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Abstract

This study examines the diverse types of knowledge and their significance in the management of protected areas.
Despite indigenous people comprising about 5% of the global population, they occupy nearly a quarter of the world's
lands and oversee 11% of its forests. Therefore, it is imperative to emphasize the different types of knowledge and
distinguish between them. Using an analytical approach, this research compares indigenous, traditional, local, native,
and modern knowledge, highlighting variations in their creation, application, and dissemination methods. The study
concludes that understanding the unique strengths and potential contributions of each knowledge system is essential
for successful conservation efforts. Utilizing these various knowledge systems in suitable contexts, alongside
collaborative and knowledge-based local management approaches, is crucial for effective conservation.
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