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Abstract: Non-human primates are highly threatened as a result of habitat destruction, agricultural expansion, industrial development, 
large-scale build-ups and wildlife trafficking. Nearly 60% of all primates are threatened and many are found in habitats with some form of 
human modifications (e.g., croplands and plantations). The adaptability of primates to survive in human-modified habitats is thus a key 
to determine their persistence in anthropogenic landscapes. In this study, we examined the population number and age-sex composition 
of the ‘Endangered’ Golden Langur Trachypithecus geei in a rubber plantation in the Kokrajhar District in Assam, India in 2016, and 
compared with past data of the langur population and demographics from the same location to better understand the population 
dynamics, demographic characters and persistence of the Golden Langurs in the rubber plantation. In 2016, we recorded six groups of 
Golden Langurs totaling 78 individuals with a mean group size of 13.00±4.00SD. Of the total population, 10.29% were adult males, 41.18% 
were adult females, 32.35% were juveniles and 16.18% were infants. The overall population growth from 1997 to 2016 was estimated 
to be 5.54% per year. Habitat matrices of rubber plantations with natural forest patches are important in the fragmented landscape 
for the persistence of Golden Langur populations. They may also act as a corridor for the langurs to move between the fragments and 
as food resources, highlighting the importance of such matrices for the langurs outside protected areas. Population monitoring and 
ecological studies in such matrices would therefore be needed for the successful implementation of targeted management strategies for 
the conservation of these threatened langurs.
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INTRODUCTION

Forest loss and habitat degradation that is primarily 
driven by agricultural expansion and intensification 
(Gibbs et al. 2010; Foley et al. 2011), are the major 
threats to biodiversity (Maxwell et al. 2016). This 
anthropogenic modification of ecosystems is globally 
widespread, resulting in many primate species living 
in human-modified landscapes (Cowlishaw 1999; 
Cowlishaw & Dunbar 2000; Chapman & Peres 2001) 
with remnant patches of natural vegetation (Prevedello 
& Vieira 2010; Watling et al. 2011). Non-human primates 
are most affected by anthropogenic habitat disturbance, 
partly due to their high dependence on tropical forest 
ecosystems (Isaac & Cowlishaw 2004). Nearly 60% of the 
world’s primate species distributed in the Neotropics, 
mainland Africa, Madagascar, and Asia are threatened 
with extinction as a result of habitat destruction, 
agricultural expansion, industrial development, large-
scale build-ups and wildlife trafficking (Estrada et al. 
2017). In many parts of Asia, lowland dry evergreen and 
semi-evergreen forest and dry deciduous forests have 
been converted to plantations such as rubber and oil 
palm plantations (McKenney et al. 2004; Tordoff et al. 
2005). The adaptability of primates to survive in human-
modified habitats is a key to determine their persistence 
in anthropogenic landscapes (Ferreira et al. 2018). While 
some primates are known to use part of human-altered 
land covers (Pielke Sr. et al. 2004; Davey 2006; Wickham 
et al. 2012), others use degraded habitats and persist 
(e.g., Capped Langur Trachypithecus pileatus: Borah et 
al. 2021). But the lack of information on their ecological 
traits to utilize human-modified habitats greatly 
limits our ability to implement targeted landscape 
management strategies for their conservation. 

Golden Langur Trachypithecus geei (Khajuria, 1956) 
is ‘Endangered’ (IUCN Red List; Das et al. 2020) and 
endemic to parts of Bhutan and the Indian state of Assam 
(Wangchuk 1997; Choudhury 2002). In India, the natural 
habitat of Golden Langur is primarily semi-evergreen 
and moist deciduous forests (Champion & Seth 1968; 
Bahuguna et al. 2016). A large part of the habitat of 
the Indian population of Golden Langurs has been lost 
in the last three decades and the population has been 
threatened (Srivastava 2006a). Several populations are 
confined to isolated forest fragments (Srivastava et al. 
2001a; Choudhury 2002; Srivastava 2006b). Large-scale 
built-up areas and anthropogenic land-use patterns 
have changed the landscape and divided the Golden 
Langur population in India into two parts, viz., the 
northern and southern populations without contiguous 

habitats between them (Srivastava et al. 2001b). The 
northern population has a vast pristine area in Ripu 
Reserved Forest, Chirang Reserved Forest, and Manas 
National Park (>500 km2) and is connected to the langur 
population in Bhutan. On the other hand, the southern 
population is confined to small habitat fragments (<50 
km2) with one subpopulation inhabiting a Rubber Hevea 
brasiliensis plantation in Nayekgaon in the Kokrajhar 
District in Assam, India. This rubber plantation and its 
fringe forests were once connected with the Chakrashila 
Wildlife Sanctuary, which is still a natural and protected 
habitat of the southern population of Golden Langurs. 
Over the course of time, the area lost its continuity 
with the Chakrashila Wildlife Sanctuary due to human 
settlement in adjacent forest areas (Medhi et al. 2004). 
In this study, we examined the population number and 
age-sex composition of Golden Langurs in the rubber 
plantation and surrounding areas in Nayekgaon in 2016, 
and compared with past data of the population and 
demographics from the same location so as to assess 
population trend and persistence of the Golden Langur 
in a small and isolated human-modified landscape. 
Previous studies were conducted in 1997 (Srivastava et 
al. 2001a), 2002 (Medhi et al. 2004), and 2008 (Ghosh 
et al. 2009) but detailed information was not available 
for the years 1997 and 2008 and hence we could only 
compare in detail with the 2002 data. Understanding the 
survival possibilities of such a population outside their 
natural habitat would help in primate conservation and 
habitat management. 

METHODS

Study Area
The rubber plantation and its surrounding plantation 

areas consist of approximately 277 ha and is situated 
between 26.350–26.374 0N and 90.372–90.393 0E in 
Nayekgaon Village of the Kokrajhar District, Assam, 
India. The rubber plantations started in 1985 and 
Golden Langurs were also reported at the same time 
which indicated that the area was once the natural 
habitat of Golden Langurs (Medhi et al. 2004). The area 
is a private rubber plantation and comprises of 80% 
rubber plantation and 20% natural forests with human 
settlements and roads (Medhi et al. 2004). Shorea 
robusta, Tectona grandis, Bauhinia purpurea, Bauhinia 
variegata, Mangifera indica, Dillenia pentagyna, 
Duabanga grandiflora, Litsea glutinosa, Terminalia 
bellirica, Premna bengalensis, Albizia procera, 
Stereospermum personatum, and Ficus spp. are the 
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main species within the natural vegetation (Medhi et al. 
2004). During our study, we also recorded roughly 20% 
of the area consisting of natural forests. Our interaction 
with the plantation manager confirms that there was 
no further expansion of rubber plantation after 1985. 
Climatic conditions of the area are humid with moderate 
temperature with high rainfall during monsoon and 

dry with low temperature during winter (Barthakur 
1986). The annual rainfall of the area is between 2,000 
and 3,000 mm. Rhesus Macaques Macaca mulatta are 
sympatric with the langurs (Medhi et al. 2004). A study 
area map (Figure 1) was created using QGIS 3.16.

Figure 1. Abhaya rubber plantation in Nayekgaon Village of the Kokrajhar District, Assam, India

Image 1. Golden Langur in the rubber plantation. © Joydeep Shil. Image 2. Golden Langur in the rubber plantation. © Joydeep Shil.
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Survey

Since the area of Nayekgaon rubber plantation is 
small, total count was possible. We followed the same 
field protocol as the previous population assessment 
in the same location in 1997 (Srivastava et al. 2001a, 
2002; Medhi et al. 2004, 2008; Ghosh et al. 2009), i.e., 
block count methods (Struhsaker 1975; Burnham et al. 
1980; NRC 1981) for a total count of the population. 
The area was demarcated into two blocks by taking the 
road as a landmark (Figure 1). The road passes from east 
to west through the rubber plantation and divides the 
area almost equally. Each block was further divided into 
sub-blocks of 12 to 15 ha. Prior to the survey, a one-day 
training workshop was conducted for the recording of 
geo-coordinates and population assessment including 
age-sex of the individuals of Golden Langurs. The 
teams were led by a trained biologist who was able to 
differentiate the age and sex of individuals of Golden 
Langurs. The assessment was conducted by 12 teams 
consisting of two people in each team. Each sub-block 
was surveyed by a team of two people either in the 
morning or in the evening. All the teams walked in 
parallel maintaining at least 200 m distance between 
each team from 0600 to 1100 h and from 1400 to 1700 h 
on three consecutive days from 26 to 28 February 2016. 
Each team was provided with a handheld GPS (Garmin 
78S), 8×4 binocular, digital camera and Motorola wireless 
handset for communication to avoid duplication in 
counting. When langurs were encountered, we recorded 
the geo-coordinates of the location of the group, and 
observed the group for sufficient time or until we could 
record the total number, and age-sex of all the individuals 
in the group. The data on age and sex were considered 
as adult male (AM), adult female (AF), juvenile (JU), and 
infant (IN).  Visibility was high in the rubber plantation 
so there were no difficulties in locating the animals. The 
langurs were habituated to human presence since they 
regularly came into contact with plantation workers and 
researchers.

Data analysis
The groups were differentiated and identified using 

the time, location, and group composition of adjacent 
groups. Since the area was small, we adapted the total 
count method, and the sum of the number of individuals 
in each identified group was considered as the number 
of individuals in the study area. We calculated the 
density as a total number of individuals in the total area. 

The data of adult males and adult females were 
combined to represent adults (AD) and the same was 
done for infant and juvenile, represented as immature 

(IM), to compute the age-sex ratios. We calculated the 
mean group size, mean individual of different age-sex 
classification, and age-sex ratios using the data of all the 
groups. We could not identify the age and sex of four of 
the individuals in one of the groups, thus that group was 
not considered in the calculation for the mean age-sex 
compositions but was considered for the total count and 
mean group size. We compared the data of 2002 and 
2016 to check for any significant differences. We did not 
consider other year’s data since it was not completely 
available. We compared the mean group sizes using 
the Mann-Whitney U test, the proportions of different 
age-sex compositions using the Chi-square test, and the 
ratios of different age-sex using Paired Wilcoxon Signed 
Rank test. The density of langur was calculated as a total 
number of individuals divided by the total area of the 
survey (~277 ha). We used statistical analysis using R 
version 3.6.3. The rate of population growth, r, between 
two-time points, t1 and t2, is calculated as a rate of 
growth, expressed in percentage units per year: 

Where P1 and P2 are the number of individuals at 
times t1 and t2 respectively and the time interval (t2-t1) 
is expressed in years (https://pages.uoregon.edu/rgp/
PPPM613/class8a.htm Accessed on 12 March 2021).

RESULTS

We recorded six groups of Golden Langurs totaling 
78 individuals (Table 1, Image 1&2) with the mean group 
size of 13.00±4.00SD (Table 2). By excluding the data from 
Group 1 where we were unsure of the demographics of 
some of the individuals, the age-sex composition of the 
population was 10.29% (N= 7) adult males, 41.18% (N= 
28) adult females, 32.35% (N= 22) juveniles and 16.18% 
(N= 11) infants. Of the six groups, three groups had two 
adult males. The ratio of adult male to adult female was 
1:4.00; adult to immature was 1:0.94; and adult female 
to infant was 1:0.39 (Table 2). The calculated density 
showed 28.16 langurs/km2.

The number of groups recorded in 1997 was five, 
declined to three by 2002 (Medhi et al. 2004), increased 
to 12 by 2008 and then declined to six by 2016 (Table 2). 
The mean group size between 2002 and 2016 did not vary 
significantly (M-W U test, U= 12.0, p= 0.517). Proportion 
of adult males, adult females and immature per group 
in 2002 and 2016 (adult males: χ2= 2.88, df= 7, p= 0.896; 
adult females: χ2= 10.34, df= 7, p= 0.17; immature: χ2= 



Trachypithecus geei in rubber plantation	 Shil et al.

Journal of Threatened Taxa | www.threatenedtaxa.org | 26 June 2021 | 13(7): 18679–18686 18683

J TT

6.91, df= 7, p= 0.438) did not vary significantly (Table 
2). Although, the number of females per male in 2002 
(3.40) was less than in 2016 (4.00) the difference was 
not significant (t= -1.313, df= 6, p= 0.237). Similarly, the 
number of immatures per adult (in 2002: 1.36 and in 
2016: 0.94; t= -0.844; df= 6, p= 0.431), and number of 
infants per adult female (2002: 0.76 and 2016: 0.39; t= 
2.144; df= 6, p= 0.076) did not differ significantly. The 
population growth between 1997 and 2016 was found 
to be 5.54 % (Table 3).

DISCUSSION

We examined the population numbers and 
demographics of the Golden Langur in a rubber planta-

tion in Assam, India between 1997 and 2016. Although 
the reasons for the differences in the number of groups 
and the mean group size between the study period 
were not well understood due to the lack of continuous 
monitoring, the fluctuations in the population size could 
be tracked during certain periods. The large group size 
in 2002 and the small group size in 2008 with many 
groups indicated that the population might be exhibiting 
fusion and fission of the groups. Fusion and fission of 
groups are social traits in primates, and also reported 
in Golden Langur (Biswas 2004). Group size influences 
feeding time (Doran 1997; Sakura 1994), suggests that 
fission-fusion may serve as a mechanism to reduce 
within-group feeding competition and help to overcome 
the negative consequences of group living. Absence 
of the significant difference in age-sex ratios between 
2002 and 2016 suggests that though the population 
size fluctuated, the demographical structures remained 
stable despite changes in vegetation structure and 
species composition in the habitat. Within the natural 
habitat of Chakrashila Wildlife Sanctuary, the group 
size of Golden Langur ranged 3–15 individuals, with a 
mean size of 7.4 and the age structure of the population 
comprised 49.8% adults, 33.5% juveniles and 16.7% 
infants (Chetry et al. 2010). Our study, however, shows 

Table 1. Group compositions of Trachypithecus geei in rubber plantation in 2016.

Group # Adult male Adult female 
Juvenile 

male 
Juvenile 
female Infant

Unidentified/ 
Doubtful Total 

1 2 2 1 1 0 4 10

2 1 6 1 2 2 - 12

3 1 4 2 2 0 - 9

4 2 8 2 1 5 - 18

5 2 6 4 4 2 - 18

6 1 4 1 3 2 - 11

All total 78

Table 2. Group size, age-sex composition of Trachypithecus geei in rubber plantation in different studies.

Group parameters
1997 (Srivastava et al. 

2001a)
2002 (Medhi et al. 

2004) 2008 (Ghosh 2009) 2016 (current study)

Total groups (mean group size±SD; range) 5 (7.6) 3 (17.33±9.61; 7–29) 12 (9.3) 6 (13.00±4.00; 9–18)

Total AM (mean±SD; range) - 5 (1.67±0.58; 1–2) - 7 (1.40±0.55; 1–2)

Total AF (mean±SD; range) - 17 (5.67±3.21; 2–8) - 28 (5.60±1.67; 4–8)

Total IM (mean±SD; range) - 30 (10.00±6.00; 4–16) - 33 (6.60±2.41; 4–10)

AM:AF - 1:3.40 1:2.25 1:4.00

AD:IM - 1:1.36 - 1:0.94

AF:IN - 1:0.76 - 1:0.39

Total individuals 38 52 112 78

Table 3. Population growth rate of Trachypithecus geei in rubber 
plantation.

Period Annual Growth rate %

1997–2002 7.37

2002–2008 19.23

2008–2016 -3.79

1997–2016 5.54
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that the density of Golden Langur in a rubber plantation 
(28.16 langurs/km2) is much higher than in the natural 
habitat of Chakrashila Wildlife Sanctuary (12.40 langurs/
km2) (Chetry et al. 2020). The annual population growth 
from 1997 and 2016 (Table 3) was much higher (5.54%) 
than in the natural habitat of Chakrashila Wildlife 
Sanctuary i.e., 1.5% annual growth from 2006 (Chetry 
et al. 2010) to 2016 (Chetry et al. 2020). In the rubber 
plantation, deaths of three adult female Golden Langurs 
due to electrocution in 2001–2002 were reported by 
Medhi et al. (2004). Medhi et al. (2004) also mentioned 
domestic dogs as a possible threat for the Golden 
Langur population. This could affect the population 
dynamics and age-sex composition since the population 
of Golden Langur is small. But during this survey and our 
behavioral study period (2013-2016) we did not record 
any incident of electrocution or dog attack. The birth rate 
and immature survival rate were not different between 
the rubber plantation and adjacent natural forests of 
Chakrashila Wildlife Sanctuary (Shil et al. 2020). Since 
the birth and immature survival rate cannot be a factor 
of population fluctuation in the rubber plantation, 
therefore migration of animals could be the possible 
reason. Furthermore, the high nucleotide diversity of 
the langur population at Nayekgaon’s rubber plantation 
(Ram et al. 2016) indicated that gene flow between the 
populations of other nearby fragments was probably still 
present. Rubber monocultures can provide corridors for 
the movement of Golden Langurs between fragmented 
habitats as canopy connectivity reduces the exposure of 
primates to predators (Oliveira & Dietz 2011; Cassano et 
al. 2014; Coleman & Hill 2014).

In areas where natural habitats have declined, 
primates may be forced to use altered landscapes of 
a matrix composition more frequently for feeding and 
traveling (Galán-Acedo et al. 2019). Rubber agroforests 
that retain some degree of natural forests support a subset 
of forest biodiversity in landscapes (Warren‐Thomas et 
al. 2015). The encounter rate of Spider Monkeys Ateles 
geoffroyi increased with matrix functionality in the more 
disturbed region (Galán-Acedo et al. 2019). Feeding on 
young leaves and fruits of rubber (Roy & Nagarajan 2018) 
and dry rubber seeds by Golden Langurs (Medhi et al. 
2004; Roy & Nagarajan 2018) and use of rubber trees for 
sleeping (Roy & Nagarajan 2018) highlight an adaptive 
behavior of the langurs. In Sumatra, Rizaldi et al. (2019) 
reported six out of nine groups of East Sumatran Banded 
Langur Presbytis percura adapting to feed on non-native 
rubber trees which were introduced into their habitat 
nearly 100 years ago. At least 86 primate species (17% 
of all primates) are actively obtaining food resources 

from the anthropogenic landscape, highlighting their 
importance for primate conservation (Asensio et al. 
2009; Arroyo-Rodríguez et al. 2017). Among forest-
specialised primates, which represent 70% of the 
studied species, the results suggest that the reason for 
the persistence of their population in the altered habitat 
may be because they are able to supplement their 
diet by foraging in the modified landscape (Dunning 
et al. 1992). In Batang Serangan in northern Sumatra, 
a small population of the Sumatran Orangutan Pongo 
abelii, Thomas’s Langur Presbytis thomasi, Long-tailed 
Macaque M. fascicularis fascicularis, Southern Pig-tailed 
Macaque M. nemestrina, Lar Gibbon Hylobates lar, and 
Silvered Langur T. cristatus have been reported living for 
several decades in a mixed agroforest system composed 
of Oil Palm Elaeis guineensis, rubber trees, and remnant 
forest (Campbell-Smith et al. 2010). The continued 
presence of Proboscis Monkey Nasalis larvatus for more 
than two decades in the cocoa and oil palm plantation 
in Lower Kinabatangan Floodplain suggests that the 
species is resilient to habitat changes (Boonratana 
2013). But the loss of critical habitats and the inability 
to access other nearby fragments have allowed the 
species to persist only at lowered population size and 
densities, and with likely changes to their behavior and 
ecology (Boonratana 2013). The rate of emigration from 
habitat also had a very strong predicted effect on the 
extinction threshold; the higher the rate of emigration, 
the more habitat was needed for persistence (Fahrig 
2001). Angolan Colobus Colobus angolensis palliatus 
frequently travelled and foraged in indigenous matrix 
vegetation (such as mangrove, wooded shrubland, 
and shrubland) up to four kilometers from the nearest 
forest fragments. Agricultural habitats, such as perennial 
plantation (coconut, mango and cashew nut) was also 
used by colobus as corridor (Anderson et al. 2007). 
Although initial decline in the population was observed, 
Golden Langurs have shown increase in the population 
size over the period. A similar pattern was also seen 
with other primates e.g., Nicobar Long-tailed Macaque 
M. f. umbrosus in Nicobar Islands (Velankar et al. 2016), 
Lion-tailed Macaque M. silenus in Western Ghats 
(Umapathy et al. 2011), Guerezas Colobus guereza and 
Blue Monkey Cercopithecus mitis in Kakamega forests 
in Kenya (Mammides et al. 2008). Thus, the persistence 
of Golden Langur in a relatively high density in the 
rubber plantation could be due to continued gene flow 
between nearby populations and the value of the rubber 
plantation as food resource and habitat corridor amid a 
disturbed, anthropogenic landscape outside of protected 
areas. Continuous population monitoring and ecological 
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studies in such matrices would help in understanding 
their adaptability for the conservation of the threatened 
Golden Langur.

REFERENCES

Anderson, J., J.M. Rowcliffe & G. Cowlishaw (2007). Does the matrix 
matter? A forest primate in a complex agricultural landscape. 
Biological Conservation 135(2): 212–222. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
biocon.2006.10.022 

Arroyo-Rodríguez, V., G.K. Pérez-Elissetche, J.D. Ordóñez-Gómez, A. 
González-Zamora, Ó.M. Chaves, S. Sánchez-López, C.A. Chapman, 
K. Morales-Hernández, M. Pablo-Rodríguez & G. Ramos-
Fernández (2017). Spider monkeys in human-modified landscapes: 
the importance of the matrix. Tropical Conservation Science 10: 
1940082917719788. https://doi.org/10.1177/1940082917719788

Asensio, N., V. Arroyo‐Rodríguez, J.C. Dunn & J. Cristóbal‐Azkarate 
(2009). Conservation value of landscape supplementation for 
howler monkeys living in forest patches. Biotropica 41(6): 768–773. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-7429.2009.00533.x

Bahuguna, V.K., M.H. Swaminath, S. Tripathi, T.P. Singh, V.R.S. 
Rawat & R.S. Rawat (2016). Revisiting forest types of India. 
International Forestry Review 18(2): 135–145. https://doi.
org/10.1505/146554816818966345

Barthakur, M. (1986). Weather and Climate of North East India. The 
Northeast Geographer 18(1): 20–27.

Biswas, J. (2004). Ecology and social behaviour of golden langur 
(Trachypithecus geei) Khajuria, 1956). PhD thesis. Department of 
Zoology, Gauhati University, xi+232pp.

Boonratana, R. (2013). Fragmentation and its significance on the 
conservation of Proboscis Monkey (Nasalis larvatus) in the Lower 
Kinabatangan, Sabah (North Borneo), pp. 459–475. In: Marsh, 
L. & C. Chapman (eds.). Primates in Fragments. Developments 
in Primatology: Progress and Prospects. Springer, New York, NY, 
537pp. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4614-8839-2_31

Borah, D.K., G.S. Solanki & P.C. Bhattacharjee (2021). Feeding ecology 
of capped langur (Trachypithecus pileatus) in a disturbed habitat 
in Assam, India. Tropical Ecology 62(3):  492–498. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s42965-021-00161-6

Burnham, K.P., D.R. Anderson & J.L. Laake (1980). Estimation of density 
from line transect sampling of biological populations.  Wildlife 
Monographs (72): 3–202.

Campbell‐Smith, G., H.V. Simanjorang, N. Leader‐Williams & M. 
Linkie (2010). Local attitudes and perceptions toward crop‐raiding 
by orangutans (Pongo abelii) and other nonhuman primates in 
northern Sumatra, Indonesia. American Journal of Primatology 
72(10): 866–876. https://doi.org/10.1002/ajp.20822

Cassano, C.R., J. Barlow & R. Pardini (2014). Forest loss or 
management intensification? Identifying causes of mammal decline 
in cacao agroforests. Biological Conservation 169: 14–22. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2013.10.006

Champion, H.G. & S.K. Seth (1968). A Revised Survey of the Forest 
Types of India. Manager of publications, New Delhi, 404pp.

Chapman, C.A. & C.A. Peres (2001). Primate conservation in the new 
millennium: the role of scientists. Evolutionary Anthropology: Issues, 
News, and Reviews  10(1): 16–33. https://doi.org/10.1002/1520-
6505(2001)10:1<16::aid-evan1010>3.0.co;2-o

Chetry, D., R. Chetry, K. Ghosh & P.C. Bhattacharjee (2010). Status 
and conservation of golden langur in Chakrashila Wildlife Sanctuary, 
Assam, India. Primate Conservation 2010(25): 81–86. https://doi.
org/10.1896/052.025.0112

Chetry, D., M. Phukan, R. Chetry, R.N. Boro, A.K. Das & P.C. 
Bhattacharjee (2020). Conservation Status of the Golden Langur 
Trachypithecus geei in Chakrashila Wildlife Sanctuary, Assam, India. 
Primate Conservation 2020(34): 167–173.

Choudhury, A.U. (2002). Golden langur Trachypithecus geei threatened 
by habitat fragmentation.  Zoo’s Print Journal  17(2): 699–703. 
https://doi.org/10.11609/jott.zpj.17.2.699-703

Coleman, B.T. & R.A. Hill (2014). Living in a landscape of fear: the 
impact of predation, resource availability and habitat structure 
on primate range use. Animal Behaviour 88: 165–173. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2013.11.027

Cowlishaw, G. (1999). Predicting the pattern of decline of 
African primate diversity: an extinction debt from historical 
deforestation. Conservation Biology 13(5): 1183–1193. https://doi.
org/10.1046/j.1523-1739.1999.98433.x

Cowlishaw, G. & R. Dunbar (2000). Primate Conservation Biology, 
University of Chicago Press, Chicago, 498pp.

Das, J., D. Chetry, R. Medhi & A. Choudhury (2020). Trachypithecus 
geei. The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species 2020: 
e.T22037A17960997. Downloaded on 06 March 2021. https://doi.
org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2020- 3.RLTS.T22037A17960997.en 

Davey, C.A., R.A. Pielke Sr. & K.P. Gallo (2006). Differences between 
near-surface equivalent temperature and temperature trends for 
the eastern United States: Equivalent temperature as an alternative 
measure of heat content.  Global and Planetary Change  54(1–2): 
19–32. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloplacha.2005.11.002

Doran, D. (1997). Influence of seasonality on activity patterns, feeding 
behavior, ranging, and grouping patterns in Tai chimpanzees. 
International Journal of Primatology 18(2): 183–206. https://doi.
org/10.1023/a:1026368518431

Dunning, J.B., B.J. Danielson & H.R. Pulliam (1992). Ecological 
processes that affect populations in complex landscapes. Oikos 
65(1): 169–175. https://doi.org/10.2307/3544901

Estrada, A., P.A. Garber, A.B. Rylands, C. Roos, E. Fernandez-Duque, 
A. Di Fiore, K.A.I Nekaris, V. Nijman, E.W. Heymann, J.E. Lambert 
& F. Rovero (2017). Impending extinction crisis of the world’s 
primates: Why primates matter. Science Advances 3(1): e1600946. 
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1600946

Fahrig, L. (2001). How much habitat is enough? Biological Conservation 
100(1): 65–74. https://doi.org/10.1016/s0006-3207(00)00208-1

Ferreira, A.S., Y. Le Pendu & R.A. Martinez (2018). The use of a mixed 
rubber landscape by tufted-ear marmosets. Primates 59(3): 293–
300. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10329-017-0645-4

Foley, J.A., N. Ramankutty, K.A. Brauman, E.S. Cassidy, J.S. Gerber, 
M. Johnston, N.D. Mueller, C. O’Connell, D.K. Ray, P.C. West & C. 
Balzer (2011). Solutions for a cultivated planet. Nature 478(7369): 
337–342. https://doi.org/10.1038/nature10452

Galán-Acedo, C., V. Arroyo-Rodríguez, A. Estrada & G. Ramos-
Fernández (2019). Forest cover and matrix functionality drive the 
abundance and reproductive success of an endangered primate 
in two fragmented rainforests. Landscape Ecology 34(1): 147–158. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10980-018-0753-6

Ghosh, S. (2009). Report on the distribution and population status of 
golden langur (Trachypithecus geei) in Bodoland Territorial Council, 
Assam, India, 44pp.

Gibbs, H.K., A.S. Ruesch, F. Achard, M.K. Clayton, P. Holmgren, N. 
Ramankutty & J.A. Foley (2010). Tropical forests were the primary 
sources of new agricultural land in the 1980s and 1990s. Proceedings 
of the National Academy of Sciences 107(38): 16732–16737. https://
doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0910275107/-/DCSupplemental

Isaac, N.J.B. & G. Cowlishaw (2004). How species respond to multiple 
extinction threats. Proceedings of the Royal Society of London, 
Series B: Biological Sciences, 271(1544): 1135–1141. https://doi.
org/10.1098/rspb.2004.2724

Khajuria, H. (1956). A new langur (Primates: Colobinae) from Goalpara 
district, Assam. Annals and Magazine of Natural History 12(9): 86–
88. https://doi.org/10.1080/00222935608655728

Mammides, C., M. Cords & M.K. Peters (2009). Effects of habitat 
disturbance and food supply on population densities of three primate 
species in the Kakamega Forest, Kenya. African Journal of Ecology 
47(1): 87–96. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2028.2007.00921.x

Maxwell, S.L., R.A., Fuller, T.M. Brooks & J.E. Watson (2016). The 
ravages of guns, nets and bulldozers. Nature 536(7615): 143–145. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2006.10.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2006.10.022
https://doi.org/10.1177/1940082917719788
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-7429.2009.00533.x
https://doi.org/10.1505/146554816818966345
https://doi.org/10.1505/146554816818966345
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4614-8839-2_31
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42965-021-00161-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42965-021-00161-6
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajp.20822
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2013.10.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2013.10.006
https://doi.org/10.1002/1520-6505(2001)10:1%3c16::aid-evan1010%3e3.0.co;2-o
https://doi.org/10.1002/1520-6505(2001)10:1%3c16::aid-evan1010%3e3.0.co;2-o
https://doi.org/10.1896/052.025.0112
https://doi.org/10.1896/052.025.0112
https://doi.org/10.11609/jott.zpj.17.2.699-703
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2013.11.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2013.11.027
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1523-1739.1999.98433.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1523-1739.1999.98433.x
https://dx.doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2020- 3.RLTS.T22037A17960997.en
https://dx.doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2020- 3.RLTS.T22037A17960997.en
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloplacha.2005.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1026368518431
https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1026368518431
https://doi.org/10.2307/3544901
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1600946
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0006-3207(00)00208-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10329-017-0645-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature10452
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10980-018-0753-6
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0910275107/-/DCSupplemental
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0910275107/-/DCSupplemental
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2004.2724
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2004.2724
https://doi.org/10.1080/00222935608655728
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2028.2007.00921.x


Journal of Threatened Taxa | www.threatenedtaxa.org | 26 June 2021 | 13(7): 18679–18686

Trachypithecus geei in rubber plantation	 Shil et al.

18686

J TT
https://doi.org/10.1038/536143a

McKenney, B., Y. Chea, P. Tola & T. Evans (2004). Focusing on 
Cambodia’s high value forests: livelihoods and management. 
Cambodia Development Resource Institute; Wildlife Conservation 
Society, Phnom Penh, Cambodia, 129pp.

Medhi, R., D. Chetry, P.C. Bhattacharjee & B.N. Patiri (2004). Status 
of Trachypithecus geei in a rubber plantation in Western Assam, 
India.  International Journal of Primatology  25(6): 1331–1337. 
https://doi.org/10.1023/b:ijop.0000043965.38722.63

National Research Council (1981). Techniques for the study of primate 
population ecology. The National Academic Press, Washington DC, 
255pp.

Oliveira, L.C. & J.M. Dietz (2011). Predation risk and the interspecific 
association of two Brazilian Atlantic forest primates in Cabruca 
agroforest. American Journal of Primatology 73: 852–860. https://
doi.org/10.1002/ajp.20952

Pielke Sr., R.A., C. Davey & J. Morgan (2004). Assessing “global warming” 
with surface heat content. Eos, Transactions American Geophysical 
Union 85(21): 210–211. https://doi.org/10.1029/2004eo210004

Prevedello, J.A. & M.V. Vieira (2010). Does the type of matrix 
matter? A quantitative review of the evidence.  Biodiversity and 
Conservation  19(5): 1205–1223. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-
009-9750-z

Ram, M.S., S.M. Kittur, J. Biswas, S. Nag, J. Shil & G. Umapathy (2016). 
Genetic diversity and structure among isolated populations of the 
endangered gees golden langur in Assam, India. PLoS One 11(8): 
e0161866. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0161866

Rizaldi, K.I., I. Prasetio, Z.H. Lee, S. Jabbar & A. Ang (2019). 
Preliminary study on the distribution and conservation status of the 
east Sumatran banded langur Presbytis femoralis percura in Riau 
Province, Sumatra, Indonesia. Asian Primates Journal 8: 25–36.

Roy, D. & R. Nagarajan (2018). Biology, ecology, and conservation of 
golden langur, Trachypithecus geei. pp. 251–283. In: Sivaperuman, 
C., & K. Venkataraman (eds.). Indian hotspots: Vertebrate Faunal 
Diversity, Conservation and Management Volume 1. Springer, 
Singapore, 397pp. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-10-6605-4_13

Sakura, O. (1994). Factors affecting party size and composition of 
chimpanzees (Pan troglodytes verus) Bossou, Guinea. International 
Journal of Primatology 15(2): 167–183. https://doi.org/10.1007/
BF02735272

Shil, J., J. Biswas & H.N. Kumara (2020). Influence of habitat conditions 
on group size, social organization, and birth pattern of golden 
langur (Trachypithecus geei). Primates 61(6): 797–806. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s10329-020-00829-y

Srivastava, A. (2006a). Conservation of threatened primates of 

Northeast India. Primate Conservation 2006(20): 107–113. https://
doi.org/10.1896/0898-6207.20.1.107

Srivastava, A. (2006b). Ecology and conservation of the golden langur, 
Trachypithecus geei, in Assam, India. Primate Conservation 2006(21): 
163–170. https://doi.org/10.1896/0898-6207.21.1.163

Srivastava, A., M. Baruah & S.M. Mohnot (2001a). The population 
dynamics and conservation of golden langur. Journal of the Bombay 
Natural History Society 98(1): 12–17.

Srivastava, A., J. Biswas, J. Das & P. Bujarbarua (2001b). Status and 
distribution of Golden Langurs (Trachypithecus geei) in Assam, 
India.  American Journal of Primatology  55(1): 15–23. https://doi.
org/10.1002/ajp.1035

Struhsaker, T.T. & J.F. Oates (1975). Comparison of the behavior 
and ecology of red colobus and black-and-white colobus monkeys 
in Uganda: a summary, pp. 103–123. In: Russel, H.T. (ed.).  Socio-
ecology and Psychology of Primates. Mouton Publishers, The Hague, 
Paris, 474pp. https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110803839.103

Tordoff, A.W., R.J. Timmins, A. Maxwell, K. Huy, V. Lic & E.H. Khou 
(2005). Biological assessment of the Lower Mekong dry forests 
ecoregion final report. WWF, Phnom Penh, 192pp.

Umapathy, G., S. Hussain & S. Shivaji (2011). Impact of Habitat 
Fragmentation on the Demography of Lion-tailed Macaque (Macaca 
silenus) Populations in the Rainforests of Anamalai Hills, Western 
Ghats, India. International Journal of Primatology 32(4): 889–900. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10764-011-9508-9

Velankar, A.D., H.N. Kumara, A. Pal, P.S. Mishra & M. Singh (2016). 
Population Recovery of Nicobar Long-Tailed Macaque Macaca 
fascicularis umbrosus following a Tsunami in the Nicobar Islands, 
India. PLOS ONE 11(2): e0148205. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.
pone.0148205

Wickham, J.D., T.G. Wade & K.H. Riitters (2012). Comparison of 
cropland and forest surface temperatures across the conterminous 
United States. Agricultural and Forest Meteorology 166-167: 137–
143. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agrformet.2012.07.002

Wangchuk, T. (1997). A census and the biogeography of Golden 
Langurs (Presbytis geei) in Bhutan. Tigerpaper 22(3): 1–6.

Warren‐Thomas, E., P.M. Dolman & D.P. Edwards (2015). Increasing 
demand for natural rubber necessitates a robust sustainability 
initiative to mitigate impacts on tropical biodiversity. Conservation 
Letters 8(4): 230–241. https://doi.org/10.1111/conl.12170

Watling, J.I., A.J. Nowakowski, M.A. Donnelly & J.L. Orrock (2011). 
Meta‐analysis reveals the importance of matrix composition for 
animals in fragmented habitat. Global Ecology and Biogeography 
20(2): 209–217. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-8238.2010.00586.x

https://pages.uoregon.edu/rgp/PPPM613/class8a.htm Electronic 
version Accessed 12 March 2021.

Threatened Taxa

https://doi.org/10.1038/536143a
https://doi.org/10.1023/b:ijop.0000043965.38722.63
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajp.20952
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajp.20952
https://doi.org/10.1029/2004eo210004
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-009-9750-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-009-9750-z
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0161866
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-10-6605-4_13
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02735272
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02735272
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10329-020-00829-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10329-020-00829-y
https://doi.org/10.1896/0898-6207.20.1.107
https://doi.org/10.1896/0898-6207.20.1.107
https://doi.org/10.1896/0898-6207.21.1.163
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajp.1035
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajp.1035
https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110803839.103
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10764-011-9508-9
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0148205
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0148205
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agrformet.2012.07.002
https://doi.org/10.1111/conl.12170
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-8238.2010.00586.x
https://pages.uoregon.edu/rgp/PPPM613/class8a.htm




ISSN 0974-7907 (Online) | ISSN 0974-7893 (Print)

June 2021 | Vol. 13 | No. 7 | Pages: 18679–18958
Date of Publication: 26 June 2021 (Online & Print)

DOI: 10.11609/jott.2021.13.7.18679-18958www.threatenedtaxa.org

The Journal of Threatened Taxa (JoTT) is dedicated to building evidence for conservation globally by 
publishing peer-reviewed articles online every month at a reasonably rapid rate at www.threatenedtaxa.org.  
All articles published in JoTT are registered under Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License 
unless otherwise mentioned. JoTT allows allows unrestricted use, reproduction, and distribution of articles 
in any medium by providing adequate credit to the author(s) and the source of publication.

Threatened Taxa

Publisher & Host

OPEN ACCESS

Communications

Persistence of Trachypithecus geei (Mammalia: Primates: Cercopithecidae) in a rubber plantation 
in Assam, India
– Joydeep Shil, Jihosuo Biswas, Sudipta Nag & Honnavalli N. Kumara, Pp. 18679–18686

Population assessment of the endangered Western Hoolock Gibbon Hoolock hoolock Harlan, 1834 
at Sheikh Jamal Inani National Park, Bangladesh, and conservation significance of this site for 
threatened wildlife species
– M. Tarik Kabir, M. Farid Ahsan, Susan M. Cheyne, Shahrul Anuar Mohd Sah, Susan Lappan, 
Thad Q. Bartlett & Nadine Ruppert, Pp. 18687–18694

Assessment of changes over a decade in the patterns of livestock depredation by the Himalayan 
Brown Bear in Ladakh, India
– Aishwarya Maheshwari, A. Arun Kumar & Sambandam Sathyakumar, Pp. 18695–18702

Habitat selection of Himalayan Musk Deer Moschus leucogaster (Mammalia: Artiodactyla: 
Moschidae) with respect to biophysical attributes in Annapurna Conservation Area of Nepal
– Bijaya Neupane, Nar Bahadur Chhetri & Bijaya Dhami, Pp. 18703–18712

Sero-diagnosis of tuberculosis in elephants in Maharashtra, India
– Utkarsh Rajhans, Gayatri Wankhede, Balaji Ambore , Sandeep Chaudhari, Navnath Nighot, Vitthal 
Dhaygude & Chhaya Sonekar, Pp. 18713–18718

Avian species richness in traditional rice ecosystems: a case study from upper Myanmar
– Steven G. Platt, Myo Min Win, Naing Lin, Swann Htet Naing Aung, Ashish John & Thomas R. 
Rainwater, Pp. 18719–18737

Conservation status, feeding guilds, and diversity of birds in Daroji Sloth Bear Sanctuary, 
Karnataka, India
– M.N. Harisha, K.S. Abdul Samad & B.B. Hosetti, Pp. 18738–18751

Birds of Surat-Dangs: a consolidated checklist of 75 years (1944–2020) with special emphasis on 
noteworthy bird records and bird hotspots from northern Western Ghats of Gujarat, India
– Nikunj Jambu & Kaushal G. Patel, Pp. 18752–18780

Identification of a unique barb from the dorsal body contour feathers of the Indian Pitta Pitta 
brachyura (Aves: Passeriformes: Pittidae)
– Prateek Dey, Swapna Devi Ray, Sanjeev Kumar Sharma , Padmanabhan Pramod & Ram Pratap 
Singh, Pp. 18781–18791

Underestimated diversity of Cnemaspis Strauch, 1887 (Sauria: Gekkonidae) on karst landscapes in 
Sarawak, East Malaysia, Borneo
– Izneil Nashriq & Indraneil Das, Pp. 18792–18799

Aborichthys barapensis, a new species of river loach (Cypriniformes: Nemacheilidae) from 
Arunachal Pradesh, the eastern Himalaya, India
– P. Nanda & L. Tamang, Pp. 18800–18808

A study on the community structure of damselflies (Insecta: Odonata: Zygoptera) in Paschim 
Medinipur, West Bengal, India
– Pathik Kumar Jana, Priyanka Halder Mallick & Tanmay Bhattacharya, Pp. 18809–18816

New distribution and range extension records of geometrid moths (Lepidoptera: Geometridae) 
from two western Himalayan protected areas
– Pritha Dey & Axel Hausmann, Pp. 18817–18826

Butterfly diversity of Putalibazar Municipality, Syangja District, Gandaki Province, Nepal
– Kismat Neupane & Mahamad Sayab Miya, Pp. 18827–18845

New records and distribution extension of Nassarius persicus (Martens, 1874) and N. tadjallii 
Moolenbeek, 2007 (Mollusca: Gastropoda: Nassariidae) to India
– Sayali Nerurkar & Deepak Apte, Pp. 18846–18852

Flowering plants of Agumbe region, central Western Ghats, Karnataka, India
– G.S. Adithya Rao & Y.L. Krishnamurthy, Pp. 18853–18867

Population assessment and habitat distribution modelling of the threatened medicinal plant 
Picrorhiza kurroa Royle ex Benth. in the Kumaun Himalaya, India
– Naveen Chandra, Gajendra Singh, Shashank Lingwal, M.P.S. Bisht & Lalit Mohan Tewari, 
Pp. 18868–18877

Occurrence of gilled fungi in Puducherry, India
– Vadivelu Kumaresan, Chakravarthy Sariha, Thokur Sreepathy Murali & Gunasekaran Senthilarasu, 
Pp. 18878–18887

Short Communications 

First photographic evidence and distribution of the Indian Pangolin Manis crassicaudata 
(Mammalia: Pholidota: Manidae) in Sariska Tiger Reserve, Rajasthan, India
– Hemant Singh, Gobind Sagar Bhardwaj, N. Gokulakannan, Saket Agasti & K. Aditya, Pp. 18888–
18893

Population and conservation threats to the Greater Flamingos Phoenicopterus roseus (Aves: 
Phoenicopteriformes: Phoenicopteridae) at Basai Wetland and Najafgarh Jheel Bird Sanctuary, 
Haryana, India
– Amit Kumar & Sarita Rana, Pp. 18894–18898

First report on the occurrence of Sargassum Weed Fish Histrio histrio (Lophiliformes: 
Antennariidae) in Nigeria deep water, Gulf of Guinea
– Abdul-Rahman Dirisu, Hanson S. Uyi & Meshack Uyi, Pp. 18899–18902

A new distribution record of stomatopods Odontodactylus japonicus (De Haan, 1844) and 
Lysiosquilla tredecimdentata (Holthuis, 1941) from the Puducherry coastal waters, east coast of 
India
– S. Nithya Mary, V. Ravitchandirane & B. Gunalan, Pp. 18903–18907

New records of Agriocnemis keralensis Peters, 1981 and Gynacantha khasiaca MacLachlan, 1896 
(Insecta: Odonata) from Maharashtra, India
– Yogesh Koli, Akshay Dalvi & Dattaprasad Sawant, Pp. 18908–18919

A new distribution record of the Horn Coral Caryophyllia grandis Gardiner & Waugh, 1938 
(Anthozoa: Scleractinia) from the Karnataka Coast, India
– J.S. Yogesh Kumar & C. Raghunathan, Pp. 18920–18924

Re-collection, extended distribution, and amplified description of Vaccinium paucicrenatum 
Sleumer (Ericaceae) from the Arunachal Himalaya in India
– Subhasis Panda, Pp. 18925–18932

Notes

Photographic record of the Rusty-spotted Cat Prionailurus rubiginosus (I. Geoffroy Saint-Hilaire, 
1831) (Mammalia: Carnivora: Felidae) in southern Western Ghats, India
– Devika Sanghamithra & P.O. Nameer, Pp. 18933–18935

Natural history notes on the highly threatened Pinto’s Chachalaca Ortalis remota (Aves: Cracidae)
– Carlos Otávio Araujo Gussoni & Marco Aurélio Galvão da Silva, Pp. 18936–18938

Black-bellied Coral Snake Sinomicrurus nigriventer (Wall, 1908) (Elapidae): an extended 
distribution in the western Himalaya, India
– Sipu Kumar, Jignasu Dolia, Vartika Chaudhary, Amit Kumar & Abhijit Das, Pp. 18939–18942

First record of the Afghan Poplar Hawkmoth Laothoe witti Eitschberger et al., 1998 (Sphingidae: 
Smerinthinae) from India: a notable range extension for the genus
– Muzafar Riyaz, Pratheesh Mathew, Taslima Shiekh, S. Ignacimuthu & K. Sivasankaran, Pp. 18943–
18946

The tribe Cnodalonini (Coleoptera: Tenebrionidae: Stenochiinae) from Maharashtra with two new 
records
– V.D. Hegde & D. Vasanthakumar, Pp. 18947–18948

Do predatory adult odonates estimate their adult prey odonates’ body size and dispersal ability to 
proceed with a successful attack?
– Tharaka Sudesh Priyadarshana, Pp. 18949–18952

Rediscovery of Ophiorrhiza incarnata C.E.C. Fisch. (Rubiaceae) from the Western Ghats of 
India after a lapse of 83 years
– Perumal Murugan, Vellingiri Ravichandran & Chidambaram Murugan, Pp. 18953–18955

Response
 
Comments on the “A checklist of mammals with historical records from Darjeeling-Sikkim 
Himalaya landscape, India”
– P.O. Nameer, Pp. 18956–18958
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