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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 an overview of socio-economic factors driving illegal wildlife trade in India. By synthesizing current literature and highlighting regional poaching and trafficking patterns, it addresses gaps in understanding poverty, culture, governance, and wildlife crime. The studies offer insights for conservation policy and law enforcement. Its findings are especially relevant for researchers, policymakers, and NGOS seeking data-driven strategies to combat illegal wildlife trade.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	To attract funding from a broader range of researchers, authors should avoid directly repeating keywords in both the title and the keywords section. For example, instead of using “wildlife trade” in both, they can use “wildlife trafficking” in the keywords section to enhance discoverability.
	

	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 of the article is fairly comprehensive.
However, it outlines the main theme (illegal wildlife trade in India), the socio-economic drivers involved ( poverty, unemployment, etc) and the methodology and the conclusion. Some words are repetitive, the grammar needs to be checked, and it could be more focused and concise.
The phrases “ The current study will…” and “ It will attempt” are misleading, as the study is already been conducted!

It lacks a clear mention of specific findings and regional patterns. 
In the conclusion of the abstract, the authors start shifting from summarizing the actual finding (like socio-economic drivers of wildlife trade) to general statements such as “Government, NGOs, civil society and businesses...”.
In a well-written conclusion of the abstract, it is good to clearly state the study's findings (e.g. “the review shows that poverty, unemployment … are the most important factors of poaching in India, leading to alive and animal parts illegal wildlife trade ….”), then offer general recommendations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	However, there are some concerns regarding the methodology and critical depth (the keyword findings are too general, how the data was analyzed clearly, what type of literature where prioritized), The manuscript is scientifically valid in its core argument and presents a comprehensive overview of the socio-economic factors contributing to illegal wildlife trade in India.
Authors need to be aware of weak evidence by using different sources as described in the paragraph below about referencing Rana & Kumar (2023) in single paragraphs.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, overall, the references are fairly recent and sufficient, however, there are a few areas where the reference list could be enhanced and diversified.
reduce dependency on Rana & Kumar (2023) on single paragraphs of the different regions of India, if there are more studies. While it is a valuable source, overdependence on one paper weakens the evidence. 
Section 5: Socio-economic factors driving illegal wildlife trade

This section moves abruptly from one topic to another without sufficient transitions. The reference is not sufficient, while the authors speak about lots of different aspects and causes of illegal wildlife trade and the socio-economic factors. The paragraph jumps from environmental impacts to zoonotic diseases, then  shifts to organized crime, without any linking sentences to guide the reader through the argument.
Could the authors expand on how the wildlife trade in India contributes to zoonotic disease transitions? Is it important here?
· Although the manuscript focuses on India, it would benefit from referencing theoretical frameworks and global comparisons. 
Please make sure that all references cited in the text are included in the reference list, and that there are no missing or additional entries. The in-text citations and the reference list should be fully consistent and accurately matched. It seems that the following references are not mentioned or cited within the main body.
Singh, C. P., Kumar, A., Vipin, Sharma, (...), & Gupta, S. K. (2019). Online selling of wildlife part with spurious name: a serious challenge for wildlife crime enforcement. International Journal of Legal Medicine, 133, 65-69.

Rahmani, A.R. (2022). Indian avian diversity: Status, challenges and solutions, in biodiversity in India. Status, Issues and Challenges. Springer. pp. 175-190.

Pimid, M., Mohd Nasir, M. R., Krishnan, K. T., (…), & Perijin, J. (2022). Understanding social dimensions in wildlife conservation: Multiple stakeholder views. Animals, 12(7), 811. 

Mandal, P., Mallick, P. H. & Bhattacharya, T. (2024). An analysis of illegal trade of non-marine turtles in West Bengal, India: Study based on a seven-year confiscation scenario. Research Square. https://doi.org/10.21203/rs.3.rs-4812000/v1

Hulme, P.E. (2021) Unwelcome exchange: international trade as a direct and indirect driver of biological invasions worldwide. One Earth 4(5):666–679. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oneear.2021.04.015

Dutta, H. (2023). Illegal avian and reptilian pets: Global perspectives and challenges. Cuadernos de Biodiversidad, 65, 4-22.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable, but the following important points should be considered:
Abstract: The phrases “ The current study will…” and “ It will attempt” are misleading, as the study is already been conducted!
Some paragraphs could benefit from smoother transitions between ideas, making the argument easier to follow. It is a good idea for authors to check the following paragraphs and make sure there is an acceptable transition from the main point to general observations and examples. Use linking phrases like “Additionally,” “However,” “To address this...”.
· Section 5: Socio-economic factors driving illegal wildlife trade
· Section 6: Conclusion and Policy Recommendations

Phrases such as “the lure of easy money” or “adrenaline surges are being blamed” sound too casual for a scientific article.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a complex issue with informative and timely approach. However, Major revisions are needed in terms of publishable quality.
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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 detail)
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