How Bold are Wild Asian Elephants (Elephas maximus) in a Human-Dominated Landscape?
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* Leopard growls

. Tiger roars * Elephants inhibit locomotive behaviors and retreat more quickly or wait to

approach more slowly when exposed to human shouts compared to tiger
roars or leopard growls.

* Procedure: Set up 10-meter radius to determine
movement toward and away from the Boombox

following predator playback exposure
» Analyzing first response to two conditions

 Humans may present a greater threat to elephant survival than natural
\_ Ppredators.




