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Simple Summary: The Lower Tumen River basin habitat at the Sino-North Korean border is crucial
for reestablishing Amur leopards in the Korean Peninsula, where they once thrived. However, except
for the Jingxin–Dapanling (JD) and Mijiang (MJ) corridors, most areas have become impassable due
to human activities and urbanization. In this study, we evaluated the effectiveness of the MJ corridor
by analyzing the species abundance, forest structure, landscape features, and disturbance factors.
Our findings indicate that leopard activity is predominantly concentrated in the northern part of the
corridor, with little to no presence in the middle and southern regions near the North Korean border.
Human disturbances, forest structure, and infrastructural obstacles seem to impede the movement of
leopards. To ensure the resurgence of the leopard population in the Korean Peninsula, it is imperative
to mitigate or eliminate the impacts of these hindrances. This entails reducing human disturbances,
enhancing forest structure, and removing infrastructural barriers. Such efforts are vital to facilitate
the revival of the Amur leopards in their former range in the Korean Peninsula.

Abstract: The interconnected forest regions along the lower Tumen River, at the Sino-North Ko-
rean border, provide critical habitats and corridors for the critically endangered Amur Leopard
(Panthera pardus orientalis). In this region, there are two promising corridors for leopard movement
between China and North Korea: the Jingxin–Dapanling (JD) and Mijiang (MJ) corridors. Past studies
have confirmed the functionality of the JD corridor, but leopards’ utilization of the MJ corridor has
not yet been established or confirmed. In this study, we assessed the functionality of the MJ corridor.
The study area was monitored using camera traps between May 2019 and July 2021. We also analyzed
33 environmental and vegetation factors affecting leopard survival and analyzed leopard movement.
In the Mijiang area, the Amur leopard was mainly active in the region adjacent to the Northeast
China Tiger and Leopard National Park and did not venture into area near the North Korean border.
The complex forest structure allowed leopards to move into the Mijiang area. However, the high
intensity of human disturbance and manufactured physical barriers restricted further southward
movement. Therefore, human-induced disturbances such as grazing, mining, farming, logging, and
infrastructure development must be halted and reversed to make the Mijiang region a functional
corridor for the Amur leopard to reach the North Korean forest. This necessitates inter-governmental
and international cooperation and is essential for the long-term survival of the Amur leopard.

Animals 2024, 14, 59. https://doi.org/10.3390/ani14010059 https://www.mdpi.com/journal/animals

https://doi.org/10.3390/ani14010059
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani14010059
https://creativecommons.org/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.mdpi.com/journal/animals
https://www.mdpi.com
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8461-2327
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3142-4581
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani14010059
https://www.mdpi.com/journal/animals
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ani14010059?type=check_update&version=2


Animals 2024, 14, 59 2 of 14

Keywords: Amur leopard; Tumen River basin; corridor movement; human disturbance; habitat
degradation

1. Introduction

The Amur leopard (Panthera pardus orientalis) is one of the world’s critically endangered
large cats. It was once widespread across the Korean Peninsula, Northeastern China, and
the Russian Far East [1,2]. Presently, the Amur leopard is isolated within the forest habitat of
Russia’s southwestern Primorsky region (Land of the Leopard; 3690 km2) and the adjacent
Jilin and Heilongjiang provinces of Northeast China (Northeast China Tiger and Leopard
National Park (NCTLNP; 14,600 km2). According to a joint survey conducted by Chinese
and Russian researchers in 2014–2015, the estimated population of Amur leopards in the
two countries was 84 individuals [3]. Recent evidence suggests that the population of
Amur leopards is recovering [4,5], but they still face severe conservation challenges such as
inbreeding [6] and habitat loss [7]. Without intervention, under varying levels of inbreeding
depression, the risk of extinction within 100 years ranges from 10.3% to 99.9% [8]. This risk
can be mitigated by expanding their habitats and establishing larger populations within
these territories [9].

The Tumen River basin, spanning 525 km and serving as a border river between China
and North Korea, contains well-preserved forest ecosystems [10]. This region includes
the Changbai Mountain Nature Reserve (CMNR) in the upstream area and NCTLNP in
the downstream area (Figure 1). NCTLNP hosts the highest population density of Amur
tigers and leopards in Northeast China. Monitoring results over the past two decades
indicate that these animals are spreading westward within China’s territory, toward the
Changbai Mountains (also known as Baekdu Mountains) [11]. While the Korean Peninsula
and Changbai mountain region once supported a significant leopard population in their
historical distribution, Amur leopards now rarely appear in the Sino-Korean border forests,
except for a small part of the downstream area of the Tumen River [7,8,12]. Wildlife surveys
conducted in the Changbai Mountain area between 1976–1977 and 1982–1983 reported
45 and 30 leopards, respectively. However, since the 1980s, leopards have disappeared in
the Tonghua and Jilin areas [13]. According to the Red Data Book of DPRK (Animal), tigers
and leopards have not been sighted in North Korea since 2000 [14].

In a questionnaire-based survey [15], residents of villages and hamlets in the Tumen
River basin additionally informed us about recent tiger hunting on the North Korean side
of the Sino-Korean border. This suggests that big cats can travel through the forests of the
Sino-Korean border region to reach North Korean territory. There is a significant lack of
research on how the Amur leopard moves between China and North Korea [16,17]. Apart
from the Jingxin–Dapanling (JD) and Mijiang (MJ) corridors, the areas on the Sino-Korean
border in the Tumen River basin have become physical barriers for leopards and other large
mammals due to the presence of dense human settlements and protective nets on both sides
of high-speed railways and highways (Figure 1). Leopards use the JD corridor for cross-
border movement, as evidenced by camera-trap studies [18]. However, the functionality of
the MJ corridor has not yet been confirmed.

Ensuring connectivity and the free movement of wildlife in the Tumen River basin is
vital for preserving biodiversity, preventing species extinction, and facilitating the range
expansion of endangered wildlife. Our goal is to assess the potential of the MJ corridor for
leopard dispersal from China to North Korea and to identify issues affecting cross-border
leopard movement. This research provides crucial references for establishing an effective
cross-border animal dispersal corridor between China and North Korea.
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Figure 1. Distribution of the Amur leopard in Far East Asia (CHN—China, RUS—Russia, DPRK—
North Korea). Note: Gray animals represent dispersed Amur leopards [7]. The solid black line and 
arrows depict the current dispersal path, while the dotted lines indicate possible dispersal paths for 
leopards [19,20]. 
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total area of 256 km2 (N 42.90°–43.10°, E 130.02°–130.40°). Predominantly, the site is cov-
ered by a mix of coniferous (6.42%), broad-leaved (24.38%), and mixed (68.97%) forests, 
resulting in an impressive overall forest coverage of 92.94%. The terrain is characterized 
by medium to low mountains, generally below 1000 m above sea level (asl), with most of 
the landscape falling within the 200 m to 600 m asl range. Situated near the city of Hun-
chun, with a human population of approximately 250,000, this region serves as a critical 
ecological link between the Northeast China Tiger and Leopard National Park (NCTLNP) 
and the Changbai Mountains in China via North Korea, effectively bridging the habitats 

Figure 1. Distribution of the Amur leopard in Far East Asia (CHN—China, RUS—Russia, DPRK—
North Korea). Note: Gray animals represent dispersed Amur leopards [7]. The solid black line and
arrows depict the current dispersal path, while the dotted lines indicate possible dispersal paths for
leopards [19,20].

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Study Area

The study area is situated in the downstream region of the Tumen River, covering
a total area of 256 km2 (N 42.90◦–43.10◦, E 130.02◦–130.40◦). Predominantly, the site is
covered by a mix of coniferous (6.42%), broad-leaved (24.38%), and mixed (68.97%) forests,
resulting in an impressive overall forest coverage of 92.94%. The terrain is characterized
by medium to low mountains, generally below 1000 m above sea level (asl), with most
of the landscape falling within the 200 m to 600 m asl range. Situated near the city of
Hunchun, with a human population of approximately 250,000, this region serves as a
critical ecological link between the Northeast China Tiger and Leopard National Park
(NCTLNP) and the Changbai Mountains in China via North Korea, effectively bridging
the habitats in the middle and upper reaches of the Tumen River (see Figure 1). Notably,
this area provides a suitable habitat of 9149 km2 for the Far Eastern leopard [7]. The region
experiences significant human activities, including the grazing of cattle, horses, and sheep;
agriculture involving fruit orchards and ginseng cultivation; pig farming; tree frog farming;
the operation of power plants; and the presence of concentrated cemeteries.

However, the Hun-Wu Expressway bisects the forested landscape of the region and a
high-speed railway. The Hun-Wu Expressway is particularly noteworthy, as both sides of
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the expressway feature fences rising to a height of 2.5 m, effectively preventing the direct
crossing of large mammalian species. Within this transportation network, the “Mijiang
Tunnel” is located within the Hun-Wu Expressway in the Mijiang area and serves as a
roadway tunnel. Above this tunnel, the forested areas on both sides of the expressway
are interconnected, creating a somewhat constricted natural wildlife corridor. Spanning
approximately 500 m in width and 300 m in length, this corridor provides a safe passage
for animals, shielding them from direct interaction with vehicular traffic.

The study area (MJ forest corridor) was divided into three distinct zones based on the
straight-line distance from the Sino-Korea border, roads, and villages. Zone A represents
the area adjacent to the NCTLNP, extending to the forests separated by the valleys and
towns. Zone B is the central region adjacent to villages divided by the highway and valleys.
Zone C corresponds to the forests adjacent to North Korea, extending from the Tumen
River to the highway-separated forest. These three zones form a belt-shaped pattern, with
the MJ forest corridor surrounded by neighboring settlements. The Amur leopard can only
move from Zone A through Zone B to reach Zone C (see Figure 2).
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Figure 2. The study area’s map displaying camera trap locations, physical barriers, and human
settlements. Note: All layers have been processed using ArcMap 10.8 (desktop.arcgis.com, accessed
on 2 July 2023; ESRI, Redlands, USA).

2.2. Camera Trapping

Between March 2018 and July 2021, we installed 60 infrared cameras (HuntCam 3601,
Zhuhai Ltl Acorn Electronics Co, Shenzhen, China) along the MJ tunnel highway. The
camera locations were chosen to ensure a relatively uniform coverage of the study area.
They were placed at approximately 1 km intervals at the intersections of frequently used
wildlife tracks within the forest, including ridge lines, valleys, riversides, and forest paths
in wetland areas. The average distance between cameras was 1404 m, ranging from 768 to
2774 m. All locations were carefully selected to avoid human settlements and roads [21].

We opted for the video format (mp4) for data capture, with a time interval of 1 min
and a recording duration of 15 s upon triggering. Data management involved manual
identification and annotation, with species and individual counts added to the video
file names. The image names were used for the batch extraction of additional infor-
mation, including date, time, species, and individual count [22]. Data were processed
using an independent R code developed by Wildlife Coexistence Lab, UBC, in 2021
(https://bookdown.org/c_w_beirne/wildCo-Data-Analysis/, 5 April 2023). The time
interval was adjusted to 30 min to categorize events as separate occurrences.

https://bookdown.org/c_w_beirne/wildCo-Data-Analysis/
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A relative abundance value (RAI) was calculated as RAI = (Ai/N) × 100, where Ai
refers to the number of independent photos for a specific species, and N represents the
total number of days the cameras were in operation (sum of the total number of days
each camera was operational; summed for all cameras) [21,23]. RAIs were calculated
for the Amur leopard, roe deer (Capreolus pygargus), sika deer (Cervus nippon), water deer
(Hydropotes inermis), and wild boar (Sus scrofa), as well as for human activities and grazing in
the three study zones. The RAI served as a measure of species abundance and disturbance
intensity. The number of independent videos for each event was considered an indicator
of species abundance. Here, ‘event’ refers to the specific types of occurrences captured by
the cameras.

2.3. Factor Process
2.3.1. Vegetation Data Collection

Considering factors such as vegetation and biological community characteristics in
the region, we chose 20 m × 20 m camera trapping grid points for environmental variable
surveys. The cameras were ideally positioned in the central area of each grid point, though
not strictly, to ensure the environmental representativeness of the surroundings near the
camera [24]. The coordinates (latitude and longitude), elevation, slope, and aspect of the
sampling plots were recorded using a GPS device (UniStrong, G138BD, Nanjing, China),
along with a compass (SUUNTO, MC.2, Vantaa, Finland). Canopy closure and leaf area
index (LAI) were determined using a canopy analysis instrument (Delta-T HemiView,
Cambridge, UK). Within each sampling plot, three random measurement points were
selected. Average values of the measurements were calculated to represent the canopy data
for each plot. Photos of the canopy were taken using a fisheye lens camera placed at a
height of 1.3 m. Photography sessions occurred during clear-sky conditions, specifically at
sunrise (8:00–10:00 h) and sunset (15:00–17:00 h), to minimize direct sunlight and ensure
sufficient light.

The canvas method was employed to assess understory transparency [25]. An orange
waterproof canvas measuring 1.5 m × 1 m was placed 10 m from the plot’s center. The
photographer stood at the center and captured photographs of the understory vegetation
from four directions (east, south, west, and north) using an 80 mm focal length lens at
a height of 1.3 m. All photos were converted to binary (black and white) raster images
using software Sidelook version 1.1.01 [24]. These images were then imported into Gap
Light Analyzer software (Version 2.0) (Simon Fraser University, Burnaby, British Columbia,
Canada, USA) to calculate canopy closure, leaf area index, and understory transparency.

In the vicinity of the camera point, a 20 m × 20 m area was selected and scanned using
lidar equipment (PARACOSM PX-80 HANDHELD MOBILE LiDAR, PX-80, Topsfield,
MA, USA). Using the LIDAR360 software, we classified and extracted information on
tree species, shrub coverage, tree height, and leaf area index [26]. Similarly, a manual
vegetation survey was conducted within a 20 m × 20 m area near the camera point to
record transparency, concealment, and the diversity and quantity of herbs, shrubs, and
trees. The collected data were subsequently organized and analyzed using electronic
spreadsheets [24].

2.3.2. Terrain, Land Use, and Landscape Factors

Terrain data, encompassing elevation, slope, and aspect, were procured from the
ASTER Global Digital Elevation Model (ASTER GDEM) at a 30 m resolution, available
at https://www.jspacesystems.or.jp/ersdac/GDEM/E/, 10 August 2022. The study area
was subdivided into 1 km × 1 km grids, and elevation, slope, and aspect data were
extracted using the Extract tool within ArcGIS 10.8 software (ESRI, Redlands, CA, USA).
Subsequently, the extracted data were categorized using the Reclassify tool. Altitude was
classified into three groups: low altitude (0–200 m asl), mid-altitude (200–500 m asl), and
high altitude (>500 m asl). The proportion of each category was calculated within each
1 km × 1 km grid. The slope was classified into three categories: gentle slope (0–10◦),

https://www.jspacesystems.or.jp/ersdac/GDEM/E/
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moderate slope (10–30◦), and steep slopes (>30◦), with the proportion of each category
calculated within each grid. Aspect was categorized into three groups: shady slopes
(315–360◦ and 0–45◦), mixed shady and sunny slopes (45–135◦ and 225–315◦), and sunny
slopes (135–225◦) [27,28].

Global land cover and land use data from 2019 (v1.0) were employed, featuring a 25 m
resolution, accessible at https://glad.umd.edu/dataset/global-land-cover-land-use-v1,
10 August 2022. These data were reclassified into six categories following research re-
quirements, utilizing the Reclassify tool in ArcGIS 10.8 software. The redefined categories
included short vegetation, open mixed forest, dense mixed forest, wetland sparse vege-
tation, cropland, and infrastructure (urban residential land). The study area is primarily
dominated by broadleaf forests, interspersed sporadically with mixed coniferous–broadleaf
woodlands. The density of forest trees can influence animals in terms of visibility, conceal-
ment, and mobility [29]. In this context, data from sparse and dense forests were chosen
as they reflect the leopard’s habitat preferences [30]. In this region, grazing in the forest
is practiced seasonally. In the spring, livestock are driven to designated forest areas for
free-range grazing and are herded back to individual small enclosures by autumn. Similar
to the terrain data, the study area was divided into 1 km × 1 km grids, and the proportion
of each land use category was calculated within each grid.

The study area was also segmented into 1 km × 1 km grids for landscape fragmentation
analysis. Fragstats 4.2 software was employed to derive landscape metrics for each grid
based on land use factors. Five landscape metrics were selected, including Patch Density
(PD), Aggregation Index (AI), Landscape Shape Index (LSI), Contagion Index (CONTAG),
and Shannon’s Diversity Index (SHDI) [31–34] (Table S1).

2.3.3. Residential and Road Interference Intensity

In Northeast China, large mammals tend to avoid farmlands, railways, and roads [33].
We employed vector data representing residential areas and road networks to gauge the
interference intensity of the residential areas and roads on camera monitoring points.
The analysis was conducted using buffer analysis and interpolation tools within ArcGIS
10.8 software to create heatmaps illustrating the intensity of interference distances between
camera points and residential areas or roads. Subsequently, numerical values were extracted
for each camera point.

To evaluate residential area interference, we categorized the distances between resi-
dential areas and camera monitoring points and assigned interference intensity values. Sim-
ilarly, for road interference, we considered road classifications and their distances from cam-
era sites, assigning corresponding interference intensity values [35,36] (See Tables S2 and S3
for details).

2.3.4. Statistical Analysis

The habitat selection and distribution of leopards are influenced by topographical
factors, including slope, elevation, and river valleys [7,19,37]. Studies indicate that leop-
ards tend to avoid human settlements, roads, deciduous forests, grasslands, shrublands,
and farmlands [9,38,39]. Habitat fragmentation poses a threat to the stability of leopard
habitats [5,40,41], and vegetation structure influences leopard habitat selection, including
factors such as prey density, hunting convenience, and shelters [37,42–44]. Based on this,
we considered a total of 33 factors, including topographical structure (9 factors), land use
(6 factors), landscape fragmentation indices (5 factors), roads (1 factor), human settlements
(1 factor), and vegetation structure (11 factors). To assess the variation among 33 selected
factors within the Mijiang forest corridor’s three regions, we conducted an ANOVA test
using Origin 2021 software. This analysis enabled us to calculate disparities in population
variances, determine fit statistics, conduct tests for variance homogeneity (specifically
Levene’s test with absolute deviation), and create box plots to compare the factors across
the three zones [45].

https://glad.umd.edu/dataset/global-land-cover-land-use-v1


Animals 2024, 14, 59 7 of 14

3. Results

Out of the initial 60 camera traps, 48 were used for data analysis due to non-functional
or lost cameras during the study period. A total of 48 operational cameras were distributed
across the research zones, with 16 cameras in Zone A, 20 cameras in Zone B, and 12 cameras
in Zone C. The total operation duration of the camera traps was 29,626 trap days, with
the shortest deployment period being 228 days and the longest being 792 days. In total,
19,656 valid shots were recorded, capturing 18 species of mammals including Amur tiger
(Panthera tigris altaica), Amur leopard (Panthera pardus orientalis), Leopard cat (Prionailurus
bengalensis euptilurua), Asian black bear (Ursus thibetanus), Red fox (Vulpes vulpes), Raccoon
dog (Nyctereutes procyonoides), Asian badger (Meles leucurus), Siberian weasel (Mustela
sibirica), Yellow-throated marten (Martes flavigula), Eurasian otter (Lutra lutra), Wild boar
(Sus scrofa), Roe deer (Capreolus pygargus), Sika deer (Cervus nippon), Water deer (Hydropotes
inermis), Siberian chipmunk (Tamias sibiricus), Eurasian red squirrel (Sciurus vulgaris), Amur
hedgehog (Erinaceus amurensis), and Manchurian hare (Lepus mandshuricus) (Table S4).

The Amur leopard exhibited its highest presence in Zone A (Relative Abundance
Index/100 days-0.17), was rarely seen in Zone B (Relative Abundance Index/100 days-
0.03), and was not observed in Zone C of the MJ forest corridor. Grazing activity was most
frequently observed in Zone C, followed by Zone A and Zone B (see Table 1). Other human
activities (forest produce collection, farming, logging, and visitors with cars) were most
prevalent in Region A (Relative Abundance Index/100 days-7.94) and least in Region B
(Relative Abundance Index/100 days-3.97). Grazing peaks occurred between May and
June in all three Zones (see Figure 3). Similarly, the intensity of other human activities was
highest during May and September in all the studied Zones (see Figure 3).

Table 1. Statistical summary of species abundance and disturbances in the Mijiang region (Camera-
trapping). Note: frequency: no. of independent photos; RAI per 100 Trap-Nights: the sum of the
number of independent images from all camera sites divided by the total actual operating days of all
cameras in the area, multiplied by 100 days.

Detection
(Photo-Capture)

Frequency/RAI per 100 Trap-Nights
Zone A Zone B Zone C

Amur leopard 17/0.17 4/0.03 0/0
Sika deer 35/0.35 168/1.35 4/0.06
Roe deer 1376/13.64 1718/13.83 1137/15.98
Wild boar 564/5.59 640/5.15 1011/14.21
water deer 5/0.05 6/0.05 68/0.96

Other human activities 801/7.94 493/3.97 339/4.77
Grazing 1175/11.65 1302/10.48 1105/15.53

Dog 51/0.51 36/0.29 25/0.35

Among the prey species, the overall relative abundance (Relative Abundance In-
dex/100 days) was highest for roe deer, followed by wild boar, sika deer, and water deer
(see Table 1). In the monthly variation curves of the Relative Abundance Index values for
prey resources, the relative abundance of wild boar and water deer was consistently higher
in Zone A, while sika deer’s abundance was highest in Zone B (see Figure 4).

Out of the 33 factors (terrain, land use, landscape, and microhabitat) assessed, 22 factors
showed significant differences (p ≤ 0.01) across the three Zones (see Table S5). The data for
these 21 factors with significant differences were normalized, resulting in values between
0 and 1. A grid diagram representing these normalized values is shown in Figure 5.
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Out of the 33 factors (terrain, land use, landscape, and microhabitat) assessed, 22 fac-
tors showed significant differences (p ≤ 0.01) across the three Zones (see Table S5). The 
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indicates changes in area B, and the green line indicates changes in area C.
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Figure 4. Monthly variations in the relative abundance of four primary prey species of the Amur
leopard. Note: The axis at the bottom of Figure represents the months, while the left axis represents
the RAI value over 100 days. The values displayed at the top of the figure represent the RAI values
over a total of 100 days during the monitoring period in areas A, B, and C. The black line indicates
changes in area A, the red line indicates changes in area B, and the green line indicates changes in
area C.

The Amur leopard exhibits a preference for broad-leaved and mixed coniferous–
broadleaf forests, with an activity range of 200–1800 m in elevation [9,37]. We speculate from
our captures that leopards tend to use ridges and open forest steep cliffs [46]. Significant
differences exist in the habitat structure across the tunnel corridor zones (see Figure 5).
More than 80% of the habitat in Zone A was above 200 m asl compared to 58% and 45%
in Zone B and C. Sunny slopes (135–225◦) had the highest percentage in Zone C (28.6%),
followed by Zone B (27.7%) and Zone A (22.3%). Zone A had the highest proportion of
open mixed forest and dense mixed forest and the least amount of cropland. Mean tree
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height, diameter at the breast (DBH), and crown volume were highest in Zone A (11.3 m,
13.9 cm, 64.7 m3), followed by Zone B (10.6 m, 12.4 cm, 59.7 m3), and Zone C (9.8 m, 11.8 cm,
49.1 m3). Similarly, the mean shrub tree height and leaf area index were highest in Zone A
(99.1 cm, 2.63), followed by Zone B (77.6 cm, 1.05), and Zone C (61.6 cm, 0.77). Landscape
fragmentation was lowest in Zone A (Shannon diversity index-0.86; Aggregation Index:
78.41; Settlement Annoyance Value: 4.97; and Road Annoyance Value: 1.18). Species
richness was highest in Zone A, followed by Zone C and Zone B.

Animals 2024, 14, x FOR PEER REVIEW 9 of 14 
 

The Amur leopard exhibits a preference for broad-leaved and mixed coniferous–
broadleaf forests, with an activity range of 200–1800 m in elevation [9,37]. We speculate 
from our captures that leopards tend to use ridges and open forest steep cliffs [46]. Signif-
icant differences exist in the habitat structure across the tunnel corridor zones (see Figure 
5). More than 80% of the habitat in Zone A was above 200 m asl compared to 58% and 45% 
in Zone B and C. Sunny slopes (135–225°) had the highest percentage in Zone C (28.6%), 
followed by Zone B (27.7%) and Zone A (22.3%). Zone A had the highest proportion of 
open mixed forest and dense mixed forest and the least amount of cropland. Mean tree 
height, diameter at the breast (DBH), and crown volume were highest in Zone A (11.3 m, 
13.9 cm, 64.7 m3), followed by Zone B (10.6 m, 12.4 cm, 59.7 m3), and Zone C (9.8 m, 11.8 
cm, 49.1 m3). Similarly, the mean shrub tree height and leaf area index were highest in 
Zone A (99.1 cm, 2.63), followed by Zone B (77.6 cm, 1.05), and Zone C (61.6 cm, 0.77). 
Landscape fragmentation was lowest in Zone A (Shannon diversity index-0.86; Aggrega-
tion Index: 78.41; Settlement Annoyance Value: 4.97; and Road Annoyance Value: 1.18). 
Species richness was highest in Zone A, followed by Zone C and Zone B. 

  
(a) Terrain factor (b) Land use 

  
(c) Landscape indicators (d) Microhabitat 

Figure 5. Schematic diagram of the classification of 22 factors with significant differences across the 
three Zones (A, B, and C) of the MJ tunnel corridor. 

  

Figure 5. Schematic diagram of the classification of 22 factors with significant differences across the
three Zones (A, B, and C) of the MJ tunnel corridor.

4. Discussion

The Amur leopard, classified as critically endangered, has seen its habitat and distri-
bution range significantly reduced. Historically, it was widespread in the Korean peninsula
but has suffered regional extinction primarily due to unchecked hunting and habitat degra-
dation. The prospects for the species’ recovery in the wild are closely tied to its restoration
in the Korean peninsula, which constitutes a substantial portion of its historical habitat [1].

The Tumen River basin, situated in the Sino-Korean border region, plays a crucial
role in the potential recovery of the Amur leopard population in the Korean peninsula.
The downstream areas of the Tumen River boast the highest Amur leopard density in
China, with recent studies highlighting cross-border animal movements in this region.
However, human settlements, farming, grazing, and extensive transportation networks
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such as highways and railways have led to the significant fragmentation of local forests. In
this context, the MJ tunnel corridor represents one of the last remaining forest connections
between Northeast China and the Korean peninsula.

Our study offers comprehensive insights into the distribution and densities of Amur
leopards and their potential prey species within the Mijiang region. Additionally, we have
examined landscape types, vegetation types, and human disturbances. This information is
vital for devising long-term management strategies aimed at restoring leopard populations
in the Sino-Korean border regions and, potentially, the Korean peninsula.

The availability of prey resources stands out as a critical factor influencing the distri-
bution and reproductive success of large carnivores [12,47]. In the forested areas of the MJ
corridor, we identified several prey species, including roe deer, sika deer, wild boar, water
deer, badgers, raccoon dogs, red foxes, Manchurian hares, and cattle. In the Sino-Russia
border regions, roe deer, sika deer, and wild boar are the primary prey species for Amur
leopards [47]. The relative abundance (RAI) of these prey species, except for sika deer, was
higher in the Mijiang region compared to the current distribution boundaries of leopard
populations in the Sino-Russia border regions [47,48]. This suggests that there is a sufficient
prey base to support leopard survival and reproduction in the Mijiang region.

The leopard activity was predominantly confined to Zone A of the corridor. In the
Mijiang region, Zone A offers better survival conditions for the Amur leopard, characterized
by a higher proportion of complex forests, and optimal elevations (200–1800 m) compared
to the other two Zones. Additionally, landscape fragmentation and cropland areas were
found to be lowest in Zone A. However, in Zone A, the scarcity of sunny slopes might be
the factor limiting leopard appearances during winter in the area, potentially influenced by
the deeper snow caused by the slope [9].

However, the Mijiang region as a whole experiences very high intensities of human
activity and grazing. These factors may hinder Amur leopards from moving from Zone
A to Zone C through Zone B. Human disturbances and grazing activities are known to
have restricted the Amur leopard to a narrow region along the China-Russia border [5].
Therefore, the high levels of human activity and grazing in the Mijiang region could
potentially impact the movement and distribution of these critically endangered animals,
underscoring the need for careful management and conservation efforts.

Numerous studies have highlighted the potential detrimental effects of domestic dogs’
presence in forested environments on wildlife as dog behavior (barking and chasing to
hunt) disturbs feeding, breeding, and the survival of wildlife [49,50]. Another concern that
merits attention is the role of domestic dogs as potential vectors for diseases such as rabies
and canine distemper. These diseases pose latent risks and can be transmitted from dogs
to wildlife, thus intensifying the threats to wildlife ecology [51]. Within our study area,
we recorded 112 instances of dog activity, with Area A registering the highest number of
occurrences at 51. However, it is significant to note that these instances of dog activity were
relatively few compared to human activities. Additionally, dietary studies within the Tiger-
Leopard Park did not find evidence of leopards preying on dogs [47]. This may be because
there are few dogs in this region available to be preyed upon (Table 1). Closer observation
revealed that most captured instances of dog activity were accompanied by human presence,
with solitary appearances of dogs being rare. Based on these observations, we tentatively
infer that, within this region, the ecological impact of dogs on the Amur leopard is relatively
minimal. Nevertheless, the potential role of dogs in disease transmission to Amur leopards
cannot be discounted. This area warrants further research, particularly more in-depth
studies on local dogs and leopards, to ascertain their precise impact on the Amur leopard.

5. Conclusions

Human activities and urbanization have accelerated habitat fragmentation and isola-
tion in the Tumen River basin [52]. Residential areas and roads have had adverse effects
on leopard behavior, hindering their movement, migration, and breeding [53]. Along the
China–Russia border, areas farther from residential areas and roads have significantly
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higher leopard numbers [12]. The Mijiang area is currently surrounded by numerous
villages, with several smaller settlements within its boundaries. It remains an unprotected
area with extensive human activities, including grazing, farming, logging (often on a small
scale for winter heating), ginseng cultivation, burial grounds, poaching, and the presence
of domestic dogs [54]. The protective fences on either side of the highway and high-speed
railway have disrupted animal movement across zones, with the exception of a 400-m-wide
forest section atop the Mijiang tunnel. Unrestricted leopard movement in the Tumen River
basin is vital for the long-term survival of the Amur leopard, enabling them to migrate
to potential alternative habitats like the Changbai mountain region in China and North
Korea. Consequently, we recommend a reduction in human activities by engaging local
communities in alternative livelihoods and curtailing further infrastructure-driven habitat
destruction. We also propose the construction of additional eco-bridges and underpasses
across highways and rail networks to facilitate free animal movement.

Large felids like tigers and leopards require extensive habitats with mature forests for
their survival, expansion, and reproduction [2]. Complex structures within such habitats
offer shelter for hiding, resting, breeding, access to water sources, prey, and potential
mates [55]. Deforestation and logging disrupt forest structure, animal movement, and
reproductive success [56]. Zone A of the tunnel corridor has a relatively higher percentage
of mature forests compared to the other two Zones, and we observed most leopard activity
in Zone A. Thus, activities aimed at forest restoration and restrictions on logging are
recommended to ensure forest regeneration.

The population restoration of large carnivores such as leopards and tigers contributes
to the revival of forests and other wildlife species. Healthy forests ensure a clean environ-
ment, maintain water resources, and prevent soil erosion. Collaborative efforts are crucial
to secure the promising future of the Amur leopard. Through this research, we aim to
garner increased attention from various segments of society, including local communities,
government agencies, non-governmental organizations, and international entities. It is vital
to prevent further habitat degradation in the Tumen River basin by adopting eco-sensitive
development and occupational approaches. Once protected and restored, the river basin
can facilitate wildlife movement across borders. Safeguarding the ecological corridor in the
downstream Tumen River is indispensable to ensure that large felids like the Amur leopard
can reestablish their populations on the Korean Peninsula in the coming decades.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at https://www.mdpi.com/article/
10.3390/ani14010059/s1, Table S1: List of selected landscape metrics for landscape fragmentation
analysis; Table S2: Interference intensity value based on the distance between residential sites and
camera points; Table S3: Interference intensity value based on the distance between roads and
camera points; Table S4: The number of valid incidents involving animals, human activities, grazing,
and dogs captured by camera traps in the Mijiang area; Table S5: One way ANOVA analysis of
33 environmental factors across three regions of the Mijiang area.

Author Contributions: P.P., H.L. (Hailong Li), H.L. (Hang Lee), W.Z. and C.-Y.C. conceived the ideas
and designed the methodology; H.L. (Hailong Li), Y.L. and T.W. collected the data; H.L. (Hailong Li),
P.P., Y.L., T.W., R.S. and Y.P. conducted the analysis; H.L. (Hailong Li) and P.P. led the writing of the
manuscript; H.L. (Hang Lee), W.-S.L. and W.Z. provided research resources. All authors have read
and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This work was supported by grants from the National Natural Science Foundation of China
(41830643, 31971539), the National Science and Technology Basic Resources Survey Program of China
(2019FY101700), and the Tiger and Leopard Conservation Fund in Korea (KTLCF), Tumen River Eco
Network Project, 2019–2021.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ani14010059/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ani14010059/s1


Animals 2024, 14, 59 12 of 14

Data Availability Statement: The datasets generated and/or analyzed during this current study are
available from the corresponding author upon reasonable request. The data are not publicly available
due to joint monitoring project contract.

Acknowledgments: We thank the students from the Beijing Normal University for their help with
field work.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

References
1. Stein, A.; Athreya, V.; Gerngross, P.; Balme, G.; Henschel, P.; Karanth, U.; Miquelle, D.; Rostro, S.; Kamler, J.F.; Laguardia, A.

IUCN Red List of Threatened Species: Panthera pardus. The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species. 2020. Available online:
https://www.iucnredlist.org/species/15954/215195554 (accessed on 10 August 2022).

2. Pikunov, D.; Aramilev, V.; Nikolaev, I.; Korkishko, V.; Abramov, V.; Fomenko, P. The decline of the Amur leopard in the Russian
Far East. Russ. Conserv. News 2000, 24, 19–21.

3. Vitkalova, A.V.; Feng, L.; Rybin, A.N.; Gerber, B.D.; Miquelle, D.G.; Wang, T. Transboundary cooperation improves endangered
species monitoring and conservation actions: A case study of the global population of Amur leopards. Conserv. Lett. 2018, 11,
e12574. [CrossRef]

4. Feng, L.; Shevtsova, E.; Vitkalova, A.; Matyukhina, D.; Miquelle, D.; Aramilev, V. Collaboration brings hope for the last Amur
leopards. Cat. News 2017, 65, 20.

5. Wang, T.; Feng, L.; Mou, P.; Wu, J.; Smith, J.L.D.; Xiao, W. Amur tigers and leopards returning to China: Direct evidence and a
landscape conservation plan. Landsc. Ecol. 2016, 31, 491–503. [CrossRef]

6. Cho, S.; Pandey, P.; Hyun, J.Y.; Marchenkova, T.; Vitkalova, A.; Petrov, T. Efficient and cost-effective non-invasive population
monitoring as a method to assess the genetic diversity of the last remaining population of Amur leopard (Panthera pardus orientalis)
in the Russia Far East. PLoS ONE 2022, 17, e0270217. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Gardener, B.J. Habitat Modelling of the Amur Leopard and Siberian Tiger for Future Reintroduction: Using Conservation Priority
Setting, Ecological Corridors and Carrying Capacities. Ph.D. Thesis, Bangor University, Gwynedd, UK, 2020.

8. Wang, D.; Accatino, F.; Smith, J.L.; Wang, T. Contributions of distemper control and habitat expansion to the Amur leopard
viability. Commun. Biol. 2022, 5, 1153. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

9. Hebblewhite, M.; Miquelle, D.G.; Murzin, A.A.; Aramilev, V.V.; Pikunov, D.G. Predicting potential habitat and population size for
reintroduction of the Far Eastern leopards in the Russian Far East. Biol. Conserv. 2011, 144, 2403–2413. [CrossRef]

10. Yu, H.; Li, L. Inferring Land Conditions in the Tumen River Basin by Trend Analysis Based on Satellite Imagery and Geoinforma-
tion. Sustainability 2022, 14, 5687. [CrossRef]

11. Li, Y.A.; Jing, W.; Guobin, Y. The Siberian tigers spread to the west of the Changbai Mountains. For. Humankind 2020, 28–35.
12. Wang, T.; Feng, L.; Yang, H.; Han, B.; Zhao, Y.; Juan, L. A science-based approach to guide Amur leopard recovery in China. Biol.

Conserv. 2017, 210, 47–55. [CrossRef]
13. Piao, L.G.; Wang, S.X.; Piao, Z.J. The Mammals of Changbai Mountain; Jilin Science and Technology Publishing House: Jilin, China,

2013.
14. Kim, J.; Zhu, Z.; Han, Z.; Nan, D. Red Data Book of DPRK (Animal); Science and Technology Publishing Company: Pyongyang,

North Korea, 2016.
15. Li, Y.; Powell, J.; Jin, A.; Ryoo, H.K.; Li, H.; Pandey, P. Community attitudes towards Amur tigers (Panthera tigris altaica) and their

prey species in Yanbian, Jilin province, a region of northeast China where tigers are returning. PLoS ONE 2022, 17, e0276554.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Jiang, G. New evidence of wild Amur tigers and leopards breeding in China. Oryx 2014, 48, 326. [CrossRef]
17. Zexu, L. Identification of Habitat Change Core Habitats and Corridors for the Amur Tiger. Ph.D. Thesis, Northeast Forestry

University, Harbin, China, 2021.
18. Wang, A. Monitoring Amur Leopards and Tigers in Northeast China. WCS Partn. Field Conserv. 2017, 2–3.
19. ESCAP, UNITED NATIONS. Saving the Amur Tiger and Amur Leopard: NEASPEC Project Report. 2018. Available online:

https://repository.unescap.org/handle/20.500.12870/5436 (accessed on 10 August 2022).
20. Zhu, C.Q.; Zhang, M.H.; Fan, Z.Y. Recommendation Report on Wild Amur Tiger Conservation in China; WWF: Morges, Switzerland,

2010.
21. Rovero, F.; Zimmermann, F. Camera Trapping for Wildlife Research, 1st ed.; Pelagic Publishing: Exeter, UK, 2016.
22. McShea, W.J.; Shen, X.; Liu, F.; Wang, T.; Xiao, Z.; Li, S. China’s wildlife camera-trap monitoring needs a unified standard.

Biodivers. Sci. 2020, 28, 1125. [CrossRef]
23. O’Connell, A.F.; Nichols, J.D.; Karanth, K.U. Camera Traps in Animal Ecology Methods and Analyses; Springer Japan Imprint: Tokyo,

Japan, 2011.
24. Feng, J. The Effects of Livestock Grazing on Flora and Fauna Community Composition and Diversity in Chian’s Northeast Tiger

and Leopard National Park. Ph.D. Thesis, Beijing Normal University, Beijing, China, 2021.
25. Abrams, J.; Axtner, J.; Bhagwat, T.; Mohamed, A.; Nguyen, A.; Niedballa, J. Studying Terrestrial Mammals in Tropical Rainforests. A

User Guide for Camera-Trapping and Environmental DNA; Leibniz-IZW: Berlin, Germany, 2018.

https://www.iucnredlist.org/species/15954/215195554
https://doi.org/10.1111/conl.12574
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10980-015-0278-1
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0270217
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35793341
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42003-022-04127-9
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36310335
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2011.03.020
https://doi.org/10.3390/su14095687
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2016.03.014
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0276554
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36301816
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0030605314000180
https://repository.unescap.org/handle/20.500.12870/5436
https://doi.org/10.17520/biods.2020188


Animals 2024, 14, 59 13 of 14

26. Shun, L.; Liang, Z.; Yinan, G.; Haitao, Y.; Tianming, W.; Limin, F. Advances in LiDAR technology in the field of animal ecology.
Biodivers. Sci. 2019, 27, 1021–1031. [CrossRef]

27. Hong, C.; Qianzhu, X. Selection of winter habitat of red deer in Dailing region. Acta Theriol. Sin. 2011, 8, 81.
28. Sheng, Q.; Dong, L.; Liu, Z. Suitability assessment of wild animal habitat with GIS Take Martes zibellinain Pangu Forest Farm of

Daxing’an mountains as an example. J. Northeast. For. Univ. 2020, 48, 157–162.
29. Gill, R. A review of damage by mammals in north temperate forests: 3. Impact on trees and forests. For. Int. J. For. Res. 1992, 65,

363–388. [CrossRef]
30. Odden, M.; Wegge, P.; Fredriksen, T. Do tigers displace leopards? If so, why? Ecol. Res. 2010, 25, 875–881. [CrossRef]
31. Gergel, S.E.; Turner, M.G. Learning Landscape Ecology: A Practical Guide to Concepts and Techniques; Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg,

Germany, 2017.
32. Fahrig, L. Effects of habitat fragmentation on biodiversity. Annu. Rev. Ecol. Evol. Syst. 2003, 34, 487–515. [CrossRef]
33. Fischer, J.; Lindenmayer, D.B. Landscape modification and habitat fragmentation: A synthesis. Glob. Ecol. Biogeogr. 2007, 16,

265–280. [CrossRef]
34. Börger, L.; Dalziel, B.D.; Fryxell, J.M. Are there general mechanisms of animal home range behaviour? A review and prospects for

future research. Ecol. Lett. 2008, 11, 637–650. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
35. Qing, Q.; Dong, M.; Jian, C.; Han, F.; Qiujuan, W.; Yanmin, H. Interference of Road Construction to the Habitat of Giant Panda

Analysis Based on Kernel Density Estimation. Resour. Dev. Mark. 2022, 38, 1314–1320.
36. Gong, M.; Ouyang, Z.; Xu, W.; Song, Y.; Dai, B. The location of wildlife corridors under the impact of road disturbance: Case

study of a giant panda conservation corridor. Acta Ecol. Sin. 2015, 35, 3447–3453.
37. Qi, J.; Shi, Q.; Wang, G.; Li, Z.; Sun, Q.; Hua, Y.; Jiang, G. Spatial distribution drivers of Amur leopard density in northeast China.

Biol. Conserv. 2015, 191, 258–265. [CrossRef]
38. Henschel, P. The status and conservation of leopards and other large carnivores in the Congo Basin, and the potential role of

reintroduction. Reintrod. Top-Order Predat. 2009, 206–237. [CrossRef]
39. Carter, N.; Jasny, M.; Gurung, B.; Liu, J. Impacts of people and tigers on leopard spatiotemporal activity patterns in a global

biodiversity hotspot. Glob. Ecol. Conserv. 2015, 3, 149–162. [CrossRef]
40. Chapron, G.; Kaczensky, P.; Linnell, J.D.; Von Arx, M.; Huber, D.; Andrén, H.; López-Bao, J.V.; Adamec, M.; Álvares, F.; Anders, O.

Recovery of large carnivores in Europe’s modern human-dominated landscapes. Science 2014, 346, 1517–1519. [CrossRef]
41. Yang, L.; Huang, M.; Zhang, R.; Lv, J.; Ren, Y.; Jiang, Z.; Zhang, W.; Luan, X. Reconstructing the historical distribution of the

Amur Leopard (Panthera pardus orientalis) in Northeast China based on historical records. ZooKeys 2016, 592, 143.
42. Hebblewhite, M.; Merrill, E.; McDonald, T. Spatial decomposition of predation risk using resource selection functions: An

example in a wolf–elk predator–prey system. Oikos 2005, 111, 101–111. [CrossRef]
43. Hebblewhite, M.; Zimmermann, F.; Li, Z.; Miquelle, D.; Zhang, M.; Sun, H.; Mörschel, F.; Wu, Z.; Sheng, L.; Purekhovsky, A. Is

there a future for Amur tigers in a restored tiger conservation landscape in Northeast China? Anim. Conserv. 2012, 15, 579–592.
[CrossRef]

44. Jiang, G.; Qi, J.; Wang, G.; Shi, Q.; Darman, Y.; Hebblewhite, M.; Miquelle, D.G.; Li, Z.; Zhang, X.; Gu, J. New hope for the survival
of the Amur leopard in China. Sci. Rep. 2015, 5, 15475. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

45. Cohen, J.; Cohen, P.; West, S.G.; Aiken, L.S. Applied Multiple Regression/Correlation Analysis for the Behavioral Sciences; Routledge:
London, UK, 2013.

46. Kostyria, A.; Skorodelov, A.; Miquelle, D.; Aramilev, V.; McCullough, D. Results of Camera Trap Survey of Far Eastern Leopard
Population in South-west Primorski Krai, Winter 2002–2003. In Wildlife Conservation Society, Institute of Sustainable Use of Nature
Resources; University of California (Berkeley): Vladivostok, Russia, 2003.

47. Yang, H.; Dou, H.; Baniya, R.K.; Han, S.; Guan, Y.; Xie, B. Seasonal food habits and prey selection of Amur tigers and Amur
leopards in Northeast China. Sci. Rep. 2018, 8, 6930. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

48. Xiao, W. Amur Tiger (Panthera tigris altaica) and Its Prey in Hunchun Nature, Reserve, Jilin, China Their Population Size,
Distribution and Occupancy. Ph.D. Thesis, Beijing Normal University, Beijing, China, 2014.

49. Martinez, E.; Cesário, C.; Boere, V. Domestic dogs in rural area of fragmented Atlantic Forest: Potential threats to wild animals.
Ciência Rural. 2013, 43, 1998–2003. [CrossRef]

50. Hughes, J.; Macdonald, D.W. A review of the interactions between free-roaming domestic dogs and wildlife. Biol. Conserv. 2013,
157, 341–351. [CrossRef]

51. Viana, M.; Cleaveland, S.; Matthiopoulos, J.; Halliday, J.; Packer, C.; Craft, M.E. Dynamics of a morbillivirus at the domestic–
wildlife interface: Canine distemper virus in domestic dogs and lions. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2015, 112, 1464–1469. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

52. Zhu, W.H.; Miao, C.Y.; Zheng, X.J.; Cao, G.L.; Wang, F.F. Study on ecological safety evaluation and warning of wetlands in Tumen
River watershed based on 3S technology. Acta Ecol. Sin. 2014, 34, 1379–1390. [CrossRef]

53. Athreya, V.; Odden, M.; Linnell, J.D.; Krishnaswamy, J.; Karanth, U. Big cats in our backyards: Persistence of large carnivores in a
human dominated landscape in India. PLoS ONE 2013, 8, e57872. [CrossRef]

54. Li, B. Status of Amur Tiger and Prey Population in Hunchun Nature Reserve, China and Conservation Research; East China Normal
University: Shanghai, China, 2010.

https://doi.org/10.17520/biods.2019166
https://doi.org/10.1093/forestry/65.4.363-a
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11284-010-0723-1
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ecolsys.34.011802.132419
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-8238.2007.00287.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2008.01182.x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18400017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2015.06.034
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781444312034.ch10
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gecco.2014.11.013
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1257553
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0030-1299.2005.13858.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-1795.2012.00552.x
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep15475
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26638877
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-25275-1
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29720702
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0103-84782013001100013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2012.07.005
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1411623112
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25605919
https://doi.org/10.5846/stxb201211241666
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0057872


Animals 2024, 14, 59 14 of 14

55. Thapa, K.; Malla, S.; Subba, S.A.; Thapa, G.J.; Lamichhane, B.R.; Subedi, N. On the tiger trails: Leopard occupancy decline and
leopard interaction with tigers in the forested habitat across the Terai Arc Landscape of Nepal. Glob. Ecol. Conserv. 2021, 25,
e01412. [CrossRef]

56. Rayan, D.M.; Mohamad, S.W. The importance of selectively logged forests for tiger Panthera tigris conservation: A population
density estimate in Peninsular Malaysia. Oryx 2009, 43, 48. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gecco.2020.e01412
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0030605308001890

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Study Area 
	Camera Trapping 
	Factor Process 
	Vegetation Data Collection 
	Terrain, Land Use, and Landscape Factors 
	Residential and Road Interference Intensity 
	Statistical Analysis 


	Results 
	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

