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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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 review article provides a comprehensive and well-structured overview of human-wildlife conflict (HWC) in India, addressing its causes, impacts, and mitigation strategies. To enhance the discussion, the article incorporates historical context, case studies, and technological interventions, which together add depth and illustrate the complexities of HWC.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	· Line 9-13: The abstract successfully introduces the topic and highlights the importance of addressing HWC in India. However, it would be stronger if it briefly mentioned one or two key examples or management practices discussed later in the paper to give a preview of findings.
· Keywords: Well-chosen, but "wildlife crime" feels slightly tangential to the core focus on conflict.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, but the authors should include recent (post-2020) empirical studies or original case data. 
	

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


	Yes, the English quality is broadly suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Lines 19–20: The Wildlife Protection Act’s definition of wildlife is useful but could be more concise 
· Lines 23–24: Good introduction of the HWC concept. You might consider briefly referencing how widespread and serious the problem has become globally, before narrowing to India.

· Lines 28–30: Sentence discussing India's dense population is important. You could make this even stronger by adding a statistic (e.g., India's rural population percentage or protected areas) to quantify the complexity.

· Lines 221–225 praise compensation for increasing tolerance, but Lines 136–138 and 225 later criticize delays/corruption. This contradiction needs resolution (e.g., "While compensation can improve tolerance, systemic inefficiencies often undermine its impact")

· Lines 70–72: "Saline water intrusion... displacing crocodiles" is confusing. Crocodiles tolerate saline water; this likely refers to human encroachment into their habitat. Rewrite this confusing sentence

· Lines 110–112: The claim that elephants seek "fermented rice liquor" is sensationalized without evidence. Cite a study or remove.

· Lines 337–341: DNA barcoding is important for poaching but minimally relevant to HWC mitigation. Move to a "Wildlife Crime" subsection or omit.

· Lines 47–50 and Lines 55–58 both describe fragmentation’s impact. Merge these paragraphs.

· Lines 136–138 (crop damage) and Lines 225–226 (livestock) repeat criticisms of compensation delays.

· Lines 114–117 (urban leopards) and Lines 382–387 (Mumbai case study) overlap. Trim the first instance.

· Line 160: "1,200 people died from wildlife encounters" lacks a time frame (later clarified as 2001–2020 in Line 161: Merge these lines to avoid ambiguity.

· Lines 265–267: States they’re "being tested in India" but cites no Indian study. The Kenya example is irrelevant without local data. Cite an Indian pilot project or remove.

· Lines 41–123 (Causes of HWC): add a small table summarizing major causes vs. species affected would help readers visualize the findings more easily.

· Line 67: When mentioning that tigers and leopards enter villages in summer, a short statistic or study citation (even approximate data) on frequency would make this stronger.

· Line 209–213: Great framing of conflict mitigation strategies. It would be useful to introduce a short critical note here 

· Line 285–287: Mention of gender-sensitive approaches is excellent and quite forward-thinking. You could expand slightly here by giving a small real-world example where gender-specific interventions improved HWC outcomes.

· Line 456–457: The conclusion rightly frames HWC as a socio-ecological challenge. However, you could strengthen it by suggesting one or two explicit future research directions 

· Line 461: The phrase "harmony between development and conservation" is effective, but it would be even better if you briefly reconnected it to the earlier examples like elephant corridors or leopard coexistence from the case studies.

General comment (Limitation or gap of the study)
- While the study highlights the importance of community involvement, it does not provide detailed strategies for overcoming challenges such as lack of education, poverty, and resistance to change. 
- The study could benefit from a more in-depth analysis of the socio-economic factors that contribute to HWC, such as poverty, lack of education, and inadequate compensation mechanisms.
- The ecological impacts of HWC, such as biodiversity loss and disruption of ecosystem services, are not fully explored.
- The ethical considerations and potential misuse of advanced technologies, such as privacy concerns and the impact on wildlife behavior, are not addressed. 
-The study lacks a clear outline of future research directions and policy recommendations to guide further work in this area.
- The role of international cooperation and policy frameworks in addressing HWC, especially for transboundary species and issues, is not sufficiently discussed.
- No description of how literature was selected
- Under-discussed human social dimensions
- Add a map showing the current situation of Human-Wildlife Conflict in India
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