5538 B 4 W) S &~ £ Eild Vol.38,No.4
2018 4F 2 A ACTA ECOLOGICA SINICA Feb.,2018

DOI: 10.5846/stxb201701110085

M Mo 25 TRRK VU R 5% Rk A B SES EE IHE A R0 M AR 252441, 2018,38(4)
Che Y, Yang L, Li Z Q.Vigilance synchronization of wintering black-necked crane ( Grus nigricollis) families in Tibet.Acta Ecologica Sinica,2018,38(4) :

AP FEEERNEBRERNERRD T

OB RN BB

1 MR R R A B st 210023
2 VUL A A X R AR A SR T FiBE 850000

R ITESC T s BT o i 5 22 A S B ALk S7 A 80 S SRl | SR AT, 3 0 — 6 B8 R S e AE 5 U [ 32 1 4 1 1 Bk A
AR E AT (R AR R BE V) AN ], B (A8 T REAT 7 5 TS0 114 ) 2 e Mot B B 52 1) DM B R P 5, F 9 1 o [ £
FECATT T 1SR PR AP DX A SRS 52 R B A AT A, S ST AR o ARG 6 6 I T A 0 AR 1 495 40 P B S A UK P 10 22
S 5 5L DR 3RO 28 0 LA () SR TR SR R AR 14 AR A HOK S T RO o G 6 L A e AR ) 552 o UL i R g 7 e T 1 8
SO L DA T 158 2 26 PR ESURS S RE AR PV BT IR A0, 45 SRR W SR RE e v 90 40 4 RS S T A DA I I 8 28I T A SR 39S, {EL A
70T IS K P DA 35 RO AN ) 286 TR0 S 20 2 I 1 1) 8 A O P A 22 55 (EL I AR Tan 7930 2 90 [ A0 7
AT AR B TR R 2 BRE B T O PR B, A SRR AR S5 PO AR IS b SRS 1 B v o R AR R XU PR T
T REAN AL LA S AR AR AT B DR, Ay = 2D R 114 v 5 P A T DAy ) A TR, 7 TR BT = 1 A 2o M AR B 418 S ] gt
HIlSS T X TR A K

SRR « FRURY SR AACE TR ) A s MR () 20

Vigilance synchronization of wintering black-necked crane ( Grus nigricollis )

families in Tibet
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Abstract: Most previous studies of animal vigilance behavior have been based on Pulliam’s classical model, which
emphasizes that individuals’ vigilance occurs independently and is, therefore, unaffected by the vigilant state of other
individuals in the same group. However, recent theoretical and empirical studies have challenged this model and have
reported that, depending on the degree of vigilance synchronization, the collective vigilance can be either imitation-based
synchronized vigilance or coordinated vigilance that avoids overlapping bouts. In the present study, we observed the
vigilance behavior of wintering black-necked crane ( Grus nigricollis) families in the Yarlung Zangbo River Nature Reserve.
The black-necked crane is a globally endangered species that lives exclusively in the Tibetan Plateau. We captured videos in
the field and then scanned 30-s intervals of the footage to record individual and collective vigilance behavior. Further, we
used Student’s t-test to determine the effects of age and predation vulnerability at the individual level. The results indicated
that juveniles spent significantly less time in vigilance than their parents, mainly owing to lack of vigilance and feeding
experience, which necessitates juveniles to spend more time feeding to meet their energetic and developmental requirements.

However, the presence of juveniles in family groups had no effect on the vigilance of adult cranes, and according to one-way
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ANOVA, there was no difference in the collective vigilance of different types of black-necked crane family groups.
Meanwhile, a paired t-test, which was used to compare the observed and predicted collective vigilance values in order to
determine the vigilance synchronization of wintering black-necked cranes, indicated that there was no synchronization
tendency. The difference between the predicted and observed values was not significant between adult cranes, all family
members, or adults and juveniles. Vigilance patterns are adaptive behaviors of animals in particular environments. In the
wintering habitat of black-necked cranes, there is no targeting predator, and the black-necked cranes are generally
protected as a symbol of auspiciousness in the Tibetan area. Although black-necked cranes that forage in farmland are
inevitably disturbed by humans, the degree of interference and predation risk is insufficient to induce high-intensity
vigilance synchronization that mainly function for reducing predator risk. In addition, when food availability becomes a key
factor for survival, energy acquisition takes precedence over safety assurance, and as a result, the need for synchronized
vigilance is reduced. Studying vigilance synchronization can reveal the vigilance pattern of black-necked cranes in the field

and provide meaningful information for their management and conservation.
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