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ABSTRACT

Background & Aim: As apex carnivores, tigers (Panthera tigris) and leopards (P. pardus) play critical roles in
maintaining the structural and functional stability of Asian forest ecosystems. The populations and ranges of these two
felids have declined due to human disturbance. To mitigate anthropogenic threats to endangered species in these
ecosystems, it is essential that we understand how tigers and leopards interact. Although competition between tigers and
leopards has been studied for several decades, most studies have taken place in the famous reserves like Nagarahole
Natural Park and Chitwan National Park in South Asia, so it is unknown how their interactions differ elsewhere in their
overlapping range. Here, we review 36 previous papers on competitive interactions between the two big cats from 1976
to 2021. We summarize the nature of both interference and exploitation competition between tigers and leopards in their
current overlapping range, as well as how prey and human disturbance shapes this competition.

Review Results: We found that the most important factors affecting tiger-leopard competition and coexistence included
species richness at various size classes of prey and also the spatial distribution of human disturbance. Local habitat,
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prey composition, and disturbance factors affect tiger-leopard interactions by shaping the trade-off between ecological
opportunities (e.g., easy prey) and the risk of escalating conflict with humans and other competitors across spatial,

temporal, and dietary niches.

Perspectives: There is currently a significant regional bias in the study of tiger-leopard competition and coexistence,
with most research focusing on the overlapping range in South Asia and neglecting these in Northeast and Southeast
Asia. To more fully understand how tigers and leopards interact, future research should occur longitudinally throughout
their shared range, with a focus on multiple ecological niches and fine spatial scales. Research on the biotic and abiotic
factors affecting tiger-leopard competition should aim to identify their ecological thresholds and the regulation
mechanisms by which these factors affect the intensity and types of competition.

Key words: tiger; leopard; carnivore; interspecific interactions; competition; ecological niche
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Sk B Kk ik (Gallego-Zamorano et al, 2020). fEITY
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[P A7 (Sand, 2016; de Satgéet al, 2017) . HifE
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53 BB B NP RS o PR 43 A1 Y Bl o>
793% (Dinerstein et al, 2007), FJF0HE/ AR VEFE R
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PEIAES N BF A A, 4 o) A a0 R (Pt
tigris). ZAJLFE(P. t. altaica). EI3ZFE(P. t. corbetti)
LR FE(P. t. jacksoni) IR 1 i R (P. t. sumatrae)
(Goodrich et al, 2022; Liu et al, 2018); $JIAEIN T
Tl 5 AAEINSI(P. p. pardus). A6 AAES.
ENSZ%4(P. p. delacouri). ENFEAE(P. p. fusca). H#rH
22 RHJ(P. p. kotiya). JH:FY(P. p.melas). Bl Hifr%y
FI W15 (P. p. saxicolor) (Jacobson et al, 2016). #7 4=
FIFOEE H AT A T AEMAIE PN, T B AR JE A A 4y
AT, PRSI RO AR M DX e = EE ) AR A
354 (Carter et al, 2015). H RiEFApE 30 fh e 32 52
HAFEFARICW.. 45 WA .34 [X 5 (Goodrich et
al, 2022; Stein et al, 2016). ZRILWHX BAFH 1L
JEAIZRACSY, FEEo A e FE 5 A MBI A 2R
)22 A7 0 DL R AR 2 e g 120 i X 7 R 8 (P L IX 4
A) o 1Z X 35 EAE Y N LA FA (Pinus koraiensis) A1
PR P T FRVR A ARFNVE I R AR, PRSI R
AW Mg AE JEE (Cervus nippon). B4 (Sus scrofa)
F1i(Capreolus pygargus)= (Sugimoto et al, 2016; Li
etal, 2019). 7E4 Fa LIX I, PRSI 5 A A HFE e 5 A
Thofeae iy, Horbrebpg 2 By 23 A (1 ED SRR ATED 3 50 &2
BEILAE TR [ 5 4 ) 58 AL 1) a2 BUTIR - Ao 490 25 ) 2t
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L1 ik (Dawna-Tenasserim Mountains, E1[X1%C,), &
SR I B B R PR RN BN S B N 3 By A T 28 [ AN
K VG AT S AL R RE - R R AR KR IX
(Belum-Temengor Forest Reserve, & 1 [X 15 Cy)
(Steinmetz et al, 2013; Rayan & Linkie, 2016). HER
IUCN 1) J% 34 7 A 0408 S/ 7R3 7 U X S PR . 22
B RO RS E 20 PR3V AT (K1), (HEREdE R
Y B 5 75 Bk A2 Bt ¥ 2 Th B8 M K 4 (Rostro-
Garc R et al, 2016; Rasphone et al, 2019; Sohl, 2021).
SOMZEM R O ThRe M K4, AR 2R g (1 1T
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EN 3254 (Rostro-Garc & et al, 2018). %< 55 V. [X 45 & 54
A5 AR A R AN IR A AR Sk AR R
FETRAS AR, FEHEY) /K (Rusa unicolor). E[1EEEY
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Fig.1 Current range of tigers and leopards, and locations of case studies about their competitions and coexistence (black dots) from
1976 to 2021. The range data of tigers and leopards were from IUCN. A is the range of tigers and leopards in Northeast Asia, Buis
Terai Arc landscape, B2 is Vindhya Range, Bz is Western Ghats Mountains, C: is Dawna-Tenasserim Mountains and C: is

Belum-Temengor Forest Reserve.
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%% (Joseph et al, 2007; Kumaraguru et al, 2011).

PEFY I ] 55 G A0 45 - 95 284 5% 4+ (interference
competition) 1 % Y F| A A 5% 4+ (exploitation
competition) (Kronfeld-Schor & Dayan, 2003). T
RSE S RINREIMEZ M EHEH . BT RM
A5 (180245 kg) 3 K T-39(45-65 kg), DR
BB T I IR AR RS BEUR,  PERR R R )3
Ia] DA 25 B 30 A A e 3 152 Rt 3 7 A 2 ()
KR (Harihar et al, 2011). J&5YZ [A] ) B2 A F Y 55 4+
T ERIAE ZFE TSI B e 5 RN [RE)
AR5 75 BAE 2RSSO YEE b AR AR5
FEPDERR AR TR, PR BEUER) B 58 4 AE %
PRIV ATIX T V2 AFAE . N T S b Hh B AR 1 AL B4 1)
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Holt Al Polis (1997) #& !} 7 % B W # & # it
(Intraguild Predation Theory, IGPT). iZH itk N5
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TR BRSNS . SRR
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HIRE T —Fifae RS . oAb, ZEAMEML. GPSI
oy T A BOR B PO e Al KAk 1 3N
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i ] “tigers (or Panthera tigris)” + “leopards (or
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RIIHIAEWeb of Science 14 ik 27 AR L4 4i 14 A
MR EHATRR, R RBICHR80MR . AL R
5E 36§ 5 L AEBIE T SCER B0 AR HE i 0 9T R A A
AL WA EFRAEDA . M2 R
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KF o KT [FINHR T S50 H At & A 30 (191 G 54
Cuon alpinus®§) s F+ILAEF T4 TR . KBR
AN R EOR I SCHR S, FEOREE H 1976 220214 7E !
B, M. BEE. JBIH/R. AP REFIS R
55 [ 5 261 X 3T J2 (1) 36 fi pE 30 e 4+ 5 L A7
FC; HhKaranth %5 (2017) 48 58 1 BN EE 4 X 45
HIFESIFAEC R, MiRayanflLinkie (2016)4R 5% 1 5

SRVEE AN XS pR S AP A 5¢ &R, Fr DAAR S J5 3%
P S BA0TIT FT (R 1) o It A B DL SCHR, AR ST
AE[a) B (R RIE FRAE IS AR T PR30 58 G A AE 1
FUEARE &, RIS SR TSR TR &= 15
Wi, A4 5 PRSI XS AE W FL i R 7 I $ T
i

1 ZFE4E

5[] A A5 A 2 B AR £ N B IX 385 4 F 3L A7
(5L Pt A A — e 2 ANE N 3547, 4 AT
TE B[R] RN 77 5 A2 25 0 4 P 38 78 R A2 A BLAR
Fi (Farris et al, 2020). SN &/ERAM TR
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5125 (Chase et al, 2002; Vanak et al, 2013). 4T =&
FER N TR 1 2l R ATAE R IR CE e 4 3
AT £ & BR 1 (Fedriani et al, 2000; Jensen &
Humphries, 2019). 40, THg& & @i
T 4 R PR | O S G RS, AR IR B R
TEFH B 085 W (1) [) B ok 22 38 52 5 % 2% 19 XUz (Brown
et al, 1999; Ritchie & Johnson, 2009). X FfA: 25 R il
VE AL & 3 BOXCE 38 4+ 5 1) ol 25 B AR 0 o 2R
B AW BRAIR, E 20 s DX 33 1) 2 T R ok ml R 4
(Fedriani et al, 2000; Linnell & Strand, 2000).

KA FERIR I SRR, A 35% A FLAiIE 1 %
3 2 18] 32 2 ph - 28 5 4 3 00K b 1A A ELAE FH B
R, FEAFE: (1) EZLGE IR RS (Ramesh et
al, 2012b); (2)pEFlHE% B _ A FESIM R T %
(Harihar et al, 2011); ()45 HERR 2 474 X L 1)
WA B (Kafley et al, 2019; Pokheral & Wegge,
2019). MUFYRF R RISEPING, PUELES ) R AE FEXT S
PTG BN, R REEA WY X (Huai
Kha Khaeng Wildlife Sanctuary, Thailand) L{E A 7
H o 21 p' By AL Z S (Simeharoen et al,
2018). TMifEENEERE AL S hy 2 JE AR Y X (Mudumalai
Tiger Reserve, India)Bk &4 1d Fe i A5 A4, [
ARSI ZE(E TR ORI T Y PR IR R, R EAFIXT
T4 AEAE A & V5 F (Ramesh et al, 2012b). 4k,
PR3 73 (8] T 15 AL 55 4t o2 B EUEA TR B AR AL
P E B R R 2 — . B EERE B R OR 9 X (Sariska
Tiger Reserve)]j& 7E20054F 2 R & AE X ek P 2K 464,
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R AXGRMEMXIBABUENZFESRHEMREDLD . “ V" RAEBNESULERE LRRESIMEZTFXR.

Table 1

Overview of 40 researches about competition and coexistence between tigers and leopards in Asia. “ v indicated that the

interspecific competations were conducted along the corresponding niche dimension between tigers and leopards

FF5 BEFLSCHR
Code Research paper

AF 5 Hh A
Research site

WHRFMIEE) ZRRR MEXR SikES
Research
period (year)

Spatial Temporal Dietary
correlation correlation Overlap

g A W N -

10
11

12

13
14
15
16
17
18
19

20

21
22

23

24

25
26

27

28
29

30
31
32
33
34

35

Seidensticker, 1976

ZLHEE AR, JEW/R Chitwan National Park, Nepal 0.50

Karanth & Sunquist, 1995 iR+ 28 B E % A, E¥ Nagarahole National Park, India 4
Karanth & Sunquist, 2000 Rz 2 # E % A, EN¥ Nagarahole National Park, India 6

Andbheria et al, 2007
Joseph et al, 2007

A3l A R BR AR X, ENFE Bandipur Tiger Reserve, India  0.08

WA s AR A= 2 WO X, ENEE Parambikulam Wildlife  0.50
Sanctuary, India

Wang & MacDonald, 2009 75 % #f <7 #% HE2E 5w E 5 AR, AFF Jigme Singye 2

Ramesh et al, 2009
Odden et al, 2010
Kumaraguru et al, 2011
Harihar et al, 2011
Ramesh et al, 2012b

Wangchuck National Park, Bhutan
B D47 X, ENEE Mudumalai Tiger Reserve, India  0.67

B [ 5 A e, JEiF/R Bardia National Park, Nepal 3
Rl Zs T3 47X, ENJE Anamalai Tiger Reserve, India 3
hi T E XK AR, ENE Rajaji National Park, India 4

Fort i pe R4 X, EIE Mudumalai Tiger Reserve, India  2.30

Bhattarai & Kindlmann, ZiEE % A [, JEiA/R Chitwan National Park, Nepal 2

2012
Mondal et al, 2012a

Mondal et al, 2012b
Ramesh et al, 2012a
Selvan et al, 2013
Steinmetz et al, 2013
Lovari et al, 2015
Carter et al, 2015

Sugimoto et al, 2016

Rayan & Linkie, 2016
Rayan & Linkie, 2016

Karanth et al, 2017

Karanth et al, 2017

Karanth et al, 2017
Karanth et al, 2017

Thinley et al, 2018

Yang et al, 2018

Simcharoen et al, 2018

Li et al, 2019

Pokheral & Wegge, 2019
Lamichhane et al, 2019
Kafley et al, 2019
Thapa et al, 2021

R FRIRIIX, ENE Sariska Tiger Reserve, India 2

W HETRERYIX, ENfE Sariska Tiger Reserve, India 1.58
Fort i pe R4 X, EIE Mudumalai Tiger Reserve, India  1.50
SR R /A X, FE Tiger Range of South Tibetan, China  2.50
Z B EZK AR, Z2E Kuiburi National Park, Thailand 0.58
[tk BLE X A Bel, JEiH/R Shuklaphanta National Park, Nepal 1.50
FFHEE %A, JE¥H/K Chitwan National Park, Nepal 0.50
Primorskii Krai i gg3ti[X, 247 Southwest Primorskii Krai,1
Russian

Mk 25K AR, S3KPETE Royal Belum State Park, Malaysia 0.67
T IRARMARS X, DokPEIY Temengor Forest Reserve,  0.75
Malaysia

L B AR S R X, BN Bhadra Wildlife Sanctuary, — 0.50
India

AR A JRHLX, ENFE Biligiri Rangaswamy Temple,  0.50
India

Az 2 5 F & A B, ENFE Nagarahole National Park, India 0.50

P /R pE R4 (X, ENfE¥ Bandipur Tiger Reserve, India  0.50

FHIEMG-2 HE R A, EVEE Jigme Dorji National Park, 1
Bhutan

AR MEY X, FE Hunchun Natural Reserve, China 1

SREEHAEHMEY X, Z&E Huai Kha Khaeng Wildlife 2
Sanctuary, Thailand

KA, FE Changbai Mountains, China 1

[k BLE AR, JEIH/R Shuklaphanta National Park, Nepal 0.83
FREEZK AW, J8isR Chitwan National Park, Nepal 0.08
ZFHEE K A, /R Chitwan National Park, Nepal 0.17
Terai ArcitHLIX, JEIIR Terai Arc Landscape, Nepal 0.50

Vinitpornsawan & Fuller, i@ 7 4 i 25 B 2E sh ) R 97 X (ZR #6), 22 [E Thung Yail.83

2020

Naresuan East Wildlife Sanctuary, Thailand

\/

\/
v v
\/
\/
v v
\/
\/
\/
\/
\/
v v
v v
\/
v v
\/
v v
\/
v v
v v
v v
\/
v v
v v
v v
v v
v v v
v v
\/
v v
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=1 (&) Tablel (continued)

5 BRSO Tt FuH
Code  Research paper Research site

WRAMEE) FERR HEXR BEES
Research Spatial Temporal Dietary
period (year) correlation correlation ©verlap

36 Steinmetz etal, 2021  ZEREEZR AR, ZZE Kuiburi National Park, Thailand 7 v
37 Kumar et al, 2020 Mfmbz EFE K AR, EIE Nagarahole National Park, India 0.50 v
38 Charaspetetal, 2021 £-R& B AW X, ZE Huai Kha Khaeng Wildlife — 1.42 v N

Sanctuary, Thailand
39 Phumanee et al, 2021
National Parks, Thailand
40 Palei et al, 2021

BEAFLEER AR, Z6E Mae Wong and Khlong Lan 0.83 \/ S

PEER ELIA /R B R4 X, BN Similipal Tiger Reserve, India  0.75 N

#£2008-20104F 5| AR G HIME BEHH7.6 + 0.6
(SE) /100 km? R [4%3.1 0.4 (SE) /100 km?,
12 0.75 T F4420.54 (Mondal et al, 2012b). [d
FE, EPRE L5 8 B X A [ (Rajaji National Park) 7
20042008 4F 5. 5| A\ B8 J5, SR A HE % R i A 40 Y
3.31 £1.51 (SE) X /100 km? L7+ %5.81 +2.26 (SE)
H/100 km?, 1592 N H9.76 + 3.50 (SE) /100
km?2 ~ [%312.07 +1.63 (SE) /100 km? (Harihar et al,
2011) . 7 [] PR A AIHERR A2 JE 30 T B 5 4 f 2 )
I, AFE AR RS 5 B 5 80 X 5
R A AR R E R . R IRIE
HE [# 5% 22 [l (Chitwan National Park) A1 E2 i V. 6 58 2
el (Bardiya National Park), FE£% 5 4 2 [ PN 3810
PR A SR ARSI HER 2 SR 22 . Sl N E
JE U35 245 15 (Odden et al, 2010; Bhattarai &
Kindlmann, 2012). Tfi B3 EE #9300 4 8 B PR 97 X
(Nagarahole Natural Reserve). 7 [E 45 5 B ¥ 5 /el
(Kuiburi National Park)#1Lh 3k it 7 it 4 o FE AR AR AR
1 [X (Temengor Forest Reserve) () 5 Il 3 A % 572 4
DX ) 25 TRIHERR, T30 R R R A RS RS AR
AT N X} ' & A2 338 (Karanth & Sunquist, 2000;
Steinmetz et al, 2013; Rayan & Linkie, 2016). £+
AL, PEBYBEA R AR DX 2 (B B, HoRAEARL
SRR R AR 7 [ [ s, S I AR R A B AR
IR RE X IRILAF (L et al, 2019), 394w if7E =ik
R 5B, T 5% i 245 A i 4 X g (Carroll
& Miquelle, 2006; Wang et al, 2017).

J% B 23 18] 43 A B2 S ] 3RAS e BAT
YEFHFIRENR, TS 20 A W) 32 Al S i . e
ol 1 RN X 7/ AT BT RE S X S AP e A L
(Steinmetz et al, 2013), % [X 7RG 51T RIS )
AT ERAG I 7 T A 2 2 T BB B0 AR I A [ A 3

AR JEP IR 32 a7 S R 5
X IEAEBI (D)AS FEIEYIEN Bk FEA0 AR
TP =3 18] e B | A7 7E 3K % 5 (Bhattarai &
Kindlmann, 2012; Costa et al, 2021), Z&41)25 18] 45
A 22 AT LAIE 52 i % 54 1) 25 T) 40 A 1 1T 52 1 e
AT XSS A ()840 P 5 X S L A7 2
5 W) 3120 3 I AE KRR B85 ) 2 ol 222 e %o 1R 0
(VR FH A% . JRF AR T — RO 8 73 K
A(> 175 kg). H17#(30-175 kg) /N (< 30 kg), Hrp
K B0 22 FEXT 5 78 (8] 56 R B A B )52
Wi o ASHI UK K ARSI IR E R 53 5N KT (76 2)
FLNK RAEGEY) S BB 2 R £
FEMEHR Ry o AR BT B IR 3E 1 PR3N 2 R %
WEE], BEAR T RS R BEE R 5 T A e 4,
45 PR IFEAS 75 BN 54 77 A X 3tk = e) HE RS, 1 R AE
NRPFEAT N B R #1130 (Karanth & Sunquist, 1995).
51 7 B FE (1) J38 Az 22 7 1] 528 [l 0 B e 7 O
{747 [X (Bandipur Tiger Reserve)Z5[X ik, =& 11k
BB B (P RERF A= K. BRI AR T B A
() F2 % (12.09 +0.91 (SE)H/100 km?), [
RRRAR T FEX 50 A5 R il (Jhala et al, 2015) .
2K A OU T A Y BHIR A B TR
BB RIRHAES . BN A]T DUE R OREF R =
BRE, A R B G UR I R AT A9 08 B 22 M A £
RS )T 0 S5 3 SRR R FH A S 4 TN T
H R RS ) 1) B U T et 2 N R 3N TR I
TEGr, RIS PR3 R I H X 38 2 (8] HE B (Harihar
et al, 2011). fltnfeya/RIGAFHEE K b, ENFER)
Fi 4 Je B 5K A [l 25 (Seidensticker, 1976).
IRV R BREEAEE BRI
A=A 49 R 5 P AR AR AN /2 1 /100 km? (Wang et al,
2018), 4kiM FEURAT TFIHI AR BIRE /1K, 18
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Table 2 Effects of large and medium-sized prey abundance on coexistence of tigers and leopards

REEY) R PRSI X IR AE AR A2 A7 [X 35

Large prey  Medium-sized prey Regional coexistence Representative distribution region

(>176 kg)  (31-175kg)

FE FE A2 RS, F97E/ N R BTN RS R TSN 2 7 [ XA b, EREE

Rich Rich Leopards will not be excluded by tigers but avoid in fine scale or Nagarahole National Park, India
behaviorally

AEE F5 P AU BT AR, B (A HERR 2 55 B AR5 A E R AR, JEiHK

Not rich Rich Tigers occupy prime habitat and exclude leopards to inferior habitats ~ Chitwan National Park, Nepal

AEE AEE PESNE FERUR, ARE 58423 AIHERR XS 75 RAPeSIE R Ak, hE

Not rich Not rich Tigers and leopards have a low density and can not completely exclude Amur Tiger and Leopard National Park,
each other China

E= AEE PR IR A B A SR X, SR 5%

Scarcity Not rich Tigers regional extinction Srepok Wildlife Sanctuary, Cambodia

= &3 JES XK 4 BRI THE RGP X, 24

Scarcity Scarcity Tigers and leopard regional extinction Nam Et-Phou Louey National Protected

Area, Laos
PR e (R 7, BRIE RIS 55 8 B Y22 4k (Kronfeld-Schor & Dayan, 2003). )

(Steinmetz et al, 2013; Li et al, 2019). iz E 24,
HLEIS O [ 5 %5 2 2491 137100 km? (Steinmetz et al,
2013), ify AR JbpR # A 450.20-0.27 14/100 km?
(Wang et al, 2018), H &I AL FEICIERTF ™
A DX A TR R, R EVRAE RS A RBE X S 1EAT IR
#ill (Steinmetz et al, 2013; Li et al, 2019).

FEAN KA RS 7 B [ = 1 [  rh A
YIAFEE, ZIXIBA REAR BB PR K4L . 5]k
2% 1 e B AR B W AR 47 X (Srepok - Wildlife
Sanctuary) (Rostro-Garc R et al, 2018).

FESANKP R BAEY# - E R =, I R
FIF XS K 2 o 5] AN 2245 1 B 2R I B R K R
[X (Nam Et-Phou Louey National Protected Area)[X
P B ) I PN AR B AR A T 3 BB P R VR AN KT 2k
B AT AR RS 4 A7 (Rasphone et al, 2019).

N [] A 25 A7 =2 48 AS [R] 4 Ffoot B 5 FH A2 165 (8]
FWa A, R A A AR b AR
(Hutchinson, 1957, 1959) ., i [A] th 7] LA —Ff R 1
PEGRIR, A RENIREE T —MAT N HLH R B
Tz [6) () 5 24 55 4 (R i2E HL A7 (Halle, 2000). 24
(103 BN T R A LR [ A A 27 5, e
I8 — K B W B 4y BC VS B B A Y — Fh = Ak 7
3\ (Schoener, 1974), & ah T2 ShTE K b T
P2 R ) — R [ 8 14T AR, 23RN
EWAET T 5 AMER R L FE ), DUE R E 283

R I, B2 A 52 e B PR Sl ) A 8 S0 3 B0 T A
f) B 2[R % (Nouvellet et al, 2012). 1R £ 45 BE2E5E4)
HRLIN H BATMEEUR B 5 BN BURe AL, TAE AR5 )
SR E K (Ramesh et al, 2012a). X2 PR 9 1 1) 1 /=
By IS B AT ARG I B A5 0 s (0 B e 1k, b 4rh
AR MR AR P PR B0 P A R Ty, I — SRR AR A
9 W & (Rahman & Mardiastuti, 2021). TH 2% 1 £
()3 Bl — M 3 B B SRS ) DR 45 e FE Y [
B, RSN RTh R, I Tigs a4
Z HA BTN R B 3N HE 5 (Astete et al, 2017),
TR 258 4 255 1R 30) 15 A 5 05 W DR R BB — B
PEREIIS, S8 ZEEETT TR Al & 5 B0 Bl g . 1R
2GR B TR G 38 (R TS B R R B AR R S )
RIS 3 T 2% 418 £ 7 2 TR IEAT AUAE LA SR A 5 R I A=
AUz (Li et al, 2019). & RIBHH) 2 8] 1A 8] A= 250
KALAE R RGN AT M, HIRE S H T
IR 5] A 257 18 52 T2 6 & (R AR 25 BRI INE, mT DUIR
T 7R3 H A v 3 77 2 DA RRAIC S T2 B
FEAE; T 224 T2 47l £ 35 1 A 25 W 3 PR AR B 2R
R 35 4 3 SCnT DU T Pk R A IR B R
(Grassman, 1999).

T[] A2 385 67 93 9 A 3 e R T b Y S A i
)77 2 (Ramesh et al, 2012a). FEAE NI,
BT ) 154 5 K RS ) LA e BT — U,
E 4 53 A7 DX AR R I AT 10 5= B T B IR
#i(Steinmetz et al, 2013; Karanth et al, 2017; Li et al,
2019), [F)3Ek 73 A1 () 30 Dy e T 7 ) B 22 0 Y B AT
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P54 (Ramesh et al, 2012a; Rayan & Linkie, 2016).
FERE AL, S0 ETE BRI 3 LLEEFT = BRI b
AN, (HZ9 5 5 MG A6 R R e 5 Bl
AR RFRE I — 80, X S R XIS A 1
FHLHIZ —(Lietal, 2019). ERESFEHHALEY
TRAPIX, JRAmIFm B KR . B R A A
B BAT AR BTG SRR A, 105 7 £ 11 75 R
NS N RBF A RG] . BAT YRGS IS AR
LK RA BRI RS EEFEE A = 0.41),
A 575 B IVE S AU R A B S 1 — EUE(A = 0.80)
(Vinitpornsawan & Fuller, 2020). #RTf, £ jgHk o8]
WA X, 59N 2RIMHBATIHES R &S
% 15 (Grassman, 1999). ltn, 5K P8 A B 2
% sl (Royal Belum State Park) Eb it 3T ()78 o 3% #x
MR X B S m R RS2 B, % [l P 15
LU A i AR AR OR B X P9 1 5Y 3% I L B A 1 B AT 1
iEEh i (Rayan & Linkie, 2016). PRIpE5I2 ()
I 18] 2B 254 43 25 0T i B AT O 22 A P 1) 3 AL
SEAT B, T BE AR RS SR AR U R A B
Gf G B [FE BT S P 1) 45 5 (Ramesh et al,
2012a).

PR3 E I 3 IR (B FH ELBET 1A (RN, 38 38k 4 A
RIS R EE . B nfE R WUR A E R A,
REESMENNTIHREEBRIR AT N, BA
WATVEIG BRRAE o« 15 [l 70 N IS B 5 vy HL A2 2
1E A RAT A P25, XA SI7E A ld P BRI
R AT A DAAE I 8] A A BB B, E A el AR )
SNRAT M LASRIBE N\ 2 (Carter et al, 2015). H1 AT I,
FITE SRR B ) R AE R AT S, )
WA NN TR R AR A b B 45 3
(Ngoprasert et al, 2007). FIVEN—FiHLEE &
e, RN &R A2 18 B R I ) 8 P E R 18
U B AR SRR AR AR, T (2 50 S i 7
NATFHHFME AT X B3 A7 (Ramesh et al,
2012a).

B IR AL TE G R B A B ) A A 8] AT TR 2R
AL RS EAE T BFEG, % T (e sk A Sh ) X 1K
SCAF RS 2 B AR F (FIR AR 5F, 2021). MR E Y
2H R IR AR A A 98 R e e AT AR R I ke s

AR . MEEAE J) . AR SR A AR ) AT SRAFE
HH RS A & & (Soe et al, 2017;
McCain et al, 2018; Lanszki et al, 2022) . AN[F#FH1E
B IR e KA [F N A R 2 PR S Hfh i
YR E SRR, AARIEFREN TR
PHER I AR 55 54+ 5 B (Ramesh et al, 2009).
KA R BV o () TR A4 £ 3 2 R AL AE Y 1)
LR R, MIRE G IR T RE 3R
W, R LR 8 A A B U AR Ak T R R A R Y
(Lanszki et al, 2019). MM HRIEEER, TR
T[] B2 J50R) FH AL 5 4 RR FE UK, S Fh BRI H 2
46 £ e B BRI KB 2R, SRR RS
Y2 1A E TR A SO LR A M B E SR ER
= AR BRI = ), S A] Y B IR R
RS S, BRI ARt
(S EORANEATE 7/ NS 5 G = A P BT Pl 1 N K= 8 o A
JEE A% 8 T £ 1t B S A P (Steinmetz et al, 2021).
AT LEG A8 42 PR P B 22 2RI A 22 A5 1 X 1 428 £ AL )
WEFRAEBMRAEBNEEZEH . WEMEREZ
I, Fr PSR 75 ST ol R [ 565+ 7 1)
Hahn, g5 RS RSB K RN E TR
AALTE AWM, FERE AP RINA R 2
B FRAE SN AW 734 o

PR3 B MR 43 2 e R A2 P 8] 5 4 1) 2 AR,
WRAEFEANX I E LR R, B ERKR
RSV F EAAFREN R A= KR, W5, Th
WY FEAFEERE . R BRSNS
FEAFEREE. B, HEREEARKRE. RIS
VAR TR R /IS [ e 43 22 S ] DA 280 PR AIS ol 8] 5 5 52
B2, PRt R B B SRAE Y, T30 i H N BER
#J(Mondal et al, 2012b; Ramesh et al, 2012b; Kerley
et al, 2015; Sugimoto et al, 2016). H X, FIMHETE
BEAHEREREFRAESI. TRAEA GV L
B, R RSN I 0w R A AT T A B ) 4
¥ BA Yo sg MEAEH (Miquelle et al, 2010; Hayward et
al, 2012). F @ THl= £ B, WA BSE7s
NN . REE. i, SEME
17254 (Selvan et al, 2013; Simcharoen et al, 2018).
A DR 20t 3 ol ) A ELAE FH S U P s, A4
% FE ] B4R A0 2 B B SRR B s g, R
WA T A e G A XSS . SR mT LA
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Fre AR, AR VEGISE 2 A R AR AT R R
fili & (Andheria et al, 2007), ZFEMEE R ISP
¥ 5 H M TR B X 38 4L A7 (Karanth &  Sunquist
1995), MIEA RISV F & B AR R IR 2k #%
AN 7] ()4 £ SR R A7 X (Steinmetz et al, 2021).
MR e, RIVIER M 2 R e T HmtE
WIEEER 2R . ERN/RIEIEE K AR, KBE
W B A B 950-100 kgAY, TS B YA
i [l 25-50 kg (Seidensticker, 1976). #R1f, 24%%
Vs BEAR AN, PERVAR S I H i 1) Kb RS
(R PE R SR, LI PR 3N A SR (B 11 /N B A
W) Pt SR A RIS 2 2078 /) T 478 3K v R R A A 4 P
RIS 25 (Stephens et al, 2008). [litt, JE4 %
F 5 I RS HAA B (1 R A A A B A v
TrEES. Fln, EREYTEFE I EN AN E
HHARFXEHNEHEES RE 15094
(Karanth & Sunquist, 1995). BfiZE &4 IR AW T
B, el RAEY 8 IS, W EESEUE
Tl B 2% B AR ORT A 3 B R R R SR 4 ) 0 5
(Odden et al, 2010). #FEFIHHHEREEY FTIRIFUK
fNEN(s + h), HPERREYRERE & &, s&nil
A TSV TR R IS (8], 2R b BEAS Y P 75
). FESEP R IR E I, El(s + h) ~ El(h), BE%&
B BT IR PRA, 8 S0 W T R o (1) I TR R AS W 3
Ie 2E/(s + h) < E/(h)I, PRt S8 R B Py ik
FAY /N Y (Woodroffe et al, 2007). WFFE R, 24
BV AR /NT 1,000 kg/km2i, FE 4R A
R AU e 4 & /N ) (Karanth, 1995) .
LRI, PRAARAE Y L g R, 2
RS WA, Ak I PRSP Y S A s
(Odden et al, 2010). [ MLAEREY) BEIR TR A X3,
R ARSI kSN N = e S VA - L S AR o
PR B R PP R 55 4 B An7ESE M DR B = B 2
EZECXEER AR, RN EEES RN H0.53,
BEI SO BN FEET 2. AR SR RS A 338 o
% % HE (Arctonyx collaris) < # 1~ 1 (Paradoxurus
hermaphroditus). 7 & 5% % (Atherurus macrourus)-

A5 (Herpestes urva) LA & R KRATCAT R4 &,

fF1559R B 50 98 vz 178 78 A 2540 (Steinmetz et
al, 2021). X KB G FE YRl 2 SRR, Y0P 2R
PESTEAR I PR IX AL A7 R B K IME R, Rtk

FESEAT PRF AR XA BB I, AL 25 e g
VhiI AR L, TE AR AR Y I 2 R

WS A AL AN T B T B R S R 1 =
B, o oCRY R 2 A5 A 1A BAE FH ¢ &R (Soulé
et al, 2003). N NTFHR& WL B R m
FEAUT=M07 30 QA AT AESA 0 B
TR A BN A B R 0TS B A SR TR
M8 BERZ FEVEFRAG, QA T N aid:
AL B ANEE A N A BRGNP A, 4k T s o B
fsEtt;, G)NANTIMIEHESIH B, FHENs)
VAR A 55 o FE PR AR, BFVE =F 5 FE S8 In(S&véue
et al, 2020). EAA K WBFEERT AN THE
A BORIEURYE, (FR N TITERZ I & A 3h ) Fh
] 5 28 B X6E AN [8) 4920 1 5% e 4 B 502 A A 1Y
(Alberti et al, 2003), THZH & # X NN TR
I [, 1 0 e A B AR N T ik
HMEFT, IS N T R A 7 7 B S 4k T A
ST s & T AL 554 (Deuel et al, 2017). R
[F) 370 A 1) 5 - M B WEITE AR E SRS,
A DUE I N 0 B 252 11 22 S 1 B R B M
IS 2 8] )26 JR (A0 5055, 2021). (HE BRI AN
T3 T DS B 4 BRI & R s A A
FEVNFRRE R L, B S B SR R] 5 4 (1 5
JE (Li et al, 2019).

S DX I SR L T B AR R R AR P
AT PR T IR AR B, FNBS R
FIXIFILAFH R T IR PRAR . B FE R SRR
NRFPERT LAk & R Zh P i 25 [ R AT
N EBTIERPE. BB SRS RS Yk B A R e 4k 1T
AT ST B R B 1) [X 35 3 47 (Oriol-Cotterill et al,
2015) . it 3 AN fE IR A A N st T LLIE I R
M) 540 B 5 (8] 43 A7 T SO B AT TR R G R o JREIXS
T R A H A I H B R 1 7% (7] [B] 38 (Henschel
et al, 2011; Wang et al, 2018), [t j% 543 & H I
WK B 5 FE T 05 %5 B 19 39 753 1 P A (Penjor et al,
2022) o BRI I 2 0 2 PRALC PR 30 R b B 2 5 R o 3
B, H R PR AT IS A 2K AR TR T B A Dy 8RR 45 [ 38
T 30 0] %of T S 2 30 L B Sk ) 2 ) [ 58 Qi et al,
2015; Wang et al, 2018). 1=k FEAm A% FH #
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() LB AT RSN, 150 W LF R LR S AR, AR
8306 1 (%) 22 S 2 1X R bR B B Sh 0 E A BR 25 )
W ILAE BB R &K (Li et al, 2019). BRfE4nit, {54
RE AW TE I 0T B 1) R T 20 o FE AR 2 iz AR L IX
T B 4 W S8 KR D il A M B A A8 PR AR PR b 7
TR A SE Y, TR O A 2 3 N gh I AE T %
(Kerley et al, 2002) »

PR N LWt LAAE, A7 SR AR IR TR
WESE N E B 1035 3l mT DUE o i o0 2 AR 1
B R BN AT R AE 51 77 X4k T B 52 e e AT
FRIAIE R . MPERII 2R A1 08 R 52 N RIE Bhsgme kA
SUBET, BATT A AR T R RIS Bl SR A £ SRS R
PEREX IR ILAE . AR AR g W X, jext T A
NS BRI B9 P (I 3R] [, A
A7 M B o A T PR B AR I A T A B (Kafley
et al, 2019; Li et al, 2019), MFTEEZKA THRM
NN Bl 1 [ o A e v (AT N mT 98 1
B, 75 J& /K A HE I 58 4 [l A0 N 7 B e B X A
bel, B i o R e s AR B, T2 A TN
KVE BN 95 ) A 15 (Harihar et al, 2011; Carter et
al, 2015), XA 2 R NRATVEIE B DLk f
NS Bl e, [ A 4 22 Mgy £ /1N L ) e
F: )% & (Bhattarai & Kindlmann, 2012). M7EZ b
TEIX I, FAE LT Jext AR iE oA A oM s 2
8] [ 38 (Wang et al, 2016), i%XIF LI NEAT I
T B PR W N AT RIS B (L et al, 2019), K HE7EZR
JE WP [X 3854 =5 B30 i 2 8] A2 A5 19 40 fh 8k A\ 2%
TSN, 1T R 3 R A () AR S A o A B AR
5 NRMAEM R, (HEEAR TR THSRIKA
PN ORI b AN ST R R TS ko VA e i N i
X 355 (4] % 5% ol o 2 SR BCA [i) P A 285 67 542 g% ke B A
NGB FITI B 58 4 Firfy SR B S s 0, 1A
I 1) A 25 L SR 7 B M R SR T SN TR
KM L, DA B PR3 PR U a8 B KAk (4530
A 2021).

NN $ A AT DASE Tk 5 e 45 40 A R 4K
[ E2VE T RSB F ¢ RAEE B . H A &K 4R A A
ME O I T R VAT AR, AR N 2R E
FH it B 30 2 1) A2 P23 51 (Steinfeld et al, 2006). 5K
&S5 AR m 5w g S BN, SR
R BIR i) PZFh EE 1G K 1 3E E [R K (Kumaraguru et al,

2011; Wang et al, 2016). Z & "] LAMZS[a]. I [a] Fl
B IR3NYEFE N SRR AT AR A R, AT IR R 3
Z AR BN M TR e am . 722300k,
e PR P T DA 2 PRI T R R A AR &=
AT B ATATS 2 b 5o K H 2 B RAE W ik Ak 2k g, o
I ST G RRINT PR3 A A (A HERR AR FH (2R
&, 2019). fEJEWI/RBIATHERE K, w4
A 1) 2 ) FEBR AR A AR 2 S35 S n i 3 S [E] i B
MR, (RIFART I3 HE € JL A7 (Kafley et al,
2019). fENfIE]_E, K& 2RI BEATIEE SIS A
TEAE [RIFE B AT M35 30 1 3 222 v 2 77 200 1S =
B AR W v 2 PR R, BRI PR S e R) AR S A b ) 5%
Fe(Li et al, 2019). FEEFFAEDN b, K& LU
A S Y P A s F ) BRI B e, 4k B
PR FING St PR A8 P B o &, X AN 23 0 e P 5Y
XTEF AR BRI S, EaREURS RER R
K, MR 2 b 28 (Bhattarai & Kindlmann,
2018) . RIS e o 5 X3, R 34T AT A6 A
KA N FEZY, Hiln, 728 RE 5" B AR ORY X,
S A A 2R W AE PR 5 B b 4y ) o 78.5% F
71.8%, X & R 5 319.4%7%17.1% (Mondal et al,
2012a); TEAEWHE IR 35 (1 B BERT 40 5 32 R AR
[X (Anamalai Tiger Reserve), F23MIAS2x%f 5 & it
T fr (Kumaraguru et al, 2011). M, K& HARE
A B A B R AR BUR S XL A7, PR =
RPN SR = RS B B A HE R
o BRTHBUCTE, AREEEN O A RO ARG
PR TS LB PR s W R R, TR E T T
RS XY ERIGDHKXELF
(Gallego-Zamorano et al, 2020). 758 & ) ¥ it A A<
PP HERES . ok PG, Eht. WS E R O
ORI LA R IR B E K X, X AR S B0
X 458 5% 39 b K B K 48 11 3 B2 )5 [R] (Ben fez-L (pez
et al, 2019). a5 EHEAT JyBE RN PRSI
Fa g AR 1) G, A2 % PR B oA X B AR
B BEAh, NP AT REINEIAL JIi T8 1R 5 S ot
PIFRHE R R A B, 4K 20 R 54 (10 1) 5% 4 F X 3
F A (Mulia et al, 2021).

5 B45

SEHHAN ] DR AR S 5t A BRI AR
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THAFER AR ZE R, ST RFSIE A XA
HAERBAARAMIE, BIRHIAEFI e %A —
fKIALEE (Odden et al, 2010; Lovari et al, 2015). f£344E
AR T B I AR BDIR GG A5 BRI 5E
RIZ, FEAES ], I (A RS RS E EXNAS
BL2 R HEAT AU DA LA . BORIB R FEIRK
R 7RSSR T, A Rl i B R SRt
JREVIE ST B3 ) B L5 (Seidensticker, 1976),
1M1 404 R 3 56 B W B W 3L A2 7t & ol — 4
AU RES. N RS L AMENLIE A 5T A9
EEE Z P EUR M 256 i 98 A8 (Kumar et al, 2020;
F R4, 2020; Shao et al, 2021). 1H H A 25y X 15
HAF TAIAAAE — 8 BB, AR 70 8% B AE DA
AT HRAIRE:

(D) RFIILE AR B N XA PG . A5
CRRII36RIE L, L 72%, ZRFE V(5 20%, i

ARABIEAN 8% ZRALMEAN 2R B ML SR 3 3L AF0IF T e b,

— 775 T J5 DR A 12 X 4 5 50 b 3 AR, S
WNHR. #ln, R EBERE EIL20% )T
772 B4 46 6 Bl (Carroll & Miquelle, 2006), 1H %%
JEFE A AR AL S A7 T B AN R 17T km? (Vitkalova
et al, 2018); 5 — 77 I /& ZR AL AN 2R 7 U p 5 it 9
EEAET . ARGEM . i, 245K WL
A 2 Tk ) TSR BR AT SC 30 16 8 R AE AL %
RITHBFIT . BERZIX SR I #ry AR S n 1
WA PRS0 REBR AL BEA X B2, H AT DL K 1 )
IR B kTR (Rayan & Linkie, 2016). AR IFE
P AT X AER TR 50 . R S FE BT RN A
FIETHAAERKES, HEEARRREER T
PRI PRSI MR e 4B, A R T 34305 pE 3y X 3k
TP 255 AR (LI et al, 2019; Kumar et al, 2020). 7E
RGO X I AR T E S SR I R
(Benfez-Lpez et al, 2019), 7RIS 5t FRF RS 7%
G 5 LA PRI AT BAE & % X I FE 5 1 LR 2
WFFEIERY, B AT DUER X ek K A S (R
R AN S PR AR 2 S0 # (Gallego-Zamorano et al,
2020) - [RZIFLAF0F FT AT i 1 30 PR LA LAk ) £
PIX Ty . EVFEERIANBLE T SRR ATHERIZE
B 22 R Y X B B R R DG, XX
R R B AR A FE 5 BIASCEZRIR 150%, BN RS
AP R IX . SRR, & WA E A%

M- 75 [E 5% 22 [ (Jigme Dorji National Park) 155k
PRI B2 5K A T B IX U RV OG T FE LA, 1
FRAZ X I PR 5 FE AR T He a1 S5 . ERE 1)3%
H[H 58 2> bl (Pench National Park). P& 32 & 47 [X
(Kanha Tiger Reserve) . ¥t ik il % /% & ¥ X
(Bandhavgarh Tiger Reserve)%s [£ 5345 X H gL A
RIA PRSIILAETT L. BHIF G FE AP aT g &
FRY 7 BEANE BLEOCR ) B B R XY, A
FIF CABE 30 A T A4 o 1) A P B VR B AR LR 4 AR
E LA

QBRZEEE . £ RERFZFNILERIH
Fo [RIIFPEE T EARIE BRI IAEE XA E 2 H] L )
() 0 7 A0 A A P AT 3 2 1 U DR o IX 3
o DRI, RIS 207 4 FEE 4 70 5 30 o A )
S R 3 XIS B . (HAR LR
R IIF 5 A 24 K 22 B N — 4 Bl 4 TR A )
AL RIS S HAENLMH, T B = [E]
A 75 B )8 77 B ) B) 5 7R 55 22 4
IR T (1) o M B — AR AT 4k 22l M Aok &
Fh S iE G B ER LR THE, NE2A
A ALYEFEER U PR3 38 5 5 AL 2 AR R AR
) 2R 25

SRR WNE PN FE I - £ 7 = W
TEAIFLAR, T BT RS AR R SRR FE X
— AR R B R B SRR T TG
Ath AP B SR P 4[] P 4 6 R0 2 5 e 1 RS
WEAE SN A FCAURAE Y 0t IR 55 77 TH -5 4
bt 0 HeAth A4 7= A2 55 4+ (Rich et al, 2012; Pilfold et al,
2014), BRIk, FE3 DX ATt 75 e o AU ]
FFRA RS TEG. EENEERMPLE H AP X, &
SITE R T AN [R) A4 18] 1) 2 1) 268 2 P S (I
Tt ) (1 2% W) E 2B, R BH PR A0 A 1) 25 () AR 25 7 55 4
9 B B e KT ) 55 4 (Kumar et al, 2020). B4t
T Bl 5 2% B 0% X 4 0% 5 B A () A 7 AR B
FREERIZER, HU TR RER TS
e g HAAERE T B . H AT TR S
BT R TAEMFE MR EARA TS
03 R, IX R8N AN RUBEER FE SR 3 I 58 4 FH 3
TR S7 $(Dou et al, 2016; Wang et al, 2018). H &if
RE 8 WA KT [ 1R 1% 34 55 4 5 SLAF BL | AR B 7
Tl =, REIRVEAN FIBE A L AR
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FEPRTT T PRSI 1) 25 (B A= 45457 5% & (Kumar et al, 2020),

T AN R FE 45 58 I TR) RN 37 AR 25 67 26 R I 7L
AR WIRTE o AR SCLRIR B0 5T - £980%7E VEA FE5Y
I 2 (B AR A A 58 RN AT T A0 AMHEATL R IR,
T 456 PR T B B AR (1) L 5 £910%, XA RBR T A
A ROBE XS PR30 56 40 IS AF 04T SE RS 4tk A o
FLARW, A ZLAME B AT P A [R] A= 25 67 3
B TR P VA 2 LU A5 R T2 22 00 i 15 31 O R Ay
THH (Lashley et al, 2018), PH A K (1IH 50 75 2 5
N 25 e 0 7 9 5 AN T8 RUBE 1Pk 5% 30 6 4 AT
ML T LN TR RS FAEDNAL s 7
DIV SIZEE S w NIV 353 SN X 5 S A NE Y|
IR FL S I I, RAZAEAR SR I R 58 4 S5 AE 0t 7T
R 3% B K AE F (Shao et al, 2021; 2534 7 2%,
2021).

QRFFRKAW. KiGE. wEMK RS
Flo B2 WM DX IAN S P A BRI, H AT RS 5
5 SEAFEHIEFE 00 i 33tk 00 (1.53 +1.52 (SD)4E, &
1). HAENEIAFZ — P ERES, T2
A BRI 2 H LRSI XL A7, BRI K
) S RN B A R T 3 gk PR 3N 55 S ML AR K B A
AR (Z5A 7R 55, 2021). TERFFCTERE T, MATHE A
2 RV — I PR3N 70 A X B — PR B bR AR A
THYJUA IR, DA TR LS 741 1) 4 ik
FESHE AT AR 47 40 A AU 4 (Karanth et al,
2017; Steinmetz et al, 2021). BAR % X 51 T3 2= A
AN [ FR) A B3 R A8 A 1 50, T 2 30 L AN ) 1 H A7 S s
RSO ) P 30 3L A7 iF 78 5 A B T JRATTR 0l i 4%
PRSI X AL A7 I v AR M AN AR AR R 7, AT B
U 5 B B SR NSy . AR 2 75 28
R T [X 35 5 54 e 8] 55 4 5 B RN AR S A 5%
R T WERES A &% R R AE
AWBNTT A, AR LT RSN A BLAE 32 A
- A= W) S ] 25 5 M 1 2B 3 BB o BRI R FRAT T
W TE AR TT i 58 22 1) 5 X3tk 5 1 R B4 )
GHET, RS S S5 AR FOABTE R RS 4H AL
FEUEALANFNTEAL, o

(4R FE RIS A R B & ISP xt ;R B e 4 Al
IEFRIEM . ARLRA ISR 25 PR3 R 5 A0 i 3
i KA B 3R 10)E 120, B AR BE (Ursus
arctos). MEJHHEFE(U. thibetanus). >R A& (Helarctos

malayanus). 1fi#&(Melursus ursinus). 34. i(Canis
lupus) . YEIM#HAR (C. aureus). %%k 408 J (Hyaena
hyaena). 4:/#(Catopuma temminckii). z%'(Neofelis
nebulosa). J&Fl(Lynx lynx). Z%J(P. uncia)&%. 341
NEEEAI AR T AR, BeXT RS SR AE AR
SR EEIR (Phumanee et al, 2021). 7EFE. 3. 31
S o3 AT R DX 32k, B4 7E 52 3 P AR 25 e i 1 [ It 2 0)
P A RRIVAERTEAER . S m i & F R
IRBESE /N BN, A B R R R E )
PR E B, FE. 3. 343 AT LLiE il & A [
KNFEDDFN I 3 AR A M 1) 5 4 LA 32F X 3
A7 (Andheria et al, 2007). Ti7EZ EZ 1 H 255
POUREL I XA, PR 2 AR A AR BT A A HE
FRIBAER, (HEARORER TSRS L
SRS PR ) B P EE AR X, AT 0 e A5
A AHAE MESE, 4k M0 e 54 18] () T Y 55 4,
WG 54 I RE 3G I B AT MRV B 5 R SR ek 2D 5 R N
] 2B A AL E S, DLRRAR = 3% 2 (8] 1 M [A] 38 4+
(Steinmetz et al, 2013). FFIHHE. 5 F E [FIH A0
TE SR L X, (BT 5392 0E3) Tk
4,000 mbA_EIXH, M. 3. SRR Z A0
TH#34K4,000 mEA X, PRk, F 300 R 3 Rl ]
K ARIFME /N (Thinley et al, 2018). Bk 4, H
REWYIR RS 5 I TSR W R S
PEVEAY, 7EAES 5 T o E RORTE .

(YR FBIRX [RIITE SRS IR o T L4,
PR 5 BN BT B N S P Rl S AP i — A
BRE . RIS — PP B3R5 i 218 £ ek
RNAJ# 2 (Deem et al, 2000), ‘& R K O & MiIFsL
5 LA B A S Wi B ) SR B K 46 0%, A
Jii-f-(Panthera leo) (Roelke-Parker et al, 1996)F14%
FEM H T AR (Canis simensis) (Gordon et al, 2015). H
i, RIEHRCHARE W, ENEESE 2 AN E K EF R
FEAEAF B B (Miquelle et al, 2015; Gilbert et al,
2020; Mulia et al, 2021), BEfE MAERFANRFHEE/NEY
1 N Bh WAL Y45 B A 52 54 (Kumbhojkar et al, 2021).
R B BEAE AL FT 50 /NI R N AT v R R A R
(Gilbert et al, 2014), AHI 5581 FLAEFE S0 8] R A
MBI ERR, JFSBEIIREE S TR RIRAL
Fio E20184 i AR, PN & I AE IS I 2 1 %)
M R PP AR BB A R T KB, — H
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e JLT- i 5 5 100% (1) 973 SRR, 2R 1 Fl
HEAESTEEERIEE /S, v REAS 2 LAHLA S 5
I HE s (Luskin et al, 2021) . $57 Al @i 520
P T R 2R e SR A0 X 3R A7, (HRIE AN
PR 968 5 5 B30 DR 30 M S H DX 3 A 1) 52 e
HAEE, TFES NIRRT,
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