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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.


	Well done to the author for writing on the itchy topic of human-wildlife conflict, which has a global impact. This is an important topic that contributes to the body of knowledge and is a much-needed recent finding for the literature on human-wildlife conflict.
Please clearly state the novelty of the study.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title captures the journal's scope well. However, the research gap is not adequately defined.
Please clearly define the study's objective and the question we are trying to address.
	

	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 journal abstract is well captured; however, I would like the author to state the number of newspapers sampled during the period March 2024 to February 2025, which recorded 94 incidents.
Suggestion: Please briefly state the implications of the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The author needs to provide references under 3.2 Human-Animal Conflict (HAC) to support the scientific findings for such strong claims.
Please clarify the methodology used, state the significance of the study/novelty (give new insight into previous studies).

Where to from here? Please state how these findings influence policy and planning.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The provided references are sufficient for comparing HAC occurrences over the years and include regional and national studies. However, references from the newspaper articles must be cited for strong evidence.
Please check (Madhaven 2026 is a future date).
Please reference all your figures and tables, and please make them self-explanatory. 

Thank you for providing detailed tables and figures. Please consider condensing the longer ones.
	

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


	There are fewer grammatical and language errors.
Please check consistent tense usage

Please check spelling errors

Please check the flow and consistency of the result and discussion section

Please consider language editing
	

	Optional/General comments


	Please clarify the inconsistency in dates:
March 2024 – February 2025

February 2024 – March 2025

Please interpret the results, what do they mean, and how can they be included in policy development and planning? 

Please interpret the statistics in layman's language (comparing results and discussions). Why do district results differ in conflict?
Please check Felidea and Felidae 

Please check and update the references for accuracy and consistency with the journal's style.

Please provide clarity in the method used, i.e., the number of newspapers used for sampling, and give a clear analytical discussion of the findings.
Language editing is required for the manuscript to be considered for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

The AI disclaimer is noted. There is, however, no ethical approval provided or mentioned. Were there ethical considerations acquired? Please clarify if needed.
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