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Study on Bird Strike to Detailed Call Researcheres
in Black-tailed Gulls(Larus crassirostris)

A F (S gsta), HA (ST g

1.4 B Zuf 7] F{Laridae)E WEZ st d¥E FoA
AFHAHStout et al, 1969; Smith, 1977;
ZHY gAAZE e FoA ez = Beer, 1979). Zvll7le] 3445 dgd AF=
Wi Hasle] ATHAD (Falls 1982). Qb Tinbergen(1953)¢] "The Herring Gull’'s World”
LB ZHe SAMAEZE #HA A SwdA B HEHAEE @A7A oheksb A ol Fol A
A 4 Aok A, AN dge] Eolee C}r. g7l fe g S48 E AL Sln
AdAel Al 2AYE o] A 1348 o] ke 2yl 2elee @7 me oAl oy HFs
2 ALEEU, olE AALCE MEoA ED FEHol dodx gex dKStout et al,
2% Age JY F Yri(see Stoddard 1996). 1969; Beer, 1976). °]&9 &AM ZE 24adg
A4, AN E HAYAAGH IE = FF B4 A e sEddn EFstn A9 e
g9 srroR Algdch(Falls, 1982). Happer o} deglel we g2 s5g FIdrE o
(1986)+= Ad4d"e] o774 ooz ghoq (Beer, 1969). Evans(1986)= 49 nA 9 F
FEI7Y A e 7oA BAE BLe Al g4 W 2 &9 ‘*3“5‘3 el Ay
#d gt AZCA BAE dow, e W1 JRE AU dNLEE T 5 vy Bug
slela] o g WAl A W B ;,qz;}/] B & Atk Beer(1969) = A& vj 7] €] %*‘ B Ee]E
Agtd A& o] %%‘i‘i% Aol Rashed 7% 3 5ol wet 107MR 2 EH3 =
o AR, SANEE A & 1o}htﬂ Abgd AME HBolgduir SANZE V5 FEE
o FA S FAAEAN Fog, ade), A SWAA 1A dhbagR R
2 gz Oudt dyEdE £ aFd A (Park and Park 1997). 53] Chung(2000)2 4
Mg 5 9= 713 E A FFH(Catchpole & ol vl 7] M7t AA 9 g 445 F F
Slater, 1995). ©]9} o] 37}A Zwolr] 2 u, o]k RETre ¢1Aste] WAX A WA b
=845y 53 FAHAS e 2FEL 2 AgE 2L 429 d78 FHs9n. F
A e zHd vls) 259 ALHA BA ) SRR Fd A ol Avirlel g AFE W
0 #9838 48e 88 (Stevenson et al, A S FAeg 3 Sed JMAE AT

1970). webA, gi3E AU E sl F8L o Fdrh,
28R gL & ud gusn B2gs gAAE A g7A WA g g4Fofe s
E M3 gom, oj#d MNEZES AR I HES Adrr =83, &3] T
/\Fﬁo}ﬂ A& £ 02 fAEA ARE A #o) AAE AFET oy AFES AHTY
28} (Smith, 1977; Witt, 1977). 22 g ag # g2 oujrt AAR FFV-2F FEI
°ﬂ Y 2gEclgs HdHAS = 2FE 5 &40 7hsstt dustd v =3 Aol
& 1 75 879 ol wak ta B spx AN BqF7-Z2R FER A IV &4 o
2 2EL MAEgste] gdstA Abgste 9l g ZAAE o #erFe "Hart hE
o e A Aok (Stout et al, 1969; Beer, 2 Ao VENEY] Wiolth ZdiriHE A4
1976). 7 wa v gaxst w7 gl #E7) 99
A WAshs o 443 #3 dAre FEAYe] ol 2Ya F A7) BE 27 9
B £8 A & A9YHHE Lo sl
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2.1.1 Hol&v7] A7

2 A7 ApgEE Hojgwr] A7ES
20039 59 99 AHFHA ST FEE AT
Foxel Futm(37 32743” E, 126 167 18”
Nell A & AEjel A 7t AAEeIH e
26789 &¢& AFdz HHetd dF ‘:'5}71
(Lyon Model RX2)914 HA H3pzA(
39£05C, wE! 70+5%)o2 Ads F 07H-4
&g dFTHs ARG AT FEeE oA
2 FdAE 71553 g 4d o g £
AR AR Eo] AT

Holx AF 1d o]F AlFelAM 09:00%H
21:007+4) 8 451 Hol HAoh Hole ¥z
718 AEAA FTHEIFALH HoE FHEI
A Zur] ¥ A AAAA 553
o & AA Zurid 2gE sdFUC A
s oAy A7E B3 F 359 Ax H
A oojvle] x2lE AdsH 10‘34_ ¥ FHE o
ule Rgg AAs7] AlFety] wiE ot (Park
& Chung, 2002). 50¥°] ¢ F FEHE= ok}
52 (810x670x385cm) 2.2 &AM A3t Tk

212 BA Bol&dv7

AAE 1999¢ 549 189 FAFTH ¥ FHE
T ¢HEW JtemEe e P:=(36 407207
E, 126 03 50" NjolA 2570 <& AP
20709 &g AR AHA ATHI} AL F
HAZA A% F AAEoI Hole FAR

ol ol

0:

ol 7tx2 A HelHES FoA FFE o
Rqoew  EBLE O ASH <4 & =¥
(670x160x70cm)& THES A FFstATh

2.2 Bolzwr]l &4 Az

AP AT 45}“* HolZdujr] M7EL FA
9o Aele g EEH EAL o|&std wW=
Al ‘?—}%3&‘3}1 %}E‘%ﬁ] ) tH(Chung et al., 2002).
AN E8F EAOE 4£¥ 9 frequency, dB,
duration, 283 intervalelth ARG AE A A
Az 7] mew call®] frequencys Ho 420Hz,

2 1m Ag A 80dB, duratione 110ms, 1
2 intervalZ 20secolth. Ho|Zu}71e] mew
call& contact calld) W E7IH A7 E
2E we vy Fo HE 22 g durF
ol 2¥l2 ¢#A Utk (Park & Park 1997).

el 98E mew call 4717 EAS WHF
Bl Q759 Wwgg& #F3YITable 1)
Mew call2 FolzZwir] g wHAA A
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Digital  Recorder = PDR10003}
MKHS816P48 ZdlA ulola g o]
L& NMEE 5838 2
gl HE&HL mew cals 3 A B
g8 EAT WxA7)n A E controld B
AL Wl A8le] ¥xE Kay Computerized
Speech Lab(Model 4300B)& AM&38le] A1 59
o},

Sennheiser
g3tol @
Lol fulE

23 43 ¥4

2.3.1 Holzurl A7 A

Holzdrl qAEL F33 AH A 58
(A% 1-29, 459, 7-8¢, 14-15¢, za#Em
21-224) 8 del Adsidd, d¥e Folm
THE ARHG5x55x60cm)ol A 287 kAL #H st
A & = AASgY. $¥E AzZE taped
30sec?t M 7lol A playbackd & ¥3S #AFA3}
At

27t d3A sk dlelE e oW &)
Fol@urlA 7 4HE & F U 2gd
V8 @) 918 Zlolr] WEel M7 wheg 2
TFAE ol a] gastdh A HAle AE
of WE& F Alolm, T WAL= FHog
& 7B ¢S Aty doE Altelt
=8 oAdg VIEsin BAHgen wkgol
& B9 EA(Table 1)o) sy o &
AE3 2%3te] playbackdte] A3 E A&y
o

g7] A4

S A= Foldair] A 208 E o
Aoz AFH A8E 30sec 7} playback 3 %
PErg wEstAdch 7 RS Y 8L AA
29 A Y= %”iﬂ Wolzul 7} Fzlete] A
o, F WA Sdof EAR A BA
HOo 2 Folo s Aztolt)

Table 1. Manipulated playback tape

28y WMEE mew calg AMAEANA
playback 832 €& datas FAZZ% SPSS
1305 o] &3t F 44T

Eg3 EAZLY FA2 One-way ANOVAE
Argslgomn ALE A& Turkey testd® 48
g4t o W &3 HE= 0052 st

3. dA7&En
3.1 Beojduy) Mgl W

Polgul7] A7 EE 22d AA 27 &
gl wad Wes vedd A Wz

frequency, intensity, 2|1l duration®] is}A]
NMAEL FAoE = vbes JehiA @

. 93818 49 Adl(control®l FaFot
durationel diEld e S9xE HEE sy 8

& e

a8y &g intervaloﬂ g3 A= negative®
AzEEe 9 ANES FHLR 5 e
vEb . &3] 0.5sec mterval Wz A A 7B
o] ukgol 7t ‘*HPE?W vebs ol (Turkey HSD
F=250.47, p<0.01). TR £UWE AAE
o] A<l ”Egi FHEolo i 4446 =
13837 sec®] AJ7ke] AREATHTurkey HSD
F=129.61, p<0.01, Table 1).
Interval®  05sec® AT AA
frequency, duration 123l intensity> WZ 8}
H4e "ol AFES Z7] g2 HEE YEW
th, 05sec interval®l Al frequency™= control &
£ negative® WxH9E W & &g Ve
Uigl o (Turkey HSD F=21.80, p<0.01, Fig.
1,
duratione control HHE FX|FHE W e
o] E=9vHF=10.92, p<001, Fig. 2). dB<&
positive® WxE 4L o B WIS YEWS
(Turkey HSD F=39.44, p<0.01, Fig. 3).

Negative manipulation Control Positive manipulation
Frequency(Hz) 220 320 420 520 620
Intensity(dB) 60 70 80 90 160
Duration(ms) 70 90 110 130 150
Interval(sec) 0.5 1 2 3 35
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Fig. 1 Response time of black-tailed gull
chicks for manipulated frequency(1:220, 2:320.

3:420, 4:520, and 5:620Hz) on 0.5sec call
interval.
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Fig. 2 Response time of black—tailed gull
chicks for manipulated call duration(1:70, 2:90,
3:110, 4:130, and 5:150sec) on 0.5sec call
interval.
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Fig. 3 Response time of black-tailed gull
chicks for manipulated call intensity(1:60, 2:70,
3:80, 4:90, and 5:100dB) on 0.5sec call interval.

32 A HolZur] e g

AFEFAA  2HAE HAE} 05 sec
interval2 WZ¥ tapeE playback 39S W
AA  HolZwrlEL NMFEH wIAAR
frequency, duration, Z8]3L dBol| | & W
& YRR skt

A9k 05sec interval HMZo|A 3 v-3-&
Heldch. AAEL 25 ¥ 3PS 3
Roew AT FHE 2ot FUA A
72m+15 o 1°ﬂ Ago=z 2o AT A
A Holdirlz Sdo] Bun AHAHQ 2H
2 Eole /7R 9% 258se £ 42 9] A7ke] &
EEAT

¥ Playback3ll & ® AAE wPA o
control Bt} 9uglA FolAe FoE ER
}H(t=5.085 P<0.01, Fig. 4).
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Fig. 4 Flight time between manipulation(0.5sec
call interval) and control call in black-tailed

gull
Table 2. Response to manipulated call inblack-tailed gull chicks.
Negative manipulation Control Positive manipulation Sig.
— - + ++
frequency n.r. n.r. nr. n.r. n.r. n.s.
Hidable intensity nr. nr. nr. nr. nr. n.s.
response(sec) duration n.r. n.r. nr. nr. n.r. n.s.
interval 1.2+0.41 8.0+7.1 28.9+5.1 n.r. n.r. 0.01
frequency n.r. n.r. nr. nr. n.r. n.s.
Return intensity nr. nr. n.r. nr. nr. n.s.
response(sec) duration nr. n.r. nr. n.r. n.r. n.s.
mterval 444.6+£138.3 469+147.4 17.8+79.6 nr. n.r. 0.01
n,r. ! no response, n.s. - no significant
= 9
XoodE Adoltt. FAE2 call interval®
HBolzf 718 AW el mew call& &4 08sec AER wi-¢ #&rch oizlgd §HMNEEE
B & g B3 Adoln Am BE:AJoldA A7 zaizle) A playback W AFdAME] o A
A¥EE F+= 287t ofurHMoynihan, 1958). M7 Ees Bx Ao ¥ YB& I (Beer,
2 AYo)A Holdurle] mew calle interval 1969, Park & Park, 1997).
War ZAALEY =3iAe 242 Jenis) AEFoa Heldwivie] AALH TAEL
o, Zu7|Hd &4 dHAEHE 5 g o] call interval® HAA =33t A7 E A
w1072 AEE ol gdoHBeer, 1969). playback #1712 #F&2 #HAI Ago] ot
w2k 717 AL EhE S E Jhedd s o] AgelM olEe Z&HE FASH HAAS
ALY FAGo] EA. Quﬂ7l%9l A A weg A gtew 238 FUANE &
F& AR Y 2AAY F2E ¥ 0 Ye & A ot A gAY o] AFyATAA
2 & call intervale] wrEwW wWESE AAY 4 call intervale]l F a8k AMM2 W HG

#7 Bode AE ouigy, = $48e 2 (Park & Chung, 2002).
Z1Fo A HEE g ofgl@ Ze] ol gy B Ad¥go M frequency, duration, 18]
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