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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 provides comprehensive, village-scale assessments of human-wildlife conflict in the Valmiki Tiger Reserve landscape, a region that poorly represented in conservation literature. By integrating socio-economic data, spatial stratification of villages, seasonal patterns and non-parametric statistical analyses, the study advances scientific understanding of how proximity to protected areas shapes both conflict intensity and local perceptions. The findings contribute valuable evidence for developing adaptive, community-based conflict mitigation strategies that balance large carnivore conservation with rural livelihoods. 

Moreover, the results offer a transferable framework for researchers and managers working in similar tiger-range and transboundary landscapes, thereby strengthening the evidence base for coexistence-focused conservation with community involvement.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes title is suitable
	

	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, as it clearly outlines the study objectives, study area, sampling framework, key findings and statistical approach and conservation implications. 

However, a few minor refinements could further strengthen the abstract for a scientific audience. First, the study period could be briefly mentioned to improve temporal clarity. Second, the abstract may be slightly condensed by reducing repetition related to livelihood dependence on agriculture and livestock, as this is implied by the context. No major deletions are required 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and methodologically sound. The study design, data collection and use of appropriate non-parametric statistical analyses are suitable and well justified. Results are logically presented and interpretations are consistent with the data and existing literature. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used are generally sufficient and relevant, covering key aspects of human-wildlife conflict. However, some citations are relatively older and inclusion of a few more recent studies (from the last 5-10 years), would strengthen the manuscript. Overall, the reference list is adequate, with minor scope for updating.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clear, coherent, and technical terms are used appropriately.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a relevant conservation issue and provides valuable data from an understudied region. The study is well designed and the results are clearly presented with practical management relevance. Minor improvements in language and consistency will further strengthen the manuscript.
Maintain consistent use of past tense when describing methods and results and present tense when discussing established facts and general interpretations.

Standardize terminology (e.g., use either human-wildlife conflict or HWC consistently after first definition).

Ensure uniform scientific naming conventions (italicization of species names and consistent capitalization). 

Ensure consistency in the number of villages reported across sections (88 vs. 92) to avoid confusion.

Standardize formatting of tables and figures, including uniform titles, numbering and citation style in the text.

Check alignment between Results and Discussion to avoid repetition; move interpretative statements mainly to the Discussion
Simplify long or complex sentences by breaking them into shorter, clearer statements, particularly in the Introduction and Discussion sections.

Example i. As human populations continue to expand, encroachment into wildlife habitats intensifies, leading to increased negative interactions between humans and wild animals.

ii. The findings reveal a statistically significant difference in attitudes towards HWC between village classes 1 and 3, suggesting that the proximity of human settlements to VTR plays a crucial role in shaping local perceptions of wildlife conflict.

iii. These findings suggest that while physical barriers are the primary preventive measure, guarding-either by humans or with dogs-remains an important supplementary strategy, especially in villages closer to high-conflict zones.
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