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Abstract: In order to mitigate the detrimental impacts of brood parasitism on their own reproduction, many
hosts have evolved anti-parasitism strategies to enhance their fitness. Many studies have shown that the host’s
antiparasitic defenses may occur at different stages of its life cycle. In this review, we discussed various host
defenses against cuckoo parasitism at different stages of the breeding cycle, e.g., nest defense, egg recognition
and egg rejection, nestling and fledgling discrimination, and then outlined basic research methods in host
defense used for the field experiment.
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HEL, T E S A B, AR BRI
T1EEMEE R (Soler 2014, Lyu et al.
2021) . 165 He 3B A8 S A H 7 A S R s
P AR RS T A EGEINA, 15 A
B A I8 (A ) 78 4% 5 SR A PR o £ 0 R 3
FIORBY Be, BRUOMAR 218 32 5 38 ae g I MR 46
TGN, (HEARERNEFEMSES (Rothstein
1990, Davies 20000, fH7E, IFE AT A
TG FAE LT A A FR Be CGREYE. SR
B S BOHES HER BO BB T
7 £ 5 0% ( Davies 2011, Feeney et al. 2012, Soler
2014, 2017). WAEFURATE L VPSS
AR, IR AR KRR Bk (Exposito-
Granados et al. 2017). fEIRHEN, 15 F W r]iE
R E 4l S DN S 3 o R D AT
(Saunders et al. 2003, Mufioz et al. 2007). 1]
H, 18 LR IRAIAERS, SUREEE S
[FkLAS (Davies et al. 2009, Lietal. 2015), fa
F B R 2 FHUERSSET. (Molnar 1944,
Zhaoetal. 2022). i4b, TEORFIAEL BB, 1A
F- L RE A A I VR ) AR 48 R ) B A 1R 1R B AN
A SR AL ES 27 2E (Langmore et al. 2003,
Huo et al. 2018, Noh et al. 2018, Yi et al. 2020,
Attisano et al. 2021, Noh et al. 2021, Samas et al.
2021, Attisano et al. 2023, Liu et al. 2023a, Ye
etal. 2023).
RS S ORI S o Rl (|
(Chance 1940, Davies et al. 1988). FRPHHE
Iy A A K BER L B9 (Clamator glandarius)
(Erritzee et al. 2012) #b, FERRIH IR 72 X
B, KFLASRME—MREFER, FNM25
BRIRANR LI RF LR —, CidxKEIKK
FEESTE E 205 276 Fi (Mann 2017). ML Z
T, HEREEN TR A A AL RS A
FEMEFR L —, FEME-REZIE 17 5 CEG
% 2023), {HXA 11 MALRS B R EIE 55 Fb
o EE P 2742 (Yang et al. 2012), JTUE4E
K, SR AELT NI FLE E NI 5 E
M (Reskaft et al. 2012, Yuetal. 2016, Liu et al.

2020, Wang et al. 2021, Ma et al. 2022, Wang
etal. 20220, HrHIFLRYTE T AR AWk [ N 27
HRI (5% 2012, Deng 2013, #Hiz%
2013a, b, FEIES 2014, FEEIES 2014, HS
B4 2016, TMFESE 2016, SEEMELE 2017,
SIS S 2021, MIATTEE 2022), A EHHA
T 0TS A A RN R T SRR BERL . H
ST, o R 22 HOr L B P 1) S5 A= 427
PR fE 320 i L il BRI R B (Payne
2005). F ok, HE P 2 HEES AR RG-S RO
(R ERAL RS 7 AE RGE IR KA R i, 7ERRIM,
A9 28RO K148 (Parus major) AS L& %F
FLAS ORGSR ON IR AR ST, M — A N2
ANEEHEYEEMTE L (Davies et al. 1989),
MmrEFE, BT Kib4E (P minor) FZEEiL4E
(P. monticolus) E &R UF R GE 178, F¢
11148 (Sttiparusvarius). #5:k 1172 (Poecile
montanus). #1148 (Periparusater) FVEE 1L
# (Poecile palustris) tHEA —E M EH R A 6E
71, R EATE FES AE AR T W R A oG R
(Liang et al. 2016, Liuetal. 2019, 2020). fE
KR, ZXde (Hirundo rustica) %R 5 KA AY
M (Accipiter nisus) FrAS, FERIHAHE
S SR (Liang et al. 2015); MEHE,
FReE AR IR ARE 7, HR /D Bk AL RS
(Liang et al. 2013, 2015). i, fEREZ
Y 27 A R G R IR D S £ R TG NAT A, X
F & AR FLRS S5 1E M P E L B 0 B
R RAELRR S R LT AT A Tk R
[RIZEAE b, Sah T RN B S R A SR T
%, AR FirE 32 2R 0 IR S A7 AR AT it
.

1 SR

11 EpiEsLss

FHECT SRR BRI AE S5 i Be i, o B
B AL AL RS R0 B UK ST A AR 2 TE iR
AR RNE o RS AE = BRI H 2k
152 Mo 00, FrAZEOREY Be,  RIEfE
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GNP S e U RSB YIEEPS
(Chance 1940, Davies 2000, Wang et al.
2020a); TAEGESSHNBL, 18 3 HUE RES TR AN
LM IR A A R4S (Langmore et al. 2003,
Sato et al. 2010, Tokue et al. 2010), 7] DA%
xR ARSI 2R ), (BWGIEE 4R
L YIEP R
1.2 783 5 KA BB SR NE

PH LB A RS T B2 15 T2 5o R0 [ & AR B
W, 7T LA G A1 BY 27 4 (Davies 2011, Feeney
et al. 2012), g SR P A Hfems £ 2 F
LAR 4 Fs

(1) K hoxs B & A SER ], X 5Ei 51
FOEPEALAS, FIA AL (mobbing). My MK
S 7 AT B . TR, KELRSE&
BEA Y T AR R Y b AR I 2K BAE 2SR R 1
F, WOBE BRI ATRENE (Kriiger 2007,
Welbergen et al. 2011, Thorogood et al. 2013,
Liang et al. 2015, Merondun et al . 2024). [X ik,
XA S SR EESR AE T SR A6 B HE IR ) Ay AR
PEAL RS R RS, T AN L S0 6 18 BAE 2R TR
A BeE R 1 LB A

WHFERM, —E Ol 17 RR
FEESFEE I RE /) (Li et al. 2015, Liang et al.
2015, Yuetal. 2016, Ma et al. 2018a). %1 Liang
S5 (2015) BRI AN o R A [ 5K 2R et
KALES RS R BE T, RIS 2 K e g X
Iy RALRG NS, FERALRGHEAT M 2N ik, M
FE A, ZR X P BOAT O S B 22 e AN IR
ERYIERM AL T E RS T, KO
IR B RAE RS S I BE ), ThTAE [ 22 AL RS
TERGHIX, FMIF AR RALRYBEAT T
W BAE r 5t mT B AN B A R R AL RS A
[1HE 77 (Liang et al. 2015). {H Liang 55 (2015)
T 70 /e NS (AT 9 R I L4770 47, T Yu
S (2016) B A RIBERGUER, T E K
FEPP T RENS X 7 RALRS I 18 . ZE R AL
HIE R, Wl 2R, HIH RN
SR, AE B BOR ARG AL BE M ( Sreptopelia

orientalis) FIE A I, W) S B2 BH Sk 55 (Yu et
al. 2016). XU WM A 1 DX 35 AR Al
BEMAR . KUMNBRELR T KEY
(Acrocephalus orientalis) FHE R I, 4 Ma
55 (2018a) WEFEARIL, ARTTRZFEERENS XK
FESFEEE, FFRIWH AR BEEAT N, Bl
SN R RS R I 2 AR ZL BB AT 4T 1
BeAk, HEAEESE (Priniaflaviventris) £ FF [E )
Rl 3t DX AN 65 V5 1B X S50 A, AB KR HBIX )
LHAAL RS FPRIE 10 FhLA_E, 17 G H XA AL 77
rh B8 ( Cuculus optatus) 11k [ B ( Hierococcyx
sparverioides) 2 Fi %54 (Yangetal. 2012), ik
T AL RS G L X B W ARG A AR
AN, A4S 2 JIE AR 7 1) 30577 1080 SR 52 A AN [
K Pt 1 DX 4 2 2 489755 i 2 AR AEAS Bg U H KA
RYAALTT TR ALRS RS, T B HL X Y B IR A
7 B U R DX ) X IR ALY, IR R I AR
FEFEMIBEAT N (Yang et al. 2014a).,

() K HEERWEE, 80 mH RN
Ho SEREE LA P T1E AT E ORI S 1,
XA RS A AR AR . AR/
[ 4115 4148 ( Euplectes orix) #% A J8 45 8
( Chrysococcyx caprius) 77 AE (1) 7] g PR EIK
(Lawes et al. 1996, Brown et al. 2007). [Fl#F,
V4 SR AE AL S L) 55 100 T 52 1 A AR XU UG
(Lawson et al. 2021), 7RG 1ESLEG B E
B e R B T Re A B TR AL S A
42, Ma %5 (2018b) X AR 75 K258 BB AT
TR, 18 X KA RS AR AR i Mot P EoR —
SE 0 BB PN AT R S AR W3S IEAR DG, LRk
AR, ARG KA a4 . M
Wang 5§ (2023) W50 7 AR J7 BB 0 KALAS
BB R, a5 REM, 4S5 RPN E
FHEDR, RITRFEE AR R KL
BYE NS A 2O, Y 22 52 2 T 1 KA RS 47
Refd e i o A R R 2 B 5 (H4TE & 3
RRUA BB, ZR77 K365 Ge i A PR AERY
NS00, A OL T H 2] FEORAAS ST,
i 7 1A AR AR TR AR B UR
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A A AR R B

(3) FIF Bl 5 A RS (1l e A%
PEIBIEN D UG E S FEF BRI RNER
ORI, I 5507 B 22 R ) 5175 A= o ik N B e
Y (Davies 2000, Liang etal. 2013). #1 Rutila
5 (2002) KIL, KRG AR AR S5 SRR AL
F1% (Phoenicurus phoenicurus) i, KALAS#HE
I R 5 B 28 3 BRTRR I 21 52 0% 1) 3] .45 )
YR, BN OAE1S KA B 1R e it
ANFHRPEEE R RS I 77 A B0 48 4l R I Ak T
SRS, T HLRA: B R 40 S5 AR MEHE F 1 32 1 4t
5 (46%I1) R RS 4 15 TR AR BR B A 15 32 N R
THES) . FITE S [F SR 4 KA RS AR,
W2 T SR RIEAE S (Rutila et al.
2002). [FFE, TREB NN IR T KFERS
SESIH . Ah, I EMSUE SRHC K
A WA TR Z 4 (Davies 2000).
Yang %5(2015a) 1\, 3 (Hirundo daurica)
(1) PF1 1 54 0] B B T HRAE AL RS 27 2E

(4) FIFH NG S A Sy i X iy 8 G 5375
4. Liang %% (2013) KIL, BB ERR
HeBLIE R YU AN, HAES TR
e AL AY 77 AE BB SR AH R EAIC, SR SR
NS T2 S (B Kl T N1 S (9 2=
AN . GAEA, FANEREEN
JEy B, fENEAE R, fERLEFEH D
SN T B RS A AR ) 2T B (Liang
et al. 2013, Moller et al. 2016). %I Zhang 5
(2023) K, T 5 82020 )2 05 (P. auroreus)
SRR R A EREEN, MEEE
HME BB KA RS B AR R S T AR, Ik
Ab, AbFE AN AL LT RS SRR RS 5 R 1 B
T, MR GRS A A . X UL, S AR
FHE O N AL AL R S HUARAT Y 77 AR ) 2 A
%elg (Yao et al. 2023).
1.3 BT AR5

B R BB AT s ied R i (
£, wAEE (WK KIEESH (ol
BEMG) 3 FhbRAS (B8 3D LAY ) 43 7 TE i 5 H AN

BAER T E P #EAT N (Liang et al.
2015, Ma etal. 2018a), fFFhEAIEH 2 R4
IbRAS, SRR HRAER LR bz —, B
G B A SRR 3 Bl R A R 2 BE LI
G B PR AR B A BE SIS KRR R 0.5 ~
1.0m &b, MESESH RN, FHFHH DV B L
AT, B IRR ARSI I 8] 2 M5 5[] 2]
HIE R BAR AT GG, BN 5 min, 0
TR ORI A AT By, NSRS REE R, DA
TAIIRA . B — PR AR SLIR A RS ERE 1 h
VA B AT 53— PR AR SR, DA SRl — bR A
SIS JE SR SIS 2 (carry-over effect) . %X
PEUSCER J5 2 M T 32 B 20 3 i & SR AR 1) S
S I AFAEZE Tt o

2 BREYBLRIBTE

FETE ERIBI T Berh, RO AR A4 R 1)
T DR AE B RS S A AR Y det il A B A
M FBLZ— (Soler 2014, Ma et al. 2021).
E M Rothstein (1970) SZEG 4= b ] 555 51 H- 3 1)
T TR IN 1 AR BRI S0 A ORI e
JIVIK, KEW K& RENRTE 1 (AT 7Tt ik
fEH (Liang et al. 2016, Zhang etal. 2019, Liu
et al. 2020, Wang et al. 2020b, Yi et al. 2020,
Yeetal. 2023). F A, 8IS0 900 l1E 321
R RE 7 SE 58 ORI FoAL RS 5 L AE 32 22 8]
b R R MW EEFEZ — (Yang et al
2014b, Liuetal. 2020, Yietal. 2020, Ma et al.
2021, Yeetal 2023). filtn, —Leuil)seis
WAL, IS EAT VAT RE s IR AT N
BT NG N, 7E— Lo fh b i AL o —
B AL AS B A F- B (Yang et al. 2015b,
Feng et al. 2019). 115 3£ [ 27 A SR BE HAFAEAT
B, BT R A AR T R R B A R
(Liu et al. 2021, Zhang et al. 2021). HIfEHLZ
HRSZFERITEOLT, 18 XA RN TR 4 R 4
AH N b PG, A L8 B 2k 2k T BF iR fe
(Soler et al. 2012) . {HHA —LL55 3= 1 I8 )
REJJREAL e RS, BIMEAS PR AL BS 27 AR 3D 2 IR
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FHERZ4F (Lahti 2006, Yang etal. 2015¢, Zhou
etal. 2024),
21 BHRAILR

58T Re K LW 46 R (Samas et al.
2021). fil £k (Meshcheryagina et al. 2016,
Ye et al. 2023) FIMR 52K (Goliike et al. 2016,
Leclaire et al. 2017) 2R iR AIFEL AR ON .
RERMREL R FTEY], SRAINRE,
PR/ (Ye et al. 2023). %546 (Yang et al.
2013). BEJEAR (Hauber et al. 2021). JIi¥ 5

(Ye et al. 2022) . BPBE £ (Liu et al. 2019, Wang
et al. 2020b) “EHERAI ALK TE TR PR IR
LR, WHET LIS REE RSk

(Phylloscopus castaniceps), H: 56 I8 55 &
FEE 0 Ix, MR 2 2R, 78 SR 6
MR, SRS R HE T 63.6% 1) %R 4 A

(Chrysococcyx maculatus) Jf & /N I L B,
Hog 452 5 H O R/AMEFE BB EE (Ye
etal. 2023), Ui WINR/NES L HY% BRI R )
s FIEFEEEN/EM. Liu & (2019
TR, A4 LR A E B E Y

(Lonchura striata) BPiRk BBERUSE, KiLAEXS
A BE U S S PR 4 2 B PR AG, X R
AT BN IRE R £ K L2 B9 TR ) e R v b 38 o B
MIfER . T Ye &5 (2022) X475 148 HIRE T
[FEIFEZRI,  ORBE RURIG ()9 st e IR i
PR AR EEMER
2.2 SRRGBIHLE]

FEORBY B, 18 £ SR RIHE 48 27 AR O )
ML EZEE LT 4 M (1) MR8 a7 A R
JERTIELEY . — ek, fE EE Bk
A 7EH SLIAI, 45 40 25 A 5P A 2 2 35 G
(Davies et al. 1988, Bartol et al. 2002,
Colombelli-Négrel et al. 2012, Thorogood et al.
2016, Tryjanowski et al. 2021), #% HEETE
T BETEIEE AN 9 s B R A 6 T
FLEGIY RS, At FECELTE £ SR IN4E 41 7F
A BPIIAT N (Zhang et al. 2022), (2) FERIFS -
(onset of laying mechanism). 1% 50K “1T

] L 8 7 O A AR R A B I A 2 K
(17 (Davies 20000, b, 153 5K E 44
FEFL 77 O AT H IAE SR O . G0 v P RS 2
100% 15 4 $i1 B~ H 7 51 i o 30 7E S5 1 o
(Wang et al. 2015). (3) LLH QRO NI 2
BoHE AT R A, HORR B R L H C true
recognition). ¥ 1% HEHEFEAT UN4E 464 (1) 75 E RE
EIEANRE RGN, Lwelld g s
FEH A, EATERRETE a4 HL e I AR BE (i et
al. 2020, Maetal. 2021, Liu et al. 2023a), (4)
A—FR S (recognition by discordancy). K
AR SR 11 FaE e be s S | R IR AN
AEGEANIL, K R 5 R 2 BN AN 2D H e
W B AR P TR 4L, RIS/ H00 2 5 O,
£33 7545 (Ban et al. 2013, Moskat et al. 2014,
Tosi-Germén et al. 2020) . 28GR AL HIA
JEAHIE, AE[R—Fh 5 vt n] REAE A7 AE 2 MR
PURIALH (Yang et al. 2014b, Wang et al. 2015).
2.3 SURZIRE R A B H R 5

231 HERIENE VR 5 BRI Sk ke

2311 BRI E DRI
T8 2 A P B e A T AR O . AR B
HETTEI R (1) e BB, 5
RGPS TR YRS B, SE T R
YRERIfE . YA GEB R EIen,
BEHE. LEEMBER, 2R
B B Y A2 e — 5 LU & SR T HA A3 6 R ) 2
the (2) PEHIBIRION., B 2rAEseah, AN
R DR /AN 5 A S 0 %o G A B A R AL S B P R
AVEE . A R A K R O R LT

] DATE B Wi e 1 v (B 0k A6 B H A L 042
FIRE R R /DE &, (3) AR ER. K
B (RS TRY 9 TRCCE R A b e BRORAE k7K Hh 26 38
H T LA R W e g B, A BT[] A BE AR AN [R]
BB AR /NI O A] Relg A A F) GEAY
2011,

2312 BRRAISEE R ITS KA O0 IR A RE
71, 8 2RSS SRR A 2 R BB
ALY R PERRED FNEFRROE Gy BERELD
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Xf1E FREAT IR 7E 5T 90 R B AR 2K Hrp
NI 1 MO EE CRIRRGE ), 7EFE S IS8 — Rk
ITREEE, Z G 1RG5 d XFseEs ST R 2 .
A6 R OPIZE S . AR HRS R
FEE, WRAYSER RS, 18 E IR IR RE
J1: ASEROIEBIR . BB R, RS
B ORBAE L . 6 d AR A B BN I BBR 1) 5000 AN
TFASEEGEE R (Liang et al. 2016).

232 BNEKEN OGLOEIEOUER R AT
DAXT 5 2 0 OF (A EAT B AR 23 A, 005 PR DY 8
YO B A8 N IR AR 2L 510 W 5
RN AF A ORI IR (kAT R, 455 RTH
TR A3 T IR AT R S A A A R G W] A AT
P LB OO IR AORIERE,  DLR s T Tl
RN B N AE 5 (intra-clutch variation)
ANHEINOR A 5 ] 48 5% (inter-clutch variation)
S TE OF B, BARTT I WA A (2009)
HAT, BRI R RV 218 £ 52K
AEF AN EE LR — (Avilés et al. 2006,
Honza et al. 2008, Yang et al. 2013, Sulc et al.
2016, TT8/INBF 1) 55 PN AR S5 LS T € 1) 3
E) AR 57 O N AR 22 18 32 1R L RIS AR AU, O (1) 2 22
FBt (Caves et al. 2021, Molina-Morales et al.
2021).

3 SESHERIBIH

WU B 48 25 AR 1A S R M F R Ay
ARG — o AHRESRUL, A A X S 1)1 3
L2845 /0 B (Langmore et al. 2003). —Fjfif
BN, FEAESIH, BEAE SRS A A K Ab
TR R EE (Davies et al. 1988).
I, T 3 5% AR M A AL A A 5 (0 AR R AR
(Soler 2014). M4, AR B 7 A3k
HORMAE S IR ST, — B8 — BT I I i
BRI ARSI AE S EDId R E AR EAR, A s
FEUE E R SR S P A BIESS R
4 H OIS (Lawes et al. 2003, Lyu et al.
20210, {H5Z, 2 HF R T4 S R R IE
FHXTE D

31 15 FE LRI R A

H A 118 £ SR04 SR 0 RS A 4 Fi
FEFEU: (D TS RZR . AT
BRI AT RN J B AR Wy A
ARFFIE R A4 5 (Langmore et al. 2003, Yang
et al. 2015a, Huo et al. 2018, Noh et al. 2018,
Attisano et al. 2021, Noh et al. 2021, Attisano
etal. 2023, Liu et al. 2023b). 4l Noh % (2018)
RIL, HEYERIE (Gerygone magnirostris) fig
% LN AL R A S R B E A AN R
SKARHIH S H4ES . Liu %% (2023b) RIL, J\
& (Acridotheres cristatellus) AEM% DL 14
BRI AKAR B AR SRS, Hoflm) T4
PRI R I, FE LA RN R A S
(2) ¢ A 9% 5% & ¥ ( parental-fatigue
hypothesis). JEAT] el B 4L 75 2t 2 1|
JEIE 1) AfE 155, SRBE G o R ke BB T ) i BE VAR
MAFETFEMEGHEFEAIFTELTZMNE
M, e RAERXRMEL. —BXNEFEESHE
WL RSP R TR A AR SR AR IE R a4
BN RABFE. (3) I FREE D (time-limit
hypothesis). T 824 &RMARTE R, 77
B A P e AT RE . 15 EALRE
AT LA & S i TR R A 9 2 2 R Rl 2
A4S (Grim 2007). R, — HERARBUY
BT 7R B 18 2 H AR SR, A e
WA, (4) B HAES UL (single-chick
hypothesis). V125 8 27 A4 5 8 (1) 4k & IRE AT
FRAERI G, DA IR A BRI SR A R . 4
B ERATRSHEOREY G INVEAER S
(P4 B AU, B DA S fff e L PREFR I B A
RTFAAE, i, RA 1 R4S EN XS
SR AR FIELE (Grim 2007).
32 HSRFIMKBRITE

XA S SRR SR, AU fE 32 BR R
MRk, HH TR EELE, LR
SIS BT SR I FE AR S AT DU/ (i n#E 3~ 6
RAMEZ 8D HAl, K715 3 52K 51105 5
JIFIR A ZRZR B 5T 22 DAAE SCA 4S5 (cross-
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fostering experiment) A= (Grim 2007, Yang et
al. 2015a, Grim et al. 2016, Noh et al. 2018,
Attisano et al. 2021). T X F4ESLL, # 5T
AR 8 I ok 1 A A SR e

(Yang et al. 2015a, Huo et al. 2018). #1 Huo
£ (2018) @i X} 1L R4 (Passer cinnamomeus)
SHAE X B AESLIR R, IRRE R & T AESR
wlfe s, BHAEEE T IR T4 SR 5,
BR] A T 59 A P 471 ok A 5 38 A ek HE 2 £ 1 iy
Ao N e F IR E S R KA
FIAMRFAE, B F0E REE A5 RN 1E 2 4k 5 R I Y
282 (Langmore et al. 2003, Noh et al. 2018,
Attisano et al. 2021, Liu et al. 2023b) . Langmore
& (2003) ¥AEmign RS (Malurus cyaneus)
MR 3 H, H—H P HA 1 HEKRER

(Chrysococcyx basalis) 4, 20— Hif
H1 2489 (C.lucidus) M4, H=8FH
A1 RIS, SR —ERR
FE b, 15 FE ORGSR RO BAT FR A 5
o SR, HABLRFEMMREZ, FARES
ASTESME EANEENN A R 5 (1) 4k 5 S E SN AH
L T ER A 1 RERAESR, mEEA
DL, W AETN A R R 1 AR AL
LR . FEEF A B AR A7 AR S AT
B RAG N, ST RBUE A S A SR
WRE JJEFEEE (Sato et al. 2010, Tokue et al.
20100, didE i X g A SEREAT KSR AR
IR IR R IV 5 g o L2 A T )
il 409 (C. minutillus) 5 KR ), FEERT
A AR S A S SERIE ST A (Sato et
al. 2010, Tokue et al. 2010),

4 S HRER BRI
XFTARZ Ml ok, SRS, ER
K — Be I 18] N A7 7 20K 5 42 Ik 5 R I i
( Griiebler et al. 2010, Cox et al. 2014,
Naef-Daenzer et al. 2016). WIREAESH
BB, AR S 20 1 32 R 08 I R
A, WK R A E kb A S KRR B

PiFB. Bl RTHFAEESHEFERES N
KE BB P [FEA T SR IR > (De Marsico
etal. 2012, Soler et al. 2014, Arco et al. 2023),
Soler &5 (2014) Xf AFHRAb M 825 A KBRSk
BSR4 S 5 H IR AR E 1Y (Pica pica) Z I8
KAMAT TRKIE 5 FEMMER I, KIS HT
A KBRS 4 1), FRACBFE X VG
(R BRE RSk S AfE 1 (1) R B o] DARF S 2 /N H
M4 27 AL S S R4 S AEERT, R4S B
JG, B EER SRR AN I R MR KB Rk Y
AN, XRH, UEERYSHATSH O
ST IR, EATTRERS IR RS I B B
A4S (Soler et al. 2014, Arco et al. 2023).
De Marsico &5 (2012) KL, H CEH B
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