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HABITAT SELECTION BY THE SHORT-EARED OWL (4810 FLAMMEUS)
IN AGRICULTURAL LANDSCAPE OF MOSCOW REGION
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Abstract. The Short-eared Owl inhabits open landscapes, including agricultural lands. Relationship between habitat composition and probability
of territory occupation by owls was assessed by dividing the study area into a grid of cells. Principal habitat types were assigned ranks based on their
fraction within each cell. Habitat selection and spatial distribution of Short-eared Owls was studied during 1996-2007. The portion of regularly occupied
cells was higher in years with low density of owls. Never inhabited by owls cells and inhabited at least once differed significantly by higher level of
anthropogenic load at the former, higher portion of arable land, lower portion of meadow, and higher development of wooded areas. The Short-eared
Owl occupied territories in a non-random manner from year to year, with some territories preferred and others avoided. Selection of breeding territories
by owls depends on prevailing habitat: the probability of territory occupation correlates positively with meadow area and negatively with the area of
arable land. Nesting density of the Short-eared Owl decreased with increase of shrub coverage in the area. Owls preferred habitat patches with higher
number of species and higher small mammal’s abundance.
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Bbi6op mMecTooOuTaHUii 6010THOI coBOiil (Asio flammeus) B arpoaanamagre MockoBckoii odaactu. - C.B. Bouxkos, T.B. CBupuiosa. -
BepkyT. 22 (1). 2013. - BonoTHas coBa HacelseT OTKPBIThIE MECTOOOMTAHHUS, B TOM YHCIIE CEJIbCKOXO3IHCTBEHHBIC: MHOTOJIETHUE JIyTa, MacTOUIIA,
OXOTHO CEUTCS Ha 3a0pOLICHHBIX MOJsAX. V3yueHne OMOTONMUYECKOro pacnpeneneHus npoBoauioch B 1996-2007 rr. Ha ceBepe MOCKOBCKO# o0acTi
B 3akasuuke «Kypasnuuas poguna» (56°45' N, 37°45' E), na crannonape miomiaasio 48 km?. YacTh TEpPUTOPUH ITOCTOSHHO 00pabaThiBaIach, HAYHHAS
o KpaiiHen mepe ¢ cepeannbl X VI CT., oxHako Gosiee TpeTH MIOMIAAN BILIOTh 10 cepeanHbl XX CT. OblIa 3200J04CHHON U B CENTLCKOX03SHCTBEHHBI
000pOT BKIIIOUEHA TOJIBKO 1ociie Menuopanuu B 19701980 rr. B HacTosiiee BpeMsi B CTPYKType MECTOOOUTaHHH cTallMOHapa NpeodiaaloT CEHOKOC
uble myra (60%), mactouma (6%), TecHble U 3aKycTapeHHble yJacTku (16%), ocTanbHas TeppuTOpHs 3aHATa 0OpabarsBaeMbIMu 3eMisiMu (14%), mo-
CeIKaMH H JoporaMi (4%). DKOHOMUUYECKUH KPH3KC IPHUBEI K 3a0pachIBaHUIO 3HAYHTEIbHBIX TEPPUTOPHIA, KOTOPBII Haualll 3apacTaTh KyCTapHHKOM
U MeNKOoJIeCheM. PeryisipHoCTb 3aceneHns yqacTKOB B Ipefeiax IUIONIaAKU JOCTOBEPHO CBA3aHA C JOMHUHHUPOBAHHEM KOHKPETHBIX MECTOOOUTAaHHMIL.
ITpeobnaganye IyroBBIX OHOTONOB U 3a0POIMICHHBIX 3eMelIb IIOJI0XKUTEIBHO BIUAET Ha BEPOSTHOCTH 3aCENICHHS yJacTKa O0IOTHEIMH coBaMu. Hamnane
MIAXOTHBIX 36MeIb, TeCHBIX YIAaCTKOB CHIDKACT BEPOSTHOCTD 3aCEICHHUs yJacTKa COBAMU U ILIOTHOCTH THE3I0BAHHA. YUAaCTKU C BEICOKHM YPOBHEM aH-
TPOINOTE€HHO aKTUBHOCTH MaJIO IPHTOAHBI IS BUZA, IMEIOIIETO MPOODKUTENbHbIN HHKYyOAIIMOHHBIN W BRIBOAKOBBII Iepro. 3abpachiBaHue paHee

00pabaTbIBaeMBIX 3€Mellb IPHBEIO K POCTY AOCTYIHBIX I THE3M0BAaHUS OONOTHBIX COB YYACTKOB H, COOTBETCTBEHHO, YUCIEHHOCTH.
KiroueBble ¢10Ba: CTpyKTypa MeCTOOOHTaHHUM, IPOCTPAHCTBEHHOE PacHpe/ieeHue, 3aHATHE TEPPUTOPHIL, 00MINe TOOBIYH, 3a0pOIICHHbIE 36MITH.

INTRODUCTION

Habitat selection can influence composition and structure
of avian community, as well as adult survival and reproduc-
tive performance (Martin, 1988, 1998; Fuller et al., 1995;
Penteriani et al., 2002; Sergio, Newton, 2003; Rodriguez et
al., 2006; Ortego, 2007). Habitat selection also deals with
the consequences of these decisions for the distribution and
density of individuals (Ward, Gutierrez, 1998; Penteriani et
al., 2002; Thomson, 2006; Arlt, 2007). Habitats differ in avail-
ability of food resources, nest site protection, microclimate and
predator faunas (Soderstrom et al., 1998; Koks et al., 2007).
Many researchers have demonstrated that site selection was
active and definitely adaptive since individuals inhabiting
preferred habitats had higher breeding success.

Large areas of natural habitats have been lost in Europe,
where many species of birds have become increasingly de-
pendent on farmland habitats (Tucker, Evans, 1997; Newton,
2004). In recent decades many bird populations, including
birds of prey and owls, have declined on agricultural lands
in Europe and worldwide (Norris, Pain, 2002; Birds in Eu-
rope, 2004). This issue has become particularly challenging
since the end of the previous century due to technological
development of the farming industry, increasing land use
intensity and land productivity (Pain, Pienkowski, 1997;
Donald et al., 2001). Thus, the assessment of the influence
of different factors on the distribution of endangered species
in agricultural landscapes has both theoretical and conserva-
tional significance. Habitat selection by land-nesting birds
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in heavily transformed agricultural landscapes is of special
interest, because these habitats prevail in Europe. Owls and
birds of prey are especially important as indicator species for
landscape and habitat management because of their position on
top of food chains and related fundamental role in ecological
processes. Thus, raptorial birds can serve as bio-indicators of
environmental stability.

The Short-eared Owl (4sio flammeus) inhabits open land-
scapes, including agricultural lands: meadow, low-intensity
pastures, wetlands, and particularly abandoned fields (Clark,
1975; Mikkola, 1983; Volkov et al., 2005). Areas with high
intensity of land use are avoided due to prolonged periods of
incubation and brood-raring in this species. Numbers of the
Short-eared Owl have decreased in many European Union
countries with high intensity of agriculture. The same tendency
was also recorded in European Russia since the end of the last
century (Birds in Europe, 2004). Currently numbers of the
Short-eared Owl have increased in many regions of European
Russia due to the wide-spread abandonment of agricultural
lands (Sviridova et al., 2006; Vengerov, 2007).

STUDY AREA AND METHODS

Our study was carried out during 19962007 in the north of
the Moscow region (48 km?, 56°45'N, 37° 45’ E). Habitat se-
lection and spatial distribution of Short-eared Owls was studied
as a part of the broader research project «Birds in agricultural
landscape» aiming on development of the management plan
on sustainable existence of birds and the local community.
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Fig. 1. Habitat changes within study area from 1960s (A) to 2005-2007 (B).
Puc. 1. I3mMenenue cTpykTypbl MecToOOMTaHMId B paiione uccinenosanuii ¢ 1960 (A) mo 2005-2007 (B) rr.

The smaller portion of the study area has been regularly
cultivated at least since the middle of the 18th century; how-
ever, over one-third of the area was occupied by bogs until the
middle of the 20th century, and was involved in the agricultural
turnover only after melioration measures in the 1970s—1980s.
At present, the study area includes meadow (60%), arable
land (14%), pasture (6%), and forest areas (16%). Economic
crisis in the agriculture of Russia in the 1990s resulted in the
abandonment of wide areas of farmland, the reduction of
grazing pressure and wheat production. The portion of arable
land, pasture and meadow gradually decreased in 19962007
in the study area (Fig. 1), and considerable portion of the
farmland became overgrown with shrubs. The overall portion
of abandoned land in the study area increased by a factor of
2.3 from 1996 to 2007.

The abandonment of previously cultivated lands resulted
in expansion of habitats suitable for nesting and, hence, an
increase in numbers and density of some ground-nesting
birds (Sviridova et al., 2006), including the Short-eared
Owl. However, the absence of grazing and mowing during
7-10 years has resulted in decrease of grassland suitability
as nesting habitats for many species of meadow birds. Aging
of meadows is associated with loss of habitat diversity and
degree of fragmentation.

Data on types and duration of farm operations within the
study area were mapped at a 1:2000 scale. Annual distribution
of breeding territories of Short-eared Owls was reflected on
detailed maps (Bibby et al., 1993). Territory boundaries were
determined by mapping aggressive interactions of neighbour-
ing pairs of owls, as well as of owls with other raptorial birds
or corvids, and by locating owl roosting sites and nests.

Relationship between habitat composition and probability
of territory occupation by owls was assessed by dividing the
study area into a grid of cells (n=217) 500 x 500 m large (0.25
km?). Principal habitat types (arable land, meadow, pasture,
wetlands, abandoned areas (unmown meadows, pastures and
arable lands unused for many years), wooded areas (shrubs
and forest) were assigned ranks based on their fraction within
each cell. Ranking was conducted on a scale of 5 : 1 =0-10%
of cell areas, 2 = 11-25%, 3 =26-50%, 4 =51-75%, 5 > 75%.
Anthropogenic load was characterized by an index derived as
a combination of 4 main threats: distances to roads, settlement,
arable land or early mowing meadow. The data were analyzed
using GIS Maplnfo 8.5. Values of variables were compared
between samples of cells never inhabited by owls, inhabited
at least once and at least 3 times.

Small mammals are a principal prey of owls, and accord-
ingly abundance of them can affect distribution of owl nesting
territories and the choice of feeding habitats. Small mammal’s
surveys were conducted in 2003—2007 with view of assessing
their habitat distribution, dynamics of numbers and influ-
ence on distribution and numbers of birds. Trapping of small
mammals (vole and shrews) was carried out at the start and
after termination of bird breeding season. The index of prey
abundance was obtained from the results of trapping on lines
of 50 traps with bait at a distance of 5 m from each other. The
trapping of small mammals was conducted simultaneously at
territories inhabitated by Short-eared and Long-eared (Asio
otus) Owls and unoccupied areas.

Mean values of landscape attributes were compared
between occupied and unoccupied cells using two-sample
t-test, linear regression and Mann-Whitney U-test (for data



Bun. 1. 2013.

Habitat selection by the Short-eared Owl in agricultural landscape

with non-normal distributions). Abundance of small mammals
at territories of Short-cared Owls and surrounded areas was
compared using y>-test.

RESULTS

Only 135 of 217 cells of the study area (62.2%) were oc-
cupied by Short-eared Owls at least once in 1996-2007. Of
these 135 cells 60 (44.4%) were occupied during a single year
and 28 (20.7%) during 3 or more years.

The portion of regularly occupied cells was higher in
years with low density of owls (r=—10.78, n= 12, p = 0.008)
and lower in years with high density (Fig. 2B). The portion
of rarely occupied cells increased in years with higher bird
densities (r = 0.78, n = 12, p = 0.008), and accordingly the
probability of cell occupancy declined with increasing density
(r=0.82,n=12,p=0.001, Fig. 2A).

Habitat composition of cells and intensity
of their utilization

Never inhabited by owls cells and inhabited at least once
differed significantly by higher level of anthropogenic load
at the former (Mann-Whitney U-test: z =4.13, p < 0.0001),
higher portion of arable land (Mann-Whitney U-test: z=5.05,
p < 0.0001), lower portion of meadow (Mann-Whitney U-
test: z=-3.72, p=10.0009) and higher development of forest
vegetation (Mann-Whitney U-test: z = 3.0, p < 0.0001). The
proportion of wetlands and pasture did not differ significantly
between occupied and unoccupied cells (p = 0.14 and 0.61,
respectively).

Forested area was minimal within cells occupied during
three and more years (REGOC) compared with both unoc-
cupied (UNOC) and irregularly occupied (IROC) cells. The
difference is strongly significant between unoccupied cells and
cells with different degree of occupancy (IROC vs UNOC: r=
0.29,p=0.0002; REGOC vs UNOC: r=0.34,p=0.001), and
marginally significant for REGOC and IROC (r = 0.16, p =
0.059), that corresponds well to the general trend.

Selection of breeding territories by owls depends on
prevailing habitat: the probability of territory occupation
correlates positively with meadow area and negatively with
the area of arable land (Table 1). Area covered by shrubs and/
or forest is also a significant factor, although its effect is not
linear, because Short-eared Owls avoid both patches with well
developed forest and open areas without shrubs. The level of
anthropogenic load affects negatively the probability of cell
occupation.

Changes in composition of farmlands
and habitat selection by owls

Changes in composition of agricultural lands due to their
abandonment resulted in changes in patterns and intensity
of utilization of different habitats by Short-eared Owls and
other meadow birds. The area of mown meadow decreased
by 1/3, however, the number of pairs selecting this habitat
for breeding increased, and, accordingly, breeding densities
increased by a factor of 2.7. Increasing areas of unmown
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Fig. 2. Cell occupancy (%) in relation to density of the Short-
eared Owl (pairs/km?) in 1996-2007. A — all cells (n =217),
B — regularly occupied cells (n = 28). Each point represents
one year of study.

Puc. 2. CreneHp 3aHATOCTH KBaJpaToOB B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT
ITOTHOCTH THE370BaHMs 00NOTHBIX cCOoB B 1996-2007TT.
A — Bce kBazpatsl (n =217), B — perynspHo 3aHIMaBIINECS
kBagparsl (n = 28). Kaxas Touka COOTBETCBYET OTHOMY TOIY
HCCIEIOBAHUM.

meadow initially resulted in increase in the number of pairs
of Short-eared Owls selecting this habitat. However, after 5-8
years of the abandonment the number of pairs occupying these
areas decreased, and the breeding density of owls on unmown
meadow has recently decreased by a factor of 1.6 compared
with the mid 1990s. In contrast to the tendency observed on
unmown meadow, breeding density of the Short-eared Owl
on abandoned pasture was increasing more rapidly than the
area of respective habitat (Fig. 3)

Table 1

The influence of habitat composition on probability of area
utilization by owls

BimsHue CTPYKTYphl MECTOOOUTAHHI Ha X UCIIONB30BaHUE
00n0THOH coBOM

Habitat variables r, P
arable land, % —-042 <0.0001
meadow, % 0.35 <0.0001
pasture, % —0.11 0.123
wetlands, % 0.045 0.513
shrub and forest, % -0.23 0.0008
anthropogenic load —0.36 <0.0001
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Fig. 3. Trend of changes in habitat availability (black bars)
and abundance of the Short-eared Owl (white bars) within the
study area in 1996-2007.

Puc. 3. TenneHIMH H3MEHEHUS TOCTYMHBIX /IS THE3I0BAHUS
TUTOIIA/Ie MECTOOOUTAaHUH U UX HCIOJIb30BaHUE OOIOTHOM
cosoii B 19962007 rr.

The difference between trends on abandoned pasture and
those on unmown meadow and abandoned lands in general is,
probably, due to the different degree of farming intensity in
the period foregoing the economic crisis, which had resulted
in different levels of habitat degradation of pasture and hays
in the 1980s — early 1990s. At the recent time habitat restora-
tion has been asynchronous at sites with different levels of
prior degradation, and has resulted in high degree of local
habitat diversity.

Spatial distribution of territorial pairs of owls changed
considerably in the second half of the period of observa-
tions (2001-2007). Still used for farming areas of meadow
were inhabited by birds at a higher density, while abandoned
land was populated at a lower density (mean distance to five
nearest neighbours on meadow was 0.749 + 0.39 km, and
on abandoned land 1.16 + 0.49 km, ANOVA: F =13.8,p =
0.00041).

The influence of prey abundance and distribution
on site selection by owls

Numbers of small mammals ranged within the study area
from 0.25 to 17.32 animals/100 trap-nights. The principal
owl prey, the Common Vole (Microtus arvalis), represented
on average 41.8 £ 14.8% of the total population of small
mammals, with numbers of this species ranging from 0.15 to
7.24 animals/100 trap-nights. The dominancy of the Common
Vole in population of small mammals resulted in prevalence

Number of species and abundance of small mammals (rodents and shrews)
in breeding territories of the Short-eared and Long-eared Owls

OOwure U BUIOBOE Pa3HOOOpa3Ue MEIKHX MICKOIMHTAIONINX (TPhI3YHBI

U 3eMJIEPOHKH) Ha THE3OBBIX yIacTKax yImacTol U OOJIOTHOH COB

of this species in diet of most rodent-specialists. Year-to-year
fluctuations in numbers are characteristic for the Short-eared
Owl (Mikkola, 1983; Korpimaiki, Norrdahl, 1991; Volkov et
al., 2005). In 2003-2007 their numbers positively correlated
with the normalized abundance of small mammals (r = 0.98,
p =0.001) and the abundance of the Common Vole (r=0.94,
p=0.019).

The abundance of Apodemus mice, Clethrionomys voles
and shrews increased at territories overgrown with shrubs
and forest, while numbers of preferred by rodent-specialists
Microtus voles significantly decreased (Delattre et al., 1996;
De la Pena et al., 2003; More, Gadal, 2008).

The results of the trapping of rodents during 5 years in-
dicated that Short-eared Owls preferred habitat patches with
higher number of species (Mann-Whitney U-test: z = 2.25,
p < 0.03) and higher abundance of small mammals (y* =
17.81, df =4, p = 0.0013, Table 2). The territories of Long-
eared Owls had significantly fewer species of potential prey
compared with the territories of Short-eared Owls (3> = 26.5,
df =4, p=10.00003), which was particularly evident in years
of high vole abundance. The abundance of small mammals
in the territories of Short-eared Owls was significantly higher
than in the territories of Long-eared Owls (x> = 35.96, df =4,
p <0.000001), both in years of low and high vole abundance.
In contrast, overall abundance of potential prey in territories
of the Long-eared Owl did not differ from that in adjacent
areas (> = 6.22,df =4, p=0.13).

The abundance in owl territories of the principal prey spe-
cies, the Common vole, — differed from adjacent uninhabited
by owls areas in neither the Long-eared Owl (3> = 1.55, df =
4, p = 0.82), not the Short-eared Owl (3> = 7.36, df =4, p =
0.12).

DISCUSSION

Habitat selection by birds evidently belongs to one of
the most important issues of the current ornithology. The
Short-eared Owl occupied territories in a non-random manner
from year to year, with some territories preferred and others
avoided. A long-term period of observations of the patterns of
farmland use allows to suggest a reasonable interpretation of
the influence of occurring changes on the patterns of spatial
distribution in local populations of various bird species, their
numbers and dynamics of habitat selec-
tion. Areas regularly inhabited by owls
were subject to lesser anthropogenic
load, had lower proportion of forested
habitat and higher proportion of meadow
compared with uninhabited areas and, to
a lesser extent, with irregularly inhabited

Table 2

Abund areas.
Number of species . un ance,. Areas with a wider range of charac-

Year ind./100 traps-nights - . o .
- - - = teristics were inhabited in years of high
Asio flammeus Asio otus Asio flammeus Asio otus owl numbers. however. these areas were
2003 6 4 13.8 8.2 not inhabited regularly and belonged to
2004 6 B) 220 7.6 suboptimal habitats. Protection features
2005 - - - - of an area are, probably, of the primary
2006 5 4 7.8 3.6 importance in the site selection process,
2007 6 3 23.2 22.5 given a prolonged period of 2.5 months
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from the start of egg-laying to fledging in the Short-eared Owl.
The sufficient time is not available for birds at intensively
used farmland.

The abandonment of lands being formerly used for inten-
sive farming was the general changing trend in agricultural
landscapes in our study area during the last two decades that
on first stages contributed to increase in species diversity and
abundance. However, the long-term abandonment of farm-
land leads to considerable habitat change and corresponding
changes in composition of communities of small mammals
in the area. Long-term low grazing or mowing intensity and
land abandonment favoured increasing rate of forest restora-
tion and associated rapid reduction of meadow, decrease in
landscape and species diversity. High and dense vegetation
(i) complicates hunting for birds of prey; (ii) leads to changes
in microclimate (Farley et al., 2005; Nosetto et al., 2007),
which becomes wetter, with longer period of snowmelt in
spring, followed by accumulation of water and loss of at-
tractiveness to ground-nesting birds; (iii) results in changes
in composition of communities of small mammals (Delattre et
al., 1996; De la Pena et al., 2003; More, Gadal, 2008), when
the Common vole is replaced by other species of voles and
mice (Apodemus, Clethrionomys, Sylvaemus), less accessible
to most rodent-specialists. Nesting density of the Short-eared
Owl decreased with increase of shrub coverage in the area.
The remaining patches of low-intensity grazing or irregularly
mown meadows has become more attractive for the species
which resulted in decrease of mean distance to five nearest
neighbours and increase of nesting density. Abandoned lands
have been still used by many species of ground-nesting birds
in the brood-raring period, including Short-eared Owls moving
there after leaving nests by chicks.

The Short-eared Owl, a territorial species, selects areas
with potentially more diverse fauna and higher abundance
of small mammals. Strict territoriality and protection of nest
site by owls potentially provides for availability of sufficient
food resources for adult birds and their brood. Reproductive
effort of the Short-eared Owl is realized more efficiently in
years of high rodent numbers compared with the Long-eared
Owl, because the latter species does not protect territories, and
selection of nest site in these birds is, probably, independent
of the rodent abundance (e.g., van Manen 1992; our data). It
is interesting that landscape variables had no significant ef-
fect on the placement of Long-eared Owl nest-sites: the type,
average size of and average distance to the nearest open patch
was similar for Long-eared Owl nest-sites and randomly cho-
sen sites (Rodriguez et al., 2006). Lesser dependence of the
Long-cared Owl on the habitat quality suggests that territorial
labiality allows individuals to respond faster to catastrophic
changes in both spatial distribution of prey and its abundance,
thus utilizing the most favourable strategy in unstable condi-
tions with unpredictable changes in environment.

Although human disturbance such as burning, mowing
or intensive grazing generally has a negative effect on the
Short-eared Owl, periodic disturbance can be necessary to
maintain suitable habitat (Dechant et al., 2003). Abandoned
lands and old meadow (grassland) with tall and dense cover
of grasses and young shrubs require mowing every 2—5 years
to maintain suitable habitat for Short-eared Owls and their

prey, small mammals, the Common vole in particular. Higher
farming intensity leads to sporadic nesting of the Short-eared
owl. The same effect on abandoned lands presumably results
from changes in composition of prey species.
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BCTPEYH IITHUI] C HETUITAYHOM
OKPACKOM OINIEPEHUA B IIPYT-
JHECTPOBCKOM MEX/IYPEYbE
YKPAUHBI U HA CONTIPEAEJIBHBIX
TEPPUTOPUSAX

Records of birds with atypical colouring of plumage in the Prut-
Dnister interfluve of Ukraine and adjacent territories. - N.A. Smir-
nov, D.A. Smirnov. - Berkut. 22 (1). 2013. - Data about records of colour
aberrations in 4 bird species are presented. [Russian].

OO0bIKHOBeHHBII ckBOpel (Sturnus vulgaris). 17.07.2004
. ITUIy-aIbOMHOCAa HAOMIOMand W3 OKHA Ioe3Ja B CTae
CKBOpIIOB, cocrosimeil u3 40—-60 ocobeil, B OKpECTHOCTSAX
JKEJIE3HOIOPOKHON cTaHUMM 3aBajibe CHATHUHCKOTO p-Ha
WBano-®paHkoBcKoit 0011

Coiika (Garrulus glandarius). IlpakTruuecku MONHBIN
aNBOMHOC (32 MCKITIOYEHUEM HECKOJIBKUX TEMHBIX PYJIEBBIX
nepreB) BerpedeH 16.10.2007 . B mecomoca ke Bo3Jie MpyaoB
Kunmanckoro peroxo3a mexny . Kuimane u c. JlankoBka
Kunmanckoro p-Ha UepHoBunkoii o61a. IItuna Bena ceds
OCTOPOXKHO M HE TIOAITyCKalla HAOMroaTels Onuxke, 4eM Ha
6—8 M. OnpenenieHre MPOU3BEITN Ha OCHOBE O0IIEro raduTyca,
XapakTepa ImoJieTa U rojoca.

I'pau (Corvus frugilegus). Ocennio 2000-2001 rr. He-
CKOJIBKO TMITHII C OTHUM—TPEMs OCTIBIMH MaXOBBIMH MEPbSIMU
MIEPUOUYECKA OTMeUaI B T. SIMmons BuaHUIKOH 0071

JomoBbiii BopoOeii (Passer domesticus). 30.05.2003
L. B I. SIMnone BunHMIKOH 00). HAONIOTATN MTHIY OYECHB
CBETJIOTO NEMeIbHOro OKpaca. Ha roose, KphUIbsIX U XBOCTE
y Hee ObUIM BHJIHBI KOpHUHEBaTble pa3Boasl. 19.07.2009 1. B
neHtpe r. Mormies-Ilomonbckuit BUHHUIIKOH 00IT. BCTPETHIIN
camKy-¢uaBucta. [ITrIia akTUBHO UCKaJIa KOPM Ha TEPPHUTO-
pHUH aBTOCTAHIIHH.
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3AJIT KACHITICBKOTO KPSTUKA
(HYDROPROGNE CASPIA)
B 3AKAPIIATCBHKY OBJIACThH

Vagrant of the Caspian Tern (Hydroprogne caspia) in Trans-
carpathian region. - V.M. Gleba. - Berkut. 22 (1). 2013. - An adult
bird was observed on a canal in the valley of Tisa river near the village
of Esen on 5.09.2000 (48.23 N, 22.16 E). It was the first record of the
species in Transcarpathian region of Ukraine. [Ukrainian].

5.09.2000 p. Ha HeBenuKiil BomoiiMi kaHaimy YopoHna B
nonuHi p.Truca Henoxaik Bix ¢. €ceHp (SIBopose) Yikropoa-
cpKoro p-Hy (48.23 N, 22.16 E) mu 3i cryneHToM 6iodaky
Vxropoacekoro yHiBepcurety T. IlerpoBudemM criocTepiranu
JI0pOCJIOro KacHiichkoro kpstuka (Hydroprogne caspia). [1tax
0yB c¢otorpadoanuii. Lie neprma 3a10kyMeHTOBaHA 3yCTPid
HOTO BHUY B oOnacti. Paninie Ha 3akapnarTi BiH HE BiIMi-
yaBcst (Ctpayrman, 1963; Tanmom, 1969; I'pabap, 1997). B
AaHOTOBaHOMY CIIMCKY ITaxiB 3akaprarchkoi o0nacTi monaHi
He TO4YHi JaHi npo ctpoku crocrepesxerns (ITorim, 2009).

Ha ozepi rHiznunucs 4opHi kpstuku (Chlidonias niger),
TpuMaiics Maiti O yaruti (Egretta garzetta), mani (Tachy-
baptus ruficollis) Ta Benuki (Podiceps cristatus) HOPIIL, TUCKA
(Fulica atra) 1 iHIIi BOTHO-0O0NOTSHI NTaxy.
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