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Abstract: Globally, conflicts between humans and large carnivores are becoming more frequent. Compensation measure
is one of the key means to mitigate the conflict. In this study, we first give a brief overview of the human-large carnivore con-
flict, then sort out the compensation measures to mitigate this conflict at home and abroad, and summarize the application,
advantages and disadvantages of each compensation measure in large carnivores. The results show that the financial ca-
pacity of the compensating entity, such as the government, is an important safeguard for direct economic compensation,
that community ownership is a key element to ensure the success of compensation, and that the introduction of market
mechanisms can guarantee the long-term sustainability of compensation. The current compensation measures in China
have become relatively diverse, but issues such as funding shortages, inadequate community co-management capacity,
and flaws in compensation scheme design still persist. The relevant authorities need to optimize compensation schemes,
expand funding sources, and enhance community self-management capacity, while promoting awareness of compensation
policies to ensure effective implementation. Additionally, establish a comprehensive compensation system, including direct
economic compensation and market-based compensation, and enhance the scientific monitoring and early-warning mea-
sures for wildlife damage. This holds significant practical implication for China to more scientifically and effectively mitigate

human-large carnivore conflicts, advance ecological civilization and achieve the vision of “Living in Harmony with Nature”

under the Kunming-Montreal Global Biodiversity Framework.
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Table 1 An overview of the application of compensation measures in several large carnivores
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