University of Nebraska - Lincoln

DigitalCommons@University of Nebraska - Lincoln
USGS Northern Prairie Wildlife Research Center

Wildlife Damage Management, Internet Center for

1-1-1985

Quick Estimates of Success Rates of Duck Nests
Douglas H. Johnson
Northern Prairie Wildlife Research Center

Albert T. Klett
Northern Prairie Wildlife Research Center

Follow this and additional works at: http://digitalcommons.unl.edu/usgsnpwrc
Part of the Other International and Area Studies Commons
Johnson, Douglas H. and Klett, Albert T., "Quick Estimates of Success Rates of Duck Nests" (1985). USGS Northern Prairie Wildlife
Research Center. Paper 244.
http://digitalcommons.unl.edu/usgsnpwrc/244

This Article is brought to you for free and open access by the Wildlife Damage Management, Internet Center for at DigitalCommons@University of
Nebraska - Lincoln. It has been accepted for inclusion in USGS Northern Prairie Wildlife Research Center by an authorized administrator of
DigitalCommons@University of Nebraska - Lincoln.

Quick Estimates of Success Rates of Duck Nests
Author(s): Douglas H. Johnson and Albert T. Klett
Source: Wildlife Society Bulletin, Vol. 13, No. 1 (Spring, 1985), pp. 51-53
Published by: Allen Press
Stable URL: http://www.jstor.org/stable/3781947
Accessed: 24/11/2009 00:44
Your use of the JSTOR archive indicates your acceptance of JSTOR's Terms and Conditions of Use, available at
http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp. JSTOR's Terms and Conditions of Use provides, in part, that unless
you have obtained prior permission, you may not download an entire issue of a journal or multiple copies of articles, and you
may use content in the JSTOR archive only for your personal, non-commercial use.
Please contact the publisher regarding any further use of this work. Publisher contact information may be obtained at
http://www.jstor.org/action/showPublisher?publisherCode=acg.
Each copy of any part of a JSTOR transmission must contain the same copyright notice that appears on the screen or printed
page of such transmission.
JSTOR is a not-for-profit service that helps scholars, researchers, and students discover, use, and build upon a wide range of
content in a trusted digital archive. We use information technology and tools to increase productivity and facilitate new forms
of scholarship. For more information about JSTOR, please contact support@jstor.org.

Allen Press is collaborating with JSTOR to digitize, preserve and extend access to Wildlife Society Bulletin.

http://www.jstor.org

51
This article is a U.S. government work, and is not subject to copyright in the United States.

metricstatistical
methods.
JohnWiley&Sons,New
York.503pp.

made wetlands in South Dakota. J. Wildl. Manage. 43:375-383.
HUDSON, M. S. 1983. Waterfowl production on three
STREET, M. 1982. The great Linford project:waterfowl researchin a gravelpit wildlife reserve.Pages
age-classesof stock ponds in Montana.J. Wildl.
170-180 in W. D. Svedarskyand R. D. Crawford,
Manage.47:112-117.
eds. Wildlife values of gravel pits. Symp. Proc.
KRULL, J. N. 1970. Aquaticplant-macroinvertebrate
associationsand waterfowl.J. Wildl. Manage.34:
Misc. Publ. 17-1982, Agric. Exp. Sta., Univ. Min707-718.
nesota,St. Paul.
LARSON,J. E. ANDR. D. TABER. 1980. Criteria of sex
WHITMAN, W. R. 1976. Impoundmentsfor waterand age. Pages 143-202 in S. D. Schemnitz,ed.
fowl. Can. Wildl. Serv.,Ottawa,Ont., Occas.Pap.
Wildlifemanagementtechniquesmanual.Fourth
22. 22pp.
ed. The Wildl. Soc., Washington,D.C.
Received29 February1984.
RUWALDT, J. J., JR., L. D. FLAKE, AND J. M. GATES.
1979. Waterfowl pair use of natural and man- Accepted 30 June 1984.

Wildl. Soc. Bull. 13:51-53,

1985

QUICK ESTIMATES OF SUCCESS RATES
OF DUCK NESTS
DOUGLASH. JOHNSON,U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Northern Prairie Wildlife Research
Center, Jamestown, ND 58401
ALBERT T. KLETT, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Northern Prairie Wildlife Research Center,
Jamestown, ND 58401

Waterfowl investigators are now generally
convinced that the usual way of estimating
nest success,dividing the number of nests from
which eggs hatch by the number of nests
found, may be highly biased and misleading.
The bias is caused by the greater chance of
finding a successful nest (which persists for a
rather long time) than an unsuccessful one
(which might be present for only a few days).
Hammond and Forward (1956) mentioned
problems with this apparent rate of nest success, but the deficiencies were widely ignored
by waterfowl biologists until Miller and Johnson (1978) brought attention to them again
and noted that Mayfield (1961, 1975) had proposed a solution.More recently, Johnson(1979)
provided a maximum-likelihood estimator of
nest success that was closely approximated by
Mayfield'smethod for several examples. Both
methods require the investigator to determine
the length of time each nest is under observation and exposed to risk. The estimator we

propose here is easier to compute, requires less
information about each nest, and approximates the maximum-likelihood estimator. The
computations of necessary roots and powers
are easily made on any handheld calculator
with yx capability.
The assumptions of our proposed short-cut
estimator are that the chance of an individual
clutch surviving a day (call this probability s)
is the same for all days and for all nests. A
nest is said to be successful if > 1 eggs hatch
from it. We denote by h the age (in days) at
which hatching occurs, assumed for ducks to
be the average clutch size plus the average
incubation term. The average age (in days) of
the clutches when they were discovered is
termed f. Then the shortcut estimator of the
daily survival rate is obtained by taking the
(h-f) root of the apparent rate of nest success:
s = (h-f)Vapparent rate of nest success, (1)
where the apparent rate of nest success is the
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Table 1. Comparisonof 4 estimatorsof ratesof nest
successas applied to representativedata sets of bluewinged teal (Anas discors)and mallards.
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Fig. 1. Apparentrate of nest successrelative to true
rate of nest successfor selectedvaluesof age of clutch
when nest was found. Hatching is assumedto occur
34 days after egg laying began.

number of nests found that ultimately succeed
divided by the number found. From s we estimate the proportion of nests that are successful as
P = sh.

The basis for equation 1 is that, if all nests
were found at the same age f, the apparent
rate of nest success would measure the probability that a nest would survive until hatching, an interval h-f days long. That is,
apparent rate of nest success = shif,

from which our formula follows directly. In
fact, if all nests are found at age f, then equation 1 provides the maximum-likelihood estimate of the daily survival rate (Bart and Robson 1982). The resultis only approximatewhen
actual ages vary and f is the average age when
found.
The bias in the apparent rate of nest success
is shown by Fig. 1, which also indicates how
the shortcut estimator relates to the apparent
rate of nest success. The bias is particularly
severe when true rates of nest success are low
to medium and when clutches are found well
along in their development. For example, if a
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Johnson(1979).
b Unpubl. data, Northertl Prairie Wildlife Research Center
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Johnson
d Klett and Johnsonl 1982

sample of nests with a true rate of nest success
of 0.16 were all found at an age of 21 days,
we would expect the apparent rate of nest success to be 0.50. Viewed from another angle,
with the X-axis describing a function of the
Y-axis, the figure also shows how the shortcut
estimatoris related to the apparent rate of nest
success for selected values of f. That is, if a
sample of nests, found at an average age of 21
days, had an apparent rate of nest success of
0.50, we would then calculate the shortcut
estimate as 0.16,
As an illustrationof the proposed estimator,
suppose that 130 mallard (Anas platyrhynchos) nests were found, that the clutches they
contained averaged 8.9 days old, and that 41
of the clutches subsequently hatched. The apparent rate of nest success is 0.315 (41/130)
and the shortcut estimate of the daily survival
rate is
34--s9

0315 = 0.955,

where we have assumed that 34 days are required for a mallard to lay its clutch and hatch
the eggs. The daily survival rate (0.955) is the
25.1 (34-8.9) root of the apparent rate of nest
success (0.315). From this daily survival rate
we calculate an estimated rate of nest success
of (0.955)34= 0.209, which compares with
0.207 for the Mayfield method and with 0.184
for the maximum-likelihood method.
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ASSESSMENT OF NASAL MARKER MATERIALS AND
DESIGNS USED ON DABBLING DUCKS
JOHN T. LOKEMOEN, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Northern Prairie Wildlife Research Center, Jamestown, ND 58401
DAVID E. SHARP, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Northern Prairie Wildlife Research Center,
Jamestown, ND 58401

In 1976, we initiated a 6-year study of mallard (Anas platyrhynchos), gadwall (A. strepera), and blue-winged teal (A. discors) reproduction in central North Dakota. During this
investigation we needed a waterfowl marker
that was observable at 400-500 m and would
remain identifiable for 6 years. In addition,
the marker system needed to have sufficient
latitude to facilitate the recognition of at least
500 individuals.
Marking systems involving radio-transmit-

ters (Gilmer et al. 1974), dyes (Wadkins 1948),
patagial tags (Anderson 1963), and colored
legbands (Kossack1951) were not appropriate
because of inadequate marker observabilityor
longevity. Neck collars work well on geese and
American coots (Fulica americana) (Craven
1979, Bartelt and Rusch 1980) but are inappropriate for use on ducks because the lower
mandible frequently becomes wedged under
the collar (Idstromand Lindmeier 1956). Plastic markers attached to the bills of ducks are

