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Abstract We present data on the population trend and nesting success of Saker Falcon (Falco cherrug) in Austria
in the period of 2012-2021. 339 active nests were recorded, 262 of them were successful, resulting in a total of
726 fledglings. The 10-year average breeding success is 2.14 fledglings per monitored active nest and 2.77 fledg-
lings per successful nest. The average breeding success per successful nest is 3.1 fledglings for nest boxes, 2.7
fledglings for natural nests on trees, 2.4 fledglings for both stick nests and artificial platforms on pylons. Our
most recent data shows that in 2021, a total of 53 territorial Saker pairs were reported in Austria, 41 of them suc-
cessfully bred, resulting in a total of 111 fledglings (2.71 chicks/successful nest). The Saker Falcon population in
Austria exhibits a marked increase (concerning the number of breeding pairs, fledged chicks, and breeding suc-
cess) in the period studied. Furthermore, a positive correlation was found between the number of available artifi-
cial nesting structures and the number of successful nests. Since the population has shown a steady increase for
the past years, as opposed to rather stable or more moderately increasing nearby populations in Central Europe,
it is important to better understand the underlying causes and contemporary threats to keep the positive trend and
ensure effective conservation.
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Osszefoglalas Bemutatjuk az ausztriai kerecsensolyom (Falco cherrug) alloméany alakulasat és koltési sikerét a
2012-2021-es idszakban. Osszesen 339 aktiv fészket jegyeztiink fel, 262 sikeres koltéssel, amelynek eredmé-
nyeként Osszesen 726 fiatal repiilt ki. A tiz év atlagat tekintve a koltési siker 2,14 fiatal volt fészkenkeént, 2,77 fi-
atal sikeres koltésenként. Az atlagos koltési siker a fészekladakban 3,1, a fan 1évo természetes fészkekben 2,7, a
nagyfesziiltségii tavvezetékek oszlopain 1évo gallyfészkekben és fészektalcakon egyarant 2,4 fiatal volt. A legfris-
sebb adataink alapjan 2021-ben 53 kerecsensolyom par volt ismert Ausztridban, koziiliik 41 par sikeresen koltott,
aminek eredményeképpen 111 fiatal repiilt ki (2,7 fiatal/sikeres koltés). Az ausztriai kerecsensolyom-allomany je-
lent6s novekedésen ment keresztiil (a fészkel6parok, a kirepiilt fiatalok és a koltési siker tekintetében). Emellett
pozitiv osszefliggést talaltunk az elérheté mesterséges fészkek szama és a sikeres fészkelések szama kozott. Mi-
vel ez az egyetlen folyamatosan novekedd allomany Kozép-Eurdpaban, fontos megérteni a hattérben htizodo oko-
kat és a veszélyeztetd tényezoket, hogy fenn tudjuk tartani a pozitiv trendet és biztositsuk a hatékony védelmet.

Kulcsszavak: kerecsensolyom, Falco cherrug, koltési siker, mesterséges fészek, mortalitas, jelenlegi veszélyfor-
rasok
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Introduction

Global distribution of Saker Falcon

Saker Falcon (Falco cherrug J. E. Gray, 1834) is found across the Palearctic from Central
and South-East Europe, across Central Asia and all the way to Western China and Mongolia.
Most recent global population estimates suggest a total population of 12,200-29,200 mature
individuals. The status of the species was recently reassessed by the [UCN Red List Committee,
yet retained its “endangered” global conservation status, due to an on-going very rapid decline,
especially taking the unclear status and negative trends in the Asian strongholds of the species
(China, Russia and Mongolia) into account (BirdLife International 2021a).

Compared to this, the European population of Saker Falcon is small and limited to some 430—
630 breeding pairs in 2021. The species has been recently up-listed from “vulnerable” (2015) to
“endangered” (2021) on a European scale, mostly due small population size, combined with a
48% population decline over three generations and an on-going decrease (BirdLife International
2021b). The worsening of the population trend is mostly attributed to land use changes, capture
for falconry, pesticide exposure and electrocution (BirdLife International 2021a).

European population trends

The European population is split into two main distribution centres: Central European
(Pannonian) population and Eastern European population (comprising Ukraine, Moldova and
eastern Romania), geographically divided by the Carpathian Mountains (Prommer et al. 2014,
Bauer 2020). The Pannonian population is estimated at 252-278 breeding pairs, more than
half of it being concentrated in Hungary (145-165 breeding pairs) (Bagyura et al. 2017).

Despite significant evidence that the Pannonian population has been positively affected by
well-targeted conservation measures and installation of supplementary nesting aid (Chavko
2010, Bagyura ef al. 2012, Prommer et al. 2012, Fidloczky et al. 2014, Trgalova & Chavko
2016), recent studies show that increase in the Hungarian and Slovak populations slowed
down considerably (Bagyura et al. 2022, Prommer et al. 2025, Chavko et al. 2025), while
the Czech breeding populations are undergoing a slight decrease (Skorpikova et al. 2019).
At the same time, although the species is considered a former breeder in Germany, nowadays
it is only a rare visitor with a single recorded breeding pair around 2000s (August 2000,
Barthel 2011, Prommer et al. 2012). Hence, the species is considered extinct in Germany
(BirdLife International 2021b).

This makes the status and population trend of Saker Falcon in Austria particularly
interesting to study and consider as the species reaches the western limit of its global
breeding distribution here.

Population trend in Austria

Saker Falcon was considered a widely spread species in the regions of Burgenland and
Lower Austria, bordering Hungary until the end of the 19" century (Baumgart 1991).
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Definite proof of a wide distribution is mostly missing, but as faunistic research on the
species was hardly conducted at the time, only the few available written sources can serve
as a reference. Later on, the population of the species experienced a supposed decrease,
reaching approximately 10 pairs at the end of the Second World War (Bauer 1977), and
further declined to almost extinction with barely two to four breeding pairs reported in
1970 (Bauer 1977, Senn 1980).

A slow recovery started in the 1980s (Gamauf 1992, Baumgart 1994), and the population
was estimated to 15-20 breeding pairs at the end of the 1990s (Baumgart 1994, Berg 2000),
which continued to increase to 25-30 breeding pairs by 2010 (Gamauf 2012).

The species was once included in the national priority list of the 50 most threatened
species in Austria (Umweltdachverband 2008) and is currently on the Austrian Red List
(Dvorak et al. 2017). Due to the reported positive population trend of 21-30%, it has been
recently down-listed from “critically endangered” (2005) to “endangered” (2016) (Dvorak
et al. 2017). Its legal status is characterized by a year-round protection in all nine Austrian
provinces, regulated in the respective provincial hunting or nature protection laws (Lower
Austria Hunting Law (NO Jagdgesetz) 1974; Burgenland Hunting Law (Bgld. JagdG),
Wildlife Regulation Ordinance 2017). Furthermore, the species benefits from its protection
in federal criminal law, as offences against Saker Falcons can be punished with up to two
years in prison (BMJ 2022, Schmidt & Hohenegger 2022).

Contemporary threats

Some of the threats that previously caused the rapid decline of Saker Falcon populations in
Central Europe have been largely reduced or eliminated through legislative measures. The
following contemporary threats, however, still affect the species in Central Europe: shift to
intensive agriculture, land use changes, direct persecution (poisoning and shooting), and
trapping and egg collection for falconry (Nagy & Demeter 2006, Chavko 2010, Kovacs
et al. 2014). Newer threats that have been identified more recently include electrocution
(Nagy & Demeter 2006, Prommer 2011, Kovacs et al. 2014, Nemcek et al. 2014, Bagyura
et al. 2017), possible hybridization with escaped falconry birds (Nittinger et al. 2005, 2007,
Kovidcs ef al. 2014) and wind farm collisions (Dereliev & Ruskov 2005, Nagy & Demeter
2006). A potential risk that has not been studied in sufficient detail yet is secondary poisoning
through rodenticides and other environmental pollutants (Kovacs et al. 2014).

Conservation efforts

One of the measures, which has proven successful for increasing the Saker populations in
Hungary, Slovakia and the Czech Republic, has been the installation of artificial nesting
structures on high-voltage pylons (Chavko 2010, Beran et al. 2012, Chavko & Deutschova
2012, Chavko et al. 2014). This is explained by the fact that Sakers do not build nests
themselves and can therefore be limited by nest site availability (Newton 1994). At the same
time, natural breeding of Sakers on an electricity pylon has already been reported in Austria
in 1999 (Straka 1999).
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Figure 1. Temporal development of the number of available nesting aids in the period of 2012-2021
1.dbra A kihelyezett mesterséges fészkek szamanak alakuldsa 2012-2021 kozott

As a result, the Research Institute for Wildlife Ecology (FIWI) at VetMedUni Vienna and
the Austrian Power Grid AG (APG) initiated a project to provide artificial nesting platforms
on high-voltage electricity pylons in Lower Austria in 2004 (Zink & Sachser 2015). The
project has continued in close cooperation with BirdLife Austria from 2010 onwards and in
2018 FIWI was replaced by the Austrian Ornithological Centre (AOC) at the VetMedUni
Vienna. From 2012 onwards, also nesting boxes have been provided and the initiative has
been joined by other electricity providers, such as NO Netz (formerly EVN), OBB Infra and
Netz Burgenland (formerly BEWAG). As a result of all these efforts in the breeding season
of 2021, there were a total of 151 nesting structures (platforms and nesting boxes) in Austria,
offering suitable breeding sites, safe from human persecution and disturbance (Figure I, 2).

Since the start of these conservation measures, the Austrian population of Saker has
showed an even more rapid increase (Zink et al. 2016).

The current publication therefore aims to present the contemporary population trend
and nesting success of Saker Falcon in Austria in the period of 2012-2021, following the
conservation measures initiated and carried out by the Austrian Ornithological Centre at
VetMedUni Vienna and BirdLife Austria.



R. Zink, J. A. Hohenegger, H-M. Berg & E. Kmetova-Biro 53

|| number of artificial nests
AL 11
[ 2-3
| ] 4-5
B 6-8
Il o-12
—— rivers
I 7 lakes
—— provincial borders
—— state borders

basemap: Hengl et a/. 2022

0 10 20 30 40km
I I ]

Figure 2. Total number of installed nesting aids available per grid cell in 2022
2.dbra A kihelyezett mesterséges fészkek szdma négyzetenként 2022-ben

Material and Methods

Our study is an overall summary of a set of internal annual reports on the breeding success of
Saker Falcon, developed together or separately by the Austrian Ornithological Centre (AOC)
at VetMedUni Vienna and BirdLife Austria in the period of 2012-2021. The information
from all annual reports, prepared in German, has been translated, merged, and processed
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Figure 3. Survey area and breeding period distribution of Saker Falcon in 2012-2021
3.dbra A felmért teriilet és a kerecsensolymok elterjedése (koltési id6szakban) 2012-2021 kozott

together to produce summary results. Following the consolidation of the two datasets,
population numbers published here marginally differ from the information published in the
original internal reports.

The data presented below is based on the standardized monitoring of all known breeding
pairs of Saker Falcon in Eastern Austria. The monitored area comprised parts of the state
provinces of Burgenland, Lower Austria and Vienna (Figure 3).
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However, the detection of pairs breeding in natural stick nests in regions without artificial
nesting structures can be difficult and it is possible that individual pairs have successfully
bred without notice. In 2015, a total of 87% of all recorded breeding pairs in Austria were
nesting on artificial structures (Rozsypalova et al. 2022), so the presented results can be
considered quite comprehensive and thorough.

To optimize the monitoring effort and coordinate the teams of AOC and BirdLife, since
2014, the study area has been divided to regions, and staff, experts or volunteers of one
of the two organizations have been assigned to single regions. The AOC expert team
focused on monitoring the nesting structures installed and carried out individual ringing
of non-fledged chicks, while BirdLife Austria staff members and volunteers additionally
monitored natural broods in some of the areas. Known territories of tree-breeding Saker
Falcons were also included in the surveys and unsystematic observation data collected
by BirdLife Austria were used to identify additional possible territories (Hohenegger et
al. 2020).

The survey areas primarily comprised areas known to have been occupied by Saker
Falcon, regions with overhead power lines (with nesting structures), open/semi-open
regions, and prospect “distribution gaps” between already established sites (Hohenegger
et al. 2020).

Monitoring

The breeding sites were monitored using spotting scopes (such as Swarovski ATS 80 HD,
20-60 Zoom) as well as binoculars (ex. Swarovski 8x56 and 10x42) and documented with
a digital camera.

When surveying pylons, the first viewing of a pylon was usually done from preliminarily
agreed optimal observation points, at a minimal distance of 400-500 meters, but often
way more to avoid disturbance, checking the nesting structures and the rest of the pylon
for perching birds, stick nests, already present corvid nests or any other hints of possible
occupation. The average time spent at each pylon varied between a few minutes and several
hours depending on the conditions and the birds’ behavior.

Each pylon with an artificial nesting structure was checked for the presence of Saker
Falcons at least twice within the breeding season (starting from end of February). Between
mid-March and end of April, a selected set of Saker Falcon nests was more frequently
surveyed to guarantee that the newly hatched falcons could be marked with standard
ornithological rings at an optimum age of approximately 20-30 days in the first half of May.
Between mid-May and mid-June, all known nesting sites were additionally controlled to
determine the number of “pre-fledged” chicks. This is, in our experience, the most effective
method for assessing breeding success, since counting the freshly fledged Saker Falcons is
time-consuming and often produces wrong numbers.

Nevertheless, the number of “pre-fledglings” in the nests can also be difficult to determine,
due to the height of the nesting structures, poor viewing angle or big observation distance
and these shortfalls must be considered when interpreting the breeding success data.
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Data reporting and consolidation

In the first years of the project, the monitoring data was reported in paper monitoring forms,
which were then transferred to a MS Excel table and location data was processed with
open-source software, such as QGIS (https://www.qgis.org/en/site/). In the following years,
a SQL online database was set up at the AOC to collect all relevant data: Saker Falcon
observations, breeding status data, power line and pylon locations (with or without nesting
structures) and all other nest locations.

At the same time, the staff members of BirdLife Austria used the online observation
platform www.ornitho.at, set up in spring 2013 (Berg & Wichmann 2014). An extra input
code was activated later to separate the breeding data from the non-standardized observations
collected by other observers and hide it from public use.

The following data was collected by all field observers (AOC and BirdLife Austria)
within the project: date and time of observation, nest site location, breeding status (possible,
breeding, aborted, no breeding), number of birds, age, sex (if identifiable), observation
content and any other information worth mentioning (e.g. suspected hybrid); photos.

At the end of the survey period each year, the results of BirdLife Austria were compared
with those of AOC and jointly discussed after the young birds had fledged (Berg ez al. 2017,
Hohenegger et al. 2020). Observation data on breeding success was cross-checked through
the chick ringing carried out by the first author of the current publication.

Finally, the summarized breeding status data of each pair was entered into the online
database at www.saker-info.at, where a summary of the results is also publicly accessible
(Berg et al. 2017, Zink et al. 2018).

Breeding parameters

The breeding parameters reported in this study should be read as follows:

 “territorial pairs” comprises all registered pairs, whether breeding successfully or
unsuccessfully, and territorial, non-breeding pairs confirmed for the particular year,
excluding sites with possible breeding attempts, where Saker Falcons were observed
during the breeding season, but no territorial pair could be confirmed,;

* “monitored active nests” comprises all active nests (whether successful or not) on artificial
nesting sites, trees and electricity pylons (breeding behavior had to be observed for a
possible nest site to qualify as “nest”); excluding non-breeding and possible territorial
pairs as well as pairs with unknown nest site;

* “successful nests” comprises only pairs with confirmed breeding success from the known,
monitored nests; excluding successful breeding, where the nest site could not be located
precisely.

Breeding success is calculated as follows:

 “fledglings/successful nest” is based on the total number of fledged chicks from monitored
nests, divided by the “successful nests”;

» “fledglings/nest” is based on the total number of fledged chicks from monitored nests
observed for the season, divided by the “monitored active nests” identified for the year.
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Correlations and trendlines are calculated as follows:

¢ Correlation is calculated using MS Excel by dividing the covariance by the product of the
two variables’ standard deviations;

* Trendlines are added using MS Excel suggesting a linear trend and a steady increase over
time and the automatically calculated R-square value, measuring the trendline reliability
is used.

Results

Current breeding area of Saker Falcon in Austria

Our summarized results show that the breeding range of Saker Falcon in Austria is restricted
to the lowlands and hilly regions in the Pannonian part of Lower Austria and northern
Burgenland (Figure 3, 4). The strongholds for Saker Falcons in Austria are the Thaya-
March region, the Marchfeld, the Feuchte Ebene and the Parndorf Plateau (Zink et al. 2016),
the northern and western part of the Weinviertel, the Wagram-Tullnerfeld region and the
southern Vienna Basin. As a result of the nesting structure installation programme, breeding
occurrences are clustered mainly along large overhead power lines within agricultural areas.
Yet, despite targeted searches, breeding occurrences in large forest areas, such as those
known from the Danube and the March floodplains, the Ernstbrunn Forest, the Hochleithen
Forest and the Leithagebirge, are currently very rare and probably under-reported. The most
important area for Saker Falcons breeding in natural nests is the northern Weinviertel, where
the species uses corvid and Common Buzzard (Buteo buteo) nests on trees or powerline
pylons within an open agricultural area. It should be noted that in this area there are no
artificial nests.

Our results clearly show that Saker Falcons in Austria readily take the artificial nesting
structures provided on high-voltage electricity pylons. Furthermore, the number of pairs
using artificial nesting structures has increased from less than 30% in 2012 to over 90%
in 2021 (Figure 4). Additionally, we have established a positive correlation between the
number of provided artificial nesting sites and the number of breeding pairs (r=0.7912).

Breeding population and trend

The breeding population of Saker Falcon in Austria has nearly doubled (89% increase) in 10
years from 28 territorial pairs in 2012 to 53 territorial pairs in 2021 (Figure 5). Furthermore,
there is an even greater increase in the number of successful nests from 16 nests in 2012
to 41 in 2021 (156% increase) and a positive trend in the proportion of successful nests
compared to the total number of territorial pairs reported for the same year (R* = 0.6248).
The average proportion of successful nests for all monitored active nests is 77%, with a
maximum of 96.9% (2018) and a minimum of 62.5% (2013).
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Figure 4. Total number of monitored active nests of Saker Falcon per raster cell (2012-2021)
4.dbra A felmért aktiv kerecsensélyom-fészkek Osszesitett szama cellanként (2012-2021)

Breeding parameters

The ten-year average breeding success of Saker Falcon in Austria in the period of 2012—
2021 is 2.14 fledglings/monitored active nest and 2.77 fledglings/successful nest (Table 1).
A total of 726 fledglings have been recorded from both artificial and natural Saker Falcon
nests between 2012 and 2021 in all monitored nests in Austria (Figure 5, 6).
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Table 1. Breeding success parameters per nest type (aggregate numbers for 2012-2021)
1. tdbldzat Fészektipusonkénti koltési siker (0sszesitett adatok 2012-2021 kdzott)
BB | LERTE e 5 Platforms | Nest boxes | All nests
nests on pylons
Monitored active nests 26 33 118 155 339
Success rate (%) 65 76 62 20 77
Fledglings per nest 1,73 1,64 1,50 2,77 2,14
Fledglings per successful nest 2,65 2,16 2,42 3,09 2,77

While the population is growing over this ten-year period, there is also a slight positive
trend in the number of juveniles per known breeding pair (R? = 0.3993), as well as number
of juveniles per successful nest (R? = 0.4649) (Figure 7). Strikingly, the average number of
fledglings per nest grows by cca. 10% per year over the ten-year period. Furthermore, the
proportion of pairs, which have abandoned their nests (failure rate), although fluctuating
over the years (mostly due to the weather conditions or occasional disturbance that year), is
generally decreasing.

The highest breeding success (fledglings per successful nest) was recorded in 2020 (3.24)
and 2019 (3.21). Both 2019 and 2020 were characterized by dry and warm spring seasons
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Figure 5. Temporal development of the Saker Falcon breeding population in Austria, in 2012-2021
5.dbra A kerecsensélyom fészkel6allomanyénak alakuldsa Ausztridban 2012-2021 kdzott
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6.dbra A kirepult kerecsensolyom fiatalok 0sszesitett szama cellanként (2012-2021)

(February — April), providing excellent conditions until the hatching of the young birds.
Despite several days of heavy rain and storms around the turn of the month April — May
2019 (ZAMG 2022a), the prolonged period of good weather in June 2019, providing good
hunting conditions for the adults, likely had a positive effect on the survival rate of the
young, especially combined with the extreme prevalence of voles that year (Hohenegger
et al. 2020). On the contrary, June 2020 was characterized by relatively high precipitation



R. Zink, J. A. Hohenegger, H-M. Berg & E. Kmetova-Biro 61

3,50 40%
3,00 35%
30%

2,50
“ 25%
2 2,00 o
= ©
2 20% o
R 3
S 1,50 o
g 15%
IS
]
< 1,00

10%
0,50 v 5%
]
0,00 0%
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
.number of fledged young per nesting attempt
e number of fledged young per succesful nest
...... failure rate (2nd axis)

Figure 7. Temporal development of abortion rate and fledgling number of Saker Falcon in Austria
(2012-2021)

7.dbra A meghiusult koltések aranyanak és a kireplilt fiatal kerecsensélymok szamanak alakulasa
Ausztridban (2012-2021)

and mild weather (ZAMG 2022a), which obviously did not compromise the high breeding
success.

The two years with lowest breeding success are 2013 (2.07 fledglings/successful nest) and
2014 (2.22 fledglings/successful nest). The weather in 2013 was characterized by relatively
cold spring (March, start of April and May), as well as high precipitation in May (ZAMG
2022a), which also caused a high rate of breeding failures (more than 37% of all monitored
active nests that year failed). The nearby Slovakian population was also affected by the poor
weather in 2013, with a record-low breeding success of 1.79 chicks/nest (Chavko et al. 2014).
The respective number for Austria (1.29) is also the lowest recorded in the reporting period.

In 2014, despite a warm and dry March, high precipitation was recorded all through April-
July (ZAMG 2022b).

In terms of nest substrate and breeding success, it should be noted that the average breeding
success of Sakers breeding on artificial nesting structures (nesting boxes or nesting platforms
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Table2.  Total number of ringed Saker Falcons in Austria (2015-2021)
2. tdbldzat Az Ausztridban 6sszesen gyUirlizott kerecsensélymok szdma (2015-2021)

Year | Allnests | Platforms | Nestboxes Recoveries* (year in brackets)
2015 24 24 1 x Czech Republic (2015)
1 x Poland (2016)
2016 30 9 21 1 x Algeria (2017)
1 x Austria (2021)
2017 22 1 21
[2 x recently fledged iuv.]
1 x Austria (2018
2018 37 14 23 1 x Serbia ((2018))
1 x Slovakia (2018)
2019 31 3 28
2020 51 7 44 1 x recently fledged iuv.
2021 26 7 19
Total 221 41 180

on high-voltage power lines) of 2.86 fledglings/successful nest (2012—2021) is higher than the
average success of the total Saker pairs using natural stick nests on power lines or trees (average
of 2.37 fledglings/successful nest for the period 2012-2021) (7able 1). 1t should however be
noted that breeding success on natural stick nests on trees (2.65 fledglings/successful nest)
exceeds the breeding success of stick nests on pylons (2.16 fledglings/successful nest) and
artificial platforms (2.2 fledglings/successful nest) (7able 1). At the same time the combined
breeding success for all three nest types (artificial nesting structure; natural nests on power
lines and natural nests on trees) shows a positive trend between 2012 and 2021. When testing
for different artificial nest types, both platforms and nest boxes show an increasing nesting
success in recent years. However, the average number of fledged chicks per successful nest is
clearly higher in nest boxes (3.09) than on platforms (2.42). Furthermore, the breeding success
trend of platforms exhibits higher fluctuations than in nest boxes. We consider that further
research is needed to determine the environmental factors influencing this difference.

Ringing and ring recoveries

Between 2015 and 2021, a total of 221 chicks (30.3% of all fledged young) hatched in
artificial nesting structures (platforms and nesting boxes) were marked by AOC with
Austrian standard ornithological rings. A total of 10 of the AOC-ringed birds (4.5%) have
been recovered injured or dead in Austria or abroad (7able 2).

Information about the recovery of Saker Falcons in Austria is kept separately by the
Austrian Ornithological Centre, BirdLife Austria, and the Owl & Birds of Prey Rescue
Station, Haringsee. These databases comprise information about a total of 14 birds found
dead or injured in Austria (7Table 3) and a total of 5 Austrian-ringed birds found abroad
between 2012 and 2022 (Table 2). 1t should be noted that there are no data entries from 2012
till 2014, while there are two data entries in 2022 alone.
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The most distant recovery
of an Austrian-ringed bird was
reported in Algeria in 2017 of a
Saker trapped for falconry. Other
foreign recoveries of Austrian-
ringed birds were reported in
the Czech Republic in 2015,
Poland in 2016 (115 days post-
release and 265 km from ringing
site); Central Serbia in 2018 and
Trnava district and Slovakia in

Table 3. Inland recoveries of Saker Falcons, found on the
territory of Austria in the period 2012-2022
3. tdbldzat Ausztridban 2012-2022 kozott megkerdilt kere-

csensolymok szdma

Ring origin Total E}lmber of Tagged.with
irds transmitters

AOC-ringed 4

Hungarian-ringed 2 1

Slovakian-ringed 5 4

Non-marked 3

Total: 14 5

2019 and 2020. The bird found in

Slovakia (AUW G000327) was once found in 2019 near Opoj, Trnava injured by suggested
collision with wires (70 days post-ringing and 76 km from the ringing site). A year later, in
2020, the same bird was found freshly dead from electrocution with a total of 286 days post-
ringing and 89 km from ringing site (Table 2).

Causes of death and current threats

Between 2015 and 2022 a total of 14 dead or injured Saker Falcons were found in Austria.
Our recovery data shows that the main reason for these findings is collision with man-made

objects (a total of 57% of reported fatalities): wires and power line structures (36%), wind

turbines (14%) and vehicles (7%); followed by territorial fights (22%), and electrocution

unknown cause; 2; 14%

collision with
powerline or
similar structures;

electrocution; 1;
5; 36%

7%

collision with
vehicle; 1; 7%

collision with
wind turbine; 2;

0,
ke territorial conflict;

3; 22%

Figure 8. Reasons of injury/death of Saker Falcons found injured/dead in Austria from 2015 to 2022
8.dbra A kerecsensolyom sériilések/pusztulasok okai Ausztridban 2015 és 2022 kozott
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(7%) (Figure 8). It should be noted that in 2022 alone, a total of two Saker Falcons have
been irrecoverably injured by wind turbines.

Another documented threat is collision with vehicles (one confirmed case and a second
possible one, excluded from the upper analysis). Two further unclear causes concern possible
electrocution and botulism, while electrocution on medium-voltage power lines (< 20 KV)
has been proven to be a relevant threat in many parts of the range, including the Pannonian
basin (Rozsypalova et al. 2022).

It should be also noted that five of the dead birds recovered were carrying transmitters and
the finding of the carcasses was not necessarily facilitated by the presence of the devices. In
one of the cases in 2018, a collision was heard, and the bird was observed falling directly
under the cable. The Saker died immediately, and the postmortem performed at VetMedUni
Vienna showed an approximately six-year-old female with signs of attack from another
bird, but also severe transmitter-induced trauma (subcutaneous chest muscle rupture exactly
under the harness). The injuries clearly suggested direct contact between the backpack-
mounted transmitter and the power line cable, which most probably happened when the
bird tried to fly under the cable, yet the transmitter hit it, causing an abrupt stop and chest
muscle rupture.

In addition to that, a total of 5 birds ringed in Austria have been recovered dead or injured
abroad between 2015 and 2022. Main causes of finding were collision with power lines and
electrocution (one case in Poland and two cases in Slovakia) and trapping and keeping for
falconry (Algeria and Serbia). The bird (AUW G000267) kept in Serbia was reported as
found exhausted after being harassed by Ravens and maintained in captivity (Milan Ruzic,
BirdLife Serbia via Matthias Schmidt; Daliborka Stankovic, pers. comm.).

Other direct threats possibly affecting the species in Austria are illegal persecution and
deliberately poisoned homing pigeons. Despite of the lack of recent evidence that Saker
Falcons have been directly affected, findings regarding other birds of prey clearly suggest
that these practices are still in place and represent a potential threat (WWF Osterreich &
BirdLife Osterreich in prep.). Pesticides, especially persistent rodenticides, and lead, which
have been recovered from different birds of prey in Austria in relevant concentrations, are
also likely to affect the fitness and survival probability at least indirectly (Hauzenberger et
al. 2020, Umweltbundesamt 2020).

Discussion

The population of Saker Falcon in Austria is currently the one of the very few exhibiting
such a clear and stable increase in Central Europe.

The species quickly and positively responds to the provision of safe artificial nesting
structures, as already confirmed in Hungary, Slovakia and the Czech Republic (Chavko
2010, Bagyura et al. 2012, Beran et al. 2012, Chavko et al. 2014). Considering the
established correlation between the availability of supplementary nesting sites and
the breeding population increase (r=0.7912), we also consider nesting site shortage
as a contemporary limiting factor in Austria, which can be easily handled by targeted
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conservation measures. At the same time, the population trends in the countries mentioned
above are either stable or decreasing, so the provision of sufficient number of safe nesting
structures is obviously not the only factor determining the abundance and breeding success
of Saker Falcon in Central Europe.

Looking at the average breeding success per successful nest of 2.69 fledglings for the period
of 2012-2021 in Austria, the value remains lower than the most recent reports for Slovakia
— 3.10 fledglings/successful breeding (2011-2014) (Chavko ef al. 2014); Hungary — 3 chicks
per nest (2014-2015) (Bagyura et al. 2014, 2015). It should, however, be noted that these are
average values covering non-matching periods, when weather conditions, prey availability,
etc. could have impacted the breeding success. Additionally, the installation of artificial
nesting structures in Hungary started as early as 1991, with more consistent effort already in
2007, so that between 2009 and 2013, nearly 70% of Saker pairs already nested in artificially
supplied nesting structures (Fidloczky et al. 2014). In comparison, similar efforts in Austria
only started in 2004, and by 2013, still less than 50% of the population occupied the aids
provided (Table 1). At the same time, several authors (Bagyura ef al. 2014, 2015), similarly to
us, reported a difference in the breeding success and failure rate on different nesting structures.

Considering the overall positive trend of the population in Austria, the average breeding
success reported for only the past three years of our study (2019 and 2021) accounts for
3.05 fledglings/successful nest, which is comparable to the maximum values reported for
Hungary, at the time where a steady increase of the Hungarian population was recorded
(Bagyura et al. 2004, 2014, 2015).

The most recent breeding success in Austria significantly exceeds the comparable data for
the Czech Republic, where only 2 chicks/successful pair were recorded between 2011 and
2018 (Skorpikové et al. 2019). The same authors observed a shift of the breeding pairs to
Austria since 2013, suggesting that land use changes and intensive agriculture have led to a
decrease in abundance of prey in the Czech Republic (Skorpikova et al. 2019).

We therefore consider that the breeding success of Saker Falcon in the past years in Austria
is catching up with or, in some cases, is even higher than the breeding success of the species
in the nearby countries.

In the case of Austria, we have provided an increasing number of safe supplementary
breeding sites and apparently the prey sources are sufficient to maintain a growing population.
A limiting factor gaining significance is securing the survival of the birds, especially the
breeding adults, potentially threatened by the expansion of wind farm areas. Wind power
use seems to be among the most important direct threats to Saker Falcons in Austria and
increased conflicts are expected to emerge with the planned expansion of wind power plants
in eastern Austria. In any case, the further development of wind parks should be carefully
considered and coordinated with the existing breeding and hunting territories of the species.

As an additional measure to decrease mortality, considering our results as well as the
evidence presented by Dixon et al. (2016), the potential negative effects of backpack-mounted
transmitters on Saker Falcon fitness and survival should also be carefully considered.

It is particularly difficult to compare the success rate of Saker Falcon pairs in Central
Europe, since the available datasets cover different time periods and there is a clear shift to
nesting on artificial nesting structures, which could also impact the percentage of successful
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pairs. On overall, the reported values vary between 58.4% (Horak 2000) and 81.1% (Chavko
2010) with a median of 77%, which is exactly the average number of successful nests
reported for Austria between 2012 and 2021 (Table 1).

It should also be noted that the Austrian population is at the westernmost edge of the global
distribution of the species, so there must be a factor affecting the further expansion of this highly
mobile species. Climatic features might be among the factors determining the distribution or
breeding success and we recommend further studies to establish the potential correlation.

When considering breeding success, we suggest that rain and lower temperatures potentially
impact the chicks shortly after hatching, as well as the availability of prey and the hunting
success of the adult birds, and therefore impede the provision of food, resulting in overall
decrease of the breeding success and higher failure rates (such as above 35% in 2013-2014).
Yet more focused research is needed to explain this potential causality.

In this sense, it becomes crucial to better study the underlying causes determining the
development of Saker Falcon population in Austria, as well as to preserve the on-going
positive trends, limiting potential anthropogenic threats, particularly wind farm development,
poaching, collision and electrocution.

Conflict of interests

The Austrian Saker Falcon protection programme and the respective monitoring in the
covered period were co-financed by the Austrian Power Grid AG, OBB Infrastruktur, AG
Netz Niederosterreich GmbH and Netz Burgenland GmbH. However, project design, data
collection and analysis were not influenced by the relevant financiers.

Acknowledgements

The installation of supplementary nesting boxes and the monitoring and ringing of Saker
Falcons has been financially supported by Austrian Power Grid AG, OBB Infrastruktur,
EVN and Energie Burgenland, Sven Aberle, project coordinator at APG. We are also very
grateful to all staff members and volunteers of BirdLife Austria and AOC, VetMedUni
Vienna as well as all other data providers, who have contributed to this work (in alphab.
order): Mildren Adam, Stefan Agnezy, Michael Bierbaumer, Manuel Denner, Michael
Dvorak, Konrad Edelbacher (), Johannes Feichtinger, Hans Frey, Marie-Theres Furch,
Markus Furch, Rupert Hafner, Jennifer Hatlauf, David Horal, Walter Hovorka, Helmut
Jaklitsch, Richard Katzinger, Hans Kemle, Giinther Kloner, Bettina Klopzig, Felix
Knauer, Stefan Knopfer, Mathias Kiirsten, Johannes Laber, Beatrix Leitold, Gerhard
Loupal, Katharina Loupal, Barbara McAllister, Johanna Petrus, Rainer Raab, Andreas
Ranner, Christoph Roland, Tobias Schernhammer, Marion Schindlauer, Rudolf Schmid,
Matthias Schmidt, Alexander Schmied, Susanne Schreiner, Hans Senn, Vlasta Skorpikova,
Lukas Strobl, Bernadette Strohmaier, Daniel Sziics, Norbert Teufelbauer, Wolfgang Vogl,
Theresa Walter, Benjamin Watzl, Stefan Wegleitner, Beate Wendelin, Gabor Wichmann,
Sabine Zelz, Thomas Zuna-Kratky.



R. Zink, J. A. Hohenegger, H-M. Berg & E. Kmetova-Biro 67

References

Augst, U. 2000. Zur Biologie des Sakerfalken (Falco cherrug) am derzeit einzigen Brutplatz in Deutschland
[The biology of Saker Falcon (Falco cherrug) at the currently only breeding site in Germany]. —
Populationsdkologie Greifvogel- und Eulenarten 4: 313-322. (in German)

Bagyura, J., Fidloczky, J. & Szitta, T. 2014. A Kerecsensolyom-védelmi Munkacsoport 2014. évi beszamoloja
[Annual Report of the Saker Falcon Conservation Working Group 2014]. — Heliaca 12: 18-25. (in Hungarian)

Bagyura, J., Fidloczky, J. & Szitta, T. 2015. A Kerecsensolyom-védelmi Munkacsoport beszamoldja [Annual
Report of the Saker Falcon Conservation Working Group 2015]. — Heliaca 13: 51-56. (in Hungarian)

Bagyura, J., Prommer, M. & Szitta, T. 2022. Kerecsensolyom Falco cherrug J. E. Gray, 1834. — In: Haraszthy,
L. & Bagyura, J. (eds.) Magyarorszag ragadozémadarai és baglyai (Vol. 2) [Raptors and owls of Hungary].
—Magyar Madartani és Természetvédelmi Egyesiilet, Budapest (in Hungarian)

Bagyura, J., Szitta, T., Haraszthy, L., Demeter, 1., Sandor, 1., Dudas, M., Kallay, Gy. & Viszlo, L. 2004. Population
trend of the Saker Falcon Falco cherrug in Hungary between 1980 and 2002. — In: Chancellor, R. D. &
Meyburg, B. U. (eds.) Raptors Worldwide. - WWGBP/MME, pp. 663—-672.

Bagyura, J., Szitta, T., Haraszthy, L., Viszlo, L., Fidloczky, J. & Prommer, M. 2012. Results of the Saker Falcon
(Falco cherrug) conservation programme in Hungary between 1980-2010. — Aquila 119: 105-110.

Bauer, K. 1977. Present status of birds of prey in Austria. — In: Chancellor, R. (ed.) World Conference on Birds
of Prey. — Report of Proceedings, Vienna, pp. 83—85.

Bauer, H-G. 2020. Falco cherrug Saker Falcon. — In: Keller, V., Herrando, S., Vofisek, P., Franch, M., Kipson,
M., Milanesi, P., Marti, D., Anton, M., Klvanova, A., Kalyakin, M. V., Bauer, H-G. & Foppen, R. P. B. (eds.)
European Breeding Bird Atlas 2: Distribution, Abundance and Change. — European Bird Census Council &
Lynx Edicions, Barcelona, p. 525.

Baumgart, W. 1991. Der Sakerfalke. 3. iberarbeitete Aufl. [The Saker Falcon]. — Neue Brehm Biicherei, Bd. 514.
Ziemsen Verlag, Wittenberg (in German)

Baumgart, W. 1994. Saker Falco cherrug. — In: Tucker, G. M. & Heath, M. F. (eds.) Birds in Europe: Their
Conservation Status. — BirdLife International (Conservation Series 3). — Cambridge, UK, pp. 198-199.
Beran, V., gkorpikové, V., Valasek, M., Horal, D. & Horak, P. 2012. The breeding population of Saker Falcon

(Falco cherrug) in the Czech Republic between 1999-2010. — Aquila 119: 21-30.

Berg, H-M. 2000. Zwischenbericht iiber die Kartierung der Sakerfalken (Falco cherrug). — Vorkommen in
Osterreich [Interim Report on the Mapping of Saker Falcons (Falco cherrug). — Occurrence in Austria]. —
BirdLife Austria (in German)

Berg, H-M. & Wichmann, G. 2014. Erhebung des Sakerfalken- Brutbestandes in Osterreich 2014. Kurzbericht
[Survey of the Saker Falcon Breeding Population in Austria 2014. Short Report]. — BirdLife Austria (in
German)

Berg, H-M., Wichmann, G., Zink, R. & Walter, T. 2017. Schutzprojekt fiir den Sakerfalken in Osterreich. — Bericht
2016. [Conservation Project for the Saker Falcon in Austria. — Report 2016]. — University of Veterinary
Medicine, Vienna, Department of Integrative Biology and Evolution, Research Institute of Wildlife Ecology
& BirdLife Austria. Report in co-operation with Austrian Power Grid AG, Vienna (in German)

Burgenland Hunting Law (Bgld. Jagd G). 2017. Gesetz vom 9. Mérz 2017 iiber die Regelung des Jagdwesens
im Burgenland (Burgenldndisches Jagdgesetz 2017) [Act of 9 March 2017 on the regulation of hunting in
Burgenland (Burgenland Hunting Act 2017]. — version of 13.05.2020. StF: LGBI. Nr. 24/2017 (in German)

BirdLife International 2021a Falco cherrug TUCN Red List of Threatened Species. — https://www.iucnredlist.
org/en

BirdLife International 2021b Falco cherrug (Europe assessment) [IUCN Red List of Threatened Species. —
https://www.iucnredlist.org/en

Bundesministerium fiir Verfassung, Reformen, Deregulierung und Justiz (BMJ) Federal Ministry of Justice
2022. Erlass des Bundesministeriums fiir Justiz vom 31. August 2022 iiber die Schddigung des Tier- und
Pflanzenbestandes: Erheblichkeitsschwelle iZm § 181fund § 181g StGB [Decree of the Federal Ministry of
Justice of 31 August 2022 on damage to animal and plant populations: Significance threshold in connection
with Section 181f and Section 181g StGB]. —

https://www.ris.bka.gv.at/Dokumente/Erlaesse/ERL_BMJ 20220831 2022 0 359 645/ERL BMJ 20220831
2022 0 359 645.pdf, Accessed: 21.10.2022. (in German)

Chavko, J. 2010. Trend and conservation of Saker Falcon (Falco cherrug) population in western Slovakia
between 1976 and 2010. — Slovak Raptor Journal 4(1): 1-22. DOI: 10.2478/v10262-012-0040-4



68 ORNIS HUNGARICA 2025. 33(1)

Chavko, J. & Deutschova, L. 2012. Population of Saker Falcon (Falco cherrug) in Western Slovakia between
1976 and 2010. — Aquila 119: 57-64.

Chavko, J., Liptak, J., Galis, M. & Slobodnik, R. 2025. Distribution, abundance and breeding of the Saker Falcon
in Slovakia in 1976-2022. — Ornis Hungarica 33(1): 110-126. DOI: 10.2478/orhu-2025-0006

Dereliev, S. & Ruskov, K. 2005. Diurnal visual migration between Balchik and Albena, NE Bulgaria in the autumn
of 2003: A pilot case study at a site of a planned wind farm located on a major — 19 — T-PVS/Inf (2006) 2
revised Palearctic — African flyway. — In: Dereliev, S., Ruskov, K. & lankov, P. (eds.) Results of the study of
the migration of birds and bats in a location of a planned windpowerplant near the town of Balchik, north-
eastern Bulgaria: 43. BSPB/BirdLife Bulgaria. — Technical Report Series No2/2005, Sofia

Dixon, A., Ragyov, D., Purev-Ochir, G., Rahman, Md. L., Batbayar, N., Bruford, M. W. & Zhan, X. 2016.
Evidence for deleterious effects of harness-mounted satellite transmitters on Saker Falcons Falco cherrug. —
Bird Study 63(1): 96-106. DOI: 10.1080/00063657.2015.1135104

Dvorak, M., Landmann, A., Teufelbauer, N., Wichmann, G., Berg, H-M. & Probst, R. 2017. Erhaltungszustand
und Gefihrdungssituation der Brutvogel Osterreichs: Rote Liste (5. Fassung) und Liste fiir den Vogelschutz
prioritérer Arten (1. Fassung) [Conservation status and endangerment status of Austria’s breeding birds: Red
List (5" version) and list of priority species for bird conservation (1% version)]. — Egretta 55: 6-42. (in German)

Fidléczky, J., Bagyura, J., Nagy, K., Toth, P., Szitta, T. & Haraszthy, L. 2014. Bird conservation on electric-power
lines in Hungary: Nest boxes for Saker Falcon and avian protection against electrocutions. Projects’ report. —
Slovak Raptor Journal 8(2): 87-95. DOI: 10.2478/s1j-2014-0010

Gamauf, A. 1992. Status und Verbreitung der Greifvogel in Osterreich [Status and distribution of birds of prey in
Austria)]. — Egretta 35(1): 82-84. (in German)

Gamauf, A. 2012. A preliminary overview of raptor monitoring in Austria. — Acrocephalus 33: 159-166.

Hauzenberger, 1., Lenz, K., Loishandl-Weisz, H., Steinbichl, P. & Offenthaler, I. 2020. Erste osterreichische
Fallstudie zu rodentiziden Wirkstoffen in der Umwelt [First Austrian case study on rodenticidal active
substances in the environment]. — Umweltbundesamt, Wien (in German)

Hengl, T., Leal Parente, L., Krizan, J. & Bonannella, C. 2022. Continental Europe Digital Terrain Model.
Distributed by OpenTopography DOI: 10.5069/G99021ZF Accessed: 2023-03-05

Hohenegger, J., Zink, R., Berg, H-M. & Wichmann, G. 2020. Schutzprojekt fiir den Sakerfalken in Osterreich.
Bericht 2019. [Conservation Project for the Saker Falcon in Austria. Report 2019]. — Austrian Ornithological
Centre & BirdLife Austria (in German)

Horak, P. 2000. Development of Saker Falcon (Falco cherrug) population between 19761998 in Moravia (Czech
Republic). — Buteo 11: 57-66.

Kovacs, A., Williams, N. P. & Galbraith, C. A. 2014. Saker Falcon Falco cherrug Global Action Plan (SakerGAP).
— CMS Raptors MoU Coordinating Unit, Abu Dhabi, Bonn, Germany

Nagy, S. & Demeter, 1. 2006. International Action Plan for the Saker Falcon (Falco cherrug). — Council of Europe,
Strasbourg

Nemcek, V., Chavko, J. & Deutschova, L. 2014. Movement of satellite-tracked juvenile Saker Falcons (Falco
cherrug) in SW Slovakia. — Slovak Raptor Journal 8(2): 97-103. DOI: 10.2478/s1j-2014-0011

Newton, 1. 1994. The role of nest sites in limiting the numbers of hole-nesting birds: a review. — Biological
Conservation 70(3): 265-276. DOI: 10.1016/0006-3207(94)90172-4

Nittinger, F., Gamauf, A., Pinsker, W., Wink, M. & Haring, E. 2007. Phylogeography and population structure of
the Saker Falcon (Falco cherrug) and the influence of hybridization: Mitochondrial and microsatellite data. —
Molecular Ecology 16(7): 1497-1517. DOI: 10.1111/j.1365-294X.2007.03245.x

Nittinger, F., Haring, E., Pinsker, W. & Gamauf, A. 2005. Are escaped hybrid falcons a threat to the Pannonian
population of the Saker Falcon (Falco cherrug)? —In: Gamauf, A. & Berg, H-M. (eds.) Greifvogel und Eulen
in Osterreich [Birds of Prey, and Owls of Austria]. — Naturhistorisches Museum, Wien, pp. 21-26.

Niederdsterreich Jagdgesetz 1974. [Lower Austria Hunting Law 1974]. 2019. — NO Jagdgesetz 1974 (NO JG),
StF: LGBL. 6500-0 (WV), version of 13.11.2019. (in German)

Prommer, M. 2011. Electrocuted Sakers. — http://sakerlife2. mme.hu/en/content/electrocuted-sakers

Prommer, M., Bagyura, J., Chavko, J. & Uhrin, M. 2012. Migratory movements of Central and Eastern European
Saker Falcons (Falco cherrug) from juvenile dispersal to adulthood. — Aquila 119: 111-134.

Prommer, M., Gavrilyuk, M. & Vetrov, V. 2014. Juvenile dispersal of Saker Falcons in Ukraine according to
satellite telemetry. — Biologichni Nauki, Visnik Cherkatskogo Universitetu 36: 129-134.

Prommer, M., Bagyura, L., Chavko, J., Skorpikové, V., Milobog, Y., Zink, R., Kmetova-Biro, E., Ajder, V.,
Gavrilyuk, M., Nagy, A., Hegyeli, Zs., Klisurov, L., Puzovi¢, S., Fantana, C., Veres-Szaszka, J. & Karyakin, I.



R. Zink, J. A. Hohenegger, H-M. Berg & E. Kmetova-Biro 69

2025. Beyond borders: A decade of change in Europe’s Saker Falcon (Falco cherrug Gray, 1834) population
(2012-2022). — Ornis Hungarica 33(1): 26-48. DOI: 10.2478/orhu-2025-0002

Rozsypalova, L., Raab, R., Spakovszky, P., Rymesova, D., Zink, R., Kmetova-Biro, E., Skrabal, J. & Literak, 1.
2022. Individual movements and habitat use in temporary settlement areas, wintering grounds and breeding
areas of Saker Falcons Falco cherrug in the Pannonian Basin. — Acta Omithologica 56(2): 227-204. DOLI:
10.3161/00016454202021.56.2.009

Schmidt, M. & Hohenegger, J. A. 2022. Kriterien und Schwellenwerte zur Beurteilung der Erheblichkeit von
rechtswidrigen Eingriffen bei streng geschiitzten Vogelarten iSd §181f StGB [Criteria and thresholds for
assessing the significance of unlawful interference with strictly protected bird species iSd §181f StGB]. —
BirdLife Austria (in German)

Senn, H. 1980. Ein weiterer Nachweis des Wiirgfalken (Falco cherrug) als Felsbriiter in den Kalkbergen des
stidlichen Wienerwald [A further record of the Saker Falcon (Falco cherrug) as arock breeder in the limestone
mountains of the southern Vienna Woods]. — Egretta 23: 1-7. (in German)

Skorpl’kové, V., Horal, D., Beran, V. & Camlik, G. 2019. The Saker Falcon (Falco cherrug) population in the
Czech Republic in 2011-2018. — Heliaca 15: 10-18.

Straka, U. 1999. Erster Brutnachweis des Wiirgfalken Falco cherrug im Tullner Feld (Niederosterreich) —
Erstnachweis einer Wiirgfalkenbrut am Mast einer Hochspannungsfreileitung in Osterreich [First breeding
evidence of Saker Falcon Falco cherrug in the Tullner Feld (Lower Austria) — First evidence of a Saker Falcon
brood on the pylon of a high-voltage overhead line in Austria]. — Egretta 42(1-2): 167-168. (in German)

Trgalova, V. & Chavko, J. 2016. Saker Falcon (Falco cherrug, Gray) and its relation to agricultural land in
Slovakia. — Research Journal of Agricultural Science 48(1): 106—-113.

Umweltbundesamt. Federal Environment Agency. 2020. Priifbericht Nr. 2010/0756 — Bestimmung von Blei und
ausgewdhlten Rodentiziden in Gewebe von verschiedenen Greifvogeln (Seeadler, Kaiseradler, Rotmilan)
[Test report no. 2010/0756 — Determination of lead and selected rodenticides in tissues of various birds of
prey (White-tailed Eagle, Imperial Eagle, Red Kite)]. — Umwaltbundesamt, Wien (in German)

Umweltdachverband 2008. Priorititenliste der 50 bedrohtesten Tierarten Osterreichs 1. [Priority List of the 50
Most Endangered Animal Species in Austria 1]. — Umweltdachverband, Wien (in German)

WWF Osterreich & BirdLife Osterreich Wildtierkriminalitiit in Osterreich [Wildlide Crime in Austria]. — (in
prep.) (in German)

Zentralanstalt fiir Meteorologie und Geodynamik (ZAMG) 2022a Klima News. — https://www.zamg.ac.at/cms/
de/klima/news, Accessed: 24.06.2022. (in German)

Zentralanstalt fiir Meteorologie und Geodynamik (ZAMG) 2022b Klimamonitoring. — https://www.zamg.ac.at/
cms/de/klima/klima-aktuell/klimamonitoring, Accessed: 24.06.2022. (in German)

Zink, R. & Izquierdo, D. 2012. Erfolgskontrolle Sakerfalken-Nisthilfen Brutsaison 2011. [Monitoring the Success
of Saker Falcon Nesting Aids in Breeding Season 2011]. — Internal Report. Austrian Ornithological Centre,
VetMedUni Wien (in German)

Zink, R. & Sachser, F. 2014. Erfolgskontrolle Sakerfalken — Nisthilfen: Brutsaison 2013. [Monitoring the Success
of Saker Falcon Nesting Aids in Breeding Season 2013]. — Internal Report. Austrian Ornithological Centre,
VetMedUni Wien (in German)

Zink, R. & Sachser, F. 2015. Erfolgskontrolle Sakerfalken-Nisthilfen: Brutsaison 2014. Interner Bericht des
Forschungsinstituts fiir Wildtierkunde und Okologie [Monitoring the Success of Saker Falcon Nesting Aids
in Breeding Season 2014]. — Internal Report, Austrian Ornithological Centre, VetMedUni Wien (in German)

Zink, R., Walter, T., Berg, H-M. & Wichmann, G. 2018. Schutzprojekt fiir den Sakerfalken in Osterreich. Bericht
2017. [Conservation Project for the Saker Falcon in Austria. Report 2017]. — Austrian Ornithological Centre
& BirdLife Austria (in German)

Zink, R., Walter, T., Wichmann, G. & Berg, H-M. 2016. Schutzprojekt fiir den Sakerfalken in Osterreich. Bericht
2015. [Conservation Project for the Saker Falcon in Austria. Report 2015]. — Austrian Ornithological Centre
& BirdLife Austria (in German)



