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Fig. 1. The observation time (Mean + SD) of Jungle Crows / 30 minutes within a radius
of 50 m of a Japanese Lesser Sparrowhawk’'s nest before and after nest abandonment
by the hawk.
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Fig. 2. The predation (Mean + SD) of Azure-winged Magpie nests by Jungle Crows after
nest abandonment of Japanese Lesser Sparrowhawk. Data were collected from 4 sites.
The sites had 5, 5, 6, and 7 magpie nests.
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Nest abandonment by Japanese Lesser Sparrowhawks Accipiter gularis resulting

in predation of nests of nearby Azure-winged Magpies Cyanopica cyana.

Mutsuyuki Ueta
Research Center Wild Bird Society of Japan, 15 -8 Nanpeidai, Shibuya-ku, Tokyo 150

I observed the nests of Azure-winged Magpies Cyanopica cyana breeding in association
with Japanese Lesser Sparrowhawks Accipiter gularis in Tokyo. While the hawks were
present to defend their own nest, Jungle Crows Corvus macrorhynchos were not observed
within 50 m of it, and predation was not recorded at the magpie nests. By the day following
nest abandonment by the hawks, the crows entered the 50 m radius and attacked most of the
magpie nests (91.3%, n = 23). By the second day, all of the nests were attacked. These
results support that Azure-winged Magpies benefit from the umbrella of nest defense by

Japanese Lesser Sparrowhawks and thereby escape nest predation.
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