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Distribution and status of the 
Persian leopard in its western 
range
Persian leopard in its western range is distributed in Iran, Iraq and Turkey. The habitat 
in this region is mainly characterised by the Zagros Mts. as well as isolated mountain 
ranges in central and south-eastern Iran. The species has been studied intensively only 
in a handful of protected areas and the remaining information comes from sporadic 
and opportunistic sightings. Importantly, the status of the species is widely unknown 
in southern Turkey, northern Iraq and parts of western, south-eastern and central Iran. 
We collected all available contemporary (> year 2000) leopard occurrences as well 
as information on the species ecology and threats in this range to assess its status. 
After filtering for repeated or unreliable data, we identified 438 occurrences classi-
fied based on their reliability levels C1 (verified observations, n = 243), C2 (confirmed, 
n = 107) and C3 (unconfirmed, n = 88). Mapping the potential distribution of the species 
based on this information and expert knowledge resulted in around 153,400 km² of 
habitat in Iran and Iraq, mainly along the Zagros Mts. The presence of the leopard 
is highly probable in another ca. 70,500 km², which requires further investigations. 
The density in the few protected areas with intensive camera trapping survey was 
estimated between 1.0-1.9 leopard/100 km². According to our assessment, the main 
threats to the species are retaliatory or precautionary killing by livestock pastoralists, 
prey depletion and road accidents. Moreover, given the increasing fragmentation of 
leopard habitat, identification and protection of (transboundary) corridors are conser-
vation priorities.

The Persian leopard (Panthera pardus saxico-
lor [= P. p. tulliana]; cf. Kitchener et al. 2017) 
distributed in Central and Southwest Asia 
is an endangered subspecies in need of im-
mediate conservation attention (Stein et al. 
2020). To assess its status, this vast area was 
divided into different subregions based on 
biogeographic characteristics (e.g., mountain 
ranges as the main leopard habitat) as well 
as socio-political elements (e.g., regional col-
laborations). Here we report on the western 
range, defined as eastern and southern Tur-
key, the entire range in Iraq, and western, 
central and southern Iran. This range is 
among the largest and most important areas 
for the survival of this subspecies (Sanei et 
al. 2016) and is mainly characterised by the 

oak woodlands and semi-arid steppes of the 
Zagros Mts., spreading from southern Turkey 
and northern Iraq to western and southern 
Iran. Additional important habitats of the 
species are isolated arid mountain ranges in 
central and south-eastern Iran with possible 
connections to subpopulations in Pakistan. 
This region has a long history of human 
habitation and agriculture, which widely 
overlaps with leopard habitat, and occasion-
ally causes conflict between humans and 
the leopards over space and resource use 
(Naderi et al. 2018; Parchizadeh and Belant 
2021). The region has also experienced se-
veral socio-economic and political shocks in 
recent decades, including the Iran-Iraq war 
(1980–88) and sporadic armed conflicts in 

border areas, which may have affected the 
species survival and the availability of con-
servation support (Avgan et al. 2016). Given 
this situation, a better understanding of the 
status of the species in this range is needed 
for better identification of knowledge gaps 
and conservation priorities. To our know-
ledge, this report is one of the first regional 
efforts to shed light on the status and distri-
bution of the Persian leopard in its western 
range. By compiling information on different 
aspects of leopard ecology and threats to its 
survival, we hope to create a foundation for 
future conservation efforts.

Methods 
We strived to obtain all available published 
and unpublished reports, peer-reviewed pub-
lications and grey literature as well as our 
own sightings (e.g., camera trapping sur-
veys) on the Persian leopard from this region 
to compile a dataset on occurrences from the 
year 2000 onwards. This year has been cho-
sen by the IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group to 
assign the ‘contemporary/current’ status of 
the species. We classified the occurrences 
into three levels of reliability, namely: C1 (i.e., 
verified and unchallenged observations such 
as georeferenced and dated photos or dead 
animals), C2 (i.e., confirmed observations 
such as verified observations of livestock 
kills or leopard signs by experts) and C3 (i.e., 
unconfirmed observations by non-experts or 
those that cannot be verified) adopting the 
Status and Conservation of the Alpine Lynx 
Population SCALP criteria (Molinari-Jobin et 
al. 2012). We delineated Persian leopard dis-
tribution based on these occurrence points 
and the expertise within our team. We clas-
sified the distribution into four levels, name-
ly: ‘Extant’ (i.e., where the species is very 
likely to occur characterised mainly by C1 
and C2 data and available habitat), ‘Possib-
ly Extant’ (i.e., where the species may occur 
characterised mainly by C3 data and expert 
opinion or areas where the species may oc-
cur based on habitat characteristics but there 
is a lack of information or the area has not 
been surveyed), ‘Possibly Extinct’ (i.e., areas 
where the species is likely to be extinct), and 
'Extinct' (areas where the species is thought 
to be extirpated). Furthermore, we cross-
checked the resulted distribution with the 
IUCN range map of the species (Stein et al. 
2020) and the Mammals Atlas of Iran maps 
(Karami et al. 2016), and modified our deline-
ations where necessary. We extracted other 
information on leopard abundance, density, 

Table 1. The C1 (verified), C2 (confirmed) and C3 (unconfirmed) occurrence points, 
according to the SCALP criteria, of the Persian leopard in its western range.

Country C1 C2 C3

Iran 215 105 55

Iraq 29 2 33

Turkey 0 0 0

Total 242 107 88
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diet, and threats based on available litera-
ture as well as the expert knowledge and 
field observations by our team.

Distribution and abundance
Overall, we gathered 561 occurrences from 
across this range. After filtering for repeat-
ed or unreliable datapoints or those with-
out accurate geographical information, we 
identified presence points in three reliability 
levels (C1 = 243, C2 = 107, C3 = 88; Table 1, 
Fig. 1). Around 14% (n = 62) of the datapoints 
were from Iraq and the remaining (n = 376) 
were from Iran. We were not able to receive 
any datapoints from Turkey. Delineation of 
the leopard distribution in this range resulted 
in around 153,362 km² of ‘extant’ habitat and 
in ca. 70,525 km² the species is ‘possibly ex-
tant’. We were not able to reach any regional 
estimates for the Persian leopard abundance. 
However, in a number of sites in Iran the den-
sity of the species has been estimated using 
camera traps (see below). Similarly, reaching 
an overall trend in the species population 
was impossible given the scarcity of data. 
However, the intensity of human-wildlife 
conflict and associated leopard mortalities 
(see below) is concerning and may lead to 
decreasing population of this species.

Iran
The country holds >75% of the distribution 
of P. p. saxicolor (Jacobson et al. 2016). The 
area of occupancy (AOO) and the extent of 
occurrence (EOO) of the species in entire Iran 
based on 485 data points were estimated 
at around 6,050 and 1,573,343 km², respec-
tively (Yusefi et al. 2019). For the western 
range, we assessed the status of Persian 
leopard in the provinces of Bushehr, Chahar-
Mahal & Bakhtiari, Fars, Hamedan, Hormo-
zgan, Ilam, Isfahan, Kerman, Kermanshah, 
Khuzestan, Kohgiluyeh & Boyer-Ahmad, 
Kurdistan, Lorestan, Markazi, Qom, Sistan & 
Baluchistan, and Yazd. Apart from Hamedan 
and Qom, we obtained information on the 
distribution of the leopard in all the remain-
ing provinces. However, in a number of these 
provinces (e.g., Bushehr, Markazi) leopard 
records were extremely rare (Abdoli et al. 
2008). Moreover, in a number of provinces in 
central (e.g., Mehriz County in Yazd Province; 
T. Ghadirian, unpublished report 2016) and 
western (e.g., Kermanshah Province, M.R. 
Ashrafzadeh, unpublished report 2019) parts 
of the country, the landscape is naturally 
highly fragmented (i.e., sporadic mountains 
surrounded by non-habitat deserts) and limit-

ed information on the presence of Persian 
leopard exists (Kaboodvandpour et al. 2021).
We are aware of only one national-level 
population assessment for Iran. A previous 
guesstimate puts leopard abundance for the 
entire country at between 550–850 indivi-
duals (density = 0.06–0.1 leopard/100 km²), 
roughly corresponding to 200–320 leopards 
in our study area (Kiabi et al. 2002). However, 
validation of some of the site-specific gues-
stimates using robust population estimation 
methods showed marked discrepancies. For 
example, Kiabi et al. (2002) guesstimated 
15–20 individuals in Bamu National Park 
but camera trapping surveys revealed the 
presence of between 5–11 individuals in this 
area (Ghoddousi et al. 2010, Pars Wildlife 
Guardians Foundation, unpublished report 
2016). Conversely, 5–10 individuals were 
guesstimated in Dena Protected Area (Kiabi 
et al. 2002) but 18 individuals were identified 
through a multi-year camera trapping survey 
in this area (A. Shafaeipour, unpublished re-
port 2020).
Within the western range, the species has 
been comparatively more studied in Bamu 
and Bakhtegan national parks (Fars Province), 
Bafq Protected Area (Yazd), Dena Protected 
Area (Kohgiluyeh & Boyer-Ahmad), and un-
protected areas in eastern Hormozgan Pro-
vince. The leopard density in most of these 
studies was proven to be low and abun-
dance was rarely above ten adult individuals 
(apart from Dena Protected Area and eastern 
Hormozgan; see below). In Bamu National 
Park, 1,012 trap-nights of camera trapping 
led to the identification of six individuals 

(two males and four females) and using the 
capture-recapture methodology the density 
was estimated at 1.87 leopard/100 km² in 
2008 (Ghoddousi et al. 2010). Follow-up ca-
mera trapping efforts in this area resulted in 
the identification of five individuals in 2019 
and seven individuals in 2021 (Pars Wildlife 
Guardians Foundation, unpublished report 
2021). Similarly, 6,724 trap-nights of camera 
trapping effort in Bafq Protected Area re-
sulted in the identification of eight (in 2012) 
and five (in 2016) individuals, and using 
spatial capture-recapture methodology the 
density was estimated at 1.6 leopard/100 
km² for 2012 and 1.0 leopard/100 km² in 
2016 (Farhadinia et al. 2021). In Bakhtegan 
National Park, camera trapping led to the 
identification of six adult individuals (Pars 
Wildlife Guardians Foundation, unpublished 
report 2019). A camera trapping study with 
5,311 trap-nights targeted at carnivores of 
the Mehriz County, Yazd Province (encom-
passing one protected area and two private 
conservancies) identified only a single male 
leopard (T. Ghadirian, unpublished report 
2016). A camera trapping survey over three 
years period resulted in the identification 
of 18 leopards in the Dena Protected Area 
(A. Shafaeipour, unpublished report 2020). 
Camera trapping survey in eastern Hormoz-
gan Province resulted in the identification 
of four individuals in the Zendan Mt. and 18 
individuals in the Hashtbandi area between 
2015–2019 (M. Arianejad, unpublished data 
2016). However, at least three individuals 
of the latter subpopulation are known to be 
killed due to human-leopard conflict. A more 

Fig. 1. Distribution of Persian leopard in its western range (3). Red = extant, orange = 
possibly extant, dark yellow = possibly extinct, light yellow = extinct, violet lines = regional 
division. 1 = Caucasus Ecoregion, 2 = Alborz-Kopetdag, 3 = Zagros range, and 4 = eastern 
range. Map courtesy to Peter Gerngross, based on Ghoddousi et al. (2022).
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recent assessment using a systematic came-
ra trapping design and over a shorter period 
in the Hashtbandi area in 2020 resulted in the 
identification of only 11 individuals (M. Ari-
anejad, unpublished data 2020). Unfortunat-
ely, due to the lack of long-term monitoring 
data in protected areas, the trend in the pop-
ulation of the species in this range is largely 
unknown. While a few studies (Farhadinia et 
al. 2021, Ghoddousi et al. 2010, Pars Wildlife 
Guardians Foundation, unpublished report 
2016) may suggest a rather stable population 
trend inside protected areas, lethal control in 
response to livestock depredation severely 
affects the survival of the species outside 

protected areas (M. Arianejad, unpublished 
data 2020).

Iraq
The knowledge on the distribution of the 
leopard in Iraq is still incomplete (Avgan et 
al. 2016). However, a few studies (Börmann 
2019, Raza et al. 2012) have resulted in a 
better understanding of the species distribu-
tion. The species persists almost entirely in 
the Kurdistan region and specifically in Qara 
Dagh, Khoshk, and Bamo Mts (Ahmed and 
Majeed 2020). Additionally, there are spora-
dic reports from Diyala, Sulaymaniyah, Erbil 
and Halabja provinces (see Avgan et al. 2016 

Fig. 2. Dena Protected Area, Iran (top) and Qara Dagh proposed protected area, Iraq 
(below) are among the main habitats of the Persian leopard in the Zagros Mountains 
(Photos A. Ghoddousi (top), H. Raza (bottom)).

for a review). There has been no research 
in the leopard’s northernmost range in Iraq. 
However, there have been occasional un-
confirmed reports of leopard sightings from 
various sites in the Duhok Governorate until 
December 2021 when a male leopard was 
captured after a local from Zirize village of 
Zakho set a gin trap for an unknown carnivore 
that was attacking his livestock. The leopard 
was captured alive but it had lost one of its 
hind legs, and it is now being kept at the 
Duhok Zoo until the process of sending it out-
side of the country to a facility for the Persian 
leopard breeding programme is completed. 
Since 2011, the camera trapping survey by Na-
ture Iraq has led to the identification of seven 
individuals and other camera trapping efforts 
by local people have resulted in the identifi-
cation of four additional leopards, which will 
be the basis for a population estimation study 
(H. Raza, unpublished data 2021). Based on 
these records and a questionnaire survey, 
recent research by Börmann (2019) using 
occupancy modelling showed ca. 1,152 km² 
of suitable leopard habitat in Qara Dagh and 
Darbandikhan regions, and a smaller habitat 
(ca. 256 km²) in the Halabja region. Reports of 
leopard breeding in Iraq are scarce (Avgan et 
al. 2016), however, one female was killed and 
its stuffed skin was later discover-ed (Avgan 
et al. 2018). Addition-ally, unconfirmed obser-
vations of females with cubs exist, indicating 
the need for further investigation.

Turkey
Leopard reports up to the 1970s were com-
mon in Turkey (Karataş et al. 2021). However, 
in recent years these reports are rather 
scarce and limited to a few confirmed cases. 
Importantly, in this assessment, we did not 
consider western Anatolia (e.g., Taurus Mts.) 
where the P. p. tulliana subspecies was re-
ported and its presence in recent years is 
highly unknown (Karataş et al. 2021, Spas-
sov et al. 2016). The presence of leopard 
has been confirmed from Sirnak (2010) and 
Diyarbakir (2013) provinces in south-eastern 
Turkey (Avgan et al. 2016). A recent camera-
trapping effort of around 32,000 trap-nights 
from 2018–2019 also revealed the existence 
of possibly one individual in Mount Cudi in 
Sirnak Province (Karataş et al. 2021). The last 
confirmed records from the Caucasus region 
dates back to the 1970s and recent reports 
from nearby Eastern Karadeniz Mts. seem 
questionable due to misidentifications and 
poor quality of images (Sarı et al. 2020, Spas-
sov et al. 2016). The situation is also highly 
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unknown in south-central parts of Turkey and 
no recent records exist for the leopard in this 
region (Karataş et al. 2021).

Habitat and ecology
Leopard is known to be a flexible species in 
their choice of habitat (Stein et al. 2020). In 
this region, their habitat spreads across most 
mountain ranges and forests, avoiding vast 
plains and deserts (Karami et al. 2016). The 
majority of the Persian leopard habitat in the 
western range is located in the Zagros Mts., 
which is predominantly covered by sparse oak 
(Quercus spp.) forest (Fig. 2). This ecoregion is 
called ‘Zagros Mountain Forest Steppe’ and 
is part of the Irano-Anatolian biodiversity 
hotspot. The leopard habitat stretches further 
to the east and contains a number of arid 
mountain ranges in central and south-eastern 
Iran. In Iran, the species is present in most 
rugged mountainous regions where sufficient 
wild prey exists (predominantly in protected 
areas; Khosravi et al. 2021). However, not 
the entire expanse of protected areas could 
be used by leopards. For example, in Bamu 
National Park the species occupied only 
around 56% of the protected area (Ghoddou-
si et al. 2010). The species can also be found 
in a wide elevational range. In eastern Hor-
mozgan Province, for example, the Persian 
leopard habitat is the rugged mountains from 
600–2,000 m (M. Arianejad, unpublished data 
2021). In Iraq, the species has been recorded 
from 42 m in Diyala to 2,028 m in Permargoon 
Mountain (H. Raza unpublished data 2021). 
In the Bafq Protected Area, a GPS-collared 
leopard roamed at around 2,000 m elevation 
(Cheraghi et al. 2019). The Persian leopards 
are wide-ranging species and therefore, re-
quire vast tracts of suitable habitat to have a 
viable population. 
The Persian leopard home range in the Bafq 
Protected Area was estimated at 408 km² 
from a telemetry study of a male individual 
(Cheraghi et al. 2019). The farthest aerial 
dis-tance between two captures of a male 
leopard in Mehriz County, Yazd Province 
was 42 km (T. Ghadirian, unpublished report 
2016). Three adult males in Bafq Protected 
Area were detected in multiple camera traps 
over 50 km apart (M.S. Farhadinia, unpub-
lished data 2021). A male leopard was iden-
tified moving between Bamu and Bakhtegan 
national park, corresponding to ca. 112 km 
aerial distance (Pars Wildlife Guardians 
Founda-tion, unpublished data 2021; Fig. 3). 
In Bamu National Park, the longest aerial di-
stance between two detections of a single 

male was around 12 km (Ghoddousi et al. 
2010). Leopards are known to use scrapes 
on the ridgetop trails (ca. 39 cm long) and 
scratches on trees (ca. 90 cm long) to mark 
their vast territories (Ghoddousi et al. 2008). 
When protected and having a sufficient prey 
base, leopards could live up to around 15 
years as observed in Bamu National Park 
(Ghoddousi et al. 2010, Pars Wildlife Guar-
dians Foundation, unpublished report 2016). 
Similarly, a male leopard first detected in 
2003 as an adult in Bafq Protected Area was 
still present in the area until 2012–2013, 
corresponding to an approximate age of 13 
years.
Similar to other parts of its range, P. p. tullia-
na predominantly preys upon wild ungulates 
such as bezoar goat Capra aegagrus, goitered 
gazelle Gazella subgutturosa, mouflon Ovis 
gmelini, roe deer Capreolus capreolus, wild 
boar Sus scrofa and urial Ovis vignei in this 
region (Ghoddousi et al. 2016). Smaller prey 
such as Indian crested porcupine Hystrix in-
dica is also recorded as leopard prey (Ghod-
dousi et al. 2016, Sanei et al. 2016). Bezoar 
goat is known to be a particularly important 
prey species (Ebrahimi et al. 2017, Sanei 
et al. 2016) and it seems to be highly pre-
ferred by leopards (Ghoddousi et al. 2017). 
Livestock (most importantly sheep, goat and 
cattle but also camel and dog) also constitute 
a considerable share of the Persian leopard 
diet (Ghoddousi et al. 2016). Despite the pre-
sence of diet studies from other parts of the 
range, to our knowledge, this issue has not 
been assessed specifically in the western 
range. However, unpublished and sporadic 

reports on leopard predation and diet exist. 
In Kermanshah Province, a survey among 
80 farmers revealed that around 20% expe-
rienced depredation of livestock by leopard, 
corresponding to 76 sheep and goat and four 
cattle between 2015–2019 (M. R. Ashrafza-
deh, unpub. report 2019). In eastern Hormoz-
gan Province, the species mainly survives on 
livestock and feral animals (e.g., donkeys; M. 
Arianejad, unpub. data 2021). As a special 
case, a female leopard and her cubs have 
been repeatedly recorded entering a Persian 
fallow deer (Dama mesopotamica) enclosure 
in Arjan & Parishan Protected Area and suc-
cessfully hunting the species (Fars provincial 
office of Department of Environment, unpub-
lished report 2021).
A number of other large carnivores share 
habitat with Persian leopard in its western 
range, including Asiatic black bear Ursus thi-
betanus, Asiatic cheetah Acinonyx jubatus 
venaticus, brown bear U. arctos, caracal Ca-
racal caracal, Eurasian lynx Lynx lynx, golden 
jackal Canis aureus, grey wolf C. lupus, and 
striped hyaena Hyaena hyaena. Apart from a 
few studies (Cheraghi et al. 2019, Khosravi 
et al. 2021) on differences in the movement 
and distribution patterns between Persian 
leopard and Asiatic cheetah, the trophic and 
spatial niche competition among these large 
carnivores is largely unknown and require 
further research.

Threats
In its western range, the Persian leopard is 
threatened by a range of different human 
pressures. Most importantly, precautionary 

Fig. 3. 'Cyrus’, the dominant male leopard of the Bamu National Park, Iran camera 
trapped continuously between 2007 and 2018 (Photo Pars Wildlife Guardians Foundation).
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or retaliatory killing by livestock pastoralists 
poses a major threat to the species (Avgan et 
al. 2016, Kiabi et al. 2002; Fig. 4). Additionally, 
prey depletion and road accidents are impor-
tant threats (Ghoddousi et al. 2017). Although 
no studies assessed Persian leopard mortality 
specifically in its western range, a number of 
studies from entire Iran exist. Around 70% of 
leopard mortalities recorded in Iran were due 
to poaching according to Sanei et al. (2016). 
Parchizadeh & Adibi (2019) also identified 
around 76% of unnatural mortalities of the 
leopard to be due to poaching, and the re-
maining due to road accidents. Naderi et al. 
(2018) identified 60% of unnatural leopard 
mortalities due to poaching and 26% due to 
road accidents. Much of these poaching cases 
are known to be a response to the actual or 
perceived risk of livestock depredation by pas-
toralists using poison, snare or direct shooting 
(Bleyhl et al. 2021, Memarian et al. 2018). 
Additionally, rare leopard attacks on humans 
have been reported across Iran, which could 
lead to the removal of leopards (Parchizadeh 
& Belant 2021). Moreover, habitat fragmenta-
tion due to human developments in lower ele-
vations is observable in much of this range that 
threatens the connectivity of Persian leopard 
subpopulations. This issue is particularly im-
portant in central Iran where leopard appears 
to be locally extinct or occur in extremely low 
numbers in the naturally fragmented mountain 
ranges of this region despite the presence of 
prey species (e.g., protected areas in Isfahan, 
Markazi and Yazd provinces; T. Ghadirian, un-
published report 2016). Climate change also 
appears to be a challenge for leopards since 

the habitat of the species in Iran is predicted 
to shrink in the next decades (Ebrahimi et al. 
2017). Despite the occasional confiscation of 
leopard body parts or cubs from poachers and 
in illegal markets in Iran, there is little known 
on the severity and trend in the illegal trade of 
this species.

Conservation and management
The species has been classified nationally 
as ‘Endangered’ C2a(i) in Iran based on a 
preliminary assessment of its conservation 
status (Yusefi et al. 2019) and is a ‘protected 
species’ by the Iranian Department of Envi-
ronment. It is also protected in Turkey since 
2003 and since 2010 in Iraq (Avgan et al. 
2016). In Iraq, poaching of the leopard has a 
penalty of one million Iraqi Dinar (~US$686, 
2021) and in Iran, this penalty is 1200 million 
Rial (~US$4300, 2021). Apart from the law 
enforcement by the Iranian Department of 
Environment in protected areas, a number of 
non-governmental organizations (NGOs) con-
duct research and conservation activities fo-
cused on the Persian leopard (e.g., Pars Wild-
life Guardians Foundation, Hormuz Wildlife 
Guardian Foundation). Namely, these NGOs 
assessed the population of the Persian leop-
ard in Bamu and Bakhtegan national parks, 
Dena Protected Area, and the landscapes of 
eastern Hormozgan Province. Moreover, ef-
forts to mitigate human-leopard conflict are 
underway in a number of these sites, such 
as vaccination of livestock and distribution of 
foxlights to install on corral fences (Hormuz 
Wildlife Guardians Foundation, unpublished 
report 2021). As another example, conserva-

tion activities targeted at the education of lo-
cal people has been conducted with positive 
outcomes to reduce human-leopard conflict 
in Bamu National Park (Tavakkoli Mehr et al. 
2011). In Iraq, the Nature Iraq NGO is cur-
rently working with the Kurdish government 
agencies to establish the Qara Dagh Nature 
Reserve as a protected area dedicated to the 
protection of the Persian leopard.

Conclusions
The western extent of the Persian leopard 
is one of the most important areas for the 
survival of this subspecies. The Zagros Mts. 
is a large and connected habitat, which act 
as an important source population for other 
subpopulations. Therefore, the conservation 
of the Persian leopard as an emblematic flag-
ship species in this mountain range should be 
a conservation priority. To achieve this, pro-
moting transboundary conservation efforts, 
especially to secure movement corridors of 
the species is of high importance (Bleyhl et 
al. 2022, Kaboodvandpoor et al. 2021). More-
over, mitigation of the human-leopard conflict 
in this range would reduce leopard mortality 
and secure the goodwill of local people to 
safeguard this endangered species. Impor-
tantly, continued support of protected areas 
and expanding their network (where justified 
based on available evidence), would allow for 
the persistence of this species and its prey 
species. According to our report, the status 
of the Persian leopard is yet widely unknown 
in a large proportion of its western range. 
Therefore, supporting field surveys in Turkey, 
northern Iraq and south-eastern Iran is neces-
sary despite complications due to security is-
sues and the presence of land mines (Avgan 
et al. 2016)
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