Strange features are no better than no features: predator recognition by untrained birds
Animal Cognition
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4 né nlo ni3 ni2 nl5 n8 nlk nil n2 n3
OKESTREL 120 76 58 73 52 61 27 21 63 34 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
B KESTREL_EMPTY 44 60 44 2 15 0 0 0 67 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
OKESTREL_PIGEON 61 89 15 1 0 0 0 0 107 83 0 6 0 1 0 0 0 0
OPIGEON 33 26 1 1 4 0 0 0 98 65 41 4 0 0 0 0 0 0

Fig. 3 The graph shows the variation in the number of attacks by parental pair on each type of dummy within each
nest. The nests are divided into three groups: Group 1) Nests that attacked the unmodified kestrel most compared
to the harmless control pigeon; Group 2) Nests that attacked the harmless control pigeon and other dummies
significantly more compared to the unmodified kestrel; Group 3) Nests that did not attack at all or attacked

minimally any dummy.



