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Effects of an introduced, novel prey on diet and reproduction
in the diet-specialist European Starling (Sturnus vulgaris)
T.D. Williams, A. Cornell, C. Gillespie, A. Hura, and M. Serota

Abstract: Diet specialization has important consequences for how individuals or species deal with environmental change that
causes changes in availability of prey species. We took advantage of a “natural experiment” — establishment of a commercial
insect farm — that introduced a novel prey item, black soldier flies (Hermetia illucens (Linnaeus, 1758)), to the diet-specialist
European Starling (Sturnus vulgaris Linnaeus, 1758). We investigated evidence for individual diet specialization (IDS) and the
consequences of diet specialization and exploitation of novel prey on breeding productivity. In all 4 years of our study, tipulid
larvae were the most common prey item. Soldier flies were not recorded in diets in 2013–2014; however, coincident with the
establishment of the commercial insect farming operation, they comprised 22% and 30% of all prey items in the diets of European
Starling females and males, respectively, in 2015. There was marked individual variation in use of soldier flies (4%–48% and
2%–70% in females and males, respectively), but we found little evidence of dichotomous IDS, i.e., where only some individuals
have a specialized diet. We found no evidence for negative effects of use of soldier flies on breeding productivity: brood size at
fledging and chick quality (mass, tarsus length) were independent of the number and proportion (%) of soldier flies returned to
the nest.

Key words: insect farming, European Starlings, diet specialization, tipulid, Hermetia illucens, breeding productivity, specialist–generalist.

Résumé : La spécialisation du régime alimentaire à d’importantes conséquences pour la manière dont les individus ou les
espèces réagissent aux changements environnementaux qui modifient la disponibilité d’espèces de proies. Nous avons tiré profit
d’une « expérience naturelle », l’établissement d’une ferme à insectes commerciale, qui introduisait une nouvelle proie, la
mouche soldat noire (Hermetia illucens (Linnaeus, 1758)), pour l’étourneau sansonnet (Sturnus vulgaris Linnaeus, 1758), une espèce
dont le régime alimentaire est spécialisé. Nous avons examiné les indices de spécialisation du régime alimentaire individuel (IDS)
et les conséquences de la spécialisation du régime alimentaire et de l’exploitation de nouvelles proies sur la productivité
reproductrice. Pour toutes les 4 années de l’étude, les larves de tipules constituaient les proies les plus fréquentes. Des mouches
soldats n’ont pas été observées dans les régimes alimentaires en 2013–2014; cependant à la suite de l’établissement de la ferme
à insectes commerciale, elles représentaient 22 % et 30 % de toutes les proies individuelles chez les femelles et les mâles,
respectivement, en 2015. Une variation marquée entre individus de l’utilisation de mouches soldats (4 % – 48 % et 2 % – 70 % chez
les femelles et les mâles, respectivement) a été notée, mais peu d’indices d’IDS dichotome, c’est-à-dire une situation dans laquelle
seuls certains individus ont un régime alimentaire spécialisé. Nous n’avons noté aucun indice d’effets négatifs de l’utilisation de
mouches soldats sur la productivité reproductrice; la taille des couvées au moment de l’envol du nid et la qualité des oisillons
(masse, longueur du tarse) étaient indépendantes du nombre et de la proportion (%) de mouches soldats rapportées au nid.
[Traduit par la Rédaction]

Mots-clés : culture d’insectes, étourneau sansonnet, spécialisation du régime alimentaire, tipule, Hermetia illucens, productivité
reproductrice, spécialiste–généraliste.

Introduction
Ecological specialization is a key concept in ecology and evolu-

tionary biology and the question of what governs the dietary
niche of an animal has long been a central focus of community
ecology (Futuyma and Moreno 1988; Devictor et al. 2010). In rela-
tion to foraging and diet selection, a long-standing dichotomy has
been between generalists, which eat a diverse array of foods, and
specialists, which eat only a narrow range of available foods, al-
though these are now generally acknowledged to be ends of a
continuum especially among species or among environments
(Shipley et al. 2009; Sherry 2016). Bolnick et al. (2003) also chal-

lenged the idea of the traditional generalist–specialist dichotomy
by highlighting the fact that individuals within the same species
can often have different niche preferences even in the same envi-
ronment, i.e., they can show individual diet specialization (IDS).
Individuals in a single population might express different diet
preferences due to genetic differences (e.g., sexually dimorphic
morphological feeding adaptations) or because of variation in
learned behaviours. Bolnick et al. (2003) summarized a gradient
of diet specialization that characterizes the overlap among indi-
viduals within populations: (i) totally overlapping diets (pure
generalists), (ii) partially overlapping diets (functional special-
ists), and (iii) non-overlapping diets (pure specialists). More re-
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cently, Pagani-Nunez et al. (2016) proposed that generalists can be
divided into (i) facultative generalists, which are able to develop
new dietary specializations, and (ii) obligate generalists, which
also forage in a broad variety of prey but are unable to develop
new dietary specialization.

It has been suggested that the specialist–generalist continuum
can also have conservation implications (Bolnick et al. 2003), with
diet specialization predicting how individuals or species might
deal with environmental changes that might cause changes in
availability of prey species (Devictor et al. 2008; Ducatez et al.
2015). In general, a specialist will be most effective in a stable
environment by choosing a specific diet that allows it to co-exist
with, or outcompete, other species, but will be less effective in a
changing environment where it’s preferred prey might vary in
availability. Although there are many examples of specialist birds
that have gone extinct following human-induced changes to the
environment (Fitzpatrick and Rodewald, 2016), few examples
have been directly linked to changes in prey type. In contrast,
facultative generalists might be at an advantage when new prey
items appear on the foraging landscape owing to environmental
change if individuals can develop (and populations can evolve)
novel specializations to preferably exploit alternative resources
(Pagani-Nunez et al. 2016).

Although experimental studies have manipulated specific
learned behaviours, feeding innovations, and problem solving in
relation to foraging behaviour (e.g., Aplin et al. 2015; Lefebvre
et al. 2016), it is challenging to manipulate the diet of a species on a
landscape scale. Here we take advantage of a “natural experiment” —
the establishment of a commercial insect farming operation
(http://www.enterrafeed.com) — where a novel prey item, black
soldier flies (Hermetia illucens (Linnaeus, 1758); henceforth soldier
flies unless otherwise specified), was suddenly introduced into the
breeding diet of European Starlings (Sturnus vulgaris Linnaeus, 1758).
Commercial insect farms represent another example of human-
induced change to the agricultural landscape that could affect
farmland- and grassland-dependent bird populations via changes
in prey availability (Dossey et al. 2016; Gahukar 2016; Stanton et al.
2018). During the breeding season, European Starlings are thought
to be diet specialists (see Discussion) adapted to mainly exploit a
single food type (tipulid or similar soil-dwelling larvae), and it has
been suggested that this could be a key factor in explaining the
patterns of population decline associated with habitat changes
that have occurred throughout the original range of the European
Starling (Heldbjerg et al. 2016). Our specific objectives were (i) to
describe the breeding diet of European Starlings in the 2 years
prior to and 2 years after the appearance of soldier flies; (ii) to
determine if there was IDS in terms of the extent of exploitation
of the novel soldier fly prey; and (iii) to determine the effect of diet
specialization (occurrence of tipulid larvae) and exploitation of
novel prey (occurrence of soldier flies) on breeding productivity.
We initially predicted that if European Starlings were true special-
ists, then they would not readily use an alternate, novel prey item
(soldier flies). However, given our results (see below) and given
that soldier flies are energetically less profitable (Bell 1990), we
predicted that (i) there would be IDS (sensu Bolnick et al. 2003),
i.e., only some individuals would use the new prey source, and
(ii) these individuals would have lower chick quality or breeding
productivity.

Materials and methods
Fieldwork was conducted between April and June 2013–2016 on

a nest box breeding population of European Starlings at Davistead
Dairy Farm, Langley, British Columbia, Canada (49.08°N, 122.37°W).
This site comprises �150 nest boxes mounted on posts and on
farm buildings surrounded by mixed agriculture and pasture,
with 70–80 boxes used by European Starlings each year. Each year
we follow the same basic field protocol (e.g., see Love and

Williams 2008; Fowler and Williams 2015; Williams et al. 2015):
nest boxes were checked daily from 1 April to late June, for first
and second broods, to determine laying date, egg size, clutch size,
and brood size at day 6 after hatching (during peak growth of
chicks), and again on day 17 shortly before fledging. We corrected
brood size at fledging for any chicks that were subsequently found
dead in the nest after fledging at day 21. We recorded body mass
(±0.01 g) and body size (tarsus length and wing length; ±0.1 mm) at
day 17 after hatching. We restrict our analysis to first broods be-
cause we obtained insufficient data for second broods, especially
for males, for robust analysis. All research was conducted under
Simon Fraser University Animal Care permits (Nos. 657B-96, 829B-
96, 1018B-96) following guidelines of the Canadian Council on
Animal Care and Environment and Climate Change Canada band-
ing permit (#10646).

Insect prey and diet data
We obtained information on breeding diets of European Star-

lings feeding chicks in three ways: (1) visual observations of birds
returning to the nest with food during our standard provisioning
observations; (2) from meals collected from returning adults; and
(3) video analysis of birds returning to the nest with food (the
latter in 2015–2016 only). We focused on four prey species that
comprise the main breeding diet of European Starlings (see Re-
sults): crane fly (Tipula paludosa Meigen, 1830) larvae, rat-tailed
maggots (Eristalis tenax (Linnaeus, 1758)), earthworms (Lumbricus
terrestris Linnaeus, 1758), and (in 2015–2016) black soldier flies.
Black soldier fly occurrence and availability was related to the
establishment of a commercial insect farming operation 0.5 km
from the centre of our long-term study area, directly adjacent to
nest box and natural foraging areas used by European Starlings
(the insect farm produces sustainably grown products such as
high-protein meal and fertilizer from black soldier fly larvae;
http://www.enterrafeed.com).

Prey data were obtained opportunistically from visual observa-
tions during our standard 30 min behavioural (provisioning) ob-
servations conducted between 0900 and 1400 PST, 2–3 times
during days 6–8 and 12–14 after hatching (for details see Fowler
and Williams 2015). We pooled tipulid larvae and rat-tailed mag-
gots as soil larvae, because these could often not be reliable dis-
tinguished, and we analysed presence or absence of each prey
item (1 or 0) per meal. We collected actual prey from meals
brought back to the nest in two ways: (1) neck collaring of chicks
(Wright et al. 1998) and (2) nest box trapping of adults using Van
Ert traps (Van Ert Enterprises, Leon, Iowa, USA), where adults
would typically drop food on the side of the nest when the trap
was triggered; both methods were used between 9 and 12 days
after hatching.

In 2015 and 2016 only, we obtained diet data from video obser-
vations (JVC GZ-R70 Quad Proof HD Camcorder). Nest boxes were
videoed for a minimum 30 min on 2–3 different days between
days 6–8 and 12–14 after hatching between 0900 and 1400 PST
(matching up with visual provisioning observations). Videos were
analyzed using VLC Media Player, which allows for pausing or
slowing down video playback. Only 30 min of the video were
analyzed and the first 5 min were excluded to minimize the ef-
fects of disturbance at the nest. For each nest visit by parent birds,
we recorded the load size (number of prey) and type of prey. Sex of
the provisioning bird was determined by presence of metal or
color bands on females. All females were fitted with a radio trans-
mitter (Lotek digitally coded nanotag NTQB-4-2; 2.2 g including
leg-loop harness) and some females were wing-clipped by removal
of their 2nd, 5th, and 8th primary feathers (as part of another
study on experimental manipulation of activity and costs of re-
production; see Results).

All data were analyzed using SAS version 9.4 (SAS Institute, Inc.
2013). Values are presented as means ± SE (unless otherwise
stated), with significance at P < 0.05 (unless otherwise stated).
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Results

Annual variation in diet from visual observations and meal
collection

Data were available for n = 282 meals identified from visual
observations during first broods (2013: n = 52; 2014: n = 102; 2015:
n = 91; 2016: n = 37). Soil larvae (tipulid larvae + rat-tailed maggots)
were the most common prey item being present in >78% of ob-
served meals (i.e., single nest visits) in all 4 years (Figs. 1a and 1b; no
significant difference among years, ��3�

2 = 5.25, P = 0.15). No soldier
flies were recorded in 2013 or 2014, but these were observed in
6.6% and 13.5% of visually observed meals in 2015 and 2016, respec-
tively (��3�

2 = 17.1, P < 0.001; Fig. 1a).
Data were available for n = 104 meals collected by neck collaring

of chicks and trapping adults during first broods (2013: n = 10;
2014: n = 40; 2015: n = 18; 2016: n = 36). Tipulid larvae were the most
common prey item in these meals, but percent presence varied
among years: tipulid larvae were present in 80% of meals in 2013
and 2014, but only 50.0% and 55.6% of meals in 2015 and 2016,
respectively (��3�

2 = 8.21, P = 0.041; Fig. 1b). No soldier flies were
recorded in 2013 or 2014, but these were present in 38.9% and
25.0% of meals in 2015 and 2016, respectively (��3�

2 = 19.3, P < 0.001;
Fig. 1b). We identified n = 255 individual prey items from the 104
collected meals (mean = 2.5 prey items/meal; range = 1–11 prey
items/mean). Black soldier flies made up 54.7% and 24.5% of all
prey items identified in collected meals in 2015 and 2016, respec-
tively. Rat-tailed maggots were present in 12.5% of all meals over-
all, but they were most common in 2016 (25%) (��3�

2 = 8.05, P = 0.05;
Fig. 1b). Worms were present in 23% of all meals (not different
among years, P > 0.50). Mean (±SD) wet mass of the different prey
items was as follows — tipulid larvae: 25.2 ± 2.0 mg (n = 96);
rat-tailed maggots: 22.0 ± 7.3 mg (n = 24); black soldier flies: 6.0 ±
2.0 mg (n = 59).

Variation in diet from video analysis
Data were obtained for n = 1388 individual meals from video

analysis of which n = 1335 were single prey type meals and only
45 (3.3%) were multiple prey type meals. For the latter, only one
meal contained three different prey types and most meals in-
cluded tipulid larvae + rat-tailed maggots (n = 22, 49%) or tipulid
larvae + soldier flies (n = 14, 31%). For simplicity, we restricted
subsequent analyses to single prey type meals (96.4% of all re-
corded meals) representing 2648 individual prey items, n = 2033
prey from females and n = 615 prey from males.

Overall, there was a significant difference in the frequency of
main prey items in relation to treatment. Wing-clipped females
brought back fewer tipulid larvae (65.4% vs. 73.3%) and more sol-
dier flies (15.1% vs. 12.1%) and rat-tailed maggots (18.1% vs. 13.3%)
than females with radios only (��4�

2 = 16.3, P = 0.003). Male partners
of manipulated females showed the opposite pattern: males
mated to wing-clipped females brought back more tipulid larvae
(81.4% vs. 67.6%) and fewer soldier flies (12.7% vs. 26.3%) (��4�

2 = 19.2,
P < 0.001). However, there was no effect of treatment on provision-
ing rate (number of meals/30 min) for either sex (P > 0.40 in both
cases) or on breeding productivity (brood size at fledging, P > 0.30;
mean fledging mass, P > 0.70; or fledging tarsus length, P > 0.95).
Furthermore, individuals in both treatments were evenly distrib-
uted in terms of their rank order of frequency of soldier flies in the
diet (see Fig. 3). Therefore, for the purposes of this paper, we
pooled diet data across treatments for subsequent analysis.

Males contributed less to provisioning compared with females:
males accounted for only 21% of meals (283/1335) and 23% of total
prey items (615/2648) brought back to the nest (n = 36 nests over
2015–2016). For n = 6 nests, males were not recorded feeding
chicks. Mean (±SE) provisioning rate was 5.77 ± 0.38 meals/30 min
in females and 1.70 ± 0.34 meals/30 min in males (paired t[36] = 7.61,
P < 0.001).

In females, there was significant annual variation in diet com-
position of food brought back to the nest (��4�

2 = 412, P < 0.001;
Fig. 2a). Tipulid larvae were the most common prey item in both
2015 (76%) and 2016 (65%). However, soldier flies comprised 22% of
all prey items in 2015 but only 5% in 2016 and, conversely, rat-
tailed maggots were not recorded in the diet in 2015 but com-
prised 29% of prey in 2016. Males showed the same general pattern
of variation in diet: composition of food brought back to the nest
differed between years (��4�

2 = 110, P < 0.001; Fig. 2b). Tipulid larvae
were the most common prey in both years (67%–77%), but males
brought back a higher proportion of soldier flies in 2015 (30%)
than in 2016 (6%). Conversely, males brought back more rat-tailed
maggots in 2016 (16%) than in 2015 (0%).

There was marked individual variation in the percentage of
soldier flies in the food individual birds brought back to the nest
and this varied among years (Figs. 3a–3d). In 2015, every female
brought back at least some soldier flies (range = 4.2%–47.7%;
Fig. 3a), but in 2016, only 5/19 females had soldier flies in their diet
and the maximum percentage was lower (range = 1.9%–26.2%;
Fig. 3b). Again, males showed a similar pattern, with 9/15 males
bringing back soldier flies in 2015 (maximum = 71.4%; Fig. 3c) and
4/15 males in 2016 (maximum = 28.6%; Fig. 3d).

Relationship between diet composition and breeding
productivity

There was no difference in brood size at fledging for nests
where the female’s diet contained no soldier flies (3.9 ± 0.3 chicks)

Fig. 1. Annual variation in breeding diet of European Starlings
(Sturnus vulgaris) for 2013–2016 based on (a) visually observed meals
and (b) collected meals that highlight the occurrence of black soldier
flies (Hermetia illucens) in the diet in 2015 and 2016.
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compared with females whose diet contained soldier flies (3.7 ±
0.3 chicks; F[1,34] = 0.12, P > 0.90). Similarly, there was no difference
in chick fledging mass (71.8 ± 1.6 vs. 75.1 ± 1.3 g; F[1,34] = 2.58, P = 0.11)
or chick tarsus length (29.9 ± 0.4 vs. 30.4 ± 0.3 mm; F[1,33] = 1.13,
P > 0.25, controlling for chick mass) comparing females that did
not or did bring soldier flies back, respectively. Each of these
measures of breeding productivity were also independent of the
proportion (%) of soldier flies in food brought back to the nest by
females (n = 21, range = 1.9%–47.7% as above; P > 0.49 in all cases).

The number of chicks at fledging was positively related to the
mean number of tipulid larvae (F[1,34] = 6.05, P = 0.02; no treatment
effect or interaction, P > 0.50; Fig. 4a) but not the mean number of
soldier flies (P > 0.60; no treatment effect or interaction, P > 0.25;
Fig. 4b) returned to the nest/30 min by females. In contrast, chick
mass and chick tarsus length were independent of the number of
tipulid larvae or the number of soldier flies brought back to the
nest/30 min by females (P > 0.05 in all cases).

When we pooled male and female diet data for each nest and
analysed breeding productivity and chick quality in relation to
food brought back by both parents, brood size was positively re-
lated to combined mean number of tipulid larvae returned to the
nest/30 min (F[1,35] = 7.39, P = 0.011; no treatment effect or inter-
action, P > 0.50; Fig. 4c). In addition, there was also a significant
positive relationship between brood size at fledging and mean
number of soldier flies brought by both parents/30 min (F[1,21] =
10.02, P = 0.005; no treatment effect or interaction, P > 0.60;

Fig. 4d). Chick mass and chick tarsus length were independent of
both total number and proportion of tipulid larvae and soldier
flies in the combined diet (P > 0.10 in all cases) and brood size at
fledging was independent of the proportion of tipulid larvae or
soldier flies (P > 0.50 in both cases).

Discussion
As European Starlings are considered diet specialists, our initial

prediction was that they would not use soldier flies once the sol-
dier flies appeared on the foraging landscape. In contrast, Euro-
pean Starlings immediately started including soldier flies in their
diet in 2015, coincident with the establishment of the commercial
insect farming operation, and every individual female that we
sampled included soldier flies in their diet in 2015. There was
marked individual variation in use of soldier flies (4%–48% of food
items), but this variation was continuous and was consistent with
the dichotomous IDS. Use of soldier flies was also relatively tran-
sient with only 5/19 females using soldier flies in 2016 (most likely
due to better containment of the soldier flies at the commercial
facility; see below); this might suggest some level of individual
specialization (sensu Bolnick et al. 2003). However, despite quite
high and variable use of soldier flies, we found no effect of prey
type on chick quality and breeding productivity; breeding produc-
tivity was more dependent on the amount of food brought back to
the nest rather than the type of prey.

European Starlings are typically considered diet specialists dur-
ing the breeding season based largely on studies in their native
range. Soil-dwelling larvae are taken most frequently in pastures,
mown fields, and lawns (Tinbergen 1981; Feare 1984), and tipulid
larvae are a key resource for adult European Starlings provision-
ing their young in their traditional habitat (lowland farmland).
Tipulid larvae dominate in the breeding diet in Holland (60% by
wet mass: Tinbergen 1981) and in the U.K. (83% by wet mass:
Dunnet 1955; 76% by dry mass: Rhymer et al. 2012). European
Starlings are an introduced species to British Columbia, as well as
the rest of North America, but they also commonly breed in low-
land farmland habitat and, at our study site, they use the same
tipulid species as in their native range (T. paludosa and possibly
Tipula oleracea Linnaeus, 1758; A. Cornell, unpublished data),
which were also introduced in the 1960s (Wilkinson and MacCarthy
1967; Myers and Iyer 1981). Outside of the breeding season, Euro-
pean Starlings can have a much more varied diet especially in fall
and winter, including fruits, berries, seeds, livestock feed from
feedlots, and human garbage (Cabe 1993). This suggests that Eu-
ropean Starlings are functional specialists (sensu Bolnick et al.
2003; Pagani-Nunez et al. 2016) because they are adapted to mainly
exploit a single food type or niche during breeding but are capable
of exploiting other niches either opportunistically or when pri-
mary food is in short supply.

We used three different methods of data collection to deter-
mine diets and use of soldier flies: visual observation, meal collec-
tion, and video observation. Although each method has some
biases, data from each method showed the same overall result. In
our study, soil-dwelling larvae (tipulid larvae and rat-tailed mag-
gots) were present in >78% of meals based on visual observations
in all 4 years; tipulid larvae were present in 80% of meals collected
in 2013 and 2014 and they were the most common prey item in
both 2015 (76%) and 2016 (65%) based on video analysis. This is
consistent with previous studies (cited above) showing that tipu-
lid larvae are a key resource during breeding. However, our data
clearly showed that the breeding diet changed substantially be-
tween 2014 and 2015, coincident with the establishment of the
commercial insect farming operation on the southwest edge of
our study site. Soldier flies were not recorded in diets in 2013 or
2014 (nor in the previous 12 years of our study back to 2002), but in
2015, soldier flies comprised 22% and 30% of all prey items brought
to the nest by females and males, respectively, with a correspond-

Fig. 2. Annual variation in breeding diet of European Starling
(Sturnus vulgaris) females (a) and males (b) in 2015 (open bars) and
2016 (hatched bars) from video analysis (n = total number of prey
items).
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ing decrease in the relative occurrence of tipulid larvae in diets
that year. This increased use of soldier flies appeared to be rela-
tively transient in that soldier flies only made up 5% and 6% of the
diet in the following year (2016) in females and males, respec-
tively. We believe that this reflected better containment of flies at
the commercial facility in the second year of operation (G. Olson,
Enterra Feed Corporation, personal communication). This pattern
was confirmed by data on individual birds. In 2015, every female

(n = 17) included soldier flies in their diet, and 9/15 (60%) males did
so as well. In contrast, in 2016, only 5/19 females and 4/15 males
included soldier flies in their diet. There was marked individual
variation in the use of soldier flies among individual females (4%–
48% of prey items) and males (1%–71% of prey items). However, this
variation was continuous and therefore not consistent with the
idea of a generalist–specialist dichotomy within species where
only some individuals express a specialized diet (Bolnick et al.

Fig. 3. Individual variation in frequency of occurrence of black soldier flies (Hermetia illucens) (rank order % of total prey items) in the breeding
diet of European Starlings (Sturnus vulgaris): (a) females in 2015; (b) females in 2016; (c) males in 2015; (d) males in 2016.

Fig. 4. Relationship between brood size at fledging of European Starlings (Sturnus vulgaris) and number of prey returned to the nest per
30 min for (a) tipulid larvae by females, (b) black soldier flies (Hermetia illucens) by females, (c) tipulid larvae by birds of both sexes, and (d) black
soldier flies by birds of both sexes.
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2003). The fact that fewer individual birds used soldier flies in 2016
but still had quite high levels of soldier flies in their diet (up to
20%–30%) might represent some level of individual specialization.
In previous studies, even when winged insects are available (i.e.,
represented in the diet), they only made up a minor, but annually
variable, component of the diet of European Starlings, e.g., 11%
overall, but 1%, 2%, 5% in 3 years and 22% in a 4th year (Rhymer
et al. 2012), and <1% (Tinbergen 1981). The sudden use of soldier
flies as a more significant component of diet in our study is most
likely because the commercial operation provided a localized,
concentrated, and easily available source of soldier flies.

Bell (1990) reported that soldier flies (Stratiomyidae) had much
lower energy content (12 kJ/g dry mass) compared with tipulid
larvae (25.5 kJ/g dry mass). A main goal of our study was therefore
to determine if use of novel, potentially nutritionally poor, prey
had negative effects on breeding productivity of European Star-
lings. We found no evidence for this: brood size at fledging and
chick quality (mass, tarsus length) were independent of both the
number and proportion (%) of soldier flies returned to the nest by
females and by both parents. Rather, the number of chicks at
fledging, but not chick quality, was positively correlated with the
mean number of tipulid larvae returned to the nest per unit time
by females, and the mean number of soldier flies returned to the
nest per unit time by both sexes. This suggests that breeding
productivity is more dependent on the amount of food brought
back to the nest rather than the type of prey. In fact, although
soldier flies might be lower quality prey, European Starlings using
this prey might benefit in other ways: if adult soldier flies are
concentrated at the commercial facility, then they can presum-
ably be caught easily, so foraging costs could be lower (e.g., Euro-
pean Starlings were observed picking soldier flies off netting
where they were trapped and concentrated; D. Davis, personal
communication).

In conclusion, our study suggests that introduction of novel
prey to the agricultural landscape used by European Starlings,
through a commercial insect farming operation, did not have
negative effects on breeding productivity. Nevertheless, given the
importance of more traditional pasture habitat and of tipulid
larvae for breeding success of European Starlings, broader changes
in agriculture clearly have negative effects on European Starling
population size. Widespread spraying of grass fields to control
dipteran larvae (Campbell and Cooke 1997) and decreases in cattle
farming and movement of cattle from pasture to indoor facilities
year-round (Heldbjerg et al. 2016) have led to substantial declines
in European Starling populations in the U.K. (Robinson et al. 2005)
and Europe (European Bird Census Council 2015) since the 1980s.
What was once considered a pest species is now listed on the
International Union for Conservation of Nature and Natural Re-
sources (IUCN) Red List of Threatened Species. After a period of
increasing population size, the long-term trajectory of European
Starling populations across Canada and in British Columbia is also
now negative (Environment and Climate Change Canada 2014).
Ironically, this is considered a positive change in British Columbia
given concerns about this invasive, alien species having negative
effects on native species, e.g., through competition with other
cavity nesters (Koch et al. 2012; Davidson 2015). European Star-
lings are a typical agricultural specialist being associated with
more traditional, less intensive farming practices (pastures, grass-
land, etc.; Cabe 1993). Farmland and grassland bird populations
have shown marked declines throughout Europe and North
America in recent decades due to agricultural intensification and
many of the effects of human-induced changes to the agricultural
landscape on farmland birds are thought to be mediated by
changes in food supply, e.g., the types of insect prey, or decreases
in abundance of insect prey, available to breeding birds (Newton
2004; Nocera et al. 2012; Stanton et al. 2018). Nevertheless, direct
connections between agricultural change and effects on bird pop-
ulations due to changes in food availability can be difficult to

demonstrate (Stanton et al. 2018). Commercial insect farming is
an increasing component of human-induced change to the agri-
cultural landscape (Dossey et al. 2016; Gahukar 2016) and might
provide further opportunities for “natural experiment” that oth-
erwise are difficult to perform. Our study suggests that one spe-
cialist species, the European Starling, might be robust to changes
in prey type, but clearly more studies of species across the special-
ist–generalist spectrum would be valuable.

Acknowledgements
We thank D. Davis and the whole Davis Family for their contin-

ued support for our European Starling work on the Davistead
Farm in Langley, British Columbia, Canada. This work was funded
by Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council of Canada
(NSERC) Discovery (155395-2012) and Accelerator (429387-2012)
grants to T.D.W. and an NSERC Undergraduate Research Award
to C.G.

References
Aplin, L.M., Farine, D.R., Morand-Ferron, J., Cockburn, A., Thornton, A., and

Sheldon, B.C. 2015. Experimentally induced innovations lead to persistent
culture via conformity in wild birds. Nature, 518: 538–541. doi:10.1038/
nature13998. PMID:25470065.

Bell, G.P. 1990. Birds and mammals on an insect diet: a primer on diet composi-
tion analysis in relation to ecological energetics. Stud. Avian Biol. 13: 416–
422.

Bolnick, D.I., Svanback, R., Fordyce, J.A., Yang, L.H., Davis, J.M., Hulsey, C.D., and
Forister, M.L. 2003. The ecology of individuals: incidence and implications of
individual specialization. Am. Nat. 161: 1–28. doi:10.1086/343878. PMID:
12650459.

Cabe, P.R. 1993. European Starling (Sturnus vulgaris). Version 2.0. The birds of
North America Online. Edited by A.F. Poole and F.B. Gill. Cornell Lab of Orni-
thology, Ithaca, N.Y. Available from http://bna.birds.cornell.edu/bna/species/
048.

Campbell, L., and Cooke, A.S. 1997. The indirect effects of pesticides on birds.
Nature Conservancy Committee, Peterborough, U.K.

Davidson, P.J.A. 2015. European Starling. In The atlas of the breeding Birds of British
Columbia, 2008–2012. Edited by P.J.A. Davidson, R.J. Cannings, A.R. Couturier,
D. Lepage, and C.M. Di Corrado. Bird Studies Canada, Delta, B.C.

Devictor, V., Julliard, R., Clavel, J., Jiguet, F., Lee, A., and Couvet, D. 2008. Func-
tional biotic homogenization of bird communities in disturbed landscapes.
Glob. Ecol. Biogeogr. 17: 252–261. doi:10.1111/j.1466-8238.2007.00364.x.

Devictor, V., Clavel, J., Julliard, R., Lavergne, S., Mouillot, D., Thuiller, W.,
Venail, P., Villéger, S., and Mouquet, N. 2010. Defining and measuring eco-
logical specialization. J. Appl. Ecol. 47(1): 15–25. doi:10.1111/j.1365-2664.2009.
01744.x.

Dossey, A.T., Tatum, J.T., and McGill, W.L. 2016. Modern insect-based food
industry: current status, insect processing technology, and recommenda-
tions moving forward. In Insects as sustainable food ingredients: production,
processing and food applications. Edited by A.T. Dossey, J.A. Morales-Ramos,
and M. Guadalupe Rojas. Academic Press, London. pp. 113–152.

Ducatez, S., Clavel, J., and Lefebvre, L. 2015. Ecological generalism and behav-
ioural innovation in birds: technical intelligence or the simple incorporation
of new foods? J. Anim. Ecol. 84(1): 79–89. doi:10.1111/1365-2656.12255. PMID:
24910268.

Dunnet, G.M. 1955. The breeding of the Starling Sturnus vulgaris in relation to its
food supply. Ibis, 97: 619–661. doi:10.1111/j.1474-919X.1955.tb01925.x.

Environment and Climate Change Canada. 2014. Status of birds in Canada.
Environment and Climate Change Canada, Gatineau, Que. Available from
https://wildlife-species.canada.ca/bird-status/ [last accessed 20 January 2017].

European Bird Census Council. 2015. Trends of common birds in Europe, 2015
update. European Bird Census Council, Nijmegen, the Netherlands. Available
from http://ebcc.info/index.php?ID=587 [last accessed 20 January 2017].

Feare, C. 1984. The Starling. Oxford University Press, Oxford.
Fitzpatrick, J.W., and Rodewald, A.D. 2016. Bird conservation. In Handbook of

bird biology. Edited by I.J. Lovette and J.W. Fitzpatrick. John Wiley and Sons
Ltd., Chichester, West Sussex, U.K. pp. 579–639.

Fowler, M.A., and Williams, T.D. 2015. Individual variation in parental workload
and breeding productivity in female European starlings: is the effort worth
it? Ecol. Evol. 5(17): 3585–3599. doi:10.1002/ece3.1625. PMID:26380688.

Futuyma, D.J., and Moreno, G. 1988. The evolution of ecological specialization.
Annu. Rev. Ecol. Syst. 19: 207–233. doi:10.1146/annurev.es.19.110188.001231.

Gahukar, R.T. 2016. Edible insects farming: efficiency and impact on family
livelihood, food security, and environment compared with livestock and
crops. In Insects as sustainable food ingredients: production, processing and
food applications. Edited by A.T. Dossey, J.A. Morales-Ramos, and
M. Guadalupe Rojas. Academic Press, London. pp. 85–111.

Heldbjerg, H., Fox, A.D., Levin, G., and Nyegaard, T. 2016. The decline of the
Starling Sturnus vulgaris in Denmark is related to changes in grassland extent

230 Can. J. Zool. Vol. 97, 2019

Published by NRC Research Press

C
an

. J
. Z

oo
l. 

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 c
dn

sc
ie

nc
ep

ub
.c

om
 b

y 
Si

m
on

 F
ra

se
r 

U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 o

n 
03

/1
8/

21
Fo

r 
pe

rs
on

al
 u

se
 o

nl
y.

 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature13998
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature13998
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25470065
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/343878
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12650459
http://bna.birds.cornell.edu/bna/species/048
http://bna.birds.cornell.edu/bna/species/048
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-8238.2007.00364.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2664.2009.01744.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2664.2009.01744.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1365-2656.12255
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24910268
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1474-919X.1955.tb01925.x
https://wildlife-species.canada.ca/bird-status/
http://ebcc.info/index.php?ID=587
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ece3.1625
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26380688
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.es.19.110188.001231


and intensity of cattle grazing. Agric. Ecosyst. Environ. 230: 24–31. doi:10.
1016/j.agee.2016.05.025.

Koch, A.J., Martin, K., and Aitken, K.E.H. 2012. The relationship between intro-
duced European Starlings and the reproductive activities of Mountain Blue-
birds and Tree Swallows in British Columbia, Canada. Ibis, 154(3): 590–600.
doi:10.1111/j.1474-919X.2012.01242.x.

Lefebvre, L., Ducatez, S., and Audet, J.-N. 2016. Feeding innovations in a nested
phylogeny of Neotropical passerines. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. B Biol. Sci. 371:
20150188. doi:10.1098/rstb.2015.0188.

Love, O.P., and Williams, T.D. 2008. The adaptive value of stress-induced pheno-
types: effects of maternally derived corticosterone on sex-biased investment,
cost of reproduction, and maternal fitness. Am. Nat. 172(4): E135–E149. doi:
10.1086/590959. PMID:18793091.

Myers, J.H., and Iyer, R. 1981. Phenotypic and genetic characteristics of the
European cranefly following its introduction and spread in western North
America. J. Anim. Ecol. 50(2): 519–532. doi:10.2307/4071.

Newton, I. 2004. The recent declines of farmland bird populations in Britain: an
appraisal of causal factors and conservation actions. Ibis, 146: 579–600. doi:
10.1111/j.1474-919X.2004.00375.x.

Nocera, J.J., Blais, J.M., Beresford, D.V., Finity, L.K., Grooms, C., Kimpe, L.E.,
Kyser, K., Michelutti, N., Reudink, M.W., and Smol, J.P. 2012. Historical pes-
ticide applications coincided with an altered diet of aerially foraging insec-
tivorous chimney swifts. Proc. R. Soc. B Biol. Sci. 279: 3114–3120. doi:10.1098/
rspb.2012.0445.

Pagani-Núñez, E., Barnett, C.A., Gu, H., and Goodale, E. 2016. The need for new
categorizations of dietary specialism incorporating spatio-temporal variabil-
ity of individual diet specialization. J. Zool. (Lond.), 300(1): 1–7. doi:10.1111/jzo.
12364.

Rhymer, C.M., Devereux, C.L., Denny, M.J.H., and Whittingham, M.J. 2012. Diet of
Starling Sturnus vulgaris nestlings on farmland: the importance of Tipulidae
larvae. Bird Study, 59(4): 426–436. doi:10.1080/00063657.2012.725026.

Robinson, R.A., Siriwardena, G.M., and Crick, H.Q.P. 2005. Status and population
trends of the Starling Sturnus vulgaris in Great Britain. Bird Study, 52: 252–260.
doi:10.1080/00063650509461398.

SAS Institute, Inc. 2013. SAS Online Doc. Version 9.4. SAS Institute, Inc., Cary,
N.C.

Sherry, T.W. 2016. Avian food and foraging. In Handbook of bird biology. Edited by
I.J. Lovette and J.W. Fitzpatrick. John Wiley & Sons Ltd., Chichester, West Sussex,
U.K. pp. 265–310.

Shipley, L.A., Forbey, J.S., and Moore, B.D. 2009. Revisiting the dietary niche:
when is a mammalian herbivore a specialist? Integr. Comp. Biol. 49: 274–290.
doi:10.1093/icb/icp051. PMID:21665820.

Stanton, R.L., Morrissey, C.A., and Clark, R.G. 2018. Analysis of trends and agri-
cultural drivers of farmland bird declines in North America: a review. Agric.
Ecosyst. Environ. 254: 244–254. doi:10.1016/j.agee.2017.11.028.

Tinbergen, J.M. 1981. Foraging decisions in Starlings (Sturnus vulgaris). Ardea, 69:
1–67. doi:10.5253/arde.v69.p1.

Wilkinson, A.T.S., and MacCarthy, H.R. 1967. The marsh crane fly, Tipula paludosa
Mg., a new pest in British Columbia (Diptera: Tipulidae). J. Entomol. Soc. Brit.
Col. 64: 29–34.

Williams, T.D., Bourgeon, S., Cornell, A., Ferguson, L., Fowler, M., Fronstin, R.B.,
and Love, O.P. 2015. Mid-winter temperatures, not spring temperatures, pre-
dict breeding phenology in the European starling Sturnus vulgaris. R. Soc.
Open Sci. 2(1): 140301. doi:10.1098/rsos.140301. PMID:26064582.

Wright, J., Both, C., Cotton, P.A., and Bryant, D.M. 1998. Quality vs. quantity:
energetic and nutritional trade-offs in parental provisioning strategies.
J. Anim. Ecol. 67(4): 620–634. doi:10.1046/j.1365-2656.1998.00221.x.

Williams et al. 231

Published by NRC Research Press

C
an

. J
. Z

oo
l. 

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 c
dn

sc
ie

nc
ep

ub
.c

om
 b

y 
Si

m
on

 F
ra

se
r 

U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 o

n 
03

/1
8/

21
Fo

r 
pe

rs
on

al
 u

se
 o

nl
y.

 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2016.05.025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2016.05.025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1474-919X.2012.01242.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2015.0188
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/590959
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18793091
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/4071
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1474-919X.2004.00375.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2012.0445
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2012.0445
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jzo.12364
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jzo.12364
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00063657.2012.725026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00063650509461398
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/icb/icp051
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21665820
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2017.11.028
http://dx.doi.org/10.5253/arde.v69.p1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsos.140301
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26064582
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2656.1998.00221.x

	Article
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Insect prey and diet data

	Results
	Annual variation in diet from visual observations and meal collection
	Variation in diet from video analysis
	Relationship between diet composition and breeding productivity

	Discussion

	Acknowledgements
	References


<<
	/CompressObjects /Off
	/ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
	/CreateJobTicket false
	/PDFX1aCheck false
	/ColorImageMinResolution 150
	/GrayImageResolution 300
	/DoThumbnails false
	/ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
	/GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
	/EmbedAllFonts true
	/CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
	/MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
	/ImageMemory 1048576
	/LockDistillerParams true
	/AllowPSXObjects true
	/DownsampleMonoImages true
	/PassThroughJPEGImages true
	/ColorSettingsFile (None)
	/AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
	/Optimize true
	/MonoImageDepth -1
	/ParseDSCComments true
	/AntiAliasGrayImages false
	/GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
	/JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
		/TileHeight 256
		/Quality 15
		/TileWidth 256
	>>
	/ConvertImagesToIndexed true
	/MaxSubsetPct 99
	/Binding /Left
	/PreserveDICMYKValues false
	/GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
	/MonoImageMinResolution 1200
	/sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
	/AntiAliasColorImages false
	/GrayImageDepth -1
	/PreserveFlatness true
	/CompressPages true
	/GrayImageMinResolution 150
	/CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
	/PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
		0.0
		0.0
		0.0
		0.0
	]
	/AutoFilterGrayImages true
	/EncodeColorImages true
	/AlwaysEmbed [
	]
	/EndPage -1
	/DownsampleColorImages true
	/ASCII85EncodePages false
	/PreserveEPSInfo false
	/PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
		0.0
		0.0
		0.0
		0.0
	]
	/CompatibilityLevel 1.3
	/MonoImageResolution 600
	/NeverEmbed [
		/Arial-Black
		/Arial-BlackItalic
		/Arial-BoldItalicMT
		/Arial-BoldMT
		/Arial-ItalicMT
		/ArialMT
		/ArialNarrow
		/ArialNarrow-Bold
		/ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
		/ArialNarrow-Italic
		/ArialUnicodeMS
		/CenturyGothic
		/CenturyGothic-Bold
		/CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
		/CenturyGothic-Italic
		/CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
		/CourierNewPS-BoldMT
		/CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
		/CourierNewPSMT
		/Georgia
		/Georgia-Bold
		/Georgia-BoldItalic
		/Georgia-Italic
		/Impact
		/LucidaConsole
		/Tahoma
		/Tahoma-Bold
		/TimesNewRomanMT-ExtraBold
		/TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
		/TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
		/TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
		/TimesNewRomanPSMT
		/Trebuchet-BoldItalic
		/TrebuchetMS
		/TrebuchetMS-Bold
		/TrebuchetMS-Italic
		/Verdana
		/Verdana-Bold
		/Verdana-BoldItalic
		/Verdana-Italic
	]
	/CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
	/AutoPositionEPSFiles true
	/PreserveOPIComments false
	/JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
		/TileHeight 256
		/Quality 15
		/TileWidth 256
	>>
	/PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
	/JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
		/TileHeight 256
		/Quality 15
		/TileWidth 256
	>>
	/EmbedJobOptions true
	/MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
	/DetectBlends true
	/EncodeGrayImages true
	/ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
	/EmitDSCWarnings false
	/AutoFilterColorImages true
	/DownsampleGrayImages true
	/GrayImageDict <<
		/HSamples [
			1.0
			1.0
			1.0
			1.0
		]
		/QFactor 0.15
		/VSamples [
			1.0
			1.0
			1.0
			1.0
		]
	>>
	/AntiAliasMonoImages false
	/GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
	/GrayACSImageDict <<
		/HSamples [
			1.0
			1.0
			1.0
			1.0
		]
		/QFactor 0.15
		/VSamples [
			1.0
			1.0
			1.0
			1.0
		]
	>>
	/ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
	/ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
	/ColorImageResolution 300
	/PDFXRegistryName ()
	/MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
	/CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
	/ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
	/JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
		/TileHeight 256
		/Quality 15
		/TileWidth 256
	>>
	/ColorImageDepth -1
	/DetectCurves 0.1
	/PDFXTrapped /False
	/ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
	/TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
	/PDFX3Check false
	/ParseICCProfilesInComments true
	/ColorACSImageDict <<
		/HSamples [
			1.0
			1.0
			1.0
			1.0
		]
		/QFactor 0.15
		/VSamples [
			1.0
			1.0
			1.0
			1.0
		]
	>>
	/DSCReportingLevel 0
	/PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
	/PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
	/AllowTransparency false
	/PreserveCopyPage true
	/UsePrologue false
	/StartPage 1
	/MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.0
	/GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.0
	/CheckCompliance [
		/None
	]
	/CreateJDFFile false
	/PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
	/EmbedOpenType false
	/OPM 0
	/PreserveOverprintSettings false
	/UCRandBGInfo /Remove
	/ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.0
	/MonoImageDict <<
		/K -1
	>>
	/GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
	/Description <<
		/ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents suitable for reliable viewing and printing of business documents.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
		/PTB <>
		/FRA <>
		/NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
		/KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
		/NOR <>
		/DEU <>
		/SVE <>
		/ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
		/DAN <>
		/JPN <>
		/SUO <>
		/CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
		/ESP <>
		/CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
	>>
	/CropMonoImages true
	/DefaultRenderingIntent /RelativeColorimeteric
	/PreserveHalftoneInfo false
	/ColorImageDict <<
		/HSamples [
			1.0
			1.0
			1.0
			1.0
		]
		/QFactor 0.15
		/VSamples [
			1.0
			1.0
			1.0
			1.0
		]
	>>
	/CropGrayImages true
	/PDFXOutputCondition ()
	/SubsetFonts true
	/EncodeMonoImages true
	/CropColorImages true
	/PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
>>
setdistillerparams
<<
	/PageSize [
		612.0
		792.0
	]
	/HWResolution [
		600
		600
	]
>>
setpagedevice


