STRIX vol. 16, pp. 67-71, 1998

A Journal of Field Ornithology ©Wild Bird Society of Japan

RREBDIFHEC T D FIMERE M ESEDIE WV ZEIERIIE

HEHEEZ
BEAFEOESHRE L2 —. T 191-0041 HREE A EFHEF 2-35-2.

E-mail: mj-ueta@netlaputa.ne.jp

BIEOBERMORINE, O, FEdIck 5, MHomiE, dicEzdEh
WK 238 548, YEAD &+ ROiAlif 5 Z &2 K3 KM Ko & i T T E A
5hTuvv% (Nilsson 1986, Martin 1988, 1992) . {fifriz L 2 BAIO MM E L 7272012
SHOMAREY -2 EF 262027 2 ) A THEEHTE D (Terborgh 1992)
HAT$% a7 ¥4 L Sterna albifrons (Fujita et al. 1994) , # ¥ A 7 I A X A
Synthliboramphus wumizusume (ZNEFIEZ 1994, SH - Rl 1996), A —Z b F7H 5
5 Dendrocopos leucotos owstoni (AGH1 - Kl 1995) . L) 717 A Garrulus lidthi (fEH] - (1)
111995) 7 & TR & F Ofilifr 232 OREOMGEIZ 51T 5k = AN T b % al LA &
MTnsb, LEd->T, il K38 ONEGENRS I LIPIERICEREZLETHS.

HE AR Th pg B i A 2 bk O (e b O /AR Ze sk T A Cyanopica
cyana DEHRINFEOM KN Z T4 > TE72H (Ueta 1994, kEH 1994) , ZOEHZ, 3 FY
Hypsipetes amaurotis, 273 & Stereptopelia orientalis, > ¥ 2.7 51 Parus major 75 £ O L1
OYRAEFREL, [FRRINE] 12OV TORRERS I LN TELOT, TOMREHRET
4

AEH*

1987 -7 5 1995 12 A2 (7 TH AT YIS (Vi 9 2 2 ek oD (2l 2 P & 71 1
~ 10ha DfEHL 6 AR CMAEZ T A -7z, THho OfMIE AR YR, RiFikih e LTHaE
EhFEMAMKTTIREDIZEAE WIS T, 2XAFEhOELLMKES,

IHEOKTAFT HOUEETERIRE LA RHOW AR OR & U fadRiiziid
LEWORERITONSE L, ZhEThOMOFMICET 2 FHNa ¥z d L, Bub
W& 2 55 1T A 53l 2 ~ 3 EEOHRE THRNO & F O IIZ DWW TOMAEE
T2z, BrBISEVWEELZSMIPEHAREITEAN O BEE TH 72 FARMAIZ 1
PTE OB TERRY] &L, WA BIENICES ol FHALTHZ0
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FEC LT AE THRIH] & LT THRIE] 235 LA, 4, FFHI2idy 3
Accipiter gularis DD EHL D THIT B2 L2k VY T+ H T A Corvus macrorhynchos D
i 2 2TV SEEI DA (Ueta 1994, i 1994) 20 & 5 AffEIZ 5 EIORN» 5
= IRV

ZOWIETIE, N T PHI7ZMPR e T DEEEMEE LD T (Ueta 1994, HEH 1994) ,
BHRABUEEORRNY T H 5 ZEBNAS ZEHTE, fiiRIhBILDPEVY I
ST ZEAST, Wi EAITKVEE LT, ThUSofis B3RIIFIZIKRELXEND
A3nE S hEIEL /2,

BRHLUER

ZFhENOMOEHRIRIEE X LISRLE. N T HIRACEBMBESI IR TVnEE R
5N BBBIMED/NRID R TIEF D 3 b £1222% (N=54), €I FUA286% (N=21),
#1775 &7 Carduelis sinica %33.3% (N=21), *FH»31.0% (N=42) L¥RRIHEHE
PoleDIZHL, HBEI K VEEL O BBRAENMEDO B A ERXT Y 5 D. kizuki »S
815% (N=27), ¥ auH#55804% (N=56), L% F ) Sturnus cineraceus »*84.4 %
(N=32), YIH725% (N=40), "> T+ H 5 ZAH91.7% (N =24) & NIRRT
BAEM 7,

F 1. HREBhREBIZE 1T 3 B RO SRR
Table 1. Nesting success of birds in central Tokyo.

i % Number of successful nests (Total nest) %, Nesting
1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Success (N)

HHEE Open-nesting Birds

E AR 0 2 1 S 4 0 0 222
Streptopelia orientalis 3) () (1) (4) a3 e (54)
k3 Fy 0 1 0 2 2 1 0 28.6
Hypsipetes amaurotis 2) (1) () G 35 3 @ 20n
ATk | 3 2 1 0 333
Carduelis sinica @ @ 5 @ © @n
*F+H | 1 1 10 31.0
Cyanopica cyana 6 @ 10y (19) (42)
BHEE M Cavity-nesting Birds
ays 3 3 3 5 2 2 4 815
Dendrocopos kizuki 3 3 @ (® 3 3 G 27)
Yiavhg 4 7 8 11 4 4 7 804
Parus major 5) 9 (@ un a @O (56)
INAD 3 2 7 4 2 9 844
Sturnus cineraceus 3 @ O Gy @ an (32)
YBA#M: Nest-defending Birds
V3 2 2 3 4 5 2 3 3 4 725
Accipiter gularis 3) B @ @ . @ &) B3 » (40)
NTTEHFTR 1 2 4 5 4 2 4 91.7

Corvus macrorhynchos (1) (2) @) (6) @) (2 (5 (24)
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Ehi-gnLEZ SN,

LEdoT, #5003 FY) R EDBIMEDOKETIE, NS T FH 7 AKX BHIR
HHREODICHRRINESEL , P amh T, 3r7Lns=BiAEMEOREIZ >N T
2, N T AT R EBBEREMMEO - DICHERIRINEAEB O EARE X N, B
UMD BOFHIRINENE» 72T L3, BTLENCT M7 AOHRIEEHF DRI
TOENIZEERLTOSDT TR, FHBHOMRE LA [WAIZEF DV B R
IZoWTHE, BHIICEWT B Z L THY TR H T ADL BIE LA FIZIih 7201 B
RINEAEG A - 1, BHRAEMEO ROWSL S CF AR BEKIINY T b H 7 Rl &
hBZEAREXNTHBDT (falll - il 1995), NY T+ 5 2Dz & BHEES
T iENELSH S,
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AL TS, AREETE -7 SIERIC BT 3 7 7 2ADOHEBOEIZDON
TOMBBTabh TV, FARICIHEEAMML TwaeT3L, L7 2 ) HTHiR
REEIND KM AN EFADBABOM MG EL T B LR IO LEIZ, NPT
H I 22X BARAVNYEFOMABDBEPIZ O ENBAEHEEEA6h, S#%, NV T
H 7 ADOMRKEOTE & NI SEDBARBDLIZNT IHE T EDhILENH 5.

2 B

WA PO S Bl & h 2/ B ikt 6 2 PF CREDFERIRINF IS OV TOMEEITL
ot FUM, IFY, ATFTET, AT HOMBAED/PRIO B TIEBERIRHEA 22 ~ 33 %
LEA 2D L, MIRESHICVEEIGNBZIFT, OVamhT, AIEY, VI, N
O 7 b AT ADOBHEAEYE LW K13 72.5 ~ 91.7 % & MY A o 7=,
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Crow-related low nesting-success of small open-nesting birds in Tokyo area

Mutsuyuki Ueta
Research Center, Wild Bird Society of Japan. 2-35-2 Minamidaira, Hino, Tokyo 191-0041

1. A study was conducted on the nesting success of small birds in a suburban area of Tokyo,
1987-1995.

2. The main reason for nest failure may be predation (84.4% N = 135) because all eggs or chicks
vanished before fledging. Of the observed nest predators, most were Jungle Crows Corvus
macrorhynchos (93.5% N = 31).

3. The nesting success rates of open-nesting bird species were lower than those of cavity-nesting
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and nest-defending bird species. The nesting success rates of open-nesting bird species were
as follows; Rufous Turtle Doves Streptopelia orientalis: 22.2 %, Brown-eared Bulbuls Hypsipetes
amaurotis: 28.6 %, Oriental Greenfinches Carduelis sinica: 33.3 % and Azure-winged Magpies
Cyanopica cyana: 31.0 %. On the other hand, cavity-nesting bird species had the following
success rates; Japanese Pygmy Woodpeckers Dendrocopos kizuki: 81.5 %, Great Tits Parus
major: 80.4 %, Gray Starlings Sturnus cineraceus: 84.4%, and nest-defending bird species
Japanese Lesser Sparrowhawks Accipiter gularis: 72.5 %, and Jungle Crows Corvus
macrorhynchos: 91.7 %.

4. These results suggest that the low nesting success of open-nesting bird species is due to nest
predation by Jungle Crows, and the predation pressure of Jungle Crows is higher in open-
nesting bird species than in cavity-nesting and nest defending bird species.
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