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COMPOSITION, DIVERSITY AND FORAGING GUILDS
OF AVIFAUNA IN A SUBURBAN AREA
OF SOUTHERN WEST BENGAL, INDIA

Shiladitya Mukhopadhyay and Subhendu Mazumdar

ABSTRACT

Mukhopadhyay S., Mazumdar S. 2017. Composition, diversity and foraging guilds of avi-
fauna in a suburban area of southern West Bengal, India. Ring 39: 103-120.

Avian communities are very good indicators of any ecosystem. Despite the alarming
consequences of rapid urbanization, studies of avian diversity in the human-dominated
landscapes of India are very few. Therefore, we studied the avian assemblage of Bongaon
in southern West Bengal, India, a suburban area whose avifauna has thus far remained
undocumented. Bird surveys were carried out from June 2015 to May 2016, following the
fixed-radius (25 m) point count method together with opportunistic observations. We
recorded 119 avian species belonging to 53 families. Ardeidae was the most diverse avian
family in the study area (RDi value = 5.882). Among the recorded avifauna, 89 species
were resident, 26 species were winter visitors, three species were summer visitors, and
one species was a passage migrant. Species richness of the resident and passage migrant
species did not vary seasonally, while the winter and summer visitors displayed significant
seasonal variation. In this suburban area, the species richness of feeding guilds varied
significantly. Most birds were insectivorous (41.2%), followed by carnivorous (24.4%),
omnivorous (18.5%), granivorous (7.6%), frugivorous (3.4%), nectarivorous (3.4%) and
herbivorous species (1.7%). Maximum species richness was recorded in November and
minimum species richness in July. Black-headed Ibis Threskiornis melanocephalus and
Alexandrine Parakeet Psittacula eupatria are two near-threatened species found in this
region. Interestingly, six species having a globally declining trend are still very common in
the study area. Long-term studies are required to monitor any change in the avian
communities of this suburban landscape resulting from urbanization.
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INTRODUCTION

Birds are one of the most widely distributed animal taxa, living in diverse land-
scapes across continents. They show a substantial variety of distribution patterns and
often prefer to live in heterogeneous environments. Birds generally colonize in an area
with suitable resources for their survival (Veech et al. 2011), performing a variety of
functional roles and providing vital ecological services in various ecosystems (Whelan
et al. 2008, Sekercioglu 2006, 2012). Changes in vegetation composition can affect the
quality and quantity of habitats for birds in terms of food, water and cover, which can
further affect their diversity, abundance and distribution (Western and Grimsdell
1979). Therefore, the avian diversity of any ecosystem is considered to be an important
indicator of its health (Lawson et al. 1998, Gregory et al. 2003, 2008). Bird surveys
(biological monitoring) may be better than chemical or radiological monitoring of envi-
ronmental health, as they are simple and relatively inexpensive and provide informa-
tion on the possible impact of environmental change on the flora and fauna thriving at
a given site, while the information derived from chemical testing merely reflects its
contamination status (Khan et al. 2013). Thus the bird species assemblages characteris-
tic of a given ecosystem can be a useful predictor of its integrity and functions.

Unfortunately, the global diversity of birds is continually decreasing, primarily
due to anthropogenic disturbances (Rapoport 1993) and climate change (Chen et al.
2011, Sekercioglu et al. 2012). The TUCN Red List of endangered birds has already
recognized 1,226 threatened species globally, of which 88 are found in India (Bird-
Life International 2010). Urbanization is a major threat to many avian species
throughout the globe (Pickett ef al. 2001, Hansen et al. 2005). Progressive urbaniza-
tion often leads to biotic homogenization, whereby a few widespread and generalist
species replace diverse avifauna (McKinney and Lockwood 2001, Crooks et al. 2004).
Despite the alarming consequences of rapid urbanization on various biodiversity
components worldwide, human-dominated areas are studied less than natural habi-
tats (Marzluff et al. 2001). However, with greater understanding of the deleterious in-
fluence of urbanization on biodiversity and environmental processes (Miller and
Hobbs 2002, McKinney 2002), in the last few decades urban and suburban habitats
have gained importance in biodiversity conservation efforts in the United States
(Blair and Johnson 2008). Nevertheless, despite this increasing trend in documenta-
tion of avian diversity in various cities and suburbs of western countries, similar stud-
ies in the human-dominated landscapes of India are almost non-existent. As a result,
the avian diversity of many such areas still remains undocumented. It is crucial to as-
sess the avian diversity of any ecosystem together with its role in maintaining various
ecosystem functions (Lawson et al. 1998). The relative values of different habitats to-
gether with their conservation importance can be preliminarily assessed by investi-
gating the diversity of the birds present in them (Bensizerara et al. 2013). Therefore,
the present study was carried out to document the diversity of birds of a suburban
area where no such work had previously been done. The aims of our study were (1) to
document the composition and richness of avian species and (2) to assess the sea-
sonal change in the species composition of birds in a suburban area of southern West
Bengal, India.
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METHODOLOGY

Study area

This study was conducted in Bongaon and the adjoining areas (about 23.07°N,
88.82°E), in West Bengal, India (Fig. 1). This suburban area lies on the banks of the
Ichhamati River near the India-Bangladesh border. The topography of the area com-
prises scattered horticultural gardens, orchards, bamboo bushes, shrubs, herbs and
vast stretches of irrigated paddy fields interspersed with expanding human settle-
ments. The average annual rainfall of the study area is about 1,579 mm, temperature
ranges from 41°C in summer to 10°C in winter, and relative humidity varies between
50% and 90%. The climate of the study area comprises four seasons: summer
(March-May), monsoon (June-August), post-monsoon (September-November) and
winter (December-February).
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Fig. 1. Map of the study area Bongaon, West Bengal, India with the location of the study sites
indicated as circles (Map source: Google)

Methods

Avifaunal surveys were carried out every week from June 2015 to May 2016. Field
surveys were conducted in the morning (between 6:00 and 9:00) and in the evening
(from 15:00 to 18:00/19:00, depending on the day length), when birds were found to be
most active. During each visit, the fixed-radius point count method was used to record
the species richness of avifauna at each count station (Bibby et al. 2000, Sutherland
2006). Observation points were randomly placed in different habitats. We recorded
bird species (seen or heard) within a 25 m radius of each of these point count stations
in a 360° arc for 10 minutes. In addition, opportunistic observations of birds at other



106 THE RING 39 (2017)

times and in other places were included in order to produce a comprehensive check-
list of the avifauna of the study area. Field visits were carried out on foot only on days
with suitable weather conditions (i.e. in the absence of rain or strong wind). Birds
were observed either with the unaided eye or using binoculars (Olympus 7x21 PS III),
and photographs were taken with a digital camera (Nikon P600) for documentation
of the avifauna.

Birds were identified using guides by Ali and Ripley (1987) and Grimmett et al.
(2011). The systematic position (order and family), common name and scientific
name of each species were assigned following Praveen et al. (2016). Based on their
seasonal dispersal pattern, birds were classified as resident (R), summer visitor (SV),
winter visitor (WV) or passage migrant (P), following Grimmett et al. (2011). We also
assigned a local status to each species following Khan and Naher (2009), where very
common (Vc) bird species were recorded on 80-100% of field visits, common (Co)
species on 50-79% of field visits, fairly common (Fc) on 20-49% of field visits and
rare (Ra) on less than 20% of the field visits. The conservation status of birds and
their global population trend were taken from the IUCN Red List (Del Hoyo et al.
2014). Feeding guild is defined as a group of species with similar foraging habits
(Hutto 1985). Our observed avian species into seven guilds, i.e. carnivore (Car), om-
nivore (Omn), frugivore (Frug), herbivore (Herb), nectarivore (Nect), granivore
(Gran) and insectivore (Ins), following Ali and Ripley (1987).

Data analysis

Species richness data was pooled together within four seasons — summer
(March-May), monsoon (June-August), post-monsoon (September-November) and
winter (December-February), to test the seasonal pattern of the avian assemblage in
the study site. The relative diversity (RDi) of families was calculated using the
following formula (Torre-Cuadros et al. 2007):

Number of bird species in the family «

RDi = 100

Total number of species

Non-parametric Kruskal-Wallis tests with subsequent post-hoc multiple pair-wise
comparisons were carried out separately to test the seasonal differences between spe-
cies richness across different foraging guilds, as well as between residents, winter
visitors, summer visitors and passage migrants. Statistical tests were computed using
XLSTAT software (Addinsoft Corporation, Paris, France).

Results

A total of 119 species of birds belonging to 16 orders and 53 families were re-
corded during the study period (Table 1). The greatest number of avifaunal species be-
longed to the order Passeriformes (52 species), followed by the order Pelecaniformes
(11 species), Charadriiformes (10 species), and others. More than half (61.3%) of the
species found during the study belonged to one of three orders (Passeriformes, Pele-
caniformes and Charadriiformes). Analysis of relative diversity revealed that Ardeidae
was the most diverse avian family in the study area (7 species, RDi = 5.88), followed



umouyun) 1 BX i uur) (snowpur snipidojapy) euede[ paSuim-ozuolg S—
9 1 0) d uwQ (sndana1yo snuvisvydoipAfy) euede[ pa[rel-jueseayd ’
umouyu) 1 BY| B 1e) (snoipui snjjauny) Suimde] paprem-pay
J1qe1s 1 ey AM sujy (snorvqvpvui snjjaun)) Suimde] paflIem-mo[[ox JepiLpeIey)
I[qels J1 oA AM 1ed (sniqnp snippivy)) 19a0[d paSury o[NI]
souLIOJILIpeIey) (I9pI0
J[qe1s 1 o i sujy (snuniovu sndnuiidn)) 1eNYIIN pajrel-odie] sepidnuride)
ouf 1 %) i suy (stuffv sndy) Jimg 9snoy uerpuj sepipody
d[qe1s 21 0) d suj (S1sua1svIpq snanisdL)) JIms Wed ueisy
sountondnuride) :19piQ
RN 1 BY i uwQ (sdoda ndnd]) sodooH uowuio) sepidndp
SOULIOJN0IdoNg :IdPIQ
29 1 oA d uwQ (voruvavl vudfooipuag) Yonp SUIISIYM 9SS
d[qe1s 1 0) B qIoH (snuv1apuvPULoL0d sndpiiaN) 95003-AWSAJ U01I0) sepneuy
oujy 1 ey AM qIoH (v12dai1s DO2UDY) [[eMPED
SOULIOJLIdSUY :I9pIQ
ouj 1 ey AM Ie) (snjav1ypy uopuvd) ksidsQ Jepruoipueg
29 1 0) d 1e) (snipyii10 snjavsiN) d[ded YMmeH a[qeaduey) S——
J[qe1s 1 o) i Ie) (snyoukyiojd siuiag) prezzng ASUOH [eIUdLIQ
souLIojL.N1dI00Y :I19pIQ
o STHEIs STHEIS STHEIS pims SOWEN OYIIUSIOG Pue UOWIWO)) Arureg
[®qo[D NONI 82071 [eszadsiq Surpasg R :

(umous[u) pue ‘O[qels — 9[qels ‘Sulseaioul — duj ‘SUrUI[Odp — "99(]) puatl uonendod [eqo[3 pue
(pauseaay]-1esN — IN ‘WId20U0) 1sea — ) smiels NON] ‘(31ed — ey ‘Uowwod A[Ire] — 9 ‘UOWWOD — 0 ‘UOWIWOD AT9A — IA)
snjels [ed20] Awuzewﬁﬁ oFessed —  I0IISIA JoWWINS — AS “TOJISIA JOIUIM — AM QUApISaI — ) sniels ﬁmmpomm% Aopoiwsd
— 8n1q ‘910AO3SUT — SUJ ‘DIOAIURIS — URID) ‘OI0ALIRIOAU — JO09N ‘9I0AIGIdY — QIOH ‘OIOAITUWIO — UW() ‘DIOAIUIRD — Je))) P[INg Surpasy ‘(4]
-Iwej I9pJo) suonisod JIouoxe) 9A1109dsal Iyl 1M 19Yy1a30] BIpu] ‘Tesuag 1S9p\ ‘Uoe3uog punoge pue Ul paAIdsqo sardads paiq ayJ,
I 9198l



J1qeIs 1 o) B sujy (Sn1ipA X£20020421F) 00N YMEF] UOWITIO))
J[qe1s 1 BY| d suj (Snuniaul SUDUIO0ID))) 00N dANUTe[d
J[qeIs 1 A d uwQ (snaopdojoos swvulpnzg) 903 Uelsy aepInon)
2l9®Is J1 B! AS sup (snu1qoov! 4ojpiup]5) 0oyoNY pard
BICES 1 oA d uwQ (sisuauis sndodjua)) [edINo)) I91ea1n)
SOULIOJI[NON)) :13PIQ
d[qe1s 1 0) AS sujf (snuiddijiyd sdoiapy) 191e9-99g pafrer-onjg
ouj 1 ey AS suj (V1)1 UYIS] SAOLIP\) 1918d-99g Papeay-1nulsay) seprdosdy
ouj 1 0) d suj (s1p1uaLi0 sdoiap)) 19189-99g U1
ouj 1 0) d suj (sisuappyduaq sv1ovi0)) I9[[0Y UrIpU] JepIoeIo)
ouj 1 A B 1e) (sisuauiluus UoKoPEy) 19YSYIUTY] PareoII-IYA
29 21 %) i Ie) (s1suadpo sisdo3iv]ag) Ioysy3ury] pa[1q-3}101S BR—
umouyu 1 %) d Te) (sipna 2)£42)) I2YSYSUTY pald
umouyun) 1 A d 1e) (S1y11v 0pa2]Y) 19YS3UT] UOWWO))
SOULIOJIIORI0)) IdPIQ
ouj 1 0) q ueIn (sn421dodtuaoyd uoiad]) U0d31d U315 pad3d-MO[[ox
ouj 1 oA d uein (sisuauiyo vijadoids) anoq panods
J[qe1s 1 0) d [ATS) (vorwganbuv.y vijadoldailS) A0 PaTe[[0) Py Jepiquinjo)
ouj 1 0) B uein (0100D22p D1jad03dai]S) SN0 PaTe[[0) UelseInyg
29d o1 oA d uern (v1a1] DquUIN]0)) UOITI] YO0
SOULIOJIqUIN[OY) :IdPIQ
ouj 1 BY| B uein (4op1108ns xuin[) [renbuonng paileg sepouIny,
J[qe1s 1 o) AM suj (vjoaiv]3 v3uri) 1odidpueg poop
ouf 1 RX| AM suy (sndoayoo v3uiiy) 1odidpueg uaain
sepedojoog
09 1 0) AM suj (soonajodAy s1110y) 19didpues uowrwo)
R 1 0) AM Ie) (03vui)p3 odvurpy) adiug uowwio)
pron Sens Smens STHEIS pIms SOWeN OYIIUSIOS PUEB UOWIWOY) Arureg
29019 NONI [e20] [esxadsiq Surpaog S .




PR 1 0) AM suj (DO11SN.L OpUNAIE]) MO[[EMS UIeg sepruipuniry
RIS 1 o q uein (vivpnzound panyouoT) erunjy paisealq-A[eds
sepIppusy
d[qe1s 1 0) i uern (V101418 DANYOUOT) eTuny padWinI-alyM
umouyu) 1 BY i sujy (snauap sninidl(g) o3uol(q pazuolg
sepunIq
umouyu) 1 A i suy (SN2420040VUd SNANAOL(T) 03uoI( oe[d
d[qe1s 1 0) d uwQ (S0YoULY40L0VUL SNAL0D)) MOID) PI[[1q-981e]
d[qe1s 1 A i uwQ (suapua}ds sna.0)) mox) IsnoHq JepIAIo)
J[qe1s 1 A i suj (vpungv3va v171904pua() 91daal], snojmy
J[qeIsS 1 0) AM suj (Snaio1uals snpydadoioy) 19[qIep\ pa9y snolouwre[)
d[qe1s 1 A i suj (sniioms snuiojoyli()) pAIqIo[re], UOWWO)) JepI[oonsI)
Iqels J1 o) k| suf (vIvuioul viulid) eruLld urelq
BICETS 1 RX| i uwQ (vi21douvjoul 23v]pT) ALIYS-003dON) papeay-yoe[g
d[qe1s 1 ey AM uwQ (so1s1yosv]auL 230]pT) MLIYS-00oN) paduim-yoe[g | oepideydodue)
d[qe1s 1 0) B sujf (SNUOWDUULD SNJOI04I1IT]) IDATUIIN [[BLUS
J[qe1s 1 0) i Ie) (snosnf snuivliy) MO[[BMSPOOM AUSY Jeprurelry
AIqeIs 01 0) i uurQ (onuvssy pifvaipy) Yrepysng resuog aepipnefy
umouyun 1 0) i suj (v1ydiy pu1Yy1132Y) ©IO] UOWTIOD) eprunysay
ouj 1 BY AM sujf (wn.ioppunp snjpydad0.4oy) I9[qQIepM-PaaYy S, YA Jepifeydadsoroy
SOULIOJLIdSSB :IdpIQ
RIS 1 o q uwQ (sndoiojyo iUl L) USYIOO) UOWTUO))
29q 1 ey i qIoH (D242U10 X2401]]D5)) JI0DIdTeM SR
umouyu) 1 0) i uwQ (snundtuaoyd S1UI0ANDULY) USISTBA\ PIISBIIq-IIYM )
umouyu) 1 ey AM qIoH (vijisnd viuiodpz) oxea) suojreg
SOULIOJINIY) :IdPIQ
d[qe1s 1 ey AM Ie) (sauri3aiad 00]v,{) UOJ[B] SULISII] Jepruoofe
SOULIOJIUOJ[E] :IdpIQ
pua STHes STHEIS STHeIs pIma SOwWeN OIIIUdIOS pPUR UOWWO)) Aprureg
129019 NONI [e907] [es1adsiq Surpasg R .




ouf 21 BN q uwQ (42Jp2 snjououddJ) INQINg PIIUIA-PIY
SEprIOUOUdAJ
29 21 BY q [itiite) (snsoool snjouousfg) Qg paIaySIYM-PIyY
J[qe1s 1 o1 d uelIn) (snuiddijiyd snao0)q) 1onesp eleq Jepraood
ou o su SaP10]1Y00.4] SN213012S) TI[QIeA\ JedT YSIUQaT
I 71 J AM I (sap10]114204] 195) I9]IBM JEIT [SIU221D sepidooso[Ayd
J1qe1s 21 ey AM suf (11344Nnq $1242012S) I9[qIBA\ POUMOID-UIID)
J[qe1s 1 A d 199N (snoyvisv suduui)) paqung ayding
seprLdsseJ
29 1 A d uwQ (sno11sauiop 4asspg) moiredg asnoH
umouyu) 21 o1 d suf (SNa1au1d SNAvg) 1], SNOdIdUI) Jeprieq
umouyu) 1 %) q [iiiite) (SNULOYJUDX SN]OLI() [OLIQ PIPOO-oe[g JepIoLIQ
J[qe1s 1 o) d 109N (vo1u0]£a2 uiodoyda7) priqung padwni-ajding SEpIIULIBIOIN
J[qe1s 1 o1 AM suj (Sninvul ]OJIXDS) TRYISUOIS UBLISQIS
J1qeIs 21 ey d suf (p1oUk144070U15 D]0OUORY) YSNIY], Y20y paddes-an|g
JIqe o S 1]]101qQ]D D]NPad1]) I9YII1eIA],] €STE
1qe1S o1 o) AM up (0]1101q]v D]NPadL]) I9Y21eIA]] eSre], sepideomsny
J[qe1s 1 ey AM suj (Snu1ssvIvY] sp1ung) 19Yd1edK[] I91TPIaA
J[1qeIs 1 o) AM suj (Sap10]122qn.i s1i0£)) 19U 21eIA[] pateoIyl-anjg
J[qe1s 1 A i sujf (suvinvs snyodsdo)) uiqoyg-as1d3e|y [e1usaLIQ
SCEN o1 0D AM suy (vqv v]]1oVI0N) [TEISEMN IYM
J[qe1s 1 o) d 1e) (sisuaipdsviapviu v]10DI0) [TeISeM, PIMOIQ-IUYM
olqels J1 o) AM Ie) (v242u1d v]]OVION) [TeISEM K910 JepI[PeIoN
2 J1 o) AM Ie) (vav)f v]]19010]Y) TTEITEM MO[[IX ULISISIM
2|qeIs 1 %) a su] (snpnfni snyuy) 1did pyApped
J[qe o su asipvivd auoydisdigf) 19Ud1edA],] 9sipeled uelpu
[CELS 1 J AS I (os1p Yydisdiar) 19Y01edk]] dsipeled uelpuy J—
J[qe1s 1 BY i suj (vaanzp snuudyiodLp) yoreuoly padeu-yoeig
IlqeIS J1 A k| uwo (vIDLIS Saproping) Id[qQeq S[Suny EpPIYILIIOT
umousu o su ODYOS SNIUDT) LT J[rel-Suo
un 1 o) d I (yovyds snuv’T) SYLIYS PI[Ie)-5uo] seprue
29 21 o) AM suf (Snp1S140 SMUDT) YLIYS UMOIg
puon snmjels snjejs snje)s prms ‘
290 NOAT [e00] [essadsiq Surpesd SOWeN OYIIUSIOS PUEB UOWIWOY) [Tureg




umouyu) 1 o q suj (snav3fdoyjuvx sndig) 19Y29dpoop| pa1eoIl-yea1is
J[qe1s 1 0) d suj (asuapy3uaq winidoulq) 19309dpoop) payoeq-Uap[0n 19SS sepIg
99d J1 o1 AM sujf (v]111b.10] xuk[) YOoukipy ueiseinyg
SOULIOJIOI] :I9pIQ
BETq O [} A Ie) (s177001 N4 snydpqAyonr) 9qaI9 SN Jepipadidrpog
sauriojrvdoorusoyJ :19pI1Q
99 IN ey d 1e) (snpydadsouvjoui S1UI01YS241 ] ) SIQ] PapeaY-Je[d [9epIYIIULIONSaIY],
umousu 1 A k| Ie) (493114 0GP0 JULIOWLIOD SN -_oﬁouohun_w_”.w
umouyu) 1 A d Ie) (Sup11950 Snuioisvuy) [IquadQ ueisy JepIuodI)
ouj J1 A ! Ie) (v1122403 D112435) 1913 O[N]
29d J1 A ! Ie) (D1pauLIdIUL DIPAY) 19187 S1RIPIULIOIU]
ouf 21 A dq Ien (s1q1 snojngng) 19134 a11e)
umous[un) 1 A q 1e) (114043 D]OaPLY) UOISH-pUO] UBIPU] Jeprpry
eETel J1 XS A Ie) (s17700141]] snyofiqoxy) utenlg Yoe[g
J1qeIs 1 ey d 1e) (snauownuu1d snydLigoxy) ulenlg uoweuur)
umouyu) 1 BY| d Ie) (Sisuauls snyokiqox]) UIaNIg MOJ[X
SOULIOJTUBII[I :I9pIQ
09 21 o1 d suj (snsoiqad)pd sdo421soz) 9K3-TYM [BIUSLIQ seprdoiasoz
umouyu) 1 0) B uwQ (snuv1i221puod S1uiopoiyda]) SYLIYSPOOM, UOWUIO)) JepiSuep
BN 1 0) d suj (VU110 PJY1Y02H) YSny], papeay-asuei) seprpan,
99d J1 eq AM suf (vuunvp v4ey1007) ysnayy, A[eds
2d 1 oA Jq uwQ (snosnf saiay10p1ioY) UK o[Sunf
ouf 1 ey dq suf (snuv1u1duld saiay10p1ioy) BUKIN yueqg
"ouj O BN A uwQ (S1S14] S2421j]0P10Y) BUAJ\ UOWUWIO) Jepruing
umouyu) 1 0D d suj (voupgIP VIUAN]S) SUI[IR]S Pa[lel-INUISay)
ouj 1 A ! uwQ (v43u00 PI1dNoOV.LL)) FUl[IelS Pald URISY
puen STes ST smels pIn3 SOWeN OYIIUSIOS PUEB UOWIWOY) Arureg
[eqo[o NONI [ed0T [esxadsiq Surpaog EA :




J[qe1s 1 o) B 1e) (vq]v 01(]) [M(Q UIeg UOWIWO) epruolfy,
JIqe e Ie DUV ST m(Q sdoog parefo
[qe1s J1 d k| J ( PIPG S1I0) MO S PaIB[[0D sepiSLug
J1qe1s 21 o) q 1e) (vuiniq auayiy) 19IMQ panods
SouLIOJISLIS :IdpIQ
29 1 o) d Snig (1uDL] DINODIIIS]) 199 eIed paSuLl-asoy
aeprnoenisg
29 IN %) d Snig (v13pdna D]NIDIIIS) 19 eIRd SULIPUBXS[Y
sauLIOJIoRNIS :19pIQ
) [3) 3n. snppydaovuiavy uo3odojisg) 1qre sxoddo
ug 1 o) d RE| (snpvy Y 715d) ¥wqled Y J sepnseyduey
J[qe1s 1 A i Sniy (sno1visv uododojisg) 19qieq pareolyl-onjg
J[qe1s 1 o) d suj (120Dt s0dod0pua(T) 19Y09dpOOp\ Pald PIISeaIq-SnoA[NL
29 1 ey d suf (snp1on] s21dp]020sK4y)) 1929dpoop| paydeq-Uusp[on Ia1ealn
pua STHes STHEIS STHeIs pIma SoureN ONIJUAI0g puE UOWWO Aqrure
29019 NONI [e20] [esxadsiq Surpaog N oynionps p 0 [




THE RING 39 (2017) 113

by Muscicapidae (6 species, RDi = 5.04), while 23 families were poorly represented
in the study area, with single species from each (RDi = 0.84) (Table 2).

Table 2
Relative diversity (RDi) of various avian families in and around Bongaon,
West Bengal, India

Avian Families Number of species RDi value
Ardeidae 7 5.882
Muscicapidae 6 5.042
Columbidae, Cuculidae, Motacillidae, Picidae, Sturnidae 5 4.202
Alcedinidae, Rallidae, Scolopacidae 4 3.361
Anatidae, Campephagidae, Charadriidae, Cisticolidae, 3 5521

Corvidae, Meropidae

Apodidae, Dicruridae, Estrildidae, Jacanidae, Laniidae,
Monarchidae, Passeridae, Phylloscopidae, Psittaculidae, 2 1.681
Pycnonotidae, Ramphastidae, Strigidae, Turdidae

Accipitridae, Acrocephalidae, Aegithinidae, Alaudidae,
Artimidae, Caprimulgidae, Ciconiidae, Coraciidae, Falco-
nidae, Hirundinidae, Leiotrichidae, Nectariniidae, Orioli-
dae, Pandionidae, Paridae, Phalacrocoracidae, Ploceidae,
Podicipedidae, Turnicidae, Threskiornithidae, Tytonidae,
Upupidae, Vangidae, Zosteropidae

1 0.840

Species richness was highest in November (68.7+3.01) and lowest in July
(49.8+0.63). In the study area, 89 species (74.8%) were resident, 25 species (21.0%)
were winter visitors, four species (3.4%) were summer visitors and one species (0.8%)
was a passage migrant. Species richness of resident avifauna showed no significant
variation between seasons (Kruskal-Wallis test: K = 5.024, df = 3, p = 0.17), remain-
ing similar throughout the study period (Fig. 2). Blue-headed Rock-Thrush was the
passage migrant, which also did not vary seasonally (Kruskal-Wallis test: K = 3, df = 3, p
= 0.39) and was noted only once during the study period. On the other hand, signifi-
cant seasonal difference was noticed in the case of winter visitors (Kruskal-Wallis
test: K = 60.708, df = 3, p < 0.05) and summer visitors (Kruskal-Wallis test: K =
41.408, df = 3, p < 0.05). The number of winter visitors significantly increased in the
post-monsoon season, reached its peak in winter and then sharply declined in sum-
mer (Fig. 2). Multiple pair-wise post-hoc comparisons (two-tailed tests) using Dunn’s
procedure revealed that the species richness of winter visitors in summer and the
monsoon season was significantly lower (p <0.05) than in the post-monsoon season
and winter. In contrast, the species richness of summer visitors was highest in sum-
mer and differed significantly (p < 0.05) from all other seasons (Fig. 2).

Analysis of the feeding guilds of the 119 species revealed that 49 species (41.2%)
were insectivorous, 29 (24.4%) were carnivorous, 22 (18.5%) were omnivorous,
9 (7.6%) were granivorous, 4 species (3.4%) each were frugivorous and herbivorous,
and 2 (1.7%) were nectarivorous. The species richness of these feeding guilds varied
significantly (Kruskal-Wallis test: K=16.812, df = 6, p < 0.05). Multiple pair-wise
post-hoc comparisons using Dunn’s procedure (two-tailed tests) also revealed signifi-
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cant differences between each pair of feeding guilds in the study area (Bonferroni
corrected significance: p < 0.05), except between insectivores and omnivores (Bon-

ferroni corrected significance: p > 0.05), as shown in Figure 3.
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Fig. 2. Changes in numbers of bird species (resident, passage migrant, winter visitor and summer

visitor) in suburban area of Bongaon, West Bengal, India

10
Nsp

L |

Tr T

T

™ TT

™rTT

Herbivore Nectorivore Frugivore Gramivors Camivore Omnivore

ectivore

Fig. 3. Numbers of bird species belonging seven foraging guilds (i.e. herbivore, nectarivore, gru-
givore, granivore, carnivore, omnivore and insectivore) recorded from the suburban area
of West Bengal, India



THE RING 39 (2017) 115

Among all avian species observed during the study, only two (Black-headed Ibis
and Alexandrine Parakeet) fall under the IUCN near-threatened (NT) category, while
the remaining species are categorized as least concern (LC) species (del Hoyo et al.
2014). Assessment of local abundance revealed that 22 species (18.5%) were very
common, 52 species (43.7%) were common, 26 species (21.8%) were fairly common
and 19 species (16.0%) were rare. When this local abundance was compared with the
global population trend for the species (del Hoyo et al. 2014), we found that six species
having a globally declining trend were still very common in the study area (Fig. 4).

25
Ny
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20

Declining Increasing Stable Unknown
Legends: Vc - very common, Co - common, Lc - less common, Un - uncommon) vs. global population
trends (> - decreasing, < - increasing, = — stable; ? — unknown

Fig. 4. Comparison of the local abundance (Vc, Co, Lc and Un) and global population trend (dec,
inc, stable and unknown) of the avian species recorded from the suburban area of Bonga-
on, West Bengal, India

DISCUSSION

Urban sites have a greater proportion of avian species which are multiple brood-
ers, construct nests on buildings and other urban structures, eat seeds, reside year
round and are non-territorial. In contrast, natural sites have a greater proportion of
individuals that are single brooders, nest in shrubs and snags, eat insects, migrate
long distances and maintain territories during the breeding season. Suburban habitats
are tipping points in the shift of avian communities from wilderness areas to exotic
and homogeneous urban landscapes (Blair and Johnson 2008). The suburban area we
surveyed supports 12.7% of the avian species found in West Bengal (N = 937), and
this richness of avifauna is comparable with many ecosystems of this state. For instance,
Roy et al. (2011) studied avifaunal diversity in three different national parks and
a forest reserve in North Bengal and recorded 117 bird species belonging to 42 fami-
lies; Dubey et al. (2015) noted 99 species belonging to 43 families from Jaldapara
National Park; and Patra and Chakrabarti (2014) reported 86 species belonging to
10 orders and 35 families around Digha in West Bengal. Perhaps the heterogeneity of
habitats in the study area augments the availability of diverse resources. Some other
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studies have also reported higher biodiversity in regions with human interference
(Pautasso 2007).

The greatest number of avian species in the study area belonged to the order Pas-
seriformes. According to Praveen et al. (2016), passerines (order Passeriformes) form
the most predominant avian taxon in India (about 54%). Muscicapidae is the largest
family of birds in India (Manakadan and Pittie 2001). In our study area, however, the
Ardeidae showed the highest diversity of species, followed by the Muscicapidae. Nev-
ertheless, several studies have also found Ardeidae to be the most diverse avian family,
particularly in wetland habitats (Vijayan et al. 2006, Kumar 2006, Surana 2007,
Zakaria et al. 2009, Zakaria and Rajpar 2010, Ali et al. 2011, Zhang et al. 2012, Dal
and Vaghela 2015, Mazumdar 2017).

The high species richness of the assemblage in the study area may be due to the
presence of diverse habitats in and around this suburban area. The landscape of the
area comprises of built-up areas together with wetlands, riverbanks, vast stretches of
paddy cultivation, and monoculture plantations of Shorea and Eucalyptus, as well as
uncultivated grazing pastures, backyard gardens, orchards and bamboo thickets.
Such habitat diversity in this suburban area plays a crucial role in supporting fairly
high species richness. Resident species were present throughout the year and showed
no seasonal variation, but the migratory species (winter visitors and summer visitors)
showed a definite species-specific pattern of arrival and departure from the study
area. The species richness of this suburban area begins to increase with the arrival of
winter migrants. Winter visitors began appearing in September, increasing the avian
diversity in winter.

The fundamental requirements of migratory birds in the wintering site include cli-
mate and a favourable habitat ensuring food availability and safety. The perennial
wetland attracts and serves as a wintering grounds for migratory birds (especially mi-
gratory ducks) every year, and also supports large breeding populations of the
Pheasant-tailed Jacana and the Bronzed-winged Jacana, which were seen to thrive
on floating vegetation (dominated by water hyacinth). The floating macrophytes and
fauna (e.g. fish, crabs, snails and clams) of this wetland serve as food for many spe-
cies of avifauna. The species richness of the area increases again in the summer
months (highest in May) due to the appearance of four species of summer visitors.
A monoculture plantation forest in the study area serves as a safe breeding site for
some resident (Changeable Hawk Eagle, Small Minivet, Common Woodshrike, Com-
mon lora, Common Myna, Jungle Myna, Chestnut-headed Starling, Asian Pied Star-
ling, Spotted Dove, and Red-vented Bulbul) and migrant (Asian Paradise Flycatcher
and Chestnut-headed Bee-eater) birds.

The rich avian assemblage of this suburban area (Bongaon, West Bengal, India)
also reflects possible variation in their functional roles, feeding habits and resource
utilization pattern. The greatest number of species within the area were insectivores,
indicating rich abundance of insects here. These insectivorous birds play a crucial
role in the biocontrol of various insect pests thriving in agriculture, horticulture and
forests (Mahabal 2005, Thakur et al. 2010) in the adjoining areas. Indiscriminate use
of chemical pesticides in the adjoining paddy fields could have severe ecological con-
sequences and a grave effect on the avifauna of this suburban area. Insectivorous
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birds often consume insects contaminated with pesticides (Sanchez-Bayo et al. 1999),
and thus these birds, being at a higher trophic level, are at high risk of suffering from
toxic effects of bioaccumulation of such chemicals (Sanchez-Bayo 2011). On the
other hand, if a pesticide eliminates enough of their prey base, then insectivorous birds
could die of malnutrition or starvation rather than poisoning (Campbell and Cooke
1997, Tiebout III and Brugger 1995). Hence, monitoring of the insectivorous species
of this suburban area may reflect the impact of pesticide use on this avian guild.

It is evident that birds in various habitats are under threat due to increased an-
thropogenic activity resulting in habitat destruction and fragmentation (Baral and In-
skipp 2005, Gautam and Kafle 2007). Accelerated urban development in this subur-
ban area, involving filling in ponds and water bodies and cutting down trees to widen
roads and for other developmental purposes, leads to habitat alteration (pers. obs.),
thereby reducing the safe refuges of many common birds. Local people also informed
us that some avian species, such as egrets, openbill storks, sandpipers, snipes, or
White-breasted Waterhen, are occasionally hunted for food. Ecologically, birds are of
tremendous importance to human society. Birds are a good medium for dispersing
seeds, pollinating plants, biological control of pests, and thus have an important role
in continuing the ecological cycle. Hence a decline in the diversity of birds may in-
duce a cascading effect on the food chain, affecting multiple species and subsequently
disrupting the species interactions and integrity of ecosystem functions (Sekercioglu
et al. 2004). Regular monitoring of avifauna is, therefore, an excellent means of keep-
ing watch on ecosystem health. Interestingly, six species with a globally declining
population trend (Lesser Whistling-Duck, Intermediate Egret, Rock Pigeon, House
Sparrow, Jungle Myna and Alexandrine Parakeet) were found to be very common in
our study area, which indicates that favourable resources for these birds are still
available in this suburban area. These species must be prioritized for regular and
long-term monitoring from a global bird conservation perspective.

In India, documentation of the species-specific roles and ecological services of di-
verse avifauna in various ecosystems is close to the nascent stage (Dhindsa and Saini
1994, Singh and Bayal 2013, Gopisundar and Kittur 2013, Sengupta et al. 2014).
Documentation of the species richness and composition of birds in a particular land-
scape is a prerequisite to assess of their ecological importance. In this context, the
present study is the first scientific documentation of the assemblage and richness of
avian species in a suburban area of West Bengal, India. Monitoring of the avian com-
munity should be continued in the study area, as it may provide an early indication of
whether this ecosystem suffers from any detrimental change. Our study showed that
this suburban area is a promising region for ecological and behavioural research on
avifauna. Our findings on the avian composition of this area can be used for further
ecological assessment of the avian community. Nevertheless, detailed studies should
be undertaken, focusing on the population abundance, habitat use, nesting, breeding
and foraging ecology of the birds, in order to understand their critical role in per-
forming various ecosystem services. Assessment of species-specific roles for monitor-
ing environmental changes, as well as documentation of threats to diverse avifauna,
may also be useful in bridging the gap of existing knowledge on avifauna and sustain-
ing the ecosystem integrity of this suburban landscape.
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