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Abstract Predation is a major ecological and evolution-
ary driver of natural populations, greatly inXuencing Wtness
and behaviour of prey species. Small, long-lived petrels are
vulnerable to predation at the breeding colonies and are
expected to evolve behavioural strategies to minimize pre-
dation risks. Using an automatic nest monitoring system
and nightly aerial counts, we examined the eVect of vegeta-
tion cover and moonlight on colony attendance patterns and
levels of burrow activity of breeding thin-billed prions,
Pachyptila belcheri, on New Island, Falkland Islands. We
further investigated how these parameters were related to
predation by Falkland skuas. We monitored up to 32 nests
in two habitats, one with Tussock grass and one with low
vegetation cover. Individuals in both areas were more
active at the nest before hatching, and those breeding in the
low cover habitat were more active and arrived at the col-
ony earlier, which might reXect an eVect of reaction time
over predation risk. Nocturnal activity peaks shifted in time

as the season progressed, indicating behavioural adjust-
ments to sunrise hours. Moon phase did not aVect atten-
dance and activity levels of breeders in either habitat or
overall aerial activity, but inXuenced arrival time at the
colony during chick-rearing, individuals arriving later in
periods of full moon. Skua capture rates were positively
correlated with aerial and nest activity but not with over-
all breeder attendance and were unaVected by moon
phase. Thin-billed prions activity budgets are inXuenced
by environmental parameters that aVect their likelihood of
being predated.

Keywords Pachyptila · Attendance patterns · Predation · 
Burrow activity · Vegetation cover

Introduction

Predation is a major demographic and evolutionary driver
of natural populations, greatly inXuencing survival, repro-
ductive success and behaviour of prey species (Martin
1996; Lima 1998), which in turn are likely to adopt strate-
gies that allow them to minimize survival costs (Harfenist
and Ydenberg 1995). Especially when predation represents
a major cause of mortality, anti-predator behaviour in prey
is strongly selected for and may include habitat choice and
temporal and/or spatial segregation of activity patterns that
minimize encounters with predators (for a review, see Lima
and Dill 1990).

The physical structure of the nesting habitat can provide
shelter from predators, especially for ground-nesting birds.
Vegetation cover improved reproductive success in gulls
and provided signiWcant shelter against avian predators
in nocturnal auklets (Pierotti 1982; Miyazaki 1996). In the
latter species, experimental removal of vegetation cover

M. C. Silva · P. D. Boersma
Department of Biology, University of Washington, 
Box 351800, Seattle, WA 98195, USA

M. C. Silva (&)
Centro de Biologia Ambiental, Faculdade de Ciências, 
Universidade de Lisboa, Bloco C2, 3º Piso, 
Campo Grande, 1749-016 Lisbon, Portugal
e-mail: mssilva@fc.ul.pt

J. P. Granadeiro
CESAM, Museu Nacional de História Natural, 
Universidade de Lisboa, 1250-102 Lisbon, Portugal

I. Strange
New Island Conservation Trust, 
New Island, Falkland Islands
123



422 Polar Biol (2011) 34:421–429
resulted in an increase in predator density and attacks
towards breeding auklets which, in response, arrived later
at the nests (Miyazaki 1996).

Most pelagic seabirds only come ashore during the
breeding season and at this time they are vulnerable to
native and introduced predators (e.g., Boersma et al. 1980;
Watanuki 1986; Weidinger 1998; Nordstrom and Korpimaki
2004; Catry et al. 2007; Wanless et al. 2007). For example,
gulls kill approximately 13% of the adult Leach’s storm-
petrels (Oceanodroma leucorrhoa) annually on Daikoku
Island (Watanuki 1986), which must represent a strong
selective pressure. With very few exceptions, small petrels
are nocturnal at the breeding colonies (Warham 1990), and
nocturnality in this group has likely evolved in response to
predation and/or prey availability (Imber 1975; Brooke and
Prince 1991; Klomp and Furness 1992). Most studies
examining the eVects of predation pressure and ambient
light on the behaviour of small petrels have found that
aerial activity and vocalization levels of non-breeders are
reduced during moonlit nights (e.g. Bretagnolle 1990;
Mougeot and Bretagnolle 2000b; Boersma and Silva 2001).
Conversely, the behaviour of breeders is poorly docu-
mented, but a few studies suggest that their activity is
unaVected by light variation (Storey and Grimmer 1986;
Bretagnolle 1990; but see Keitt et al. 2004). An exception
to this trend is the small Leach�s Storm-Petrels, where both
breeders and non-breeders, as determined by brood patch
condition, decreased the frequency of colony visitation dur-
ing moonlit nights (Watanuki 2002).

The thin-billed prion, Pachyptila belcheri, is a medium-
sized petrel that breeds in the sub-Antarctic (Marchant and
Higgins 1990). Although some aspects of its biology have
been studied well (e.g., breeding ecology: Strange 1980;
Silva et al. 2007, foraging behaviour and chick provision-
ing: Chastel et al. 1995; Duriez 2000; Quillfeldt et al.
2006), their nocturnal activity budgets, as in most other
small petrels, have not been documented in detail. On New
Island, Falkland Islands, there is an estimated breeding
population of 2 million pairs (Catry et al. 2003). They nest
mainly in soft peat areas with reduced plant cover of short
grass and in lower numbers in areas of Tussock (Poa Xabel-
lata). Higher densities in open areas do not reXect prefer-
ence, but availability of nesting sites. In fact, prions nest at
the base of tussock plants, and consequently, nest densities
are limited by the density of the plants. One of their main
predators at this colony is the Falkland skua, Catharacta a.
antarctica, and those nesting close to the main concentra-
tions of prion burrows seem to rely mainly on them as a
food source. Predation pressure on adult prions during the
breeding season, which lasts for up to 6 months, most likely
constitutes a strong selective force for predator avoidance
behaviour to evolve in this population. This study investi-
gates the eVect of vegetation cover and the phase of the

moon on the behaviour of this small petrel and speciWcally
addresses the following predictions: areas with high vegeta-
tion cover, such as the tussock habitat, will show (1) higher
burrow activity and (2) earlier arrivals to the nest sites,
since individuals are less exposed to predation relative to
more open areas. Also, during periods of full moon, (3)
individuals will decrease attendance and activity levels at
the nest and (4) arrive later at the colony. To compare
diVerences in the attendance proWles and activity levels of
breeding thin-billed prions between habitats, we used an
automatic nest logging system, which allowed to simulta-
neously, and unambiguously, monitor the two members of
each pair.

Materials and methods

The study was carried out on New Island, Falkland Islands
(51°73�S, 61°31�W) from mid-November 1999 until the
end of February 2000. Thin-billed prions lay a single egg
during the Wrst half of November, and hatching begins at
the end of December. Fledging occurs when nestlings are
between 45 and 54 days old, typically during the second
half of February (Strange 1980; Silva unpubl. data). At the
beginning of the study, we randomly selected 16 nests in an
exposed area of peat (mean 5% of plant cover, mostly
Common Groundsel Senecio vulgaris and Yorkshire Fog
Holcus lanatus, mean maximum plant height of 64.4 cm),
hereafter designated as “low cover”. This area has approxi-
mately 50 prion burrow entrances per 50 m2 (transect 16 of
Catry et al. 2003). We also randomly selected 16 nests in an
area covered almost exclusively by Tussock (mean plant
cover of 74%, mean maximum plant height of 160.0 cm),
hereafter designated as “high cover”. This area has between
30 and 50 nest entrances per 50 m2 (transect 13 of Catry
et al. 2003). In each habitat, the studied nests were within a
60-m-diameter area. A small hole was cut in the roof of
each nest chamber to allow easy access to adults and chick.
The hole was covered by a Xat stone and securely sealed to
protect the nest from rain and predators. In an area between
the two habitats, we randomly selected 30 chicks, which we
also measured and weighed (although the adults from these
nests were not manipulated) and acted as a control group.

Burrows were equipped with an automatic monitoring
system that allowed the simultaneous detection of activity
of the two adults in up to 16 nests in each area over the
duration of the study. This system records entrances and
departures from the nest, being triggered by a small magnet
(<1 g) attached to a tail feather (see Granadeiro et al. 1998
for details of the system). PVC tubes with two coils were
placed at the entrance of the studied nests. The passage of
the magnet sequentially activated these coils, determining
the direction (nest entry or exit) of the movement. Opposite
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orientations of the magnet induced diVerent signals that
enabled discrimination between mates.

Adults were captured at the nest at the beginning of the
incubating period, ringed or identiWed if recaptured, sexed
by vent measurements (Boersma and Davies 1987), mea-
sured and weighed. The magnet was glued to a central tail
feather and covered with cloth-backed tape for additional
security. Males and females were also marked with a diVer-
ent colour spot on the forehead to allow identiWcation at the
nest without further handling. Data from the monitoring
system were rarely checked against Weld observations at
night during chick-rearing, but during incubation whenever
eggs were left unattended. Adult mass was not signiWcantly
diVerent between the two areas (t66 = ¡0.31, P > 0.1), and
chick growth rate was similar between habitats and no
diVerent from the control group (F4,60 = 0.78, P > 0.5), sug-
gesting no signiWcant diVerences in quality of the breeders
between the two habitats.

The system only required a one-time manipulation of
each individual, and measuring and magnet attachment
took up to 10 min per bird. Birds lost the magnet on two
occasions because the tail feather broke, and these individu-
als were excluded from all the analyses until the magnet
was replaced. Data from the monitoring system were col-
lected between 24 November and the end of February, and
up to 16 nests were simultaneously monitored in each area.
Black rats Rattus rattus predated four chicks in the Tussock
and one chick in the low cover areas when they were
approximately 15 days old. These nests were included in
most analyses until predation took place since it is unlikely
that adult attendance or activity patterns were aVected up to
that moment.

Remains of prions were collected every other day in
nineteen skua breeding territories, from the beginning of
December to the end of February. All skua territories were
located between the two prion study areas and were chosen
based on the presence of a pair and an initiated nest struc-
ture. All territories were cleaned of existing remains before
monitoring started. As in other sub-Antarctic colonies,
skuas catch prions on the ground as they arrive at the col-
ony (Mougeot and Bretagnolle 2000b), and prion remains,
consisting usually of the two wings connected by the ster-
num, are found scattered on skua breeding territories. Dur-
ing the study period, we collected only fresh remains and
we only counted the right wings to account for the few
occasions when only one wing was found. Since prions
may have been consumed by skuas away from the breeding
territories, these predation rates are a conservative estimate
of how many prions were taken during the period of the
study.

Immature prions visit the breeding colonies, prospecting
for mates and nests, and are thus also exposed to predation
risks, possibly higher than those faced by breeders

(Bretagnolle et al. 1998). Aerial activity of both age groups
was quantiWed by performing ten consecutive 1-min counts
of all Xying birds crossing the beam of a headlight pointing
vertically, every night throughout the whole period of the
study. The counts were carried out in an area adjacent to the
low cover habitat, approximately 2 h after sunset.

The eVect of moonlight was examined for 7-day window
periods around the peaks of full and new moon. During
incubation, there were up to 10 days of full moon and
7 days of new moon. During chick-rearing, we considered
up to 14 days of new moon (depending on the date of
hatching) and 14 days of full moon when considering time
of arrival, and 7 days of full moon and new moon when
looking at diVerences in attendance and nest activity to
account for the seasonal decline of these parameters.
Arrival time data are reported relative to civil twilight time
(as calculated in www.esrl.noaa.gov/gmd/grad/solcal) of
the mid-point date for the incubation and chick-rearing
periods.

Data from the automatic monitoring system were ana-
lysed in terms of colony attendance, estimated by the pro-
portion of breeders with magnet present at the colony on a
given night, levels of activity at the nest, deWned as the
number of single movements, either an entry or exit from
the nest, performed by breeders present at the colony on a
given night, and arrival times. Aerial activity data, esti-
mated by the counts, refer to both breeders and non-breed-
ers. We used generalized linear mixed models (GLMM) to
account for repeated measurements on the same individuals
and also to account for a possible correlational structure in
the behaviour of birds in a pair. We used the package nlme
(Pinheiro et al. 2009) to Wt the models, using individuals
nested within nest as a random factor. The signiWcance of
the Wxed terms was tested using log-likelihood tests on
nested models, with and without the variables of interest.
The statistics are presented as averages for individual birds
or nests, as appropriate. Results are presented as mean §
S.D. unless otherwise stated.

Results

Colony attendance and nest activity levels throughout the
breeding season

Attendance oscillated around 50% in both habitats dur-
ing incubation and the beginning of chick-rearing, indicat-
ing that on average, one of the parents was present at the
nest, but decreased signiWcantly thereafter (low cover habi-
tat: r = ¡0.73, n = 36 days, P < 0.0001; high cover habitat:
r = ¡0.34, n = 37 days, P = 0.037) (Fig. 1).

There was a diVerence in the pattern of activity during
incubation and chick-rearing between the two habitats
(Fig. 2). During incubation, adults in the low cover area
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were on average signiWcantly more active at the nest than
adults in the high cover area (low cover area: 2.84 § 3.53
movements per night (n = 32 individuals), high cover area:
1.13 § 1.05 movements per night (n = 28 individuals), log-
likelihood test = 4.13, P = 0.042, but not during chick-rear-
ing (low cover area: 2.49 § 0.84 movements per night
(n = 29 individuals), high cover area: 2.35 § 1.17 move-
ments per night (n = 31 individuals), log-likelihood
test = 1.93, P = 0.164).

There was an initial period of increased activity after
hatching, coinciding with the brooding period. In both hab-
itats, the number of movements per bird eventually con-
verged to an average of two movements per night (Fig. 2),
indicating that during this period, adults entered the nest,
fed the chick and left.

Levels of prion aerial activity, as indicated by night-time
counts of Xying birds, varied widely throughout the breed-
ing season, with no apparent underlying pattern. This
counting method was highly repeatable during the 10-min
periods, as the Wrst 5-min counts were signiWcantly corre-

lated with the second 5-min counts (r = 0.92, n = 100,
P = 0.0001). The numbers of prions crossing the beam of
light ranged between 0.20 § 0.63 and 25.7 § 5.14 prions
per minute (n = 10 counts). Most peaks of aerial activity
occurred during incubation, a period during which there
was no relation between aerial activity and nest attendance
of breeders (Fig. 3). During chick-rearing, aerial activity
and attendance of breeders were positively correlated in the
low cover (Spearman r = 0.52, n = 53, P < 0.0001) and
high cover habitats (Spearman r = 0.44, n = 54, P < 0.0008)
(Fig. 3). We also found a positive correlation between aer-
ial activity and activity at the nest in the low cover habitat
(r = 0.26, n = 82, P < 0.02) but not in the high cover habitat
(P > 0.05).

Activity levels throughout the night

Nocturnal activity patterns were similar among habitats
(Fig. 4a, b). During incubation, adults in both areas
increased burrow activity levels, on average, ca. 2.30 h

Fig. 1 Proportion of breeders 
visiting the colony during 
incubation and chick-rearing, 
as assessed by the automatic 
logging system. Full moon 
(open circles) and new moon 
(Wlled circles) periods are 
indicated. Hatched vertical line 
represents mean hatching date. 
Interrupted lines represent 
days of system failure
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Fig. 2 Level of activity during 
incubation and chick-rearing as 
assessed by the automatic 
logging system. Full moon 
(open circles) and new moon 
(Wlled circles) periods are 
indicated. Hatched vertical line 
represents mean hatching date. 
Interrupted lines represent 
days of system failure
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after sunset. The number of movements peaked around
02:00, ca. 2.30 h before sunrise, after which nest activity
dropped sharply, as birds either returned to sea or to their
burrows. Approximately 1 h before sunrise, birds stopped
moving (Fig. 4a). Throughout the night, the total number of
movements per unit of time in the Tussock was lower than
in the low cover habitat. During chick-rearing, nocturnal
activity of breeders in both areas reXected the pattern of
attendance of the adults as they visited the colony to feed
the chick (Fig. 4b). Numbers progressively build up as
birds arrived at the colony approximately two and half
hours after sunset, decreased slightly after this period and
peaked again before dawn, at around 02:45, as birds left the
colony. Although time of arrival at the colony during incu-
bation and chick-rearing did not change signiWcantly with
the change of sunset hours, departure times were adjusted
to sunrise hours, the last adults leaving the colony later dur-
ing chick-rearing (Fig. 4a, b).

EVect of moonlight

There was no diVerence in the attendance levels of breeders
between full and new moon periods during chick-rearing in
either habitat, although the eVect of habitat just failed to
reach statistical signiWcance (repeated measures ANOVA (on
arcsin-root transformed attendance), with habitat as a main
factor: habitat: F1,44 = 3.89, P = 0.055; moon phase: F1,44 =
0.32, P > 0.5; interaction F1,44 = 3.19, P = 0.08). There was a
tendency for chick-rearing adults to visit more frequently in
the low cover area, irrespective of moon phase.

The phase of the moon did not also have an eVect on the
activity levels of breeders (number of single movements
per bird) in both habitats during either incubation or chick-
rearing (all log-likelihood tests were non-signiWcant)
(Table 1; Fig. 2). In contrast, both habitat and the phase of

the moon had a signiWcant eVect on the breeders’ time of
arrival to the colony (Table 1). During incubation, individu-
als in the high cover area arrived signiWcantly later relative
to birds breeding in the low cover area, irrespective of
moon phase (log-likelihood tests: eVect of moon = 1.31,
P = 0.25, eVect of area = 7.9, P = 0.005) (Table 1). During
chick-rearing, breeders arrived signiWcantly later in periods
of full moon irrespective of the breeding habitat ((log-like-
lihood tests; eVect of moon = 11.2, P < 0.001, eVect of
habitat = 1.96, P = 0.161) (Table 1).

Moon phase did not have an eVect on the total aerial
activity registered during either incubation or chick-rearing
(all log-likelihood tests, P > 0.05)

Predation by skuas

A total of 764 prion remains was collected from 19 skua
territories, corresponding to an average of 0.53 prions per
day per skua territory. No other avian remains were found,
except for a skua chick leg bone found in a pellet. During
the skuas’ chick-rearing period, Wsh (whole or remains)
were found consistently in only two territories.

Prion intake by skuas decreased signiWcantly over the
breeding season (r = ¡0.69, n = 34 days, P < 0.001),
reXecting the decrease in activity, both of breeding and
non-breeding prions, as the season progressed. In fact, we
found a positive correlation between the number of prions
collected on the skua territories and the number of Xying
prions counted on the previous night (r = 0.62, n = 33 days,
P < 0.0002), although the same was not true for breeder
attendance (r = 0.30, n = 34 days, P = 0.08). Capture rates
of skuas were also positively correlated with the number of
single movements per bird (reXecting prion nest activity)
visiting the colony on the previous night (r = 0.43, n = 34 days,
P = 0.01).

Fig. 3 Relationship between 
the proportion of breeders 
attending the colony each night 
and the number of nocturnal 
prion counts. Attendance data 
were averaged among habitats
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Skua predation rates were not aVected by the phase of
the moon, as we found no signiWcant diVerences in capture
rates between periods of full and new moon (paired t-test15,
P > 0.05).

Discussion

Despite the large number of studies focusing on petrel
breeding biology (e.g, Warham 1990), only a handful have
examined in detail patterns of colony attendance of small
petrels, and speciWcally those of breeders. The monitoring
system used in this study provided an eYcient and non-
intrusive way of discriminating the eVects of vegetation

cover and moon phase on attendance and activity patterns
of breeding thin-billed prions (see also Granadeiro et al.
1998). Contrary to our predictions, breeding adults were
more active at the nest in the habitat with the lowest level of
vegetation cover, although only during incubation. This is
surprising since skuas were often observed hunting on the
ground in low cover areas, but were very seldom seen hunting
in tussock areas at night. This result may reXect a trade-oV
between cover from predators and ability to escape rapidly.
Although in the low cover habitat adults presumably face a
higher risk of predation by skuas, the absence of dense veg-
etation allows the birds to move and take-oV rapidly, as
petrels do not move well in tall vegetation (Warham 1990,
1996). Also, non-vegetated areas are more exposed to

Fig. 4 a Levels of nocturnal 
burrow activity during incuba-
tion in the two habitats. Vertical 
hatched lines indicate the aver-
age hour of sunset and sunrise 
for this period. The number of 
movements per bird was 
grouped into 15-min time inter-
vals. Values presented are 
mean § s.e. b Levels of 
nocturnal burrow activity during 
chick-rearing in the two habitats. 
Vertical hatched lines indicate 
the average times of sunset 
and sunrise for this period. 
The number of movements per 
bird was grouped into 15-min 
time intervals. Values 
presented are mean § s.e
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the generally moderate to strong winds, and consequently,
birds in the low cover area might aVord to be more active if
they can detect incoming predators, manoeuvre and get air-
borne more rapidly. This might also explain earlier arrivals
to the colony in this habitat, a pattern especially seen during
incubation. As the low cover habitat has a higher density of
nests and a larger proportion of nests sharing the same
entrance, a higher number of movements in this area may
also be the result of more social interactions, involving both
breeders and non-breeders (Granadeiro et al. 1998). In the
year of the study, there was lower breeding success in the
high cover habitat, which might have been the result of rat
predation (Catry et al. 2007). However, we have no evi-
dence suggesting that rats inXuence adult behaviour.

We also found an eVect of ambient light on the patterns
of attendance of the breeders. Nocturnal activity in both
habitats shifted in time as the season progressed suggesting
that birds adjusted their behaviour particularly to sunrise
hours, a pattern also seen in other small petrel species
(Boersma and Silva 2001). This dynamic strategy is likely
to reduce predation risk, by concentrating phases of higher
activity during the darker periods of the night.

Several reports of decreased colony attendance during
periods of full moon in petrels, particularly by smaller spe-
cies, have been interpreted as a strategy to reduce the
risk of predation (Boersma et al. 1980; Watanuki 1986;
Bretagnolle 1990; Mougeot and Bretagnolle 2000a, b). Most
studies found that the intensity of moonlight inXuences
mainly non-breeding individuals, which reduced both the
levels of colony attendance as well as vocal activity
(Bretagnolle 1990; Mougeot and Bretagnolle 2000b). Unlike
other studies, we found no eVect of moon phase on the pat-
terns of colony attendance of prions, including breeders and
non-breeders, as estimated by our daily counts (but see
Harris 1969; Watanuki 1986; Mougeot and Bretagnolle

2000a). Furthermore, by looking speciWcally at the activity
budgets of breeding individuals, we also found that the
phase of the moon did not aVect the patterns of colony
attendance and levels of activity of incubating and chick-
rearing adults (see also Storey and Grimmer 1986). Inter-
estingly, adults feeding chicks in both habitats arrived
signiWcantly later at the colony during periods of full moon.
A similar pattern found in Leach’s Storm-Petrel was inter-
preted as a predator avoidance behaviour, as their main
predators (Larus gulls) were found to be more active on
moonlit nights (Watanuki 1986; Huntington et al. 1996).
Although we did not Wnd a relationship between skua cap-
ture rates and moon phase, it is possible that skuas and
other predators are more active during bright nights and pri-
ons respond accordingly, by arriving later in periods of full
moon. Alternatively, prions might increase and/or extend
their foraging activity in brighter nights as suggested in
other petrels (Klomp and Furness 1992; Phalan et al. 2007;
Yamamoto et al. 2008).

On sub-Antarctic islands, skuas show high levels of prey
speciWcity and their diets reXect local species abundance
(Mougeot et al. 1998). Although skuas breeding on or near
prion nesting areas seem to rely essentially on this species
as prey, capture rates were low, ca. 0.5 prion/day/territory,
and signiWcantly lower than those of skuas on other sub-
Antarctic islands (Young 1976; Mougeot et al. 1998). This
suggests that skua diet must include other prey species such
as Wsh, crustaceans and occasionally penguin eggs and
chicks, which are under-represented in prey remains left on
their territory. Another plausible explanation is that skuas
are hunting and consuming prey away from their nests.

Capture rates were found to be highest during prion
incubation and hatching periods, similar to the pattern
found with Brown skuas in Mayes Island (Mougeot et al.
1998). In their study, maximum capture rates were found to

Table 1 Proportion of monitored breeders present at the colony per
day, level of burrow activity (deWned as the number of single move-
ments performed by breeders present at the colony on a given night)

and (relative) time of arrival at the nest (time after the civil twilight for
incubation and chick-rearing, see methods), averaged per individual, in
the two habitats relative to phase of the moon and breeding stage

Habitat Incubation Chick-rearing

New moon Full moon New moon Full moon

Presence

Low cover 0.52 § 0.29 (n = 28) 0.54 § 0.29 (n = 28) 0.49 § 0.16 (n = 26) 0.67 § 0.18 (n = 26)

High cover 0.51 § 0.32 (n = 24) 0.54 § 0.23 (n = 24) 0.48 § 0.21 (n = 20) 0.56 § 0.13 (n = 20)

Activity at the burrow

Low cover 3.12 § 4.17 (n = 29) 3.83 § 5.35 (n = 30) 2.15 § 0.35 (n = 26) 2.72 § 1.43 (n = 28)

High cover 0.98 § 0.89 (n = 24) 1.19 § 1.80 (n = 27) 2.01 § 0.24 (n = 22) 2.24 § 0.47 (n = 30)

Time of arrival

Low cover 01:41 § 0:43 (n = 18) 02:04 § 0:38 (n = 16) 02:32 § 0:50 (n = 32) 02:48 § 0:49 (n = 29)

High cover 02:26 § 1:06 (n = 12) 02:35 § 0:48 (n = 13) 02:36 § 0:51 (n = 30) 03:08 § 0:43 (n = 30)

n refers to number of individuals
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be related to periods of high colony attendance by non-
breeding petrels (Mougeot and Bretagnolle 2000b). We
found that nightly intake of prions was positively correlated
with the number of prions Xying on the previous night but
not correlated with the number of visiting breeders, sug-
gesting that also on New Island, skua diet might include a
signiWcant proportion of non-breeding individuals. This age
group spends more time Xying and moving around above
ground while looking for burrows and advertising for
potential mates (Bretagnolle et al. 1998), which increases
their exposure to predation by skuas. This relation also
shows that skua predation rates are a function of prion
availability, suggesting that skuas need to rely on other
prey species particularly on nights of low prion activity.

Acknowledgments The authors are grateful to S. MacKay for
invaluable help with Weldwork, database organization and review of
early versions of the manuscript. We are also grateful to the Physics
Department, University of Washington, for access to equipment neces-
sary to roll the coils, and to M. Burns, University of Glasgow for help
with system maintenance. We thank the owners and crew of the “Pro-
fessor Molchanov” for transportation to New Island. P Catry provided
useful comments on the manuscript. Funding was provided by grants
from Fundação para a Ciência e a Tecnologia (BD/9356/96 and BPD/
22276/05) to MCS and also by the project Albatroz (PTDC/MAR/
099366/2008). We also thank the New Island Conservation Trust,
Falkland Islands Government and Wildlife Conservation Society for
support.

References

Boersma PD, Davies EM (1987) Sexing monomorphic birds by vent
measurements. Auk 104:779–783

Boersma PD, Silva MC (2001) Fork-tailed storm-petrel (Oceano-
droma furcata). In: Poole A, Gill F (eds) The Birds of North
America. Birds of North America, Philadelphia, no. 569

Boersma PD, Wheelwright NT, Nerini MK, Wheelwright ES (1980)
The breeding biology of the fork-tailed storm-petrel (Oceano-
droma furcata). Auk 97:268–282

Bretagnolle V (1990) EVet de la lune sur l’activité des petrels (classe
Aves) aux îles selvages (Portugal). Can J Zool 68:1404–1409

Bretagnolle V, Genevois F, Mougeot F (1998) Intra- and inter-sexual func-
tions in the call of a non-passerine bird. Behaviour 135:1161–1184

Catry P, Campos A, Segurado P, Silva MC, Strange IJ (2003) Popula-
tion census and nesting habitat selection if thin-billed prion
Pachyptila belcheri on New Island, Falkland Islands. Polar Biol
26:202–207

Catry P, Silva MC, MacKay S, Campos A, Masello J, Quillfeldt P,
Strange IJ (2007) Can thin-billed prions Pachyptila belcheri
breed successfully on an island with introduced rats, mice and
cats? The case of New Island, Falkland Islands. Polar Biol 30:391–
394

Chastel O, Weimerskirch H, Jouventin P (1995) Body condition and
seabird reproductive performance: a study of three petrel species.
Ecology 76:2240–2246

de Brooke ML, and Prince PA (1991) Nocturnality in seabirds. Proc Int
Orn Congres XX:1113–1121

Duriez O (2000) Regulation of chick provisioning in the thin-billed
prion: an interannual comparison and manipulation of parents.
Can J Zool 78:1275–1283

Granadeiro JP, Burns MD, Furness RW (1998) Patterns of activity
and burrow attendance in Cory’s Shearwater Calonectris
diomedea as revealed by a novel logging technique. Ibis 140:
458–466

Harfenist A, Ydenberg RC (1995) Parental provisioning and predation
risk in rhinoceros auklets (Cerorhinca monocerata): eVects on
nestling growth and Xedging. Behav Ecol 6:82–86

Harris MP (1969) The biology of storm-petrels in the Galapagos
Islands. Proc Calif Acad Sci 37:95–166

Huntington CE, Butler RG, Mauck RA (1996) Leach’s storm-petrel
(Oceanodroma leucorrhoa). In: Poole A, Gill F (eds) The Birds
of North America. Birds of North America, Philadelphia, no. 233

Imber MJ (1975) Behaviour of petrels in relation to the moon and arti-
Wcial lights. Notornis 22:302–306

Keitt BS, Tershy BR, Croll DA (2004) Nocturnal behavior reduces
predation pressure on black-vented shearwaters PuYnus opis-
thomelas. Mar Ornithol 32:173–178

Klomp NI, Furness RW (1992) Patterns of chick feeding in Cory’s
Shearwater and the associations with ambient light. Colon Water-
birds 15:95–102

Lima SL (1998) Stress and decision-making under the risk of preda-
tion: recent developments from behavioral, reproductive and eco-
logical perspectives. Adv Study Behav 27:215–290

Lima SL, Dill LM (1990) Behavioral decisions made under the risk
of predation: a review and prospectus. Can J Zool 68:619–640

Marchant S, Higgins PJ (eds) (1990) The handbook of Australian, New
Zealand and Antarctic Birds. Oxford University Press, Melbourne

Martin TE (1996) Nest predation and avian life-history evolution in
Europe versus North America: a possible role for humans? Am
Nat 147:1028–1046

Miyazaki M (1996) Vegetation cover, kleptoparasitism by diurnal
gulls, and timing of arrival of nocturnal Rhinoceros Auklets. Auk
113:698–702

Mougeot F, Bretagnolle V (2000a) Predation as a cost of sexual com-
munication in nocturnal seabirds: an experimental approach using
acoustic signals. Anim Behav 60:647–656

Mougeot F, Bretagnolle V (2000b) Predation risk and moonlight
avoidance in nocturnal seabirds. J Avian Biol 31:376–386

Mougeot F, Genevois F, Bretagnolle V (1998) Predation on burrowing
petrels by the brown skua (Catharacta skua lonnbergi) at Mayes
Island, Kerguelen. J Zool 244:429–438

Nordstrom M, Korpimaki E (2004) EVects of island isolation and feral
mink removal on bird communities on small islands in the Baltic
Sea. J Anim Ecol 73:424–433

Phalan B, Phillips RA, Silk JRD, Afanasyev V, Fukuda A, Fox J, Catry
P, Higuchi H, Croxall JP (2007) Foraging behaviour of four alba-
tross species by night and day. MEPS 340:271–286

Pierotti R (1982) Habitat selection and its eVect on reproductive output
in the Herring gull in Newfoundland. Ecology 63:854–868

Pinheiro J, Bates D, DebRoy S, Sarkar D, R. Core team (2009) nlme:
linear and nonlinear mixed eVects models. R Package Version
3:1–92

Quillfeldt P, Maselalo J, Strange IJ, Buchanan KL (2006) Begging and
provisioning of thin-billed prions, Pachyptila belcheri, are related
to testorone and corticosterone. Anim Behav 71:1359–1369

Silva MC, Boersma PD, MacKay S, Strange IJ (2007) Egg size and
parental quality in thin-billed prions, Pachyptila belcheri: eVects
on oVspring Wtness. Anim Behav 74:1403–1412

Storey AE, Grimmer BL (1986) EVect of illumination on the nocturnal
activities of Manx Shearwaters: colony avoidance or inconspicu-
ous behavior? Bird Behav 6:85–89

Strange IJ (1980) The thin-billed prion, Pachyptila belcheri, at
New Island, Falkland Islands. Le Gerfaut 70:411–445

Wanless RM, Angel A, Cuthbert RJ, Hilton GM, Ryan PG (2007) Can
predation by invasive mice drive seabird extinctions? Biol Lett
3:241–244
123



Polar Biol (2011) 34:421–429 429
Warham J (1990) The petrels. Their ecology and breeding systems.
Academic Press, London

Warham J (1996) The behaviour. Population biology and physiology
of the petrels. Academic Press, London

Watanuki Y (1986) Moonlight avoidance behavior in leach’s storm-
petrels as a defense against slaty-backed Gulls. Auk 103:14–22

Watanuki Y (2002) Moonlight and activity of breeders and non-
breeders of Leach�s storm-petrels. J Yamashina Inst Ornithol
34:245–249

Weidinger K (1998) EVect of predation by skuas on breeding success
of the Cape petrel Daption capense at Nelson Island, Antarctica.
Polar Biol 20:170–177

Yamamoto T, Takahashi A, Yoda K, Katsumata N, Watanabe S, Sato
K, Trathan PN (2008) The lunar cycle aVects at-sea behaviour in
a pelagic seabird, the streaked shearwater, Calonectris leucom-
elas. Anim Behav 76:1647–1652

Young EC (1976) Behavioural ecology of lonnbergi skuas in relation
to environment on the Chatham Islands. NZ J Zool 5:401–416
123


	Effects of predation risk on the nocturnal activity budgets of thin-billed prions Pachyptila belcheri on New Island, Falkland Islands
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Results
	Activity levels throughout the night
	Effect of moonlight
	Predation by skuas

	Discussion
	Acknowledgments
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 149
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 149
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 599
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /DEU <>
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


