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Abstract: Commonly, when studies deal with the effects of climate change on biodiversity, mean value
is used more than other parameters. However, climate change also leads to greater temperature
variability, and many papers have demonstrated its importance in the implementation of biodiversity
response strategies. We studied the spatio-temporal variability of activity time and persistence index,
calculated from operative temperatures measured at three sites over three years, for a mountain
endemic species. Temperatures were recorded with biomimetic loggers, an original remote sensing
technology, which has the same advantages as these tools but is suitable for recording biological
organisms data. Among the 42 tests conducted, 71% were significant for spatial variability and 28% for
temporal variability. The differences in daily activity times and in persistence indices demonstrated
the effects of the micro-habitat, habitat, slope, altitude, hydrography, and year. These observations
have highlighted the great variability existence in the environmental temperatures experienced
by lizard populations. Thus, our study underlines the importance to implement multi-year and
multi-site studies to quantify the variability and produce more representative results. These studies
can be facilitated by the use of biomimetic loggers, for which a user guide is provided in the last part
of this paper.

Keywords: activity time; biomimetic model; biomimetic logger; data logger; operative temperature;
persistence; remote sensors; spatio-temporal variability

1. Introduction

1.1. Climate Change and Spatio-Temporal Variability

Biodiversity conservation is a crucial issue related to climate change. To improve management
measures, it is necessary to broaden our ecosystem knowledge [1]. Commonly, when studies deal
with the statistical effects of climate change on biodiversity, the common and oversimplified way
of addressing them is to rely on the mean despite climate change also leads to greater temperature
variability and is associated with higher average climate parameters with greater variability [2].
The amplitude of daily temperatures is often greater and extreme events may be more frequent [3–5].
For instance, in France, the end of February 2019 was one of the hottest in history [6]. In 2020, the same
exceptional heat was observed at the beginning of the month and there was also a snow cover deficit [7].
However, typically, the literature on the impact of climate change on biodiversity addresses the issue
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often in terms of the mean and ignores variability in time and/or in space [8–10]. Many studies
acknowledge spatial variability and use spatial replication but eventually average the results from the
different study sites (see in [11] for discussion). Very few address temporal variability; experiments are
very often conducted over only one year (see, for example, in [12]). Absence of true temporal and/or
spatial replication to address explicitly variability issues is often linked to budget limitations but it still
raises the crucial issue of the representativeness of the results. Many other studies demonstrate indeed
the important role of variability in explaining species responses to climate change [13–15] as responses
appear to be favored by thermal regimes more than by the mean temperature itself [16,17]. Moreover,
several studies have shown that there are interactions between mean and variability. For example,
these two parameters better explain thermal performance when considered together in the model rather
than separately as they act in synergy [10]. Temperature variability has different impacts depending
on the mean temperature and the thermal performance curve. If the mean is low, the temperature
variability increase may lead to temperatures allowing a better performance; otherwise, if the average is
already close to the optimum temperature, it will lead to a decrease in performance [8,18]. Furthermore,
increased variability may cause heat stress leading to higher energy costs for the maintenance of
individuals, which may consequently reduce reproductive performance [9,19]. Climate variability
appears to play a major role in species persistence, so it is crucial to integrate it into studies dealing
with climate change effects on biodiversity [20,21].

1.2. Spatio-Temporal Studies Using Biomimetic Logger, an Original Remote Sensing Tool

Quantifying variability requires that data are collected at multiple spatial and temporal scales.
However, designing spatio-temporal research is often challenging for practical (field constraints)
and technical reasons because analyzing spatially explicit and temporally resolved datasets can be
tricky; the data are by essence autocorrelated and thus violate the basic assumption of independence.
To reduce constraints and facilitate the design and practical implementation of any field study in
the specific context of mountain landscape, we can first start by reducing the time spent in the field,
thus lowering human and material resources costs, by using more appropriate tools [22].

In the broadest sense, remote sensing tools allow the remote acquisition of data concerning an
object without contact with it [23–25]. These tools have many advantages, particularly interesting
for the spatio-temporal studies implementation [26]. Remote acquisition allows to reduce the
field constraints related to the study sites isolation, their difficult access, the climatic conditions,
etcetera [23,27]. Moreover, they are well adapted to provide high-frequency and high-quality datasets
with greater time-consumption efficiency [22,28]. Moreover, they measure data always in the same way
in time and space, which allows for high reproducibility of studies [26,29–31]. Conventional remote
sensing tools such as drones or satellites acquire data from observing the Earth’s surfaces by recording
the electromagnetic radiation emitted or reflected by the landscape [24]. Collected data are mainly used
to study plant biodiversity—land use, land cover, deforestation [32–34], and climate—land surface
temperature, and climatic risks [35,36]. Animal biodiversity, which is comparatively still little studied
with remote sensing tools [34], can also benefit from the advantages of these tools. In particular,
the biomimetic loggers use allows the acquisition of data specific to biological organisms [11].

A biomimetic logger [37–39], also called a biomimetic sensor [40,41], is composed of a data-logger
and a biomimetic model. A data-logger is an electronic device coupled with at least one probe,
also called a sensor, that automatically measures physical quantities at regular time intervals [23,42].
It is a discrete, easy-to-use, miniaturized device that produces reliable high-frequency data [43,44].
The small size of the probes allows their insertion into biomimetic models that mimic the organism
physical properties [45–47]. Biomimetic logger allows the measurement of different reliable proxies [40],
a proxy being a measurable variable that correlates with an unmeasurable variable [48]. For example,
the biomimetic logger use composed of a data-logger equipped with a thermal probe inserted in
a model mimicking the thermal properties of an organism permits the recording of a proxy of its
body temperature [37]. This set is deployed in the field, the temperatures are recorded independently
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at regular time intervals and stored in the data-logger until they are collected. In the sense that
remote sensing refers to the remote acquisition of data concerning an object via noncontact with
it [24,25], biomimetic loggers can be considered as remote sensing tools. Like other remote sensing
technologies, it also enables low-cost monitoring while ensuring high quality of recorded data [49,50].
Unlike traditional tools, data acquisition requires the equipment installation and then, most often,
a return to the field to collect the stored data. At the moment, no other tool allows efficient remote
collection of biological data without contact with the studied organism. Thus, the biomimetic logger
use is interesting to provide essential data for biodiversity conservation studies [51].

Data acquisition with this biomimetic logger is a highly valued noninvasive technique for the
study of threatened and secretive species. Their use rather than deploying data loggers directly on
the animals permits the organism study without capturing them, thus avoiding a major stress source
and the capture effect on the measurements, which would have to be a posteriori corrected [40,52].
In addition, continuous independent recording allows studies to be conducted in harsh environments
where study sites are difficult to access in terms of localization and/or legislation [53,54]. This tool also
facilitates long-term data acquisition by drastically reducing the duration of field campaigns [37,55].
Moreover, the recorded data are more realistic than laboratory measurements, more accurate,
and organism-specific [56,57]. For instance, the authors of [38] demonstrated a difference of 11.1 ◦C
between micro-habitat temperature—used as a proxy of body temperature—measured with a weather
station and body temperature measured with a biomimetic logger. This technology captures the
proximal environment effect, such as soil moisture and wind speed, which may also influence body
temperature [58]. Biomimetic logger monitoring is frequently used in thermal physiology [46] to
study issues such as thermal stress, heat tolerance or thermal performance [55,59,60] in intertidal
environments [40,41,55]. For example, ref. [61] measured mussel body temperature over 9 years
in order to explore the relationship between body, air, surface and water temperatures and the
spatio-temporal pattern of physiological stress. The data collected also provide a better understanding
of the relationship between species activity rhythm, thermo-hydro requirements and environmental
conditions [49,62].

1.3. Integration of Spatio-Temporal Variability in Mountain Biodiversity Monitoring Still an Overlooked Issue

As surprising as it may sound, compared to other ecosystems, there are not many papers
regarding the conservation of mountain biodiversity [63,64], but several specific initiatives target
efficiently these issues. Among them, the Global Mountain Biodiversity Assessment (GMBA) is
a platform for international and cross-disciplinary collaboration on the assessment, conservation,
and sustainable use of mountain biodiversity (https://www.gmba.unibe.ch/), while The Global
Observation Research Initiative in Alpine Environments is a contribution to the Global Terrestrial
Observing System (GTOS) aiming at establishing a long-term observation network for the comparative
study of climate change impacts on mountain biodiversity [65]. Mountains are home to outstanding
biodiversity, a great diversity of species, many of which are endemic [58,66,67]. Climate change
induces altitudinal movements leading to changes in biotic interactions at each altitudinal level [68].
Changes in human land use, such as abandonment and fragmentation also conduct to imbalances in
communities assemblages, host–parasite and prey–predator systems [58,68]. Furthermore, in most
cases, induced upwards movements and land use entail a reduction in habitat area and an increased
risk of extinction [69,70]. In addition, the warming is accelerated at high-altitude due to changes
in snow albedo, water regimes and radiations fluxes [71]. For all of these reasons, mountains are
priority habitats for implementing conservation policies [58,69,71]. However, mountain biodiversity
knowledge is scarce, mainly due to the constraining field conditions [70]. The sites are difficult to access,
isolated and remote. Moreover, most importantly, biodiversity studies must be replicated in space
and time in order to integrate the spatio-temporal variability effect [72]. This type of study takes time,
evidently even more so for those conducted over the long term. Thus, thanks to its ease of deployment,
its remote recording capacity and the possibility of the sampling plan reproducibility over different
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years, biomimetic logger seems to be an appropriate and powerful tool for the mountain biodiversity
spatio-temporal study. Nonetheless, this tool is little used in this context. We found only one study
that used biomimetic loggers in mountain and matched the constraint of addressing statistical issues
of variability [62]: it illustrates the variation in activity time for lizard species according to altitude but
only considered spatial variability, discarding temporal variability although being equally important.

Of all mountain species, ectotherms including reptiles as the Lacertidae family, are among
the most affected species by climate change, making them indicator species [73,74]. Due to their
thermal physiology conservatism, lizards are particularly sensitive to temperature changes [75,76].
Some adaptive responses can be implemented, for example, the selection of individuals with higher
thermal preferences [77]. Thus, the lizards study provides a better understanding of how climate
influences the activity rhythm and the persistence of ectotherms [78].

1.4. Activity Time and Persistence of Lizards

Unlike endothermic species such as mammals, which regulate their body temperature through
their metabolism, ectothermic species, such as reptiles, control it through their behavior and
physiology [78,79]. The thermal physiology of an ectothermic species can be modeled using a thermal
performance curve. It describes performance over the tolerance range bounded by the critical lethal
temperatures, CTmin and CTmax [80]. Development, survival, and metabolism can only occur within
the tolerance range, which leads to thermoregulatory behavior [16,80]. In order to maintain body
temperature within this range to optimize physiological processes, lizards alternate between outdoor
activities such as basking, hunting, breeding, and retreating to their shelters [78,81]. The recording of a
body temperature proxy using biomimetic loggers allows to qualify the activity pattern of the studied
species [11,82].

The tolerance range shapes the activity pattern of individuals [11,83,84]. Face to climate change,
the most observed response is the daily activity pattern change [79]. To buffer temperature increases,
activity periods in the morning and late afternoon are reduced [82]. Individuals spend more time
in shelters to avoid overheating and the activity time to gain energy and meet a sexual partner is
shorter [11,82]. This response is effective, mere to implement but could become inadequate in the
long-term, leading to a decline in fitness [85,86]. As reproductive success is positively correlated
with activity time and energy budget, a reduction in activity time leads to an increased risk of local
extinction [13,87–89]. Activity time over the critical breeding period could be used as a proxy for
assessing the persistence of lizard populations [64,90]. However, the link between activity time and
population persistence is never clearly explained in the papers. For example, the authors of [11] have
defined either persistence or extinction using an activity time threshold. This method used in many
papers [63,88] only indicates an on/off process whereas extinction is a continuous process. Here,
we define a novel persistence index to qualify the conservation status of populations.

1.5. Study Aim

As previously demonstrated, variability, whether spatial or temporal, is insufficiently taken
into account in biodiversity studies, even though it plays a major role in the implementation of
biological responses to climate change. Our objective is to quantify the spatio-temporal variability
effect in mountain environments on the activity time and persistence index of an endemic lizard
species and to demonstrate the importance of its consideration to lead more appropriate conservation
policies. We have made the following assumptions. Activity times and persistence indices would
differ depending on exposure and elevation of the study sites. These two metrics could also vary
between and within sites due to the habitat and micro-climate generated by the micro-habitat.
Finally, climate variability would lead to inter-year variability. This environmental diversity could
provide refuge locations where the micro-habitat would buffer rising temperatures. To achieve
these, we measured the operative temperature using biomimetic loggers deployed over several sites
and years, then we computed activity time and persistence indices and conducted statistical tests.
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Given the context, the novelties of our study are the spatio-temporal study in the mountains thanks to
biomimetic logger deployment—an original remote sensing tool for recording data specific to biological
organisms—with the biodiversity conservation objective and the definition of a new persistence index.

First, we present the study area and the biomimetic loggers deployment sites. Second,
we introduce the methods to calculate the activity time and the persistence index. Third, we discuss
spatial variability on various levels (intra-site, inter-slope, inter-altitude, and inter-site) and inter-year
temporal variability. On the basis of our study case, we demonstrate the interest of multi-site and
multi-year studies. Finally, we provide guidelines for the use and deployment of biomimetic loggers.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. The Pyrenean Rock Lizard (Iberolacerta Bonnali) as a Study Case

The Pyrenean rock lizard, Iberolacerta bonnali [91], is an endemic strictly rocky species living in
Pyrenees between 1550 and 3144 m, although observations below 2000 m are scarce [92]. We studied
populations present at three sites in the French Pyrenees in the Aspe-Ossau massif, called Peyreget,
Anglas, and Arrious. Annual monitoring carried out since 2017 by the Climate Sentinels program
indicates that local population density is at its lowest at the Peyreget site, which is the western
edge of its known distribution, compared to other sites which have medium (Anglas site) or high
density (Arrious site) (see in [93]). This small lizard measures 6.5 cm from the nose to the cloaca.
Its activity period begins as soon as the melting snow in mid-June for the lowest sites and ends as
soon as the first snowfalls in October, it hibernates for the rest of the year [92,94]. The critical breeding
period occurs at the beginning of the active period. Thus, breeding success is highly dependent on
environmental conditions, such as the insulating snow depth during hibernation, the melting period,
and the temperature range at the end of hibernation. This small lizard is classified as Near Threatened
on the IUCN national red list [95] and Endangered on the New Aquitaine regional red list [96],
making it a priority species for biodiversity conservation studies. The species is mainly threatened by
population fragmentation due to human activities and climate change [93]. The climate will become
warmer and drier [97] which may increase the hibernation metabolic costs and consequently reduce
the population fitness since the individuals reproduce at the beginning of their active period. Climate
projections for the Pyrénées-Atlantiques show a continuous annual warming, from +0.2 ◦C to +0.3 ◦C
per decade, until 2050. In terms of snow cover, that acts as thermal insulation during hibernation,
future projections indicate a slight decrease in snow depth (from 2 to 3 days of snawfall) at 1800 m on
the Aspe-Ossau massif until the 2030s, then a clear acceleration from the 2050s. According to the most
pessimistic scenario (RCP 8.5), global warming could reach 4 ◦C by 2071–2100 and snow could become
scarce by the end of the century [97]. Moreover, the reproductive characteristics of Pyrenean rock
lizard, late age of sexual maturity (4–5 years), only one clutch per year, and low number of eggs (3 to 4),
make it particularly vulnerable [94]. Like all ectothermic species, its activity rhythm is defined by its
physiological characteristics (see Sections 2.3 and 2.4) and meteorological conditions, in particular
air temperature.

2.2. Biomimetic Logger Deployment on Study Sites

In order to quantify the spatio-temporal variability of activity time and the persistence index
of Pyrenean rock lizard populations, the study was conducted during the critical breeding period.
Biomimetic loggers measured the operative temperature (Te), a proxy of the lizard body temperature
if it remained at the location where the model was deployed [98,99]. In reality, individuals have
developed adaptive thermoregulatory behavior to avoid temperatures that are too low or two high
and do not stay in the same place [11,82]. This methodology makes it possible to quantify the possible
activity hours, i.e., when the individual is not in his refuge and the inactivity hours constrained by
body temperatures outside the thermal tolerance range [11,82]. Thus, it is very important to deploy the
biomimetic loggers on lizard sunbathing areas, for example on screes rather than on the lawn for the
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Pyrenean rock lizard. We illustrate this with a picture of another species present in the area, at lower
altitude: Podarcis liolepis (Figure 1).

Figure 1. A PVC biomimetic logger at an exposure site, a Podarcis liolepis female basking nearby.
The biomimetic model was placed on a sunbathing area. It is connected to the data-logger which is
hidden under the rocks. Photographic credit: Matthieu Berroneau.

We used the HOBO U23-003 ONSET R© data-loggers, which permit the measurement of outdoor
temperatures as they are waterproof (https://www.onsetcomp.com/datasheet/U23-003). The sensors
are thin which facilitates their insertion in biomimetic models and their operation range is −40 to
100 ◦C , which covers the Pyrenean rock lizard tolerance thermal range (CTmin = 6.1 ◦C and CTmax
= 42.2 ◦C, unpublished work by Barry Sinervo, based on individuals captured at the Anglas site).
Data-logger’s thermal probe were inserted inside biomimetic models, PVC tubes the same size as a
lizard and with the same thermal properties, the set is the biomimetic logger (Figure 1).

The deployments at the three sites allowed the study of different variability levels. The inter-slope
and inter-altitude variability was studied through the biomimetic loggers deployment at Peyreget site
in 2017, 2018, and 2019. Four localities were selected, two at about 2280 m (low altitude (L)) and two
others at about 2430 m (high altitude (H)). For each altitude pair, one was located on the south slope (S)
and the other on the north slope (N). To study the intra-site variability, two replicates spaced only one
meter apart were deployed at about 2050 m on the Anglas site during the same three years (An1 and
An2) and on Arrious in 2019 (Ar1 and Ar2). A fifth biomimetic logger added in 2019 on Peyreget (P) at
the same altitude as those of the Anglas and Arrious sites allowed the study of inter-site variability.
Finally, deployment over several years enabled to quantify the annual variability (Figure 2).

The biomimetic loggers recorded Te during the breeding period, which starts at the earliest in
mid-June on Anglas and Arrious and ends at the end of September. To collect data, unlike traditional
remote sensing tools, it is necessary to connect the data-logger to the computer using a handheld
station. Then, the recording is restarted and the biomimetic logger is put back in place [23]. We defined
a common study period to all sites and all years. Here, we considered the breeding period from
15 July at 00:00 a.m.—the beginning of the activity period on Peyreget, the highest of the three sites—to
2 September at 11:50 p.m.—the recording on the locality of NL in 2017 had stopped on the 3rd.
Data recording is performed at a 10 min frequency, which represents a good compromise between
the fine capture of environmental variations and the material storage capacity. Thus, Te time series
obtained are composed of 7200 measurements.

https://www.onsetcomp.com/datasheet/U23-003
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Figure 2. In France, in the department of Pyrénées-Atlantiques (in green on the France map in the
top left), nine biomimetic loggers have been deployed on three study sites: Anglas—An1 and An2;
Arrious—Ar1 and Ar2; and Peyreget—NL, NH, SL, SH, and P. The highest density is observed at the
Arrious site (in red), the lowest at the Peyreget site (in yellow). The Anglas site (in orange) has a
medium density. The hydrographic network is drawn in blue. Map source: Stamen, extracted with the
get_map function on R.

2.3. Activity Time Computing from Te Measurements

Several methods have been developed to define the activity time and conversely the restriction
time. Among the first ones, the restriction time can be defined when Te is greater than CTmax.
However, this method suggests that individuals can be active even when body temperature is below
CTmin [11]. Other authors explained that the restriction time is set when Te is above the upper
limit of the preferred thermal range and the activity is limited by a lower value [63]. More recent
studies have put forward a two-threshold method; the activity time is defined when Te is within the
activity thermal range, bounded by the voluntary temperatures VTmin and VTmax, it is also called the
voluntary thermal range (VTR) [83,84,100]. VTmin and VTmax are the 5th and the 95th percentiles of
the preferred temperature distribution [83]. They also correspond to the lowest and the highest cloacal
temperatures measured in the field on active individuals [84].

In this paper, we have calculated activity time using the two-threshold method because it appears
to be more biologically relevant than the other and is more often used in recent papers [63,83] in line
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with critical assessment by [84]. This method requires the definition of VTmin and VTmax for each of
our study populations because the eco-physiological characteristics may differ between populations,
as has been demonstrated for critical temperatures [101]. However, determining them experimentally
would have been time-consuming and invasive. Other studies had been carried out on populations
spatially close to ours, so we have favored the use of their results with the hypothesis that they
presented similar thermal characteristics to the closest population studied in the bibliography [102].
We defined VTmin and VTmax using the [12] study conducted on the Blue Lake of the Bigorre Massif.
This study was the best compromise between the geographical distance of our study sites and the
availability of detailed data in the field. Thus, the VTmin was 20.8 ◦C and the VTmax was 35.2 ◦C for
the three populations studied. For each measurement of Te occurring during the day, defined from
sunrise to sunset, if included in the activity thermal range, the 10 min (the recording frequency) was
defined as the activity time. Then, for each day, they were summed to obtain daily activity hours
(HaDaily). Finally, for each recording (6 in 2017 and 2018; 9 in 2019), we summed daily activity hours
over all days of the breeding period to obtain the total activity time (HaTot) (Equation (1)). For each
breeding days j, daily activity hours is defined as

HaDailyj = 10× HaCountj/60

where HaCountj = ∑
i
1{Teij∈[VTmin,VTmax]}, with 1{·} being the indicator function and Teij being the

ith measurement of day j. Thus, total activity time is

HaTot = ∑
j

HaDailyj (1)

2.4. Persistence Index Computing from Overall Activity Time during the Breeding Period

The definition of a persistence index allows to discuss the effects of spatio-temporal variability
in terms of population viability and offers a more concrete interpretation of the variability than the
activity times themselves. However, the link between activity time and population persistence is never
clearly explained in the papers. The persistence or extinction definition in [11] study is based on the
activity restriction times calculation at earlier periods at sites where extinction was observed today
and where only climate change explained it. This method requires a very long-term monitoring of the
sites and the confidence that only climate change is operating, so it could not be implemented in our
study framework. Moreover, this method used in many other papers [63,88] does not provide a direct
estimate of persistence probability or analogous proxy.

Here, we defined a persistence index (PI) based on a common persistence threshold to the three
study sites (Tpersist). We assumed Tpersist represented the minimum total activity time required
for recruitment at a site over a year for a certain breeding period. This threshold is calculated by
multiplying the reference daily activity time (HaDailyref), i.e., the average number of daily activity
hours, by the number of days in the breeding period. PI is the ratio of HaTot and Tpersist, it provides
a point estimate, comparable within a site, between sites and between years. If it is within [0, 1],
it represents the extinction probability (extP) and if it was greater than 1, it represents the activity time
safety margin (HaSM), against the next increase in mean temperature and variability (Equation (2)).

Tpersist = HaDailyre f × number of days in the breeding period

PI = HaTot/Tpersist

extP = 1− PI when PI ∈ [0, 1]

HaSM = (PI − 1)× Tpersist when PI > 1

(2)

The persistence threshold can be defined on the basis of naturalist observations. For the Pyrenean
rock lizard, according to field observations conducted on populations close to our study sites,
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the HaDailyref was almost equal to 4.5 h [12,92,103]. Thus, we defined the persistence threshold,
Tpersist, as 4.5 h multiplied by 50, the number of days in the defined breeding period, i.e., 225 h for
I. bonnali.

2.5. Statistical Analysis

As a prerequisite, the calibration of all sensors was performed by launching all the data-loggers at
the same time and recording parameters of interest (temperature in our case) during a given period
of time (usually three days) under the same controlled environmental conditions. The differences
observed resulted only from the level of accuracy of the data-logger sensors, 0.21 ◦C for temperatures
between 0 ◦C and 50 ◦C and the potential drift below than 0.1 ◦C per year (https://www.onsetcomp.
com/datasheet/U23-003).

The HaDaily time series are compared in pairs to study the different variability types.
Spatial variability is studied on intra-site (four tests), inter-slope (six tests), inter-altitude (six tests),
and inter-site (eight tests) levels. Temporal variability is studied only at the inter-year level (18 tests).
As the HaDaily distributions were not Gaussian and the 50 values of the time series were obtained for
the same days for the two compared series, we decided to perform Wilcoxon Signed Rank bilateral tests
for paired samples. To account for the zeros in the difference series, we used the wsrTest function from
the asht package [104]. The estimated p-values are associated with the Hodges-Lehmann estimator
and its 95% confidence interval. It corresponds to the pseudo-median of the serie of differences
and is consistent with the median under the assumption that the serie of differences distribution is
symmetric [105]. All p-values were corrected with the false discovery rate method, which is more
powerful than Bonferroni to identify truly significant comparisons [106,107]. Finally, we plotted
the transformed p-values to logarithmic decimal base and compared them to the 1.30 threshold
corresponding to −log10(0.05).

Persistence indices were compared in intra-site, inter-slope, inter-altitude, inter-site, and inter-year.
We also calculated the PI inter-year mean and standard deviation to quantify the risk of error in the
persistence estimates if the studies are conducted over only one year.

3. Results

3.1. Intra-Site Variability

All intra-site HaDaily comparisons on Anglas and Arrious showed significant differences
(Figure 3). At the Anglas site (Figure 2), the pseudo-medians of the differences ranged from 0.75 h
in 2019 to 2.08 h in 2017. These differences corresponded to one-sixth and up to almost half of the
HaDailyref of 4.5 h. These were reflected in the persistence indices, which differed from only 0.171
in 2019 (1.073–0.902) and 0.473 in 2017 (1.406–0.933). In 2018, the indices indicated the population
persistence according to both records while in 2017 and 2019, one of the two indicated a non-zero
extinction probability, respectively of 0.067 and 0.098. Regardless of the year, one of the replicates
always had a higher persistence index than the other. At the Arrious site (Figure 2), the pseudo-median
difference was 0.67 h and the extinction probabilities were 0.270 and 0.123 (Tables 1 and 2).

Table 1. Wilcoxon Signed Rank bilateral tests for paired samples on the intra-site level. p-values have
been corrected by the FDR method and are shown in Figure 3. The pseudo-medians of the daily activity
hours differences and their 95% confidence interval as well as the associated persistence indices (PI)
are also presented. Significant differences are in bold.

p-Value Pseudo-Median [IC95%] PI
An1 vs. An2 in 2017 8.28 × 10−6 −2.08 [−3.00; −1.42] An1: 0.933, An2: 1.406
An1 vs. An2 in 2018 4.87 × 10−4 −1.67 [−2.42; −0.83] An1: 1.136, An2: 1.510
An1 vs. An2 in 2019 1.04 × 10−5 −0.75 [−1.00; −0.33] An1: 0.902, An2: 1.073
Ar1 vs. Ar2 in 2019 2.65 × 10−5 −0.67 [−1.00; −0.42] Ar1: 0.730, Ar2: 0.897

https://www.onsetcomp.com/datasheet/U23-003
https://www.onsetcomp.com/datasheet/U23-003
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Table 2. Interpretation of the persistence index, calculation of the extinction probability (extP), and of
the activity time safety margin (HaSM).

2017 2018 2019
NH PI ≥ 1→ HaSM = 29.25 h PI ≥ 1→ HaSM = 11.25 h PI ≥ 1→ HaSM = 68.40 h
SH PI < 1→ extP = 0.125 PI ≥ 1→ HaSM = 34.65 h PI ≥ 1→ HaSM = 7.20 h
NB PI < 1→ extP = 0.250 PI ≥ 1→ HaSM = 10.58 h PI ≥ 1→ HaSM = 4.72 h
SB PI ≥ 1→ HaSM = 33.30 h PI < 1→ extP = 0.001 PI < 1→ extP = 0.032
P PI ≥ 1→ HaSM = 43.88 h

An1 PI < 1→ extP = 0.067 PI ≥ 1→ HaSM = 30.60 h PI < 1→ extP = 0.098
An2 PI ≥ 1→ HaSM = 91.35 h PI ≥ 1→ HaSM = 114.75 h PI ≥ 1→ HaSM = 16.42 h
Ar1 PI < 1→ extP = 0.270
Ar2 PI < 1→ extP = 0.103

Figure 3. p-values of the 42 Wilcoxon Sign Ranked tests for paired samples, corrected with the false
discovery rate method (FDR). The spatial variability (circles) is studied on the left side of the graph
and the temporal variability (cross) on the right side. Concerning the intra-site variability (part
Replicates) and the inter-slope and inter-altitude variabilities (parts Slope and Altitude), the three
grouped graduations correspond to the analysis of the data from 2017 then 2018 then 2019. For the
inter-site comparisons (part Site), the graduations permit to distinguish the two replicates from the
Anglas and Arrious sites. The comparison order is the same as in Tables 1 and 3–5.

3.2. Inter-Slope and Inter-Altitude Variability

At the Peyreget site (Figure 2), the effect of slope was significant for half of the tests (Figure 3).
At high altitude, the HaDaily pseudo-median was higher in the north than in the south in 2017 and
2019. At low altitude, the opposite was observed in 2017. The pseudo-medians of the differences
ranged from 1.25 to 1.83 h, which corresponded to about one-third of the HaDailyref of 4.5 h (Table 3).

The effect of altitude was significant on two-thirds of the tests (Figure 3). On the north slope,
the HaDaily pseudo-median was higher at high altitude than at low altitude in 2017 and 2019; this result
was also observed on the south slope in 2018. In 2017, on the south slope, the reverse trend was
observed. The pseudo-medians of the differences ranged from 0.75 to 1.67 h, which corresponded to
17–37% of the HaDailyref of 4.5 h (Table 3).

The persistence indices reflected these many disparities, ranging from 0.750 on NL in 2017 to
1.304 on NH in 2019. For five of the seven presented comparisons, only one of the two persistence
indices was greater than 1 (NH vs. SH in 2017, NL vs. SL in 2017, NH vs. NL in 2017, SH vs. SL in
2017 and 2018), which also indicated a significant difference in the persistence probability. Finally,



Remote Sens. 2020, 12, 2908 11 of 29

four indices indicated an activity time safety margin greater than 10% of the persistence threshold of
225 h for NH in 2017 (+0.130 ~29.25 h) and 2019 (+0.304 ~68.40 h), SH in 2018 (+0.154 ~34.65 h), and SL
in 2017 (+0.148 ~33.30 h) (Tables 2 and 3).

Table 3. Wilcoxon Signed Rank bilateral tests for paired samples on the inter-slope and
inter-altitude levels. p-values have been corrected by the FDR method and are shown in Figure 3.
The pseudo-medians of the daily activity hours differences and their 95% confidence interval as well as
the associated persistence indices (PI) are also presented. Significant differences are in bold.

p-Value Pseudo-Median [IC95%] PI
NH vs. SH in 2017 9.43 × 10−3 1.25 [0.50; 2.00] NH: 1.130, SH: 0.875
NH vs. SH in 2018 0.218 −0.58 [−1.33; 0.25] NH: 1.050, SH: 1.154
NH vs. SH in 2019 1.29 × 10−3 1.25 [0.58; 1.92] NH: 1.304, SH: 1.032
NL vs. SL in 2017 2.23 × 10−4 −1.83 [−2.58; −1.00] NL: 0.750, SL: 1.148
NL vs. SL in 2018 0.187 0.42 [−0.17; 0.83] NL: 1.047, SL: 0.999
NL vs. SL in 2019 0.476 0.25 [−0.33; 0.92] NL: 1.021, SL: 0.968

NH vs. NL in 2017 2.23 × 10−4 1.67 [0.83; 2.58] NH: 1.130, NL: 0.750
NH vs. NL in 2018 0.902 0.08 [−0.75; 0.92] NH: 1.050, NL: 1.047
NH vs. NL in 2019 9.49 × 10−3 1.33 [0.42; 2.25] NH: 1.304, NL: 1.021
SH vs. SL in 2017 5.71 × 10−3 −1.25 [−2.00; −0.50] SH: 0.875, SL: 1.148
SH vs. SL in 2018 5.71 × 10−3 0.75 [0.33; 1.17] SH: 1.154, SL: 0.999
SH vs. SL in 2019 0.436 0.25 [−0.25; 0.83] SH: 1.032, SL: 0.968

3.3. Inter-Site Variability

Inter-site comparisons between Anglas, Arrious, and Peyreget sites were carried out using
temperatures recorded in 2019, and three quarters of the comparisons showed significant differences
(Figure 3). The HaDaily pseudo-median on Peyreget site was higher than those calculated from the
temperatures measured on Anglas and Arrious sites in three out of four cases. For comparisons
between Anglas and Arrious, the HaDaily pseudo-medians on Anglas were almost always higher
than those on Arrious. The pseudo-medians of significant differences ranged from 0.83 to 2.17,
represented up to almost half of the HaDailyref of 4.5 h. All of these differences were associated with
persistence indices ranging from 0.730 for a replicate of Arrious to 1.195 for the P locality. For all
comparisons except An1- Ar1, only one of the two indices was greater than 1 indicating differences in
persistence between study sites (Tables 2 and 4).

Table 4. Wilcoxon Signed Rank bilateral tests for paired samples on the inter-site level. p-values have
been corrected by the FDR method and are shown in Figure 3. The pseudo-medians of the daily activity
hours differences and their 95% confidence interval as well as the associated persistence indices (PI)
are also presented. Significant differences are in bold.

p-Value Pseudo-Median [IC95%] PI
P vs. An1 1.06 × 10−2 1.42 [0.42; 2.25] P: 1.195, An1: 0.902
P vs. An2 0.187 −0.58 [−0.25; 1.42] P: 1.195, An2: 1.073
P vs. Ar1 2.23 × 10−4 2.17 [0.92; 3.17] P: 1.195, Ar1: 0.730
P vs. Ar2 9.37 × 10−3 1.25 [0.42; 2.17] P: 1.195, Ar2: 0.897

An1 vs. Ar1 9.49 × 10−3 0.83 [0.33; 1.33] An1: 0.902, Ar1: 0.730
An1 vs. Ar2 0.975 0.00 [−0.50; 0.58] An1: 0.902, Ar2: 0.897
An2 vs. Ar1 2.23 × 10−4 1.67 [0.92; 2.33] An2: 1.073, Ar1: 0.730
An2 vs. Ar2 2.09 × 10−2 0.92 [0.17; 1.42] An2: 1.073, Ar2: 0.897

3.4. Inter-Year Variability

Inter-year comparisons, made at Arrious and Peyreget sites, showed significant differences for
only five of the eighteen tests (Figure 3). At NL, the HaDaily pseudo-median was lower in 2017 than
in 2018 and 2019. At SH, the HaDaily pseudo-median was also lower in 2017 than in 2018. For one
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of the two Anglas replicates, the HaDaily pseudo-median was lower in 2019 than in 2017 and 2018.
The significant HaDaily differences ranged from 1.08 to 2.25 h, which corresponds to half of the
HaDailyref of 4.5 h. They were associated with persistence indices ranging from 0.750 to 1.510. At the
NL and SH localities, the HaDaily difference was associated with a significant difference in persistence
since the indices for 2017 indicated non-zero extinction probabilities, 0.250 for NL and 0.125 for SH.
At Anglas, all indices involved in significant differences were above 1 and the activity time safety
margin ranged from 16.42 h in 2019 to 114.75 h in 2018. Finally, the inter-year variability measured
using the standard deviation ranged from ±0.096 to ±0.228 corresponding to ±21.6 h (0.096 × 225)
and ±51.3 h (0.228 × 225) of activity (Tables 2 and 5).

Table 5. Wilcoxon Signed Rank bilateral tests for paired samples on the inter-year level. p-values have
been corrected by the FDR method and are shown in Figure 3. The pseudo-medians of the daily activity
hours differences and their 95% confidence interval as well as the associated persistence indices (PI),
annual mean, and standard deviation are also presented. Significant differences detected are in bold,
an asterisk indicates those that are also seem biologically relevant.

p-Value Pseudo-Median [IC95%] PI in 2017, 2018, 2019, Mean ± SD
2017 vs. 2018 for NH 0.690 −0.25 [−0.58; 1.25] 1.130, 1.050, 1.304, 1.161 ± 0.130
2017 vs. 2019 for NH 0.125 −0.92 [−2.08; 0.17]
2018 vs. 2019 for NH 7.37 × 10−2 * −1.08 [−2.33; −0.08] *
2017 vs. 2018 for NL 1.02 × 10−2 −1.33 [−2.25; −0.42] 0.750, 1.047, 1.021, 0.939 ± 0.164
2017 vs. 2019 for NL 1.17 × 10−2 −1.08 [−1.83; −0.33]
2018 vs. 2019 for NL 0.690 0.17 [−0.50; 0.83]
2017 vs. 2018 for SH 1.94 × 10−2 −1.17 [−2.08; −0.42] 0.875, 1.154, 1.032, 1.020 ± 0.140
2017 vs. 2019 for SH 0.177 −0.75 [−1.58; 0.17]
2018 vs. 2019 for SH 0.187 0.50 [−0.25; 1.25]
2017 vs. 2018 for SL 0.125 0.83 [−0.17; 1.67] 1.148, 0.999, 0.968, 1.038 ± 0.096
2017 vs. 2019 for SL 0.125 * 1.08 [−0.17; 2.17] *
2018 vs. 2019 for SL 0.857 0.08 [−0.83; 1.08]

2017 vs. 2018 for An1 0.106 −0.75 [−1.83; 0.08] 0.933, 1.136, 0.902, 0.990 ± 0.127
2017 vs. 2019 for An1 0.690 0.25 [−0.67; 1.08]
2018 vs. 2019 for An1 5.53 × 10−2 * 1.25 [0.17; 2.17] *
2017 vs. 2018 for An2 0.476 −0.50 [−1.83; 0.83] 1.406, 1.510, 1.073, 1.330 ± 0.228
2017 vs. 2019 for An2 2.78 × 10−2 1.83 [0.42; 2.92]
2018 vs. 2019 for An2 2.78 × 10−2 2.25 [0.50; 3.67]

4. Discussion

4.1. Why Should Multi-Site Studies Be Favored?

Previously, we use the term “site” to refer to a given location, namely, in our study, Anglas, Arrious,
and Peyreget, three locations in the studied species habitat. In the following general section, the term
“multi-site” refers to different spatial levels: that of replicates (intra-site comparisons), that of sites
(inter-slope and inter-altitude comparisons), and that of the species’ habitat (inter-site comparisons).
Thus, in the following paragraphs, we detail the importance of considering these various levels.

4.1.1. To Assess the Spatial Variability Due to Micro-Habitat

Contrary to what was expected, all comparisons between the two replicates placed only one
meter apart showed significant HaDaily differences representing up to almost twice the reference
daily activity time, HaDailyref. In addition, persistence indices widely varied, sometimes indicating a
non-zero extinction probability and sometimes a persistence margin (at Anglas, PI varied from 0.902
to 1.510, Table 1). These results probably highlight the existence of the micro-climate felt by lizards
at soil and scree level. The rocks composition and their density modulate the thermal conductivity
and thus the micro-habitat temperature [108]. For instance, the Pyrenean rock lizard lives on screes
composed of sandstone, shale, and volcanic rocks [94,109]. These rocks have different properties,
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such as their mineralogy, granulometry, and water content, which influence thermal conductivity [110].
For example, thermal conductivity increases with the density of dry sandstone and siltstone rocks [110].
For granites composed of quartz and feldspath, minerals also present in sandstones, the authors
of [111] demonstrated that thermal conductivity is higher when they contain water and have low
porosity. Thus, all rocks in the Pyrenean rock lizard habitat have different thermal conductivities
which may explain the differences observed in the calculations of activity times and persistence indices.
The availability of various thermal micro-habitats can provide thermal refuges, which are essential
to allow activity and contribute to population persistence [59,112]. Regardless of the year, one of the
replicates always had a higher persistence index than the other which would indicate some consistency
in micro-habitat quality. The spatial variability between two closely spaced data-loggers is rarely
studied in the literature. The study of [113] dealing with the soil temperature variability showed that
two data-loggers only 40 cm apart measured temperatures that differed by 4 ◦C on average. This study
and our observations raise the importance of deploying a biomimetic loggers network in order to
apprehend all the existing variability within the studied site.

4.1.2. To Assess the Spatial Variability Due to Habitat, Slope, Altitude and Hydrography

The inter-slope and inter-altitude study revealed a wide disparity in activity times and persistence
indices. The pseudo-medians of the significant differences corresponded to between 17% and 41% of
the HaDailyref (at Peyreget, ranging from 0.75 to 1.83 (Table 3) in regard to HaDailyref = 4.5 h). On 70%
of significant differences, one persistence index was above 1 and the other below. Depending on the
studied locality, the persistence index indicated the population persistence over all three years (NH
locality) or only a few years (other localities). Thus, the study of a single locality is not representative
of the study site [62] making spatial replication of sampling mandatory to measure the variability
observed at the site and incorporate it into population management decisions [114].

For 70% of the detected differences, as expected, HaDaily pseudo-medians were greater in the
north localities compared to the south and high compared to low. Over one on the three years,
the activity time safety margins were also consistent with the expected, greater in the north and at
high altitude than in the south and at low altitude. However, these patterns were not observed in the
other years. For instance, in 2017, the daily activity times were higher at SL than at NL and SH and the
persistence indices also reflected these differences. As the activity time depends on two thresholds,
habitat suitability may be limited by too low or too high temperatures. In 2017, the percentage of
operative temperatures (Te) included in the voluntary thermal range was only 24% for NL and 28% for
SH localities while it was 37% for SL. Moreover, the percentage of Te above the VTmax was higher at
NL than at SH than at SL, while it was more similar below the VTmin (Figure A1). These observations
indicate that the activity time would be rather limited by too high temperatures. Slope orientation and
habitat could explain these surprising results. Indeed, the in natura study did not allow to define sites
strictly exposed to north and south and thus raised the important effect of slope orientation. Moreover,
the scree diversity provides a thermal conductivity range, which is lower when the rock density is low
and the stone blocks are distant (the scree type on SL) and higher when the scree is compact, wide,
and broad (the scree type on NH and SH) [110]. Thus, a low elevation habitat may be more favorable
than a high elevation habitat. All these results partially challenge the hypothesis that species would
migrate to higher altitudes with more favorable temperatures [58,69] and highlight the role of slope
orientation and habitat on the micro-climate felt by individuals [62,115,116].

Finally, the study of inter-site variability showed significant differences between sites at similar
altitudes. In our study case, the HaDaily pseudo-median was always higher at the Peyreget site than at
the Anglas and Arrious sites regardless of the replicate. Furthermore, HaDaily pseudo-medians
at Anglas were higher than at Arrious. These differences are coupled with persistence indices
indicating an activity time safety margin of almost 20% of the minimum total activity time required for
recruitment at a site over a year (at the Peyreget site, PI = 0.195) while the indices indicate extinction
probabilities for 3 of the 4 biomimetic loggers deployed on the two other sites (Anglas and Arrious).
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However, these results seem to be at odds with the observed lizard densities as the Arrious site has
the highest while the Peyreget site has the lowest. Here, the persistence index is only calculated from
the activity time, which is itself only calculated from the Te, while other environmental parameters
such as wind and humidity influence it and therefore the persistence [20,117,118]. At the Arrious site,
local naturalists have already noticed that individuals were closer to the river when temperatures were
higher (M. Berroneau and G. Pottier, personal communication) (Figure 2). This observation supports
the new thermo-hydroregulation concept explained in [119]. A population close to a water source
would be more tolerant towards high temperatures because it would benefit from higher air moisture
that would reduce the dehydration risk [119]. Thus, the activity times and associated persistence
indices may not reflect the observed lizard densities because the humidity was not taken into account.
Moreover, the study of this particular site reveals patterns of more general importance and emphasizes
the need of considering extra variables such as the distance to the nearest water point, air humidity
or water balance to assess the population persistence and the species distribution [120,121]. It also
highlights the relevance of studying several sites to characterize the variables combinations allowing
the perenniality of a species [108,121].

4.2. Why Should Multi-Year Studies Be Favored?

Only 28% of the comparisons for the study of temporal variability showed a significant difference
on HaDaily pseudo-medians while 71% were significant for the study of spatial variability (Figure 3).
This would suggest that spatial variability would be more important than temporal variability.
However, the largest undetected difference on tests of temporal variability is more than twice as large
as on tests of spatial variability (1.25 versus 0.58, see Tables 1 and 3–5). Pseudo-median differences
are therefore equally important for the temporal variability but they seem to be less easily detected.
As underlined in [122], it would be appropriate to overlook the dichotomy between “significant”
and “not significant” and focus on comparing results between them. Furthermore, an insignificant
p-value may result from a large variability within the serie studied and does not necessarily mean
that the tested hypothesis is true [123]. In our study case, on Anglas for the 2018 versus 2019
comparison, the pseudo-median is 1.25 h and is framed by the confidence interval [0.17; 2.17]
(Table 5); this difference, although statistically insignificant after FDR correction, is biologically relevant.
Furthermore, tests indicating estimators that correspond to almost 25% of HaDailyref can be considered
biologically relevant; here this concerns the differences 2018 versus 2019 on NH and 2017 versus 2019
on SL. Thus, there were appreciable biological inter-annual variability on all studied localities.

The pseudo-medians of the calculated difference series represented up to half of the reference
daily activity time (from 1.08 to 2.25 h (Table 5) in regard to HaDailyref = 4.5 h). These differences were
associated with very various persistence indices depending on the year. For example, for the SH locality,
the index indicated an extinction probability of 0.125 in 2017 and activity time safety margins of 34.65
and 7.20 h in 2018 and 2019 (Table 2). Conducting the study only in 2017 would have encouraged habitat
protection policies while conducting it only in 2018 or 2019 would have indicated that populations
would be maintained. Moreover, the average persistence index over the three years was 1.020 ± 0.140,
which did not exclude the possibility of local population extinction in this locality. The same result
was observed in the SL locality, the average index was 1.038 ± 0.096. Averaging persistence indices
over several years allows a better assessment of the risk of local extinction. Indeed, if only one year
is unfavorable, knowing that adults are capable of reproducing every year [92], this year will not be
representative of the population fate. In our study case, in 2019, the heatwave from 22–25 July [124] was
observed on all nine records, operative temperatures exceeding the upper critical lethal temperature
CTmax at all locations studied except NH (Figure A2). Inversely, during the coldwave that occurred
from 27–31 July [124], operative temperatures dropped below CTmin. Low altitude localities (~2050 m)
were more impacted than the Peyreget peak localities (Figure A2). These excessively high or low
temperatures force individuals to remain in their shelters for a longer period of time, which could
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explain, for instance, lower activity times than in 2018 (Table 2). Thus, our results highlight the
importance of considering inter-annual variability in biodiversity conservation studies.

4.3. Remote Sensing for Biodiversity Conservation

4.3.1. Biomimetic Loggers Development to be Even More Similar to Remote Sensing Tools

In the broadest sense, remote sensing tools allow to collect data about an object without contact
with it [24,25]. Various methods can be used, such as reception of electromagnetic radiation emitted or
reflected by the object [24] or use of a biomimetic model that mimics the physical properties of the
object you wish to study coupled with a data-logger [11]. This second method permits the acquisition
of animal-specific data which is not possible with classical methods. However, it requires at least the
biomimetic logger deployment in the habitat of the studied species. The use of more expensive cloud
data-loggers that send data to a server eliminates the need for data collection in the field (as done in
our study) [125]. In this sense, coupling a biomimetic model with a cloud data-logger allows data to be
directly obtained on a server as with conventional remote sensing tools, further facilitating multi-site
and multi-year studies.

4.3.2. Linking Ecological and Remote Sensing Communities

Interdisciplinary approaches between biodiversity conservation and remote sensing fields are
developing [30,126–128]. Remote sensing data, due to their great diversity, can be used for many
applications [30]. For example, the plant specific diversity can be assessed from data characterizing
the soil [129]. Maps produced by species distribution models are more reliable when the models
integrate environmental, ecosystem structure or habitat quality variables [1,128,130]. Furthermore,
remote sensing data allows to detect the effects of possible habitat modifications [54] and to follow the
consequences of protection actions implemented [30]. Finally, the data collected in situ, for instance,
physiological data from biomimetic loggers use or experiments, demographic data from counts,
tracking movements data from transmitter collars, complement those acquired by conventional remote
sensing methods and are essential for improving conservation strategies [127,131]. For example,
defining the activity time (related to physiology) and the persistence index can allow the construction
of a mechanistic species distribution model [88]. The activity time mechanistic variable can also be
integrated in the same way as climate and habitat variables (possibly measured by remote sensing) in
a distribution model [83]. This last modeling method, called the hybrid method, is growing rapidly
because it combines the advantages of the two main distribution model types, the ease to use of
correlative models and the explanatory power of mechanistic models [132,133].

5. Conclusions

Here, we highlighted the effect of the environment spatio-temporal variability on a body
temperature proxy, the operative temperature, measured with an original remote sensing tool,
a biomimetic logger. Relying on a level of replication as low as three sites over three years showed
that proxies of activity times, calculated from operative temperatures and the associated persistence
index, varied greatly at the all levels studied, i.e., within a single site, between sites, and between years.
The newly defined persistence index provides interesting and promising basis to understand how
different levels of variability may impact population sustainability but still needs formal validation
through biological dedicated field or experimental studies. We encourage thus further research on the
possible use of this method on other species and other temperature records, to gain confidence in its
definition and possibly proves that it can become a new simple and cheap alternative to population
studies. Getting back to remote sensing sensu lato, undoubtedly, biomimetic loggers, thanks to their
large storage capacity, their ease of use, but above all their independent data collection on remote
sites, are perfectly adapted to a multi-year and multi-site deployment. In addition, the deployment
of this equipment enables noninvasive, reproducible, and low time-consuming studies. To sum up,
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we advocate that biomimetic loggers find a place in the essential toolbox of anyone involved in
biodiversity conservation programs, particularly for endangered species living in constrained habitats,
such as mountain environments. To facilitate this appropriation, we provide below a guide for this tool
use, addressing practical considerations based on our field experience. Finally, we highlight the lack of
accessible statistical methods to study and compare the variability of interdependent data such as time
series or the Earth’s surface images, and encourage mathematicians to take up this underexplored
research area.

6. A Quick User Guide for Biomimetic Loggers in Mountain Landscapes

6.1. Why Use a Biomimetic Logger/Sensor?

The analysis of spatio-temporal variability is essential and requires a lot of data to be collected
in different locations and over several years. The greater the number of locations and years studied,
the more accurately the different variability levels can be well studied. Massive data recordings require
a reliable tool that is easy and quick to install, reasonably priced, and records data independently.
Biomimetic logger remote technology offers new opportunities to improve the understanding of
biodiversity responses to climate change by integrating the effect of spatio-temporal variability. It is a
very suitable tool to better address conservation issues even in remote, hard-to-reach, and isolated
habitats where monitoring is perilous [39,56]. Biomimetic loggers were broadly used for studies on the
inter-tidal environment [40,55,59] and is developing in the mountain environment. Data recording
only requires deployment and sometimes return to the field to collect them (see the last paragraph in
Section 6.2 for more sophisticated alternatives), which greatly helps monitoring in these constraining
habitats. Moreover, this tool ensures reproducibility of measurement methods [29] over each year and
each study point and thus facilitates multi-year and multi-site studies. Thus, biomimetic logger could
become an indispensable tool in the coming years hence the importance of knowing how to use them.

6.2. Materials

In essence, any biomimetic logger is composed of a data-logger whose probe is inserted into a
biomimetic model [134]. Of course, the material should be chosen according to the parameter(s) one
wishes to measure, e.g., humidity and temperature, and the characteristics of the probe, e.g., range,
accuracy, resolution, and drift [65]. Whatever the kind of data-logger, the main challenge is to built
a biomimetic model with same physical properties than organism [11,46]. To measure the operative
temperature, a body temperature proxy, the biomimetic model has the same thermal characteristics
as the animal in terms of radiation, conduction and convection and the data-logger is coupled to a
thermal probe [46,55,61]. Similarly, to study the dehydration risk, the biomimetic model presents the
water characteristics of the animal and a probe measures the relative humidity inside the model [135].
An infinite number of models can be constructed to answer a wide variety of biological questions.

To test the representativeness of biomimetic model, one usual approach is to compare data
measured from the (physical) model and from the (biological) individual. For lizards, biomimetic
models used are most often made of copper, PVC, or polypropylene [11,83,114]. To assess their
reliability, a probe is inserted inside and the three types of models are placed in a vivarium with an
individual equipped with a cloacal temperature sensor. At regular time intervals, temperatures are
measured and then the four recorded series are compared [63]. This methodology permits to identify
which type of model best represents the organism properties, with what accuracy, and to modify it
if necessary.

In our study, like so many others (see, for example, in [11]), we use HOBO R© Pro v2 Onset U23-003
data-loggers with one or two temperature sensors. The environmentally friendly and robust housing
of the HOBO Pro v2 data-logger is designed for years of reliable use in outdoor applications. Models
U23-001 and U23-002 are also equipped with user-replaceable RH sensors. The recorder uses an optical
USB communication interface (via hand-held or compatible base station) for launching and reading
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the recorder. The optical interface allows the recorder to be discharged without compromising the
electronics. USB compatibility allows easy installation and fast downloads. HOBOware R© software
version 2.2.1 or higher is required for operation of the recorder. For Onset HOBO R© Pro v2 hardware,
visit www.onsetcomp.com for compatible software. This type of data-logger is the simplest and most
commonly used type: it requires only connection to the computer using a hand-held station to launch
it and further connection to download the data [23].

There are more sophisticated types of data-loggers, such as those requiring a radio communication
to transfer the data to the computer. The computer only needs to be close to the data-logger to collect
the data, thus keeping the data-logger in place for the duration of the study. The battery lasts
longer, accuracy and resolution are better. However, the radio channel is not available worldwide,
which may hamper its use, and the cost is twice as high as the first type [65]. Other studies use “cloud
data-loggers” [125], where data are sent directly to a server [136,137]. This type of data-logger has the
enormous advantage of obtaining data in real time and thus being able to control the quality of the
data and the correctness of the recording, but the cost of the equipment is much higher. It seems that
they are (at least yet) not currently or widely used with biomimetic models.

6.3. Prerequisites for the Installation of the Equipment in the Mountains

Before installing the equipment in the field, especially since it is remote and the slightest omission
will be detrimental, it is advisable to prepare and program it carefully before starting the field work.
You will need the installation program, a recording device on your computer, and access to the internet.
For instructions specific to the different types of recorders, the guidelines can be downloaded from the
methods section provided on the manufacturers’ websites or by consulting the help files for each type
of instrument. Alternatively, or additionally, you can consult the websites of the major programs that
have been successfully using this type of equipment for several years, such as the GLORIA program
(www.gloria.ac.at), which offers in its “Methods” section (https://gloria.ac.at/methods/dataloggers)
with very practical information on how to set up temperature recorders.

Important points to be checked include the following:

Time settings: The internal time of all temperature data-loggers must be set to GMT/UTC. To do
this, check your computer’s time to GMT/UTC when starting the loggers.

Start Time: When starting the loggers, choose “Delayed Start” and set the start time of all
data-loggers to the same time. If all the temperature data-loggers used in your program start
recording at the same time, you will allow direct comparisons and make data processing
much easier. In our study, the recordings all started at 06:00 p.m. with a 10 min frequency,
which allowed to characterize the time series with the same argument “start=c(1,109)”,
since 06:00 p.m. corresponds to the 109th value recorded over the day (6 × 18 + 1).

Recording interval: The recording interval must be consistent with that corresponding to the
ecophysiological quantity of interest. Allow for a safety zone of a few days to a few weeks and
make sure that the recorder configuration is set to stop recording after this time or when its
memory is full.

If the installation is to be carried out in places with special (private) property or conservation
status (e.g., National Park) where special regulations apply, it is essential to obtain the necessary
permits well in advance of the study.

As for the practice of mountain leisure activities as a space of freedom which requires constant
vigilance and is subject to objective risks, the usual precautionary instructions concerning the practice
of mountain activities must be observed. The weather conditions of the moment must be perfectly
known and anticipated. The equipment must be adapted to the route envisaged on a varied terrain.
Preparing, revising if necessary, the use of the appropriate equipment for the difficulties of the route is

www.onsetcomp.com
www.gloria.ac.at
https://gloria.ac.at/methods/dataloggers
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an additional guarantee of safety. It is also a matter of course to inform your professional entourage or,
failing that, your family and friends of the course you are planning to set up. All of these precautions
will allow you to make the exit in the best conditions and will minimize the risk of an emergency call
in the mountains.

6.4. Installation

Once in the field, you need to know how to install the equipment. The procedure obviously
depends on the points discussed in Section 6.1. In our case study, we measured operative temperatures
of lizards in mountain scree. In this case, the simplest installation consisted of placing the PVC tube
imitating the surface lizard on a rock (see Figure 1) and hiding the case of the data-logger in the scree,
taking care to protect the connection cable, which is vulnerable in an environment as mobile and
exposed as a high mountain scree. A variant allows to measure not only the operative temperature
outside as before, but also the operative temperature of a lizard hidden in the scree, mimicking the
conditions prevailing in the rocky outcrop (sheltered from the heat); in this case, it is advisable to
use a HOBO R© U23 Pro v2 Onset data-logger with two External Temperature sensors. For the study
of amphibians, where water loss may be of equal or greater importance than the thermal aspects,
the biomimetic models used may be physical models in agarose (other possibilities exist, as discussed
in [138,139], for example) coupled with data-loggers recording both temperature and relative humidity
such as HOBO R© U23 Pro v2 External Temperature/Relative Humidity Data-Logger; they allow to
estimate the frequency of exceeding the limits of the thermal optimum (Topt) in conjunction with the
critical water loss by evaporation (EWLcrit) as recently done by [135].

Depending on the biological question and the number of available biomimetic loggers,
the deployment can be carried out in one or more occasions, over more or fewer sampling points.
All biomimetic loggers can be deployed in the field and data will be collected only once at the end of the
study [11]. It is also possible to deploy them on a sampling point for a certain time period, then collect
the data and move them to another point and so on [140]. Moreover, they can be deployed always
on the same micro-habitat, exposed rock to the sun [11] or on different micro-habitats, exposed and
shaded rocks, different shelters [5,63]. The method of [140], which is slightly more constraining to
implement, could allow the study of a larger number of habitat types while having a low number of
biomimetic loggers. However, if it is necessary to obtain the data over the same time period, the first
will be preferred. A biomimetic logger network allow to apprehend all the existing variability felt
by species within the studied habitat [113]. Massive deployment will also minimize the dependency
between the biomimetic logger location and the measurements [83].

NOTA: Design considerations are not addressed here; they are linked to issues that can be turned
into questions beginning with the words: How much? When? Where? These very important aspects
fall within the concepts of protocol and experimental design, which are covered in the specialized
manuals. This field of knowledge is evolving very quickly. It is important to remember that it is
essential to use probability sampling designs, without which data processing may be difficult and/or
give biased estimates that prohibit or render abusive any inference [141–144]. Where there is no
constraint other than to ensure the most spatially balanced distribution across study sites, there are
spatially balanced sampling designs that are particularly useful [145].

Regardless of the probabilistic aspects underlying the design of the installation protocol,
common sense must be respected with certain situations to be avoided as far as possible: peaks
and edges of trails that are too crowded with tourists and hikers, areas subject to periodic maintenance
fires, mountain areas that concentrate livestock or with an increased risk of trampling, cliff edges,
crests exposed to strong winds, etc. These general recommendations are well known and detailed
in the manuals of the major mountain research programs (in particular the GLORIA program,
https://gloria.ac.at/downloads/manual [65]).

On a practical level, once the deployment strategy is decided, it is necessary to note for each
deployed model, which biomimetic model is associated with which data-logger and which probe,

https://gloria.ac.at/downloads/manual
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the sampling point GPS coordinates, the deployment dates and a distinctive element allowing
it to be easily found. Any useful micro-habitat characteristics are recorded, according to the
objectives of the program (see, for example, the survey sheets adopted within the GLORIA program).
Whenever justified or imposed by conditions, the equipment should be secured by connecting it with
a wire (for example) to the substrate. Finally, the device installation should be as discreet as possible to
limit the risk of damage or theft of the equipment. We advice to keep the same biomimetic loggers
each year on each site to get rid of the variabilities related to the measurement equipment. If the
environment in which the material is installed makes it very difficult to detect the material (e.g., scree,
rhododendron, or other shrub) it may be prudent to mark the site naturally (too much discretion
may be ineffective) by means of a cairn, or artificially (sometimes too visible) by means of a colored
biodegradable string tape, avoiding plastic or metal. Before, during, and after the installation, it is
important to take pictures of the sampling point and the deployed material. Field sheets must be
properly constructed to allow the collection of all this information, we can rely on the many protocols
developed by the GLORIA program [65]. Photographic documentation is crucial for various reasons,
for instance, to visually document the whole and details of the installation, to find the material at the
end of the recording period (which is not obvious in a mountain scree for example) and for the precise
reallocation of plots if necessary.

6.5. Field Recording and Its Constraints

By following the advice developed above, and in particular by avoiding exposed or disturbed
environments (hiking, periodic maintenance fires, cliff edges, hilltops exposed to strong winds, etc.),
recording will take place in the best conditions. However, various other hazards, most of which
cannot be controlled, are bound to occur. They are due to particular weather conditions (heavy rain or
lightning) or the activity of organisms present on the site (for example, the foraging activities of small
mammals or the curious behavior of birds). By respecting the recommendations listed in Sections 6.3
and 6.7, the risks of loss of recording quality must be reduced as much as possible.

To date, most biomimetic loggers use devices that has to be connected to a hand-held station or a
computer to download the data, as they are cheaper. The risk with that kind of equipment is that battery
suddenly collapses or the biomimetic model (i.e., the PVC tube) is moved by a person or a foraging
animal: on both cases, there is no way to know that something went wrong. More sophisticated cloud
data-loggers allow for permanent control of the quality of the data and the correctness of the recording
but their cost being higher.

6.6. Data Processing

The quality of the recorded data can be checked by representing the data and calculating basic
statistics such as quantiles, mean, and extremes. Then, the statistics should be discussed with the
data from the literature to assess their consistency. Data can be corrected by various programs in
which quality criteria are indicated [146,147]. The use of the data-logger type requiring field feedback
does not allow real-time control of the data, but their operation is rather reliable. In our study, all the
time series had consistent values and only one of them (over 21) was truncated: the cable connecting
the probe to the data-logger was torn by being gnawed by a foraging mammal. To overcome this
problem, the equipment was subsequently wrapped with wire mesh in 2018 and 2019. Thus, this type
of data-logger represents a good compromise between cost and reliability.

6.7. Maintenance and Storage of Equipment

With proper maintenance, the equipment should provide years of accurate and reliable
measurements. In the case of a study conducted over several years, there are two scenarios: either
the monitoring is continuous or the monitoring is discontinuous. In the case of a continuous
installation, the equipment is installed permanently for the duration of the study, and in this
case there is no maintenance or storage as such. However, depending on the frequency of data
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collection, two points should be checked. First, the functioning of the equipment in place—in general,
the flashing of a led attests to this, but one must be vigilant when reading it, especially in full
light, and be patient, the frequency of flashing is sometimes irregular and may differ according
to the data-logger. Second, the level of residual energy—it is essential to check the batteries,
or change them as a precaution, especially if the monitoring time is longer than the life span
declared by the manufacturer (for the Onset HOBO R© Pro v2 U23-00x series, see for example:
https://www.onsetcomp.com/files/manual_pdfs/10694-H-MAN-U23.pdf). In the harsh mountain
environment, especially with low winter temperatures, battery life is shortened.

In the case of a discontinuous installation, the equipment is installed several times (and therefore
removed as many times) throughout the duration of the study, and in this case there is minimal
maintenance and storage precautions during the period of non-use in the field. This is the case,
for example, in a study conducted over several years, with deployment of equipment only during each
breeding period. In the case of our study, conducted from 2017 to 2021 in the context of the program
“Climate Sentinels” (https://www.sentinelles-climat.org/), equipment was deployed only during
the breeding period of the species concerned; over the five years, equipment was thus installed and
removed five consecutive times. It is more prudent, when the technical configuration of the equipment
allows it, to disassemble the simple elements and dry them carefully (without, of course, touching the
connectors and the electronic circuits). Some types of equipment, for example the HOBO R© Pro v2
Onset with one or two temperature sensors that we use and more generally the HOBO R© Pro v2
U23-00x Onset series, contain bags of desiccant (Silicagel R© type), which can be changed before each
new installation or dried (oven or hair dryer). Between each deployment period, the equipment is
stored under the conditions prescribed by the manufacturer, which correspond at least, as common
sense dictates, to average temperatures in a dry place. It is more prudent to remove the batteries
during this period to avoid problems associated with maintaining batteries in any type of equipment.
If the equipment has markings, it is useful to check that these are legible and if necessary to renew
them. In the case of the HOBO R© Pro v2 External Temperature/External Temperature Data Logger
Onset hardware we use, the data-logger wire connecting the probe (placed inside the biomimetic
model) to the case of data-logger will be examined and repaired (e.g., taped) if traces of injury or bites
appear on these wires; an alternative is to change the wire when possible.

Last but not the least, quality control is key to the success of a program. Before each deployment
period, the reliability of the data-logger probe is checked. Quantity recording by the data-logger and
the associated probe can be launched in a controlled environment where the quantity is also measured
by another reliable probe. The comparison of the two series obtained then allows to identify any
possible errors in the recordings by the data-logger–probe couple tested as well as the drift [63].
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Abbreviations

The following abbreviations are used in this manuscript.

Te Operative temperature
Ha Activity time
HaDailyref Reference daily activity time
PI Persistence Indice
CTmin and CTmax Minimum and Maximum Critical lethal Temperature
VTmin and VTmax Minimum and Maximum Voluntary Temperature
VTR Voluntary Temperature Range

Appendix A

Figure A1. Operative temperatures (Te) measured over the day, defined by sunrise and sunset, over the
breeding period. Percentage distribution of Te within the voluntary thermal range (VTR) also called
the activity thermal range.
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Figure A2. Operative temperatures time series measured on the different study localities in 2019
from 15 July to 2 September. The heatwave from 22–25 July (beige polygon) and the coldwave from
27–31 July (blue polygon) were observed on all sites. The red lines represent VTmin and VTmax which
bounds the activity thermal range and the dotted black lines represent CTmin and CTmax which
bounds the tolerance thermal range.



Remote Sens. 2020, 12, 2908 23 of 29

References

1. Leitão, P.J.; Santos, M.J. Improving Models of Species Ecological Niches: A Remote Sensing Overview.
Front. Ecol. Evol. 2019, 7, 9. [CrossRef]

2. Rummukainen, M. Changes in climate and weather extremes in the 21st century: Changes in climate and
weather extremes. Wiley Interdiscip. Rev. Clim. Chang. 2012, 3, 115–129. [CrossRef]

3. Cattiaux, J.; Douville, H.; Schoetter, R.; Parey, S.; Yiou, P. Projected increase in diurnal and interdiurnal
variations of European summer temperatures. Geophys. Res. Lett. 2015, 42, 899–907. [CrossRef]

4. Suarez-Gutierrez, L.; Müller, W.A.; Li, C.; Marotzke, J. Dynamical and thermodynamical drivers of variability
in European summer heat extremes. Clim. Dyn. 2020. [CrossRef]

5. Vincze, M.; Borcia, I.D.; Harlander, U. Temperature fluctuations in a changing climate: An ensemble-based
experimental approach. Sci. Rep. 2017, 7, 254. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6. Meteo France. Bulletin Climatique Aquitaine Février 2019; Technical Report; Meteo France, CM Tarbes: Paris,
France, 2019. Available online: https://donneespubliques.meteofrance.fr/donnees_libres/bulletins/BCMR/
BCMR_02_201902.pdf (accessed on 27 August 2020).

7. Meteo France. Bulletin climatologique Nouvelle Aquitaine Février 2020; Technical Report; Meteo France: Paris,
France, 2020.

8. Bozinovic, F.; Bastías, D.A.; Boher, F.; Clavijo-Baquet, S.; Estay, S.A.; Angilletta, M.J. The Mean
and Variance of Environmental Temperature Interact to Determine Physiological Tolerance and Fitness.
Physiol. Biochem. Zool. 2011, 84, 543–552. [CrossRef]

9. Estay, S.A.; Clavijo-Baquet, S.; Lima, M.; Bozinovic, F. Beyond average: An experimental test of temperature
variability on the population dynamics of Tribolium confusum. Popul. Ecol. 2011, 53, 53–58. [CrossRef]

10. Vasseur, D.A.; DeLong, J.P.; Gilbert, B.; Greig, H.S.; Harley, C.D.G.; McCann, K.S.; Savage, V.; Tunney, T.D.;
O’Connor, M.I. Increased temperature variation poses a greater risk to species than climate warming.
Proc. R. Soc. B Biol. Sci. 2014, 281. [CrossRef]

11. Sinervo, B.; Mendez-de-la Cruz, F.; Miles, D.B.; Heulin, B.; Bastiaans, E.; Villagran-Santa Cruz, M.;
Lara-Resendiz, R.; Martinez-Mendez, N.; Calderon-Espinosa, M.L.; Meza-Lazaro, R.N.; et al. Erosion of
Lizard Diversity by Climate Change and Altered Thermal Niches. Science 2010, 328, 894–899. [CrossRef]

12. Arribas, O.J. Habitat selection, thermoregulation and activity of the Pyrenean Rock Lizard Iberolacerta
bonnali (LANTZ, 1927). Herpetozoa 2009, 22, 145–166.

13. Cahill, A.E.; Aiello-Lammens, M.E.; Fisher-Reid, M.C.; Hua, X.; Karanewsky, C.J.; Yeong Ryu, H.;
Sbeglia, G.C.; Spagnolo, F.; Waldron, J.B.; Warsi, O.; et al. How does climate change cause extinction?
Proc. R. Soc. B Biol. Sci. 2012, 280, 20121890. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Campbell-Staton, S.C.; Cheviron, Z.A.; Rochette, N.; Catchen, J.; Losos, J.B.; Edwards, S.V. Winter storms
drive rapid phenotypic, regulatory, and genomic shifts in the green anole lizard. Science 2017, 357, 495–498.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Buckley, L.B.; Huey, R.B. How Extreme Temperatures Impact Organisms and the Evolution of their Thermal
Tolerance. Integr. Comp. Biol. 2016, 56, 98–109. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Andrade, D.; Bevier, C.; de Carvalho, J. (Eds.) Amphibian and Reptile Adaptations to the Environment: Interplay
Between Physiology and Behavior; CRC Press: Boca Raton, FL, USA, 2016.

17. Tourneur, J.C.; Meunier, J. The successful invasion of the European earwig across North America reflects
adaptations to thermal regimes but not mean temperatures. bioRxiv 2019. [CrossRef]

18. Paaijmans, K.P.; Heinig, R.L.; Seliga, R.A.; Blanford, J.I.; Blanford, S.; Murdock, C.C.; Thomas, M.B.
Temperature variation makes ectotherms more sensitive to climate change. Glob. Chang. Biol. 2013,
19, 2373–2380. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

19. Kingsolver, J.G.; Diamond, S.E.; Buckley, L.B. Heat stress and the fitness consequences of climate change for
terrestrial ectotherms. Funct. Ecol. 2013, 27, 1415–1423. [CrossRef]

20. Clusella-Trullas, S.; Chown, S.L. Comment on “Erosion of Lizard Diversity by Climate Change and Altered
Thermal Niches”. Science 2011, 332, 537. [CrossRef]

21. Vicente Liz, A.; Santos, V.; Ribeiro, T.; Guimarães, M.; Verrastro, L. Are lizards sensitive to anomalous
seasonal temperatures? Long-term thermobiological variability in a subtropical species. PLoS ONE 2019,
14, e0226399. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fevo.2019.00009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/wcc.160
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014GL062531
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00382-020-05233-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-00319-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28325927
https://donneespubliques.meteofrance.fr/donnees_libres/bulletins/BCMR/BCMR_02_201902.pdf
https://donneespubliques.meteofrance.fr/donnees_libres/bulletins/BCMR/BCMR_02_201902.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/662551
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10144-010-0216-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2013.2612
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1184695
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2012.1890
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23075836
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.aam5512
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28774927
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/icb/icw004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27126981
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/550319
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12240
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23630036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.12145
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1195193
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0226399


Remote Sens. 2020, 12, 2908 24 of 29

22. Wang, R.; Gamon, J.A. Remote sensing of terrestrial plant biodiversity. Remote Sens. Environ. 2019,
231, 111218. [CrossRef]

23. Abd Allah, O.; Abdalla, M.; Abdalla, S.; Babiker, A.; Awad Allah, A. Universal Data Logger System for
Environmental Monitoring Applications. Indones. J. Electr. Eng. Inform. 2017, 5, 131–136. [CrossRef]

24. Campbell, J.B.; Wynne, R.H. Introduction to Remote Sensing, 5th ed.; Guilford Press: New York, NY, USA, 2011.
25. Wang, K.; Franklin, S.E.; Guo, X.; Cattet, M. Remote Sensing of Ecology, Biodiversity and Conservation:

A Review from the Perspective of Remote Sensing Specialists. Sensors 2010, 10, 9647–9667. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

26. Rocchini, D.; Marcantonio, M.; Da Re, D.; Chirici, G.; Galluzzi, M.; Lenoir, J.; Ricotta, C.; Torresani, M.; Ziv, G.
Time-lapsing biodiversity: An open source method for measuring diversity changes by remote sensing.
Remote Sens. Environ. 2019, 231, 111192. [CrossRef]

27. Reinisch, E.C.; Ziemann, A.K.; Flynn, E.B.; Theiler, J. Combining multispectral imagery and synthetic
aperture radar for detecting deforestation. In Algorithms, Technologies, and Applications for Multispectral and
Hyperspectral Imagery XXVI; Messinger, D.W.; Velez-Reyes, M., Eds.; SPIE: Bellingham, WA, USA, 2020; p. 7.

28. Rocchini, D.; Luque, S.; Pettorelli, N.; Bastin, L.; Doktor, D.; Faedi, N.; Feilhauer, H.; Féret, J.; Foody,
G.M.; Gavish, Y.; et al. Measuring β-diversity by remote sensing: A challenge for biodiversity monitoring.
Methods Ecol. Evol. 2018, 9, 1787–1798. [CrossRef]

29. Munafò, M.R.; Nosek, B.A.; Bishop, D.V.M.; Button, K.S.; Chambers, C.D.; Percie du Sert, N.; Simonsohn, U.;
Wagenmakers, E.J.; Ware, J.J.; Ioannidis, J.P.A. A manifesto for reproducible science. Nat. Hum. Behav. 2017.
[CrossRef]

30. Pettorelli, N.; Safi, K.; Turner, W. Satellite remote sensing, biodiversity research and conservation of the
future. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. B Biol. Sci. 2014, 369, 20130190. [CrossRef]

31. Gao, P.; Cheng, C.; Song, C. Satellite Remote Sensing for Biodiversity Conservation: Exemplary Practices and Lessons
Learned; Leidner, A.K., Buchanan, G.M., Eds.; Satellite Remote Sensing for Conservation Action: Case Studies
from Aquatic and Terrestrial Ecosystems; Cambridge University Press: Cambridge, UK, 2018; 372p.

32. Ortega Adarme, M.; Queiroz Feitosa, R.; Nigri Happ, P.; Aparecido De Almeida, C.; Rodrigues Gomes, A.
Evaluation of Deep Learning Techniques for Deforestation Detection in the Brazilian Amazon and Cerrado
Biomes From Remote Sensing Imagery. Remote Sens. 2020, 12, 910. [CrossRef]

33. Sagan, V.; Maimaitijiang, M.; Sidike, P.; Eblimit, K.; Peterson, K.; Hartling, S.; Esposito, F.; Khanal, K.;
Newcomb, M.; Pauli, D.; et al. UAV-Based High Resolution Thermal Imaging for Vegetation Monitoring,
and Plant Phenotyping Using ICI 8640 P, FLIR Vue Pro R 640, and thermoMap Cameras. Remote Sens. 2019,
11, 330. [CrossRef]

34. Song, W.; Song, W.; Gu, H.; Li, F. Progress in the Remote Sensing Monitoring of the Ecological Environment
in Mining Areas. Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2020, 17, 1846. [CrossRef]

35. Das, S.; Angadi, D.P. Land use-land cover (LULC) transformation and its relation with land surface
temperature changes: A case study of Barrackpore Subdivision, West Bengal, India. Remote Sens. Appl.
Soc. Environ. 2020, 19, 100322. [CrossRef]

36. Dou, J.; Yunus, A.P.; Tien Bui, D.; Sahana, M.; Chen, C.W.; Zhu, Z.; Wang, W.; Pham, B.T.
Evaluating GIS-Based Multiple Statistical Models and Data Mining for Earthquake and Rainfall-Induced
Landslide Susceptibility Using the LiDAR DEM. Remote Sens. 2019, 11, 638. [CrossRef]

37. Chan, B.K.K.; Lima, F.P.; Williams, G.A.; Seabra, R.; Wang, H.Y. A simplified biomimetic temperature
logger for recording intertidal barnacle body temperatures: Simplified Biomimetic Temperature Logger.
Limnol. Oceanogr. Methods 2016, 14, 448–455. [CrossRef]

38. Lathlean, J.A.; Ayre, D.J.; Coleman, R.A.; Minchinton, T.E. Using biomimetic loggers to measure interspecific
and microhabitat variation in body temperatures of rocky intertidal invertebrates. Mar. Freshw. Res. 2015,
66, 86. [CrossRef]

39. Lathlean, J.A.; McQuaid, C.D. Biogeographic Variability in the Value of Mussel Beds as Ecosystem Engineers
on South African Rocky Shores. Ecosystems 2017, 20, 568–582. [CrossRef]

40. Chan, S.H.; Loke, L.H.; Crickenberger, S.; Todd, P.A. Robonerite: A low-cost biomimetic temperature
logger to monitor operative temperatures of a common gastropod (Nerita spp.) in tropical urban seascapes.
HardwareX 2019, 6, e00075. [CrossRef]

41. Wethey, D.S.; Brin, L.D.; Helmuth, B.; Mislan, K. Predicting intertidal organism temperatures with modified
land surface models. Ecol. Model. 2011, 222, 3568–3576. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2019.111218
http://dx.doi.org/10.11591/ijeei.v5i2.289
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/s101109647
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22163432
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2019.05.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/2041-210X.12941
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41562-016-0021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2013.0190
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/rs12060910
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/rs11030330
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17061846
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rsase.2020.100322
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/rs11060638
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/lom3.10103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1071/MF13287
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10021-016-0041-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ohx.2019.e00075
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolmodel.2011.08.019


Remote Sens. 2020, 12, 2908 25 of 29

42. Erbakanov, L.; Atanassov, K.; Sotirov, S. Generalized Net Model of a Body Temperature Data Logger
Embedded System. Int. J. Bioautomotion 2015, 19, 237–244.

43. Shipley, J.R.; Kapoor, J.; Dreelin, R.A.; Winkler, D.W. An open-source sensor-logger for recording vertical
movement in free-living organisms. Methods Ecol. Evol. 2018, 9, 465–471. [CrossRef]

44. Nishiumi, N.; Matsuo, A.; Kawabe, R.; Payne, N.; Huveneers, C.; Watanabe, Y.Y.; Kawabata, Y.
A miniaturized threshold-triggered acceleration data-logger for recording burst movements of aquatic
animals. J. Exp. Biol. 2018, 221, jeb172346. [CrossRef]

45. Bedi, A.; Dalle, J.; Perrot, M.; Benoit, M. Mangrove restauration: Biomimetic artificial mangrove roots and
ecosystem-based management models. In Proceedings of the 5th International Mangrove Macrobenthos and
Management Meeting (MMM5), Singapore, 1–5 July 2019.

46. Helmuth, B.; Choi, F.; Matzelle, A.; Torossian, J.L.; Morello, S.L.; Mislan, K.; Yamane, L.; Strickland, D.;
Szathmary, P.L.; Gilman, S.E.; et al. Long-term, high frequency in situ measurements of intertidal mussel
bed temperatures using biomimetic sensors. Sci. Data 2016, 3, 160087. [CrossRef]

47. Wild, J.; Kopecký, M.; Macek, M.; Šanda, M.; Jankovec, J.; Haase, T. Climate at ecologically relevant scales:
A new temperature and soil moisture logger for long-term microclimate measurement. Agric. For. Meteorol.
2019, 268, 40–47. [CrossRef]

48. Upton, G.; Cook, I. A Dictionary of Statistics, 2nd ed.; Oxford University Press: Oxford, UK, 2008.
49. McMunn, M.S. A time-sorting pitfall trap and temperature datalogger for the sampling of surface-active

arthropods. HardwareX 2017, 1, 38–45. [CrossRef]
50. Pasquali, V.; D’Alessandro, G.; Gualtieri, R.; Leccese, F. A new data logger based on Raspberry-Pi for Arctic

Notostraca locomotion investigations. Measurement 2017, 110, 249–256. [CrossRef]
51. García, M.B.; Domingo, D.; Pizarro, M.; Font, X.; Gómez, D.; Ehrlén, J. Rocky habitats as microclimatic

refuges for biodiversity. A close-up thermal approach. Environ. Exp. Bot. 2020, 170, 103886. [CrossRef]
52. Lamb, J.S.; Satgé, Y.G.; Fiorello, C.V.; Jodice, P.G.R. Behavioral and reproductive effects of bird-borne data

logger attachment on Brown Pelicans (Pelecanus occidentalis) on three temporal scales. J. Ornithol. 2017,
158, 617–627. [CrossRef]

53. Beddows, P.A.; Mallon, E.K. Cave Pearl Data Logger: A Flexible Arduino-Based Logging Platform for
Long-Term Monitoring in Harsh Environments. Sensors 2018, 18, 530. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

54. Morley, P.J.; Donoghue, D.N.; Chen, J.C.; Jump, A.S. Quantifying structural diversity to better estimate
change at mountain forest margins. Remote Sens. Environ. 2019, 223, 291–306. [CrossRef]

55. Gilman, S.; Hayford, H.; Craig, C.; Carrington, E. Body temperatures of an intertidal barnacle and two whelk
predators in relation to shore height, solar aspect, and microhabitat. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 2015, 536, 77–88.
[CrossRef]

56. Chapperon, C.; Seuront, L. Space-time variability in environmental thermal properties and snail
thermoregulatory behaviour: Variability in snail thermoregulatory behaviour. Funct. Ecol. 2011,
25, 1040–1050. [CrossRef]

57. Tagliarolo, M.; McQuaid, C.D. Field Measurements Indicate Unexpected, Serious Underestimation of Mussel
Heart Rates and Thermal Tolerance by Laboratory Studies. PLoS ONE 2016, 11, e0146341. [CrossRef]

58. Tito, R.; Vasconcelos, H.L.; Feeley, K.J. Mountain Ecosystems as Natural Laboratories for Climate Change
Experiments. Front. For. Glob. Chang. 2020, 3, 38. [CrossRef]

59. Han, G.; Wang, W.; Dong, Y. Effects of balancing selection and microhabitat temperature variations on heat
tolerance of the intertidal black mussel Septifer virgatus. Integr. Zool. 2020. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

60. Monaco, C.J.; Wethey, D.S.; Helmuth, B. Thermal sensitivity and the role of behavior in driving an intertidal
predator-prey interaction. Ecol. Monogr. 2016, 86, 429–447. [CrossRef]

61. Helmuth, B.; Broitman, B.R.; Yamane, L.; Gilman, S.E.; Mach, K.; Mislan, K.A.S.; Denny, M.W. Organismal
climatology: Analyzing environmental variability at scales relevant to physiological stress. J. Exp. Biol. 2010,
213, 995–1003. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

62. Jiménez-Robles, O.; De la Riva, I. Lizards in the mist: Thermal niches constrained by habitat and
microclimates in the Andes of southern Bolivia. J. Biogeogr. 2019, 46, 1676–1686. [CrossRef]

63. Kubisch, E.; Corbalán, V.; Ibargüengoytía, N.; Sinervo, B. Local extinction risk of three species of lizard from
Patagonia as a result of global warming. Can. J. Zool. 2016, 94, 49–59. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/2041-210X.12893
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/jeb.172346
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sdata.2016.87
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.agrformet.2018.12.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ohx.2017.02.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.measurement.2017.07.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2019.103886
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10336-016-1418-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/s18020530
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29425185
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2019.01.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps11418
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2435.2011.01859.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0146341
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/ffgc.2020.00038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1749-4877.12439
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32297470
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ecm.1230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/jeb.038463
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20190124
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jbi.13660
http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/cjz-2015-0024


Remote Sens. 2020, 12, 2908 26 of 29

64. Sinervo, B.; Miles, D.B.; Wu, Y.; Méndez-De La Cruz, F.R.; Kirchhof, S.; Qi, Y. Climate change,
thermal niches, extinction risk and maternal-effect rescue of toad-headed lizards, Phrynocephalus Therm.
Extrem. Arabian Peninsula Qinghai-Tibetan Plateau. Integr. Zool. 2018, 13, 450–470. [CrossRef]

65. Pauli, H.; Gottfried, M.; Lamprecht, A.; Niessner, S.; Rumpf, S.; Winkler, M.; Steinbauer, K.; Grabherr, G.
The GLORIA Filed Manual, Standard Multi-Summit Approach, Supplementary Methods and Extra Approaches,
5th ed.; Technical Report; Institute for Interdisciplinary Mountain Research: Vienna, Austria, 2015.

66. Antonelli, A.; Kissling, W.D.; Flantua, S.G.A.; Bermúdez, M.A.; Mulch, A.; Muellner-Riehl, A.N.; Kreft, H.;
Linder, H.P.; Badgley, C.; Fjeldså, J.; et al. Geological and climatic influences on mountain biodiversity.
Nat. Geosci. 2018, 11, 718–725. [CrossRef]

67. Körner, C. Mountain Biodiversity, Its Causes and Function. AMBIO J. Hum. Environ. 2004, 33, 11. [CrossRef]
68. Chemini, C.; Rizzoli, A. Land use change and biodiversity conservation in the Alps. J. Mt. Ecol. 2014, 7, 1–7.
69. Elsen, P.R.; Tingley, M.W. Global mountain topography and the fate of montane species under climate

change. Nat. Clim. Chang. 2015, 5, 772–776. [CrossRef]
70. Lehikoinen, A.; Brotons, L.; Calladine, J.; Campedelli, T.; Escandell, V.; Flousek, J.; Grueneberg, C.; Haas, F.;

Harris, S.; Herrando, S.; et al. Declining population trends of European mountain birds. Glob. Chang. Biol.
2019, 25, 577–588. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

71. Pepin, N.; Bradley, R.S.; Diaz, H.F.; Baraër, M.; Caceres, E.B.; Forsythe, N.; Fowler, H.; Greenwood, G.;
Hashmi, M.Z.; Liu, X.D.; et al. Elevation-dependent warming in mountain regions of the world.
Nat. Clim. Chang. 2015, 5, 424–430. [CrossRef]

72. Viterbi, R.; Cerrato, C.; Bassano, B.; Bionda, R.; Hardenberg, A.; Provenzale, A.; Bogliani, G. Patterns of
biodiversity in the northwestern Italian Alps: A multi-taxa approach. Community Ecol. 2013, 14, 18–30.
[CrossRef]

73. Mallard, F. Tome I: DéVeloppement D’Indicateurs des Effets du Changement Climatique sur la Biodiversité en
Nouvelle-Aquitaine, Programme les Sentinelles du Climat; Technical Report; Cistude Nature: Le Haillan,
France, 2016.

74. Mallard, F.; Couderchet, L. Climate Sentinels Research Program: Developing Indicators of the Effects of
Climate Change on Biodiversity in the Region of New Aquitaine (South West, France). In Handbook of Climate
Change and Biodiversity; Leal Filho, W., Barbir, J., Preziosi, R., Eds.; Springer International Publishing: Cham,
Switzerland, 2019; pp. 223–241._14. [CrossRef]

75. Leal, M.; Gunderson, A.R. Rapid Change in the Thermal Tolerance of a Tropical Lizard. Am. Nat. 2012,
180, 815–822. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

76. Kubisch, E.L.; Fernández, J.B.; Ibargüengoytía, N.R. Vulnerability to climate warming of Liolaemus pictus
(Squamata, Liolaemidae), a lizard from the cold temperate climate in Patagonia, Argentina. J. Comp. Physiol. B
2016, 186, 243–253. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

77. Gilbert, A.L.; Miles, D.B. Natural selection on thermal preference, critical thermal maxima and locomotor
performance. Proc. R. Soc. B Biol. Sci. 2017, 284, 20170536. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

78. Huey, R.B.; Deutsch, C.A.; Tewksbury, J.J.; Vitt, L.J.; Hertz, P.E.; Álvarez Pérez, H.J.; Garland, T. Why tropical
forest lizards are vulnerable to climate warming. Proc. R. Soc. B Biol. Sci. 2009, 276, 1939–1948. [CrossRef]

79. Theisinger, O. Thermal Limits of Reptiles. Ecological and Environmental Constraints on the Thermal Biology
of Malagsy Lizards. Ph.D. Thesis, University of Hamburg, Hamburg, Germany, 2016.

80. Sinclair, B.J.; Marshall, K.E.; Sewell, M.A.; Levesque, D.L.; Willett, C.S.; Slotsbo, S.; Dong, Y.; Harley, C.D.G.;
Marshall, D.J.; Helmuth, B.S.; et al. Can we predict ectotherm responses to climate change using thermal
performance curves and body temperatures? Ecol. Lett. 2016, 19, 1372–1385. [CrossRef]

81. Blouin-Demers, G.; Nadeau, P. The cost-benefit model of thermoregulation does not predict lizard
thermoregulatory behaviour. Ecology 2005, 86, 560–566. [CrossRef]

82. Huey, R.B.; Losos, J.B.; Moritz, C. Are Lizards Toast? Science 2010, 328, 832–833. [CrossRef]
83. Caetano, G.H.O.; Santos, J.C.; Godinho, L.B.; Cavalcante, V.H.G.L.; Diele-Viegas, L.M.; Campelo, P.H.;

Martins, L.F.; Oliveira, A.F.S.; Alvarenga, J.M.; Wiederhecker, H.C.; et al. Time of activity is a better predictor
of the distribution of a tropical lizard than pure environmental temperatures. Oikos 2020. [CrossRef]

84. Gunderson, A.R.; Leal, M. Patterns of Thermal Constraint on Ectotherm Activity. Am. Nat. 2015, 185, 653–664.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1749-4877.12315
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41561-018-0236-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/0044-7447-33.sp13.11
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nclimate2656
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/gcb.14522
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30548389
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nclimate2563
http://dx.doi.org/10.1556/ComEc.14.2013.1.3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-98681-4_14
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/668077
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23149405
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00360-015-0952-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26679700
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2017.0536
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28814653
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2008.1957
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ele.12686
http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/04-1403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1190374
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/oik.07123
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/680849
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25905508


Remote Sens. 2020, 12, 2908 27 of 29

85. Ortega, Z.; Mencía, A.; Pérez-Mellado, V. The peak of thermoregulation effectiveness: Thermal biology of the
Pyrenean rock lizard, Iberolacerta bonnali (Squamata, Lacertidae). J. Therm. Biol. 2016, 56, 77–83. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

86. Ortega, Z.; Mencía, A.; Pérez-Mellado, V. Behavioral buffering of global warming in a cold-adapted lizard.
Ecol. Evol. 2016, 6, 4582–4590. [CrossRef]

87. Adolph, S.C.; Porter, W.P. Temperature, Activity, and Lizard Life Histories. Am. Nat. 1993, 142, 273–295.
[CrossRef]

88. Ceia-Hasse, A.; Sinervo, B.; Vicente, L.; Pereira, H.M. Integrating ecophysiological models into species
distribution projections of European reptile range shifts in response to climate change. Ecography 2014,
37, 679–688. [CrossRef]

89. Kearney, M. Activity restriction and the mechanistic basis for extinctions under climate warming. Ecol. Lett.
2013, 16, 1470–1479. [CrossRef]

90. Keogh, J.S.; Noble, D.W.A.; Wilson, E.E.; Whiting, M.J. Activity Predicts Male Reproductive Success in a
Polygynous Lizard. PLoS ONE 2012, 7, e38856. [CrossRef]

91. Lantz, L. Description of Iberolacerta bonnali, Quelques observations nouvelles sur l’herpétologie des
Pyrénées centrales. Rev. D’Histoire Nat. Aplliquée 1927, 8, 58–61.

92. Pottier, G. Plan National D’Actions en Faveur des LéZards Des PyréNéEs Iberolacerta Aranica, I. Aurelioi Et I.
Bonnali, 2013–2017; Technical Report; Nature Midi-Pyrénées: Toulouse, France, 2012.

93. Mallard, F. Tome IV: Ajustement Des Protocoles D’éChantillonnage et Analyses Exploratoires des Indicateurs du
CC en NA, Programme Les Sentinelles du Climat; Technical Report; Cistude Nature: Le Haillan, Gironde,
France, 2017.

94. Arribas, O.J.; Galan, P. Reproductive characteristics of the Pyrenean high-mountain lizards: Iberolacerta
aranica, I. aurelioi and I. bonnali. Anim. Biol. 2005, 55, 163–190.

95. IUCN. Iberolacerta Bonnali: Valentin Pérez-Mellado, Marc Cheylan, Iñigo Martínez-Solano: The IUCN Red
List of Threatened Species 2009; Technical Report; International Union for Conservation of Nature: Gland,
Switzerland, 2008.

96. Le Moigne, C.; Jailloux, A. Liste Rouge Régionale des Amphibiens et Reptiles d’Aquitaine; Technical Report;
Observatoire Aquitaine de la Faune Sauvage: Talence, France, 2013.

97. D’Amico, F. Mountaineous areas. In AcclimaTerra—Anticipating climate change in New Aquitaine. To Act in
the Territories—Synthesis, Région Nouvelle Aquitaine; Le Treut, H., Ed.; Éditions Région Nouvelle-Aquitaine:
Bordeaux, France, 2018; pp. 76–78.

98. Grbac, I.; Bauwens, D. Constraints on Temperature Regulation in Two Sympatric Podarcis Lizards during
Autumn. Copeia 2001, 2001, 178–186. [CrossRef]

99. Huey, R.B.; Kearney, M.R.; Krockenberger, A.; Holtum, J.A.M.; Jess, M.; Williams, S.E. Predicting organismal
vulnerability to climate warming: Roles of behaviour, physiology and adaptation. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. B
Biol. Sci. 2012, 367, 1665–1679. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

100. Camacho, A.; Rusch, T.W. Methods and pitfalls of measuring thermal preference and tolerance in lizards.
J. Therm. Biol. 2017, 68, 63–72. [CrossRef]

101. Herrando-Pérez, S.; Ferri-Yáñez, F.; Monasterio, C.; Beukema, W.; Gomes, V.; Belliure, J.; Chown, S.L.;
Vieites, D.R.; Araújo, M.B. Intraspecific variation in lizard heat tolerance alters estimates of climate impact.
J. Anim. Ecol. 2019, 88, 247–257. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

102. Castilla, A.M.; Van Damme, R.; Bauwens, D. Field body temperatures, mechanisms of thermoregulation and
evolution of thermal characteristics in lacertid lizards. Nat. Croat. 1999, 8, 253–274.

103. Pérez-Mellado, V. Datos sobre Lacerta monticola en el oeste del Sistema Central. Acta Vertebr. 1982,
9, 107–129.

104. Fay, M.P. Asht: Applied Statistical Hypothesis Tests. R Package Version 0.9.4. 2018. Available online:
https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/asht/asht.pdf (accessed on 19 June 2020).

105. Hodges, J.; Lehmann, E. Estimates of Location Based on Rank Tests. Ann. Math. Stat. 1963, 34, 598–611.
[CrossRef]

106. Pike, N. Using false discovery rates for multiple comparisons in ecology and evolution: False discovery
rates for multiple comparisons. Methods Ecol. Evol. 2011, 2, 278–282. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jtherbio.2016.01.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26857980
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ece3.2216
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/285538
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0587.2013.00600.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ele.12192
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0038856
http://dx.doi.org/10.1643/0045-8511(2001)001[0178:COTRIT]2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2012.0005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22566674
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jtherbio.2017.03.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1365-2656.12914
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30303530
https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/asht/asht.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/aoms/1177704172
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.2041-210X.2010.00061.x


Remote Sens. 2020, 12, 2908 28 of 29

107. White, T.; van der Ende, J.; Nichols, T.E. Beyond Bonferroni revisited: Concerns over inflated false positive
research findings in the fields of conservation genetics, biology, and medicine. Conserv. Genet. 2019,
20, 927–937. [CrossRef]

108. Soberón, J.; Arroyo-Peña, B. Are fundamental niches larger than the realized? Testing a 50-year-old prediction
by Hutchinson. PLoS ONE 2017, 12, e0175138. [CrossRef]

109. Genna, A. Carte Géologique Harmonisée du Département des Pyrénées Atlantiques, Notice Technique, Rapport Final
BRGM/RP 55408 FR; Technical Report; BRGM, Géosciences Pour Une Terre Durable: Orléans, France, 2007.

110. Barry-Macaulay, D.; Bouazza, A.; Singh, R.; Wang, B.; Ranjith, P. Thermal conductivity of soils and rocks
from the Melbourne (Australia) region. Eng. Geol. 2013, 164, 131–138. [CrossRef]

111. Cho, W.; Kwon, S.; Choi, J. The thermal conductivity for granite with various water contents. Eng. Geol.
2009, 107, 167–171. [CrossRef]

112. Kearney, M.; Shine, R.; Porter, W.P. The potential for behavioral thermoregulation to buffer “cold-blooded”
animals against climate warming. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2009, 106, 3835–3840. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

113. Pincebourde, S.; Salle, A. On the importance of getting fine-scale temperature records near any surface.
Glob. Chang. Biol. 2020. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

114. Vicenzi, N.; Corbalán, V.; Miles, D.; Sinervo, B.; Ibargüengoytía, N. Range increment or range detriment?
Predicting potential changes in distribution caused by climate change for the endemic high-Andean lizard
Phymaturus palluma. Biol. Conserv. 2017, 206, 151–160. [CrossRef]

115. Daly, C.; Conklin, D.R.; Unsworth, M.H. Local atmospheric decoupling in complex topography alters climate
change impacts. Int. J. Climatol. 2009. [CrossRef]

116. Ortega, Z.; Mencía, A.; Giroux, A.; Pérez-Mellado, V. Broad seasonal changes in thermoregulation of Podarcis
lilfordi (Squamata, Lacertidae) at Binicodrell islet (Menorca, Spain). Herpetozoa 2019, 32, 57–63. [CrossRef]

117. Gontijo, A.S.B.; Garcia, C.S.; Righi, A.F.; Galdino, C.A. To warm on the rocks, to cool in the wind: Thermal
relations of a small-sized lizard from a mountain environment. J. Therm. Biol. 2018, 76, 52–57. [CrossRef]

118. Ortega, Z.; Mencía, A.; Pérez-Mellado, V. Wind constraints on the thermoregulation of high mountain lizards.
Int. J. Biometeorol. 2017, 61, 565–573. [CrossRef]

119. Rozen-Rechels, D.; Dupoué, A.; Lourdais, O.; Chamaillé-Jammes, S.; Meylan, S.; Clobert, J.; Le Galliard, J.
When water interacts with temperature: Ecological and evolutionary implications of thermo-hydroregulation
in terrestrial ectotherms. Ecol. Evol. 2019, 9, 10029–10043. [CrossRef]

120. Enriquez-Urzelai, U.; Kearney, M.R.; Nicieza, A.G.; Tingley, R. Integrating mechanistic and correlative niche
models to unravel range-limiting processes in a temperate amphibian. Glob. Chang. Biol. 2019, 25, 2633–2647.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

121. Guillon, M.; Lourdais, O.; Astruc, G.; Besnard, A. Etude de la Distribution du Lézard Ocellé (Timon
lepidus), Intérêt d’une Approche Corrélative et Mécanistique, Présentation du Projet Dans le Cadre du PNA.
Unpublished work, 2016.

122. Hurlbert, S.H.; Levine, R.A.; Utts, J. Coup de Grâce for a Tough Old Bull: “Statistically Significant” Expires.
Am. Stat. 2019, 73, 352–357. [CrossRef]

123. Greenland, S.; Senn, S.J.; Rothman, K.J.; Carlin, J.B.; Poole, C.; Goodman, S.N.; Altman, D.G. Statistical tests,
P values, confidence intervals, and power: A guide to misinterpretations. Eur. J. Epidemiol. 2016, 31, 337–350.
[CrossRef]

124. Meteo France. Bulletin Climatique Aquitaine Juillet 2019; Technical Report; Meteo France, CMIR Bordeaux:
Paris, France, 2019. Available online: https://donneespubliques.meteofrance.fr/donnees_libres/bulletins/
BCMR/BCMR_02_201907.pdf (accessed on 25 August 2020).

125. Cano Ortega, A.; Sánchez Sutil, F.J.; De la Casa Hernández, J. Power Factor Compensation Using Teaching
Learning Based Optimization and Monitoring System by Cloud Data Logger. Sensors 2019, 19, 2172.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

126. Ganchev, T.D. Ubiquitous computing and biodiversity monitoring. In Advances in Ubiquitous Computing;
Elsevier: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2020; pp. 239–259.

127. Turner, W. Sensing biodiversity. Science 2014, 346, 301–302. [CrossRef]
128. Randin, C.F.; Ashcroft, M.B.; Bolliger, J.; Cavender-Bares, J.; Coops, N.C.; Dullinger, S.; Dirnböck, T.; Eckert, S.;

Ellis, E.; Fernández, N.; et al. Monitoring biodiversity in the Anthropocene using remote sensing in species
distribution models. Remote Sens. Environ. 2020, 239, 111626. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10592-019-01178-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0175138
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.enggeo.2013.06.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.enggeo.2009.05.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0808913106
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19234117
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/gcb.15210
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32510777
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2016.12.030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/joc.2007
http://dx.doi.org/10.3897/herpetozoa.32.e35662
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jtherbio.2018.07.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00484-016-1233-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ece3.5440
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/gcb.14673
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31050846
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00031305.2018.1543616
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10654-016-0149-3
https://donneespubliques.meteofrance.fr/donnees_libres/bulletins/BCMR/BCMR_02_201907.pdf
https://donneespubliques.meteofrance.fr/donnees_libres/bulletins/BCMR/BCMR_02_201907.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/s19092172
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31083377
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1256014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2019.111626


Remote Sens. 2020, 12, 2908 29 of 29

129. Gholizadeh, H.; Gamon, J.A.; Zygielbaum, A.I.; Wang, R.; Schweiger, A.K.; Cavender-Bares, J.
Remote sensing of biodiversity: Soil correction and data dimension reduction methods improve assessment
of α-diversity (species richness) in prairie ecosystems. Remote Sens. Environ. 2018, 206, 240–253. [CrossRef]

130. Dittrich, A.; Roilo, S.; Sonnenschein, R.; Cerrato, C.; Ewald, M.; Viterbi, R.; Cord, A.F. Modelling Distributions
of Rove Beetles in Mountainous Areas Using Remote Sensing Data. Remote Sens. 2019, 12, 80. [CrossRef]

131. Buckley, L.B.; Waaser, S.A.; MacLean, H.J.; Fox, R. Does including physiology improve species distribution
model predictions of responses to recent climate change? Ecology 2011, 92, 2214–2221. [CrossRef]

132. Dormann, C.F.; Schymanski, S.J.; Cabral, J.; Chuine, I.; Graham, C.; Hartig, F.; Kearney, M.; Morin, X.;
Römermann, C.; Schröder, B.; et al. Correlation and process in species distribution models: Bridging a
dichotomy: Bridging the correlation-process dichotomy. J. Biogeogr. 2012, 39, 2119–2131. [CrossRef]

133. Evans, T.G.; Diamond, S.E.; Kelly, M.W. Mechanistic species distribution modelling as a link between
physiology and conservation. Conserv. Physiol. 2015, 3, cov056. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

134. Vicenzi, N.; Ibarguengoytia, N.; Corbalán, V. Activity Patterns and Thermoregulation Behavior
of the Viviparous Lizard Phymaturus palluma in Aconcagua Provincial Park, Agentine Andes.
Herpetol. Conserv. Biol. 2019, 14, 337–348.

135. Lertzman-Lepofsky, G.F.; Kissel, A.M.; Sinervo, B.; Palen, W.J. Water loss and temperature interact to
compound amphibian vulnerability to climate change. Glob. Chang Biol. 2020. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

136. Sai Ram, K.S.; Gupta, A. IoT based Data Logger System for weather monitoring using Wireless sensor
networks. Int. J. Eng. Trends Technol. 2016, 32, 71–75. [CrossRef]

137. Sawarkar, A.; Bramhe, M.V. Real Time Data-Logger and Cloud based Data Management System. Int. J. Res.
Eng. Sci. Manag. 2019, 2, 2581–5792.

138. Rowley, J.J.; Alford, R.A. Models in field studies of temperature and moisture. In Amphibian Ecology and
Conservation: A Handbook of Techniques; Kenneth, D.C., Ed.; Techniques in Ecology and Conservation Series;
Oxford University Press: Oxford, NY, USA, 2010; pp. 387–406.

139. Roznik, E.A.; Alford, R.A. Using pairs of physiological models to estimate temporal variation in amphibian
body temperature. J. Therm. Biol. 2014, 45, 22–29. [CrossRef]

140. Blouin-Demers, G.; Weatherhead, P.J. Thermal Ecology of Black Rat Snakes (Elaphe obsoleta) in a Thermally
Challenging Environment. Ecology 2001, 82, 3025. [CrossRef]

141. Albert, C.H.; Yoccoz, N.G.; Edwards, T.C.; Graham, C.H.; Zimmermann, N.E.; Thuiller, W. Sampling in
ecology and evolution—Bridging the gap between theory and practice. Ecography 2010, 33, 1028–1037.
[CrossRef]

142. Hurlbert, S.H. Pseudoreplication and the Design of Ecological Field Experiments. Ecol. Monogr. 1984,
54, 187–211. [CrossRef]

143. Lohr, S.L. Sampling: Design and Analysis, 2nd ed.; Brooks/Cole: Boston, MA, USA, 2010.
144. McDonald, T.L. Review of Environmental Monitoring Methods: Survey Designs. Environ. Monit. Assess.

2003, 85, 277–292. [CrossRef]
145. Kermorvant, C.; D’Amico, F.; Bru, N.; Caill-Milly, N.; Robertson, B. Spatially balanced sampling designs for

environmental surveys. Environ. Monit. Assess. 2019, 191, 524. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
146. Kandel, S.; Paepcke, A.; Hellerstein, J.; Heer, J. Wrangler: Interactive visual specification of data

transformation scripts. In Proceedings of the 2011 Annual Conference on Human Factors in Computing
Systems—CHI’11, Vancouver, BC, Canada, 7–12 May 2011; ACM Press: Vancouver, BC, Canada, 2011; p. 3363.

147. Van den Broeck, J.; Argeseanu Cunningham, S.; Eeckels, R.; Herbst, K. Data Cleaning: Detecting, diagnosing,
and editing data abnormalities. PLoS Med. 2005, 2, e267. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

c© 2020 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2017.12.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/rs12010080
http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/11-0066.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2699.2011.02659.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/conphys/cov056
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27293739
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/gcb.15231
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32662211
http://dx.doi.org/10.14445/22315381/IJETT-V32P213
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jtherbio.2014.07.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(2001)082[3025:TEOBRS]2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0587.2010.06421.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1942661
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1023954311636
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10661-019-7666-y
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31363924
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.0020267
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16138788
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction
	Climate Change and Spatio-Temporal Variability
	Spatio-Temporal Studies Using Biomimetic Logger, an Original Remote Sensing Tool
	Integration of Spatio-Temporal Variability in Mountain Biodiversity Monitoring Still an Overlooked Issue
	Activity Time and Persistence of Lizards
	Study Aim

	Materials and Methods
	The Pyrenean Rock Lizard (Iberolacerta Bonnali) as a Study Case
	Biomimetic Logger Deployment on Study Sites
	Activity Time Computing from Te Measurements
	Persistence Index Computing from Overall Activity Time during the Breeding Period
	Statistical Analysis

	Results
	Intra-Site Variability
	Inter-Slope and Inter-Altitude Variability
	Inter-Site Variability
	Inter-Year Variability

	Discussion
	Why Should Multi-Site Studies Be Favored?
	To Assess the Spatial Variability Due to Micro-Habitat
	To Assess the Spatial Variability Due to Habitat, Slope, Altitude and Hydrography

	Why Should Multi-Year Studies Be Favored?
	Remote Sensing for Biodiversity Conservation
	Biomimetic Loggers Development to be Even More Similar to Remote Sensing Tools
	Linking Ecological and Remote Sensing Communities


	Conclusions
	A Quick User Guide for Biomimetic Loggers in Mountain Landscapes
	Why Use a Biomimetic Logger/Sensor?
	Materials
	Prerequisites for the Installation of the Equipment in the Mountains
	Installation
	Field Recording and Its Constraints
	Data Processing
	Maintenance and Storage of Equipment

	
	References

