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SUMMARY

Areas beyond national jurisdiction, or the high seas, are vital to life on Earth. However, the
conservation of these areas, for example, through area-based management tools (ABMTS),
is challenging, particularly when accounting for global change. Using decision science,
integrated population models, and a Critically Endangered seabird (Kuaka; Pelecanoides
whenuahouensis) as a case study, we evaluated potential ABMTs in the high seas under
global change and different governance structures, while accounting for uncertainty and
imperfect compliance. Our study highlighted that global change in these areas will likely
cause population declines of ~60% by 2050. However, decisive conservation action could
cost-effectively address predicted declines, particularly when implemented as soon as
possible and under the Biodiversity Beyond National Jurisdiction Treaty.

While the case study seabird we have used is not an ACAP-listed species, the threats
posed to this seabird and the challenges in the management of these threats is common
with any highly migratory seabird. We illustrate how decision science can transparently
navigate a complex seascape of management decisions and we advocate for its wider
integration in the management of the largest sections of our planet, the high seas.
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Abstract

Areas beyond national jurisdiction, or the high seas, are vital to life on Earth.
However, the conservation of these areas, for example, through area-based
management tools (ABMTs), is challenging, particularly when accounting for
global change. Using decision science, integrated population models, and a
Critically Endangered seabird (Kuaka; Pelecanoides whenuahouensis) as a case
study, we evaluated potential ABMTs in the high seas under global change and
different governance structures, while accounting for uncertainty and imper-
fect compliance. Our study highlighted that global change in these areas will
likely cause population declines of ~60% by 2050. However, decisive conserva-
tion action could cost-effectively address predicted declines, particularly when
implemented as soon as possible and under the Biodiversity Beyond National
Jurisdiction Treaty. We illustrate how decision science can transparently navi-
gate a complex seascape of management decisions and we advocate for its wider
integration in the management of the largest sections of our planet, the high seas.
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1 | INTRODUCTION

Areas beyond national jurisdiction (the high seas) cover
nearly two thirds of the ocean surface and ~90% of the
ocean volume on Earth (Visalli et al., 2020; Nocito et al.,
2022). The high seas support an extreme abundance and
diversity of life, global nutrient cycles, carbon seques-
tration, climate regulation, fisheries, tourism, and other
economic activities (Rochette et al., 2014; Popova et al.,
2019). Despite recent commitments through the United
Nations Convention on Biological Diversity to protect 30%
of the globe, including the high seas, by 2030 (30 x 30;
Dinerstein et al., 2019, CBD, 2023), currently only ~1.2%
of the high seas are protected (Visalli et al., 2020). High
seas biodiversity faces numerous threats including com-
mercial fishing, pollution, and climate change (Laffoley
et al., 2019). Additionally, the governance of the high seas
is complex and fragmented, with multiple invested bodies,
including Regional Fisheries Management Organizations
(RFMOs; Table 1), whose mandates cover managing fish-
eries and their impacts on nontarget species within their
competence area, and the Commission for the Conser-
vation of Antarctic Marine Living Resources (CCAMLR),
whose mandate extends beyond that of RFMOs and
includes explicit conservation objectives. However, there
is no single overarching legal framework for the conser-
vation and management of all activities within the high
seas, complicating conservation efforts (Blanchard, 2017).
To address these challenges, the overarching Agreement
under the United Nations Convention on the Law of the
Sea on the conservation and sustainable use of marine
biological diversity of areas beyond national jurisdiction,
also known as the Biodiversity Beyond National Jurisdic-
tion Treaty (BBNJ), was recently adopted (United Nations
General Assembly, 2023). This is a multilateral, legally
binding treaty that covers marine genetic resources, area-
based management tools (ABMTs), environmental impact
assessments, and capacity building.

Marine conservation across the seascape is mostly pro-
vided through ABMTs. ABMTs are tools for geographically
defined areas through which one or several sectors or
activities are managed to achieve specific conservation
and sustainable use objectives (United Nations General
Assembly, 2023). ABMTs can provide various levels of pro-
tection from minimal (extensive extraction allowed) to full
protection (e.g., no-take zones) through different guide-
lines or legislation, depending on location and relevant
threats (Grorud-Colvert et al., 2021). Locations for ABMT
proposals have been based on bathymetry features or pres-
ence of important congregations of threatened species
(e.g., Davies, Carneiro, Tarzia et al., 2021; Davies, Carneiro,
Campos et al., 2021). For seabirds, one of the most threat-
ened species groups (Dias et al., 2019), target areas for

TABLE 1 Glossary of acronyms used in this article.
Acronym
ABMT

BBNIJ Treaty

Meaning
Area-based management tool

Biodiversity Beyond National
Jurisdiction Treaty (Agreement under
the United Nations Convention on
the Law of the Sea on the
conservation and sustainable use of
marine biological diversity of areas
beyond national jurisdiction; United
Nations General Assembly, 2023 )

Commission for the Conservation of
Antarctic Marine Living Resources

CCAMLR

RFMO Regional Fisheries Management

Organization

ABMTs, can be identified using tracking, as illustrated by
a new 600,000 km? ABMT within the North Atlantic high
seas (Davies, Carneiro, Tarzia et al., 2021; Davies, Carneiro,
Campos et al., 2021). However, the remoteness of the high
seas can reduce ABMT compliance (Collins et al., 2021).
Although often assumed, the efficacy of ABMTSs in revers-
ing current and preventing future population declines has
rarely been tested a priori, especially in the high seas.

Conservation decisions, particularly those pertaining to
high seas ABMTs, are highly challenging due to extreme
uncertainty, multiple competing values, complex man-
agement alternatives, and irreversible consequences (e.g.,
extinction) (Hemming et al., 2022). In such situations, deci-
sion science aids rational and transparent decision-making
by articulating objectives relevant to a decision, identifying
management alternatives, and predicting consequences
while accounting explicitly for uncertainty (Canessa et al.,
2020; Hemming et al., 2022). Decision science offers an
ideal approach to overcome the challenges of decision-
making in the high seas, including for ABMTs, yet it is
rarely applied in this context, despite the recent focus on
the BBNJ Treaty and 30 X 30.

In this study, we used the Critically Endangered Kuaka
(Whenua Hou Diving Petrel; Pelecanoides whenuahouen-
sis) to demonstrate how decision science can aid decisions
on ABMTs in the high seas for species recovery, now
and in the future. Kuaka consistently use a distinct area
in the high seas of the Southern Ocean, which is there-
fore of high conservation concern (Fischer, Debski, Spitz
et al., 2021). We used decision science to evaluate the cost-
effectiveness of alternative ABMTSs for Kuaka either under
RFMO/CCAMLR or BBNJ governance by combining inte-
grated population models, expert elicitation, and decision
trees. Our predictions incorporated various sources of
uncertainty, including uncertainty that a proposed ABMT
will be successfully established and imperfect compliance.
To our knowledge, our study is the first a priori assess-

851801 SUOWILLIOD AR 30! ddke 8Ly Aq poueAoB 9.8 SIILE YO 88N J0S3INI 10} ARIGIT BUIIUO AB|IA UO (SUO1PUOD-PUR-SLLLIBILLIOD" A3 1M ARG [BU1|UO//STIL) SUORIPUOD PU. SIS | 841 885 [1202/20/70] U0 ARIGIT BUIIUO AB|IA *[10UNOD) YoIEasaY [B9IPAIN PUY UESH UOIEN Ad 6862T [U0O/TTTT OT/I0p/W00™A5 |1 ALRiq1jBu1|U0"01quoo;/:sdily Woly popeojumoq T ‘bZ02 ‘XE9Z5GLT



1755263x, 2024, 1, Downloaded from https://conbio.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/conl.12989 by National Health And Medical Research Council, Wiley Online Library on [04/07/2024]. See the Terms and Conditions (https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/terms-and-conditions) on Wiley Online Library for rules of use; OA articles are governed by the applicable Creative Commons License

3o0f14

WILEY

GEE ET AL.

(senunuo))

panrurrad st

2INIoNISeIJUT A319U2 ON

0UBUIA0S
YTNVID/ONAT
Iopun

.2INSO[D [EUOSEIS

K1osndwio)),, sy

0UBUIA0G
ATNVID/ONAT
Iapun

..2INSO[D [EUOSEIS

K1osindwo)),, sy

smef A1oyen3ax

03 309[qns sdrys
ASINID PUE S[OSSOA
Sunsuel], ‘peprurad
aInjonIiseIyur A319Us
ou ‘A[euonippy
*90URUISA0S
ATNVIO/ONAA
Ispun

..2INSO[ [BUOSEdS

K1osindwio)),, sy

Insopd
[euoseas Arosynduo)

sanbruyo9)

aseafa1 pue Surpuey afes ursn

(9) ‘aqrssod 1aAd19YyM SPUI[q INO-3IR[q

Sursn (G) ‘enoads papuawWIIOdT

Sursn (1) ‘)y31y SuIpfaIyS (€) ‘sIYSI[

Aressaoauun Suneuruwir (7) ‘esn 3ysiy
Surzruururw (1) :90e[d ur 3nd saInseajy

aouRUIA08 YTINVID/ONLY
Iopun  uonedniu K1osinduwio)),, sy

onb snje)s sy

armjonzseyur £319U9 YIIm PIJeIOOSSe
S[9SSA 10 ‘SAIYS SINID ‘S[ISSIA
(031e0) Sunyisuer} Surpnour s1esn
QULIBW I9Y}0 0} PIPUIXI SOINSLAW
Inq ‘90urtIaA08 YTNVID/OWAY
Iopun  uonedniu L1osindwo)),, sy
uoneSnru
Arosindwio)

uoneSnru
Arejunjop

onb snjeis sy

1sndny-Arenuer
Jurmp Surysy aAnoRIIXS
[Te 03 a1nsord [erodursjoneds

1sndny-Arenuer
Furmp Surysy aANOBIIXD
[1e 03 21nso[o erodwajoneds

syeoq Surysiy woiy syy3iy
JO UOTJRUTWII[D UT SI[NSIY
"P0IOJUS pUE PAIOITUOW
9q [T dduerduro)
‘(3snSny—A1enuer)
porrad Surpsarquou a3
Surmp eare oy} ur Surysy
JAT)ORIIXA [ 0} SINSO[D
Terodwdjornieds e 918310 0)
ooerd ur Ind smey A103e[n3oY
2INSo[d
Teuoseas Arosinduro)

[ouuosiad pue
‘s193dooray ‘syeoq woy
90UBQINISIP 2ONPI 0}
‘spor1ad 9AI}ISUDS PIOAER
0) QURUIJUTBW/UOT)
-ONIsu0d Jurwn

() ‘s10p1110d UOTYRISTUI
10 stped 1Sy

urewr o) Ie[norpuadrad
JudWUSI[e PIOAR

03 sourqin) Surdnoid
onb snyes sy

dVOV £q paress uonesnIw yojedsq

se sainseaw uonedniw aonoeld 1sog

(Syrur] [ Y TINVOD
39) sy yojeo
onb snjeis sy

sanbruyo9) aseaya1 pue

Surpuey oyes Sursn () pue ‘o[qssod

I9AIYM SPUI]q INO-)OB[q SUIsn

(9) “enoads papuswitrodas ursn (s)

‘s3y311 Surprerys (v) ‘s1ySiy Aresseoouun

Sunreurwr(e (g) 9YSIu je syudWAOUW
Surproae (z) ‘asn JySi Surzrwruru (1)

uonednIw 1y3i|
's[essaA Jurysyy [[e 1oj sme[ A10je[n3oy POl A TINVOD/ONAY
uoneSnru uoneSnru
Krosinduwio) Areyunjop onb snyeig

PoueuIdA0S (NG

souruIaA08 YTINVID/ONTA

(1) :soureping onb snjejs

PI[-ITIAVID/ONAY

PRI TINVOD/ONAY

[oea 10§ saInseaw uoneSnIw Surzuewwns ‘uondIpsun( [euoneu puokaq seare ur juswoSeurwr exeny 10y (LINV) [00} JUSUASeULBW Paseq-eale SANEUId)E JO UOeII0dds

1003 JusuraSeurw Paseq-eare JANEUINY

2INJONIISBIUT
A319U9
M SUOISI[[0D

[oredsq

suewnyy
s uonnadwo)
2IN0SaY

SIS Yoo

Jeaay,

*JeaI) 2ININJ paAradIad

¢ dT14dVL



1755263, 2024, 1, Downloaded from https://conbio.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/conl.12989 by National Health And Medical Research Council, Wiley Online Library on [04/07/2024]. See the Terms and Conditions (https:/onlinelibrary.wiley.com/terms-and-conditions) on Wiley Online Library for rules of use; OA articles are governed by the applicable Creative Commons License

GEE ET AL.

*219Y JUSWISSaSSE A10A0021 $A10adS SIY} UI PAPN[OUL JOU 219M SIAIBUISIE YONS (£20T ‘A[qWISSSY [BISUSD SUONEN PajIuf)) Aeal], (N4 Y} Ul papnjoul re saydoxseyed o3 a[qe aq Aew Jey} SLNAV YSnoyl[vq
*(€£20T ‘AJqQUISSSY [BIUSD SUOTIEN PajIu]) saouajedwod 11y} 0 Jurpuodsariod uonejuawadwr uo YTNVID pPue SO 03 SUOIBPUSWITOI] e P[nom [Ndd ‘TNFd Jopun pajuswa[dult SNV 10,
‘uonezIueSIQ SWIIIRIA [RUONIBUIU] ‘OIA] ‘UonesIue3IO JuawaSeue]A SOLIYSL] [BUOISIY o110ed YINoS ‘OIS U1y SALIQYSL] Uead() UBIPU] UIYINOS VOIS ‘uoneziuesio

JjuowoSeuRIA SOLIOYSL] [BUOISNY ‘ONIY S90IN0SIY SUIAIT SULIRJN O[}0IBIUY JO UOIIBAIISUOD) 9} I0J UOISSIWWIO) “YTINVID ‘A1ed1], UOOIPSLINS [BUONEN PUOASg ANSISAIPOIg ‘INCd :SUONRIAIQQY
-douerdurod

JO [9AQ] Ay} UI IJIp Aewr om) 9 Inq ‘uonednIw A1osindurod se saInseaw awes 3y} sajerodIodur uonednIw A1eIunjoA Jey} 9JON "PIEMUO 007 0} 00 WOIJ I9YIS PAONPOIUL 2q P[NOd LINGV YJeH :2JON

qonb snyess sy qonb snjels sy onb snjeis sy onb snieis sy 2INSBAUW JUBAS[DI ON soydomsere)
sjoedur aueyd

onb snyeis sy onb snjess sy onb snjeis sy onb snieis sy 9INSBOW JUBAJ[OI ON 9)BWIO QULIBIA

onb snyes sy onb snyess sy onb snjess sy onb snyes sy 9INSBAUW JUBAS[OI ON uonnyod onse[q

ponrurrad st
amjonnsenur A510u9

ON "1snSny-£renuer (019 "OINI uonnyod
Surmp 1snSny-Arenuer ‘OINTAdS ATAVID PAALISp
Surysy 2A1I0BIIX3 [[e Surmp Surysy aAnoRNXd ‘VAOIS ‘09s) sauropms -0INJONISEIJuI
01 a1nso[o [erodwsioneds onbsnieissy  [[e 03 2Insopo [erodweioneds onb snjeis sy uonnyod Sunsxyg pUE -[3SSoA
2Insopd uoneSnru uonesSnru INsod uoneSnru uonesSnru
[euosess Arospndwo) Krospndwio) Areyunjop [euosess A1ospnduro) Arosndwio) Areyunjop onb snyesg JealIyL
LoUBWIdA0S (N oULUIdA0S Y TINVID/OINIT

1003 JuduraSeUBUI PISEQ-BAIE JATIRUIIIY

(penunuo)d) 7 HT1dV.L

S | WILEY



GEE ET AL.

WILEY |22

ment of ABMT effectiveness in the face of global change as
well as the first application of decision science to identify
cost-effective high seas ABMTs for species recovery.

2 | METHODS

2.1 | Study species

Kuaka are Critically Endangered seabirds and histori-
cally inhabited dunes throughout southern Aotearoa (New
Zealand; Fischer et al., 2020). Invasive predators extirpated
all colonies, except on Whenua Hou (Fischer et al., 2020).
Kuaka persist there in a single colony (0.018 km?). Whenua
Hou was declared free of invasive predators in 2000,
yet the Kuaka population remained at ~200 adults, well
below carrying capacity (Fischer et al., 2020, 2022). Ongo-
ing threats impact Kuaka within their breeding range:
storm-induced erosion of breeding habitat, interspecific
competition for burrows, and inshore vessel strikes (col-
lisions following light-pollution-induced disorientation)
(Fischer et al., 2023). During the nonbreeding period
(January-September), Kuaka migrate to the high seas
south of Australia (Fischer, Debski, Spitz et al., 2021). The
core nonbreeding area covers ~1.5 million km? (Figure 1),
where Kuaka encounter no direct anthropogenic threats.
However, this beneficial situation is likely to change as
human activities within the high seas expand in the future
(e.g., Kriiger et al., 2018).

2.2 | Decision framing and objectives

The Kuaka population is extremely small, so all future
threats, including high seas threats, require decisions
about mitigation to minimize extinction risk. We used var-
ious decision analytical tools to evaluate the need for, and
the cost-effectiveness of, ABMTs within the high seas non-
breeding range of Kuaka. We identified two fundamental
objectives for ABMTs: (1) maximizing the Kuaka popula-
tion size (number of adults in 2050) and (2) minimizing
establishment costs (total cost in NZ$ of ABMT establish-
ment to the New Zealand Department of Conservation).

2.3 | Target area

To develop ABMTs for future Kuaka management in the
high seas, we first identified the target area using a tracking
dataset spanning multiple nonbreeding periods (Fischer,
Debski, Spitz et al., 2021) together with a standardized
workflow (track2KBA; Beal et al., 2021) to delineate a
proposed Key Biodiversity Area (IUCN, 2016) for Kuaka

(Supplemental Material S1). This area was then simplified
by minimizing the area-to-boundary ratio (Handley et al.,
2020), enhancing the practicality of ABMTs, and resulting
in our final target area (Figure 1a).

2.4 | ABMT alternatives

To identify the most cost-effective ABMT for Kuaka con-
servation, we developed several alternative management
strategies. We first used formal expert elicitation (Hem-
ming et al., 2018) to identify future threats in the target
area. Seven diving petrel experts were asked to define
future threats, identify which vital rates those threats
would impact (juvenile survival, adult survival, breeding
probability, breeding success; Fischer et al, 2022, 2023),
and articulate during which decade impacts would occur
(2020-30, 2030-40, and 2040-50). At this stage, experts
were not yet asked to provide insights on the magni-
tude of threats (see below). During a follow-up online
discussion, experts were shown anonymous summaries
of responses and discussed mitigation measures for each
threat. Experts could then revise their initial answers.
Experts highlighted vessel strikes due to increased light
pollution under increased anthropogenic activity (Fischer,
Debski, Taylor et al., 2021), marine climate change impacts
(IPCC, 2023), resource competition with humans following
the expansion of Antarctic krill fisheries (Trathan, 2023),
and expanding energy infrastructure (e.g., high seas wind
farms; Zheng et al., 2018) as most likely future high seas
threats (Figure 1b). Simultaneously, experts were asked to
provide input for mitigation measures, which we distilled
into Status Quo and 12 fully specified ABMT alternatives
(Table 2). ABMT alternatives included voluntary miti-
gation, compulsory mitigation, and compulsory seasonal
closures, implemented from 2030 or 2040 onward, under
either RFMO/CCAMLR or BBNIJ (enabling mitigation of
threats beyond fishing) governance. For ABMTs imple-
mented under the BBNJ Treaty, recommendations on the
implementation of measures would be made to RFMOs
and CCAMLR falling within their competences (United
Nations General Assembly, 2023).

2.5 |
costs

Predicting ABMT establishment

We estimated the total costs to the New Zealand Depart-
ment of Conservation of establishing ABMTs using stan-
dard business planning procedures. We first defined the
perceived full-time equivalents and timespan (years) of
personnel required to advocate internationally for the
establishment of an ABMT. We then used the pay bands
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FIGURE 1 Target area in the high seas for future Kuaka area-based management tools as identified using tracking data (a), future

threats perceived by experts to impact Kuaka within this area (b), and the first-ever photograph of a Kuaka at sea (C; credit: H Shirihai, the
Tubenoses Project). CCAMLR, Commission for the Conservation of Antarctic Marine Living Resources; SIOFA, Southern Indian Ocean
Fisheries Agreement, SPRFMO, South Pacific Regional Fisheries Management Organization.

per full-time equivalent in New Zealand $ (DOC, 2021) to
define an annual cost range. To incorporate uncertainty,
we considered costs to be uniformly distributed over this
range and randomly drew 5000 values, which we mul-
tiplied by the full-time equivalents and years required
to derive a total establishment cost estimate per ABMT
(Supplemental Material S2).

2.6 | Predicting Kuaka population size
under ABMTs

To predict the Kuaka population trajectory under each
ABMT, we combined an integrated population model
fitted to long-term data with formally elicited expert
judgment where empirical data were unavailable (Sup-
plemental Material S3). Our integrated population model
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combined an open-population state-space Cormack-Jolly—
Seber model, two generalized linear mixed-effect models
for breeding probability and success, and a hierarchical
count model (Fischer et al., 2022). This model allowed us
to estimate current vital rates and population size, while
accounting for all sources of uncertainty. For parameters
that could not be estimated empirically (i.e., impacts of
future threats on vital rates per ABMTs, ABMT establish-
ment probabilities, and ABMT compliance), we conducted
two further expert elicitations following standardized pro-
tocols (Hemming et al., 2018), which were hosted through
user-friendly Shiny apps containing the relevant back-
ground information on Kuaka, the anticipated threats,
and the ABMT alternatives: a biological expert elicita-
tion with seven diving petrel experts and an implemen-
tation expert elicitation with six high seas governance
experts.

Through the biological expert elicitation, we obtained
four-point estimates on how vital rates were perceived
to change following the onset of all anticipated future
threats in conjunction (Figure 1b and Section 2.4) and how
the ABMTs would mitigate these impacts (assuming 100%
compliance) for each decade. To integrate expert judgment
in our model, we (1) rescaled each expert response to 100%
confidence (Speirs-Bridge et al., 2010), (2) fitted individual
beta-PERT distributions, (3) resampled and refitted those
distributions to combine them into single beta distribu-
tions, and (4) used the differences between cumulative
density functions of current model-derived estimates and
expert-elicited estimates of vital rates to derive normally-
distributed §-coefficients (Fischer et al., 2022, 2023). These
transformations allowed us to estimate past vital rates
and population size and project the fates of Kuaka under
different ABMTs simultaneously.

Through the implementation expert elicitation, we
obtained four-point estimates of probabilities of the estab-
lishment of ABMTs, assuming that the estimated costs
could be covered (Supplemental Material S2), and the
perceived level of compliance per ABMT if established.
To integrate this expert judgment into the model, we
repeated steps 1-3 in the biological elicitation above and
derived aggregated beta-distributed parameters. We then
incorporated uncertain establishment using a decision
tree approach (Figure 2; Fischer et al., 2023; McMurdo
Hamilton et al., 2023), and imperfect compliance by multi-
plying ABMT-specific 5-coefficients per vital rate with the
beta-distributed compliance parameter.

Ultimately, we projected the Kuaka population under
Status Quo excluding future threats, Status Quo, includ-
ing future threats, and 12 ABMT alternatives under three
different scenarios: (1) assuming perfect compliance and
guaranteed establishment, (2) including imperfect com-

pliance, and (3) including imperfect compliance and
uncertain establishment.

2.7 | Cost-effectiveness analysis

We assessed the balance between the cost of establishing
each ABMT and their effectiveness (projected Kuaka pop-
ulation size) through the incremental cost-effectiveness
ratio (Ferriére et al., 2021). We first drew 5000 random val-
ues from predicted cost and population distributions and
then calculated the incremental cost-effectiveness ratio by
dividing the difference between ABMT k and status quo
costs by the difference between ABMT k and status quo
effectiveness. We assumed perfect covariance between,
and equal weight placed on, cost and effectiveness. Con-
sidering the objectives, the closer the ratio was to zero, the
better.

3 | RESULTS

3.1 | Population projections under
ABMTs

When ignoring anticipated global change, predic-
tions indicated a stable Kuaka population trajectory
(Nad.2050 = 189; 95% CI = 36-574), yet under global change
and without intervention, all Kuaka vital rates were
predicted to deteriorate increasingly over the next three
decades, resulting in a predicted population decline of
~60% by 2050 (Ngq2050 = 77; 14-258) (Figures 2-4). All
high seas ABMTs were predicted to counter this future
decline, albeit to varying degrees. When assuming perfect
compliance and guaranteed establishment, mitigation
implemented in 2040 under RFMO/CCAMLR governance
performed the worst (Ngq2050 = 96; 18-312), whereas
a seasonal closure implemented in 2030 under BBNIJ
governance performed the best, as it prevented the
impending population decline (Ngq5050 = 182; 39-536).
In general, ABMTs established under BBNJ governance
outperformed those established under RFMO/CCAMR
governance.

Levels of compliance were predicted to vary, albeit with
high levels of uncertainty (Figure 3). Voluntary mitigation
measures were predicted to have the lowest levels of com-
pliance, and seasonal closures the highest, regardless of
governance structure and implementation year. Imperfect
compliance considerably reduced the effectiveness of all
ABMTs to counter the future population decline, but the
order of ABMT performance remained largely unchanged
(Figure 4).
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FIGURE 2 Decision tree illustrating predicted (decision) outcomes of area-based management tools (ABMTs) for Kuaka management

in the high seas in medians (95% CIs). Darker shades of green indicate more desirable outcomes per objective. Source: Artwork provided by A

Jearwattanakanok.

Similarly, there was considerable uncertainty on ABMT
establishment probability estimates (Figure 3). Voluntary
mitigation measures were considered more likely to be
established successfully than compulsory mitigation and
seasonal closures. Imperfect compliance and uncertain
establishment further reduced the performance of ABMTs
(Figure 4), but the ranking of ABMTs remained largely
unaltered.

3.2 | Costs of ABMT establishment

Establishment costs varied highly between ABMTSs
(Figure 2, Supplemental Material S2). Aside from status
quo (0$), establishing voluntary mitigation measures
under RFMO/CCAMLR (regardless of year) was con-
sidered the least expensive (54,000; 45,000-64,000%) as
it required the least resource (0.3 full-time equivalents
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FIGURE 3

Estimated and predicted vital rates of Kuaka under area-based management tools (ABMTs) in the high seas (a-d), levels of

compliance (e), and probability of establishment (f) of high seas ABMTs for Kuaka. Symbols represent medians with 95% Cls.

across 2 years), whereas establishing a seasonal closure
under BBNIJ governance in 2040 was considered the
most expensive ABMT (323,000; 268,000-383,000%) as it
required the most investment (0.9 full time-equivalents
across 4 years).

3.3 | Cost-effectiveness of ABMTs
Cost-effectiveness of high seas ABMTs for Kuaka man-
agement varied considerably, but ABMTs established
in 2030 were consistently predicted to be more cost-
effective than ABMTs established in 2040 (Figure 5,
Supplemental Material S4). Assuming perfect compliance
and guaranteed establishment, voluntary mitigation
under RFMO/CCAMLR governance in 2030 was the
most cost-efficient ABMT, whereas a seasonal clo-
sure under BBNJ governance in 2040 was the least
cost-effective. Seasonal closures established in 2030,
under BBNJ or RMFO/CCAMLR governance, were
the only ABMTs with positive uncertainty bounds.
Imperfect compliance and uncertain establishment
reduced the cost-effectiveness of ABMTs but did not
reshape the cost-effectiveness landscape (Supplemental
Material S4).

4 | DISCUSSION

Our analyses predicted that without intervention, Kuaka
are likely to decline by ~60% by 2050, indicating that
expected gains of current conservation efforts (Fischer
et al., 2023) are likely to be undone by future impacts in
the high seas. However, high seas ABMTs can prevent the
predicted decline. Evaluated ABMTs differed substantially
in effectiveness and cost. Voluntary mitigation measures
established in 2030 through RFMO/CCAMLR governance
were predicted to be the most cost-effective solution, but
compulsory seasonal closures established in 2030 were the
only ABMTs with certain conservation benefits. Seabirds
like Kuaka thus require holistic conservation across land,
inshore waters, and the high seas.

Our results highlighted early and decisive action in the
high seas as paramount for conservation success and cost-
effective management. Early implementation was pre-
dicted to limit population declines, as ABMTs prevented
future threats. Delayed implementation resulted in more
substantial declines, as ABMTs addressed threats after they
arose. Early establishment would also be cheaper, requir-
ing less international negotiation effort, as establishing
high seas ABMTs is a complex process. Member coun-
tries of RFMOs, CCAMLR, and/or the BBNJ Treaty must
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FIGURE 4 Kuaka population projections under various high seas area-based management tools, with (solid lines) or without impacts of
future change (dashed dark-green line), assuming perfect compliance and guaranteed establishment (a), imperfect compliance, but

guaranteed establishment (b), and imperfect compliance and uncertain establishment (c). Lines represent predicted medians; shading

represents 95% CIs. Source: Artwork provided by A Jearwattanakanok.
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FIGURE 5 Cost-effectiveness of high seas area-based management tools (ABMTs) for Kuaka management, assuming perfect

compliance and guaranteed establishment. Solid symbols represent medians, whereas translucent symbols represent 5000 random draws per
ABMT, illustrating uncertainty. Orange symbols represent ABMTs established in 2030, and blue symbols indicate ABMTSs established in 2040.
Triangles represent ABMTs established under Biodiversity Beyond National Jurisdiction Treaty (BBNJ) governance, and squares indicate

ABMTS: established under Regional Fisheries Management Organization (RFMO)/Commission for the Conservation of Antarctic Marine
Living Resources (CCAMLR) governance. Cost-effectiveness graphs of ABMTs, while accounting for imperfect compliance and uncertain
establishment, can be found in Supplemental Material S4. Source: Artwork provided by J de Hoop.

cooperate, and their internal processes can be challenging
for conservation, particularly when consensus decision-
making is employed (e.g., most RFMOs and CCAMLR;
Wright et al., 2015; Haas et al., 2020). For example, com-
mercial interests can challenge ABMT establishment, as
was the case for the Ross Sea Region Marine Protected
Area (Brooks et al., 2019). Our target area is currently
spared from commercial interests (Fischer, Debski, Spitz
et al., 2021), but this beneficial situation is likely to change.
Once commercial interests are established, ABMT estab-
lishment costs were expected to increase, as international
negotiation challenges would increase. Considering both
the impending threats in the face of global change and the
biological benefits and cost-effectiveness of acting early,
decisive conservation action in the high seas is crucial.
The BBNIJ Treaty creates a global governance framework
for the implementation of conservation management and
as such has the power to instigate urgently needed decisive
high seas conservation action. Our predictive assessment
of the effectiveness of conservation action under BBNJ gov-
ernance reinforces the Treaty’s potential for conservation.

Experts expressed substantial uncertainty about BBNIJ
governance, partially because ABMTs proposed through
the BBNJ Treaty would partially rely on implementation
through other bodies. Yet, experts also considered the
BBNIJ Treaty the most beneficial governance structure for
conservation action in the high seas because of its ability to
address threats beyond fisheries (e.g., offshore renewables;
Zheng et al., 2018). The BBNJ Treaty will utilize majority
decision-making, reducing the power of single countries
in negotiations, and providing a framework for coordina-
tion and cooperation across oceans, potentially resulting
in more robust ABMTs (Haas et al., 2020; United Nations
General Assembly, 2023). Thus, the BBNJ Treaty may
enable the decisive, wide-reaching conservation action
required for species recovery and overarching global con-
servation goals such as 30 x 30 (Dinerstein et al., 2019,
CBD, 2023).

Decision science can transparently inform future deci-
sions on high seas ABMTs, but like all decisions, the
best choice depends on the underlying values (Hemming
et al., 2022). We assumed two equally weighted objectives;
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explicit weighting and/or additional objectives would be
a logical next step beyond the scope of our study (e.g.,
Fischer et al., 2023). An additional objective could be
to maximize ecosystem benefits of ABMTs (e.g., Davies,
Carneiro, Tarzia et al., 2021; Davies, Carneiro, Campos
et al., 2021), as >33 additional seabird, marine mammal,
and elasmobranch species utilize our target area, 45% of
which are threatened (Supplemental Material 5). Includ-
ing this objective would further highlight the ecological
importance of this vast area of ocean (into which only a
small number of Kuaka disperse; Fischer, Debski, Spitz
et al., 2021). Another objective could be to minimize eco-
nomic impacts of ABMT establishment. However, the
commercial use of our target area is still absent (Fischer,
Debski, Spitz et al., 2021). Considering the high ecosys-
tem value and the currently limited commercial value,
this would likely further highlight compulsory (seasonal)
closures in 2030 under the BBNJ Treaty, as the preferred
ABMT choice across objectives.

Despite the vital importance of the high seas to life on
Earth, conservation in these areas is extremely challeng-
ing. Our study highlights three key conclusions: (1) global
change in the high seas will cause species declines, (2)
early, decisive conservation action is more cost-effective
to address these declines, and (3) BBNJ governance could
facilitate the implementation of the required action in the
high seas. We advocate for wider use of decision science
and predictive analyses such as ours to transparently navi-
gate the complex seascape of management decisions in the
high seas as the BBNJ Treaty and 30 X 30 gain traction.
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