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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 paper explores a lesser-studied yet environmentally significant factor influencing conflicts between humans and wildlife, focusing on how moon phases influence the dynamics of these interactions. It combines theoretical insights from ecology regarding predator-prey dynamics with real-world data from conservation efforts, advancing the growing area of lunar ecology in a South Asian setting. The results offer actionable insights for strategies to reduce conflicts, providing an affordable, time-specific approach to enhance readiness for wildlife officials and nearby residents. In summary, the research innovatively connects the fields of animal behavior studies and practical conservation in a way that informs policy effectively.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title, “Influence of Lunar Cycles on Human-Wildlife Conflict in Valmikinagar Tiger Reserve, India”, is suitable and accurately reflects the study’s scope and objectives.
	

	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 provides a thorough and effective overview, encapsulating the research context, data origins, methodology, main results, and broader significance. That said, several enhancements could be made: including a concise note on the research timeframe (2020–2021) to better frame the data, more directly outlining the statistical techniques applied (such as correlation and regression analyses), and applying subtle revisions to phrasing to resolve incomplete sentences (for example, “While most studies attribute HWC to ecological and anthropogenic factors.”). Rather than substantial cuts, these modest expansions and refinements would boost the overall precision and thoroughness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates strong scientific validity, with its hypotheses firmly rooted in established ecological principles and existing research. The chosen analytical methods are suitable for this investigative research, and the conclusions drawn align well with the findings. However, certain shortcomings need to be addressed more directly: analyses relying on correlations are unable to prove causation, which warrants stronger highlighting in the discussion section; additionally, applying Pearson's correlation to categorized lunar phases might overly simplify the time-related patterns, so providing rationale or additional supporting methods would enhance the study's methodological strength. Nevertheless, the overall conclusions remain prudent and are adequately backed by the provided evidence.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The bibliography is robust and pertinent, featuring numerous highly regarded and credible publications on human-animal interactions and the effects of moonlight on ecosystems. The majority of citations are suitable and fairly up-to-date, incorporating essential overview articles. That said, the document would improve by incorporating at least one contemporary (after 2020) synthesis on human-wildlife interactions in India or the broader South Asian region, as well as additional empirical research focused on India concerning the timing of animal behaviors, should such works exist. In summary, the citations are adequate yet could be enhanced marginally through the addition of some more current, location-specific investigations.
	

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


	The manuscript's language is adequate for academic purposes, maintaining readability and logical flow, though it features persistent grammatical and stylistic shortcomings such as incomplete sentences, mismatched verb forms, sporadic clumsy wording, small spelling mistakes, and repetitive content in certain sections of the Discussion. To enhance precision, brevity, and scholarly sophistication, it is advised that a native English proficient individual or an expert proofreader conduct a comprehensive revision.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The paper could be improved by providing more explicit explanations for the selected statistical methods and including a concise section on study limitations.

· Incorporating graphs or diagrams (such as those depicting conflict occurrences in relation to moon cycles) would greatly improve the ease of understanding.

· This research offers substantial practical value; elaborating on the section about management applications would amplify its overall influence.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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