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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 paper offers a critical analysis of Human-Wildlife Conflict (HWC) patterns in Odisha, India, and responds to a conservation issue of international concern. It integrates a decade of data on deaths, economic losses, and species-specific conflicts (elephants, tigers, crocodiles, sloth bears) and uses cutting-edge geospatial techniques (GIS, ERDAS) to identify hotspots. The study closes gaps in indigenous HWC research, relates findings to the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), and delivers actionable mitigation tactics, thereby proving helpful for policymakers, ecologists, and conservationists working within biodiverse, human-dominated environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is adequate but could be more specific

“Mapping Human-Wildlife Conflict Hotspots in Odisha, India: Trends, Impacts, and Mitigation 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 concisely captures objectives but requires methodological clarity and actionable recommendations. Express unambiguously the mixed-methods strategy, including reviews from literature, field observations, and geospatial technology (GIS, ERDAS, Excel) to enhance transparency. Highlight significant district-level findings, such as Angul and Dhenkanal being principal conflict hotspots. Briefly summarize the recommended mitigation strategies (e.g., habitat restoration, community engagement, AI monitoring) to enhance practical utility for policymakers and conservationists.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust but has minor issues:
1. Data sources rely heavily on media reports and departmental claims, which may lack peer-reviewed validation.
2. Tigers’ color change (melanism) is mentioned without genetic/ecological evidence; clarify if this is anecdotal or studied.

3. Elephant census data discrepancies (e.g., population trends vs. conflict rates) need deeper causal analysis.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are recent (2023–2024) and relevant but could benefit from:
1. "Living with Wildlife: Conflict or Coexistence?" (Rakshya, T. et al. (2016)) for theoretical framing.
2. IUCN guidelines on human-wildlife conflict mitigation.
	

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


	1. Fix grammatical errors (e.g., "software’s" → "software")
2. Streamline figure/table references (e.g., "Fig 3(a-d)" is fragmented)
3. Avoid repetitive phrases (e.g., "anthropogenic activities" used excessively)
	

	Optional/General comments


	Strengths: Detailed district-wise conflict mapping, SDG linkages, and multi-species focus.
Weaknesses: Over-reliance on media sources; insufficient discussion on community engagement or legal enforcement challenges.

Recommendations:

1. Discuss transboundary conflict management with Jharkhand/Chhattisgarh.

2. Include case studies of successful mitigation (e.g., solar fences in Karnataka)
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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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