a' frontiers ‘ Frontiers in Environmental Science

’ @ Check for updates

OPEN ACCESS

EDITED AND REVIEWED BY

Daniel Luis Mascia Vieira,

Brazilian Agricultural Research Corporation
(EMBRAPA), Brazil

*CORRESPONDENCE
Jintu Gu,
200414140001@hhu.edu.cn

RECEIVED 20 January 2025
ACCEPTED 28 January 2025
PUBLISHED O7 February 2025

CITATION

Wu D, Gu J and Yu J (2025) Corrigendum:
Influence of ecological restoration initiatives on
emotional bonds between indigenous peoples
and the Chinese alligator.

Front. Environ. Sci. 13:1563921.

doi: 10.3389/fenvs.2025.1563921

COPYRIGHT

© 2025 Wu, Gu and Yu. This is an open-access
article distributed under the terms of the
Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY).
The use, distribution or reproduction in other
forums is permitted, provided the original
author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are
credited and that the original publication in this
journal is cited, in accordance with accepted
academic practice. No use, distribution or
reproduction is permitted which does not
comply with these terms.

Frontiers in Environmental Science

TyPE Correction
PUBLISHED 07 February 2025
pol 10.3389/fenvs.2025.1563921

Corrigendum: Influence of
ecological restoration initiatives
on emotional bonds between
iIndigenous peoples and the
Chinese alligator

Di Wu, Jintu Gu* and Jiahao Yu

Department of Sociology, Hohai University, Nanjing, China

KEYWORDS

emotional sociology, wildlife reserves, indigenous communities, ecological restoration,
indigenous-wildlife emotional bonds

A Corrigendum on
Influence of ecological restoration initiatives on emotional bonds
between indigenous peoples and the Chinese alligator

by Wu D, Gu J and Yu J (2024). Front. Environ. Sci. 12:1395860. doi:10.3389/fenvs.2024.1395860

In the published article, there was an error in Figure 2 as published. In Figure 2
displaying the means of different categories, the order of the x-axis labels, “Family
Population Outflow Rate” and “Land Loss Rate,” was mistakenly swapped.

The corrected Figure 2 and its caption appear below.

The authors apologize for this error and state that this does not change the scientific
conclusions of the article in any way. The original article has been updated.
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