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SS(% %) 60 one-sided open natural
KF(w i 1) 8 one-sided open artificial
KF1(® ¥ 2) 16 one-sided open artificial
TP(= ¥ 3) 60 radial-sided open artificial
TPS(w 3 i %) 110 one-sided open natural
DD(+ ¥ /5 %) 80 one-sided open natural
PS1(% .1 1) one-sided open artificial
PS2(% L 2) one-sided open artificial
TS(EE) radial-sided open artificial
YF2(7 # R &) 14 one-sided open artificial
SAL(Lid 1) 12 one-sided open natural
SA2(L & 2) 160 one-sided open natural
SA3(Lia 3) 45 one-sided open natural
CKSL(H * 41 1) 200 one-sided open natural
CIS2(H * 11 2) 12 one-sided open artificial
HH( 2 & % %) 6 one-sided open natural
FS('% * % %) 16 one-sided open natural
ST( /) 6 one-sided open artificial
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Variable Made (n=11) Female (n = 26) ovalue!

Average  S.D. Average S.D.

Weight () 43.0 3.7 44.5 4.3

Bill length (mm)  41.3 18 38.8 2.2 *

Tarsus (mm) 15.1 0.6 14.6 0.6

Wing (mm) 135.2 35 131.7 41

Tail (mm) 88.1 2.8 87.0 2.7

Streamer (mm) 137.4 5.7 126.4 6.7 *

L% @ Mann-Whitney U test, P < 0.05
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ABSTRACT : We studied the breeding biology of summer migrant Blue-tailed Bee-eaters (Merops philipennus)
on Kinmen Island. Blue-tailed Bee-eaters started to arrive in Kinmen in March or April. Most of the breeding
colonies were distributed on the east side of the island. Males had significant longer bill and streamer than
females. Blue-tailed Bee-eaters formed monogamous pairs, some with helper(s). However, we observed a few
cases of extra-pair copulation. The percentage of cooperative breedingnests varied a lot in different years. The
average clutch sizewas 4 - 5. It took about 22 - 26 days to hatch and 20 - 24 days to fledge. Eighty three percent
of the chicks hatched within 9 days indicating a synchronized breeding. Fledglings would stay with their parents
to learn how to forage for awhile before their fall migration.

KEYWORDS : Bluetailed Bee-eaters, breeding biology, colonial Breeding, cooperative breeding,
synchronized breeding
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