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Obligate brood parasites must obtain food from unrelated host parents during the developmental period, and this may be especially 
difficult when parasitic nestlings are raised alone. Unlike specialist brood parasites, generalist brood parasites use a single begging 
display for a range of host species. In this study, we 1)  tested whether the begging display of the generalist brown-headed cow-
bird (Molothrus ater) was more exaggerated than the closely related, nonparasitic red-winged blackbird (Agelaius phoeniceus) and 
2) examined how begging displays were linked to food provisioning when both foreign species were raised by the Bell’s vireo (Vireo 
bellii), a small cowbird host. We also quantified parental provisioning to unparasitized broods containing 1–4 vireo nestlings to provide 
a reference provisioning curve to provide context for assessing the feeding rate to foreign offspring. We found blackbirds begged as 
intensely as (or more intensely than) cowbird nestlings, vireo parents provisioned both species similarly, and the amount of food provi-
sioned to unparasitized broods increased with brood size and maintained per-capita vireo growth. However, feeding of a single foreign 
nestling was significantly less than that of a modal brood of 4 vireos, indicating parents fed foreign nestlings at submaximal rates. 
Vireos did not respond to begging of foreign nestlings in the same manner as their own offspring, and this led to significant fitness 
costs for foreign nestlings. We conclude that a single foreign nestling provided an inadequate stimulus for vireos, probably because of 
a mismatch between the begging displays of foreign and host offspring.

Key words:  Agelaius phoeniceus, begging, Bell’s vireo, brood parasitism, brown-headed cowbird, Molothrus ater, provisioning 
behavior, red-winged blackbird, Vireo bellii.

Begging serves as the primary means by which dependent young 
obtain food from care-giving adults (Weygoldt 1980; Budden and 
Wright 2001; Smiseth et al. 2007; Madden et al. 2009) and, there-
fore, serves as one of  the of  the most important behaviors exhib-
ited by developing offspring (Budden and Wright 2001; Wright 
and Leonard 2002). According to signaling models of  offspring 
solicitation, dependent young use begging displays to provide 
information to care-giving adults regarding their resource needs; 
adults, in turn, use begging displays to make decisions about how 
much food should be provisioned to each offspring (Godfray 1991, 
1995; Mock and Parker 1997; but see Mock et al. 2011). Studies 
examining the interaction between offspring begging and parental 
provisioning continue to provide an opportunity for testing ideas 
about conflict between close relatives and its resolution through 

behavioral means (Wright and Leonard 2002). Signaling models 
argue that this conflict is governed by 3 costs that are incurred 
by begging displays (Godfray 1991, 1995; Wright and Leonard 
2002). Growth costs are incurred when offspring spend additional 
time and energy begging for food that reduces their rate of  growth 
(Chappell and Bachman 2002), whereas predation costs occur 
when begging increases the likelihood that a predator locates 
and preys on begging offspring (Haskell 2002). The third type of  
cost is indirect and is incurred when individuals take a share of  
resources, typically food, that reduces the fitness of  closely related 
young, provisioning adults, or both (Johnstone and Godfray 2002). 
Collectively, these costs are thought to place an upper limit on 
the intensity of  begging displays of  dependent offspring (Godfray 
1991, 1995), although evidence for these costs in nature is rather 
limited (Chappell and Bachman 2002; Haskell 2002; Johnstone 
and Godfray 2002; Moreno-Rueda 2007).

Obligate avian brood parasites represent a unique group in which 
to test hypotheses regarding offspring begging because such species 
are not cared for by their parents during the developmental period 
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(Payne 1977; Rothstein 1990; Davies 2000). Instead, parasitic off-
spring are raised by unrelated heterospecific hosts. In most cases, 
parasitic young are raised alone or compete against unrelated host 
young, freeing them from the constraints of  the indirect costs of  
begging and leading to the expectation that parasitic young should 
beg more intensively than nonparasitic young, all else being equal 
(Harper 1986; Motro 1989; Holen et al. 2001). Empirical investiga-
tions have confirmed theoretical predictions regarding begging in 
this group: brood parasites typically exhibit exaggerated begging 
displays relative to nonparasitic species (e.g., Redondo 1993; Briskie 
et al. 1994; Davies et al. 1998; Dearborn 1998; Kilner et al. 1999). 
However, few studies have controlled for evolutionary history by 
simultaneously quantifying begging displays of  parasitic offspring 
and those of  closely related, nonparasitic species (i.e., Briskie et al. 
1994; Glassey and Forbes 2003; Madden et al. 2005; Rivers 2007). 
Furthermore, only 1 study has quantified begging in a parasitic 
species and nonparasitic close relatives raised in heterospecific nest 
environments (Madden et al. 2005), and it did not assess how beg-
ging was linked to parental provisioning. Nevertheless, studies that 
control such factors and examine the connection between begging 
and parental provisioning are crucial for understanding how brood 
parasites have diverged from nonparasitic species in their begging 
behavior in the rearing conditions typically experienced by parasitic 
offspring.

A key challenge for young obligate brood parasites is obtain-
ing adequate food from host parents for growth during the critical 
developmental period. This is especially true for species that are 
raised alone and must procure resources without the aid of  host 
offspring, either because of  direct killing of  host young by para-
sitic offspring (e.g., via stabbing or nest eviction; Friedmann 1955; 
Morton and Farabaugh 1979; Honza et  al. 2007; Spottiswoode 
and Koorevaar 2012) or through indirect killing through elevated 
competition for food (Peer et  al. 2013). In response to this chal-
lenge, specialized brood parasites that use a single host species 
may develop begging displays that mimic the begging of  host 
young, as has been demonstrated for Cuculus cuckoos in Europe 
and Asia (Davies et al. 1998; Kilner et al. 1999; Tanaka and Ueda 
2005; Tanaka et  al. 2005). In contrast to specialists, generalist 
brood parasites are raised by many hosts and available data sug-
gest that they use a general begging display for obtaining food 
from foster parents (Rivers 2007; Rivers et al. 2013). The general 
begging display of  generalist brood parasites may incur costs if  
a parasite’s begging display is a poor match to host young and 
host parents discriminate against mismatched begging displays 
(Lichtenstein 2001; Schuetz 2005). Reduced feeding by host par-
ents, in turn, can lead to reduced growth and incur fitness costs 
to parasitic young during development, with the potential for 
additional fitness consequences after individuals leave the nest 
(Magrath 1991; Naef-Daenzer et al. 2001).

Despite their importance, we have a limited understanding 
of  how the begging displays of  brood parasitic offspring have 
diverged from nonparasitic close relatives and the extent to which 
mismatched begging displays incur fitness costs in generalist 
brood parasites. Nevertheless, both are important for understand-
ing how brood parasitic offspring survive under the care of  het-
erospecific hosts, and how behavioral interactions with host adults 
during development influence the fitness of  developing parasites. 
Therefore, we initiated a study to 1) test for differences between the 
begging displays of  the parasitic brown-headed cowbird (Molothrus 
ater; hereafter cowbird) and the nonparasitic but closely related 
red-winged blackbird (Agelaius phoeniceus, hereafter blackbird), 

2) quantify the relationship between host feeding rates and the beg-
ging displays of  cowbird and blackbird nestlings, 3) assess whether 
these 2 foreign species (i.e., cowbirds and blackbirds) were fed at 
rates similar to a brood of  4 host offspring, and 4) quantify poten-
tial fitness costs incurred by foreign nestlings when raised alone 
in host nests. To do this, we first quantified begging and parental 
provisioning of  foreign nestlings when raised alone in nests of  the 
Bell’s vireo (Vireo bellii; hereafter vireo), an important cowbird host 
in our study population (Rivers et  al. 2010, 2012). Previously, we 
found that blackbirds had begging displays as intense as (or more 
intense than) those of  cowbirds when raised under identical natal 
environments and tested along a gradient of  short-term need in a 
controlled laboratory setting (Rivers et al. 2013). Here, we build on 
that previous work by quantifying begging displays of  and parental 
provisioning to foreign nestlings when raised alone in vireo nests 
under field conditions. Based on our previous findings (Rivers et al. 
2013), we predicted that begging displays of  blackbirds would be 
as intense as (or more intense than) those of  cowbirds for 4 com-
ponents of  the begging display (i.e., latency to beg, time spent beg-
ging, begging posture, and begging call rate). We also predicted 
that the more intense begging of  blackbird nestlings would lead to 
increased provisioning rates relative to cowbirds.

In addition to quantifying the interactions between foreign nest-
lings and vireo parents, we also quantified offspring begging, paren-
tal provisioning, and per-capita offspring growth in unparasitized 
vireo broods that contained 1–4 vireo nestlings. This provided us 
with a reference response curve of  the relationship between off-
spring begging and adult provisioning behavior, which could be 
used to assess whether providing for feeding of  experimental broods 
containing a single foreign nestling was adequate to maintain devel-
opment. We predicted that the relationship between 2 begging 
display components that are typically linked to parental provision-
ing, call rate and gape area displayed (Kilner et al. 1999; Budden 
and Wright 2001; Kilner 2002), would be similar between broods 
of  foreign nestlings and vireos. Finally, we quantified fitness costs 
to foreign nestlings when being raised in vireo nests by comparing 
body condition (i.e., body mass and tarsus length) to conspecifics 
from reference nests in our study population.

Methods
Field work took place at the Konza Prairie Biological Station in 
northeast Kansas (39°05′N, 96°35′W), a 3487 ha comprised largely 
of  tallgrass prairie habitat. The cowbird is abundant at this site and 
parasitizes nearly 2 dozen passerine hosts in the local community 
(Rivers et al. 2010, 2012). The blackbird is also abundant at Konza 
Prairie and has young that are similar in size and visual appearance 
to cowbird young during much of  the nestling period (Weatherhead 
1989) although call structure of  the 2 species differs (Figure 1). The 
blackbird has a breeding system that often has extrapair fertiliza-
tions resulting in broods of  mixed paternity (Yasukawa and Searcy 
1995). Blackbird genetic data were unavailable from this site, but 
we have no reason to expect that the mean relatedness of  blackbird 
nestlings at Konza Prairie would differ from prior studies report-
ing 1–2 extrapair young per brood on average (e.g., Westneat 1993; 
Weatherhead and Boag 1995; Gray 1997). The vireo is the most 
frequently parasitized host at Konza Prairie and >70% of  vireo 
nests examined (n  =  689) were parasitized by cowbirds (Rivers 
et al. 2010). A nest of  4 young is the most common brood size for 
unparasitized vireo nests (Kosciuch KL, personal communication), 
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and vireos in this population have never been documented fledging 
either >1 cowbird nestling per nest or a mixed brood of  cowbird 
and vireo young (Parker 1999; Kosciuch and Sandercock 2008). 
Cowbirds parasitize host species across a range of  body sizes in this 
community (Rivers et al. 2010) and across their geographic range 
(Friedmann 1963; Ortega 1998), with the vireo representing one 
of  the smaller hosts in the host size continuum (Friedmann 1963; 
Ortega 1998).

The cowbird and blackbird nestlings examined in this study were 
part of  a related investigation that assayed nestling begging displays 
under standardized laboratory conditions and along a continuum of  
short-term need (Rivers et  al. 2013). The data presented here are 
separate measurements taken under field conditions prior to labora-
tory trials, as the objective of  this study was to understand begging 
behavior of  foreign and host nestlings during natural feeding events 
when interacting with vireo parents. Because of  this, some aspects 
of  this study are described in greater detail in Rivers et al. (2013). 

Briefly, we searched for vireo nests, blackbird nests, and host nests 
likely to contain cowbird offspring during the 2005–2007 breeding 
seasons. We moved most cowbird and blackbird eggs to commer-
cially manufactured egg incubators (Lyon Electronics, model TX-7) 
because high nest predation rates markedly reduced sample sizes. 
However, we found no difference between the begging displays of  
individuals hatched in incubators and those that hatched from natu-
ral nests (Rivers JW et al., unpublished data), so nestlings from both 
approaches were combined in our analyses. We created experimen-
tal broods by manipulating nest contents so they contained either a 
single cowbird nestling, a single blackbird nestling, or an unpara-
sitized brood containing 1–4 vireo young. All experimental broods 
were created prior to noon local time, single cowbird or blackbird 
nestlings were added to vireo nests an average of  1.1 days prior to 
hatching, and we removed any additional nest contents under per-
mit. Predation events reduced the number of  nests available for film-
ing, ultimately resulting in 13 cowbird broods, 10 blackbird broods, 
and 14 vireo broods (1-vireo broods: n = 4, 2-vireo broods: n = 2, 
3-vireo broods: n = 2, and 4-vireo broods: n = 6).

We restricted the blackbird nestlings used in this study to core 
(i.e., first hatched, sensu Forbes and Glassey 2000) individuals from 
nests because 1)  testosterone (T) levels differ with laying order but 
are most similar between core eggs (Lipar et  al. 1999) and 2)  T 
levels in core blackbird eggs are similar to those in cowbird eggs 
(Hauber and Pilz 2003). Despite our focus on core blackbird nest-
lings, our study is representative of  both types of  blackbird nestlings 
because core and marginal (i.e., later hatched, sensu Forbes and 
Glassey 2000) blackbirds do not differ in begging intensity (Griffith 
2007). To reduce relatedness confounds, we only used 1 blackbird 
nestling from its original nest and 1 cowbird nestling from multiply 
parasitized host nests (see Rivers et al. 2012). We assumed an even 
sex ratio for foreign nestlings, which appears reasonable because 
primary sex ratios appear equal for both cowbirds and blackbirds 
(Fiala 1981; Kasumovic et al. 2002).

Quantification of offspring begging and parental 
provisioning

Nestling begging and parental provisioning behaviors were quanti-
fied under field conditions on nestling day 5 (where day 0 is the day 
of  hatching) without manipulation of  short-term need (i.e., hun-
ger; Clark 2002). On the afternoon of  nestling day 4, we placed 
a sham video camera at the nest to allow parents to acclimate to 
its presence for a minimum of  12 h. On the following morning, 
we returned to the nest, replaced the sham video camera with a 
miniature video camera, and filmed continuously for 3 h starting at 
07:30–09:30 AM local time if  there was no precipitation; videotap-
ing was delayed until 10:45 AM at a single nest because of  rain. 
Immediately prior to filming, all nestlings in broods containing 2–4 
vireos were individually marked on the head with a nontoxic black 
felt marker to distinguish individual nestlings on videos. In addition, 
each nestling was measured with dial calipers (both ±0.1 mm) for 
gape width (i.e., the maximum distance between the points of  the 
rictal flanges of  the bill) and gape length (i.e., the distance between 
the tip of  the bill to the furthest point on the rictal flange on the 
right side of  the bill from the nestling’s perspective). Measures of  
gape width and gape length were used to calculate the maximum 
gape area displayed for each nestling when begging, assuming a 
fully open gape. Each of  the upper and lower portions of  a nest-
ling’s gape display was considered to be an isosceles right triangle, 
with gape width as the base and gape length as the 2 equal-sized 
legs of  the triangle. The area formula for a right triangle was used 

Figure 1
Representative sonograms of  begging calls from (A) a single red-winged 
blackbird, (B) a single brown-headed cowbird, and (C) a brood of  4 Bell’s 
vireos. Note that the scale of  the x axis varies among the 3 panels.
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to calculate area for one of  the triangles and that value was dou-
bled to estimate the total gape area displayed when begging.

To ensure consistency, only one of  us (M.A.B.) scored video-
tapes for data pertaining to nestling begging and vireo provisioning 
collected under field conditions. Videotapes were examined on a 
frame-by-frame basis to obtain data on the components of  nestling 
begging displays during each feeding visit, measured as the period 
between parent arrival and the time when all food was distrib-
uted. Measurements included 1) number of  nestlings that gaped in 
response to parents provisioning food, 2) the per-capita time spent 
begging, 3)  the per-capita maximum begging posture, and 4)  the 
calling rate of  the brood. Time spent begging was determined by 
summing the time spent begging from the arrival of  the parent at 
the nest with food until all food items were provisioned for each sep-
arate feeding event. As in Rivers (2007), maximum begging posture 
was measured on a scale from 0 to 3, where 0 = no beg; 1 = gap-
ing without stretched neck; 2 = gaping, neck stretched 75% or less, 
and abdomen resting on nest cup; and 3 = gaping, neck stretched 
>75%, abdomen not touching nest cup. Call rate was quantified 
from videotapes using the sound-analysis program SYRINX v2.1h 
(www.syrinxpc.com) by tallying the number of  distinct begging calls 
given during each feeding visit; we were unable to assign individual 
calling rates in broods containing multiple vireos because of  call 
similarity. In addition to components of  offspring begging displays, 
we also recorded 1)  the time it took parents to provision the food 
item(s) brought to the nest and 2)  the volume of  the food item(s) 
delivered by parents, which we measured by visually estimating the 
total volume of  the prey item(s) relative to adult bill volume in 10% 
increments. Adult bill volume was calculated following the proce-
dures outlined in Rivers (2007), with bill measurements originat-
ing from 30 study skins of  adult vireos (15 males and 15 females; 
both sexes provision offspring) collected close to the study site and 
housed at the University of  Kansas Natural History Museum.

Quantification of nestling body condition

Nestling begging behavior can be influenced by long-term need 
(i.e., body condition; Clark 2002), so we used body mass and right 
tarsus length data collected by one of  us (J.W.R.) to assess whether 
cowbird and blackbird nestlings in experimental broods differed 
from those raised in reference broods at our study site. At this loca-
tion, the vireo and dickcissel (Spiza americana) are the 2 most impor-
tant hosts for cowbirds (Rivers et  al. 2010), so we compared size 
measurements of  cowbird nestlings raised in vireo broods in this 
study with measurements of  cowbird nestlings raised in dickcis-
sel nests alongside 2 host young (see Rivers et al. 2013 for details). 
We compared blackbird body size in vireo broods to the average 
body size measurements of  core blackbird nestlings in unmanip-
ulated blackbird nests containing 4 blackbird offspring (i.e., the 
modal brood size for unparasitized blackbird nests). We used body 
size measurements of  foreign nestlings that were taken immedi-
ately prior to laboratory trials on the afternoon of  nestling day 5 
to match the developmental stage and time of  day that reference 
broods were measured.

Statistical analysis

We used the PROC MIXED modeling function in SAS/STAT v.9.2 
for Windows to construct models for individual nestling begging 
and parental provisioning behaviors (i.e., latency to beg, time spend 
begging, maximum posture, call rate, bill loads of  food, and time to 
feed) that included fixed effects for nestling type (2 levels: cowbird 

and blackbird). We used a similar method when modeling visitation 
rate and feeding rate by parents, with fixed effects for brood type 
(6 levels: cowbird, blackbird, 1-vireo brood, 2-vireo brood, 3-vireo 
brood, and 4-vireo brood); for both approaches, we used the indi-
vidual nest as a random effect and calculated degrees of  freedom 
(df) via the Kenward–Rogers method. We used the PROC REG 
modeling function to quantify the relationship between 2 compo-
nents of  nestling begging displays (i.e., number of  begging calls and 
gape area displayed) and adult provisioning rate. We used PROC 
MIXED to compare cowbird and blackbird nestling measurements 
from experimental broods with values from reference broods. We 
report least squares means and associated standard errors, and we 
set alpha at P < 0.05 for all tests.

Results
We detected no differences between cowbirds and blackbirds in the 
latency to beg (t1,21 = 0.70, P = 0.491; Figure 2A) or the time spent 
begging (t1,21  =  −0.16, P  =  0.871; Figure  2B). In contrast, black-
birds exhibited a significantly greater begging posture (t1,21 = −2.4, 
P  =  0.026; Figure  2C) and call rate (t1,21  =  −2.72, P  =  0.014; 
Figure 2D) than cowbirds. We detected no difference in the rate at 
which the 2 species were fed (t1,21 = −1.43, P = 0.165; Figure 3A) 
or in the time it took for parents to provision all food (t1,21 = −0.29, 
P = 0.773; Figure 3B). The rate of  feeding visits by vireo parents 
varied significantly relative to brood type (F5,31 = 13.36, P < 0.001) 
and, for vireo broods, generally increased with the number of  nest-
lings in the brood (Figure 4A). Provisioning rate, measured as the 
bill loads of  food delivered per 10 min, also varied significantly rela-
tive to brood type (F5,31 = 9.46, P < 0.001) in a similar fashion as 
the rate of  feeding visits (Figure 4B). Relative to a brood of  4 vir-
eos, the modal size for unparasitized nests in the study population, 
the visitation rate was significantly lower for both foreign nestlings 
(Figure 4A) as was the provisioning rate (Figure 4B). Pairwise com-
parisons of  per-capita provisioning rates of  unparasitized broods 
were significantly different between 2-vireo and 4-vireo broods 
(t10  =  −3.34, P  =  0.032); all other pairwise comparisons between 
vireo broods were not significant (P > 0.135).

We detected no relationship between the call rate of  foreign nest-
lings during feeding visits and adult provisioning rate (R2  =  0.01, 
P = 0.729); in contrast, there was a strong, significant relationship 
between these measures for vireo broods (R2  =  0.64, P  <  0.001; 
Figure 5A). Likewise, we detected no relationship between the gape 
area display rate of  foreign nestlings and adult provisioning rate 
(R2  =  0.04, P  =  0.357), whereas we observed a strong, significant 
relationship between the gape area display rate and adult provision-
ing rate for vireo broods (R2  =  0.78, P  <  0.001; Figure  5B). We 
found that call rate and gape area display rate were strongly cor-
related for vireo nestlings (rPearson  =  0.94, P  <  0.001) but not for 
foreign nestlings (rPearson = 0.33, P = 0.127), thereby preventing us 
from isolating the relative importance of  each factor as a predictor 
of  feeding rate to vireo broods.

Finally, we found that neither mean tarsus length (F3,10 = 0.42, 
P = 0.742) nor body mass (F3,10 = 0.83, P = 0.505) differed among 
vireo broods of  different sizes. Cowbirds raised alone in vireo nests 
were significantly smaller than cowbirds that were raised alongside 
2 host nestlings in dickcissel nests for body mass (vireo nests: 15.2 
[±0.57] g, dickcissel nests: 18.7 [±0.54] g; t1,25 = −4.41, P < 0.001) 
and for right tarsus length (vireo nests: 17.9 [±0.39] mm, dickcis-
sel nests: 19.9 [±0.38] mm; t1,25  =  −3.60, P  =  0.001). Similarly, 
blackbirds raised alone in vireo nests were significantly smaller 
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than reference blackbirds for body mass (vireo nests: 16.6 [±0.69] 
g, blackbird nests: 22.9 [±0.72] g; t1,17 = −6.33, P < 0.001) and for 
right tarsus length (vireo nests: 19.2 [±0.27] mm, blackbird nests: 
21.7 [±0.29] mm; t1,17 = −6.52, P < 0.001).

Discussion
Against theoretical predictions, we found that the begging displays 
of  brood parasitic cowbirds were not more intense than the black-
bird, a nonparasitic but closely related species. Indeed, measure-
ments of  begging posture and call rate measure were more intense 
in blackbirds than in cowbirds. These results, which were based 
on feeding events conducted under natural feeding conditions, 
corroborate results from laboratory-based assessments of  cowbird 
and blackbird begging displays (Rivers et  al. 2013). Elsewhere we 
describe 3 potential explanations for why components of  cowbird 
begging displays were similar to (or less intense than) those of  
blackbird begging displays; they include 1) a reduction in cowbird 
begging intensity due to being raised alongside kin, 2)  poor body 
condition of  blackbirds that increased the intensity of  blackbird 

begging displays, and 3)  intense competition for food in blackbird 
nests that has selected for especially intense begging (see Rivers 
et al. 2013 for further discussion). Despite these differences in beg-
ging displays, however, vireo parents did not differ in their treat-
ment of  cowbirds and blackbirds in their nests: both nest visitation 
rate and the amount of  food brought to the nest were nearly iden-
tical for cowbirds and blackbirds. This was despite the 2 species 
having begging calls that are acoustically distinct from one another 
(Figure 1).

We found that vireo parents increased the amount of  food they 
provisioned to unparasitized nests as brood size increased in a 
manner that maintained per-capita feeding rates. Importantly, this 
adjustment did not lead to fitness costs for host nestlings in broods 
of  different sizes: vireo nestlings raised alone were of  similar body 
mass and tarsus length as brood-averaged values for brood con-
taining 2, 3, or 4 vireos. Thus, vireo parents adjusted their feeding 
rate in a way that did not lead to differences in individual nestling 
growth, regardless of  how many host offspring were in the brood. 
In contrast, vireo parents provisioned foreign nestlings at a rate that 
was significantly less than their feeding rate for a typical brood.  

Figure 2
Four components of  the begging display of  the brood parasitic brown-headed cowbird and the closely related, nonparasitic red-winged blackbird when 
both species were provisioned by Bell’s vireos under ambient conditions. (A) Latency to beg, (B) time spent begging, (C) begging posture, and (D) number of  
begging calls.
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This led to significant fitness costs for foreign young, as cowbirds 
raised alone in vireo nests were 19% lighter and 10% smaller than 
conspecifics raised alongside 2 host young in Dickcissel nests, and 
blackbirds were 28% lighter and 12% smaller than blackbirds 
raised in blackbird broods. This indicates the vireo, despite being 
one of  the most important hosts in the community based on over-
all parasitism frequency (Rivers et al. 2010), serves as a suboptimal 
host for the cowbird. Such a reduction in growth has been observed 
for other brood parasites when raised by hosts of  different sizes 
(e.g., Wiley 1986; Kleven et  al. 1999) and, when considered with 
our results, provides clear evidence that the quality of  different 
hosts within a community can vary substantially.

Why did vireo parents provide suboptimal parental care to 
foreign nestlings? One explanation is that suboptimal care may 

have stemmed from a mismatch between the begging displays 
of  foreign and host offspring. In vireo broods, we found a strong 
and significant relationship between the amount of  food parents 
brought to the nest and the calling rate of  the brood; however, 
this was not the case with foreign nestling broods. Nevertheless, 
the mean calling rate for a single foreign nestling equaled and, in 
several instances, exceeded the mean calling rate of  a brood of  
4 vireo nestlings (Rivers et  al., unpublished data). This indicates 
that it was not call rate per se that reduced feeding to foreign nest-
lings but some other factor that may have been linked to calling 
behavior. During data collection, we noted that vireo begging calls 
sounded markedly different from those of  foreign nestlings, being 
of  lower frequency and having less frequency modulation that 
either cowbirds or blackbirds (Figure 1). Thus, it may be that call 
structure divergence reduced feeding rates because parent vireos 
were “tuned” to the begging calls of  their own young and away 
from divergent calls of  parasitic offspring because of  coevolved 
parent–offspring communication signals (Glassey and Forbes 
2003; Schuetz 2005). Even if  this explanation holds, it is worth 
noting that we did not observe any cowbirds starving to death in 
our experimental broods (n = 13), nor were any such observations 

Figure 4
(A) The number of  feeding visits and (B) feeding rate of  nestlings by vireo 
parents to vireo broods containing 1–4 host offspring or foreign broods 
containing either a single cowbirds or blackbird. Point estimates with the 
same letter were not significantly different at the P = 0.05 level.

Figure 3
(A) Feeding rate of  brown-headed cowbird and red-winged blackbird 
nestlings fed by Bell’s vireos during ambient provisioning conditions and 
(B) the time it took for parents to provision food to cowbirds and blackbird 
nestlings.
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made in a large sample (n = 436) of  parasitized vireo nests located 
at our study site (Kosciuch KL, Parker TH, personal communi-
cation). In contrast, at least 2 out of  the 13 blackbird nestlings 
we placed in vireo nests died in the nest from apparent starvation 
prior to fledging, a significant result (χ2 = 69.4, df = 1, P < 0.001). 
Therefore, despite having mismatched begging displays in vireo 
nests, cowbirds were still able to obtain adequate food for devel-
opment and fledge from vireo nests, whereas this was not the case 
for all blackbirds. This supports the notion that the physiological 
needs for a developing cowbird can be met despite a mismatched 
begging display. It also suggests that cowbirds may be more effi-
cient at extracting nutrients from food items and/or differ in how 
they allocate energy to growth or metabolism, a topic that should 
be investigated in future studies.

In addition to call structure, foreign nestlings also differed in 
their appearance from vireo young in this study: the gapes dis-
played by foreign nestlings are red and bordered by white rictal 
flanges, whereas vireo gapes are orange and are bordered by yel-
low rictal flanges (Rivers JW, personal observation). Thus, the mis-
match in mouth coloration between the 2 groups may have also 
contributed to the reduced provisioning rates of  vireos to foreign 
nestlings (see Kilner et  al. 2004). A  third way in which foreign 

nestlings mismatched begging displays of  vireo nestling was in the 
extent of  the gape area they displayed to parents during feeding 
events. Parent birds use this component of  the begging display to 
make decisions about provisioning rates to their brood (Budden 
and Wright 2001; Kilner 2002). This was true vireos provisioning 
their own young in this study, as we found a very strong relation-
ship between adult provisioning rate and gape area display rate 
(Figure  5B). Based on our results, we hypothesize that the lone 
gape of  foreign nestlings was insufficient to stimulate vireo par-
ents to feed at a rate that provided optimal growth for foreign 
nestlings and that the other components of  foreign nestling 
begging displays were inadequate to compensate for a gape of  
insufficient size.

The possibility of  having a poorly matched begging display is an 
issue faced by all brood parasites, especially those species that are 
regularly raised alone (Friedmann 1955; Morton and Farabaugh 
1979; Honza et  al. 2007; Spottiswoode and Koorevaar 2012). 
In addition to overcoming differences in visual components of  
the begging display (e.g., gape size and coloration), brood para-
sites may also need to compensate for divergent acoustic com-
ponents of  the begging display (e.g., begging calls; Kilner 2002). 
Specialized adaptations that compensate for deficient components 
of  parasitic begging displays in the Cuculinae are thought to have 
arisen through long coevolutionary histories between cuckoos and 
their hosts. For example, the nestling common cuckoo (Cuculus 
canorus) evicts host young from reed warbler (Acrocephalus scirpaceus) 
nests and gives begging calls at a rate that match the output of  
a brood of  4 warbler nestlings (Davies et  al. 1998). Having an 
enhanced vocal component of  the begging display allows cuckoo 
nestlings to maintain adequate provisioning in this host despite 
displaying a visually deficient gape (Kilner et  al. 1999). Another 
species that has resolved the issue of  a single gape comes from the 
related Horsfield’s hawk-cuckoo (Cuculus fugax), which also evicts 
host young and is raised alone. Instead of  having enhanced beg-
ging calls, which may increase predation risk, the hawk-cuckoo 
has evolved fleshy patches on its wings that match its mouth col-
oration, and these wing patches are moved back and forth when 
host parents provision food (Tanaka and Ueda 2005). Experiments 
have demonstrated that wing patches serve to increase parental 
provisioning to the nest, and observations that host parents try 
to provision food to the wing patches indicate they are perceived 
as additional gapes (Tanaka et  al. 2005). In marked contrast to 
these specialized cuckoos, most parasitic cowbirds currently lack 
adaptations that allow them to fine-tune their begging displays to 
individual hosts, which may be because they have exhibited brood 
parasitism for markedly less time than the Cuculinae (cowbirds: 
2.8–3.8 million years, Cuculinae: 6.3–8.4 million years; Rothstein 
et  al. 2002). Alternatively, it may be that a single begging dis-
play allows them to use a wide range of  host species (Friedmann 
1963; Ortega 1998) yet incurs fitness costs when they are raised 
alone (Kilner et  al. 2004), conditions that occur with some regu-
larity (Peer et al. 2013). Such costs have strong potential to influ-
ence postfledging survival (Magrath 1991; Naef-Daenzer et  al. 
2001)  and may even have consequences that extend into adult-
hood to impact fitness (e.g., Birkhead et al. 1999; Dufty et al. 2002; 
Monaghan 2008). Very little is known about how costs incurred by 
brood parasites during the nestling stage influence components of  
fitness in subsequent life stages, so additional research on this topic 
is warranted and should provide a broader understanding of  the 
extent to which early environmental conditions have consequences 
for obligate brood parasites across the entire life cycle.

Figure 5
The relationship between the provisioning rate of  vireo parents to the (A) 
brood begging call rate and (B) gape area display rate for foreign nestlings 
(circles, solid line) and vireo nestlings (triangles, dashed line).

791

 at O
regon State U

niversity on July 14, 2014
http://beheco.oxfordjournals.org/

D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://beheco.oxfordjournals.org/


Behavioral Ecology

Funding
Financial support for this research was provided by the Animal 
Behavior Society, the Chapman Fund of  the American Museum 
of  Natural History, Helmetcamera.com, the Los Angeles Audubon 
Society, the Graduate Division at the University of  California-
Santa Barbara, the Academic Senate at the University of  
California-Santa Barbara, the Faculty Summer Research Stipend 
Program at Western Illinois University, the National Science and 
Engineering Research Council of  Canada, the National Science 
Foundation Doctoral Dissertation Improvement Grant program 
(IOB-0608263), the Research Experiences for Undergraduate pro-
gram in the Division of  Biology at Kansas State University, and 
the National Science Foundation Long-Term Ecological Research 
Program at Konza Prairie Biological Station.

All research reported here adhered to the Animal Behavior Society 
Guidelines for the Use of  Animals in Research and was conducted under 
permit from the United State Fish and Wildlife Service, the Kansas 
Department of  Wildlife and Parks, and the Institutional Animal Care and 
Use Committee at the University of  California, Santa Barbara (protocol #05-
03-643). We are grateful to T.B. Heidel, J. Hite, W. Janousek, K. Kosciuch, 
A. Lyon, E. McCarthy, R. Rehmeier, B. Sandercock, and B. Von Korff for 
assistance with fieldwork; B.  Sandercock for extensive logistical support; 
M.  Robbins for access to study skins at the University of  Kansas Natural 
History Museum; J. Burtt for providing Syrinx for quantifying begging calls; 
B. Peer for feedback on a previous version of  the manuscript; and J. Briskie, 
A.  Horn, W.  Jensen, K.  Kosciuch, M.  Kuehn, M.  Leonard, T.  Loughin, 
A. Lotem, D. Mock, B. Peer, C. Schwarz, M. Szykman Gunther, and mem-
bers of  the Rothstein Gang for feedback on many aspects of  this work.

Handling editor: Nick Royle

References
Birkhead TR, Fletcher F, Pellatt EJ. 1999. Nestling diet, secondary sex-

ual traits, and fitness in the Zebra Finch. Proc R Soc Lond B Biol Sci. 
266:385–390.

Briskie JV, Naugler CT, Leech SM. 1994. Begging intensity of  nestling birds 
varies with sibling relatedness. Proc R Soc Lond B Biol Sci. 258:73–78.

Budden AE, Wright J. 2001. Begging in nestling birds. Curr Ornithol. 
16:83–118.

Chappell MA, Bachman GC. 2002. Energetic costs of  begging behavior. In: 
Wright J, Leonard ML, editors. The evolution of  begging: competition, 
cooperation, and communication. Dordrecht (The Netherlands): Kluwer 
Academic Press. p. 143–162.

Clark AB. 2002. Appetite and the subjectivity of  nestling hunger. In: Wright 
J, Leonard ML, editors. The evolution of  begging: competition, coop-
eration, and communication. Dordrecht (The Netherlands): Kluwer 
Academic Press. p. 173–198.

Davies NB. 2000. Cuckoos, cowbirds, and other cheats. London: T & A D 
Poyser.

Davies NB, Kilner RM, Noble DG. 1998. Nestling cuckoos, Cuculus canorus, 
exploit hosts with begging calls that mimic a brood. Proc R Soc Lond B 
Biol Sci. 265:673–678.

Dearborn DC. 1998. Begging behavior and food acquisition by brown-
headed cowbird nestlings. Behav Ecol Sociobiol. 43:259–270.

Dufty AM, Clobert J, Moller AP. 2002. Hormones, developmental plasticity, 
and adaptation. Trend Ecol Evol. 17:190–196.

Fiala KL. 1981. Sex ratio constancy in the red-winged blackbird. Evolution. 
35:898–910.

Forbes S, Glassey B. 2000. Asymmetric sibling rivalry and nestling growth 
in red-winged blackbirds (Agelaius phoeniceus). Behav Ecol Sociobiol. 
48:413–417.

Friedmann H. 1955. The honeyguides. Washington (DC): Smithsonian 
Institution.

Friedmann H. 1963. Host relations of  the parasitic cowbirds. U.S. National 
Museum Bulletin, No. 233. Washington (DC): Smithsonian Institution Press.

Glassey B, Forbes S. 2003. Why brown-headed cowbirds do not influence 
red-winged blackbird parent behavior. Anim Behav. 65:1235–1246.

Godfray HCJ. 1991. Signaling of  need by offspring to their parents. Nature. 
352:328–330.

Godfray HCJ. 1995. Evolutionary theory of  parent-offspring conflict. 
Nature. 376:133–138.

Gray EM. 1997. Do female red-winged blackbirds benefit genetically from 
seeking extra-pair copulations? Anim Behav. 53:605–623.

Griffith J. 2007. Asymmetric begging competitions in red-winged blackbird 
Agelaius phoeniceus nestlings [Honor’s thesis]. Winnipeg, Manitoba, Canada: 
University of  Winnipeg.

Harper AB. 1986. The evolution of  begging: sibling competition and par-
ent-offspring conflict. Am Nat. 128:99–114.

Haskell DG. 2002. Begging behavior and nest predation. In: Wright J, 
Leonard ML, editors. The evolution of  begging: competition, coop-
eration, and communication. Dordrecht (The Netherlands): Kluwer 
Academic Press. p. 163–172.

Hauber ME, Pilz KM. 2003. Yolk testosterone levels are not consistently 
higher in the eggs of  obligate brood parasites than their hosts. Am Midl 
Nat. 149:354–362.

Holen OH, Saetre GPP, Slagsvold T, Stenseth NC. 2001. Parasites and 
supernormal manipulation. Proc R Soc Lond B Biol Sci. 268:2551–2558.

Honza M, Voslajerova K, Moskat C. 2007. Eviction behavior of  the com-
mon cuckoo Cuculus canorus chicks. J Avian Biol. 38:385–389.

Johnstone RA, Godfray HCJ. 2002. Models of  begging as a signal of  need. 
In: Wright J, Leonard ML, editors. The evolution of  begging: compe-
tition, cooperation, and communication. Dordrecht (The Netherlands): 
Kluwer Academic Press. p. 1–20.

Kasumovic MM, Gibbs HL, Woolfenden BE, Sealy SG, Nakamura H. 2002. 
Primary sex-ratio variation in two brood parasitic birds: brown-headed cow-
bird (Molothrus ater) and common cuckoo (Cuculus canorus). Auk. 119:561–566.

Kilner RM. 2002. The evolution of  complex begging displays. In: Wright 
J, Leonard ML, editors. The evolution of  begging: competition, coop-
eration, and communication. Dordrecht (The Netherlands): Kluwer 
Academic Press. p. 87–106.

Kilner RM, Madden JR, Hauber ME. 2004. Brood parasitic cowbird nest-
lings use host young to procure resources. Science. 305:877–879.

Kilner RM, Noble DG, Davies NB. 1999. Signals of  need in parent-off-
spring communication and their exploitation by the common cuckoo. 
Nature. 397:667–672.

Kleven O, Moksnes A, Roskaft E, Honza M. 1999. Host species affects the 
growth rate of  cuckoo (Cuculus canorus) chicks. Behav Ecol Sociobiol. 47:41–46.

Kosciuch KL, Sandercock BK. 2008. Cowbird removals unexpectedly 
increase productivity of  a brood parasite and the songbird host. Ecol 
Appl. 18:537–548.

Lichtenstein G. 2001. Low success of  shiny cowbird chicks parasitizing 
rufous-bellied thrushes: chick-chick competition or parental discrimina-
tion? Anim Behav. 61:401–413.

Lipar JL, Ketterson ED, Nolan V. 1999. Intraclutch variation in testosterone 
content of  red-winged blackbird eggs. Auk. 116:231–235.

Madden JR, Kilner RM, Davies NB. 2005. Nestling responses to adult food 
and alarm calls: 2. Cowbirds and red-winged blackbirds reared by east-
ern phoebe hosts. Anim Behav. 70:629–637.

Madden JR, Kunc H-J, English S, Manser MB, Clutton-Brock TH. 2009. 
Do meerkat (Suricata suricatta) pups exhibit strategic begging behavior and 
so exploit adults that feed at relatively high rates? Behav Ecol Sociobiol. 
63:1259–1268.

Magrath RD. 1991. Nestling weight and juvenile survival in the blackbird, 
Turdus merula. J Anim Ecol. 60:335–351.

Mock DW, Dugas MB, Strickler SA. 2011. Honest begging: expanding from 
signal of  need. Behav Ecol. 22:909–917.

Mock DW, Parker GA. 1997. The evolution of  sibling rivalry. Oxford: 
Oxford University Press.

Monaghan P. 2008. Early growth conditions, phenotypic development, and 
environmental change. Phil Trans R Soc Biol Sci. 363:1635–1645.

Moreno-Rueda G. 2007. Is there empirical evidence for the cost of  beg-
ging? J Ethol. 25:215–222.

Morton ES, Farabaugh SM. 1979. Infanticide and other adaptations of  the 
nestling striped cuckoo Tapera naevia. Ibis. 121:212–214.

Motro U. 1989. Should a parasite expose itself ? (some theoretical aspects of  
begging and vigilance behavior). J Theor Biol. 140:279–287.

Naef-Daenzer B, Widmer F, Number M. 2001. Differential post-fledging 
survival of  great and coal tits in relation to their condition and fledging 
date. J Anim Ecol. 70:730–738.

Ortega CP. 1998. Cowbirds and other brood parasites. Tucson (AZ): 
University of  Arizona Press.

792

 at O
regon State U

niversity on July 14, 2014
http://beheco.oxfordjournals.org/

D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://beheco.oxfordjournals.org/


Rivers et al. • Mismatched begging displays

Parker TH. 1999. Responses of  Bell’s vireos to brood parasitism by the 
brown-headed cowbird in Kansas. Wilson Bull. 111:499–504.

Payne RB. 1977. The ecology of  brood parasitism in birds. Annu Rev Ecol 
Syst. 8:1–28.

Peer BD, Rivers JW, Rothstein SI. 2013. Cowbirds, conservation, and 
coevolution: potential misconceptions and directions for future research. 
Chinese Birds. 4:15–30.

Redondo T. 1993. Exploitation of  host mechanisms for parental care by 
avian brood parasites. Etologia. 3:235–297.

Rivers JW. 2007. Nestmate size, but not short-term need, influences begging 
behavior of  a generalist brood parasite. Behav Ecol. 18:222–230.

Rivers JW, Blundell MA, Loughin TM, Peer BD, Rothstein SI. 2013. The 
exaggerated begging behavior of  an obligate brood parasite is shared 
with a nonparasitic close relative. Anim Behav. 86:529–536.

Rivers JW, Jensen WE, Kosciuch KL, Rothstein SI. 2010. Community-level 
patterns of  host use by the brown-headed cowbird, a generalist brood 
parasite. Auk. 127:263–273.

Rivers JW, Young S, Gonzalez EG, Horton B, Lock J, Fleischer RC. 2012. 
High levels of  relatedness between brown-headed cowbird (Molothrus ater) 
nestmates in a heavily-parasitized host community. Auk. 129:623–631.

Rothstein SI. 1990. A model system for coevolution: avian brood parasitism. 
Annu Rev Ecol Syst. 21:481–508.

Rothstein SI, Patten MA, Fleischer RC. 2002. Phylogeny, specialization, 
and brood parasite-host coevolution: some possible pitfalls of  parsimony. 
Behav Ecol. 13:1–10.

Schuetz JG. 2005. Low survival of  parasite chicks may result from their 
imperfect adaptation to hosts rather than expression of  defenses against 
parasitism. Evolution. 59:2017–2024.

Smiseth PT, Lennox L, Moore AJ. 2007. Interaction between parental care 
and sibling competition: parents enhance offspring growth and exacer-
bate sibling competition. Evolution. 61:2331–2339.

Spottiswoode CN, Koorevaar J. 2012. A stab in the dark: chick killing by 
brood parasitic honeyguides. Biol Lett. 8:241–244.

Tanaka KD, Morimoto G, Ueda K. 2005. Yellow wing-patch of  a nestling 
Horsfield’s hawk cuckoo Cuculus fugax induces miscognition by hosts: 
mimicking a gape? J Avian Biol. 36:461–464.

Tanaka KD, Ueda K. 2005. Horsfield’s hawk-cuckoo nestlings simulate 
multiple gapes for begging. Science. 308:653.

Weatherhead PJ. 1989. Sex ratios, host-specific reproductive success, and 
impact of  brown-headed cowbirds. Auk. 106:358–366.

Weatherhead PJ, Boag PT. 1995. Pair and extra-pair mating success rela-
tive to male quality in red-winged blackbirds. Behav Ecol Sociobiol. 
37:81–91.

Westneat DF. 1993. Polygyny and extrapair fertilizations in eastern red-
winged blackbirds (Agelaius phoeniceus). Behav Ecol. 4:49–60.

Weygoldt P. 1980. Complex brood care and reproductive behavior in cap-
tive poison-arrow frogs, Dendrobates pumilio O.  Schmidt. Behav Ecol 
Sociobiol. 7:329–332.

Wiley JW. 1986. Growth of  shiny cowbird and host chicks. Wilson Bull. 
98:126–131.

Wright J, Leonard ML. 2002. The evolution of  begging: competition, 
cooperation, and communication. Dordrecht (The Netherlands): Kluwer 
Academic Publishers.

Yasukawa K, Searcy WA. 1995. Red-winged blackbird (Agelaius phoeniceus). 
In: Poole A, Gill F, editors. The birds of  North America. Philadelphia 
(PA): Academy of  Natural Sciences.

793

 at O
regon State U

niversity on July 14, 2014
http://beheco.oxfordjournals.org/

D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://beheco.oxfordjournals.org/

