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Effects of invasive Sacred Ibis (Threskornis aethiopicus)

to bird ecology of Taiwan
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The Sacred Ibis distributes in Egypt, south of Sahara desert, East Africa,
Ethiopia to South Africa, and south east of Iraq. Because of the zoo
introduction to all over the world, Sacred Ibis has lived in many countries,
moreover, some of them escaped from the zoo becoming invasive species.
There was used to be only a few individual Scared Ibis in Taiwan and were
originally in the northern part. But recently the Scared Ibis has been moving
down to south, even in ChungHwa and ChiaYi. The purposes of this study
were to (1) understand their distribution and breeding sites; (2) study their
habitat types and preference; (3) observe the interaction with other co-exist
bird species; (4) assess the potential effects and threats to native habitat; (5)
evaluate the possibility of removing them from the wild and propose
population control management. From our study we found the stable
populations were still in northern and central part of Taiwan. During the
breeding season they used the mangrove to nest mixing with other heron
species. They fed near the river mouth and muddy wetland, but rested in the
mangrove, dike, wetland and grassland. We did not observe keen
competition or interaction between Scared Ibis and other bird species.
However, we used the invasive species potential damage evaluation form on
Scared Ibis, and found (1) high score for the invasive history and biology
characteristic; (2) low score for urgent removing practice because of the high
cost. Therefore, we suggested to continue monitoring the Scared Ibis
population to propose a comprehensive management approach, particularly
to focus on the breeding cycle. Damaging their nests in the early breeding
stage might be a better way to control their population growth with the least

cost and social negative impact.
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