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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.


	In my opinion, the practical application of scientific research in the field of environmental protection is the most important goal for any study. Research that combines ecological and legal aspects will allow the data to be used without further interpretation by relevant services. I would also like to note that drawing attention to the problem before critical population levels are reached significantly increases the chances of success due to the unwieldiness of most legal systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The data and conclusions presented seem logical to me.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Reference 1 and 32 are the same
May be this info will be helpful https://www.researchgate.net/publication/393484478_Red_panda_conservation_and_climate_change_in_Dhorpatan_Hunting_Reserve_Integrating_community_knowledge_and_land_use_change
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	In the introductory section, the presented graph raises some questions for me. Although it shows a possible decrease in percentage terms, I would like to see the numerical data for 2010 if possible. The research data provided for 2022 and 2023 do not match either the beginning or the end of the time period, which hinders the understanding of the data.
I have no doubts about the methodology of green corridors. Genetic testing of the population is possible, but it immediately entails the development of programs to increase diversity. In international practice, this includes catching and relocating animals, which often faces problems with both funding and organization.

A total baggage check is correct, but after that, there is the question of how the airport should deal with the confiscated animals? How is this done now, and are these animals returned to the wild?
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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