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Photo 1. A decoy hawk set in the experimental corral for
Aigamo ducks
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Figure 1. Effect of a decoy hawk on the crow injuries (damage of eggs)
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Figure 2. Effect of fishing lines on the crow injuries (damage of eggs)
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Photo 2. Aggressive behaviour of a goose to a crow in
the experimental corral for geese
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Figure 3. Effect of free-ranging of geese on the crow injuries (damage of eggs)
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Protection of Aigamo Eggs from Injurious Crows

Koji TAKAYAMA ", Suguru SHIMABUKURO, Miyo YOsHIDA, Katsumi AKAT' and Yoshitaka NAKANISHI

(Laboratory of Animal Bebaviour and Management)

Summary

The objective of this study was to obtain fundamental information regarding the establishment of the effective methods
in attempt to reduce crow injures (damage of Aigamo eggs) outdoors. A survey was conducted to evaluate the effects of 3 dif-
ferent kinds of protections, i.e. setting of a decoy hawk in the sky, setting of fishing lines in the sky and free-ranging of
geese from February to May in 2009. The number of dummy eggs (chicken) taken away by the crows pre- and post-
operation of each protection were measured for 3 and 14 days, respectively. The results obtained were as follows:

1) The number of eggs significantly decreased after setting of a decoy hawk (P<0.01), and it showed no increase after-

ward. However, individual variation of the crows concerning the effect was found.

2) The number of eggs decreased after setting of fishing lines at a height of 1.2m (at intervals of 4 m in the shape of a let-

ter Z), and there was no damage over the experimental period.

3) No significant difference was observed in the damage of eggs before and after free-ranging of geese. The damage after

the free-ranging also revealed no increase.

These findings indicated that setting of fishing lines was one of the most effective methods to protect the Aigamo eggs

from injurious crows.
Key words: animal injury, crow, duck-rice farming, Aigamo eggs, fishing line
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