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PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 study provides valuable long-term data on the seasonal dietary composition of the Indian
leopard (Panthera pardus fusca) living in a semi-arid and human-dominated geography of the Aravalli Hills. The four-year fecal dataset is central to understanding predator-human coexistence, providing insights into prey selection, dietary flexibility, and increasing reliance on pets. The study is particularly important from a conservation biology and wildlife management perspective, as it links prey decline to behavioral changes that could intensify human-panther conflict. These findings are significant for guiding prey restoration strategies and conflict reduction policies in fragmented habitats.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is generally suitable and accurately reflects the study’s scope, species, and
methodology. However, it is overly long and could be made more concise for better readability and impact.
Suggested alternative title: Seasonal Variation in Diet and Hunting Strategy of the Indian Leopard (Panthera pardus fusca) in the Aravalli Hills, Rajasthan: Evidence from Scat Analysis.
	

	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 comprehensive in terms of background, methodology, key findings, and
conservation implications. However, it is excessively long and contains unnecessary explanations regarding known leopard ecology. It should be shortened by reducing general background statements and focusing more on quantitative results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is scientifically sound in its overall approach, and fecal analysis is an established
and suitable method for nutritional studies in large carnivores. Seasonal comparisons and the separation of prey into wild and domestic groups are ecologically meaningful. The conclusions regarding dietary flexibility and increasing dependence on domestic animals are supported by the data presented.
However, the article could benefit from:
-A clearer statistical explanation of how occurrence frequency is calculated.
-A distinction between prey frequency and prey biomass contribution.
-A clearer explanation of how prey species are identified and validated.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is comprehensive and includes many classic and regionally relevant studies
on leopard ecology and fecal analysis. It adequately supports the background and discussion of the study. However, most of the references are from before 2015, and only a few recent studies have been included.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript is understandable but requires substantial language editing. There are frequent
grammatical errors, long and repetitive sentences, and inconsistent verb tenses. Professional
English language editing is strongly recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments
	This study presents useful long-term ecological data from an understudied region of India and
highlights conservation risks associated with declining wild game populations. The article could be further improved with clearer data presentation, enhanced statistical explanations, and more concise writing. With moderate revision, this article has the potential to make a
significant contribution to carnivore ecology and conservation biology.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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