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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 manuscript contributes valuable empirical evidence on the effectiveness of both farmer-led and government-implemented mitigation strategies against Human-Wildlife Conflict (HWC) in a high-risk region of Kerala. By using an index-base assessment across multiple interventions, it provides a systematic comparison that can guide policy makers, researchers, and conservation planners in designing more targeted and cost-effective solutions. The study highlights critical institutional gaps-especially in compensation systems-that are often overlooked in HWC research, thereby offering important insights for improving socio-economic resilience in vulnerable farming communities.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is relevant, but it will be very strengthened if specify the methodological approach (index-based assessment) in the title.  
	

	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 has prepared well, but the statistical analysis or method have not been mentioned. The analytical method and software must be clear written in the abstract. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, scientifically correct but needed for major correction:
Introduction:

· The specific problem statement should be stated in the introduction.

· Some parts are without citation, select a uniform style for citation.

Methodology:

· Why you selected 150 farmers, and 75 farmers from each region? Please give details on your sampling size and procedure. 

· As you classifying the effectiveness in to ranges, so how you grade the effectiveness? Please clarify it.

· Explain that, have you had the questionnaire form for data collection? Or other method was used?

· Your study duration is unknown, please write the time duration for conducting this study.

Result:
· Tables are very informative and well prepared.

· You have mentioned about the secondary data in the methodology, which obtained from the Forest Department, but in the result, you have only primary data and there is no secondary data. Please include the secondary data in the result as well. 
· There is no discussion section, neither separately nor together with the result. 

· In the ‘Economic Assessment’ section, it is a valuable but need a stronger analytical foundation. Explain, how economic loss was measured. Provide actual financial figures if available. 

Conclusion:

· Do not rewrite the index and score rankings or numbers in the conclusion, just write short and concise sentences of your result. 
· Try to prepare your conclusion short, strong and concise. 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The references are not sufficient, the article should have at least 15 references. 
· Not all references are available in your citation, check and see if all references are available in your citation. 
	

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


	· Numerous issues with capitalization for example ‘materials and methods’ should be ‘Materials and Methods’. 
· Improve sentence structure and remove redundancy to enhance readability. 


	

	Optional/General comments


	A lot of important data has been collected and placed in the article. Overall, the article is the best article, but the references, citation and discussion sections should be accurate and complete. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There are no apparent ethical issues in this manuscript. 
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