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YUCAEHHOCTL BEHrepcKor MOMyAsLUMM OpAa-
moruabHUKa (Aquila heliaca) yBeaumaach Ha
50 % 3a nstb AeT: ¢ 150-160 nap (B 2013 r.)
A0 230-240 nap (B 2018 r.). Apean Buaa pac-
LIMPUACST HA IOTO-BOCTOK, OCOBEHHO B OKPY-
re bay-KuckyH. OAHOBpeMEHHO NAOTHOCTbL
rHE3A0BAHMST TAKXKE YBEAMHYMAACH, OCOOEHHO
B paiioHax Sc-HaabkyH-CoabHOK M Dbekel,
KOTOpbLIE CTaAM BOKHEMWMMU TEPPUTOPUSI-
MM obutaHmsi Buaa B Kapriarckom 6acceriHe.
CpeaHuit ycnex pasmMHOXeEHUs1 (CAETKOB Ha
FHE3ASILYIOCST Mapy) TakKe YBEAUYMACS AO
1,25 B CcpaBHEHMM C MPEALIAYLIMM MOoKa3ate-
Aem B 1,1. Yucro cayyaeB OTpaBAeHMsl 3Ha-
YATEALHO CHM3MAOCL B nepuoa 2014-2018 rr.
6AaroAapst KOHKPETHLIM U KOMIMAEKCHLIM Me-
pam, OCYILECTBAEHHLIM B XOA€ MPOrpPaMMbl
EBpocoto3a «LIFE» (mpoexrtsl HELICON u Pan-
nonEagle LIFE). Tak, 3a 2009-2013 rr. 6bir0
HaliAeHO 35 OTpaBAEHHbLIX OPAOB-MOTUALHU-
KOB, Toraa kak ¢ 2014 no 2018 rr. ToAbko 12.
[Tokasaream cMepTHOCTM OT APYIMX WU3BECT-
HLIX BaKHLIX (PaKTOPOB (MOpPa’keHUe SAeK-
TPOTOKOM U CTOAKHOBEHMSI C TPAHCMOPTHLIMMU
CpeACTBaMM) CyILECTBEHHO HE M3MEHUAMCD.
AAst M3yyeHus coctaBa MUTAHUST THE3AS-
IMXCSl BOCTOYHLIX OPAOB-MOTMALHMKOB B
BeHrpun ObIAM  MpoaHaAM3MpoBaHbl 8543
doparmeHTOB AOBLIUM, MpUHAAAEKaumX 126
PA3sAMYHLIM BMAAM M 29 APYIrMM TakCOHam,
KOTOpPbLIE HE BbIAV MAEHTUPULIMPOBAHDI. Mbi
OBHAPY’KMAM, YTO paHee OBMABLHLI OBbIK-
HOBeHHbLIM XoMmsik (Cricetus cricetus) cTaa
HE3HAYUTEALHLIM B MUTaHUU OPAOB (7,42 %),
TOTrAQ Kak eBporenckue cycaMku (Spermo-
philus citellus) npakTMyeckn ucyesan u3
paumoHa (0,03 %). HeGoAblime BUALI AMYM,
Takue Kak 3asiu-pycak (Lepus europaeus) u

The Hungarian population of the Eastern Im-
perial Eagle (Aquila heliaca) has increased
by 50% in five years from 150-160 pairs
(2013) to 230-240 pairs (2018). The distri-
bution area has been extended to southeast
direction especially in Bacs-Kiskun county.
In parallel the breeding density has been
also increased in the core areas of the breed-
ing range especially in Jasz-Nagykun-Szol-
nok and Békéscounties, which became the
most important stronghold of the species in
the Carpathian basin. The average breeding
success also increased to 1.25 fledgling/
nesting pairfrom the previous detected 1.1
fledgling/nesting pair. The prevalence of
poisoning incidents decreased significantly
between 2014-2018 thanks to specific and
complex conservation measures with the
help of the EU’s LIFE Nature programme
(HELICON and PannonEagle LIFE). While 35
poisoned imperial eagles were found in the
previous 5-years period (2009-2013), only
12 specimens were poisoned from 2014 to
2018. The prevalence of other known im-
portant mortality factors (electrocution and
collision with vehicles) did not change sig-
nificantly.

The diet composition of breeding Eastern
Imperial Eagles in Hungary was analyzed
by the distribution of 8543 identified prey
items belong to 126 different species and
29 other taxa. We found that the previous-
ly abundant Common Hamster (Cricetus
cricetus) became marginal (7.42%), while
European Sousliks (Spermophilus citellus)
practically disappeared (0.03%) from the
diet of Imperial Eagles. Small game spe-
cies, like the Brown Hare (Lepus europae-
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OBLIKHOBEHHLIM hasaH (Phasianus colchi-
CUS), COCTaBMAM 3aMeTHYIO YacTb pauvoHa
(28,11 % u 11,22 % COOTBETCTBEHHO), YTO
BLI3BBAAO HEKOTOPbLIE KOHCl’)I\VlKTbl C MECTHbLIMU
OXOTHUKaMM, M, BEPOSITHO, TAKKE Crocoo-
CTBOBaAO YBEAMYEHMIO YMCAA CAyYaeB [pe-
CAEAOBaHMs1 OPAOB. [MapaareabHO ¢ noTepeit
TPAAMLIMOHHLIX BMAOB B TMTaHWM BO3POCAA
AOAs BpaHoBbIX (13,10 %), roay6eii (8,90 %),
BOAOMNAaBatomx nmmu (6,83 %), Apyrmx rpbisy-
HOB (6,71 %), kocyam (Capreolus capreolus)
(5,59 %), xmwHbIX ntvu v coB (4,88 %). boia
MPOAHAAUBMPOBAH AAMTEALHDLIN MEPUOA 13-
MEHEHMsI OCHOBHLIX KaTEropuii  AOOLIYM
— mexxkay 1998 u 2017 r1r., — B TeueHune Ko-
TOPOro AOAM XOMSIKA M (pasaHa 3HAYUTEADL-
HO cHu3uAnCL (-27,29 % un -6,38 % coot-
BETCTBEHHO). AOAs 3aiLla Tak’Ke HECKOALKO
cHu3maach (-3,98 %), HO uaMeHeHue B6LIAO
He3HaumTeAbHbIM. C APYro CTOPOHLI, AOAU
BPAHOBLIX, BOAOMAABAIOWMX MTULL Y KOCYAU B
AMETe MOKA3aAu 3HAYUTEALHOE YBEAUYeHue
(+18,20 %, +6,25 % u +5,39 % cooTtBer-
cTBeHHO). HabAoaaemast rmbKoCTL B MUILEBOM
MOBEAE€HVN OPAOB-MOIMALHUKOB 3HAYUTEALHO
OBAEryaeT yCuAusl Mo €ro OXpaHe, MOCKOAbKY
OPAbLI OKA3aAUCh CMOCOBHLIMM MCMOABL30OBATD
camble PacrpOCTPAHEHHDBIE MCTOYHMKM AODLI-
YK, TO €CTb OHM HEe 3aBUCST UCKAIOUUTEALHO
OT CTaTyca Kakoro-Ambo OAHOTO KOHKPETHOTO
BMAQ. OAHAKO OPALI MOTAM MepemMellaTbcs U
BbDKMBATL TOALKO B T€X PErroHax, rae Hapsi-

Ay C YMEHDLUEHNEM UX TPAAMLIMOHHLIX >KEPTB
6bIAn AOCTYMHDLI AALTEPHATUBHDLIE BUADI.

Monoaoii opér-mornabHuk (Aquila heliaca). ®oro C. AaamoBa.

Juvenile Imperial Eagle (Aquila heliaca). Photo by S. Adamov.

us) and the Common Pheasant (Phasianus
colchicus) composed a remarkable part of
the diet (28.11% and 11.22% respective-
ly), which raised some conflicts with hunt-
ers regionally and probably also contribut-
ed to the high prevalence of persecution
incidents against the eagles. In parallel
with the loss of traditional prey species,
corvids (13.10%), pigeons (8.90%), water-
birds (6.83%), other rodents (6.71%), Roe
Deers (Capreoluscapreolus) (5.59%), rap-
tors and owls (4.88%) became regular-
ly detected prey species. The temporal
changes of the main prey categories were
analysed between 1998 and 2017, when
the ratio of Hamster and Pheasant showed
significant decrease (-27.29% and -6.38%,
respectively). The ratio of Brown Hare also
showed slight decrease (-3.98%), but the
change was not significant. On the other
hand, the ratio of corvids, waterbirds and
Roe Deers within the diet showed sig-
nificant increase (+18.20%, +6.25% and
+5.39%, respectively). The observed flex-
ibility in the foraging behaviour of Impe-
rial Eagles greatly facilitate conservation
efforts, as they proved to be able to utilize
the most abundant prey sources, i.e. they
were not depending solely from the status
of any single specific prey source. Howev-
er, eagles could only shift and survive in
those regions, where their traditional preys
decreased, if alternative species were
available for them.




