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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 provides a comprehensive global bibliometric synthesis of Human–Wildlife Conflict (HWC) research spanning more than three decades, offering valuable insights into the intellectual structure, thematic evolution, and collaborative dynamics of the field. By systematically mapping publication trends, influential contributors, and emerging research themes, the study helps researchers, practitioners, and policymakers understand how HWC scholarship has evolved from species-specific conflict studies toward broader socioecological and coexistence frameworks. The findings are particularly important for identifying regional and disciplinary gaps, thereby guiding future research agendas toward more inclusive, interdisciplinary, and policy-relevant approaches. As HWC continues to intensify under global environmental change, this manuscript serves as a timely reference point for advancing evidence-based conservation and governance strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and accurately reflects the scope, methodology, and temporal coverage of the study. It clearly communicates the global scale, bibliometric approach, and thematic focus on Human–Wildlife Conflict. No alternative title is required.
	

	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 is generally comprehensive and well structured, clearly outlining the aims, methodology, data source, analytical tools, key findings, and major conclusions of the study. However, the authors may consider briefly clarifying the rationale for selecting specific subject areas within the Scopus database and explicitly stating the main contribution of the study beyond existing bibliometric reviews. These minor refinements would further enhance clarity and strengthen the abstract’s impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound, and employs established bibliometric methods using recognized tools such as Biblioshiny and VOSviewer. The analytical procedures are appropriate for the stated objectives, and the interpretations are generally supported by the data and existing literature. Minor improvements related to methodological transparency and consistency would further strengthen the scientific rigor of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the reference list is extensive, relevant, and includes a substantial number of recent and high-quality sources from reputable journals. The citations adequately support the arguments and contextualize the findings within current HWC scholarship. No additional references are strictly necessary, although future revisions may selectively incorporate recent policy-oriented or Global South–focused studies to further enrich the discussion.
	

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


	The language quality is generally clear, formal, and appropriate for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical and stylistic refinements may be required in some sections to improve fluency and conciseness, but these do not detract from the overall readability or academic tone of the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript represents a valuable contribution to the Human–Wildlife Conflict literature by offering a broad and integrative overview of research developments over time. With minor revisions to enhance methodological clarity, critical discussion, and transparency, the paper has strong potential for publication and for serving as a reference point for future interdisciplinary research and policy development in this field.
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