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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 manuscript offers important evidence on the effectiveness of farmer-led and government-led strategies for managing human wildlife conflict, an area with limited quantitative evaluation. By assessing these interventions through an index-based approach, the study provides practical insights for improving conflict mitigation in agriculture-dependent regions. The findings also highlight key socio-economic barriers that must be addressed for long-term coexistence. Overall, the work contributes valuable guidance for researchers, policymakers, and conservation practitioners.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	This title is clear, relevant, and informative, but it can be improved for: Scientific clarity Precision, Stronger keywords for indexing and More formal structure

The phrase “battle for coexistence” is engaging but is not typically preferred in scientific journal titles. A more academic tone can increase acceptance chances. Choose one of following

1. Evaluating the Effectiveness of Farmer- and Government-Led Mitigation Measures for Human Wildlife Conflict in Kannur District, Kerala

2. Index-Based Assessment of Farmer and Government Interventions for Mitigating Human–Wildlife Conflict in Kannur, Kerala.

3. Towards Sustainable Coexistence: Effectiveness of Community and Government Measures Against Human–Wildlife Conflict in Kannur, Kerala


	

	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 effectively presents the aim, methods, major findings, and conclusion, but it can be improved to make it more comprehensive, balanced, and aligned with scientific publication standards.
The abstract, while clear, can be enhanced by: 1. Adding numerical or index-based results Your manuscript has rich quantitative data (indices like 97, 96, 89.25, etc.), but none of these appear in the abstract. Including 1–2 numbers would make the findings more precise and impactful. 2. Clarifying methodological approach You mention a semi-structured schedule, but adding: index method, five-point scale, would give readers a clearer understanding of analysis. Improving coherence between results and conclusion The conclusion emphasizes compensation failures this is important, but not clearly connected to the results section. A sentence linking the data to this conclusion would strengthen the narrative. Making the conclusion broader and forward-looking Removing generic statement The phrase “despite various mitigation efforts” is unclear. You can specify which efforts failed or why. I recommend the following improvements:Add: One sentence presenting numerical effectiveness scores (e.g., Solar fencing Index 97). Mention of the index-based analysis method. A short statement on farmer priorities (low cost, proven effectiveness). A more explicit final implication for policy or practice. Remove or Revise: General statements that don’t add information (e.g., “adaptive behaviour of wildlife” unless explained). Repetition about compensation keep only one precise statement.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and generally correct in its methodology, presentation, and conclusions. The study uses appropriate data collection tools (semi-structured schedules), a clearly defined sampling strategy, and a systematic index-based analytical approach to evaluate the effectiveness of both farmer and government mitigation measures. The results are presented logically and are consistent with the data provided. The manuscript’s conclusions particularly regarding the higher perceived effectiveness of farmer-led strategies and the challenges associated with government compensation schemes are well supported by the findings. Overall, the scientific framework, data interpretation, and policy implications are valid, although minor improvements in clarity, statistical detail, and methodological explanation could strengthen the manuscript further.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally relevant and include several important studies on human–wildlife conflict, mitigation strategies, and community perceptions. However, the list would benefit from the inclusion of more recent publications (from the last 5–7 years), especially given the rapidly evolving research on HWC, climate impacts, and conflict mitigation technologies. While the foundational literature is appropriate, adding newer global and regional studies would enhance the scientific depth and contemporary relevance of the manuscript.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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