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Population dynamics of five riverbed breeding bird species 
on the lower Drava River, NE Slovenia

Populacijska dinamika petih gnezdilk struge spodnjega dela reke Drave (SV Slovenija)

Luka Božič1, Damijan Denac2
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In 2006–2017, annual censuses of breeding bird species regarded as indicators 
of natural rivers were carried out on the 38.9 km long lowland stretch of the 
Drava riverbed between Maribor and Zavrč with altered flow regime due to 
the operating hydropower plants. Gravel bar habitats were surveyed in four 
years of the study period by combining orthophoto analysis and analysis of 
field photographs. Effects of gravel bar management were evaluated based at 
20 locations. The Little Ringed Plover Charadrius dubius occurred on 39.8% 
of the gravel bars, but most were occupied only in a few years and held just 
one breeding pair. Low numbers between 2009 and 2012 (< 30 pairs) were 
followed by a steep population increase from 2014 onwards to a maximum of 
66–73 pairs (1.7–1.9 p/km). Such population dynamics was attributed to the 
lack of large discharges (>500 m3/s) and consequent overgrowing of riverbed 
in the first part of the study period, while the increase in the second part was 
due to the creation of extensive shingle areas (from 20,6 ha in 2009/10 to 
37,8 ha in 2014) by the extreme flood in early November 2012, subsequent 
regular occurrence of large discharges outside the breeding seasons and 
large-scale removals of woody vegetation. Breeding population of Common 
Sandpiper Actitis hypoleucos remained at a rather similar low level (<20 p) 
during most of the period studied after an initial decline, and did not reflect 
changes in the overall surface area of riverbed habitats. Contrary to the 
general situation, the number of breeding pairs on gravel bars subjected to 
management increased several-fold. Maximum number of pairs on these bars 
was reached up to four years after the initiation of management measures, as 
only then the optimal mosaic of early successional stages interspersed with 
shingle areas developed at main sites. The species was widespread only on 
lower part of the Drava. Kingfisher Alcedo atthis was fairly widely distributed 
along the riverbed, but occurred in rather low densities throughout (c. one 
pair on 2–3 km of the studied riverbed on average), probably as a result of 
limited bank erosion and consequent overgrowing/lack of suitable nest 
sites. The population was estimated as stable with effects of harsh winter 
conditions on breeding numbers in some years. The majority of nest holes 
were excavated in eroded river banks along the main river channel (77.8%), 
followed by similar sites located in mouth areas of small tributaries of the 
Drava (14.8%). Regular breeding of Sand Martin Riparia riparia since 2012 
(up to 259, mostly at only one location annually) was almost exclusively the 
result of the annual artificial nest site preparation programme. Fairly large 
gravel bar-breeding population of White Wagtail Motacilla alba, monitored 
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nantly shifted from natural to anthropogenic habi -
tats (Bauer et al. 2005, Petutschnig 2006a, b, 
Maumary et al. 2007, Schmid et al. 2010, Gedeon 
et al. 2014, BirdLife International 2015a, b, 
Ringert 2015, Samwald et al. 2015). These species 
are widely regarded as indicators of natural river 
dynamics and alluvial riverine habitats (Szep et 
al. 2003, Noble et al. 2008, Dröschmeister & 
Sukopp 2009, Schmidt et al. 2015). 

Recently, numerous river restoration projects 
have been implemented, aiming to improve 
hydromorphological conditions, natural dynamics 
and connectivity functions of degraded rivers. In 
most cases these include various river widening 
measures that, among others, promote the re-
establishment of once impoverished habitat diversity 
(Rohde et al. 2004, Jensen et al. 2006, Palmer et 
al. 2007, Jähnig et al. 2010). Recoveries of riverbed 
breeding bird populations due to an increased area of 
pioneer successional stages and bare alluvial deposits 
after restorations were reported from rivers in 
different countries (Petutschnig 2004, Arlettaz 
et al. 2012, Uhl & Weissmair 2012). River 
restoration projects started only recently in Slovenia 
and their conservation effects on bird populations 
has not been evaluated or published as yet.

After the first census of riverbed birds on 
the Drava River in NE Slovenia in 2006 (Božič 
& Denac 2010), DOPPS  – BirdLife Slovenia 
dedicated substantial effort to provide suitable 
habitats for gravel bar-breeding species by (1) 
influencing the modification of prevailing harmful 
water-management practices to more meaningful 
measures with positive effects on both biodiversity 
and flood protection objectives (Denac & Božič 

1. Introduction

Alluvial floodplains rank among the most altered 
and threatened ecosystems worldwide (Tockner & 
Stanford 2002). In a pristine state, undisturbed cut-
and-fill alluviation (erosion, transport, deposition) 
creates a natural disturbance regime that plays an 
important role in maintaining a high diversity 
of habitats by forming a variety of patch types 
and succession stages. Characteristic geomorphic 
features of alluvial rivers include numerous gravel 
bars, eroded banks, deposits of sediment and large 
woody debris (Ward et al. 2002, Florsheim et 
al. 2008). Consequently, gravel-bed rivers harbour 
disproportionately high biodiversity (Allan & 
Flecker 1993, Rohde et al. 2004, Jensen et al. 
2006, Hauer et al. 2016). However, the majority 
of European rivers have been severely degraded in 
the past by various anthropogenic interventions 
including flow regulation, channelization, damming, 
and water abstraction. Only a small fraction of large 
rivers or entire catchments remained free-flowing, 
mainly restricted to remote boreal and arctic regions. 
As a result, most rivers lost their natural dynamics 
and patterns with a consequent decline in habitat 
and species diversity (Ward 1998, Buijse et al. 2002, 
Pedroli et al. 2002, Lorenz et al. 2009, Tockner 
et al. 2009, Hauer et al. 2016).

Among species affected are also characteristic 
riverbed breeding birds, such as the Little Ringed 
Plover Charadrius dubius, Common Sandpiper 
Actitis hypoleucos, Kingfisher Alcedo atthis and Sand 
Martin Riparia riparia (van Vessem et al. 1997), 
the breeding populations of which either declined 
significantly in Central Europe and/or predomi-

since 2013 and predominantly ground nesting in sparsely vegetated areas, 
seems unusual considering the prevalent breeding habits of the species at 
the European scale. Conservation implications and guidelines for future 
management efforts are discussed.

Ključne besede: mali deževnik Charadrius dubius, mali martinec Actitis 
hypoleucos, vodomec Alcedo atthis, breguljka Riparia riparia, bela pastirica 
Motacilla alba, populacijski trendi, upravljanje prodišč, reka Drava
Key words: Little Ringed Plover Charadrius dubius, Common Sandpiper 
Actitis hypoleucos, Kingfisher Alcedo atthis, Sand Martin Riparia riparia, 
White Wagtail Motacilla alba, population trends, gravel bar management, 
Drava River
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2012), and (2) implementation of shingle area 
restorations on multiple locations along the river 
as part of the project “LIVEDRAVA  – Riparian 
Ecosystem Restoration of the Lower Drava River 
in Slovenia” (http://livedrava.ptice.si). At the 
beginning of this process, an annual census scheme 
was established to obtain solid background data as 
support for management decisions and to monitor 
development of target species populations. An 
overview of 10-year results is given in this study, with 
special focus on population dynamics of indicator 
bird species and effects of gravel bar management.

2. Study area

Drava is the fourth largest and longest river in the 
Danube River Basin spanning over five countries, 
where it drains an area of over 40,000 km2. It has 

a glacial-nival flow regime with lowest discharge in 
January–February and highest in May–June. The 
second discharge peak occurs in late autumn due 
to high precipitation in the Southern Limestone 
Alps. However, the natural flow of the Drava River 
is strongly influenced by 23 hydropower plants, 
operating upstream of its confluence with the Mura 
River (Sommerwerk et al. 2009).

Our study area comprised a 38.9  km long 
stretch of the Drava riverbed on the westernmost 
fringes of the Pannonian plain between Melje 
dam on the outskirts of Maribor city (46.56°N, 
15.67°E) and the border with Croatia at Zavrč 
(46.39°N, 16.06°E) (Figure  1). The hydrological 
regime here is completely governed by two channel-
type hydropower plants with dams at Melje (HPP 
Zlatoličje, operating since 1969) and at Markovci pri 
Ptuju (HPP Formin, operating since 1978) (Šmon 

Figure 1: Study area of the Drava River between Maribor and Zavrč, NE Slovenia. Riverbed included in surveys is 
depicted in dark blue.

Slika 1: Območje raziskave na reki Dravi med Mariborom in Zavrčem (SV Slovenija). Rečna struga, vključena v 
popise, je prikazana s temno modro barvo.
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2000). The mean discharge is 321 m3/s (Šehič et al. 
2010), but only the so-called “ecologically acceptable 
discharge” (20  m3/s downstream of Melje and 
10 m3/s downstream of Markovci, between 15 Mar 
and 15 Oct and half of these values during the rest of 
the year) is released in the riverbed while most of the 
water is diverted into supply channels for generating 
electric power. Only when the discharge surpasses 
the capacity of power plants (i.e. installed flow at 
500 m3/s – the maximum flow a plant can process) 
is the surplus flow diverted to the riverbed (ZRSVN 
2006). It was estimated that sediment transport 
on the Drava River section between Ptuj in Zavrč 
decreased 400-fold after the construction of HPP 
Formin (Sovinc 1995). Moreover, considerable 
stretches of the Drava river have been regulated 

by rock ripraps from as early as the first half of the 
19th century until the present day (Bašelj 2014, 
own data).

The riverbed was divided into three survey 
sections. We defined two sections between 
Maribor and Ptuj (Maribor–Starše, Starše–Ptuj) as 
the “upper part of the study area” and the section 
between Markovci and Zavrč as the “lower part 
of the study area” (Table  1). The two parts of the 
study area are separated by the artificial Lake Ptuj 
reservoir (not surveyed) (Figure 1).

2.1. Hydrological data

Discharges at or slightly above the prescribed 
minimum prevailed during all main breeding 
seasons (1 Apr–30 Jun), except in 2012 when 
discharges exceeding 50  m3/s (equivalent to c. 
20 cm rise of water level in the riverbed) occurred 
in the upper part of the study area in 46 days of the 
season, and in 2013 when the increased discharges 
in the upper and lower part of the study area lasted 
for 69 and 91 days, respectively. More than 20 days 
with discharge >50 m3/s in both parts of the study 
area were also registered in the seasons of 2009 and 
2014, while 2011, 2015 and 2017 seasons had fewer 
than 10 such days (Figure 2).

Discharges of >500 m3/s were rare throughout 
the study period, except between late 2012 and the 
first half of 2013, and did not occur in all years. This 
situation is even more pronounced for discharges 
>700  m3/s that occurred exclusively outside the 
main breeding season (Figure 3).

3. Methods

3.1. Bird census

Data were first collected in 2006 and then every 
year from 2009 to 2017. Target species were 
indicator breeding birds that exclusively utilize the 
characteristic, natural and semi-natural features 
within the riverbed (gravel bars, islands, river 
banks): Little Ringed Plover, Common Sandpiper, 
Kingfisher and Sand Martin. From 2013 onwards, 
White Wagtail Motacilla alba was included in the 
censuses as well.

The bird census was carried out using a boat 
with a minimum of two observers, inspecting the 
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Figure 2: Number of days with discharges >50 m3/s 
in the Drava riverbed during the main breeding season 
(1 Apr–30 Jun) of a given year. Data for upper (black 
bars) and lower part (grey bars) of the study area are 
separated.

Slika 2: Število dni s pretoki >50 m3/s v strugi reke 
Drave v glavni gnezditveni sezoni (1. 4–30. 6.) 
posameznega leta. Podatki za zgornji (črni nizi) in 
spodnji del (sivi nizi) območja raziskave so ločeni.
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entire area of the riverbed while slowly progressing 
downstream. Regular stops were made along the 
transect and most gravel bars suitable for breeding 
of the target species were carefully walked by at 
least one observer and systematically checked 
by binoculars and/or spotting scope. All birds 
registered were accurately mapped using the most 
recent edition of orthophoto images produced 
by the Surveying and Mapping Authority of the 
Republic of Slovenia, at a scale of 1 : 5,000 and their 
behaviour recorded. The census was carried out in 
two visits annually during the breeding season of 
the target species; the first usually took place in 
the second half of April (median 21 Apr) and the 
second in the mid-May–early June (median 1 Jun). 
Only in 2010 (one survey section) and 2012 (both 
sections) the census was carried out considerably 
later in the season in the upper part of the study 
area due to unfavourable hydrological conditions 
(Table 1). The lower part remained unsurveyed in 
2013 as large discharges persisted during the entire 
breeding season. Most of the work was carried out 

by a permanent team of observers and the census 
effort remained fairly constant over the entire study 
period. 

3.2. Interpretation of results

Special criteria for breeding pair/territory-
holding individual were developed for species 
censused based on our previous experience and 
recommendations from abroad (Andretzke et 
al. 2005, Božič & Denac 2010), and used for 
interpretation of registrations. (1) Little Ringed 
Plover individuals registered were distinguished 
by sex whenever possible. If the number of pairs 
during the first visit was higher than during the 
second visit on a certain gravel bar, or plovers were 
not registered during the second visit, the latter 
was regarded as the minimum number and the 
former as the maximum number of pairs. (2) In 
Common Sandpiper, particular importance was 
given to the territorial behaviour and intensively 
displaying individuals due to the large numbers of 
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Figure 3: Occurrence of large discharges on the upper (black bars) and lower part (grey bars) of the Drava River 
study area presented as number of days with >500 m3/s (left) and >700 m3/s (right) in separate years between 
2005 and 2017

Slika 3: Pojavljanje velikih pretokov na zgornjem (črni nizi) in spodnjem delu (sivi nizi) raziskovanega območja reke 
Drave, predstavljeno kot število dni s pretokom >500 m3/s (levo) in >700 m3/s (desno) v posameznih letih med 
2005 in 2017

N
o.

 o
f d

ay
s 

/ Š
t. 

dn
i Q

 >
50

0 
m

3/ S

N
o.

 o
f d

ay
s 

/ Š
t. 

dn
i Q

 >
70

0 
m

3/ S

20
05

 

20
05

 

20
06

 

20
06

 

20
07

 

20
07

 

20
08

 

20
08

 

20
09

 

20
09

 

20
10

 

20
10

 

20
11

 

20
11

 

20
12

 

20
12

 

20
13

 

20
13

 

20
14

 

20
14

 

20
15

 

20
15

 

20
16

 

20
16

 

20
17

20
17

60

55

50

45

40

35

30

25

20

15

10

5

0

18

16

14

12

10

8

6

4

2

0

 Upper / Zgornja Drava      Lower / Spodnja Drava Upper / Zgornja Drava      Lower / Spodnja Drava

Leto / Year Leto / Year



90

migrants during the first visit. (3) All potentially 
suitable steep natural banks were checked for 
Kingfisher nest holes and their details recorded 
or photographed. Registrations of individuals on 
locations ≥1,5  km apart were treated as separate 
pairs, while those ≤500 m apart were always 
regarded as belonging to the same pair (cf. Cramp 
1985, Andretzke et al. 2005, Bauer et al. 
2005), unless when simultaneously occupied nests 
were found. (4) For Sand Martin, a minimum 
EBCC breeding atlas code 9 (excavating nest-
hole, Hagemeijer & Blair 1997) was required, 
i.e. only actual nesting colonies were considered 
in the study. The number of pairs was obtained 
by direct, prolonged multiple counts of completed 
holes in a colony, taking into consideration 
observations of birds flying in and out. No 
correction factors proposed by Kuhnen (1978) 
or Szep et al. (2003) were used as these would, 

according to our observations, underestimate the 
number of pairs (see Fenyősi 2005). Apart from 
these, no special attempts were made to find nests 
of target species during any of the census visits. (4) 
The number of White Wagtail pairs was estimated 
as maximum of individuals/pairs registered at 
separate locations, with special significance given 
to the observations suggesting confirmed breeding 
(adult carrying food and/or other circumstances 
indicating occupied nest, nests found, family 
parties with recently fledged young etc.).

In the analysis it was possible to assign most 
of the Little Ringed Plover, Common Sandpiper 
and White Wagtail pairs/territories to individual 
gravel bars. A gravel bar was defined as any 
elevated deposit of sediment, protruding above 
the water surface at usual discharge within the 
riverbed, either as a point bar, island or peninsula, 
regardless of successional stage. The minimum 
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Table 1: Survey sections on the Drava River, their lengths and dates of counts carried out during the censuses 
(V1 = 1st visit, V2 = 2nd visit)

Tabela 1: Popisni odseki na reki Dravi, njihova dolžina in datumi štetij v opravljenih popisih (V1 = 1. obisk,  
V2 = 2. obisk)

Section / Odsek

Upper part / Zornji del Lower part / Spodnji del

Maribor–Starše Starše–Ptuj      Markovci–Zavrč 

Geographic coordinates/ 
Geografske koordinate

46.5603°N, 
15.6737°E–46.4700°N, 

15.7733°E

46.4700°N, 
15.7733°E–46.4243°N, 

15.8582°E

46.3880°N, 
15.9268°E–46.3929°N, 

16.0623°E

River kilometres / Rečni 
kilometri 350–336 336–326 319–305

Length / Dolžina (km) 14.3 10.6 14.0

Visit / Obisk V1 V2 V1 V2 V1 V2

2006 13. 4. 12. 5. 14. 4. 14. 5. 17. 4. 18. 5.

2009 22. 4. 3. 6. 27. 4. 4. 6. 9. 5. 5. 6.

2010 21. 4. 1. 6. 22. 4. 25. 6. 26. 4. 18. 5.

2011 20. 4. 19. 5. 21. 4. 20. 5. 22. 4. 21. 5.

2012 20. 4. 20. 6. 23. 4. 22. 6. 22. 4. 29. 5.

2013 24. 4. 20. 5. 25. 4. 21. 5. - -

2014 7. 4. 3. 6. 8. 4. 4. 6. 11. 4. 6. 6.

2015 14. 4. 1. 6. 15. 4. 2. 6. 16. 4. 3. 6.

2016 11. 4. 16. 5. 11. 4. 16. 5. 13. 4. 18. 5.

2017 21. 4. 2. 6. 22. 4. 2. 6. 24. 4. 3. 6.
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size of the area considered was set at 30 m2. The 
breeding density is given as linear density, i.e. the 
number of pairs/territories per  km of the river 
(e.g. Dougall et al. 2004).

For graphical presentation of species’ 
occurrence, the kernel density tool in ArcGIS was 
used (Silverman 1986, ESRI 2009), based on all 
available point features (i.e. mapped registrations 
of individuals in all study years) for each species 
except Sand Martin. In kernel density, the value of 
smoothly curved surface fitted over each point is 
highest at the location of the point and diminishes 
with increasing distance from the point, reaching 
zero at the search radius distance from the point 
(ESRI 2009). Population field value for the point 
was set to account for number of individuals 
underlying each point registration.

3.3. Habitat survey and effects of gravel bar 
management

During census visits large sets of photographs were 
taken routinely of all gravel bars along the study 
area from multiple angles (up to 1,500  photos/
year). Habitat survey was then carried out by 
detailed analysis of all available orthophoto image 
editions produced in the study period (2006, 
2009/2010, 2014, 2016) using ArcGIS (ESRI 
2009), and ground truthing by field photographs 
of a given year. Gravel bar habitat types were 
classified into five broad categories: (1) bare 
shingle, (2) shingle interspersed with low plants, 
where vegetation cover does not exceed 50%, 
(3) herbaceous plants (dense layer of annual or 
perennial plants), (4) low woody vegetation (small 
shrubs up to 1 m), and (5) high woody vegetation 
(shrubs and trees taller than 1 m). Categories 1–2 
and 4–5 were later merged, resulting in three main 
gravel bar habitat types used. During analysis, a 
basic polygon consisting of gravel bar outlines was 
cut into smaller features representing single-hab-
itat type units. Thus, habitat changes over time 
were mapped on a gravel bar as well as study area 
level, and surface areas of habitat types calculated. 
For the two exclusively gravel bar-breeding species 
(Little Ringed Plover, Common Sandpiper), 
categories 1 and 2 are treated as suitable habitat 
(termed as “shingle” throughout), although the 
latter can marginally also select category 3 for 

breeding (Andretzke et al. 2005, own data) 
(Appendix  1, 2). For the calculation of areas of 
suitable habitat on managed gravel bars, Google 
Earth Pro imagery was used for years/periods, for 
which orthophotos were not available.

The general purpose of gravel bar management 
carried out by a contracted public service as 
part of regular water management maintenance 
works was flood control and no special goals 
related to nature-conservation issues were set. 
One of the aims of the LIVEDRAVA project 
was to develop gravel bar management practices 
that simultaneously enhance breeding habitats 
of riverbed bird species, and provide better flood 
safety by increasing the cross-section of the river 
(see Klaneček et al. 2005). Six gravel bars 
were managed within the project in that way. 
For the evaluation of gravel bar management 
effects as of 2013, the following sites were taken 
into consideration: (1) management consisted 
of removal of woody vegetation and upper layer 
of organic matter by heavy machinery, and was 
subjected to nature-conservation guidelines; (2) 
held Little Ringed Plover at least once during 
the study. For gravel bars managed within 
LIVEDRAVA, additional conditions required 
included: (a) strictly no gravel was to be removed 
from the riverbed during management operations, 
(b) the existing size and height of gravel bars 
were not reduced, and (c) organic material was 
removed from the riverbed as much as possible. 
According to the time-scale of management, 
the corresponding years were divided into two 
management periods, 2013–2015 (management 
period 1) and 2016–2017 (management period 2). 
In comparisons of number of pairs/habitat area on 
gravel bars before and after management works, 
the latest available data were used as reference.

3.4. Trends

Trends were calculated using TRIM, a program 
designed to analyse time-series of counts with missing 
observations using Poisson regression (Pannekoek 
& van Strien 2005). The multiplicative overall slope 
(trend) estimate for individual bird species is classified 
by the program into one of the following categories, 
based on the overall slope and its 95% confidence 
interval (slope ±1.96 SE): strong increase, moderate 
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Table 2: Number of the Little Ringed Plover Charadrius dubius breeding pairs in survey sections on the Drava River 

Tabela 2: Število gnezdečih parov malega deževnika Charadrius dubius na popisnih odsekih reke Drave

Year/ 
Leto

Section / Odsek

Total / SkupajMaribor–Starše Starše–Ptuj Markovci–Zavrč

min max min max min max min max

2006 10 12 17 20 22 25 49 57

2009 1 1 7 10 7 12 15 23

2010 2 6 4 7 9 18 15 31

2011 4 6 8 8 13 16 25 30

2012 0 5 9 9 4 6 13 20

2013 4 5 8 10 - - 12 15

2014 14 15 14 17 38 41 66 73

2015 10 13 11 13 34 38 55 64

2016 10 15 7 10 31 38 48 63

2017 8 12 5 5 24 30 37 47
* Section Markovci–Zavrč was not surveyed in 2013 due to unfavourable hydrological conditions during the entire breeding 

season. It is unlikely the species bred there in that year at all. / Odsek Markovci–Zavrč v letu 2013 ni bil popisan zaradi 
neugodnih hidroloških razmer med celotno gnezditveno sezonoe. Malo verjetno je, da je vrsta v tem letu tam sploh gnezdila.

Table 3: Linear breeding density of Little Ringed Plover Charadrius dubius in survey sections on the Drava River

Tabela 3: Linearna gnezditvena gostota malega deževnika Charadrius dubius na popisnih odsekih reke Drave

Year/ 
Leto

Section / Odsek

Total / SkupajMaribor–Starše Starše–Ptuj Markovci–Zavrč

min max min max min max min max

2006 0.7 0.8 1.6 1.9 1.6 1.8 1.3 1.5

2009 0.1 0.1 0.7 0.9 0.5 0.9 0.4 0.6

2010 0.1 0.4 0.4 0.7 0.6 1.3 0.4 0.8

2011 0.3 0.4 0.8 0.8 0.9 1.1 0.6 0.8

2012 0.0 0.3 0.8 0.8 0.3 0.4 0.3 0.5

2013 0.3 0.3 0.8 0.9 - - 0.3 0.4

2014 1.0 1.0 1.3 1.6 2.7 2.9 1.7 1.9

2015 0.7 0.9 1.0 1.2 2.4 2.7 1.4 1.6

2016 0.7 1.0 0.7 0.9 2.2 2.7 1.2 1.6

2017 0.6 0.8 0.5 0.5 1.7 2.1 1.0 1.2
* The Markovci–Zavrč section was not surveyed in 2013 due to unfavourable hydrological conditions during the entire 

breeding season. It is unlikely the species bred there in that year at all. / Odsek Markovci–Zavrč v letu 2013 ni bil 
popisan zaradi neugodnih hidroloških razmer med celotno gnezditveno sezono. Malo verjetno je, da je vrsta v tem letu 
tam sploh gnezdila.
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Figure 4: Density of Little Ringed Plover Charadrius dubius after the kernel method, based on registrations of 
individuals during the entire study period (N = 527 registrations of 1070 ind.). The darker the shade of blue colour, 
the greater the density in that area. Outside blue-coloured areas, only single records may exist.

Slika 4: Gostota malega deževnika Charadrius dubius po kernelski metodi na osnovi registracij osebkov v celotnem 
obdobju raziskave (N = 527 zapisov o 1070 os.). Temnejši ko je odtenek modre barve, večja je gostota na tistem 
območju. Zunaj modro obarvanih območij lahko obstajajo le posamezni podatki.

increase, stable, uncertain, moderate decline and 
steep decline. As our dataset contained numerous 
zero counts, linear trend model with all change-
points selected, except the years without positive 
count data available (2007 and 2008), was used in 
the analysis (Pannekoek et al. 2005). In graphic 
presentations, imputed time indices with standard 
errors are given.

4. Results

4.1. Little Ringed Plover

The total breeding population of Little Ringed 
Plover ranged from 12–15  pairs in 2013 to 
66–73 pairs in 2014, resulting in a linear density 

of 0.3–0.4  p/km and 1.7–1.9  p/km, respectively. 
Except in 2012 and 2013, the number of pairs was 
highest in the lower part of the study area. Linear 
density exceeded 2  p/km in the years from 2014 
to 2016 (max 2.7–2.9  p/km in 2014) only there, 
while in the first survey section it remained below 
1 p/km in all years except for 2014 (Tables 2, 3).

Its distribution along the study area was not 
continuous; up to several kilometres long gaps 
were typical, especially in the upper part of the 
study area (Figure 4).

Little Ringed Plover occurred on 74 gravel 
bars in total (annual range 12–36), 39.8% of all 
present within the study area during the entire 
study period. However, the species only bred in 
all years at two gravel bars in the upper part of 
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Table 4: Number of the Common Sandpiper Actitis hypoleucos breeding pairs in survey sections on the Drava River

Tabela 4: Število gnezdečih parov malega martinca Actitis hypoleucos na popisnih odsekih reke Drave 

Year/ 
Leto

Section / Odsek

Total / SkupajMaribor–Starše Starše–Ptuj Markovci–Zavrč

min max min max min max min max

2006 5 5 3 4 17 20 25 29

2009 4 4 4 4 14 16 22 24

2010 3 3 1 1 13 14 17 18

2011 1 1 2 2 11 12 14 15

2012 1 1 1 1 13 14 15 16

2013 1 1 1 1 - - 2 2

2014 2 2 1 1 12 13 15 16

2015 1 1 1 1 10 11 12 13

2016 2 3 1 1 11 12 14 16

2017 2 2 1 1 12 14 15 17
* Section Markovci–Zavrč was not surveyed in 2013 due to unfavourable hydrological conditions during the entire breeding 

season. It is unlikely the species bred there in that year at all. / Odsek Markovci–Zavrč v letu 2013 ni bil popisan zaradi 
neugodnih hidroloških razmer med celotno gnezditveno sezono. Malo verjetno je, da je vrsta v tem letu tam sploh gnezdila.

N
o.

 o
f g

ra
ve

l b
ar

s 
oc

cu
pi

ed
/  

Št
. z

as
ed

en
ih

 p
ro

di
šč

N
o.

 o
f a

ll 
gr

av
el

 b
ar

s 
/ Š

t. 
vs

eh
 p

ro
di

šč

1 2 3 4 ≥ 5

35

30

25

20

15

10

5

0

130

120

110

100

90

80

70

60

50

40

30

20

10

0

 Charadrius dubius (N = 74)      Actitis hypoleucos (N = 59)      Motacilla alba (N = 88)

Figure 5: Gravel bars occupied by individual breeding bird species (bars) and all existing gravel bars (grey area chart, 
N = 186) in a given number of years during the study period (10 years)

Slika 5: Prodišča, ki so jih zasedale posamezne gnezdeče vrste ptic (stolpci) in vsa obstoječa prodišča (sivi 
ploščinski grafikon, N = 186) v določenem številu let obdobja raziskave (10 let)

No. of years / Št. let
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the study area, and two further gravel bars were 
occupied in all years except in 2013 in the lower 
part. Overall, breeding took place in at least half 
of the study years at only 28.4% of gravel bars 
(Figure 5). On most gravel bars (62.6% locations), 
one pair bred. Four or more pairs on a single gravel 
bar were registered only at two locations in the 
upper part (one year, max 5 p) and at two locations 
in the lower part of the study area (all years of the 
2014–2017 period, max 10 p) (Figure 6).

The 2009–2013  period with lower number 
of breeding pairs was followed by a substantial 
population increase from 2014 onwards. The 
multiplicative overall trend of Little Ringed Plover 
was estimated as a moderate increase with an 
annual increase of 4.3% (± 1.7) (Figure 7).

4.2. Common Sandpiper

The Common Sandpiper breeding population was 
25–29 pairs at the beginning of the study in 2006, 
but never exceeded 20 pairs after 2009. In the upper 
part, numbers were always fairly low and only single 
or few pairs bred there in most years (Table  4). 
Overall linear density varied from less than 0.1  p/

Acrocephalus 38 (174/175): 85–126, 2017

Figure 6: Percentage of locations occupied by a given 
number of pairs of individual breeding bird species in 
study area of the Drava River

Slika 6: Odstotek lokacij, ki jih je zasedalo določeno 
število gnezdečih parov posameznih vrst ptic na 
raziskovanem območju reke Drave
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Table 5: Linear breeding density of Common Sandpiper Actitis hypoleucos in survey sections on the Drava River

Tabela 5: Linearna gnezditvena gostota malega martinca Actitis hypoleucos na popisnih odsekih reke Drave

Year/ 
Leto

Section / Odsek

Total / SkupajMaribor–Starše Starše–Ptuj Markovci–Zavrč

min max min max min max min max

2006 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.4 1.2 1.4 0.6 0.7

2009 0.3 0.3 0.4 0.4 1.0 1.1 0.6 0.6

2010 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.9 1.0 0.4 0.5

2011 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.8 0.9 0.4 0.4

2012 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.9 1.0 0.4 0.4

2013 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 - - 0.1 0.1

2014 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.9 0.9 0.4 0.4

2015 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.7 0.8 0.3 0.3

2016 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.8 0.9 0.4 0.4

2017 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.9 1.0 0.4 0.4
* Section Markovci–Zavrč was not surveyed in 2013 due to unfavourable hydrological conditions during the entire breeding 

season. It is unlikely the species bred there in that year at all. / Odsek Markovci–Zavrč v letu 2013 ni bil popisan zaradi 
neugodnih hidroloških razmer med celotno gnezditveno sezono. Malo verjetno je, da je vrsta v tem letu tam sploh gnezdila.
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Figure 7: Population trends (multiplicative slope) and indices (± SE) of individual breeding bird species over the study period

Slika 7: Populacijski trendi (multiplikativen naklon) in indeksi (± SE) posameznih vrst ptic v obdobju raziskave
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Moderate increase/  
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km in 2013 to 0.6–0.7 p/km in 2006. Only in the 
lower part of the study area Drava did it occasionally 
reach 1 p/km (max 1.2–1.4 p/km in 2006) (Table 5).

Common Sandpiper was widespread in the 
lower part of the study area. In the upper part, it 
was distributed mainly along some short middle 
and uppermost stretches, but was absent from most 
of the river course there (Figure 8).

The species was registered on 59 gravel bars of the 
study area (31.7% of all, annual range 2–23). Only 
two gravel bars on the upper part of the study area 
were occupied in more than two years, but none held 
breeding Common Sandpipers in all study years. In 
the lower part, two gravel bars held breeding pairs 
in all study years except 2013 and further four sites 
had breeding pairs in at least half of the study years 
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Figure 8: Density of Common Sandpiper Actitis hypoleucos after the kernel method, based on registrations 
of individuals during the entire study period (N = 258 registrations of 415 ind.). The darker the shade of blue 
colour, the greater the density in that area. Outside blue-coloured areas, only single records may exist.

Slika 8: Gostota malega martinca Actitis hypoleucos po kernelski metodi na osnovi registracij osebkov v 
celotnem obdobju raziskave (N = 258 zapisov o 415 os.). Temnejši ko je odtenek modre barve, večja je 
gostota na tistem območju. Zunaj modro obarvanih območij lahko obstajajo le posamezni podatki.

(13.6% of gravel bars) (Figure  5). On the majority 
of gravel bars (82.7% locations), single pairs bred. 
Simultaneous breeding three pairs was registered 
only at two gravel bars in the lower part of the study 
area (2009, 2010 and 2017) (Figure 6).

The number of breeding pairs declined notably 
at the turn of the decade and then remained similar 
further on. The multiplicative overall trend of 
Common Sandpipers was estimated as moderate 
decline with an annual decline of 6.6% (±  2.02) 
(Figure 7).

4.3. Kingfisher

The number of Kingfisher pairs reached its lowest 
point with 6 pairs in the entire study area in 2017, 

while the highest total number of 17–22 pairs bred 
in 2016 (Table 6). Overall linear densities showed 
little variation from 0.2  p/km to 0.4–0.6  p/km, 
being fairly similar also on the level of individual 
survey sections in most years (max 0.5–0.8 on the 
second in 2011 and 0.6–0.7  p/km on the third 
section in 2016) (Table  7). The shortest distance 
between nest sites of two simultaneously breeding 
pairs was 500 m in the upper part (2006) and 
400 m in the lower part of the Drava (2014–2016).

Only a few short gaps (< 2 km) in its distribution 
were visible along the studied area of the Drava 
River (Figure  9). The multiplicative overall 
population trend was estimated as stable (Figure 7).

In total, 54 active Kingfisher nest holes were 
encountered at 23 locations during the study. 
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Figure 9: Density of Kingfisher Alcedo atthis after the kernel method, based on registrations of individuals 
during the entire study period (N = 341 registrations of 373 ind.). The darker the shade of blue colour, the 
greater the density in that area. Outside blue-coloured areas, only single records may exist.

Slika 9: Gostota vodomca Alcedo atthis po kernelski metodi na osnovi registracij osebkov v celotnem 
obdobju raziskave (N = 341 zapisov o 373 os.). Temnejši ko je odtenek modre barve, večja je gostota na 
tistem območju. Zunaj modro obarvanih območij lahko obstajajo le posamezni podatki.

Half of the nesting locations (52.2%) were 
occupied in more than one year, while only two 
locations were used by breeding Kingfishers in at 
least half of the study years (Figure 10), one in the 
upper (5 years) and one in the lower part (7 years) 
of the study area. The majority of nest holes were 
excavated in eroded river banks with an exposed 
steep surface of suitable alluvial soil along the main 
river channel (77.8%), followed by similar sites 
located in mouth areas of small tributaries of the 
Drava River (14.8%). Few nest holes were found 
in vertical sections of the fluvial terrace, and other 
features within the boundaries of the study area 
(Figure  11) (Appendix  3). The median height of 

the Kingfisher’s nest hole above water and nesting 
wall used was 2.0 m (range 0.3–15 m) and 2.5 m 
(range 0.5–15 m), respectively (Figure  12). The 
median length of a nesting wall was 20 m (range 
3–350 m).

4.4. Sand Martin

In the studied area of the Drava riverbed, Sand 
Martin bred from 2012 onwards at three different 
locations (1 in the upper and 2 in the lower part of 
the study area), with the number of pairs ranging 
from 55 to 259 (Table 8, Figure 13, Appendix 4). 
However, in any given year breeding occurred at 
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Table 6: Number of the Kingfisher Alcedo atthis breeding pairs in survey sections on the Drava River

Tabela 6: Število gnezdečih parov vodomca Alcedo atthis na popisnih odsekih reke Drave

Year/ 
Leto

Section / Odsek

Total / SkupajMaribor–Starše Starše–Ptuj Markovci–Zavrč

min max min max min max min max

2006 4 7 4 5 4 5 12 17

2009 4 4 5 5 5 5 14 14

2010 2 4 1 3 5 6 8 13

2011 6 6 5 8 5 7 16 21

2012 6 7 4 4 4 5 14 16

2013 5 6 3 4 - - - -

2014 5 8 5 6 5 6 15 20

2015 5 7 5 6 7 8 17 21

2016 5 8 4 4 8 10 17 22

2017 1 1 2 2 3 3 6 6
* Section Markovci–Zavrč was not surveyed in 2013 due to unfavourable hydrological conditions during entire breeding 

season. / Odsek Markovci–Zavrč v letu 2013 ni bil popisan zaradi neugodnih hidroloških razmer tekom celotne 
gnezditvene sezone.

Table 7: Linear breeding density of Kingfisher Alcedo atthis in survey sections on the Drava River

Tabela 7: Linearna gnezditvena gostota vodomca Alcedo atthis na popisnih odsekih reke Drave

Year/ 
Leto

Section / Odsek

Total / SkupajMaribor–Starše Starše–Ptuj Markovci–Zavrč

min max min max min max min max

2006 0.3 0.5 0.4 0.5 0.3 0.4 0.3 0.4

2009 0.3 0.3 0.5 0.5 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4

2010 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.3 0.4 0.4 0.2 0.3

2011 0.4 0.4 0.5 0.8 0.4 0.5 0.4 0.5

2012 0.4 0.5 0.4 0.4 0.3 0.4 0.4 0.4

2013 0.3 0.4 0.3 0.4 - - - -

2014 0.3 0.6 0.5 0.6 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.5

2015 0.3 0.5 0.5 0.6 0.5 0.6 0.4 0.5

2016 0.3 0.6 0.4 0.4 0.6 0.7 0.4 0.6

2017 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2
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Figure 10: Occupancy of the Kingfisher Alcedo atthis 
nesting locations (N = 23) in a given number of years 
during the study period (10 years)

Slika 10: Zasedenost gnezditvenih lokacij vodomca 
Alcedo atthis (N = 23) v določenem številu let obdobja 
raziskave (10 let)
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Figure 11: Percentages of the different Kingfisher Alcedo 
atthis nest site types (N = 54 active nest holes) in study 
area of the Drava River

Slika 11: Odstotki različnih tipov gnezdišč vodomca 
Alcedo atthis (N = 54 aktivnih gnezdilnih rovov) na 
raziskovanem območju reke Drave

 River bank / Rečni breg
 Stream mouth / Ustje potoka
 River terrace edge / Rob rečne terase
 Other / Drugo

77.8%

14.8%

3.7%3.7%

Nest hole height/ 
Višina gnezdilnega rova 

Nesting bank height/ 
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Figure 12: Height of Kingfisher Alcedo atthis nest hole 
and nesting bank in study area of the Drava River

Slika 12: Višina gnezdilnega rova in gnezdilne stene 
vodomca Alcedo atthis na raziskovanem območju reke Drave
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only one location throughout, except in 2015, 
when a small colony (20 pairs) was established in 
an unaltered natural river bank beside the location 
specifically managed for the species.

4.5. White Wagtail

Several tens of White Wagtail pairs bred in the 
study area from 2014 onwards, giving an overall 
linear density of up to 1.9–2.1  p/km. In all years 
with complete data, population was the highest in 
the lower part of the study area, where linear density 
reached 2.8–3.0 p/km in 2016 (Tables 9, 10).

The species was widespread along the entire 
study area, missing only along few short stretches 
(Figure  14). After somewhat lower numbers 
registered in the first two study years, population 
size remained remarkably similar further 
on, including the three survey sections. The 
multiplicative overall population trend of White 
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Table 9: Number of the White Wagtail Motacilla alba breeding pairs in survey sections on the Drava River

Tabela 9: Število gnezdečih parov bele pastirice Motacilla alba na popisnih odsekih reke Drave

Year/ 
Leto

Section / Odsek

Total / SkupajMaribor–Starše Starše–Ptuj Markovci–Zavrč

min max min max min max min max

2013 12 12 16 17 - - - -

2014 19 21 14 16 25 26 58 63

2015 17 17 18 22 38 41 73 80

2016 19 20 17 20 39 42 75 82

2017 19 21 16 19 35 37 70 77

Acrocephalus 38 (174/175): 85–126, 2017

Table 8: Number of the Sand Martin Riparia riparia breeding 
pairs in survey sections on the Drava River in separate years. 
All separate pairs belonged to a single colony.

Tabela 8: Število gnezdečih parov breguljke Riparia 
riparia na popisnih odsekih reke Drave v posameznih 
letih. Vsi ločeno prikazani pari so pripadali eni koloniji.

Year/ 
Leto

Section / Odsek

Total/ 
Skupaj

Maribor 
–Starše

Starše– 
Ptuj

Markovci 
–Zavrč

2006 0 0 0 0

2009 0 0 0 0

2010 0 0 0 0

2011 0 0 0 0

2012 0 55 0 55

2013 0 259 0 259

2014 0 113 0 113

2015 0 40 20 60

2016 0 0 64 64

2017 0 0 96 96

Wagtail in the 2013–2017 period was estimated as 
uncertain (Figure 7).

White Wagtails were registered on 88 gravel 
bars in total (47.3% of all, annual range 46–53), 
constituting the stronghold of population breeding 
in the Drava riverbed. At six gravel bars on the 
upper part of the study area, the species bred in all 
years of the 2013–2017 period (5), and on further 
16 in four years of the given period. Overall, three 
quarters of sites were occupied in two or more 
years (Figure 5). The majority of gravel bars (79.9% 
locations) held one pair (Figure  6). Furthermore, 
smaller numbers of White Wagtails also bred in 
natural and stabilised river banks on regular basis 
(Figure 15) (Appendix 5).

4.6. Gravel bar habitats

The number of gravel bars and their total surface 
area in the studied area of the Drava River increased 
in the second half of the 10-year study period, from 
91 in 2006 and 104 in 2009/10 (75.6–80.2 ha) to 
135 in 2014 and 144 in 2016 (98.2–104.8 ha). From 

2006 to 2009/2010, shingle area of gravel bars 
declined by one third (–32.9%), while herbaceous 
(+55.1%) and woody vegetation (+26.8%) increased 
substantially. In 2014, areas of shingle and 
herbaceous plants increased by 83.5% and 134.9%, 
respectively, reaching their highest values in the 
study period. At the same time area covered with 
woody vegetation declined by 35.0% to the lowest 
level recorded. Until 2016, however, significant 

reduction of shingle area and expansion of woody 
vegetation occurred once more (Figure 16).

Management of gravel bars as defined herein 
was implemented at 20 sites (Figure  17). The 
majority of management works were carried out 
prior to the 2014 (10 sites) and 2017 (11 sites) 
breeding seasons and eight sites were managed 
in both periods. In the first period, the number 
of Little Ringed Plover and Common Sandpiper 
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Figure 13: Locations of the Sand Martin Riparia riparia breeding colonies in study area of the Drava River. Size of the 
point corresponds to the maximum number of pairs registered.

Slika 13: Lokacije gnezditvenih kolonij breguljke Riparia riparia na raziskovanem območju reke Drave. Velikost točke 
ustreza največjemu zabeleženemu številu parov.

Table 10: Linear breeding density of White Wagtail Motacilla alba in survey sections on the Drava River

Tabela 10: Linearna gnezditvena gostota bele pastirice Motacilla alba na popisnih odsekih reke Drave

Year/ 
Leto

Section / Odsek

Total / SkupajMaribor–Starše Starše–Ptuj Markovci–Zavrč

min max min max min max min max

2013 0.8 0.8 1.5 1.6 - - - -

2014 1.3 1.5 1.3 1.5 1.8 1.9 1.5 1.6

2015 1.2 1.2 1.7 2.1 2.7 2.9 1.9 2.1

2016 1.3 1.4 1.6 1.9 2.8 3.0 1.9 2.1

2017 1.3 1.5 1.5 1.8 2.5 2.6 1.8 2.0
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Common Sandpiper increased by a further 42.9% 
(Figure 18, Appendix 6). Development of habitats 
at one of the major gravel bars throughout both 
management periods is presented in Appendix 7.

5. Discussion

Long-term monitoring enabled an insight into 
population development of several riverbed-breed-
ing bird species over a 10-year period. Owing to a  
constant inter-annual fieldwork effort that followed 
the same protocol, and highly-efficient census of 
birds using a boat, supplemented by certain interpre-
tation criteria, the population estimates obtained 

pairs (4,08-fold and 3,5-fold, respectively) as well 
as shingle area (5,07-fold) increased several-fold at 
these sites after the management implementation. 
Within 1–3 years thereafter (median  =  2 years) 
the area of suitable habitat declined by 56.3%, 
but gravel bar-breeding species responded 
differently: Little Ringed Plover declined by one 
third (–32.7%), while the number of Common 
Sandpipers remained the same. After conclusion 
of the management during the second period, 
the shingle area increased again to 77.5% of the 
first-period level. At the same time, the number 
of Little Ringed Plover pairs at a given subset of 
gravel bars increased only slightly (+9.1%), while 
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Figure 14: Density of White Wagtail Motacilla alba after the kernel method, based on registrations of individuals 
during the entire study period (started in 2013, N = 392 registrations of 659 ind.). The darker the shade of blue 
colour, the greater the density in that area. Outside blue-coloured areas, only single records may exist.

Slika 14: Gostota bele pastirice Motacilla alba po kernelski metodi na osnovi registracij osebkov v celotnem obdobju 
raziskave (začetek 2013, N = 392 zapisov o 659 os.). Temnejši ko je odtenek modre barve, večja je gostota na 
tistem območju. Zunaj modro obarvanih območij lahko obstajajo le posamezni podatki.
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Figure 15: Percentages of the different White Wagtail 
Motacilla alba nest site types (N = 331 breeding pairs) 
in study area of the Drava River

Slika 15: Odstotki različnih tipov gnezdišč bele 
pastirice Motacilla alba (N = 331 gnezdečih parov) na 
raziskovanem območju reke Drave

 Gravel bar / Prodišče (N = 284)
 Natural river bank / Naravni rečni breg (N = 28)
 Rock riprap / Kamnomet (N = 19)

85.8%

8.5%

5.7%

Figure 16: Surface areas of the main gravel bar habitat 
types in study area of the Drava River in years with 
orthophoto images available (N = 186 gravel bars)

Slika 16: Površine glavnih tipov habitatov prodišč 
na raziskovanem območju reke Drave v letih z 
razpoložljivimi ortofoti (N = 186 prodišč)
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are comparable between years and probably fairly 
close to their true values (e.g. Gregory et al. 2004, 
Fletcher & Hutto 2006). The latter indication is 
supported by a high detection probability for ter-
ritory-holding Little Ringed Plovers and especially 
Common Sandpipers found in different studies, 
resulting in high efficiency of line transects along 
rivers in estimating breeding numbers (Yalden 
& Holland 1993, D’Amico 2002, Arlettaz et 
al. 2012).

Among variations in numbers detected over 
time, large decline of Little Ringed Plover in 
the first part of the study period and subsequent 
rapid several-fold increase are remarkable. The 
most plausible explanation for such population 
development can be ascertained from substantial 
changes in surface area and proportions of the 
main habitats in the riverbed that reveal the 
same pattern of occurrence: reduction in shingle 
area and simultaneous encroachment of woody 
vegetation caused a decline of breeding pairs, 
while the reverse triggered a population recovery. 
In terms of well-known and rather simple habitat 

requirements of the species (e.g. Geister 1997, 
Bauer et al. 2005, see also Appendix  1), this 
conclusion seems straightforward. However, 
underlying causes of the observed changes are fairly 
complex and comprise an interplay of occurrence of 
large discharges and implementation of appropriate 
management practices. Gravel bars are the result 
of erosion and sedimentation processes and are 
very dynamic systems characterized by a high 
proportion of deposits without or sparse vegetation 
cover. Their succession is, among others, related to 
the duration and frequency of flooding (Gilvear et 
al. 2008). However, rivers with altered flow regime 
and diminished bedload transport are subjected 
to overgrowing, evolving over time into a stage 
where typical infrequent and reduced floods are 
insufficient to supress vegetation growth (Junk et 
al. 1989, Reich 1994, Hicks et al. 2008). This is also 
the case in the studied area of the Drava River where 
most of today’s gravel bars are more or less stabilised 
remains of higher parts of the former riverbed 
bottom, which became dry after the reduction of 
discharges due to operation of hydroelectric power 
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plants (Sovinc 1995, Klaneček et al. 2005). The 
amount of early successional stages and formation 
of new gravel bars is therefore dependent on rare and 
unpredictable high-flow events capable of starting 
bedload transport and mobilising confined gravel 
bars, i.e. discharges of min. 400–600 m3/s (hereafter 
referred to as “large discharges") as estimated for 
the study area by Klaneček et al. (2005). This 
situation is reflected in: (1) the very low number of 
locations suitable for both specialised gravel bar-
breeding bird species for more than a couple of years 
throughout the entire decade, and (2) the small area 
of individual patches of early successional stages, 
a phenomenon noted also on other rivers with a 
similarly altered flow regime (Reich 1994), making 
most of the gravel bars unable to hold more than 

a single breeding pair. Therefore, the low Little 
Ringed Plover numbers during 2009–2012 can 
largely be attributed to the lack of large discharges 
and consequent overgrowing of the riverbed in this 
period. The intensity of any kind of management 
works was also fairly low at that time. As the 
turning point for the population increase after 
2013, the following is of particular importance: (1) 
the extreme flood in early November 2012 when 
discharge in the riverbed reached the modern-
time record value of 3,300 m3/s (Klaneček 2013), 
(2) the subsequent regular occurrence of large 
discharges prior to the 2014 and 2015 breeding 
seasons, (3) large-scale removal of woody vegetation 
on multiple gravel bars in the study area with 
several of them within the LIVEDRAVA project 
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Figure 17: Locations of gravel bars in study area of the Drava River with management carried out between 2013 
and 2017 (N = 20)

Slika 17: Lokacije prodišč na raziskovanem območju reke Drave, na katerih je potekalo upravljanje med letoma 
2013 in 2017 (N = 20)
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specifically targeting habitat restoration of gravel 
bar breeding birds. Extreme floods are known to act 
as major drivers of intensive geomorphic processes 
within river corridors (Junk et al. 1989). These 
can result in notable diversification of the river 
channel and formation of extensive areas of natural 
riverine habitats, followed by sudden several-fold 
increases of riverbed breeding bird populations, 
as demonstrated by Kajtoch & Figarski (2013). 
Evidently, both geomorphic changes mentioned 
took place in our study area (diversification 
by increased overall number of gravel bars, 
formation of new shingle areas) with similar-
scale consequences for the Little Ringed Plover 
population. Also, management works carried out in 
the aftermath of the extreme flood created further 
new shingle areas, thus contributing substantially 
to the total surface area of suitable habitat for the 
species. Both major floods as well as restoration 

measures were assessed as important factors in the 
Little Ringed Plover population increase on the 
Swiss section of the Rhone River (Arlettaz et 
al. 2012). Several high water events that coincided 
with management works in this period prevented 
immediate overgrowing of restored sites (see 
Appendix 7). It is known that large discharges have 
landscape-level implications in rivers by creating 
natural disturbance necessary to counter natural 
successional trends (Ward et al. 2002). Some 
evidence suggests that frequent large discharges can 
maintain stable Little Ringed Plover population by 
sustaining a favourable state of its breeding habitat 
(Zintl 1988). Moreover, successive occurrence of 
both factors proved to be an effective combination 
for creating extensive shingle areas due to flushing 
of exposed organic material and soil particles 
from formerly overgrown gravel bars that became 
devoid of vegetation cover after management, and 
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Figure 18: Number of the Little Ringed Plover Charadrius dubius and Common Sandpiper Actitis hypoleucos 
breeding pairs and gravel bars occupied (bars) and surface area of suitable shingle habitat (area chart) in two 
management periods, 2013–2015 and 2016–2017. Initial and final situation for each management period is given 
(before and after the management implementation).

Slika 18: Število gnezdečih parov in zasedenih prodišč malega deževnika Charadrius dubius in malega martinca 
Actitis hypoleucos (nizi) ter površina primernega prodnatega habitata (ploščinski grafikon) v dveh obdobjih 
upravljanja, 2013–2015 in 2016–2017. Za vsako obdobje upravljanja je predstavljena začetna in končna situacija 
(pred in po izvedbi upravljanja).
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enabled partial mobilisation and/or relocation of 
these gravel bars. By 2017, however, after an absence 
of large discharges prior to the two consecutive 
breeding seasons, the total Drava River Little 
Ringed Plover population declined again. At the 
same time, the number of pairs at sites managed 
during the second period increased only marginally 
despite substantial increase of suitable habitat area 
there. Thus, the notion that floods are a major factor 
in river channel restoration (Kajtoch & Figarski 
2013) can be supported from the perspective of 
the Little Ringed Plover. However, very frequent 
increased discharges during the breeding season 
may have affected breeding in some years (e.g. 
low numbers on the upper part of the study area 
in 2009, 2010 and 2012), further aggravating the 
negative impact of riverbed overgrowing in that 
period. The disruptive effect of high water levels 
on the occupancy of the Little Ringed Plover and 
Common Sandpiper territories in the riverbed 
is reported by Fenyősi (2005) and Schmidt 
(2016). The extreme situation in 2013 presumably 
completely prevented breeding in the lower part of 
the study area Drava as all gravel bars were under 
water due to constant large flow in the first half of 
the year.

On the other hand, causes of Common 
Sandpiper population development are more 
difficult to ascertain. Obviously, the total breeding 
population size of this species did not reflect 
changes in overall surface area of the main riverbed 
habitats, but instead, after an initial substantial 
decline, remained at a rather similar level during 
most of the study period. It seems that the decline 
noted in the study period is merely a continuation 
of a long-term negative trend as the total breeding 
population of the Slovenian lowland part of the 
Drava River in the late 1990s was even higher than 
in 2006 (Štumberger 2000, Božič & Denac 
2010). This is in accordance with the decreasing 
European population trend, more pronounced 
in the EU countries (BirdLife International 
2015b). Some evidence exists that depletion of the 
Common Sandpiper populations is at least partly 
due to declining adult survival rates, related to 
changing conditions in wintering and migratory 
stopover areas, i.e. factors largely operating outside 
its European breeding grounds (Pearce-Higgins 
et al. 2009). However, contrary to the general 

situation, the number of breeding pairs on gravel 
bars subjected to vegetation removal first increased 
several-fold after the start of management and then 
again to a lesser extent by the end of it. Common 
Sandpiper readily accepts restored areas as several 
cases of population increases and re-colonisations, 
even on fairly short such sections of riverbed are 
documented from a wide array of rivers, from alpine 
to lowland. Different studies state promotion of 
alluvial habitats with some grass and bush/small 
trees cover, creation of richly structured areas with 
sufficient proportion of open surface, areas with 
numerous river islands and large gravel bars and river 
widening as main causes for population recovery 
(Metzner 2002, Petutschnig 2004, Arlettaz 
et al. 2012, Uhl & Weissmair 2012). Unlike 
the Little Ringed Plover, the Common Sandpiper 
numbers did not decline in a relatively short time 
scale between the two management episodes despite 
the accompanying reduction in shingle surface area. 
This can be explained by the fact that breeding 
habitat of the species at least partly consists of 
some areas with denser herbaceous vegetation as 
well, herein not treated as shingle habitat category 
(cf. Frühauf & Dvorak 1996, Elas & Meissner 
2014, see also Appendix 2). Preference of Common 
Sandpiper for slightly more advanced succession 
stages also means that it is a later colonizer of newly 
created areas in river systems, as some time is needed 
before suitable habitats are progressively formed 
(Arlettaz et al. 2012). It is therefore possible that 
only as late as 2017, i.e. up to four years after the 
start of management measures, an optimal mosaic 
of early successional stages interspersed with shingle 
areas developed at main sites in our study area. 
Reasons for the scarcity of Common Sandpiper 
along the upper Drava, notably after 2009, despite 
existence of apparently suitable breeding sites there, 
remain unknown.

Although fairly widely distributed along the 
riverbed, the Kingfisher occurred in rather low 
densities throughout the study period. Similar low 
number of breeding locations occupied more than 
a few years throughout the study period to both 
specialised gravel bar breeders, suggests that causes 
for such a state probably originated in the altered 
flow regime with rare high-flowevents, resulting in 
limited bank erosion and consequent overgrowing/
lack of suitable nest sites. The latter was often judged 

Acrocephalus 38 (174/175): 85–126, 2017



108

as a limiting factor for the Kingfisher populations 
(Čech 2006, Schmidt & Zuna-Kratky 2009). 
Otherwise, long-term, up to several decades long, 
use of preferred nest sites is typical of the species 
(Čech 2006, Wiggler et al. 2015). This assumption 
is supported by (1) the moderate increase in number 
of pairs after the extreme 2012 flood that created 
some new exposed vertical surfaces by opening 
previously uniformly vegetated and/or consolidated 
river stretches, and (2) observations indicating 
that most of the new potential nest sites, even 
suboptimal (e.g. low above usual water level exposed 
to high risk of flooding), are usually occupied 
already in the first breeding season after formation 
(own data) as observed elsewhere (Westermann 
& Westermann 1998). Kingfisher is known to 
be susceptible to harsh winter conditions that 
can decimate its numbers, mainly through high 
mortality of adults caused by starvation due to 
prevented fishing on frozen waters (Morgan & 
Glue 1977, Libois 1997, Sackl 1997, Čech 2006, 
Schmidt & Zuna-Kratky 2009). Therefore, 
the prolonged period of the exceptionally severe 
winter temperatures in January 2017 (Cegnar 
2017) is probably responsible for very low number 
of pairs registered in the breeding season that year. 
Characteristics of nest sites in our study confirm the 
preference for nesting close to the bank top (Isotti 
& Consiglio 1998, Hartwig 2005, Straka & 
Grim 2007), however, these features can also be 
related to the availability of a suitable soil layer in a 
situation of general nest site shortage. 

Sufficiently sizeable exposed banks with suitable 
substrate for colonially nesting Sand Martin (e.g. 
Heneberg 2003, Bauer et al. 2005) are only very 
rarely found along the studied area of the Drava 
riverbed. Such situation differs substantially from 
the remaining vast natural stretches of other major 
rivers in the region, including the Drava downstream 
of confluence with the Mura River (Szep et al. 2003, 
Reeder et al. 2006, Mikuska & Grlica 2013), but 
is typical for rivers with altered flow regime (e.g. 
Schmidt et al. 2015). Regular breeding since 2012 
was almost exclusively a result of the annual artificial 
nest site preparation programme (manual removal 
of vegetation and shaping of proper inclination by a 
team of volunteers) initiated in that year.

The discovery of a previously unknown fairly 
large gravel bar-breeding population of White 

Wagtail in the study area is interesting, considering 
the prevalent breeding habits of the species on the 
European scale. The species is a widespread breeding 
bird of open landscapes, in recent times closely 
associated with areas of various anthropogenic 
activities from agricultural land to settlements, 
while riverine habitats such as natural banks and 
gravel bars are considered its primary breeding 
habitat (Bauer et al. 2005). The latter were not 
described as nest sites neither in the old Slovenian 
ornithological literature (Ponebšek & Ponebšek 
1934, Krečič & Šušteršič 1963) nor in more recent 
species accounts where only nesting in steep eroded 
banks, overhanging vegetation atop of melioration 
ditches and uprooted trees is mentioned (Geister 
1995, Bračko 1997, Tome et al. 2005). Elsewhere, 
natural nest sites along rivers are mostly different 
cavities, niches or crevices and old holes of burrow-
nesting species. Ground nesting in sparsely vegetated 
area, presumably the predominant nest placement 
type along the studied Drava riverbed, is usually 
only briefly mentioned as uncommon (Bauer et al. 
2005, Maumary et al. 2007) and mainly confined 
to gravel bars (Glutz von Blotzheim & Bauer 
1985). In a small proportion of ground nests found in 
dedicated studies, these were usually placed in holes, 
in dense herbaceous vegetation or well-sheltered by 
plant cover (woody or grass tussock). Nests in more 
or less open areas as recorded in the study area (see 
Appendix  5c) were rarely reported (Leinonen 
1974, Mason & Lyczynski 1980). However, field 
observations and occupancy of breeding locations 
indicate that the White Wagtail readily selects more 
advanced succession stages there as well.

The Slovenian lowland part of the Drava River 
is among the most important areas for all riverbed 
breeding bird species of conservation concern in 
the country (Denac et al. 2011). Linear densities of 
the Little Ringed Plover breeding pairs calculated 
for the good years (2006, 2014–2017) are higher 
than recorded on most comparable sections in 
Central Europe, where these only rarely exceed 1 p/
km, mostly on wide, natural or restored stretches 
of large rivers (Božič & Denac 2010, Arlettaz 
et al. 2012, Schmidt 2016). On the other hand, 
densities of Common Sandpiper were similar to the 
prevailing situation (Theiss et al. 1992, Frühauf 
& Dvorak 1996, Schödl 2006, Schmidt & 
Zuna-Kratky 2009, Božič & Denac 2010, 
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Schmid et al. 2010, Schmidt 2016). Densities in 
the lower part of the study area exceeded 1 p/km, 
a value characteristic of high-quality sections on 
a diverse array of rivers, only in the first two years 
(Božič & Denac 2010, Arlettaz et al. 2012). 
However, exceptional densities along vast natural 
river corridors can surpass this value for both 
species by several-fold (e.g. Reich 1994, Elas & 
Meissner 2014). The Kingfisher densities of well 
below 1 p/km found in the study area (c. one pair 
on 2–3 km of the studied riverbed on average) are 
typical of the rivers in Central Europe (Božič & 
Denac 2010). 

Our findings have some important conservation 
implications that should be considered in future 
management decisions tackling the lowland part 
of the Drava riverbed. The large carrying capacity 
of the study area for Little Ringed Plover under 
suitable conditions was clearly demonstrated. 
However, most of the time this carrying capacity 
is reduced substantially due to suppressed natural 
disturbance regime resulting in a relatively small 
amount of available breeding habitat (see Catlin 
et al. 2016, Ziegler et al. 2017). Therefore, the 
ultimate goal would be to alter the prevailing 
regime towards one more similar to the natural 
disturbance flow regime (i.e. magnitude, frequency, 
seasonal timing, predictability, and/or duration of 
high-flow events) that would maintain a sufficient 
area of suitable habitat, supported by moderate 
management interventions. The evidence gathered 
suggests that synchronization of management 
with high-flow events, an outcome that occurs 
only on fairly rare occasions under currently 
existing river management and electric power 
generation practices, is probably the most feasible 
and cost-effective method to achieve good results 
in our situation. However, this estimate relies 
only on observed effects of these on population 
size and disregards the demographic aspects of 
the species. Plovers breeding in dynamic alluvial 
habitats exhibit behavioural adaptations to natural 
disturbances, including extreme floods, e.g. they 
increase their dispersal rates and reproductive 
output following high-flow events, with major 
influence of these on dynamics and the persistence 
of individual populations (Catlin et al. 2016). 
A metapopulation viability analysis found that 
peak population persistence and abundance of 

sand bar-breeding plover species would occur at 
a four-year return interval of high-flow events 
(Ziegler et al. 2017). Furthermore, dedicated 
studies indicate that neither artificially constructed 
or managed gravel bars cannot appropriately 
substitute natural river dynamics due to lower 
demographic parameters on these and/or rapid 
vegetation encroachment (Catlin et al. 2011 & 
2015, Hunt et al. 2018), the latter experienced at 
our managed sites as well. Important features of 
flood-created alluvial habitats were lower nesting 
densities over substantially increased areas of 
sandbar, and decreased nest and chick predation 
(Hunt et al. 2018). Based on these observations, 
future management efforts in the Drava riverbed 
should also incorporate the following: (1) regular 
bankfull discharges achieved by planned release of 
water over dams during extended periods without 
natural high-flow events; (2) implementation of 
river restoration measures that would enable bank 
erosion during high-flow events and consequent 
formation of new gravel bars through provision of 
gravel sediment (limited under existing conditions), 
such as removal of dysfunctional/unnecessary 
rock ripraps; (3) large-scale (most of the gravel 
bars included) and complete removal of woody 
vegetation on regular basis, and synchronized with 
occurrence of high-flow events that would promote 
flood-assisted formation of extensive open and/or 
sparsely vegetated shingle areas. 
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6. Povzetek

Med letoma 2006 in 2017 smo na 38,9 km dolgem 
odseku nižinskega dela struge Drave s spremenjenim 
pretočnim režimom zaradi hidroelektrarn med 
Mariborom in Zavrčem opravili vsakoletni popis 
gnezdilk, ki so indikatorske vrste naravnih rek. V 
štirih letih raziskave smo popisali tudi prodišča 
s kombinirano analizo ortofoto posnetkov in 
fotografij s terena. Vpliv upravljanja s prodišči smo 
preučili na 20 lokacijah. Mali deževnik Charadrius 
dubius se je pojavljal na 39,8 % vseh prodišč, vendar 
jih je bila večina zasedena le po nekaj let z enim 
samim gnezdečim parom. Nizkim številkam med 
letoma 2009 in 2012 (< 30  parov) je sledil strm 
porast populacije do maksimuma 66–73 parov (1,7–
1,9  para/km) od leta 2014 naprej. To populacijsko 
dinamiko smo pripisali izostanku velikih pretokov 
(>500  m3/s) in posledičnemu zaraščanju struge v 
prvem delu raziskovalnega obdobja, porast v drugem 
delu pa nastanku številnih prodišč (površina 20,6 ha 
v letih 2009/10 in 37,8  ha leta 2014) po izredni 
poplavi v zgodnjem novembru 2012, pojavljanju 
velikih pretokov med naslednjimi gnezditvenimi 
sezonami in odstranjevanju lesne vegetacije.
Gnezditvena populacija malega martinca Actitis 
hypoleucos je bila majhna in stabilna (< 20 parov) po 
začetnem upadu, spremembe v površini habitatov 
rečne struge nanjo niso imele vpliva in ni odražala 
splošnih sprememb v površini habitatov rečne 
struge. V nasprotju s celotnim območjem se je število 
gnezdečih parov na upravljanih prodiščih močno 
povečalo. Najvišje število parov je bilo doseženo do 
štirih let po začetku upravljanja, saj je na glavnini 
območij šele tedaj nastal optimalen habitatni mozaik 
zgodnjih sukcesijskih stadijev in prodnate podlage. 
Vrsta je bila splošno razširjena le na spodnjem 
odseku Drave. Vodomec Alceo atthis je bil splošno 
razširjen vzdolž struge z razmeroma majhno gostoto 
(približno en par na 2–3 km rečne struge), verjetno 
zaradi omejene erozije bregov in posledičnega 
pomanjkanja primernih gnezdišč. Populacija je 
ostala stabilna, ugotavljali pa smo vpliv ostrih zim na 

številčnost v posameznih letih. Večina gnezditvenih 
rovov je bila izkopana v erodiranih bregovih vzdolž 
glavne struge (77,8  %), manjši del pa v podobnem 
habitatu na manjših pritokih Drave (14,8  %). 
Redna gnezditev breguljke Riparia riparia po letu 
2012 (do 259 parov, večinoma na eni lokaciji vsako 
leto) je bila skoraj izključno posledica vsakoletne 
priprave umetnih gnezdišč. Od začetka monitoring 
te vrste leta 2013 smo spremljali razmeroma veliko 
populacijo bele pastirice Motacilla alba na prodiščih, 
kjer gnezdi na tleh na skromno poraščenih delih. 
To je nenavadno, upoštevajoč njene prevladujoče 
gnezditvene navade v Evropi.

7. References

Allan J. D., Flecker A. S. (1993): Biodiversity 
conservation in running waters. – Bioscience 43 (1) 
32–43.

Andretzke H., Schikore T., Schröder K. (2005): 
Artsteckbriefe. pp. 135–695 In: Südbeck 
P., Andretzke H., Fischer S., Gedeon K., 
Schikore T., Schröder K., Sudfeldt C. (eds.): 
Methodenstandards zur Erfassung der Brutvögel 
Deutschlands. – Radolfzell.

Arlettaz R., Lugon A., Sierro A., Werner P., Kery 
M., Oggier P. A. (2011): River bed restoration boosts 
habitat mosaics and the demography of two rare non-
aquatic vertebrates.  – Biological Conservation 144 
(8): 2126–2132.

Bašelj A. (ed.) (2014): Razvojni koncept rečnega 
koridorja Drave od Maribora do Zavrča z akcijskim 
načrtom. Projekt SEE River  – Celostno upravljanje 
z mednarodnimi rečnimi koridorji v jugovzhodni 
Evropi.  – Inšitut za vode Republike Slovenije 
in Zavod Republike Slovenije za varstvo narave, 
Ljubljana.

Bauer H.- G., Bezzel E., Fiedler W. (eds.) (2005): Das 
Kompendium der Vögel Mitteleuropas.  – AULA 
Verlag, Wiebelsheim.

BirdLife International (2015a): Charadrius dubius 
(Little Ringed Plover). European Red List of Birds. – 
Office for Official Publications of the European 
Communities, Luxembourg.

BirdLife International (2015b): Actitis hypoleucos 
(Common Sandpiper). European Red List of Birds. – 
Office for Official Publications of the European 
Communities, Luxembourg.

Božič L., Denac D. (2010): Številčnost in razširjenost 
izbranih gnezdilk struge reke Drave med Mariborom 
in Središčem ob Dravi (SV Slovenija) v letih 2006 in 
2009 ter vzroki za zmanjšanje njihovih populacij. – 
Acrocephalus 31 (144): 27–45.

L. Božič, D. Denac: Population dynamics of five riverbed breeding bird species on the lower Drava River, NE Slovenia



111

Bračko F. (1997): Atlas Drave od Maribora do Ptuja. – 
Acrocephalus 18 (82): 57–97.

Buijse A. D., Coops H., Staras M., Jans L. H., Van 
Geest G. J., Grift R. E., Ibelings B. W., Oosterberg 
W., Roozen F. (2002): Restoration strategies for river 
floodplains along large lowland rivers in Europe.  – 
Freshwater Biology 47 (4): 889–907.

Cegnar T. (2017): Podnebne razmere v januarju 2017. – 
Naše okolje. Bilten Agencije RS za okolje 24 (1): 
3–24.

Catlin d., Fraser j., Felio j., Cohen j. (2011): Piping 
plover habitat selection and nest success on natural, 
managed, and engineered sandbars. – Journal of 
Wildlife Management 75 (2): 305–310.

Catlin D., Fraser J., Felio J. (2015): Demographic 
responses of piping plovers to habitat creation on 
the Missouri River. – Wildlife Monographs 192 (1): 
1–42.

Catlin, D. H., Zeigler S. L., Bomberger Brown M., 
Dinan L. R., Fraser J. D., Hunt K. L., Jorgensen J. 
G. (2016): Metapopulation viability of an endangered 
shorebird depends on dispersal and human-created 
habitats: Piping Plovers (Charadrius melodus) and 
prairie rivers. – Movement Ecology 4: art. 6.

Cramp S. (ed.) (1985): Handbook of the Birds of Europe, 
the Middle East and North Africa. The Birds of the 
Western Palearctic. Vol. 4. Terns to Woodpeckers. – 
Oxford University Press, Oxford.

Čech P. (2006): Reprodukční biologie ledňáčka říčního 
(Alcedo atthis) a možnosti jeho ochrany v současných 
podmínkách České republiky. – Sylvia 42: 49–65.

D'Amico F. (2002): High reliability of linear censusing 
for Common Sandpiper (Actitis hypoleucos) breeding 
along upland streams in the Pyrenees, France. – Bird 
Study 49 (3): 307–309.

Denac D., Božič L. (2012): Monitoring učinkov 
vodnogospodarskih vzdrževalnih del na stanje 
izbranih varovanih vrst in habitatnih tipov na 
območju Natura 2000 Drava med Malečnikom 
in Duplekom  – gnezdilke rečne struge. Končno 
poročilo. Naročnik: Vodnogospodarski biro 
Maribor, d.o.o. – DOPPS, Ljubljana.

Denac K., Mihelič T., Božič L., kmecl P., Jančar T., 
Figelj J., Rubinić B. (2011): Strokovni predlog za 
revizijo posebnih območij varstva (SPA) z uporabo 
najnovejših kriterijev za določitev mednarodno 
pomembnih območij za ptice (IBA). Končno 
poročilo (dopolnjena verzija). – DOPPS, Ljubljana.

Dougall T. W., Holand P. K., Yalden D. W. (2004): 
A revised estimate of the breeding population of 
Common Sandpipers Actitis hypoleucos in Great 
Britain and Ireland. – Wader Study Group Bulletin 
105: 42–49.

Dröschmeister R., Sukopp U. (2009): Indicators and 
Conservation. Policy: The German Sustainability 

Indicator for Species Diversity as an Example.  – 
Avocetta: 33: 149–156.

Elas M., Meissner W. (2014): Number and distribution 
of breeding Common Sandpiper Actitis hypoleucos in 
the Middle Vistula, Poland. Poster.  – International 
Wader Study Group Annual Conference, Haapsalu, 
Estonia, 26–29 September 2014.

Frühauf J, Dvorak M. (1996): Der Flussuferläufer 
(Actitis hypoleucos) in Österreich: Brutbestand 

1994/95,  Habitat und Gefährdung. - BirdLife 
Österreich: Wien.

ESRI (2009): ArcGIS, ver. 9.3. – ESRI, Redlands.
Fenyősi L. (2005): Studies of avian communities along 

river Drava between 2000–2004 (Aves).  – Natura 
Somogyiensis 7: 119–141.

Fletcher J. R., Hutto L. R. (2006): Estimating detection 
probabilities of river birds using double surveys.  – 
Auk 123 (3): 695–707.

Florsheim J. L., Mount, J. F., Chin A. (2008): Bank 
Erosion as a Desirable Attribute of Rivers.  – 
BioScience 58 (6): 519–529.

Gedeon K., Grüneberg C., Mitschke A., Sudfeldt 
C., Eickhorst W., Fischer S., Flade M., Frick S., 
Geiersberger I., Koop B., Kramer M., Krüger 
T., Roth N., Ryslavy T., Stübing S., Sudmann S. 
R., Steffens R., Vökler F., Witt K. (2014): Atlas 
Deutscher Brutvogelarten  – Atlas of German 
Breeding Birds.  – Stiftung Vogelmonitoring und 
dem Dachverband Deutscher Avifaunisten, Münster.

Geister I. (1995): Ornitološki atlas Slovenije. 
Razširjenost gnezdilk. – DZS, Ljubljana.

Geister, I (1997): Little Ringed Plover Charadrius 
dubius. pp. 256–257 In: Hagemeijer W. J. M., Blair 
M. J. (eds.): The EBCC Atlas of European Breeding 
Birds: Their Distribution and Abundance. – T & A D 
Poyser, London.

Gilvear D., Francis R., Willby N., Gurnell A. (2008): 
Gravel bars: a key habitat of gravel-bed rivers for 
vegetation. pp. 677–700 In: Habersack H., Piégay 
H. & Rinaldi M. (eds.): Gravel-bed rivers VI: From 
process understanding to river restoration. – Elsevier, 
Amsterdam.

Glutz von Blotzheim U., Bauer K. (1985): Handbuch 
der Vögel Mitteleuropas. Band 10/II, Passeriformes 
(1. Teil). Motacillidae–Prunellidae. – AULA Verlag, 
Wiesbaden.

Gregory R. D., Gibbons D. W., Donald P. F. (2004): 
Bird census and survey techniques. pp. 17–55 In: 
Sutherland W. J., Newton I., Green R. E. (eds.): 
Bird Ecology and Conservation: A Handbook of 
Techniques. – Oxford University Press, Oxford.

Hagemeijer W. J. M., Blair M. J. (eds.) (1997): The 
EBCC Atlas of European Breeding Birds: Their 
Distribution and Abundance.  – T & A D Poyser, 
London.

Acrocephalus 38 (174/175): 85–126, 2017



112

Hartwig S. (2005): Analyse zum Nisthabitat des 
Eisvogels (Alcedo atthis) in der Region Oberes 
Elbtal, Osterzgebirge.  – Mitteilungen des Vereins 
Sächsischer Ornithologen 9: 507–525.

Hauer F. R., Locke H., Dreitz V. J., Hebblewhite 
M., Lowe W. H., Muhlfeld C. C.,Nelson C. R., 
Proctor M. F., Rood S. B. (2016): Gravel-bed river 
floodplains are the ecological nexus of glaciated 
mountain landscapes.  – Science Advances 2 (6): 
e1600026.

Heneberg P. (2003): Soil particle composition affects 
the physical characteristics of Sand Martin Riparia 
riparia holes. – Ibis 145 (3): 392–399.

Hicks D. M., Duncan M. J., Lane S. N., Tal M., Westaway 
R. (2008): Contemporary morphological change in 
braided gravel-bed rivers: new developments from 
field and laboratory studies, with particular reference 
to the influence of riparian vegetation. pp. 557–586. 
In: Habersack H., Piégay H., Rinaldi M. (eds.): 
Gravel-bed rivers VI: From process understanding to 
riverbed restoration. – Elsevier, Amsterdam.

Hunt K. L., Fraser J. D., Friedrich M. J., Karpanty 
S. M., Catlin D. H. (2018): Demographic response 
of Piping Plovers suggests that engineered habitat 
restoration is no match for natural riverine processes. 
– Condor 120 (1): 149–165.

Isotti R., Consiglio C. (1998): Characteristics of 
kingfisher's, Alcedo atthis, nesting site.  – Rivista 
Italiana di Ornitologia 68 (1): 57–62.

Jähnig S. C., Brabec K., Buffagni A., Erba S., Lorenz 
A. W., Ofenböck T., Verdonschot P. F. M., Hering 
D. (2010): A comparative analysis of restoration 
measures and their effects on hydromorphology and 
benthic invertebrates in 26 central and southern 
European rivers. – Journal of Applied Ecology 47 (3): 
671–680.

Jensen K., Trepel M., Merritt D., Rosenthal G. 
(2006): Restoration ecology of river valleys.  – Basic 
and Applied Ecology 7 (5): 383–387.

Junk W. J., Bayley P. B., Sparks R. E. (1989): The flood 
pulse concept in river-floodplain systems. – Canadian 
Special Publication of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 
106: 110–127.

Kajtoch Ł., Figarski T. (2013): Short-term restoration 
of riverine bird assemblages after a severe flood.  – 
Bird Study 60 (3): 327–334.

Klaneček M. (2013): Poplave 5. novembra 2012 v 
porečju Drave. – Ujma 27: 52–61.

Klaneček M., Čuš I., Hojnik T. (2005): Prodišča na 
Dravi med Markovci in Zavrčem ter možnosti 
učinkovitejših vzdrževalnih ukrepov.  – Acta 
hydrotechnica 23 (38): 57–76.

Krečič I., Šušteršič F. (1963): Ptice Slovenije.  – 
Državna založba Slovenije, Ljubljana.

L. Božič, D. Denac: Population dynamics of five riverbed breeding bird species on the lower Drava River, NE Slovenia

Kuhnen K. (1978): Zur Methodik der Erfassung von 
Uferschwalben (Riparia riparia)-Populationen.  –
Vogelwelt 99: 161–176.

Leinonen M. (1974): The White Wagtail Motacilla alba 
as a semi-hole-nester.  – Ornis Fennica 51 (2): 110–
116.

Libois R. (1997): Kingfisher Alcedo atthis. pp. 434–435 
In: Hagemeier W. J. M., Blair M. J. (eds.): The EBCC 
Atlas of European Breeding Birds. Their Distribution 
and Abundance. – T & A D Poyser, London.

Lorenz A. W., Jähnig S. C., Hering D. (2009): Re-
meandering German lowland streams: qualitative 
and quantitative effects of restoration measures 
on hydromorphology and macroinvertebrates.  – 
Environmental Management 44 (4): 745–754.

Mason C. F., Lyczynski F. (1980): Breeding biology of 
the Pied and Yellow Wagtails.  – Bird Study 27 (1): 
1–10.

Maumary L., Vallotton L., Knaus P. (2007): Die Vögel 
der Schweiz. – Schweizerische Vogelwarte, Sempach 
& Nos Oiseaux, Montmollin.

Metzner J. (2002): Die Bestandsentwicklung des 
Flussuferläufers Actitis hypoleucos am Obermain 
nach Renaturierung und Einwirkungen von 
Hochwasserprozessen. – Ornithologischer Anzeiger 
41 (1): 41–49.

Mikuska T., Grlica D. I. (2013): Istraživanje bregunice 
(Riparia riparia), kulika sljepčića (Charadrius 
dubius) na rijeci Savi od Zagreba do Stare Gradiške. 
Konačno izvješće.  – Hrvatsko društvo za zaštitu 
ptica i prirode, Osijek.

Morgan R., Glue D. (1977): Breeding, Mortality and 
Movements of Kingfishers. – Bird Study 24 (1): 15–
24.

Noble D., Everard M., Joys A. (2008): Development 
of wild bird indicators for freshwater wetlands and 
waterways: provisional indicators. BTO Research 
Report No. 498. – British Trust for Ornithology & 
Environment Agency, Thetford.

Palmer M. A., Allan J. D., Meyer J., Bernhardt E. S. 
(2007): River restoration in the twenty-first century: 
data and experiential knowledge to inform future 
efforts. – Restoration Ecology 15 (3): 472–481.

Pannekoek J., Van Strien A. J. (2005): TRIM 3 Manual 
(Trends & Indices for Monitoring Data). – Statistics 
Netherlands, Voorburg.

Pannekoek J., Van Strien A. J., Gmelig Meyling 
A.. (2006): TRIM 3.51.  – Statistics Netherlands. 
[http://www.ebcc.info/trim.html], 07/11/2017.

Pedroli B., de Blust G., van Looy K., van Rooij 
S. (2002): Setting targets in strategies for river 
restoration. – Landscape Ecology 17 (Suppl. 1): 5–18.

Petutschnig W. (2004): Der Flussuferläufer 
(Actitis hypoleucos L.) in Kärnten.  – Kärntner 
Naturschutzberichte 9: 5–13.



113

Petutschnig W. (2006a): Flussregenpfeifer 
Charadrius dubius. pp. 136–137 In: Feldner J., 
Rass P., Petutschnig W., Wagner S., Malle 
G., Buschenreiter R. K., Wiedner P., Probst 
R.: Avifauna Kärntens. Bd. 1. Die Brutvögel.  – 
Naturwissenschaftlicher Verein für Kärnten, 
Klagenfurt.

Petutschnig W. (2006b): Flussuferläufer Actitis 
hypoleucos. pp. 144–145 In: Feldner J., Rass 
P., Petutschnig W., Wagner S., Malle G., 
Buschenreiter R. K., Wiedner P., Probst 
R.: Avifauna Kärntens. Bd. 1. Die Brutvögel.  – 
Naturwissenschaftlicher Verein für Kärnten, 
Klagenfurt.

Pearce-Higgins J. W., Yalden D. W., Dougall T. W., 
Beale C. M. (2009): Does climate change explain 
the decline of a trans-Saharan Afro-Palaearctic 
migrant? – Oecologia 159 (3): 649–659.

Ponebšek J., Ponebšek B. (1934): Gnezdilci Slovenije. – 
I. Izvestje Ornitološkega observatorija v Ljubljani 
1926–1933: 37–60.

Reeder D., Mohl A., Schneider-Jacoby M., 
Stumberger B. (2006): 11. The protection of the 
Drava-Mura wetlands. pp. 110–120 In: Terry A., 
Ullrich K., & Riecken U. (eds.): The green belt of 
Europe: from vision to reality. – IUCN, Gland.

Reich M. (1994): Kies- und schotterreiche 
Wildflußlandschaften  – primäre Lebensräume des 
Flußregenpfeifers (Charadrius dubius).  – Vogel und 
Umwelt 8 (1/2): 43–52.

Ringert J. (2015): Flussuferläufer Actitis hypoleucos. pp. 
411–412 In: Albegger E., Samwald O., Pfeifhofer 
H. W., Zinko S., Ringert J., Kolleritsch P., 
Tiefenbach M., Neger C., Feldner J., Brandner J., 
Samwald F., Stani W. (2015): Avifauna Steiermark. 
Die Vögel der Steiermark.  – Birdlife Österreich - 
Landesgruppe Steiermark, Leykam Buchverlags Ges. 
m. b. H. Nfg. & Co. KG, Graz.

Rohde S., Kienast F., Bürgi M. (2004): Assessing the 
restoration success of river widenings: a landscape 
approach.  – Environmental Management 34 (4): 
574–589.

Sackl P. (1997): Eisvogel Alcedo atthis. pp. 182–183 In: 
Sackl P., Samwald O. (eds.): Atlas der Brutvögel der 
Steiermark.  – BirdLife Österreich-Landesgruppe 
Steiermark & Steiermärkisches Landesmuseum 
Joanneum, Graz.

Samwald O., Stani W., Zinko S. (2015): 
Flussregenpfeifer Charadrius dubius. pp. 361–363 
In: Albegger E., Samwald O., Pfeifhofer H. W., 
Zinko S., Ringert, J., Kolleritsch P., Tiefenbach 
M., Neger C., Feldner, J., Brandner J., Samwald 
F., Stani W. (2015): Avifauna Steiermark. Die Vögel 
der Steiermark. – Birdlife Österreich - Landesgruppe 
Steiermark, Leykam Buchverlags Ges. m. b. H. Nfg. 
& Co. KG, Graz.

Schmid H., Bonnard L., Hausammann A., Sierro 
A. (2010): Aktionsplan Flussuferläufer Schweiz. 
Artenförderung Vögel Schweiz.  – Bundesamt für 
Umwelt, Schweizerische Vogelwarte, Schweizer 
Vogelschutz SVS/BirdLife Schweiz, Bern, Sempach 
& Zürich.

Schmidt M., Bandacu D., Bogdea L., Bozhinova 
S., Costea G., Gáborik A., Grlica I. D., Hima 
V., Kiss G., Koev V., Kovarik A., Melišková M., 
Milenkovic- Srbulovic M., Parrag T., Petrova 
V., Raluca A., Rožac V., Šakić R., Schneider T., 
Surovec P., Tatai S., Tóth B., Tucakov M., Vasić I., 
Frank G. (2015): Riparian bird species (Little Ringed 
Plover, Sand Martin) as indicators for river dynamics 
and morphology. pp. 72–79 In: Liška I., Wagner F., 
Sengl M., Deutsch K., Slobodník J. (eds.): Joint 
Danube Survey 3. A Comprehensive Analysis of 
Danube Water Quality.  – ICPDR  – International 
Commission for the Protection of the Danube River, 
Vienna.

Schmidt M. (2016): Ergebnisse der Erhebung der 
Kiesbrüterbestände (Flussregenpfeifer Charadrius 
dubius & Flussuferläufer Actitis hypoleucos) 
im Nationalpark Donau-Auen im Jahr 2015. 
Kurzbericht. – BirdLife Österreich, Wien.

Schmidt M., Zuna-Kratky T. (2009): 
Bestandsentwicklungen und limitierende Faktoren 
für ausgewählte flussgebundene Vogelarten 
in den March-Thaya-Auen (Flussuferläufer, 
Flussregenpfeifer und Eisvogel).  – BirdLife 
Österreich, Wien.

Schödl M. (2006): Bestandsentwicklung und 
Bruterfolg des Flussuferläufers Actitis hypoleucos 
an bayerischen Flüssen sowie Auswirkungen von 
Schutzmassnahmen. – Ornithologischer Beobachter 
103 (3): 197–206.

Silverman B. W. (1986): Density Estimation for 
Statistics and Data Analysis. – Chapman and Hall, 
New York.

Sommerwerk N., Baumgartner C., Bloesch J., Hein 
T., Ostojić A., Paunović M., Schneider-Jacoby 
M., Siber R., Tockner, K. (2009): The Danube River 
Basin. pp. 59–112 In: Tockner K., Robinson C. T., 
Uehlinger U. (eds.): Rivers of Europe.  – Elsevier, 
London.

Sovinc A. (1995): Hidrološke značilnosti reke Drave. – 
Acrocephalus 16 (68/69/70): 45–57.

Straka O., Grim T. (2007): Nest site selection in the 
Kingfisher (Alcedo atthis). – Sylvia 43: 109–122.

Szép T., Szabó D. Z., Vallner J. (2003): Integrated 
population monitoring of Sand Martin Riparia 
riparia  – an opportunity to monitor the effects of 
environmental disasters along the River Tisza.  – 
Ornis Hungarica 12/13: 169–182.



114

Šehič D., Šehić D., Šehić M. (2010): Geografski atlas 
Slovenije.  – Geodetska uprava Republike Slovenije, 
Geološki zavod Slovenije & DZS, Ljubljana.

Šmon M. (2000): Drava, vir električne energije. pp. 
370–425 In: Macuh P. (ed.): Drava nekoč in danes: 
Zemljepisne, zgodovinske in etnološke značilnosti 
sveta ob Dravi; splavarstvo in energetika. – Založba 
obzorja, Maribor.

Štumberger B. (2000): Reka Drava. pp. 149–159 In: 
Polak S. (ed.): Mednarodno pomembna območja 
za ptice v Sloveniji. Important Bird Areas (IBA) 
in Slovenia. Monografija DOPPS št. 1.  – DOPPS, 
Ljubljana.

Theiss N., Franz D. (1992): Zur Bestandsentwicklung 
des Flußuferläufers Actitis hypoleucos im Oberen 
Maintal von 1981 bis 1991  – Ornithologischer 
Anzeiger 31 (1/2): 43–49.

Tockner K., Stanford J. A. (2002): Riverine 
flood plains: present state and future trends.  – 
Environmental Conservation 29 (3): 308–330.

Tockner K., Uehlinger U., Robinson C. T., Tonolla 
D., Siber R., Peter F. D. (2009): Introduction 
to European rivers. pp. 1–21 In: Tockner K., 
Robinson C. T., Uehlinger U. (eds.): Rivers of 
Europe. – Elsevier, London.

Tome D., Sovinc A., Trontelj P. (2005): Ptice 
Ljubljanskega barja. Monografija DOPPS št. 3.  – 
DOPPS, Ljubljana.

Uhl H., Weissmair W. (2012): Artenschutzprojekt 
Flussuferläufer (Actitis hypoleucos) in Oberösterreich 
2010 mit Anmerkungen zum Flussregenpfeifer 
(Charadrius dubius). – Vogelkundliche Nachrichten 
aus Oberösterreich, Naturschutz aktuell 20 (1/2): 
93–122.

Van Vessem J., Hecker N., Tucker G. M. (1997): 
Inland wetlands. pp. 125–158 In: Tucker G. M., 
Evans M. I. (eds.): Habitats for birds in Europe: a 
conservation strategy for the wider environment. 
BirdLife Conservation Series No. 6.  – BirdLife 
International, Cambridge.

Ward J. V. (1998): Riverine landscapes: biodiversity 
patterns, disturbance regimes, and aquatic 
conservation.  – Biological Conservation 83 (3): 
269–278.

Ward J. V., Tockner K., Arscott D. B., Claret C. 
(2002): Riverine landscape diversity.  – Freshwater 
Biology 47 (4): 517–539.

Weggler M., Schwarzenbach Y., Widmer M. 
(2015): Stabiler Lokalbestand und langjährig 
benutzte Brutplätze beim Eisvogel Alcedo atthis am 
Hochrhein. – Ornithologischer Beobachter 112 (4): 
251–258.

Westermann K., Westermann S. (1998): Der 
Brutbestand des Eisvogels (Alcedo atthis) in 
den Jahren 1990 bis 1996 in der südbadischen 

Rheinniederung. – Naturschutz Südlicher Oberrhein 
2: 261–269.

Yalden D. W., Holland P. K. (1993): Census-
efficiency for breeding Common Sandpipers Actitis 
hypoleucos. – Wader Study Group Bulletin 71: 35–38.

Zeigler S. L., Catlin D. H., Bomberger Brown M., 
Fraser J. D., Dinan L. R., Hunt K. L., Jorgensen J. 
G., Karpanty S. M. (2017): Effects of climate change 
and anthropogenic modification on a disturbance-
dependent species in a large riverine system. – 
Ecosphere 8 (1): e01653.

Zintl H. (1988): Zur Bestandsentwicklung von 
Flußseeschwalbe (Sterna hirundo), Flußregenpfeifer 
(Charadrius dubius), Flußuferläufer (Actitis 
hypoleucos) und Gänsesäger (Mergus merganser) 
an der Isar vom Sylvensteinsee bis zur Loisach-
Mündung. – Egretta 31 (1/2): 83–97.

ZRSVN (2006): Osnutek integralnega načrta 
upravljanja območja reke Drave.  – Program Phare 
čezmejnega sodelovanja Slovenija–Avstrija 2003. 
Čezmejno ohranjanje biotske raznovrstnosti in 
trajnostni razvoj SI.2003/004-939-01. Trajnostno 
upravljanje območja reke Drave. Pogodba št. 
7174201-01-01-0011.

Prispelo / Arrived: 19. 12. 2017
Sprejeto / Accepted: 20. 1. 2018



115

Acrocephalus 38 (174/175): 85–126, 2017

APPENDIX 1 / DODATEK 1

Breeding habitat of Little Ringed Plover Charadrius dubius in studied area of the Drava River. Presented here is the 
entire range of nest sites selected by the species in the study area, from completely bare shingle, varying among sites 
in sediment grain size and surface area (a–e) to gravel bars overgrowing with herbaceous and early stages of woody 
vegetation (f–l). In all cases, the actually occupied nest sites with confirmed breeding (nests found) are depicted. 
Photos: T. Basle (b), L. Božič (a, c–l)

Gnezditveni habitat malega deževnika Charadrius dubius na raziskovanem območju reke Drave. Predstavljen je 
celoten razpon gnezdišč, ki jih na območju raziskave izbira vrsta, od popolnoma golega proda, ki se med območji 
razlikuje v velikosti zrn sedimenta in površini (a–e), do prodišč, zaraščajočih se z zelmi in zgodnjimi fazami lesne 
vegetacije (f–l). V vseh primerih so prikazana dejansko zasedena gnezdišča s potrjenim gnezdenjem (najdena 
gnezda). Foto: T. Basle (b), L. Božič (a, c–l)
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Nadaljevanje dodatka 1 / Continuation of Appendix 1
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APPENDIX 2 / DODATEK 2

Breeding habitat of Common Sandpiper Actitis hypoleucos in studied area of the Drava River. Presented are different 
nest sites of the species on the study area, from mostly unvegetated gravel bars (a-c) to areas with predominant 
dense herbaceous vegetation (d-f). On the former sites, nests are situated next to solitary herbs or under stranded 
large woody debris, while on the latter sites they are placed along edges, close to more open areas. In all cases, the 
actually occupied nest sites with confirmed breeding (nests found) are depicted. Photos: L. Božič

Gnezditveni habitat malega martinca Actitis hypoleucos na raziskovanem območju reke Drave. Predstavljena so 
različna gnezdišča vrste na območju raziskave, od večinoma neporaslih prodišč (a-c) do območij s prevladujočo 
gosto zarastjo zeli (d-f). Na prvih gnezda ležijo ob posameznih zelnatih rastlinah ali pod naplavljenimi debli, medtem 
ko so na slednjih nameščena vzdolž robov, v bližini bolj odprtih predelov. V vseh primerih so prikazana dejansko 
zasedena gnezdišča s potrjenim gnezdenjem (najdena gnezda). Foto: L. Božič

(a)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

(b)
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Kingfisher Alcedo atthis nest sites in studied area of the Drava River: (a) long natural section of concave river 
bank, (b) freshly eroded river bank with exposed vertical surface of suitable alluvial soil, (c) partly overgrown high 
river bank, (d) river bank with rather thin layer of suitable soil, (e) river bank completely obscured by overhanging 
vegetation, (f) the longest occupied nest site in the study area formed by bank erosion at location of damaged old 
rock riprap, (g) mouth area of small stream, (h) nest hole excavated low above water in a small suitable surface of a 
stream mouth, (i) river terrace edge 15 m above the river, (j) unusual nest site in a sloping edge of river island with 
nest hole only 30 cm above water. Photos: L. Božič (a–e, g–j), D. Denac (f)

Gnezdišča vodomca Alcedo atthis na raziskovanem območju reke Drave: (2) dolg naraven odsek zunanjega rečnega 
brega, (b) sveže erodiran rečni breg z izpostavljeno navpično površino, primerne obrečne prsti, (c) delno zaraščen 
visok rečni breg, (d) rečni breg z dokaj ozko plastjo ustrezne prsti, (e) z visečo vegetacijo povsem zakrit rečni breg, 
(f) najdlje zasedeno gnezdišče, nastalo z erozijo brega na mestu, kjer je bil poškodovan star kamnomet, (g) območje 
ustja majhnega potoka, (h) gnezdilni rov, izkopan nizko nad vodo v majhni primerni površini ustja potoka, (i) ježa 
rečne terase 15 m nad reko, (j) neobičajno gnezdišče v poševnem robu rečnega otoka z gnezdilnim rovom le 30 cm 
nad vodo. Foto: L. Božič (a–e, g–j), D. Denac (f)

(a)

(c)

(b)

(d)

L. Božič, D. Denac: Population dynamics of five riverbed breeding bird species on the lower Drava River, NE Slovenia
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The Sand Martin Riparia riparia colonies in specially prepared natural banks in the Drava riverbed: (a) nest holes 
at location on the upper part of the study area managed between 2012 and 2016 (occupied in 2012–2015), 
(b) section of nesting wall on the lower part of the study area where management was carried out in the 2014–
2017 period (occupied since 2016), (c) view of the entire stretch of natural river bank with the Sand Martin nest sites 
on the upper part of the study area at the beginning of breeding season. Photos: L. Božič

Kolonije breguljk Riparia riparia v posebej pripravljenih naravnih bregovih v strugi reke Drave: (a) gnezdilni rovi na 
lokaciji na zgornjem delu območja raziskave z upravljanjem med letoma 2012 in 2016 (zasedena 2012–2015), 
(b) odsek gnezdilne stene na spodnjem delu območja raziskave, kjer je upravljanje potekalo v obdobju 2014–2017 
(zasedena od 2016), (c) pogled na celotno dolžino naravnega rečnega brega z gnezdišči breguljke na zgornjem delu 
v začetku gnezditvene sezone. Foto: L. Božič

(a)

(c)

(b)

L. Božič, D. Denac: Population dynamics of five riverbed breeding bird species on the lower Drava River, NE Slovenia
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The White Wagtail Motacilla alba nest sites in the study area of the Drava River: (a, b) tuft of herbaceous plants 
on partly overgrown part of the gravel bar, (c) rather open shingle area with nest unconcealed from above, (d) root 
system of large tree stranded on gravel bar, (e) natural river bank, (f) crevice between boulders in rock riprap. In all 
cases, the actually occupied nest sites with confirmed breeding are depicted. Photos: L. Božič

Gnezdišča bele pastirice Motacilla alba na raziskovanem območju reke Drave: (a, b) šop zelnatih rastlin na delno 
zaraščenem delu prodišča, (c) dokaj odprta prodnata površina, kjer gnezdo od zgoraj ni zakrito, (d) koreninski sistem 
velikega drevesa, naplavljenega na prodišču, (e) naravni rečni breg, (f) razpoka med skalami v kamnometu. V vseh 
primerih so prikazana dejansko zasedena gnezdišča s potrjenim gnezdenjem. Foto: L. Božič

(a)

(c)

(e)

(b)

(d)

(f)
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Gravel bar ID/ 
ID prodišča

Management period 1 / Obdobje upravljanja 1

Gravel bar ID/ 
ID prodišča

Management period 2 / Obdobje upravljanja 2

Initial situation / Začetna Final situation / Končna Initial situation / Začetna Final situation / Končna

CHADUB 
pairs / pari

ACTHYP 
pairs/ pari

Habitat 
(m2)

Year/ 
Leto

CHADUB 
pairs / pari

ACTHYP 
pairs/ pari

Habitat 
(m2)

Year/ 
Leto

CHADUB 
pairs / pari

ACTHYP 
pairs/ pari

Habitat 
(m2)

Year/ 
Leto

CHADUB 
pairs / pari

ACTHYP 
pairs/ pari

Habitat 
(m2)

Year/ 
Leto

0 1 0 7449 2013 2 0 39828 2014 0 1 1 6942 2016 2 0 7982 2017

401 0 0 6427 2013 1 1 7082 2014 401 1 0 1924 2016 1 1 4441 2017

402 0 0 0 2011 1 0 5838 2013 402 0 0 852 2016 1 1 22281 2017

601 0 0 308 2013 2 0 2092 2014 601 2 0 1248 2016 0 0 0 2017

602 0 0 0 2013 1 0 5764 2014 602 0 0 1135 2016 2 0 3767 2017

7 1 0 544 2011 3 0 12032 2014 7 2 0 298 2016 2 0 7945 2017

901 0 0 0 2013 1 0 2381 2014 901 1 0 754 2016 0 0 0 2017

132 0 0 1836 2013 2 0 9118 2014 132 2 0 2330 2016 0 0 320 2017

15 1 0 317 2011 0 0 8513 2013 15 0 0 1780 2016 0 0 0 2017

18 0 0 238 2011 1 0 12286 2013 18 1 0 7279 2016 2 0 4815 2017

27 0 0 1210 2014 0 0 4493 2015 27 0 0 4021 2016 0 0 0 2017

35 1 0 2540 2013 3 0 8958 2014 35 2 0 1350 2016 2 0 13516 2017

37 1 1 2617 2014 4 1 16639 2015 37 3 0 6981 2016 3 0 15264 2017

700 3 0 4020 2013 3 0 4016 2014 700 2 1 3737 2016 2 0 4574 2017

49 1 0 784 2014 1 0 5459 2015 49 0 0 1571 2016 0 0 671 2017

512 0 0 0 2013 2 1 3852 2014 512 0 0 176 2016 0 0 0 2017

6000 2 1 3807 2014 3 1 8081 2015 6000 2 1 5376 2016 2 1 5026 2017

76 1 0 3263 2013 9 2 12642 2014 76 7 2 7671 2016 7 3 15400 2017

3800 0 0 0 2013 0 0 403 2014 3800 0 0 0 2015 2 2 13487 2016

82 0 0 6910 2013 10 1 43279 2014 82 7 2 37274 2016 8 2 45715 2017

Total / Skupaj 12 2 42270 49 7 212756 Total / Skupaj 33 7 92699 36 10 165204

APPENDIX 6 / DODATEK 6

Number of the Little Ringed Plover Charadrius dubius and Common Sandpiper Actitis hypoleucos breeding pairs and 
surface area of suitable shingle habitat on all managed gravel bars in two periods, 2013–2015 and 2016–2017. 
Initial and final situations for each period and year of data are given. Bold font denotes sites with management 
carried out in a given period. Gravel bars 35 (Starše), 37 and 700 (Krčevina pri Vurbergu), 49 (Hajdoše), 6000 
(Dravci), 76 (Borl) and 82 (Mala vas) were managed within the LIVEDRAVA project.

Število gnezdečih parov malega deževnika Charadrius dubius in malega martinca Actitis hypoleucos ter površina 
primernega prodnatega habitata na vseh upravljanih prodiščih v dveh obdobjih, 2013–2015 in 2016–2017. Za 
vsako obdobje sta predstavljena začetna in končna situacija ter leto podatka. Krepka pisava označuje območja, na 
katerih je v določenem obdobju potekalo upravljanje. Na prodiščih 35 (Starše), 37 in 700 (Krčevina pri Vurbergu), 
49 (Hajdoše), 6000 (Dravci), 76 (Borl) in 82 (Mala vas) je bilo upravljanje opravljeno v okviru projekta LIVEDRAVA.
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Gravel bar ID/ 
ID prodišča

Management period 1 / Obdobje upravljanja 1

Gravel bar ID/ 
ID prodišča

Management period 2 / Obdobje upravljanja 2

Initial situation / Začetna Final situation / Končna Initial situation / Začetna Final situation / Končna

CHADUB 
pairs / pari

ACTHYP 
pairs/ pari

Habitat 
(m2)

Year/ 
Leto

CHADUB 
pairs / pari

ACTHYP 
pairs/ pari

Habitat 
(m2)

Year/ 
Leto

CHADUB 
pairs / pari

ACTHYP 
pairs/ pari

Habitat 
(m2)

Year/ 
Leto

CHADUB 
pairs / pari

ACTHYP 
pairs/ pari

Habitat 
(m2)

Year/ 
Leto

0 1 0 7449 2013 2 0 39828 2014 0 1 1 6942 2016 2 0 7982 2017

401 0 0 6427 2013 1 1 7082 2014 401 1 0 1924 2016 1 1 4441 2017

402 0 0 0 2011 1 0 5838 2013 402 0 0 852 2016 1 1 22281 2017

601 0 0 308 2013 2 0 2092 2014 601 2 0 1248 2016 0 0 0 2017

602 0 0 0 2013 1 0 5764 2014 602 0 0 1135 2016 2 0 3767 2017

7 1 0 544 2011 3 0 12032 2014 7 2 0 298 2016 2 0 7945 2017

901 0 0 0 2013 1 0 2381 2014 901 1 0 754 2016 0 0 0 2017

132 0 0 1836 2013 2 0 9118 2014 132 2 0 2330 2016 0 0 320 2017

15 1 0 317 2011 0 0 8513 2013 15 0 0 1780 2016 0 0 0 2017

18 0 0 238 2011 1 0 12286 2013 18 1 0 7279 2016 2 0 4815 2017

27 0 0 1210 2014 0 0 4493 2015 27 0 0 4021 2016 0 0 0 2017

35 1 0 2540 2013 3 0 8958 2014 35 2 0 1350 2016 2 0 13516 2017

37 1 1 2617 2014 4 1 16639 2015 37 3 0 6981 2016 3 0 15264 2017

700 3 0 4020 2013 3 0 4016 2014 700 2 1 3737 2016 2 0 4574 2017

49 1 0 784 2014 1 0 5459 2015 49 0 0 1571 2016 0 0 671 2017

512 0 0 0 2013 2 1 3852 2014 512 0 0 176 2016 0 0 0 2017

6000 2 1 3807 2014 3 1 8081 2015 6000 2 1 5376 2016 2 1 5026 2017

76 1 0 3263 2013 9 2 12642 2014 76 7 2 7671 2016 7 3 15400 2017

3800 0 0 0 2013 0 0 403 2014 3800 0 0 0 2015 2 2 13487 2016

82 0 0 6910 2013 10 1 43279 2014 82 7 2 37274 2016 8 2 45715 2017

Total / Skupaj 12 2 42270 49 7 212756 Total / Skupaj 33 7 92699 36 10 165204

Acrocephalus 38 (174/175): 85–126, 2017
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APPENDIX 7 / DODATEK 7

Development of habitats on one of the most important gravel bars in studied area of the Drava River at Borl (ID 
No. 76, 46.37°N, 16.00°E) throughout the two management periods (all photos taken from bridge above the 
uppermost tip of the gravel bar at usual discharge except where noted): (a) situation before the start of management 
1 – lower two thirds are completely overgrown with trees and bushes, 29 Aug 2013, (b) view after the conclusion of 
management 1, carried out in late Sep–first half of Oct, and several following high water events with max discharge 
580 m3/s, 12 Dec 2013, (c) the first breeding season after management 1, 29 May 2014, (d) autumn aspect 
after several high water events with max discharge 1063 m3/s, 13 Oct 2014, (e) the second breeding season after 
management 1, 7 Jun 2015, (f) autumn situation without preceding large discharges, 8 Oct 2015, (g) almost 
completely submerged gravel bar at c. 320 m3/s, 15 Oct 2015, (h) the third breeding season after management 1, 
26 May 2016, (i) late autumn situation without preceding large discharges, just prior to the start of management 
2, 15 Nov 2016, (j) gravel bar immediately after conclusion of management 2 that was not followed by any 
large discharge during the corresponding non-breeding period, 29 Nov 2016, (k) the first breeding season after 
management 2, 4 Jun 2017; series of available aerial photographs (orthophotos): (l) situation before the extreme 
2012 flood and the start of management, 30 Apr 2010, (m) during the first breeding season after management 1, 
20 May 2014, and (n) during the third breeding season after management 1, 21 Apr 2016; photos: A. Koren (a, b), 
L. Božič (c–k), The Surveying and Mapping Authority of the Republic of Slovenia (l–n).

Razvoj habitatov na enem izmed najpomembnejših prodišč na raziskovanem območju reke Drave pri Borlu (ID 
št. 76, 46.37°N, 16.00°E) v času dveh obdobij upravljanja (vse fotografije so bile narejene z mosta nad zgornjim 
koncem prodišča pri običajnih pretokih, razen kjer je navedeno drugače): (a) situacija pred začetkom upravljanja 1 – 
spodnji dve tretjini sta v celoti zaraščeni z drevesi in grmovjem, 29. 8. 2013, (b) pogled po zaključku upravljanja 1, 
opravljenega med koncem septembra in prvo polovico oktobra, in več sledečih visokovodnih dogodkih z največjim 
pretokom 580 m3/s, 12. 12. 2013, (c) prva gnezditvena sezona po upravljanju 1, 29. 5. 2014, (d) jesenski vidik 
po več visokovodnih dogodkih z največjim pretokom 1063 m3/s, 13. 10. 2014, (e) druga gnezditvena sezona po 
upravljanju 1, 7. 6. 2015, (f) jesenska situacija brez predhodnih velikih pretokov, 8. 10. 2015, (g) skoraj v celoti 
potopljeno prodišče pri c. 320 m3/s, 15. 10. 2015, (h) tretja gnezditvena sezona po upravljanju 1, 26. 5. 2016, (i) 
poznojesenska situacija brez predhodnih velikih pretokov, tik pred začetkom upravljanja 2, 15. 11. 2016, (j) prodišče 
takoj po zaključku upravljanja 2, ki mu v pripadajočem negnezditvenem obdobju ni sledil noben velik pretok, 29. 
11. 2016, (k) prva gnezditvena sezona po upravljanju 2, 4. 6. 2017; serija razpoložljivih aerofotografij (ortofotov): (l) 
situacija pred ekstremno poplavo leta 2012 in začetkom upravljanja, 30. 4. 2010, (m) med prvo gnezditveno sezono 
po upravljanju 1, 20. 5. 2014, (n) med tretjo gnezditveno sezono po upravljanju 1, 21. 4. 2016; foto: A. Koren (a, b), 
L. Božič (c–k), Geodetska uprava Republike Slovenije (l–n).

(a) (b)

L. Božič, D. Denac: Population dynamics of five riverbed breeding bird species on the lower Drava River, NE Slovenia
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