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Sound transmission in a bamboo 
forest and its implications for 
information transfer in giant panda 
(Ailuropoda melanoleuca) bleats
Benjamin D. Charlton1, Megan A. Owen1, Jennifer L. Keating1, Meghan S. Martin-Wintle1, 
Hemin Zhang2 & Ronald R. Swaisgood1

Although mammal vocalisations signal attributes about the caller that are important in a range of 
contexts, relatively few studies have investigated the transmission of specific types of information 
encoded in mammal calls. In this study we broadcast and re-recorded giant panda bleats in a bamboo 
plantation, to assess the stability of individuality and sex differences in these calls over distance, 
and determine how the acoustic structure of giant panda bleats degrades in this species’ typical 
environment. Our results indicate that vocal recognition of the caller’s identity and sex is not likely to 
be possible when the distance between the vocaliser and receiver exceeds 20 m and 10 m, respectively. 
Further analysis revealed that the F0 contour of bleats was subject to high structural degradation as 
it propagated through the bamboo canopy, making the measurement of mean F0 and F0 modulation 
characteristics highly unreliable at distances exceeding 10 m. The most stable acoustic features of bleats 
in the bamboo forest environment (lowest % variation) were the upper formants and overall formant 
spacing. The analysis of amplitude attenuation revealed that the fifth and sixth formant are more prone 
to decay than the other frequency components of bleats, however, the fifth formant still remained the 
most prominent and persistent frequency component over distance. Paired with previous studies, these 
results show that giant panda bleats have the potential to signal the caller’s identity at distances of up 
to 20 m and reliably transmit sex differences up to 10 m from the caller, and suggest that information 
encoded by F0 modulation in bleats could only be functionally relevant during close-range interactions 
in this species’ natural environment.

The acoustic structure of mammal vocal signals encodes information about the caller that has functional rele-
vance in a range of behavioural contexts (for a review see1). However, the distances over which specific acoustic 
information can potentially be transmitted in a given species’ natural environment are often unknown. This is 
somewhat surprising because effective transmission of acoustic signals is highly dependent on the characteristics 
of the environment. For example, sound waves are subject to ~6 dB loss of amplitude per doubling of distance 
as they propagate through the environment (termed ‘spherical spreading’) and additional ‘excess’ attenuation 
caused by reverberation, ground attenuation, and atmospheric disturbances such as wind and rain2–4. In addition, 
because sound frequencies do not attenuate in a consistent fashion across the frequency spectrum3,5–9, specific fre-
quency components that are important for categorising callers could be more or less attenuated than others2,10,11. 
Hence, being able to detect a vocal signal above the environmental background noise does not equate to being 
able to extract functionally relevant information from calls. Determining how the spectral composition and infor-
mation content of vocalisations degrades as it propagates through the environment is therefore a pre-requisite 
for gaining a complete understanding of the function of different vocal signals, because it allows researchers to 
determine the type of information that animals could potentially extract from calls at different distances

Giant pandas (Ailuropoda melanoleuca) are Ursidae mammals that inhabit the bamboo forests of south cen-
tral China. Because these animals live a solitary existence, effective communication is likely to be crucial for 
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locating other conspecifics and coordinating mating activities during the annual reproductive period12–14. The 
coordination of courtship prior to direct encounters appears to be primarily mediated through olfactory signals, 
allowing receivers to recognise kin15, and determine the identity16, sex17, reproductive state18, and competitive 
status of signallers19,20. However, giant pandas also have a diverse vocal repertoire that is likely to be important for 
promoting contact between individuals and mediating close-range interactions during the breeding season21,22. 
In particular, male giant pandas produce bleat vocalisations at high rates when they encounter oestrous females14 
and following investigation of oestrous female odours17 indicating that these calls are important for coordinating 
this specie’s mating activities.

Recent studies have used a source-filter theory23 approach to show that giant panda bleats contain a wide range 
of reliable information about the caller. According to the source-filter theory mammal vocalisations consist of a 
fundamental frequency (F0), which reflects the rate of vocal fold vibration in the larynx, and formants that cor-
respond to the resonance frequencies of air in the supra-laryngeal vocal tract1. In giant panda bleats mean F0, the 
level of amplitude modulation, and the upper formants encode information on the caller’s identity24 and higher 
rates of F0 modulation are indicative of males with higher androgen levels25. In addition, formant frequency 
spacing is a reliable cue to male body size in this species26 because larger males have longer vocal tracts, which 
produce lower, more closely spaced formants. Since male giant pandas are roughly 15–20% larger than females26, 
males also have significantly lower formant spacing than females, making this acoustic feature a reliable cue to the 
caller’s sex26. Playback studies have also shown that giant pandas attend to this potentially important information 
during the breeding season27–29. More recent work has revealed that male giant pandas produce longer duration 
bleats with higher mean F0 during vocal interactions with peak oestrous females30, indicating that F0 is also a cue 
to the caller’s motivational state in this species.

While the information content of giant panda bleats is well documented, the precise function of these calls is 
less clear. Outside of the breeding season giant pandas occupy distinct but overlapping seasonal ranges31,32 and, 
although rare, interactions among individuals are often highly aggressive when they occur13. During the breeding 
season male and female giant panda home ranges expand32,33, locomotor and signalling activity increases34, and 
females’ deposition of oestrous urine attracts multiple males that compete for access to fertile females13,18,35. In 
addition, male giant pandas appear to avoid areas scent marked by more competitive males19. Because bleats are 
individually distinctive vocalisations24 they could be used to identify and avoid conspecifics that are known to 
have been victorious in previous agonistic encounters, thereby helping to reduce the chances of significant, and 
potentially fatal injury. During the breeding season identity cues in bleats may even attain crucial importance for 
maintaining contact between courting individuals in dense bamboo thickets where there is limited opportunity 
for visual contact. Females could also use acoustic cues to the caller’s identity to become progressively familiarised 
to the vocalisations of high-quality males that are able to outcompete other rivals and maintain close contact with 
them during the lead up to mating, and subsequently go on to prefer these individuals in mate choice contexts29. 
In support of this contention, free-ranging male giant pandas are known to compete for access to females during 
the breeding season, and will often associate with females for up to one month before copulation and subse-
quent separation13,35,36. Female giant pandas seeking a mate may also be able to extract other useful information 
from bleats over distance. For example, information about the caller’s sex could allow unreceptive (non-oestrous) 
females to better avoid potentially aggressive roaming males during the breeding season, and females could use 
the rate of F0 modulation in bleats to assess male androgen levels and sexual motivation in mate choice contexts. 
The wide-range of information encoded in bleats cannot, however, be functionally relevant unless it is reliably 
transmitted in the giant panda’s bamboo forest environment.

The aims of the current study were twofold: 1) to establish how far individual and sex differences in giant 
panda bleats could realistically be broadcast in a bamboo forest environment; and 2) to examine how bleat acous-
tic structure degrades over distance. In line with the findings of previous sound propagation studies in forest 
environments3,4, we predicted that the frequency components of giant panda bleats below 1 kHz would be the 
least stable over distance. We also expected the amplitude of higher frequencies to attenuate more rapidly than 
lower frequencies37–39. Our findings will afford insights into the distances over which giant pandas could poten-
tially signal important information, and could help conservation biologists to estimate population levels using 
non-invasive bioacoustic techniques.

Methods
Experimental site and weather conditions. To examine how the acoustic structure of giant panda bleats 
degrades with distance, we played back 100 bleats (10 from each of 10 adult giant pandas) and re-recorded them 
at distances of 10, 20, 30, and 40 metres (m) away from the playback speaker. The playback and re-recording of 
giant panda bleats took place in a mixed bamboo plantation at San Diego wild animal park, California, United 
States. The plantation had a density of 40–50 bamboo culms per sqM and consisted of Phyllostachys vivax, P. 
aureasulcata and P. bambusoides species. This bamboo density is well within the range of bamboo density in 
panda habitat, which varies from ~10–140 culms per sqM, depending on species, geographic location, slope and 
other variables40–43. The density of the bamboo thicket was fairly heterogenous with leaves and branches remain-
ing thick down to around 50 cm. We played back and recorded bleats between 0400–0600 on the 28th August 
2015 and 1st April 2016. The recordings captured on the 1st April 2016 contained considerably more ambient 
noise than those captured on the 28th August 2015. Accordingly, for the current analysis we chose to analyse and 
present the results obtained using bleats re-recorded on the 28th August 2015.

For the two-hour recording session on the 28th August the mean temperature was 14.6 degrees Celsius 
(range = 14–16 C), the humidity varied between 75–79% and there was very little wind (<4 kph, measured using 
a Siemens anemometer). The average temperature in the Foping Nature Reserve, Qinling mountains, Sichuan 
Province, China, which lies within the northernmost part of the giant pandas natural range, during the 2018 
breeding season (Feb-June) was 14.6 degrees Celsius, and the relative humidity varied between 14–100% (taken 



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

3SCientifiC REPORtS |  (2018) 8:12754  | DOI:10.1038/s41598-018-31155-5

from https://www.timeanddate.com). The sound propagation experiments in the current study were therefore 
conducted at a temperature and humidity that is realistic for this species’ natural environment.

Test sounds. The original recordings of adult giant panda bleats used as test sounds in the transmission 
experiments were obtained during the 2008 and 2009 breeding seasons from two individuals at Chengdu 
Research Base of Giant Panda Breeding, Chengdu, China (Bing Dien, Cheng Cheng), six individuals at the China 
Research and Conservation Centre for the Giant Panda, Bi Feng Xia nature reserve, Sichuan, China (Fei Fei, Lu 
Lu, Wu Gang, Xi Xi, Ying Ying and Yuan Yuan), and two individuals resident at Zoo Atlanta (Lun Lun), and San 
Diego Zoo (Gao Gao) in the United States. This gave us a set of recordings from 10 adult giant pandas, five male 
and five female, with ages ranging from 6–21 years (mean = 11.5). All the animals were individually recognizable 
and housed separately.

Giant panda bleats were recorded with a Sennheisser ME67 directional microphone connected to a TASCAM 
HDP2 or a Marantz PMD660 digital recorder at distances of 1–5 m from the caller, and with no physical obsta-
cles to impede sound transmission. The recordings were transferred to an Apple Macbook Pro laptop computer 
so that they could be normalized to 100% peak amplitude and stored as WAV files (44.1 kHz sampling rate and 
16 bits amplitude resolution). We then selected 10 recordings with low levels of background noise from each of 
the 10 giant pandas to use in the transmission experiments. Because the original recording distance (<5 m) was 
below the minimum re-recording distance of 10 m, any potential affects of signal degradation between the animal 
and the microphone were minimized.

Playback and re-recording of test sounds. A Chiayo Focus 505 loudspeaker (Taipei, Taiwan) with a 
frequency response of 50–15000 Hz (±3 dB) was used to playback the giant panda bleats used as test sounds in 
the transmission experiment. The loudspeaker was calibrated to broadcast bleats at mean sound pressure levels 
of 75 dB 1 meter from the source (measured using a Radio Shack Sound Level Meter, set for C-weighted fast 
response), sounding equivalent to naturally bleating giant pandas27–29. Bleats were rerecorded using a RODE 
NTG-2 directional microphone (frequency range: 20–20000 Hz, sensitivity −36dB ± 2 dB) fitted with a RODE 
windshield attached to a Zoom H4N digital recorder at a sampling rate of 44.1 kHz, and an amplitude resolution 
of 16 bits. The use of directional microphones helps to limit the effect of ground reflections on the re-recordings3.

Giant pandas typically bleat whilst they are walking with all four limbs in contact with the ground, and data 
from Davis on giant panda body proportions44 indicates that the distance between the ground and the midline of 
the skull, and therefore the mouth and ears of a vocalising animal, is approximately 80 cm. Thus, to mimic natural 
calling height in this species we used tripods to place the microphone and loudspeaker at a vertical height of 80 cm 
above the ground. For each re-recording distance the speaker and microphone remained oriented towards one 
another. The speaker was in a fixed location while the microphone was moved, and we used a Bushnell Yardage 
Pro laser rangefinder to mark out the re-recording distances prior to the experiment. Finally, we re-recorded the 
test sounds 1 m from the speaker to control for potential acoustic changes due to the broadcasting equipment. 
These were then used as reference (‘model’) sounds with which to compare the transmitted (‘observation’) sounds 
in the subsequent analysis.

Acoustic analyses. Praat 6.0.31 DSP package45 was used to conduct the acoustic analyses on reference and 
re-recorded (transmitted) bleats To carry out the analysis in an objective fashion we used custom-built programs 
to automatically extract and measure a range of acoustic measures before logging these variables in an output file. 
These outputs were then checked against relevant spectrograms and power spectrum to ensure Praat was accu-
rately tracking and measuring all acoustic features.

The mean F0 values for each bleat were extracted using a forward cross-correlation (‘To F0 (cc)’ command) 
algorithm in Praat. The time step in the analysis was 0.01 seconds, and the minimum and maximum values for F0 
were set at 200 Hz and 850 Hz, respectively. A five point average smoothing filter removed any rapid variations in 
the F0 contour before the mean F0 value across the entire bleat was determined using the ‘get mean’ command in 
Praat. In addition, to quantify the characteristic F0 modulation of giant panda bleats, we measured the number 
of complete cycles of fundamental frequency modulation per second (FM rate) and the average peak-to-peak 
variation of each fundamental frequency modulation (FM extent) (Fig. 1). The intensity contour of each bleat 
was also extracted (‘To intensity’ command) to measure the average modulation per second in dB (AM) (Fig. 1).

Linear Predictive Coding (LPC; ‘To Formants (Burg)’ command in Praat) was used to measure the formant 
frequencies of giant panda bleats. The frequency values of the first six formants were extracted using follow-
ing analysis parameters: time step: 0.01 seconds; window analysis: 0.2 seconds; maximum formant value: 3800–
4000 Hz; maximum number of formants: 5–6; pre-emphasis: 50 Hz. To accurately measure the lower 3 formants 
we ran an additional analysis with the following parameters: time step: 0.01 seconds; window analysis: 0.2 sec-
onds; maximum formant value: 2000 Hz; maximum number of formants: 3; pre-emphasis: 50 Hz, and formants 
1–3 from the first analysis were discarded. The formant spacing (∆F) during each bleat was then calculated using 
the linear regression method of Reby and McComb46. Descriptive statistics for all of the acoustic measures are 
provided in Table 1.

Discriminant analyses. To evaluate individual and sex differences in the acoustic structure of giant 
panda bleats Discriminant Function Analyses (DFA) were used to classify calls at the different re-recording 
distances (1 m, 10 m, 20 m, 30 m, and 40 m), with either subject identity or sex entered as the group identifier, 
and the 11 acoustic measures entered as discriminant variables. Both the re-classification and more conserva-
tive leave-one-out cross-validation procedure were applied, and to ensure the robustness of the classification we 
pooled the results from 1000 bootstrap samples and used bias-corrected and accelerated confidence intervals 
(using the ‘Bootstrap…’ option in SPSS). For each acoustic measure missing values were replaced by the mean 
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value obtained for the corresponding re-recording distance so that equal group sizes could be compared. There 
were no missing acoustic values for bleats rerecorded at 1 m, 10 m, and 20 m. A total of 13 out of 50 bleats rerec-
orded at 30 m, and 40 out of 50 bleats at 40 m had at least one missing acoustic value. To assess the stability of indi-
vidual and sex differences in bleats over distance, we used the ‘hold-out-sample’ method47 in which the acoustic 
measures of relatively un-degraded bleats re-recorded at 1 m were used to classify observation bleats re-recorded 
at 10 m, 20 m, 30 m, and 40 m to the different individuals and the caller’s sex. For each of the 10 individuals in the 
analysis we used 5 reference bleats to train the models to classify the five remaining bleats from each individual 
re-recorded at each distance. Thus, different bleats were used for training and classification sensu48. IBM SPSS sta-
tistics version 20 was used to run the DFAs and the Chi square statistic allowed us to determine whether correct 
classification attained statistical significance,

Analysis of bleat degradation over distance. To examine the stability of different acoustic measures we 
calculated the absolute percentage (%) difference between the acoustic measures of reference bleats re-recorded 
at 1 m and the acoustic measures from the same bleats at the different re-recording distances. To assess amplitude 
attenuation we computed a long-term average spectrum (LTAS) for one bleat from each of the 10 giant pandas at 

Figure 1. Waveform and spectrogram of a giant panda bleat to illustrate the acoustic measures on. (a) The 
intensity contour (AM); (b) the F0 contour (mean F0, FM extent, FM rate); and (c) the frequency spectrum 
(F1, F2, F3, F4, F5, F6 and ∆F). Spectrogram settings: FFT method; window length 0.05 s; time step = 0.004 s; 
frequency step = 10 Hz; Gaussian window shape; dynamic range = 50 dB. Bleats are characterised by F0 and 
amplitude modulation. Reproduced from Charlton et al. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 126(5), 2721 (2009), with the 
permission of the Acoustical Society of America.
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each distance (1 m, 10 m, 20 m, 30 m, and 40 m). We were then able to visually assess the amplitude attenuation 
across the frequency spectrum averaged across the call. Bleats were down-sampled to 10 kHz and a frequency anal-
ysis window of 50 Hz was used to generate the LTAS, so that 100 quantitative variables were produced, each one 
giving the amplitude (dB) of a 50-Hz frequency slice up to 5000 Hz. To calculate the Signal to Noise Ratio (SNR) for 
each bleat, LTAS of a 1 s segment of background noise immediately following an observation bleat were subtracted 
from the bleat LTAS, thereby controlling as far as possible for any background noise present in the call (see Fig. 2). 
To examine amplitude degradation we extracted the peak SNR for F0 and F1-F6 at the re-recording distances, and 
then regressed these values for each of the 10 giant panda bleats with re-recording distance. This allowed us to cal-
culate regression slope values and quantify the amplitude degradation for each of these individual frequency com-
ponents over distance. We then compared the amplitude curves with the expected amplitude loss due to spherical 
spreading, of 6 dB per doubling of distance4, to determine whether excess attenuation was occurring.

Results
Discriminant analyses. Individual classification of giant panda bleats over distance. The DFA correctly 
classified 94% of bleats re-recorded at 1 m to caller identity (81% cross-validated). This level of classification was 
statistically significant compared to that expected by chance (Table 2). Hold-out-sample DFA’s trained with bleats 
re-recorded at 1 m were able to classify 60% of bleats rerecorded at 10 m, 40% of those rerecorded at 20 m, 14% for 
those rerecorded at 30 m, and 16% of those rerecorded at 40 m (Table 2). Bleats re-recorded at distances of 10 m 
and 20 m were classified to the 10 different giant pandas significantly above chance levels (Table 2). In contrast, 
the classification rates for bleats re-recorded at 30 m and 40 m did not attain statistical significance (Table 2).

Classification of the caller’s sex over distance. 89% of bleats re-recorded at 1 m were correctly attributed to the 
caller’s sex, falling to 79% when a more conservative leave-one-out cross validation was applied. Compared to that 
expected by chance this level of classification was statistically significant (Table 2). Hold-out-sample DFA’s trained 
with bleats re-recorded at 1 m classified 76% of bleats to the caller’s sex at 10 m, 58% of bleats to the caller’s sex at 
20 m, 44% of bleats to the caller’s sex at 30 m, and 50% of bleats to the caller’s sex at 40 m (Table 2). The level of 
classification was statistically significant at 10 m, but not at 20 m, 30 m, and 40 m.

Analysis of bleat degradation over distance. Stability of acoustic measures. Mean % variation for 
all the acoustic measures increased as the distance between the speaker and microphone increased (Table 3), 
demonstrating that vocal characteristics became less reliable over distance. The upper formants F4, F5 and F6 
had the lowest % variation values (Table 3), and hence, were the most stable acoustic measures. Mean F0 also had 
relatively low % variation when the distance between speaker and microphone was 20 m or less (mean variation 
of 2.1%), but became very unreliable as the distance increased to 30 m and beyond. FM rate, FM extent, AM and 
F2 also had relatively high % variation values (Table 3), indicating that these acoustic features were relatively 
unstable over distance.

Amplitude attenuation. The SNR plots indicate that individual frequency components (F0 and F1-F6) degrade 
in a relatively uniform manner as they propagate through the bamboo canopy (Fig. 2). The SNR regression plots 
show that excess attenuation (i.e. above the expected 6 dB drop off per doubling of distance) occurs for all fre-
quency components of bleats at re-recording distances of ~30 m and above, and at distances of ~20 m and above 
for F5 and F6, making these frequency components the most prone to decay (Fig. 3).

Although F5 is subject to relatively high amplitude attenuation in the bamboo forest environment it still 
remains the most prominent and persistent frequency component of bleats, with a SNR of 60.7 dB at 1 m, drop-
ping 11.3 dB at 40 m from the speaker (Fig. 3). In contrast, F4 and F0 are only just above the background noise at 
40 m (Fig. 3) and, therefore, unlikely to be perceptible to receivers at this distance. The spectrograms in Fig. 4 also 
show how the acoustic structure of a single bleat from one of the 10 giant pandas degrades over distance. While 
F3, F5 and F6 are still visible in the spectrogram at 40 m, the F0 contour becomes almost completely immersed in 
background noise at this distance, making the measurement of F0 characteristics extremely unreliable.

Acoustic measures M s.d. Minimum Maximum

F0 (Hz) 405.9.7 134.4 263.0 772.5

FM extent (Hz) 119.6 44.5 43.0 242.0

FM rate (cps) 8.4 1.9 5.0 14.0

AM (dB) 143.6 63.8 57.7 343.9

F1 (Hz) 435.6 40.5 363.0 545.0

F2 (Hz) 503.8 112.5 334.0 842.0

F3 (Hz) 1334.4 87.2 1138.0 1548.0

F4 (Hz) 2211.1 169.8 1890.0 2586.0

F5 (Hz) 3168.0 116.8 2820.0 3379.0

F6 (Hz) 3564.7 131.3 3155.0 3852.0

∆F (Hz) 573.7 32.0 502.0 636.0

Table 1. Descriptive statistics for the acoustic measures of reference bleats re-recorded at 1 m (N = 100). 
Hz = Hertz, cps = cycles per second, dB = decibels.
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Discussion
In the current study we have shown that the acoustic structure of giant panda bleats remains individually distinc-
tive over distances of up to 20 m in a bamboo forest environment. Other mammal studies using similar techniques 
to ours revealed that individual vocal distinctiveness is reliably propagated in species-typical environments over 
distances ranging from 16 m to 1000 m11,49–51. The ability of swift foxes (Vulpes velox)51 and African elephants 
(Loxodonta africana)11 to acoustically signal identity over distances of 400 m to 1000 m, respectively, is probably 
due to the open terrain or savannah habitats these species typically inhabit11,51, in which acoustic signals are 
often less distorted by reverberations than those produced in forest or closed environments39. The literature for 
forest-dwelling mammals reveals that Bornean orangutan (Pongo pygmaeus) long calls remain individually dis-
tinctive over distances of up to 300 m38, and koala (Phascolarctos cinereus) bellows reliably transmit individually 
distinctive vocal characteristics over distances of up 50 m48. Both of these arboreal species, however, deliver and 
receive calls from the forest canopy several metres above the ground38,48, which generally reduces reverberation 
and the attenuation of acoustic signals when compared to vocal signal transmission from approximately ground 
level52. Giant panda bleats therefore appear to remain individually distinctive over an expected range when this 
species’ typical bamboo forest habitat and calling position are taken into consideration.

Figure 2. Signal-to-Noise-Ratio plots. The plots illustrate how the frequency components of giant panda bleats 
from 10 individuals attenuate over distance.

Identity Sex

Distance (m) Expected Observed X2 P Expected Observed X2 P

1 (test) 10% 94% 705.6 <0.01 50% 89% 30.4 <0.01

10 10% 60% 250.0 <0.01 50% 76% 13.5 <0.01

20 10% 40% 90.0 <0.01 50% 58% 1.3 0.25

30 10% 14% 1.6 0.99 50% 44% 0.0 1.00

40 10% 16% 3.6 0.94 50% 50% 0.0 1.00

Table 2. Percent (%) observed correct classification to caller identity and sex against expected levels. Bleats 
re-recorded at 1 m were used to train DFAs to classify bleats re-recorded at 10 m, 20 m, 30 m, and 40 m to each 
of the 10 giant pandas (‘hold-out-sample’ method). The Chi square statistic (X2) was used to determine the 
statistical significance of correct classification.

Acoustic measures

Mean % variation in acoustic values at each distance

10 m 20 m 30 m 40 m Mean

Mean F0 1.3 2.1 28.2 46.5 19.5

FM extent 1.2 15.4 12.4 29.8 14.7

FM rate 2.2 19.4 45.3 53.3 30.0

AM 8.9 17.4 20.2 28.1 18.6

F1 2.0 5.4 7.4 5.3 5.0

F2 11.4 25.7 28.8 30.5 24.1

F3 1.6 1.9 2.4 3.3 2.3

F4 0.3 0.8 0.2 0.8 0.5

F5 1.3 1.7 0.4 0.8 1.1

F6 0.8 1.0 0.6 0.3 0.7

∆F 0.5 1.7 2.7 3.5 2.1

Table 3. Absolute % difference between reference and observation bleats at the different re-recording distances. 
The acoustic measures of bleats re-recorded over distances of 10–40 m were compared with the acoustic 
measures of reference bleats re-recorded at 1 m.
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Figure 3. Mean Signal-to-Noise-Ratio values and regression lines for individual frequency components at the 
different distances. The regression slope values quantify how the frequency amplitudes of re-recorded bleats 
drop over distance. Higher regression slope values indicate greater amplitude attenuation over distance. The 
dotted lines represent the predicted attenuation via spherical spreading. The error bars show the standard 
deviation of the mean SNR values for each of the 10 giant pandas in the analysis. F5 and F3 were the highest 
amplitude formants in the reference bleats re-recorded at 1 m, and remained so over distance.

Figure 4. Waveforms and spectrograms to show how the acoustic structure of a bleat degrades over distance. 
(a) Re-recording at 10 m; (b) re-recording at 20 m; (c) re-recording at 30 m; (d) re-recording at 40 m. F0 and 
formants (F1–F6) are labelled in re-recording at 10 m (a).
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In addition, while our results indicate that giant pandas are unlikely to recognize known individuals at dis-
tances greater than 20 m, bleats could still be used to detect the presence of a conspecific over longer range, so that 
individuals could then choose to approach and gain more information about the caller. Furthermore, different 
environmental conditions will affect the distances over which identity cues in bleats could be reliably transmitted. 
For example, sound propagation distances are increased when there is less ambient noise, and when humidity and 
temperature are lower2. Since the current study was conducted at a temperature and humidity that is typical for 
the giant panda’s natural environment, and with almost no wind noise, we suggest that the results presented here 
provide an accurate reflection of giant panda bleat transmission characteristics in species-typical propagation 
conditions.

Previous giant panda studies have shown that the main contributors to acoustic individuality in bleats are 
mean F0 and AM24. Further studies revealed that giant pandas could discriminate between the bleats of different 
male callers when F0 was held constant across individuals but not when AM was removed29, indicating that AM 
is fundamentally important for vocal discrimination. Hence, degradation of amplitude modulation characteristics 
is likely to be a key factor constraining vocal recognition to distances of 20 m or below in a bamboo forest envi-
ronment. Consistent with this interpretation, we found that mean % variation in AM exceeded 20% at distances 
of 30 m and above, which would most likely compromise any vocal recognition process based on this acoustic fea-
ture of bleats. Mean F0 also became highly unreliable at distances of 30 m and 40 m, indicating that this acoustic 
feature is also very unlikely to be used to discriminate between callers at distances ≥30 m.

Our findings indicate that vocal recognition and the ability to vocally signal individual identity may only 
attain importance when individuals are within 20 m of one another. At these distances, the ability for male giant 
pandas to distinguish between the bleats of unfamiliar and familiar same-sexed rivals could facilitate the avoid-
ance of direct, and potentially aggressive, encounters53, and females would have the opportunity to familiarise 
themselves with the vocalisations of certain males that can outcompete other rivals and maintain close proximity 
to them in the lead up to oestrus29. Recent work suggests that female giant pandas do assess potential mates over a 
longer timeframe than their 1–3 day oestrous period54, and familiarity with a given male’s vocalisations may form 
part of this assessment. It is also likely that giant pandas use chemical signals to determine the identity of conspe-
cifics16. We suggest that information acquired from chemical signals might be linked to individually distinctive 
vocal characteristics when close contact has been established. This type of cross-modal integration of information 
occurs in other mammals55–57 and could allow giant pandas to develop a sensory construct of different individu-
als, and thus, display true ‘recognition’.

It is also worth noting that our results are reliant on accurate extraction and measurement of vocal parameters 
using Praat, and the statistical tests used to interpret acoustic variation, which may differ from the capability of 
giant pandas to extract acoustic information from bleats. Indeed, it is very likely that giant pandas incorporate 
additional acoustic features, such as the formants, into the vocal recognition process. In addition, giant pandas 
could learn to recognize the bleats of certain individuals at distances of 30 m and above by focussing on other 
individually distinctively acoustic features (such as F5 and ∆F) that remain stable over distance (as found in zebra 
finches58). Habituation–discrimination playback studies have shown that giant pandas can discriminate between 
the bleats of different callers at close range29. A similar approach is now required to determine whether they can 
discriminate between different callers over distances of 20 m or more.

Our results also suggest that giant pandas would be unable to use bleats to categorise individuals as male or 
female over distances greater than 10 m. FM extent and ∆F are reliable cues to the caller’s sex in giant panda 
bleats26. In the present study we found that mean FM extent became very unreliable at distances greater or equal 
to 20 m, making it extremely unlikely that giant pandas could use this acoustic feature to assess the caller’s sex 
over these distances. In addition, although ∆F remained highly stable out to 40 m, it is unlikely to be sufficient for 
determining the caller’s sex from a distance because mean ∆F for male and female giant pandas only differs by 
11 Hz26, equating to a 1.7% difference between the sexes. Since we found that variability in ∆F rises to 1.7% and 
above at distance greater than 10 m, we suggest that any sex differences in this acoustic feature would almost cer-
tainly be obscured when the distance between signaller and receiver exceeds 10 m. It would appear then, that the 
rapid decay of FM characteristics in a bamboo forest environment, along with the relatively small sex difference 
in ∆F, constitutes the main reason why re-classifying bleats to the caller’s sex dropped to chance levels at 10 m 
and beyond.

As predicted, the most unreliable frequency components of bleats over distance were all under 1 kHz. 
Structural degradation of the F0 contour would make it especially difficult for conspecific receivers to reliably 
assess FM rate and FM extent over distances greater than 10 m. Because FM rate and FM extent are cues to male 
giant panda androgen levels and motivational state, respectively25,30, these findings indicate that information on 
male hormonal quality and arousal state in giant panda bleats would not be propagated reliably over distance in a 
bamboo forest environment. The poor stability of F0 characteristics could be attributed to frequency-dependent 
reverberation2. Reverberation occurs when sound waves are reflected or scattered and then later re-join the main 
beam of sound propagation4 and it is considerably greater in forests than in open areas due to reflections from 
tree trunks and foliage2. In addition, previous studies that broadcast artificial signals in forest environments have 
shown that reverberation over distance is especially pronounced for frequencies below 1 kHz39,52. Accordingly, 
since the mean F0 of giant panda bleats is around 400 Hz, this observation may explain why F0 characteristics 
are less stable than other frequency components of bleats above 1 kHz. The giant pandas’ natural propagation 
height of ~80 cm44 could also make frequencies below 1 kHz relatively unreliable over distance due to ground 
reflections3.

The analysis of bleat degradation indicates that F3, F5 and F6 were subject to more severe amplitude attenua-
tion than other frequency components as they propagate though the bamboo forest environment. These findings 
are consistent with our prediction that the higher frequencies of bleats would attenuate at greater rates than 
lower frequencies2,3. The relatively high source intensity of F5, however, appears to counteract the environmental 
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degradation of this feature, which remains 11.3 dB above background noise at 40 m. F5 is the most highly indi-
vidualised feature of bleats after F0 and AM24. Consequently, the high source amplitude of this formant may 
represent an adaptation to facilitate the propagation of individual vocal distinctiveness in bleats. F5 is around 
3.2 kHz in giant panda bleats24, which is approximately the same frequency as a prominent spectral peak found in 
the voices of trained opera singers, termed the ‘singer’s formant’59,60. The ‘singer’s formant’ is produced when the 
epi-laryngeal tube, the airspace between the vocal folds and the aryepiglottic folds, acts as a separate resonator, 
due to its aperture being much narrower than the cross-sectional area of the pharynx61. Imaging studies are now 
required to determine whether the giant panda has evolved a specialized epi-laryngeal tube that is compatible 
with the production of a high amplitude formant at around 3 kHz. Interestingly, a recent behavioural test of the 
giant panda’s auditory capabilities also revealed increased hearing sensitivity around 500 Hz and 2000 Hz62, which 
corresponds approximately with the lowest amplitude frequency components of bleats at 40 m, F0 and F4. Hence, 
this species’ hearing sensitivity may also reflect selection pressures to perceive information encoded by F0 and F4 
in the contexts of identity cueing.

These findings also shed new light on giant panda reproductive strategies by demonstrating the likely range 
over which acoustic communication in support of breeding can take place. It has been previously speculated that 
olfactory communication is important for mate location and signalling the onset of female oestrous, whereas 
acoustic signals are better suited for late-oestrus motivational coordination between pairs12. Our findings sug-
gest that most acoustic communication does indeed take place over very short distances (10–20 m) once mates 
have been located. Further, observations of mating aggregations have revealed that dominant male giant pandas 
remain in close proximity to oestrus females while subordinate males are typically 10–50 m away. These distances 
may therefore limit female acoustic access to subordinate males, thwarting mate choice mechanisms63,64 and put-
ting subordinate males at a reproductive disadvantage. An additional interesting possibility is that female giant 
pandas select habitat that may enhance the transmission of acoustic information over short to medium ranges 
(<20 m). Giant pandas typically aggregate for mating in more open areas which would facilitate the transmis-
sion of acoustic signals13,65. Females also have a tendency to climb trees just before their fertile period, thereby 
elevating themselves above the bamboo understory, and, potentially increasing the distance at which they can 
discriminate important vocal characteristics affording information on sex, identity, and reproductive condition.

Finally, our findings may also have utility for determining population sizes in this reclusive species13. 
Identifying individuals using visual cues from camera trap images is potentially difficult because giant pandas 
have relatively invariant physical features66; however, since bleats are individually distinctive and produced at 
high rates when animals interact during the breeding season14,24, bio-acoustic monitoring of giant panda pop-
ulation sizes is a genuine possibility. The giant panda’s breeding and communication system lends itself to this 
approach. Compared with other Ursidae, giant pandas have relatively small home ranges67, and they concentrate 
their activities into fairly predictable locations during the mating season. Males make particular use of established 
communal scent mark stations typically located on ridges, and individuals visit the same sites repeatedly68,69. In 
addition, several (4–6) male giant pandas will congregate around and compete for access to an oestrous female, 
often in traditional breeding grounds that can be used repeatedly35. Guided by the results of the current study, we 
suggest that sound recorders are positioned 30 m apart at known giant panda breeding areas and communal scent 
stations, so they can reliably capture acoustic variation within bleats that can retrospectively be used to classify 
these calls to different individuals. Although sex differences in bleats do not propagate as well as identity cues, 
it may also be possible in some cases to determine the sex of different individuals from the acoustic structure of 
bleats. In addition, bleats should be classified to individuals using the most reliable individually distinctive fea-
tures. The results of this study indicate that F5 might be a good candidate for classifying bleats to different callers 
because it is individually distinctive and propagates well in the giant panda’s natural environment (i.e. high stabil-
ity and persistence over distance). Given the high rates of giant panda vocal activity during the breeding season it 
may be possible to obtain enough good quality recordings for bioacoustic techniques to be used to help estimate 
population sizes, aiding management and conservation efforts in this endangered species.

Data availability. The datasets generated during and/or analysed during the current study are available from 
the corresponding author on reasonable request.

References
 1. Taylor, A., Charlton, B. D. & Reby, D. In Vertebrate sound production and acoustic communication Springer Handbook of Auditory 

Research (eds Suthers, R. A., Fitch, W. T., Fay, R. R. & Popper, A.) Ch. 8, 229–259 (Springer International Publishing, 2016).
 2. Wiley, R. H. & Richards, D. G. Physical constraints on acoustic communication in atmosphere - implications for evolution of animal 

vocalizations. Behav. Ecol. Sociobiol. 3, 69–94, https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00300047 (1978).
 3. Nelson, B. Reliability of sound attenuation in Florida scrub habitat and behavioral implications. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 113, 2901–2911, 

https://doi.org/10.1121/1.1564817 (2003).
 4. Embleton, T. F. W. Tutorial on sound propagation outdoors. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 100, 31–48, https://doi.org/10.1121/1.415879 (1996).
 5. Maciej, P., Fischer, J. & Hammerschmidt, K. Transmission characteristics of primate vocalizations: implications for acoustic analyses. 

PLoS ONE 6, e23015, https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0023015 (2011).
 6. Marten, K. & Marler, P. Sound transmission and its significance for animal vocalization: I. temperate habitats. Behav. Ecol. Sociobiol. 

2, 271–290, https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00299740 (1977).
 7. Brown, C. H., Gomez, R. & Waser, P. M. Old world monkey vocalizations: adaptation to the local habitat? Anim. Behav. 50, 945–961, 

https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-3472(95)80096-4 (1995).
 8. Nemeth, E., Winkler, H. & Dabelsteen, T. Differential degradation of antbird songs in a neotropical rainforest: Adaptation to perch 

height? J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 110, 3263–3274, https://doi.org/10.1121/1.1420385 (2001).
 9. Blumenrath, S. H. & Dabelsteen, T. Degradation of great tit (Parus major) song before and after foliation: implications for vocal 

communication in a deciduous forest. Behaviour 141, 935–958, https://doi.org/10.1163/1568539042360152 (2004).
 10. Holland, J., Dabelsteen, T., Pedersen, S. & Larsen, O. Degradation of wren Troglodytes troglodytes song: implications for information 

transfer and ranging. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 103, 2154–2166, https://doi.org/10.1121/1.421361 (1998).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00300047
http://dx.doi.org/10.1121/1.1564817
http://dx.doi.org/10.1121/1.415879
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0023015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00299740
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0003-3472(95)80096-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1121/1.1420385
http://dx.doi.org/10.1163/1568539042360152
http://dx.doi.org/10.1121/1.421361


www.nature.com/scientificreports/

1 0SCientifiC REPORtS |  (2018) 8:12754  | DOI:10.1038/s41598-018-31155-5

 11. McComb, K., Reby, D., Baker, L., Moss, C. & Sayialel, S. Long-distance communication of acoustic cues to social identity in African 
elephants. Anim. Behav. 65, 317–329, https://doi.org/10.1006/anbe.2003.2047 (2003).

 12. Swaisgood, R. R., Lindburg, D. G., White, A. M., Zhou, X. & Zhang, H. In Giant pandas: biology and conservation (eds Lindburg, D. 
G. & Baragona, K.) Ch. 7, 106–120 (University of California Press, 2004).

 13. Schaller, G. B., Hu, J., Pan, W. & Zhu, J. The giant pandas of Wolong. (University of Chicago Press, 1985).
 14. Kleiman, D. G. & Peters, G. In Second International Symposium on the Giant Panda. (eds Asakura, S. & Nakagawa, S.) 107–122 

(Tokyo Zoological ParkSociety).
 15. Gilad, O., Swaisgood, R. R., Owen, M. A. & Zhou, X. Giant pandas use odor cues to discriminate kin from nonkin. Curr. Zool. 62, 

333–336, https://doi.org/10.1093/cz/zow025 (2016).
 16. Swaisgood, R. R., Lindburg, D. G. & Zhou, X. P. Giant pandas discriminate individual differences in conspecific scent. Anim. Behav. 

57, 1045–1053, https://doi.org/10.1006/anbe.1998.1070 (1999).
 17. Swaisgood, R. R., Lindburg, D. G., Zhou, X. P. & Owen, M. A. The effects of sex, reproductive condition and context on 

discrimination of conspecific odours by giant pandas. Anim. Behav. 60, 227–237, https://doi.org/10.1006/anbe.2000.1464 (2000).
 18. Swaisgood, R. R., Lindburg, D. G. & Zhang, H. Discrimination of oestrous status in giant pandas (Ailuropoda melanoleuca) via 

chemical cues in urine. J. Zool. 257, 381–386, https://doi.org/10.1017/S0952836902000985 (2002).
 19. White, A. M., Swaisgood, R. R. & Zhang, H. The highs and lows of chemical communication in giant pandas (Ailuropoda 

melanoleuca): effect of scent deposition height on signal discrimination. Behav. Ecol. Sociobiol. 51, 519–529, https://doi.org/10.1007/
s00265-002-0473-3 (2002).

 20. White, A. M., Swaisgood, R. R. & Zhang, H. Chemical communication in the giant panda (Ailuropoda melanoleuca): The role of age 
in the signaller and assessor. J. Zool. 259, 171–178, https://doi.org/10.1017/S0952836902003187 (2003).

 21. Kleiman, D. G. Ethology and reproduction of captive giant pandas (Ailuropoda melanoleuca). Z. Tierpsychol. 62, 1–46, https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1439-0310.1983.tb02139.x (1983).

 22. Peters, G. A note on the vocal behaviour of the giant panda, Ailuropoda melanoleuca (David 1869). Z. Saugetierkd.-Int. J. Mamm. 
Biol. 47, 236–246 (1982).

 23. Fant, G. Acoustic Theory of Speech Production. (Mouton, 1960).
 24. Charlton, B., Zhang, Z. & Snyder, R. Vocal cues to identity and relatedness in giant pandas (Ailuropoda melanoleuca). J. Acoust. Soc. 

Am. 126, 2721–2732, https://doi.org/10.1121/1.3224720 (2009).
 25. Charlton, B. D. et al. Vocal cues to male androgen levels in giant pandas. Biol. Lett. 7, 71–74, https://doi.org/10.1098/rsbl.2010.0582 

(2011).
 26. Charlton, B., Zhihe, Z. & Snyder, R. The information content of giant panda, Ailuropoda melanoleuca, bleats: acoustic cues to sex, 

age and size. Anim. Behav. 78, 893–898, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2009.06.029 (2009).
 27. Charlton, B., Zhang, Z. & Snyder, R. Giant pandas perceive and attend to formant frequency variation in male bleats. Anim. Behav. 

79, 1221–1227, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2010.02.018 (2010).
 28. Charlton, B., Swaisgood, R., Zhihe, Z. & Snyder, R. Giant pandas attend to androgen-related variation in male bleats. Behav. Ecol. 

Sociobiol. 66, 969–974, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00265-012-1345-0 (2012).
 29. Charlton, B., Huang, Y. & Swaisgood, R. Vocal discrimination of potential mates by female giant pandas (Ailuropoda melanoleuca). 

Biol. Lett. 5, 597–599, https://doi.org/10.1098/rsbl.2009.0331 (2009).
 30. Charlton, B. D., Keating, J. L., Rengui, L., Huang, Y. & Swaisgood, R. R. The acoustic structure of male giant panda bleats varies 

according to intersexual context. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 138, 1305–1312, https://doi.org/10.1121/1.4928606 (2015).
 31. Liu, X., Skidmore, A., Wang, T., Yong, Y. G. & Prins, H. Giant panda movements in Foping Nature Reserve, China. J Wildl. Manage. 

66, 1179–1188, https://doi.org/10.2307/3802951 (2002).
 32. Connor, T., Hull, V. & Liu, J. Telemetry research on elusive wildlife: A synthesis of studies on giant pandas. Integr. Zool. 11, 295–307, 

https://doi.org/10.1111/1749-4877.12197 (2016).
 33. Zhang, Z. et al. Ecological scale and seasonal heterogeneity in the spatial behaviors of giant pandas. Integr. Zool. 9, 46–60, https://doi.

org/10.1111/1749-4877.12030 (2012).
 34. Owen, M. A., Swaisgood, R. R., Zhou, X. & Blumstein, D. T. Signalling behaviour is influenced by transient social context in a 

spontaneously ovulating mammal. Anim. Behav. 111, 157–165, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2015.10.008 (2016).
 35. Nie, Y., Swaisgood, R., Zhang, Z., Liu, X. & Wei, F. Reproductive competition and fecal testosterone in wild male giant pandas 

(Ailuropoda melanoleuca). Behav. Ecol. Sociobiol. 66, 721–730, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00265-012-1320-9 (2012).
 36. Zhu, X., Lindburg, D. G., Pan, W., Forney, K. A. & Wang, D. The reproductive strategy of giant pandas (Ailuropoda melanoleuca): 

infant growth and development and mother-infant relationships. J. Zool. 253, 141–155, https://doi.org/10.1017/S0952836901000139 
(2001).

 37. Marten, K., Quine, D. & Marler, P. Sound transmission and its significance for animal vocalization II. tropical forest habitats. Behav. 
Ecol. Sociobiol. 2, 291–302, https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00299741 (1977).

 38. Lameira, A. & Wich, S. Orangutan long call degradation and individuality over distance: a playback approach. Int. J. Primatol. 29, 
615–625, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10764-008-9253-x (2008).

 39. Richards, D. G. & Wiley, R. H. Reverberations and amplitude fluctuations in the propagation of sound in a forest: implications for 
animal communication. Am. Nat. 115, 381–399, https://doi.org/10.1086/283568 (1980).

 40. Wei, F., Zhou, A., Hu, J., Wang, W. & Yang, G. Habitat selection by giant pandas in Mabian Dafengding Reserve. Acta Theriol. Sin. 16, 
241–245 (1996).

 41. Wei, F., Feng, Z., Wang, Z. & Hu, J. Habitat use and separation between the giant panda and the red panda. J. Mammal. 81, 448–455, 
https://doi.org/10.1093/jmammal/81.2.448 (2000).

 42. Reid, D. G., Taylor, A. H., Jinchu, H. & Zisheng, Q. Environmental influences on bamboo Bashania fangiana growth and implications 
for giant panda conservation. J. Appl. Ecol. 28, 855–868, https://doi.org/10.2307/2404212 (1991).

 43. Liu, X. et al. Giant panda habitat selection in Foping nature reserve, China. J Wildl. Manage. 69, 1623–1632, https://doi.
org/10.2193/0022-541X(2005)69[1623:GPHSIF]2.0.CO;2 (2005).

 44. Davis, D. D. The giant panda: a morphological study of evolutionary mechanisms. Fieldiana Zool. 3, 1–339 (1964).
 45. Praat: doing phonetics by computer [Computer program]. v. 6.0.29 (2017).
 46. Reby, D. & McComb, K. Anatomical constraints generate honesty: acoustic cues to age and weight in the roars of red deer stags. 

Anim. Behav. 65, 519–530, https://doi.org/10.1006/anbe.2003.2078 (2003).
 47. Tabachnick, B. G., Fidell, L. S. & Ullman, J. B. Using Multivariate Statistics. 7 edn, (Pearson, 2019).
 48. Charlton, B., Reby, D., Ellis, W., Brumm, J. & Fitch, W. Estimating the active space of male koala bellows: propagation of cues to size 

and Identity in a Eucalyptus forest. PloS ONE 7, e45420, https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0045420 (2012).
 49. Blumstein, D. T. & Munos, O. Individual, age and sex-specific information is contained in yellow-bellied marmot alarm calls. Anim. 

Behav. 69, 353–361, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2004.10.001 (2005).
 50. Pitcher, B. J., Harcourt, R. & Charrier, I. Individual identity encoding and environmental constraints in vocal recognition of pups by 

Australian sea lion mothers. Anim. Behav. 83, 681–690, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2011.12.012 (2012).
 51. Darden, S. K., Pedersen, S. B., Larsen, O. N. & Dabelsteen, T. Sound transmission at ground level in a short-grass prairie habitat and 

its implications for long-range communication in the swift fox Vulpes velox. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 124, 758–766, https://doi.
org/10.1121/1.2946704 (2008).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/anbe.2003.2047
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/cz/zow025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/anbe.1998.1070
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/anbe.2000.1464
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0952836902000985
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00265-002-0473-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00265-002-0473-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0952836902003187
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1439-0310.1983.tb02139.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1439-0310.1983.tb02139.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1121/1.3224720
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsbl.2010.0582
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2009.06.029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2010.02.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00265-012-1345-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsbl.2009.0331
http://dx.doi.org/10.1121/1.4928606
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3802951
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1749-4877.12197
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1749-4877.12030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1749-4877.12030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2015.10.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00265-012-1320-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0952836901000139
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00299741
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10764-008-9253-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/283568
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jmammal/81.2.448
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2404212
http://dx.doi.org/10.2193/0022-541X(2005)69[1623:GPHSIF]2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.2193/0022-541X(2005)69[1623:GPHSIF]2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/anbe.2003.2078
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0045420
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2004.10.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2011.12.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1121/1.2946704
http://dx.doi.org/10.1121/1.2946704


www.nature.com/scientificreports/

1 1SCientifiC REPORtS |  (2018) 8:12754  | DOI:10.1038/s41598-018-31155-5

 52. Padgham, M. Reverberation and frequency attenuation in forests - implications for acoustic communication in animals. J. Acoust. 
Soc. Am. 115, 402–410, https://doi.org/10.1121/1.1629304 (2004).

 53. Tripovich, J. S., Charrier, I., Rogers, T. L., Canfield, R. & Arnould, J. P. Y. Acoustic features involved in the neighbour-stranger vocal 
recognition process in male Australian fur seals. Behav. Processes 79, 74–80, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.beproc.2008.04.007 (2008).

 54. Owen, M. A., Swaisgood, R. R., McGeehan, L., Zhou, X. P. & Lindburg, D. G. Dynamics of male-female multimodal signaling 
behavior across the estrous cycle in giant pandas (Ailuropoda melanoleuca). Ethology 119, 869–880, https://doi.org/10.1111/
eth.12128 (2013).

 55. Proops, L., McComb, K. & Reby, D. Cross-modal individual recognition in domestic horses (Equus caballus). Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 
USA 106, 947–951, https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0809127105 (2008).

 56. Taylor, A., Reby, D. & McComb, K. Cross modal perception of body size in domestic dogs (Canis familiaris). PLoS ONE 6, e17069, 
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0017069 (2011).

 57. Gilfillan, G., Vitale, J., McNutt, J. W. & McComb, K. Cross-modal individual recognition in wild African lions. Biol. Lett. 12, 
20160323–20160325, https://doi.org/10.1098/rsbl.2016.0323 (2016).

 58. Mouterde, S. C., Theunissen, F. E., Elie, J. E., Vignal, C. & Mathevon, N. Acoustic communication and sound degradation: how do 
the individual signatures of male and female zebra finch calls transmit over distance? PLoS ONE 9, e102842–102818, https://doi.
org/10.1371/journal.pone.0102842 (2014).

 59. Bartholomew, W. T. A physical definition of ‘good voice-quality’ in the male voice. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 6, 25–33, https://doi.
org/10.1121/1.1915685 (1934).

 60. Sundberg, J. What’s so special about singers? J. Voice 4, 107–119, https://doi.org/10.1016/S0892-1997(05)80135-3 (1990).
 61. Sundberg, J. Articulatory interpretation of the “singing formant”. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 55, 838–844, https://doi.org/10.1121/1.1914609 

(1974).
 62. Owen, M. A. et al. Hearing sensitivity in context: conservation implications for a highly vocal endangered species. Glob. Ecol. 

Conserv. 6, 121–131, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gecco.2016.02.007 (2016).
 63. Martin-Wintle, M. S. et al. Do opposites attract? Effects of personality matching in breeding pairs of captive giant pandas on 

reproductive success. Biol. Cons. 207, 27–37, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2017.01.010 (2017).
 64. Martin-Wintle, M. S. et al. Free mate choice enhances conservation breeding in the endangered giant panda. Nat. Commun. 6, 

10125–10127, https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms10125 (2015).
 65. Nie, Y., Zhang, Z., Swaisgood, R. & Wei, F. Effects of season and social interaction on fecal testosterone metabolites in wild male 

giant pandas: implications for energetics and mating strategies. Eur. J. Wildl. Res. 58, 235–241, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10344-011-
0569-z (2012).

 66. Zheng, X. et al. Individual identification of wild giant pandas from camera trap photos – a systematic and hierarchical approach. J. 
Zool. 300, 247–256, https://doi.org/10.1111/jzo.12377 (2016).

 67. Garshelis, D. L. In Giant Pandas: Biology and Conservation Ch. 4, 53–73 (University of California Press, 2004).
 68. Nie, Y. et al. Giant panda scent marking strategies in the wild: role of season, sex and marking surface. Anim. Behav. 84, 39–44, 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2012.03.026 (2012).
 69. Pan, W. et al. A chance for lasting survival: Ecology and behavior of wild giant pandas., 349 (Peking University Press, 2001).

Acknowledgements
We would like to thank Dan Simpson and his team at the San Diego Zoo Safari Park for providing us with access 
to the bamboo plantation used for this research.

Author Contributions
B.D.C. designed the study, performed the acoustic analyses, analyzed the data, assisted with data acquisition and 
wrote the paper. M.O. coordinated the study, assisted with data acquisition, and contributed to writing the final 
manuscript. J.L.K. recorded the giant panda bleats used in the experiment and assisted with data acquisition. 
M.S.M. assisted with data acquisition and contributed to writing the final manuscript. Z.H. assisted with study 
coordination and data acquisition. R.R.S. assisted with study coordination and contributed to writing the final 
manuscript. All authors approved the submitted manuscript.

Additional Information
Competing Interests: The authors declare no competing interests.
Publisher's note: Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Cre-
ative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not per-
mitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the 
copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.
 
© The Author(s) 2018

http://dx.doi.org/10.1121/1.1629304
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.beproc.2008.04.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/eth.12128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/eth.12128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0809127105
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0017069
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsbl.2016.0323
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0102842
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0102842
http://dx.doi.org/10.1121/1.1915685
http://dx.doi.org/10.1121/1.1915685
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0892-1997(05)80135-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1121/1.1914609
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gecco.2016.02.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2017.01.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms10125
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10344-011-0569-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10344-011-0569-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jzo.12377
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2012.03.026
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Sound transmission in a bamboo forest and its implications for information transfer in giant panda (Ailuropoda melanoleuca) ...
	Methods
	Experimental site and weather conditions. 
	Test sounds. 
	Playback and re-recording of test sounds. 
	Acoustic analyses. 
	Discriminant analyses. 
	Analysis of bleat degradation over distance. 

	Results
	Discriminant analyses. 
	Individual classification of giant panda bleats over distance. 
	Classification of the caller’s sex over distance. 

	Analysis of bleat degradation over distance. 
	Stability of acoustic measures. 
	Amplitude attenuation. 


	Discussion
	Acknowledgements
	Figure 1 Waveform and spectrogram of a giant panda bleat to illustrate the acoustic measures on.
	Figure 2 Signal-to-Noise-Ratio plots.
	Figure 3 Mean Signal-to-Noise-Ratio values and regression lines for individual frequency components at the different distances.
	Figure 4 Waveforms and spectrograms to show how the acoustic structure of a bleat degrades over distance.
	Table 1 Descriptive statistics for the acoustic measures of reference bleats re-recorded at 1 m (N = 100).
	Table 2 Percent (%) observed correct classification to caller identity and sex against expected levels.
	Table 3 Absolute % difference between reference and observation bleats at the different re-recording distances.




