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Beak and feather disease virus 
detected in the endangered Red 
Goshawk (Erythrotriorchis radiatus)
Christopher MacColl 1,2*, James E. M. Watson 1,2, Nicholas P. Leseberg 1,2, Richard Seaton 3, 
Tridip Das 4, Shubhagata Das 4 & Shane R. Raidal 4

We report the first detection and prevalence of Beak and feather disease virus (BFDV) in Australia’s Red 
Goshawk (Erythrotriorchis radiatus). This is a new host for this pervasive pathogen amongst a growing 
list of non-psittacine species including birds of prey from the orders Accipitriformes (hawks, eagles, 
kites), Falconiformes (falcons and caracas), and Strigiformes (owls). The Red Goshawk is the first 
non-psittacine species listed as Endangered to be diagnosed with BFDV. We report an initial case of 
infection discovered post-mortem in a dead nestling and subsequent surveillance of birds from across 
northern Australia. We reveal BFDV prevalence rates in a wild raptor population for the first time, 
with detections in 25% (n = 7/28) of Red Goshawks sampled. Prevalence appears higher in juveniles 
compared to adults, although not statistically significant, but is consistent with studies of wild 
psittacines. BFDV genotypes were associated with the Loriinae (lorikeets, budgerigar, and fig parrots), 
Cacatuini (Cockatoos), and Polytelini (long-tailed parrots) tribes; species which are preyed upon by Red 
Goshawks. A positive BFDV status may be associated with lower body mass but small sample sizes 
precluded robust statistical analysis. We postulate the possible impacts of the virus on Red Goshawks 
and discuss future research priorities given these preliminary observations.

The Red Goshawk is a taxonomically distinct raptor endemic to the tropics and subtropics of eastern and north-
ern Australia. It is one of Australia’s least detected birds1 and is nationally and internationally Endangered2,3. It 
has undergone a significant population decline and range contraction in recent decades with the species now 
probably extinct across ~ 34% of its breeding range, and declining across an additional ~ 30% of its breeding 
range4. The cause of this widespread and recent decline remains undiagnosed although habitat loss is a likely 
driver5. The species is now considered limited to northern Australia as a breeding resident4 having probably bred 
as far south as northern New South Wales historically6. The ecology of the Red Goshawk in these former range 
areas is little known making diagnosis of the threats driving its widespread extirpation difficult.

Beak and feather disease virus (BFDV) of the genus Circovirus is commonly known for infecting parrot species 
(psittacines) in both acute and chronic forms. Chronic cases are characterised by significant feather dystrophy, 
skin lesions, and beak deformities, whereas the acute form shows diarrhea and feather abnormalities with death 
often occurring within one-two weeks of developing clinical signs7. BFDV is listed as a key threatening process 
under the Environmental Protection and Biodiversity Conservation (EPBC) Act of Australia but the Act currently 
only considers threatened parrots as susceptible to its impacts7. It is considered a significant threat to the survival 
of endangered species with small population sizes and those subject to captive breeding efforts. BFDV has been 
reported in the majority of Australian psittacine species, with all considered susceptible to infection.

It is emerging that birds of prey are also susceptible to BFDV infection, including members of the Accipitri-
formes (hawks, eagles, kites), Falconiformes (falcons and caracas), and Strigiformes (owls)8–10. This extension to 
the known host range across a diverse phylogeny of birds known as ‘raptors’11 is a recent development but forms 
part of a growing trend of non-psittacine hosts8,9,12. The true taxonomic range and prevalence of BFDV in wild 
raptor populations is little understood as no field-based studies have been undertaken. Potential impacts on their 
fitness, breeding success, and survival are likewise unknown.

Verified diagnoses of BFDV in raptors are currently limited to a few acute cases presenting for care or nec-
ropsy at veterinary clinics and wildlife hospitals9,10. The current list of known BFDV raptor hosts within Australia 
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includes the Brown Goshawk (Accipiter fasciatus), Wedge-tailed Eagle (Aquila audax), White-bellied Sea-eagle 
(Haliaeetus leucogaster), Peregrine Falcon (Falco peregrinus) and Whistling Kite (Haliastur sphenurus) amongst 
the diurnal raptors. BFDV has also been detected in the Powerful Owl (Ninox strenua), Southern Boobook 
(Ninox boobook) and Eastern Barn-owl (Tyto alba) amongst the nocturnal raptors8–10. We now add to this list by 
reporting BFDV in the Red Goshawk (Erythrotriorchis radiatus); the first case of an Endangered non-psittacine 
species infected with the virus.

Dietary studies from northern Australia confirm it is a bird-eating specialist with avian prey constituting 
99.8% of prey items13. Of this, parrots are estimated to contribute ~ 51.9% of their dietary biomass. The very 
closely related Red-collared and Rainbow Lorikeets (Trichoglossus rubritorquis/moluccanus) are the most fre-
quently recorded prey species, while larger parrots including the Sulphur-crested Cockatoo (Cacatua galerita) are 
also commonly taken13. The two taxonomic groups of which these key prey species belong, the Loriinae (lorikeet, 
budgerigar, and fig parrots) and Cacatua (cockatoos), also support the two main genotypes of the BFDV genome.

Clearly there is a significant ecological relationship between parrots and Red Goshawks. However, it is not 
known if preying predominantly on these known BFDV host species has a deleterious effect on the Red Goshawk’s 
population. To improve our understanding of how widespread BFDV is in this species, we conducted surveillance 
of wild birds from across northern Australia. Here, we reveal for the first time, BFDV prevalence rates in a wild 
raptor population and make preliminary observations on the potential impact to infected hosts. We also discuss 
possible conservation implications including those associated with the species decline and make future research 
recommendations given this is the first nationally threatened non-psittacine species diagnosed with BFDV.

Materials and methods
Ethics statement
All animal handling procedures and experimental protocols were carried out in accordance with the relevant 
guidelines and regulations including the Queensland Department of Agriculture and Forestry Animal Ethics 
Permit (ref: CA 2018/04/1183 and CA 2020-11-1437), the Queensland Department of Environment, Science, and 
Innovation Scientific Purposes Permit (ref: WA0008989), the Northern Territory Parks and Wildlife Commission 
Permit to Interfere with Wildlife (ref: 65,181), the Western Australian Department of Biodiversity, Conservation, 
and Attractions Authorisation to Take or Disturb Threatened Species (ref: TFA 2019-0079-2), and the Australian 
Department of the Environment and Energy Part 13 Permit (ref: E2019-0163). This study is also reported in 
accordance with the ARRIVE guidelines and conforms to its principles.

Data collection
A total of 28 biological samples were collected from individual Red Goshawks across northern Australia including 
Queensland (n = 22), the Northern Territory (n = 5), and Western Australia (n = 1) between 2015 and 2022. Four 
methods were used to obtain these samples: (1) feathers plucked from live birds (i.e. body coverts) during cap-
ture (n = 19); (2) feathers plucked from dead birds found beneath nests (n = 2); (3) feathers found on the ground 
beneath nests (i.e. flight feathers) following moult by breeding adults (n = 6); and (4) liver samples collected from 
dead birds found beneath nests (n = 1). Red Goshawk were captured around nest sites via a remotely controlled 
8 ft bow-net (Northwoods Falconry, Olympia, WA, USA) using a live lure bird as the attractant.

Active surveillance of BFDV in Red Goshawk commenced after its initial discovery in 2021 following test 
results obtained from a dead nestling found beneath a nest in 2019. However, feather samples collected since 
2015 were able to be used retrospectively in our BFDV screening. All feathers were kept in separate re-sealable 
bags to avoid cross contamination between samples and stored at either at room temperature (n = 5), refrigerated 
(n = 23), or frozen (n = 1).

Morphological data were collected from captured individuals including wing length (mm), tail length (mm), 
culmen length (mm), tarsus length (mm), and body mass (g). Due to inherent size differences between the adult 
and juvenile age classes, our analysis of morphological traits and BFDV status were limited to the juvenile age 
cohort to ensure our results were comparable between individuals. Furthermore, there was insufficient data 
to compare potential morphology differences between infected and uninfected adults as there were only two 
confirmed cases of infection.

Age and sex were assigned where known through in-hand measurements or visual observation by experienced 
observers. Moulted feathers found on the ground could only be assigned to the adult age class with sex unable 
to be determined. Where multiple feather samples were collected at the same nest both on ground and from 
live birds, the latter sample was used in our analysis to avoid possible duplicate counts of the same individuals. 
Two samples were collected from nestlings, but these data were grouped with fledglings under the ‘juvenile’ age 
cohort for our analysis.

Lab analysis
The mean sampling time between sample collection and lab analysis was 470 days (SD = 567). BFDV is resilient 
and able to persist in the environment for long periods of time8. BFDV DNA was extracted from feather pulp 
and blood samples using established techniques and screened for BFDV by an established PCR protocol that 
targets the 717-bp section of the BFDV10,12. Purified amplicons were sequenced with PCR and internal primers 
by the Australian Genome Research Facility Ltd (Sydney) using an AB 3730xl unit (Applied Biosystems). For 
each amplicon sequences were obtained at least twice in each direction for each isolate to ensure the validity of 
the data. Amplicon sequencing using material contained within feather pulp also avoids using external feather 
surfaces during testing which may be prone to cross-contamination. For example, the handling of infected prey 
by Red Goshawks including plucking feathers could lead to false positive results if viral material is shed onto their 
own feather surfaces during consumption. The sequences were trimmed for primers, aligned to construct contigs 
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using a minimum overlap of 35 bp and a minimum match percentage of 95%, and construction of full genome 
and partial sequences were carried out in Geneious Pro and BioEdit Sequence Alignment Editor (version 7.1.6.0). 
These were aligned with publicly available BFDV genomes from different regions of Australia using Geneious 
with MAFFT v7.017 and using the G-INS-i (gap open penalty 1.53; offset value 0.123) alignment algorithm.

Data analysis
Detections and non-detections of BFDV were used to calculate prevalence rates and 95% confidence intervals 
according to age, sex, and region. Fisher’s exact tests were used to determine if there was a significant associa-
tion between these factors and BFDV prevalence rates. Sample collection points were used to plot all known 
detections geographically in order to spatially assess the virus’ known extent of occurrence in Red Goshawk. 
Morphological traits were plotted according to BFDV status to assess for discrepancies between infected and 
non-infected individuals. Males and females were separated given their large, non-overlapping size difference. 
All analyses and mapping were conducted in R14 using the ggplot215, sf16, and tmap17 packages.

Results
BFDV was detected in seven individuals and not detected in 21 individuals, placing the overall prevalence rate of 
our sampled population at 25% [n = 7/28, 95% CI 12.7–43.4] (Fig. 1a). Higher prevalence was recorded in juve-
niles at 31.2% [n = 5/16, 95% CI 0.14–0.56] compared to 16.7% in adults [n = 2/12, 95% CI 0.05–0.45]; however, a 
Fisher’s exact test revealed no significant association between BFDV prevalence and age class (p = 0.66) (Fig. 1b). 
Similarly, no statistical significance was found between BFDV prevalence and sex (p = 1) with males [33.3%, 
n = 2/6, 95% CI 0.10–0.70] and females [28.6%, n = 4/14, 95% CI 0.12–0.55] showing similar rates of infection.

Regionally, six individuals tested positive for BFDV in Queensland for a prevalence rate of 27.3% [n = 6/22, 
95% CI 0.13–0.48]. Just one individual tested positive for BFDV in the Northern Territory for a prevalence rate 
of 20% [n = 1/5, 95% CI 0.04–0.62], albeit based on very limited data. No detections were made in Western Aus-
tralia although only one sample was obtained for analysis. The sampling locations and positive results illustrate 
the known spatial extent of the virus in Red Goshawks which at least incorporates the northern tropical savanna 
areas of Queensland and the Northern Territory (Fig. 2).

Sample sizes were too low to allow robust statistical comparison between positive and negative cases across 
morphological measurements in juveniles. These data indicate body mass is lower in hosts (n = 3) compared 
to non-hosts (n = 8), but larger sample sizes are needed to test this conclusively, particularly given the need to 
separate results by sex (Fig. 3a). The distribution of wing, tail, and culmen length did not indicate any discernible 

Figure 1.   Results of Beak and Feather Disease Virus screening in Red Goshawks. (a) Overall prevalence across 
all individuals. (b) Prevalence by age class between adults and juveniles.
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difference between positive and negative cases but these data are likewise insufficient to allow valid statistical 
comparison between groups (Fig. 3b–d).

Phylogenetic analysis revealed that the BFDV genotypes from Red Goshawks are incorporated into four dis-
tinctly separated phylogenetic clades (Table 1; Supplementary Fig. 1). Samples RGG31 and RGG32 had a cockatoo 
specific BFDV genotype which occurs within a clade comprised of spatially indiscriminate host generalist BFDV 
genotypes from Cacatuini. Sample RGG35 had a BFDV genotype closely related to the Polytelini tribe, which 
forms a strongly supported monophyletic clade. The Red-winged Parrot (Aprosmictus erythropterus), a known 
though infrequent prey species of Red Goshawk, belongs to the tribe Polytelini. Samples RGG08, RGG30, and 
RGG38 all clustered together within a strongly supported clade dominated by host tribe Lorini. Phylogenetic 
resolution for BFDV genotype in sample RGG23 was not clear as it branched out from a clade formed by BFDV 
genotypes in host tribe Pezoporini. However, there was weak bootstrap support (< 50%) between clade Pezoporini 
and Cacatuini. Given that Pezoporini includes small grass parrots (Neophema sp.) and ground parrots (Pezoporus 
sp.) from outside our study region predominantly in southern Australia, it is likely that the BFDV genotype in 
RGG23 indeed belongs to Cacatuini.

Discussion
This research presents the first known surveillance of BFDV in a wild raptor population, and documents the first 
known case, and possible impacts, of an Endangered non-psittacine species infected with the virus. However, 
caution is needed in assessing the potential threat this virus poses to Red Goshawk as it has not clearly been 
established that infection leads to chronic disease in the adult and fledgling-age birds we mostly sampled. Hosts 
may carry the virus but ultimately show no clinical signs8 and our study did not include follow up pathological 
monitoring of sampled birds except by visual observation of tagged breeders whom return to known nesting 
locations (i.e. compared to widely dispersed juveniles). Susceptibility to the virus is age-related and it is on this 

Figure 2.   Sampling locations and results of Beak and Feather Disease Virus screening in Red Goshawks across 
northern Australia including the states of Queensland, the Northern Territory, and Western Australia.



5

Vol.:(0123456789)

Scientific Reports |        (2024) 14:10263  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-024-60874-1

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

basis that we postulate the potential impacts an infected population may be exposed to based on our results and 
findings from better studied species.

Potential impacts
An overall prevalence rate of 25% (95% CI 0.13–0.43) in Red Goshawks is comparable with most studies of 
wild psittacine host populations including the New Caledonian Rainbow Lorikeet (Trichoglossus haematodus 
deplanchii) at 25%18, Sulphur-crested Cockatoo at 10–20%19, Crimson Rosella (Platycercus elegans) at 41.8%, 

Figure 3.   The distribution of morphological data between juvenile male and female Red Goshawks according 
to their BFDV status. (a) Body mass. (b) Wing chord length. (c) Tail length. (d) Culmen length.

Table 1.   Positive cases of Beak and Feather Disease Virus in Red Goshawks including sampling, demographic, 
and genetic information.

Sample ID Sample type Age class Sex Genotype

RGG08 Feather (live sampling) Adult Female Lorini

RGG23 Feather (live sampling) Adult Female Pezoporini

RGG30 Feather (live sampling) Juvenile Male Lorini

RGG31 Feather (live sampling) Juvenile Male Cacatuini

RGG32 Feather (live sampling) Juvenile Female Cacatuini

RGG35 Feather (collected on ground) Juvenile Female Polytelini

RGG38 Liver Juvenile Unknown Lorini
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Blue-winged Parrot (Neophema chrysostoma) at 11.8%, and Galah (Eolophus roseicapilla) at 8.8%20. However, 
higher rates have been reported in some species or populations, including the Little Corella (Cacatua sanguinea) 
at 100%, Long-billed corella (Cacatua tenuirostris) at 56.7%, and Sulphur-crested Cockatoo at 92.3%21. Limited 
studies have assessed prevalence rates according to age class but the available evidence suggests younger birds 
are more likely to become infected8. Controlled studies revealed infection was most prolific amongst nestling 
age Budgerigars (Melopsittacus undulatus) and Galahs22. Mortality appears most likely to occur at the nestling 
or fledgling stage, with these younger birds often succumbing to acute forms of the disease8. The prevalence 
rates we have observed amongst fledged Red Goshawk suggests there could be cases of undetected mortality 
occurring inside the nest given this age-related susceptibility8,22. Increased nestling mortality could reduce nest 
productivity and recruitment into the adult population. However, recent fledgling rates in the Northern Terri-
tory appear consistent with historical baselines13 including a longitudinal study on the Tiwi Islands23 but these 
trends need to be investigated further. In order to adequately assess for these impacts, more comprehensive 
breeding data are needed, and larger sample sizes of BFDV prevalence. In-nest monitoring is also required if 
disease exposure and potential breeding impacts are to be investigated at all stages of reproduction including 
the periods of highest vulnerability.

BFDV causes characteristic beak and feather abnormalities including bill elongation and persistent feather 
loss yet there were no discernible differences between juvenile hosts and non-hosts across wing, tail, or culmen 
measurements based on our limited data. There were also no obvious clinical signs of infection in monitored 
individuals, but this is also consistent with studies of wild cacatuids in southeastern Australia21. The potential 
difference in body mass distribution is interesting and worthy of further investigation if sufficient sample sizes 
can be collected across age and sex classes. Lower body mass may indicate a physiological impact which leads to 
reduced fitness and lower survival probability even if the young are able to successfully fledge from the nest and 
disperse from the natal territory. For example, studies of wild cockatoos found the 2–3-year-old age cohort had 
the most significant feather loss8. Chronic immunosuppressed birds often succumb to secondary causes such as 
other disease problems or predation21,24,25. In order for the disease to manifest, one or two moult cycles may be 
required, but most birds that succumb to BFDV are < 2 years old8. As such, further work is also needed to assess 
for any delayed impact on the survival of young birds that fledge and reach independence yet were infected within 
the nest. Dead birds found beneath nests also represent highly valuable specimens for pathological investigation 
and should be collected, particularly if found prior to advanced decomposition where viable tissue and blood 
samples can be obtained.

No discernible difference in rates of infection between males and females is also consistent with studies of 
wild parrots whereby species rather than sex is a predictor of BFDV infection20. The susceptibility of nestlings 
would suggest brooding adult females are similarly exposed to the virus and indeed our only confirmed cases 
of adult infection belong to adult females. However, adult males are poorly represented in our data set, at least 
amongst birds directly sampled where sex was known (i.e. compared to moulted feathers found on the ground 
where sex is unknown), so sex related differences at the adult age class cannot be ruled out. However, adult males 
provision the female and young for most of the breeding season so if transmission occurs through the handling 
and consumption of infected prey then males would be similarly exposed to infection.

Preliminary observations of known cases
The initial discovery of BFDV in this species came from an approximately one week old nestling found deceased 
beneath a nest in Queensland during the 2019 breeding season. While BFDV cannot be confirmed as the cause 
of this mortality, it should be considered a strong possibility, particularly given that nestling age is the period of 
highest susceptibility to the virus8,22. The following season resulted in another dead nestling of approximately 
four weeks old being found beneath the same nest, although that nestling was unable to be retrieved for testing.

Fledglings captured for tracking-based survival studies over the 2021–2022 breeding seasons have provided 
a mixed sample of both BFDV positive and negative cases. It is currently unclear if a positive BFDV status is a 
predictor of first-year mortality as this study is still ongoing. Mortality is also typically high in first-year raptors, 
particularly bird-eaters26, so greater sample sizes would be needed to assess the influence of BFDV infection as 
a predictor of survivorship.

The two adult cases are both breeding females subject to tracking and breeding studies. Their survival has 
apparently not been impacted by their positive BFDV status, as both birds continue to survive after more than 
two years of tracking. While infected, four of the five breeding attempts involving these two females have pro-
duced fledged young. The one breeding failure apparently involved predation of the nestling, which was found 
beneath the nest, but did not test positive for BFDV. Their ability to thrive over multiple seasons suggests they 
are carriers of this virus and remain asymptomatic. It would be expected that younger birds are more likely to 
display clinical signs of infection particularly during feather development. However, whilst this has been shown 
in psittacine species8,22, it remains a gap in our understanding of how BFDV may impact the Red Goshawks 
population and other non-psittacine predatory species including raptors.

Red Goshawk decline
BFDV is endemic and has persisted in Australia for millions of years8. Such a deep evolutionary history suggests 
that native species have been able to co-exist with the virus. However, anthropomorphic changes to the landscape, 
particularly due to habitat alteration over the last 230 years since European colonisation, may have changed the 
abundance of psittacine host populations, and potentially altered the virus’ prevalence and extent along with it. 
For example, Sulphur-crested Cockatoo, Little Corella, and Rainbow Lorikeet populations have increased across 
urban and rural areas of greater Sydney, Melbourne, and Brisbane28–31. Given their hollow-nesting requirements, 
and with these resources more limited in the landscape due to clearing, it is likely that transmission has increased 
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over time due to inter-seasonal nest hollow sharing8. Whilst longitudinal studies of BFDV prevalence rates over 
time do not exist, current estimates are 5–20% in the juvenile population19,32.

The potential for BFDV to have contributed to the decline of the Red Goshawk is circumstantial. There are 
no data which can be used retrospectively as no nests were monitored to detect declines due to disease, and no 
viable biological material ever collected from the regions of eastern Australia from which the Red Goshawk 
has apparently disappeared. Red Goshawks clearly share a close ecological relationship with parrots given they 
are a dietary staple, at least in northern Australia13. Dietary information from the historical parts of their range 
throughout eastern Australia are lacking, but early records do document parrots being preyed upon. One of the 
earliest specimens, and the most southerly recorded adult, was a male observed hunting rainbow lorikeets in 
the Clarence Valley NSW in 186633, and there are other early records of the species preying on psittacines34–36. 
Whilst a dependence on psittacines as a primary food resource historically cannot be established from such 
little information, it is known that psittacine populations capable of hosting BFDV achieve their highest densi-
ties in some of these regions37. Based on this distribution of potential host species, interactions appear highest 
throughout eastern and south-eastern Australia37. Therefore, we posit that a spatial relationship exists between 
concentrations of BFDV host species and Red Goshawk extirpation, although this is again only correlative.

Future research recommendations
More detailed information on the outcomes of nesting attempts is necessary to draw robust conclusions about 
the potential impacts of BFDV on the Red Goshawk population. Tracking the number of eggs produced, eggs 
hatched, nestling survival, and fledging success is required to better detect any trends (e.g. nestling survival) that 
could be attributed to the effects of BFDV over time. To determine whether there is any delayed physiological 
impact to juveniles (e.g. feather loss) which manage to fledge and disperse from their natal territories but are 
infected with the virus may require remote tracking for follow up visual or pathological monitoring. Ongoing 
collection of moulted feathers and retrieval of any remains surrounding nests is also recommended in order to 
continue building a database on BFDV prevalence rates and possible associated mortalities. The live capture of 
birds for direct sampling, particularly amongst juveniles which appear to have higher prevalence rates, will also 
add valuable data to continue investigating whether infected birds exhibit physiological impacts such as lower 
body mass. Comparison of BFDV prevalence in wild psittacine populations across extant and extirpated areas 
of the Red Goshawks range (e.g. northern Australia vs. south-eastern Australia) may provide further insight into 
possible exposure rates to the virus and whether it varies geographically.

Conclusion
BFDV is a pervasive pathogen capable of infecting a broad range of hosts, now extending to Endangered non-
psittacine species such as the Red Goshawk. This species is undergoing a severe population decline and range 
loss. A pathogen such as BFDV may represent a pervasive threat to the species, but further work is needed to 
better understand its potential impact. Prevalence rates are quite high, comparable with psittacine hosts, with 
juveniles potentially more infected albeit based on limited sample sizes. Whether this has a deleterious effect on 
the species’ breeding rates or survival is unknown and worthy of further investigation as the results we present 
here are preliminary.

Data availability
The data that support the main findings of this study are contained within the manuscript or supplementary 
material.

Received: 22 December 2023; Accepted: 29 April 2024

References
	 1.	 Backstrom, L. J. et al. Using citizen science to identify Australia’s least known birds and inform conservation action. Emu Aust. 

Ornithol. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​01584​197.​2023.​22834​43 (2023).
	 2.	 Australian Department of Climate Change, Energy, the Environment & Water. Conservation Advice for Erythrotriorchis radiatus 

(Red Goshawk). (2023).
	 3.	 BirdLife International. Erythrotriorchus radiatus. The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species 2022: e.T22695699A40347607. (IUCN, 

2022).
	 4.	 MacColl, C., Leseberg, N. P., Seaton, R., Murphy, S. A. & Watson, J. E. M. Rapid and recent range collapse of Australia’s Red Gos-

hawk Erythrotriorchis radiatus. Emu Aust. Ornithol. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​01584​197.​2023.​21727​35 (2023).
	 5.	 Ward, M. et al. Lots of loss with little scrutiny: The attrition of habitat critical for threatened species in Australia. Conserv. Sci. 

Pract. 1, e117. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​csp2.​117 (2019).
	 6.	 Debus, S., McAllan, I. A. W. & Mead, D. A. Museum specimens of the red goshawk “Erythrotriorchis radiatus”: I: Annotated list 

of specimens. Sunbird J. Queensland Ornithol. Soc. 23, 5–28 (1993).
	 7.	 Australian Department of Climate Change, Energy, the Environment, and Water. Psittacine Circoviral (beak and feather) Disease, 

https://​www.​dcceew.​gov.​au/​envir​onment/​biodi​versi​ty/​threa​tened/​key-​threa​tening-​proce​sses/​psitt​acine-​circo​viral-​beak-​and-​feath​
er-​disea​se (2023).

	 8.	 Raidal, S. R. & Peters, A. Psittacine beak and feather disease: Ecology and implications for conservation. Emu 118, 80–93. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1080/​01584​197.​2017.​13870​29 (2018).

	 9.	 Amery-Gale, J. et al. A high prevalence of beak and feather disease virus in non-psittacine Australian birds. J. Med. Microbiol. 66, 
1005–1013. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1099/​jmm.0.​000516 (2017).

	10.	 Sarker, S., Lloyd, C., Forwood, J. & Raidal, S. R. Forensic genetic evidence of beak and feather disease virus infection in a Powerful 
Owl, Ninox strenua. Emu 116, 71–74. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1071/​MU150​63 (2016).

	11.	 McClure, C. J. W. et al. Commentary: Defining raptors and birds of prey. J. Raptor Res. 53, 419–430. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3356/​0892-​
1016-​53.4.​419 (2019).

https://doi.org/10.1080/01584197.2023.2283443
https://doi.org/10.1080/01584197.2023.2172735
https://doi.org/10.1111/csp2.117
https://www.dcceew.gov.au/environment/biodiversity/threatened/key-threatening-processes/psittacine-circoviral-beak-and-feather-disease
https://www.dcceew.gov.au/environment/biodiversity/threatened/key-threatening-processes/psittacine-circoviral-beak-and-feather-disease
https://doi.org/10.1080/01584197.2017.1387029
https://doi.org/10.1080/01584197.2017.1387029
https://doi.org/10.1099/jmm.0.000516
https://doi.org/10.1071/MU15063
https://doi.org/10.3356/0892-1016-53.4.419
https://doi.org/10.3356/0892-1016-53.4.419


8

Vol:.(1234567890)

Scientific Reports |        (2024) 14:10263  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-024-60874-1

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

	12.	 Sarker, S. et al. Evidence of a deep viral host switch event with beak and feather disease virus infection in rainbow bee-eaters 
(Merops ornatus). Sci. Rep. 5, 14511–14511. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​srep1​4511 (2015).

	13.	 Aumann, T. & Baker-Gabb, D. J. The ecology and status of the Red Goshawk in Northern Australia. Royal Australasian Ornitholo-
gists Union RAOU Report No. 75 (1991).

	14.	 R: A language and environment for statistical computing. R Foundation for Statistical Computing (Vienna, Austria, 2021).
	15.	 Wickham, H. Ggplot2: Elegant Graphics for Data Analysis (Springer, 2016).
	16.	 Pebesma, E. Simple features for R: Standardized support for spatial vector data. R J. 10, 439–446. https://​doi.​org/​10.​32614/​RJ-​

2018-​009 (2018).
	17.	 Tennekes, M. tmap: Thematic Maps in R. J. Stat. Softw. 84, 1–39. https://​doi.​org/​10.​18637/​jss.​v084.​i06 (2018).
	18.	 Jackson, B. et al. Preliminary surveillance for beak and feather disease virus in wild parrots of New Caledonia: Implications of a 

reservoir species for Ouvea Parakeets. Emu 114, 283–289. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1071/​MU140​29 (2014).
	19.	 McOrist, S., Black, D. G., Pass, D. A., Scott, P. C. & Marshall, J. Beak and feather dystrophy in wild sulphur-crested cockatoos 

(Cacatua galerita). J. Wildlife Dis. 20, 120–124. https://​doi.​org/​10.​7589/​0090-​3558-​20.2.​120 (1984).
	20.	 Martens, J. M. et al. Beak and feather disease virus (BFDV) prevalence, load and excretion in seven species of wild caught common 

Australian parrots. PloS one 15, e0235406–e0235406. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1371/​journ​al.​pone.​02354​06 (2020).
	21.	 Sutherland, M. et al. Disease surveillance in wild Victorian cacatuids reveals co-infection with multiple agents and detection of 

novel avian viruses. Vet. Microbiol. 235, 257–264. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​vetmic.​2019.​07.​012 (2019).
	22.	 Wylie, S. L. & Pass, D. A. Experimental reproduction of psittacine beak and feather disease/French Moult. Avian Pathol. 16, 

269–281. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​03079​45870​84363​74 (1987).
	23.	 MacColl, C. et al. in The Action Plan for Australian Birds 2020. (eds S. T. Garnett & G.B. Baker) 383 - 386 (CSIRO Publishing, 

2021).
	24.	 Raidal, S. R. Viral skin diseases of birds. Sem. Avian Exotic Pet Med. 4, 72–82. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​S1055-​937X(05)​80042-8 

(1995).
	25.	 Ashby, E. Parrakeets moulting. Emu Aust. Ornithol. 6, 193–194. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1071/​MU906​192f (1907).
	26.	 Newton, I. Population Ecology of Raptors 1st edn. (Bloomsbury Publishing, 1979).
	27.	 Rahaus, M. et al. Detection of beak and feather disease virus DNA in embryonated eggs of psittacine birds. Veterinární medicína 

53, 53–58. https://​doi.​org/​10.​17221/​1932-​VETMED (2008).
	28.	 Campbell, C. E., Jones, D. N., Awasthy, M., Castley, J. G. & Chauvenet, A. L. M. Big changes in backyard birds: An analysis of 

long-term changes in bird communities in Australia’s most populous urban regions. Biol. Conserv. 272, 109671. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1016/j.​biocon.​2022.​109671 (2022).

	29.	 Danson, A., Palmer, G., Thomson, R., Thornton, J. & Woodall, P. F. Surveys of terrestrial birds in the Brisbane valley, 1981–2004. 
Sunbird J. Queensland Ornithol. Soc. 35, 1–19 (2005).

	30.	 Joyce, M., Barnes, M. D., Possingham, H. P. & Van Rensburg, B. J. Understanding avian assemblage change within anthropogenic 
environments using citizen science data. Landsc. Urban Plan. 179, 81–89. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​landu​rbplan.​2018.​07.​006 (2018).

	31.	 Burgin, S. & Saunders, T. in Pest or Guest: The Zoology of Overabundance (eds Daniel Lunney, Peggy Eby, Pat Hutchings, & Shelley 
Burgin) 185–194 (Royal Zoological Society of New South Wales, 2007).

	32.	 Raidal, S. R., McElnea, C. L. & Cross, G. M. Seroprevalence of psittacine beak and feather disease in wild psittacine birds in New 
South Wales. Aust. Vet. J. 70, 137–139. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​1751-​0813.​1993.​tb061​05.x (1993).

	33.	 Ramsay, E. P. Catalogue of the Australian Accipitres in the Collection of the Australian Museum (Australian Museum, 1876).
	34.	 Diggles, S. Birds of Australia III (Queenslander, 1875).
	35.	 Barnard, H. G. Notes on the square-tailed kite and the Red Goshawk. Emu Aust. Ornithol. 34, 25–28. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1071/​

MU934​025 (1934).
	36.	 Hollands, D. Eagles, Hawks and Falcons of Australia 2nd edn. (Bloomings Books, 2003).
	37.	 Australian Department of Environment and Energy. Density of native Australian non-EPBC listed species which may be affected by 

Psittacine Beak and Feather Disease, https://​www.​dcceew.​gov.​au/​sites/​defau​lt/​files/​env/​pages/​3423b​27d-​bee2-​4deb-​9566-​b2b9a​
615aa​cb/​files/​map-​speci​es-​densi​ty-​native-​non-​epbc-​listed-​speci​es-​pbfd.​pdf (2016).

Acknowledgements
The authors would like to acknowledge Mr. John Griffith and Dr. Adrian Gallagher for the collection and testing 
of the first known case of BFDV in the Red Goshawk. Without their foresight we may not have uncovered the 
potential threat this virus poses to the species. We would also like to thank the volunteers who sent us samples 
during nest monitoring activities, and those who assisted with live sampling of captured birds. Particular thanks 
must go to Patrick Webster, William Riddell, Celina Cacho, Jesse Watson, Harry Nevard, Simon Cherriman, 
Jason Searle, and Dr. David Stewart. We also thank the partner organisations that make this project possible: 
Rio Tinto Weipa, the Australian Wildlife Conservancy, and the Queensland Department of Environment, Sci-
ence, and Innovation.

Author contributions
The study design was conceived by C.M., J.E.M., R.S. and N.P.L. The data analysis and figures were prepared by 
C.M. The lab analysis and figures were prepared by S.D. and T.D. The manuscript was initially written by C.M. 
and reviewed and edited by J.E.M., R.S., S.R.R. and N.P.L.

Competing interests 
Research into the Red Goshawk is a collaborative project between the University of Queensland, Rio Tinto Weipa, 
the Australian Wildlife Conservancy, and the Queensland Department of Environment, Science, and Innovation. 
Funding for this project is provided by Rio Tinto Weipa to cover all field work costs. CM also receives a salary 
as project manager. All other authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Supplementary Information The online version contains supplementary material available at https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1038/​s41598-​024-​60874-1.

Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to C.M.

Reprints and permissions information is available at www.nature.com/reprints.

https://doi.org/10.1038/srep14511
https://doi.org/10.32614/RJ-2018-009
https://doi.org/10.32614/RJ-2018-009
https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v084.i06
https://doi.org/10.1071/MU14029
https://doi.org/10.7589/0090-3558-20.2.120
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0235406
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetmic.2019.07.012
https://doi.org/10.1080/03079458708436374
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1055-937X(05)80042-8
https://doi.org/10.1071/MU906192f
https://doi.org/10.17221/1932-VETMED
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2022.109671
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2022.109671
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landurbplan.2018.07.006
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-0813.1993.tb06105.x
https://doi.org/10.1071/MU934025
https://doi.org/10.1071/MU934025
https://www.dcceew.gov.au/sites/default/files/env/pages/3423b27d-bee2-4deb-9566-b2b9a615aacb/files/map-species-density-native-non-epbc-listed-species-pbfd.pdf
https://www.dcceew.gov.au/sites/default/files/env/pages/3423b27d-bee2-4deb-9566-b2b9a615aacb/files/map-species-density-native-non-epbc-listed-species-pbfd.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-024-60874-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-024-60874-1
www.nature.com/reprints


9

Vol.:(0123456789)

Scientific Reports |        (2024) 14:10263  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-024-60874-1

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

Publisher’s note  Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Open Access   This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the 
Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from 
the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://​creat​iveco​mmons.​org/​licen​ses/​by/4.​0/.

© The Author(s) 2024

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Beak and feather disease virus detected in the endangered Red Goshawk (Erythrotriorchis radiatus)
	Materials and methods
	Ethics statement
	Data collection
	Lab analysis
	Data analysis

	Results
	Discussion
	Potential impacts
	Preliminary observations of known cases
	Red Goshawk decline
	Future research recommendations

	Conclusion
	References
	Acknowledgements


