior of glass eels significantly influences 
their recruitment to the North Sea coasts. Swimming for some hours 
of the day (when the moon is above the horizon), toward the average 
direction of the moon azimuth (south), at cruising speeds that are 
much lower than those that glass eels reach in the laboratory (e.g., 
Ucrit), substantially increases their chances to recruit to the coasts 
of the North Sea and potentially further into the Baltic. These results 
represent an example of the importance of incorporating empirical 
data on in situ orientation and swimming behavior in biophysical 
models of dispersal, as these can strongly affect the trajectory, and 
fate, of simulated early life stages of fish.

Future work should simulate dispersal in the North Sea of glass 
eels coming through the English Channel using biophysical models 
integrated with empirical observations of behavior. Finally, the same 
approach should be applied to investigate glass eel recruitment to 
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southern Europe and explore how lunar-related orientation influ-
ences the proportion of eels entering through narrow passages such 
as the Strait of Gibraltar and the English Channel.

5  | COMPETING INTERESTS

The authors declare no competing interests.

ACKNOWLEDG EMENTS
The simulations were performed with resources provided by 
UNINETT Sigma2—the National Infrastructure for High Performance 
Computing and Data Storage in Norway. We thank Romain Chaput 
for help with GIS and Marybeth Arcodia for constructive discus-
sions. We thank Enis and Dalsu Baris for their support during the 
first drafting of the manuscript.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTION
A.C. designed the study, analyzed the data, interpreted the results, 
and wrote the manuscript. A.D.S. designed the study, run the model, 
and wrote the manuscript. P.N.S. designed the study, designed the 
model, and wrote the manuscript. B. Å. designed the study, designed 
the model, and wrote the manuscript. M.J.O. analyzed the data, in-
terpreted the results, and wrote the manuscript. P.M. analyzed the 
data and wrote the manuscript. C.M.F.D. designed the study, inter-
preted the results, and wrote the manuscript. A.B.S. designed the 
study, interpreted the data, wrote the paper, and funded the re-
search. H.I.B. designed the study, interpreted the data, wrote the 
paper, and funded the research. F.V. designed the study, interpreted 
the data, wrote the paper, and funded the research.

DATA AVAIL ABILIT Y S TATEMENT
Data are available from the corresponding author upon reasonable 
request.

ORCID
Alessandro Cresci   https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5099-3520 
Anne D. Sandvik   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2592-566X 
Pål N. Sævik   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7301-2008 
Bjørn Ådlandsvik   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5951-6074 
Maria Josefina Olascoaga   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-4171-3221 
Philippe Miron   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8520-6221 
Caroline M. F. Durif   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9405-6149 
Anne Berit Skiftesvik   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7754-5661 
Howard I. Browman   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6282-7316 
Frode Vikebø   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4708-9236 

R E FE R E N C E S
Ådlandsvik, B. (2020). LADiM documentation. Retrieved from https://

ladim.readt​hedocs.io/
Ådlandsvik, B., Gundersen, A. C., Nedreaas, K. H., Stene, A., & Albert, O. 

T. (2004). Modelling the advection and diffusion of eggs and larvae 

of Greenland halibut (Reinhardtius hippoglossoides) in the north-
east Arctic. Fisheries Oceanography, 13(6), 403–415. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365-2419.2004.00303.x

Albretsen, J., Sperrevik, A. K., Staalstrøm, A., Sandvik, A. D., Vikebø, F., & 
Asplin, L. (2011). NorKyst-800 Report No. 1 User Manual and technical 
descriptions. .

Als, T. D., Hansen, M. M., Maes, G. E., Castonguay, M., Riemann, L., 
Aarestrup, K., Munk, P., Sparholt, H., Hanel, R., & Bernatchez, L. 
(2011). All roads lead to home: Panmixia of European eel in the 
Sargasso Sea. Molecular Ecology, 20(7), 1333–1346. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2011.05011.x

Asplin, L., Johnsen, I. A., Sandvik, A. D., Albretsen, J., Sundfjord, V., 
Aure, J., & Boxaspen, K. K. (2014). Dispersion of salmon lice in the 
Hardangerfjord. Marine Biology Research, 10(3), 216–225. https://doi.
org/10.1080/17451​000.2013.810755

Atta, K. I. (2013). Morphological, anatomical and histological studies on 
the olfactory organs and eyes of teleost fish: Anguilla anguilla in rela-
tion to its feeding habits. The Journal of Basic & Applied Zoology, 66(3), 
101–108. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jobaz.2013.10.002

Avise, J. C., Nelson, W. S., Arnold, J., Koehn, R. K., Williams, G. C., & 
Thorsteinsson, V. (1990). The evolutionary genetic status of Icelandic 
eels. Evolution, 44(5), 1254. https://doi.org/10.2307/2409286

Bailly du Bois, P., Salomon, J. C., Gandon, R., & Guegueniat, P. (1995). 
A quantitative estimate of English Channel water fluxes into 
the North Sea from 1987 to 1992 based on radiotracer dis-
tribution. Journal of Marine Systems, 6, 457–481. https://doi.
org/10.1016/0924-7963(95)00018-K

Bergersen, R., & Klemetsen, A. (1988). Freshwater eel Anguilla anguilla 
(L.) from north Norway, with emphasis on occurrence, food, age and 
downstream migration. Nordic Journal of Freshwater Research, 64, 
54–66.

Bevington, M. (2015). Lunar biological effects and the magnetosphere. 
Pathophysiology, 22(4), 211–222. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.patho​
phys.2015.08.005

Bonhommeau, S., Castonguay, M., Rivot, E., Sabatié, R., & Le Pape, O. (2010). 
The duration of migration of Atlantic Anguilla larvae. Fish and Fisheries, 
11(3), 289–306. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-2979.2010.00362.x

Bornarel, V., Lambert, P., Briand, C., Antunes, C., Belpaire, C., Ciccotti, E., 
Diaz, E., Diserud, O., Doherty, D., Domingos, I., Evans, D., de Graaf, 
M., O’Leary, C., Pedersen, M., Poole, R., Walker, A., Wickström, H., 
Beaulaton, L., & Drouineau, H. (2018). Modelling the recruitment of 
European eel (Anguilla anguilla) throughout its European range. ICES 
Journal of Marine Science, 75(2), 541–552. https://doi.org/10.1093/
icesj​ms/fsx180

Brett, J. R. (1964). The Respiratory Metabolism and Swimming 
Performance of Young Sockeye Salmon. Journal of the Fisheries 
Research Board of Canada, 21(5), 1183–1226. https://doi.org/10.1139/
f64-103

Bureau du Colombier, S., Bolliet, V., Lambert, P., & Bardonnet, A. (2011). 
Metabolic loss of mass in glass eels at different salinities according to 
their propensity to migrate. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science, 93(1), 
1–6. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.ECSS.2011.02.021

Cresci, A. (2020). A comprehensive hypothesis on the migration of 
European glass eels (Anguilla anguilla). Biological Reviews, 95(5), 1273–
1286. https://doi.org/10.1111/brv.12609

Cresci, A., Durif, C. M., Paris, C. B., Shema, S. D., Skiftesvik, A. B., & 
Browman, H. I. (2019). Glass eels (Anguilla anguilla) imprint the 
magnetic direction of tidal currents from their juvenile estuar-
ies. Communications Biology, 2(1), 366. https://doi.org/10.1038/
s42003-019-0619-8

Cresci, A., Durif, C. M., Paris, C. B., Thompson, C. R. S., Shema, S., 
Skiftesvik, A. B., & Browman, H. I. (2019). The relationship between the 
moon cycle and the orientation of glass eels (Anguilla anguilla) at sea. 
Royal Society Open Science, 6(10), 190812. https://doi.org/10.1098/
rsos.190812

https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5099-3520
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5099-3520
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2592-566X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2592-566X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7301-2008
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7301-2008
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5951-6074
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5951-6074
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4171-3221
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4171-3221
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4171-3221
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8520-6221
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8520-6221
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9405-6149
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9405-6149
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7754-5661
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7754-5661
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6282-7316
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6282-7316
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4708-9236
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4708-9236
https://ladim.readthedocs.io/
https://ladim.readthedocs.io/
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2419.2004.00303.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2419.2004.00303.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2011.05011.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2011.05011.x
https://doi.org/10.1080/17451000.2013.810755
https://doi.org/10.1080/17451000.2013.810755
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jobaz.2013.10.002
https://doi.org/10.2307/2409286
https://doi.org/10.1016/0924-7963(95)00018-K
https://doi.org/10.1016/0924-7963(95)00018-K
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pathophys.2015.08.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pathophys.2015.08.005
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-2979.2010.00362.x
https://doi.org/10.1093/icesjms/fsx180
https://doi.org/10.1093/icesjms/fsx180
https://doi.org/10.1139/f64-103
https://doi.org/10.1139/f64-103
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.ECSS.2011.02.021
https://doi.org/10.1111/brv.12609
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42003-019-0619-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42003-019-0619-8
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsos.190812
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsos.190812


14  |     CRESCI et al.

Cresci, A., Paris, C. B., Durif, C. M. F., Shema, S., Bjelland, R. M., Skiftesvik, 
A. B., & Browman, H. I. (2017). Glass eels (Anguilla anguilla) have a 
magnetic compass linked to the tidal cycle. Science Advances, 3(6), 
1–9. https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1602007

Creutzberg, F. (1961). On the orientation of migrating elvers (Anguilla 
vulgaris turt.) in a tidal area. Netherlands Journal of Sea Research, 1(3), 
257–338. https://doi.org/10.1016/0077-7579(61)90007-2

Daverat, F., & Tomás, J. (2006). Tactics and demographic attributes in 
the European eel Anguilla anguilla in the Gironde watershed, SW 
France. Marine Ecology Progress Series, 307, 247–257. https://doi.
org/10.3354/meps3​07247

Davidsen, J. G., Finstad, B., ØKland, F., Thorstad, E. B., Mo, T. A., & 
Rikardsen, A. H. (2011). Early marine migration of European silver 
eel Anguilla anguilla in northern Norway. Journal of Fish Biology, 78(5), 
1390–1404. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8649.2011.02943.x

Deelder, C. L. (1952). On the migration of the elver (Anguilla vulgaris Turt.) 
at sea. Journal Du Conseil, 18, 187–218. https://doi.org/10.1093/icesj​
ms/18.2.187

Dekker, W. (2000). The fractal geometry of the European eel stock. ICES 
Journal of Marine Science, 57(1), 109–121. https://doi.org/10.1006/
jmsc.1999.0562

Dekker, W. (2002). Monitoring of glass eel recruitment (Willem Dekker, Ed.). 
Netherlands Institute of Fisheries Research, report C007/02-WD, 
256 pp.

Dekker, W. (2003a). On the distribution of the European eel (Anguilla 
anguilla) and its fisheries. Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic 
Sciences, 60(7), 787–799. https://doi.org/10.1139/f03-066

Dekker, W. (2003b). Status of the European eel stock and fisheries. In Eel 
Biology (pp. 237–254). Springer Japan.

Dekker, W. (2018). The history of commercial fisheries for European eel 
commenced only a century ago. Fisheries Management and Ecology, 
26(1), 6–19. https://doi.org/10.1111/fme.12302

Desaunay, Y., & Guerault, D. (1997). Seasonal and long-term changes in 
biometrics of eel larvae: A possible relationship between recruitment 
variation and North Atlantic ecosystem productivity. Journal of Fish 
Biology, 51(sa), 317–339. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8649.1997.
tb061​06.x

Drouineau, H., Briand, C., Lambert, P., & Beaulaton, L. (2016). GEREM 
(Glass Eel Recruitment Estimation Model): A model to estimate glass 
eel recruitment at different spatial scales. Fisheries Research, 174, 
68–80. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishr​es.2015.09.003

Drouineau, H., Durif, C., Castonguay, M., Mateo, M., Rochard, E., 
Verreault, G., Yokouchi, K., & Lambert, P. (2018). Freshwater eels: 
A symbol of the effects of global change. Fish and Fisheries, 19(5), 
903–930. https://doi.org/10.1111/faf.12300

Durif, C. M. F., Diserud, O. H., Sandlund, O. T., Thorstad, E. B., Poole, R., 
Bergesen, K., Escobar-Lux, R. H., Shema, S., & Vøllestad, L. A. (2020). 
Age of European silver eels during a period of declining abundance 
in Norway. Ecology and Evolution, 10(11), 4801–4815. https://doi.
org/10.1002/ece3.6234

Durif, C. M. F., Gjøsaeter, J., & Vøllestad, L. A. (2011). Influence of oce-
anic factors on Anguilla anguilla (L.) over the twentieth century in 
coastal habitats of the Skagerrak, southern Norway. Proceedings. 
Biological Sciences, 278(1704), 464–473. https://doi.org/10.1098/
rspb.2010.1547

Durif, C. M. F., Knutsen, J. A., Johannessen, T., & Vøllestad, L. A. (2008). 
Analysis of European eel (Anguilla anguilla) time series from Norway. 
Retrieved from https://brage.bibsys.no/xmlui/​bitst​ream/handl​
e/11250/​11365​7/fh_2008_08.pdf?seque​nce=1

Durif and Skiftesvik, 2018Durif, C. M., & Skiftesvik, A. B. (2018). 
Forskningsfangst etter ål (2017).

Durif, C. M. F., van Ginneken, V., Dufour, S., Müller, T., & Elie, P. (2009). 
Seasonal evolution and individual differences in silvering eels from 
different locations. In Spawning Migration of the European Eel (pp. 
13–38). Springer.

Dutil, J.-D., Dumont, P., Cairns, D. K., Galbraith, P. S., Verreault, G., 
Castonguay, M., & Proulx, S. (2009). Anguilla rostrata glass eel migra-
tion and recruitment in the estuary and Gulf of St Lawrence. Journal 
of Fish Biology, 74(9), 1970–1984.

Faillettaz, R., Paris, C. B., & Irisson, J.-O. (2018). Larval Fish Swimming 
Behavior Alters Dispersal Patterns From Marine Protected Areas in 
the North-Western Mediterranean Sea. Frontiers in Marine. Science, 
5(MAR), 97. https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2018.00097

Farmer, D. M., & Freeland, H. J. (1983). The Physical Oceanography 
of Fjords. Progress in Oceanography, 12, 147–220. https://doi.
org/10.1016/0079-6611(83)90004-6

Fiksen, Ø., Jørgensen, C., Kristiansen, T., Vikebø, F., & Huse, G. (2007). 
Linking behavioural ecology and oceanography: Larval behaviour 
determines growth, mortality and dispersal. Marine Ecology Progress 
Series, 347, 195–205. https://doi.org/10.3354/meps0​6978

Haidvogel, D. B., Arango, H., Budgell, W. P., Cornuelle, B. D., Curchitser, 
E., Lorenzo, E. D., Fennel, K., Geyer, W. R., Hermann, A. J., Lanerolle, 
L., Levin, J., McWilliams, J. C., Miller, A. J., Moore, A. M., Powell, T. 
M., Shchepetkin, A. F., Sherwood, C. R., Signell, R. P., Warner, J. C., & 
Wilkin, J. (2008). Ocean forecasting in terrain-following coordinates: 
Formulation and skill assessment of the Regional Ocean Modeling 
System. Journal of Computational Physics, 227, 3595–3624. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2007.06.016

Heusden, V. G. P. H. (1943). De trek van den glasaal naar het IJsselmeer. 
Thesis Utrecht.

ICES (2019a). Country Reports 2018–2019: Eel stock, fisheries and habitat 
reported by country.

ICES (2019b). Joint EIFAAC/ICES/GFCM Working Group on Eels (WGEEL). 
https://doi.org/10.17895/​ices.pub.5545

ICES. (2020). Workshop on the temporal migration patterns of European eel 
(WKEELMIGRATION). https://doi.org/10.17895/​ices.pub.5993

Johnsen, I. A., Fiksen, Ø., Sandvik, A. D., & Asplin, L. (2014). Vertical 
salmon lice behaviour as a response to environmental conditions 
and its influence on regional dispersion in a fjord system. Source: 
Aquaculture Environment. Interactions, 5(2), 127–141. https://doi.
org/10.2307/24864124

Kettle, A. J., Bakker, D. C. E., & Haines, K. (2008). Impact of the North 
Atlantic Oscillation on the trans-Atlantic migrations of the European 
eel (Anguilla anguilla). Journal of Geophysical Research, 113(G3), 
G03004. https://doi.org/10.1029/2007J​G000589

Kimura, S., & Nakagawa, T. (2008). Electromagnetic full particle sim-
ulation of the electric field structure around the moon and the 
lunar wake. Earth, Planets and Space, 60(6), 591–599. https://doi.
org/10.1186/BF033​53122

Kuroki, M., Kawai, M., Jónsson, B., Aoyama, J., Miller, M. J., Noakes, 
D. L. G., & Tsukamoto, K. (2008). Inshore migration and otolith mi-
crostructure/microchemistry of anguillid glass eels recruited to 
Iceland. Environmental Biology of Fishes, 83(3), 309–325. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s10641-008-9341-y

Langdon, S. A., & Collins, A. L. (2000). Quantification of the maximal 
swimming performance of Australasian glass eels, Anguilla australis 
and Anguilla reinhardtii, using a hydraulic flume swimming chamber. 
New Zealand Journal of Marine and Freshwater Research, 34(4), 629–
636. https://doi.org/10.1080/00288​330.2000.9516963

Leis, J. M., & Fisher, R. (2006). Swimming speed of settlement-stage 
reef-fish larvae measured in the laboratory and in the field: a com-
parison of critical speed and in situ speed. In Leis and Stobutzki. 
Fisher.

Leis, J. M., Sweatman, H. P. A., & Reader, S. E. (1996). What the pelagic 
stages of coral reef fishes are doing out in blue water: Daytime 
field observations of larval behavioural capabilities. Marine and 
Freshwater Research, 47(2), 401–411. https://doi.org/10.1071/
MF996​0401

Lett, C., Verley, P., Mullon, C., Parada, C., Brochier, T., Penven, P., & 
Blanke, B. (2008). A Lagrangian tool for modelling ichthyoplankton 

https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1602007
https://doi.org/10.1016/0077-7579(61)90007-2
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps307247
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps307247
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8649.2011.02943.x
https://doi.org/10.1093/icesjms/18.2.187
https://doi.org/10.1093/icesjms/18.2.187
https://doi.org/10.1006/jmsc.1999.0562
https://doi.org/10.1006/jmsc.1999.0562
https://doi.org/10.1139/f03-066
https://doi.org/10.1111/fme.12302
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8649.1997.tb06106.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8649.1997.tb06106.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2015.09.003
https://doi.org/10.1111/faf.12300
https://doi.org/10.1002/ece3.6234
https://doi.org/10.1002/ece3.6234
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2010.1547
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2010.1547
https://brage.bibsys.no/xmlui/bitstream/handle/11250/113657/fh_2008_08.pdf?sequence=1
https://brage.bibsys.no/xmlui/bitstream/handle/11250/113657/fh_2008_08.pdf?sequence=1
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2018.00097
https://doi.org/10.1016/0079-6611(83)90004-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0079-6611(83)90004-6
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps06978
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2007.06.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2007.06.016
https://doi.org/10.17895/ices.pub.5545
https://doi.org/10.17895/ices.pub.5993
https://doi.org/10.2307/24864124
https://doi.org/10.2307/24864124
https://doi.org/10.1029/2007JG000589
https://doi.org/10.1186/BF03353122
https://doi.org/10.1186/BF03353122
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10641-008-9341-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10641-008-9341-y
https://doi.org/10.1080/00288330.2000.9516963
https://doi.org/10.1071/MF9960401
https://doi.org/10.1071/MF9960401


     |  15CRESCI et al.

dynamics. Environmental Modelling and Software, 23(9), 1210–1214. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envso​ft.2008.02.005

Malcolm, I. A., Godfrey, J., & Youngson, A. F. (2010). Review of migratory 
routes and behaviour of Atlantic salmon, sea trout and European eel in 
Scotland’s coastal environment: Implications for the development of ma-
rine renewables.

Marohn, L., Jakob, E., & Hanel, R. (2013). Implications of facultative cata-
dromy in Anguilla anguilla. Does individual migratory behaviour in-
fluence eel spawner quality? Journal of Sea Research, 77, 100–106. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.SEARES.2012.10.006

Mork, M. (1981). Circulation Phenomena and Frontal Dynamics of the 
Norwegian Coastal Current. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal 
Society A: Mathematical, Physical and Engineering Sciences, 302(1472), 
635–647. https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.1981.0188

Myksvoll, M. S., Sandvik, A. D., Albretsen, J., Asplin, L., Johnsen, I. 
A., Karlsen, Ø., Kristensen, N. M., Melsom, A., Skardhamar, J., & 
Ådlandsvik, B. (2018). Evaluation of a national operational salmon lice 
monitoring system—From physics to fish. PLoS One, 13(7), e0201338. 
https://doi.org/10.1371/journ​al.pone.0201338

Palm, S., Dannewitz, J., Prestegaard, T., & Wickström, H. (2009). Panmixia 
in European eel revisited: No genetic difference between maturing 
adults from southern and northern Europe. Heredity, 103, 82–89. 
https://doi.org/10.1038/hdy.2009.51

Paris, C. B., Guigand, C. M., Irisson, J., & Fisher, R. (2008). Orientation 
with No Frame of Reference (OWNFOR): a novel system to ob-
serve and quantify orientation in reef fish larvae. Carribbean 
Connectivity: Implications for Marine Protected Area Management, 
NOAA National Marine Sanctuary Program, 52–62. https://doi.
org/10.1046/j.1467-2960.2001.00053.x

Paris, C. B., Helgers, J., Van Sebille, E., & Srinivasan, A. (2013). 
Connectivity Modeling System: A probabilistic modeling tool for the 
multi-scale tracking of biotic and abiotic variability in the ocean mod-
eling-system. Environmental Modelling & Software, 42, 47–54. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.envso​ft.2012.12.006

Pujolar, J., Maes, G., & Volckaert, F. (2006). Genetic patchiness among 
recruits in the European eel Anguilla anguilla. Marine Ecology 
Progress Series, 307, 209–217. https://doi.org/10.3354/meps3​
07209

Radach, G., & Pätsch, J. (2007). Variability of continental riverine fresh-
water and nutrient inputs into the North Sea for the years 1977–
2000 and its consequences for the assessment of eutrophication. 
Estuaries and Coasts, 30(1), 66–81. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF027​
82968

Righton, D., Westerberg, H., Feunteun, E., Okland, F., Gargan, P., Amilhat, 
E., Metcalfe, J., Lobon-Cervia, J., Sjöberg, N., Simon, J., Acou, A., 
Vedor, M., Walker, A., Trancart, T., Brämick, U., & Aarestrup, K. (2016). 
Empirical observations of the spawning migration of European eels: 
The long and dangerous road to the Sargasso Sea. Science Advances, 
2(10), e1501694. https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1501694

Robins, P. E., Neill, S. P., Giménez, L., Jenkins, S. R., & Malham, S. K. 
(2013). Physical and biological controls on larval dispersal and con-
nectivity in a highly energetic shelf sea. Limnology and Oceanography, 
58(2), 505–524. https://doi.org/10.4319/lo.2013.58.2.0505

Sadler, K. (1979). Effects of temperature on the growth and survival of 
the European eel, Anguilla anguilla L. Journal of Fish Biology, 15(4), 
499–507. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8649.1979.tb036​33.x

Sævik, P. N. (2020). Plugins for LADiM. Retrieved from https://github.
com/pnsae​vik/ladim_plugins

Sandvik, A. D., Bjørn, P. A., Ådlandsvik, B., Asplin, L., Skardhamar, J.,  
Johnsen, I. A., Myksvoll, M., & Skogen, M. D. (2016). Toward a 
model-based prediction system for salmon lice infestation pres-
sure. Aquaculture Environment Interactions, 8, 527–542. https://doi.
org/10.3354/AEI00193

Sandvik, A. D., Johnsen, I. A., Myksvoll, M. S., Sævik, P. N., & Skogen, 
M. D. (2020). Prediction of the salmon lice infestation pressure in 

a Norwegian fjord. ICES Journal of Marine Science, 77(2), 746–756. 
https://doi.org/10.1093/icesj​ms/fsz256

Schmidt, J. (1906). Contributions to the life-history of the eel (Anguilla 
vulgaris, Flem.). Rapp. Proc. Verb. Cons. Perm. Intern. Explor. Mer., 5, 
137–274.

Schmidt, J. (1909). On the Distribution of the Fresh-Water Eels (Anguilla) 
Throughout the World: I. Atlantic Ocean and Adjacent Regions (Vol. 7). 
Meddr. Kommn Havunders. Ser. Fisk. Retrieved from https://books.
google.com/books/​about/​On_the_Distr​ibuti​on_of_the_Fresh_
Water_E.html?id=j9YRM​wEACAAJ

Schmidt, J. (1923). The Breeding Places of the Eel. Philosophical 
Transactions of the Royal Society of London: Series B , Containing Papers 
of a Biological Character, 211, 179–208.

Schmidt, J. (1927). Eel Larvae in the Faroe Channel. ICES Journal of Marine 
Science, 2(1), 38–43. https://doi.org/10.1093/icesj​ms/2.1.38

Shchepetkin, A. F., & Mcwilliams, J. C. (2005). The regional oceanic mod-
eling system (ROMS): A split-explicit, free-surface, topography-fol-
lowing-coordinate oceanic model. Ocean Modelling, 9, 347–404. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ocemod.2004.08.002

Skiftesvik, A. B. (1984). Rekruttering, mengd, aldersamansetting og van-
dringsmønster hos ål (Anguilla anguilla L.) i Kvernavatn. University of 
Bergen.

Sola, C. (1995). Chemoattraction of upstream migrating glass eels Anguilla 
anguilla to earthy and green odorants. Environmental Biology of Fishes, 
43(2), 179–185. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF000​02489

Sola, C., Giulianini, P. G., & Ferrero, E. A. (1993). Ultrastructural char-
acterization of the olfactory organ in glass eels, Anguilla anguilla 
(Osteichthyes, Anguilliformes). Bolletino Di Zoologia, 60(3), 253–261. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/11250​00930​9355820

Starkie, A. (2003). Management issues relating to the European eel, 
Anguilla anguilla. Fisheries Management and Ecology, 10(6), 361–364. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2400.2003.00351.x

Sundby, S., Kristiansen, T., Nash, R. D. M., & Johannesen, T. (2017). 
Dynamic Mapping of North Sea Spawning: Report of the “KINO” 
Project. Fisken Og Havet, 2(2), 183.

Swearer, S. E., Treml, E. A., & Shima, J. S. (2019). A review of biophysi-
cal models of marine larval dispersal. In S. J. Hawkins, A. L. Allcock, 
A. E. Bates, L. B. Firth, I. P. Smith, S. E. Swearer, & P. A. Todd (Eds.), 
Oceanography and Marine Biology. Taylor & Francis.

Tesch, F.-W. (1977). The eel (5th ed.; J. E. Thorpe, Ed.). : Blackwell 
Publishing.

Tesch, F.-W. (1980). Occurrence of eel Anguilla anguilla larvae west of 
the European continental shelf, 1971–1977. Environmental Biology of 
Fishes, 5(3), 185–190. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF000​05354

Tesch, F.-W., & Thorpe, J. E. (2003). The Eel. : Blackwell Science Ltd.
Tosi, L., & Sola, C. (1993). Role of geosmin, a typical inland water odour, 

in guiding glass eel Anguilla anguilla (L.) migration. Ethology, 95(3), 
177–185. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1439-0310.1993.tb004​68.x

Tosi, L., Spampanato, A., Sola, C., & Tongiorgi, P. (1989). Relation of water 
odour, salinity and temperature to ascent of glass-eels, Anguilla anguilla 
(L.): A labratory study. 327–340.

Tsukamoto, K., Kajihara, T., & Nishiwaki, M. (1975). Swimming Ability 
of Fish. Nippon Suisan Gakkaishi, 41(2), 167–174. https://doi.
org/10.2331/suisan.41.167

Turrell, W. R. (1992). New hypotheses concerning the circulation of the 
northern North Sea and its relation to North Sea fish stock recruit-
ment. ICES Journal of Marine Science, 49(1), 107–123. https://doi.
org/10.1093/icesj​ms/49.1.107

Turrell, W. R., Henderson, E. W., Slesser, G., Payne, R., & Adams, R. D.  
(1992). Seasonal changes in the circulation of the northern North 
Sea. Continental Shelf Research, 12(3), 257–286. https://doi.
org/10.1016/0278-4343(92)90032-F

Vikebø, F. B., Ådlandsvik, B., Albretsen, J., Sundby, S., Stenevik, E. K., 
Huse, G., Svendsen, E., Kristiansen, T., & Eriksen, E. (2011). Real-
Time Ichthyoplankton Drift in Northeast Arctic Cod and Norwegian 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsoft.2008.02.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.SEARES.2012.10.006
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.1981.0188
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0201338
https://doi.org/10.1038/hdy.2009.51
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1467-2960.2001.00053.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1467-2960.2001.00053.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsoft.2012.12.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsoft.2012.12.006
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps307209
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps307209
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02782968
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02782968
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1501694
https://doi.org/10.4319/lo.2013.58.2.0505
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8649.1979.tb03633.x
https://github.com/pnsaevik/ladim_plugins
https://github.com/pnsaevik/ladim_plugins
https://doi.org/10.3354/AEI00193
https://doi.org/10.3354/AEI00193
https://doi.org/10.1093/icesjms/fsz256
https://books.google.com/books/about/On_the_Distribution_of_the_Fresh_Water_E.html?id=j9YRMwEACAAJ
https://books.google.com/books/about/On_the_Distribution_of_the_Fresh_Water_E.html?id=j9YRMwEACAAJ
https://books.google.com/books/about/On_the_Distribution_of_the_Fresh_Water_E.html?id=j9YRMwEACAAJ
https://doi.org/10.1093/icesjms/2.1.38
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ocemod.2004.08.002
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00002489
https://doi.org/10.1080/11250009309355820
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2400.2003.00351.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00005354
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1439-0310.1993.tb00468.x
https://doi.org/10.2331/suisan.41.167
https://doi.org/10.2331/suisan.41.167
https://doi.org/10.1093/icesjms/49.1.107
https://doi.org/10.1093/icesjms/49.1.107
https://doi.org/10.1016/0278-4343(92)90032-F
https://doi.org/10.1016/0278-4343(92)90032-F


16  |     CRESCI et al.

Spring-Spawning Herring. PLoS One, 6(11), e27367. https://doi.
org/10.1371/journ​al.pone.0027367

Vøllestad, L. A., & Jonsson, B. (1986). Life-History Characteristics of the 
European Eel Anguilla anguilla in the Imsa River, Norway. Transactions 
of the American Fisheries Society, 115(6), 864–871. https://doi.
org/10.1577/1548-8659(1986)115<864:LCOTE​E>2.0.CO;2

Vøllestad, L. A., & Jonsson, B. (1988). A 13-year study of the popula-
tion dynamics and growth of the European eel Anguilla anguilla in a 
Norwegian river: Evidence for density-dependent mortality, and de-
velopment of a model for predicting yield. Journal of Animal Ecology, 
57(3), 983–997. https://doi.org/10.2307/5106

Wang, C. H., & Tzeng, W. N. (2000). The timing of metamorphosis and 
growth rates of American and European eel leptocephali: A mech-
anism of larval segregative migration. Fisheries Research, 46(1–3), 
191–205. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0165-7836(00)00146-6

Westerberg, H. (1998). Oceanographic aspects of the recruitment of 
eels to the Baltic Sea. Bull. Fr. Pêche Piscic, 349, 177–185. https://doi.
org/10.1051/kmae:1998042

Winther, N. G., & Johannessen, J. A. (2006). North Sea circulation: 
Atlantic inflow and its destination. Journal of Geophysical Research, 
111(C12), C12018. https://doi.org/10.1029/2005J​C003310

Wuenschel, M. J., & Able, K. W. (2008). Swimming ability of eels (Anguilla 
rostrata, Conger oceanicus) at estuarine ingress: Contrasting patterns 
of cross-shelf transport? Marine Biology, 154(5), 775–786. https://
doi.org/10.1007/s00227-008-0970-7

Zimmerman, M., & McCleave, J. D. (1975). Orientation of elvers of 
American eels (Anguilla rostrata) in weak magnetic and electric fields. 
Helgoländer Wissenschaftliche Meeresuntersuchungen, 27, 175–189. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF016​11805

How to cite this article: Cresci A, Sandvik AD, Sævik PN, et 
al. The lunar compass of European glass eels (Anguilla 
anguilla) increases the probability that they recruit to North 
Sea coasts. Fish Oceanogr. 2020;00:1–16. https://doi.
org/10.1111/fog.12521

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0027367
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0027367
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8659(1986)115%3C864:LCOTEE%3E2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8659(1986)115%3C864:LCOTEE%3E2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.2307/5106
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0165-7836(00)00146-6
https://doi.org/10.1051/kmae:1998042
https://doi.org/10.1051/kmae:1998042
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005JC003310
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00227-008-0970-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00227-008-0970-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01611805
https://doi.org/10.1111/fog.12521
https://doi.org/10.1111/fog.12521

