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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript presents an important review on the status, distribution, and human-bear conflict concerning the Himalayan brown bear (HBB) and Asiatic black bear (BB) in Himachal Pradesh. The study is relevant for conservation efforts and wildlife management policies. However, it lacks deeper insights into key aspects such as government-reported data, historical population trends, climate change effects, and detailed mitigation strategies. The manuscript can significantly contribute to bear conservation if enhanced with additional data and analysis.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Current Title: A Review of Bears in Himachal Pradesh: Distribution, Conflict with Human and their Mitigation Strategies

The title broadly covers the topic but does not reflect the missing key elements such as historical population trends, climate change effects, and mitigation effectiveness.

Suggested Improvement: "A Review of Bears in Himachal Pradesh: Population Trends, Conflict with Humans, and Conservation Strategies."
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract provides a general overview but lacks depth in terms of recent studies, government reports, and conservation policies.

It should emphasize key statistics on population decline, habitat degradation, and mitigation measures.
Include historical population trends of HBB and BB in the region.

Provide recent findings on climate change impact on bear behavior and habitats.

Mention any government-reported data or conservation policies related to bear protection.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript primarily summarizes existing information but does not present in-depth analyses.

It lacks quantitative data, including bear population decline over time, effects of conservation policies, and comparative statistics from different studies.

Several sections only provide brief mentions of key issues (e.g., climate change effects, mitigation strategies) without detailed analysis.

Suggested Improvements:
Provide a detailed analysis of bear population trends over the past 20–30 years using data from government reports or published studies.

Add specific data on bear mortality rates due to human-wildlife conflict, habitat loss, and poaching.

Incorporate World Wildlife Institute (WII) data or government records that track bear populations and conservation efforts.

Expand the discussion on climate change and its impact on bear habitats (e.g., changes in hibernation patterns, food availability).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript references several old studies, but many recent findings (past 5 years) are missing.

No mention of government data sources or conservation agency reports.

Suggested Improvements:
Incorporate newer research papers (2020-2024) that discuss bear population trends and conservation strategies.

Include WII and government reports that provide official bear population data and policy impact.

Add references from recent journal articles and case studies on bear-human conflicts and their mitigation strategies.


	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The manuscript is understandable but needs better structure and clarity in some sections.

Certain technical terms are not well-explained, making it difficult for non-specialist readers to understand.

Suggested Improvements:
· Reorganize sections for better logical flow.

· Define technical terms more clearly.

· Improve sentence structure for readability.

· Reference are also not correct like for two or three reference should be written in one single bracket. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript should include the following tables for better clarity and scientific depth:

1. Historical Population Trends of HBB and BB in Himachal Pradesh (Over the last 20–30 years)

2. Comparison of Government & WII Reported Bear Population Estimates
3. Major Studies on Bear Conservation in the Last Two Decades (Study focus, methodology, key findings)

4. Human-Bear Conflict Reports (Number of attacks, locations, and damage assessments)

No evidence of plagiarism was found.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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