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ABSTRACTS

One nest of the Common Kingfisher Alcedo atthis bengalensis Gmelin breeding in the area of
Mt. Bangu, Mugye-ri, Jangye-ri, Jangyu-mydn, Gimhae-gun, Gydngnam province, was observed
for 43 days from July 18 to August 29, 1984.

The nest was found at a height of 7lcm in a steep mountain side. It was tunnel-shaped, with
a size of 53cm(length), 5.5X6.5cm (the diameter of entrance) and 16.1X10.5cm (the diameter
of incubation seat).

The clutch size was 5 eggs. The eggs were white in color, the average size of 5 eggs being
20mm (length) X17.9mm(width). The incubation period was 18 days, the parent birds stayed in
the nest at on average of 494 minutes and the rate of incubation was 82.20%. The incubation
time increased gradually.

The nesting period of 3 chicks was 25 days, and the average feeding frequency was 5,50 times
per day with the hightest frequency of 10 times on the 14th days after hatching. The time and
frequency of attendance gradually decreased as their chicks grew up. Total increase length in
body was; body length 45.35— 147.80mm, wing 6.95—63.40mm, bill 1.73— 29.36mm and body
weight 2.93— 41.00gr.

The prey for the 3 chicks of the nest was entirely fish. The main food item was the fry of
Gobiobotidae.

The home range of the nest was 0.43ha. and the territory size was 0.05ha. Their feeding
ground were outside of their territory.
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Fig. 3. Total sum of incubation time per day.
Top number is incubation rate by Skutch.
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Gobiobotidae
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230"

Fig. 10. Percentage of sample food composition by
collar method.
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Dry weight(g) Ash-free dry welght(g)

Length (mm)
Species
Range Mean
Pungtungia herzi 55.90~77. 80 64. 53*
(Herzenstein) =6.73(3)
Marcropodus chinensis 47.50(1)
(Bloch)
Lefusa costata 59.70~97.30 83.50
(Kessler) +11.95(3)
Cobitis multifasciata 105. 30(1)
Wakiya et Mori
Gobiobotidae sp. 48. 6~51. 00 49. 86
+0. 49(5)

Range Mean Range Mean
0.32~1.41  0.69* 0.26~1.28 0. 62*
=+0.03
0.35 0.27
0.27~0.96 0.66 0.24~0.81 0. 56
-+0. 20 +0.17
1.26 1.05
0.22~0.41 0.28 0.19710. 38 0.26
+0.03 =-0.03

*The indices given are mean—standard error with sample size.
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Fig. 11. Home range and territory in nest.
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