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BOKAJIbHBII PEIIEPTYAP U UHIUBUIY AJIbHAS
U3MEHYUBOCTH KPUKOB PBI)KEI CBUCTSIIIEN YTKH

E. B. Boaoauna, . A. Boaoaun

MockoBckuii 300mapk, r. Mocksa, Poccust

BBEJEHUE

Peoxast cuctsimias yrka (Dendrocygna bicolor) — mmMpoko pacnpocTpaHeHHbINH
BHUJ] IPEBECHBIX YTOK, BCTPEYAIOIHICS B TPOITMYECKHUX OOJACTAX BCEX MATCPHKOB,
3a uckioyeHneM Apctpamiu. Kak u npyrue npencraButenu popa Dendrocygna,
PBDKHE CBHUCTSAIIHME YTKH XapaKTEPH3YIOTCS BBIPAKEHHOW ITOJIOBOW MOHOMOpP(QHO-
CTBIO 0CO0€l, KaKk B OTHOIIEHHH JKCTephepa (pa3MepoB, OKPacKd | T. 1), TaK U
MOBEACHUS, TIpyudYeM oba MmapTHepa Mapbl MOOYepPEeAHO HACKIKHMBAIOT Ailia U 3a00-
TsaTcs o nreHnax (Siegfried, 1973; Clark, 1976; del Hoyo et al., 1992).

IIpn HacTymiieHUM penpoAyKTHBHOIO CE€30HA PBDKUM CBUCTSILIMM yTKam
NpEeACTOUT PCHINTDL JABC 3aJadu: BO-IICPBLIX, ONPECACINUTL IMMOJOBYIO IMPUHAIIICK-
HOCTh JIPYTHX OCOOCH B TpyIIe M, BO-BTOPBIX, IOCIE YCTAHOBJICHHS NapHOU
CBsI3H, HAJCKHO WACHTH(UIMPOBATH CBOErO MapTHepa OT MpOYMX NTHl. [lpu
OTCYTCTBHH PA3IMYUil B OKPACKE OIIEPEHHUS M CIICHU(PUIECKH CBA3aHHBIX C TIOJIOM
JIBUTATEIbHBIX JIEMOHCTPALMHA B POJIM «BH3UTHON KAPTOUYKM» OCOOHM MOXKET BBI-
CTyNaTh aKycTHdeckoe mosenenue. K npumepy, 910 ObUIO ITOATBEPKICHO ITOJIE-
BBIMH 9KCIIEPUMEHTAMH 110 POUTPHIBAHHIO KPUKOB UL MOEBKH Rissa tridactyla
(Wooller, 1978), Buprunckoro nepenena Colinus virginianus (Baker, Bailey,
1987), cynranckoit Kypunsl Porphyrio porphyrio (Clapperton, 1987), crapuka
Synthliboramphus antiquus (Jones et al., 1987), 6onpmioit cunuisl Parus major
(Weary, Krebs, 1992; Lind et al.,, 1996), o3epHoii waiiku Larus ridibundus
(Charrier et al., 2001) u KoOpoJIeBCKOrO INUHTBUHA Aptenodytes patagonicus
(Jouventin et al., 1999; Lengagne et al., 2001). Bo Bcex cityyasx peakuusi NTHI
Ha KPHKH 3HAKOMBIX 0cO0CH (apTHEPOB, POAUTEIICH WITH MTECHIIOB) 3HAYUTEIHEHO
OTJIMYANACh OT PEaKLUK Ha KPUKHA HE3HAKOMBIX IITHII.

Heo6xoauMbIM yCIOBHEM ISl TOJIOBOTO U MHAUBHAYATbHOTO OMO3HABAHHS
SBJIACTCS HAMYME PasIMuMidl B CTPYKType KpHKOB. [IOMCK HHAWBHIYaJbHBIX
0cOOCHHOCTEW B 3BYKax OOBIYHO SBIISIETCS INEPBBIM 3TAallOM O W3YYCHHIO BO3-
MO’KHOCTEH BOKQJIBHOTO pa3iiyeHys NTHLAMHU Opyr Apyra (k npumMepy, Farquhar,
1993; May, 1994; Allenbacher et al., 1995; Mathevon, 1996). Llenbto Hamero
HCCIIeI0BaHMs OBLIO ONMCAaHUE BOKAJIBHOTO pEeNepTyapa PhKUX CBHCTAIINX YTOK
U TIOUCK CTPYKTYPHBIX NMapaMeTPOB M TUIOB 3BYKOB, KOTOPBIE BHOCST HauOOJIb-
IITHAH BKJIaJl B MHAUBUAYAJIbHYIO U3MCHUYNBOCTDH BOKaJ'IPI3aLlPII>i 3TOro BuUaa.
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MATEPUAJT U METO/1bl

OOBeKTaMy TaHHOTO HMCCIIEIOBAHUSI TIOCIYKIWIA CEMb B3pPOCIIBIX MOJOBO3pE-
JBIX PBDKHAX CBHUCTSIIMX YTOK Hew3BecTHoro mnoina (Dendrocygna bicolor
Vieillot), MHIUBUIYyaTbHO TOMEYEHHBIX IIBETHHIMH HOXKHBIMH KOJbIIaMH. Bce
YTKH COJEP)KINCHh OTACIBHO OT JPYTHX BHIOB BOJOIUIABAIOIINX B BOJBEPE
TIIOMA/BI0 OKOJO 15 M”, pacIioNOKEHHO BO BHYTPEHHEM TOMeIIeHHH «JJoMa
ntum»y MockoBckoro 3oomapka. KymomooOpa3HeIid MOTONOK U MEpeAHss CTEHKa
BOJILEPBI OBUIN CTEKIISTHHBIMU, OOKOBBIE U 33fIHSASI CTCHBI BBITIOJIHEHBI U3 OETOHA,
1oJ1 ObUI 3achIilaH cMechlo Topda ¢ ApeBecHOM Tpyxoil. Bonbepa Obiia jekopu-
pOBaHa )KMBBIMHU U UCKYCCTBEHHBIMH PACTEHUSIMU 1Ol TPOITMUYECKHUH Jiec.

3amucu 3BYKOB PBDKHMX CBHCTSIIMX YTOK ObuUiM cienansl ¢ 27.07 mo
26.11.1998. 3anuce KpuKOB mpou3Boauiack Ha MarHuTodoH «Penoprep-5II» ¢
koHeHcaTopHbIM MuKpodhonom MKE-100. PaccrosiHue 10 NTHIL BApEUPOBAIO OT
2 104 M.

Jst cnekrporpaduueckoro aHainn3a BHIOMpaJM 3allMCH KPUKOB YIOBIIETBO-
PHUTEIBHOTO KadecTBa OT TOYHO MACHTH(UIMPOBAHHBIX NTHIL. {11 aHanm3a 3BY-
KOB  HCIIOJIE30BAIM  KOMITBIOTEpHYIO mporpammy  Avisoft-SASLab  Pro
(O R. Specht). Anaiu3 3BYKOB OBUI TpPOBEICH C YaCTOTOW JUCKPETU3AIUH
22 x['n. Jns pacyera CIEKTPOTPaMM HCIIOJIB30BANH CIIEAYIONINE HapaMeTphl:
okHO XommuHTa; anuHa beictporo IIpeoOpaszoBanmsa @Dypee (FFT-length)
512 Touek; nmepekpriBaHue 1Mo 4acToTHOM ocu (frame) 50 %; mepekpbIBaHuE 1O
BpeMeHHOMH ocu (overlap) 87,5 %. CooTBETCTBEHHO, IIMPUHA YACTOTHOTO (DHIIBT-
pa cocraBnsuia 111 ', BpemenHoe paszpemenue — 2,9 mc, yactotHoe — 43 I'm.
Bcero 6bu10 poananu3upoBano 2852 3Byka.

Jlnst Bcex 3BYKOB M3MEPSUIN JUTUTEIIBHOCTD, a TAKXKE HadyallbHOE, MaKCHMAaJIbHOE
1 KOHEYHOE 3HAUYCHUsI OCHOBHOW 4acTOTHI. 171 3ByKOB, OOBEJMHEHHBIX B ITOCIIE/IO-
BaTEJILHOCTH (TPENTM U MHOTOCJIOXKHBIE 3BYKH) M3MEPSUIN TaKXKe TIEPHOJT CIICIOBaHUS
MEXTy OT/AeNbHBIMH ciloramu. CraTucTiueckast 00paboTKa JJaHHbIX ObLia pOBeZIeHa
¢ ucrionb3oBaaneM craructideckux nporpamm STATISTICA, Bepcus 5.0.

PE3VJIBTATDI

OIIMCAHUE AKYCTHUYECKOI'O PEIIEPTYAPA

Bce 3ByKH p]:I)KI/IX CBUCTIALIINX yTOK UMCIIN TOHaJ'II)HyIO FapMOHI/I'-leCKyIO
cTpykTYpy. Ha OCHOBaHMU 4acTOTHO-BPEMEHHBIX IPU3HAKOB aKyCTHYCCKUH pe-
IepTyap 3TOro Brja ObUT MOJPA3/ICIICH HA YETHIPE THIIA 3BYKOB, TPU U3 KOTOPBIX
(tumet A, B 1 C) MOTYT paccMaTpuBaThCs KaK KOHTHHYYM CTPYKTYPHBIX (hopM, a
tun D pe3ko oTiauYaeTcs OT HUX M0 CTPYKType. 3BYKH OJHOH U3 ntuil (Homep 7)
He OBbLIM MCIOJIB30BAHBI IS OMIMCAHUS PENepTyapa, MOCKOJIbKY XapaKTepPUCTHKU
OCHOBHOW YaCTOThI BCEX THIIOB 3BYKOB 3TOW MTHIIbI ObUIM 3HAYUTENIBHO BBIIIE,
4YeM Yy OCTaJbHBIX IeCTH 0coOell. YacTOTHO-BpeMeHHBbIE MapaMeTpbl pa3HbIX
TUTIOB CUTHAJIOB IPUBE/ICHBI B Tabmuie 1.
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Puc. 1. CextporpaMMBI 3ByKOB Pa3HBIX THIIOB aKyCTHYECKOTO periepTyapa phDKHX CBH-
CTSIIMX YTOK; a: CJIEBa — ABA KPHKa THIA A; CIIpaBa — IIOCJIE0BATEIBHOCTD U3 TPEX
kpukoB tuma C; b: cieBa — 1Ba 0MHOYHBIX KpHKa THIA B; cripaBa — mocienoBarens-
HOCTh U3 IIITH KpUKOB Tuna B; ¢: n1Ba nBycnoxHeIx kpuka tuna D (D1 + D2) ot pa3-
HBIX IITHII.

Fig. 1. Spectrograms of different call types, extracted from fulvous whistling duck reper-
toire; a: left — two calls of A type; right — sequence of three C—type calls; b: left — two
B-type calls, occurring as separate units; right — sequence of five B-type calls; c: two
two-syllable D-type calls (D1 + D2), recorded from different individuals.
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Tun A (Puc. 1a). M3gaercs yTkamu TOJBKO B BHJIE CIHHUYIHBIX CIIOTOB, KO-
TOpBIC HUKOI/IA HE OOBEIMHSIOTCS B MOCICIOBATEIbHOCTA. KOPOTKUil 3BYK JIJTH-
TeNBHOCTBIO OT 26 10 191 Mc, ¢ 2—3 XOpOIIO 3HEPreTUYEeCKH BBIPAXKEHHBIMU
rapMoHukamu (tabum. 1). XapakrepucTuka 4aCTOTHOW MOJYJISLMH OOBIYHO HMEET
crponmiioodpasHyo ¢opMy. MakcuManbHash OCHOBHAS YacTOTa BapbHPYET OT
1,29 no 2,13 kI'u. Kak npaBusio, nepBasi rapMOHHUKAa UHTEHCUBHEE, YEM OCHOBHAsI
yacTtoTa 3Byka. KpWku 3TOro THia OOBIYHO M3MAIOTCS C BBICOKONH WHTCHCUBHO-
CTBI0, OCOOCHHO TIPH OECTIOKOMCTBE MITHII.

Tadoaunma 1

OCHOBHbBIE YaCTOTHO-BPEMEHHBIE [TAPaMETPbl Pa3HBIX THIIOB 3BYKOB PDKHX CBUCTSAIMX YTOK.
Table 1

Basic frequency-temporal parameter measures for each of four studied call types of ful-
vous whistling duck.

Tun [MapameTpbl 3ByKOB
3ByKa N Call parameters
Call n f makc, k' f Hay, KTy f koH, K'Y [nutensHocTb, MC INepwog, mc
type f max, kHz fini, kHz ffin, kHz Duration, mc Period, mc
A 6 1,773 1,379 1,546 88,9 )
652 0,169 0,113 0,163 228
B 6 1,540 1,342 1,367 39,7 148,2
1538 0,109 0,111 0,110 9,5 40,9
c 6 1,514 1,402 1,402 249 104,6
56 0,115 0,113 0,115 41 11,4
D1 4 2,144 1,550 1,674 54,1 )
44 0,090 0,160 0,156 9,9
D2 4 2,067 1,384 1,546 246,6 )
44 0,082 0,163 0,123 61,1

[Mpumevanns: [y kaxxq0Tro apaMeTpa IPUBEICHEI CpelHee 3HaUeHue (BBEPXY) U
CTaHAapPTHOE OTKJIOHEHHUE (BHH3Y). N — 4HCIIO 0cO0Ei, N — YHUCIIO U3MEPEHHBIX CUTHA-
10B, f — ocHOBHas yacToTa.

Comments: For each parameter average (upper row) and SD (lower row) are given. N —
number of individuals, n — number of measured calls, f — fundamental frequency.

Tun B (Puc. 1b). U3gaercst kak 0JJMHOYHO, TaK ¥ B MHOTOCJIOXKHBIX CEpHSIX,
BKIIIOYAIOIMX OT 210 123BykoB (B cpemHeM — 2.73Byka Ha CEpHIO,
n =565 cepwuit). JJnuTenpHOCTH 3BYKOB BapbupyeT oT 17 mo 116 Mc; MmakcumanmbHas
ocHoBHas dacrora — oT 1,08 mo 2,24 xI['mt (Tadm. 1). Kpome ocHOBHOW YacTOTHI, B
3ByKE XOPOIIO BBIPAKEHBI 2—3 TapMOHUKH, IIPHYEM II€pBasi TapMOHUKA, KaK Ipa-
BUJIO, HECET OOJIBIIYIO SHEPIHIO, YEM OCHOBHAS YacTOTa 3ByKa. XapaKTEPHUCTHKa
YacTOTHOM MOJIYJISIMU Beerja npaBuiibHol JI-00pasHoit ¢opmbl. Kpuku tumna B
H3/1aBAJIUCh C OTHOCUTENBHO MEHBIIICH HHTCHCUBHOCTBIO, YeM KPUKH THIIA A.

B Tex cmydasx, korja Kpuk Tura B ObliM OpraHu30BaHbl B CEPHH, MEPHOJ
MEXy OT/CJIBHBIMH CIIOTaMH BapbHpOBaJl 3HAUMTENbHO: OT 37 o 348 mc. Habmro-
Jlanach 3aKOHOMEPHOCTh B YMEHBIIEHUH JUIMTEIbHOCTH OTJAENIBHBIX 3BYKOB U Ile-
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puomoB Ha mporsokeHmH Tpenmd (ANOVA, F=4,03; p<0,00lu F=896;
p <0,001 coorBercTBeHHO). HampoTuB, 3HaueHns MakCHMyMa OCHOBHOM YacTOTBHI
B Ipenieniax Tpeseit BappupoBaii HesakoHoMepHO (ANOVA, F = 1,40; p =0,19).

Tun C (Puc. la). 3gaercs xak OJUHOYHO, TaK M B BHUJE KOPOTKUX Tpeien
(MakcHManbHO — 10 6 3BYKOB, B cpemHeM 2,56 3ByKa Ha CepHro, n = 16 cepuii).
OT0 caMblif KOPOTKHI THUI 3BYKOB PBIKHMX CBHUCTAIIMX YTOK. JITUTEIBHOCTH Me-
nsercs ot 17 o 37 Mc, MakcuMasbHas OCHOBHas 4yactora — ot 1,22 jmo 1,85 kI’
(trabn. 1). XapaxkTepuCTHKa 4YaCTOTHOM MOXIYJSIIMM HMMeEET IPaBHIBHYIO
JI-o6pasnyto ¢opmy. Ilepron ciienoBanust 3ByKOB B CEpUsIX BapbHpyeT OT 35 110
174 mc. Kpukn 3TOro THma MMEIOT OYeHb HU3KYH0 MHTEHCHBHOCTH M HCIIOJB3Y-
IOTCSI yTKaMH TOJIBKO TPH OJM3KUX KOHTAKTAaX.

Tun D (Puc. 1c). 3Byku 3TOr0 THIa, KaK MPaBHIO, COCTOAT U3 ABYX 3HAUH-
TENBHO PA3IMYAIONINXCS MEXIy co00W ciIoroB — kopotkoro mepsoro (D1) u
mumHHOTO BTOporo (D2), Ha cinyx BoCIIpHHUMAaEeMbIX Kak JIBOMHOI cBucT. HTEp-
BaJ MEXIy cioraMu H3MeHsercs oT 9 1o 119mMc um B cpenHeMm cocTaBiseT
4843,5 mc (n = 42). Jmurensnocts D1 Bapsupyet ot 29 10 84 Mc, IUINTENTFHOCTh
D2 — ot 29 no 322 mc (tabn. 1). MakcumanbHbele OCHOBHBIE 4acToTel D1 u D2
HaUBBICIIHC IO CPABHCHUIO C APYT'MMU TUIIAMU 3BYKOB PBDKHMX CBUCTALIUX YTOK
U JIeKAT B 4aCTOTHOH oOmactu ot 1,57 go 2,26 kI'u. MakcumanbHas, HadaabHast
W KOHEYHas 4YacTOTHI IIEPBOrO CJIoTa JJOCTOBEPHO BBIIIE, YEM BTOPOTO (TecT
Mann-Yurnu, U = 146,5; p <0,001; U=418, p <0,001; U=495,5; p<0,001
COOTBETCTBEHHO). XapaKTEPHOH OCOOCHHOCTHIO 3BYKOB THMa D sBiseTcss mc-
KIIFOUUTEIBHO BBICOKAS WHTEHCHBHOCTh. OTO MMEHHO T€ T'DOMKHE CBHCTOBBIC
KpHKH, O1arosaps KOTOPBIM CBUCTSIINE YTKH HOIYyYHIN CBOE Ha3BaHHE.

CTATUCTMYECKOE CPABHEHME CTPYKTYPHBIX ITAPAMETPOB 3BYKOB
PA3HBIX TUIIOB

3HaveHNs MaKCUMaJbHOW OCHOBHOHM YaCTOTHI Pa3HbIX THUIIOB 3BYKOB PBIKHX
CBUCTSIIUX YTOK TIOCIEIOBaTeNFHO yMeHbImatoTcs B psagy D1, D2, A, B, C
(tabu. 1). JocroBepusie paznmuus (Tect MauH-Yutay, p < 0,001) B aTOM psizy
Habmomarorcss Mmexnay Dlu D2 (U=146,5); D2u A (U=538); A u B
(U = 139524). Paznmuus mexnay B u C HenocToBepHBI.

JInuTenbHOCTh pa3HbIX TUIIOB 3BYKOB ITOCIIEIOBATEIbHO COKPAIIACTCA B PSLy
D2, A, DI, B u C (tabxn. 1). JloctoBepHble paznuuusi (Tect MaHH-YUTHH,
p<0,001) obOHapyXeHBI MEXKIAy BCEMH COCCIHMMHU IIapaMH THUIIOB 3BYKOB
(U=1723;U=2362,5; U=7811 u U=5314,5 COOTBETCTBCHHO).

VHAVUBUYAJIBHBIE PA3JINYMA B CTPYKTVYPE 3BYKOB

AHanu3 WHANBUIYANBHBIX Pa3IMYMi C HCIIOIb30BAHWEM IONIArOBOTO JIHC-
KPUMUHAHTHOTO aHaJIM3a ObUT IPOBE/ICH TOJBKO AJIS IBYX THIIOB 3BYKOB (A n B),
MIOCKOJIbKY KOJIMYECTBO NMPOAHATM3UPOBAHHBIX OT KaKAOW NTHUIIBI 3BYKOB 3THX
THUIIOB OBLIO JOCTATOYHO VISl CTATUCTUYECKOTO CPaBHEHHUSL.
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Tun A. B Tabmume 2 mpeAcTaBiCHBl 3HAYEHHS YETHIPEX YaCTOTHO-
BPEMEHHBIX IAapaMETPOB 3BYKOB IJISi CEMH OCOOEH PBDKHMX CBHUCTSIIMX YTOK.
JlMcTiepCUOHHBIN aHaJIU3 MOKa3all BHICOKO JIOCTOBEPHBIE WHJIMBHUAYaJbHbIE pa3-
JIUYHS 10 BCEM MapaMeTpaM KpUKOB (Tadur. 2).

Tadamnma 2

OCHOBHBIE YaCTOTHO-BPEMEHHBIE [TAPAMETPhI 3BYKOB THITA A T ceMHU 0c00ei PBIKHX
CBHCTSIHX YTOK.

Table 2

Basic frequency-temporal parameter measures for A call type for seven individuals of
fulvous whistling duck.

[NapameTpbl 3ByKOB
Homep mTius! 0 Call parameters
Number f make, Ky fHay, kI f koM, KL [InuTensHOCTb, MC
f max, kHz fini, kHz ffin, kHz Duration, mc¢
1 31 1,700 1,373 1,416 100,5
0,152 0,121 0,104 18,1
9 95 1,863 1,377 1,611 92,6
0,164 0,086 0,157 22,5
1,856 1,467 1,642 78,4
3 246 0109 0057 0113 18,0
4 42 1,762 1,364 1,490 89,6
0,124 0,089 0,114 244
5 137 1,769 1,335 1,540 91,5
0,107 0,066 0,106 24,5
6 101 1,519 1,233 1,324 103,8
0,100 0,110 0,111 20,2
7 138 2,840 2,077 2,298 87,9
0,192 0,169 0,228 21,9
F=12578 F=981,8 F =584,6 F=209
ANOVA p<0,001 p<0,001 p<0,001 p<0,001

[Ipumeuanue: OGo3HaueHNs Kak B Ta0uI. 1.
Comments: Designations as in Table 1.

B tabnune 3 moxasaH NpoUEHT NMPaBWIIBHBIX MIPUYNCIICHUH 3BYKOB K KaXJI0H
n3 ocobeil. CpenHsis BeJIMUMHA MPAaBUIIBHOTO MpH4HcieHus cocrasisier 70,5 %,
TOTJa KaK CIy4alHbIN IPOLIEHT NPUUUCIEHHS U1 CEMU NTHL[ cocTaBiseT 14,3 %.
Tompko mns yerbipex nrurl (7, 3, 6, U 5) MPOILEHT MPABHIEHOTO TPUIHCICHUSI
3HAYUTENBHO TPEBBIIAECT Clay4aiHbld. IlomaroBblil AMCKPHMAaHTHBIN aHAIM3
MOKa3al, 4TO HanOOJIBIIMI BKIAJM B JUCKPHUMHHAIMIO BHOCHT MaKCHMallbHas
OCHOBHAasl 4acTOTa, Jlajice B MOpPsIKE yObIBaHMS CIEIYIOT HadalbHas OCHOBHAs
4acToTa, IJIUTENBHOCTh U KOHEYHAsi OCHOBHAS 4acTOTa.

Tun B. B tabnuie 4 npeacTaBieHbl 3HAUCHHS YE€THIPEX YaCTOTHO-BPEMCH-
HBIX TIApaMETPOB 3BYKOB JUIS CEMH 0CO0OEi PhDKMX CBUCTALIMX yTOK. Kak m s
THNa A, TUCHEPCHOHHBIN aHAJIN3 MOKa3al BBICOKO JOCTOBEPHBIE MHIUBHIYalb-
HBIE pa3JINyus 110 BCEM NapaMeTpaM KpHKoB Tuna B (tabu. 4).
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Tadauna 3

[Ipuuncnenne KpUKOB TUNA A K K&KAOH U3 ceMU 0co0el PhKUX CBUCTSIINX YTOK Ha
OCHOBE JMCKPUMHUHAHTHOTO aHAJIN3a.

Table 3

Assignment of A-type calls to each of seven individuals of fulvous whistling duck on the
base of discriminate analysis.

H Mpuuncnenve k NpeackasaHHoON rpynne MpoLeHT NpaBunbHOro
omep ; .
T Assignment to a predicted group Bcero NpUYUCeHns
Number ] ) 3 . 5 6 7 Total Percenta_ge of correct
assignment
1 5 0 12 0 2 12 0 3 16,1
2 2 16 50 0 20 7 0 95 16,8
3 0 1 234 0 4 7 0 246 95,1
4 2 0 18 0 18 0 42 0
5 0 8 47 0 77 0 137 56,2
6 1 0 5 0 8 87 0 101 86,1
7 0 0 0 0 0 0 138 138 100,0
BTce"’ 10 25 36 0 120 122 138 790 705
otal

Tadoauna 4

OCHOBHBIE YaCTOTHO-BPEMEHHbBIE ITApaMeTPhI 3ByKOB TUIa B 11s1 cemMu ocobeid ppiknx
CBUCTSIIIHUX yTOK.

Table 4

Basic frequency-temporal parameter measures for B call type for seven individuals of
fulvous whistling duck.

MapameTpb! 3BYKOB
Homep nTuubl n Call parameters
Number f make, Ky f Hay, KTy f KoH, K'Y [nuTenbHOCTb, MC
f max, kHz fini, kHz ffin, kHz Duration, mc
1 . 1574 1394 1402 40,2
0,057 0,069 0063 97
1526 1328 1359 394
2 216 0,092 0,085 0,080 80
5 - 1603 1443 1442 362
0,069 0069 0073 93
. - 1597 1,408 1413 406
0,073 0,063 0073 100
1552 1306 1383 424
5 343 0113 0,098 0100 99
1421 1234 1233 380
6 210 0109 0115 0114 92
2366 2057 2018 %5
’ 334 0162 0128 0153 75
F = 2799.4 F = 2650,1 F = 19604 F=273
ANOVA 0<0,001 £<0,001 £<0,001 0<0,001

[Tpumeuanne: O6o3HaueHNS Kak B Tabm. 1.
Comments: Designations as in Table 1.
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B Tabnuiie 5 mokazaH MpOIEHT MPaBUWIBHBIX MPUYHCICHAN 3BYKOB THIA B K
kaxknoil u3 nrur. CpeqHss BeIMYMHA NMPaBIJIBHOIO NPHYUCIEHHUS COCTaBIISET
54,3 %. dns natu ntun (7, 6, 5, 1, 3) OpoIeHT NpaBUILHOTO NPUYUCICHUS Tpe-
BbIaeT ciay4aiHsiit (14,3 %), oqHAKO OH BBICOK TOJIBKO IS IEPBBIX TPEX OCO-
ocii. [TomaroBerii TMCKPUMUHAHTHBIA aHAJIN3 MTOKA3aJl, 9YTO HAUOOJIBIIHIA BKIIA B
JUCKPUMUHALIMIO 3BYKOB THIa B BHOCHT MakcHUManbHas OCHOBHAsl 4acTOTa, Ja-
Jiee — HadallbHasi 1 KOHEYHAs OCHOBHBIE YaCTOTHI U JUIUTEIIBHOCTD.

Tadamma S

[pruncnenne kpukoB Tuna B k kaxaoi 3 cemu ocobeil ppKUX CBUCTAIINX YTOK Ha
OCHOBE JTUCKPUMHHAHTHOTO aHaJIN3a.

Table 5

Assignment of B-type calls to each of seven individuals of fulvous whistling duck on the
base of discriminate analysis.

Homep Mpuuncnenve k npeackasaHHon rpynne [poueHT npasumbHOro
nTULbI Assignment to a predicted group Bcero npuancnexmns
Duck Total Percentage of correct
number 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 assignment
1 126 20 42 0 67 10 0 265 475
2 59 41 8 1 122 44 1 276 14.9
3 73 6 88 3 19 3 0 192 458
4 72 15 41 5 56 3 0 192 26
5 42 18 16 2 225 39 1 343 65.6
6 13 19 5 0 35 198 0 270 73.3
7 0 0 0 0 0 0 334 334 100.0
Boero | ag5 119 200 11 524 207 336 1872 54.3
Total ’
OBCYXIAEHUE

Pe3ynpTaThl JUCKPUMHUHAHTHOTO aHAINM3a ITOKa3bIBAIOT, YTO 3BYKH HCCIIE/IO-
BaHHBIX HaMH THIIOB HE MOTYT O/JIHO3HAYHO MapKHUpPOBaTh 0COOb, 1MOJI0O0OHO KpH-
KaM «kpa» y uepHoii BopoHbI Corvus corone (Allenbacher et al., 1995). Pazmaus
B CTPYKTyp€ 3BYKOB MEXIY OTAEIbHBIMH CBHUCTSIIMMHU yTKAaMH HOCWIIN CKOpeEe
BEPOSITHOCTHBIH XapaKTep, OAHAKO YPOBEHb MUCKPHUMHUHALMK 11 OOJBIIHMHCTBA
oco0ell 3HaYMTENIBbHO MpEBbIMIAN CilydaiiHo oxugaemsiit (14,3 %): 70,5 % mns
tina A u 54,3 % g tuma B. Takum o0pa3oM, HcciieoBaHHBIE THIBI 3BYKOB
HECYT NMOTEHIUAIbHbIC KIIFOYH, TO3BOJISIONINE WIEHAM IPYIIIBI Pa3IndaTh APYT
JIpyra WHANBHUYaIbHO.

IIpn HOBONBHO BBICOKOM B II€JIOM YPOBHE IPaBUJIBHOIO OINpPEAETEHHS, 3BYKH
HEKOTOPBIX NTHI] JUCKPUMHUHUPOBAIUCH JTMOO HAMHOI'O XYK€, JIMOO CYIIECTBEHHO
agydie ocTanbHbeIX. Hampumep, 3Byku nruip! 7 Bceraa co 100 %-Hol BeposTHO-
CTBIO OT/ICJISUTHCH OT 3BYKOB JIPYTMX OCOO€H, B TO BpeMs Kak 3ByKH NTHIBI 4 He
BBIJIEISUINCH B OTJENBHBIA KJIACC ¥ CMELIMBAINCH CO 3ByKaMu ITHll 3 U 5 (Tabdm. 3,
5). B omimume ot apyrux yTOK, 3BYKH NTHIIBI 7 IMENH 3HAYUTEIBHO OoJiee BBICO-
KHe XapaKTEePUCTUKU 3HAYCHUH OCHOBHOW YacTOTHI (Tabi. 2, 4), u3-3a 4ero OHU
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JIOBOJIGHO JIETKO BBIJICISUINCH JaXke Ha ciyX. Takue pasiiiuus B AUCKPHUMHHAIIUH
3BYKOB Pa3HBIX NTHI[ MOTYT ObITh CBSI3aHbI C JIOMIOJHHUTEIBHBIMH, HEYYTCHHBIMH
HaMHu (akTopamu, K Mpumepy, HojioM. Tak, Juis HEKOTOPHIX BHAOB ITHI] ObUIO
II0Ka3aHO, YTO 3BYKH CAMOK BBIILIE 10 YaCTOTE, YEM 3BYKU CaMIOB, K IIPUMEDY, Y
03epHbIX yaek Larus ridibundus (KommsiaoBa u ap., 1984), nomamnux yTok Anas
platyrhynchos (TuxonoB u np., 1988), ceBepoamepukaHckoit coBku Ofus asio
(Cavanagh, Ritchison, 1987) u amepukanckux xypasneit Grus americana (Carlson,
Trost, 1992).

Ha ocHOBaHUM TUTEPATYpHBIX CBEICHUI MBI HE OOHAPYKUITH ONPEACICHHBIX
3aKOHOMEPHOCTEH, TO3BOJISIFOIIUX MPE/ICKAa3aTh, KAKUE UMEHHO [ApaMeTPhl 3ByKa
cojiepkaT uHGOPMAIMIO 00 €ro WHAUBUAYAIbHON MpUHAIekKHOCTH. Tak, B KpH-
Kax TPEeBOTH OEII0XBOCTOTO KaHIOKa Buteo albicaudatus Takumu mapaMeTpaMu
SIBISUTUCH 3Ha4eHHs ocHOBHOM 4actothl (Farquhar, 1993), kak U B KOHTaKTHBIX
KpHKax KpacHbIX (uamuHro Phoenicopterus ruber (Mathevon, 1996); B kpukax
MOEBOK M Kopocrteneii Crex crex OCHOBHYIO pOJIb Wrpajia JJIHTENLHOCTD
(Wooller, 1978; May, 1994); 3BykH cepbiX Tyceill Anser anser HaJle)KHO pa3iya-
JIMCh IPH YYCTC KaK JIMTCIbHOCTU, TaK U 4YaCTOTHI MaKCHUMaJIbHON MHTEHCHUBHO-
ctu kpukoB (Schwanke, Rutschke, 1988); a y Oenomekux ka3apok Branta
leucopsis MHANBUTyaIbHAs TIPUHAUIEKHOCTD OIPEIEIsiach HA OCHOBaHUM pac-
npezeneHys SHeprun B criekTpe 3Byka (Hausberger et al., 1991). BepositHee Bce-
ro, 9TH Pa3iu4us B MMapaMeTpax, MapKUPYIOUIMX WHAUBHIYAITLHOCTh, CBSI3aHBI
KaK ¢ 0COOCHHOCTSIMU 3BYKOIPOU3BO/IAIINX ANMAPATOB, TAK U C OTPAHUUCHUIMH,
HAJlaraeMbIMH aKYCTHYECKUMH XapaKTePUCTHUKAMHU Cpe/ibl OOMTAHUSI Pa3HBIX
BHIOB niTHI (K mpumepy, Brown, Handford, 2000).
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VOCAL REPERTOIRE AND INDIVIDUAL VARIABILITY IN CALLS
OF FULVOUS WHISTLING DUCK

E. V. Volodina, 1. A. Volodin
Moscow Zoo, Moscow, Russia; zoosci@cdt.ru

SUMMARY

The Fulvous Whistling Duck (Dendrocygna bicolor) is a species with ex-
pressed monomorphism among sexes, both in exterior and behaviour. Before they
start breeding, the ducks face two tasks: the first is to identify the sex of the other
group members and the second is to tell a mate from the other birds after the pair
formation. We described the vocal repertoire and tried to find individual differ-
ences in the calls of the Fulvous Whistling Ducks. The study was carried out in
the Moscow Zoo on a group of 7 adult ducks of unknown sexes. The vocal reper-
toire of four tonal call types was described. The call of A type is a single signal,
the calls of B and C types occurred both as single signals and in series, and the
calls of D type consisted of two syllables of different structure. Three frequency
parameters and durations were measured for every call of each type. Discriminate
function analysis showed that the average level of correct assignment signifi-
cantly exceed that expected by chance (14.3 %): 70.5 % for type A and 54.3 %
for type B, though the variability among different individuals was great. Fre-
quency parameters had the greatest impact on discrimination. Thus, the calls of A
and B types bear potential keys allowing individuals to recognise their group
matches.



