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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 is valuable to the scientific community because it allows us to understand the different types of human-wildlife conflicts, their consequences, and to guide conservation policies and community-based management strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think the title needs to be revised and I propose: "Strategy for managing conflict between humans and carnivores: The case of leopards (Panthera pardus) in Maharashtra, India"
	

	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 summary does not show the methodology adopted, so the summary must be restructured as follows: Context and problem, study objectives, study area and methodology, main results and implications of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript lacks statistical analyses to strengthen its findings. The manuscript performs a vertical analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent. These references are quite relevant.
	

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


	Yes, the English quality of the article is suitable for scientific communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is very interesting for the scientific community. However, the authors need to restructure it. Specifically, they should highlight the data collection and analysis methodologies. There are quite a few long, unreferenced sentences. Point 3, "Results," needs clarification. It would be interesting to include distribution maps and dispersion indices by digitizing the collected data.

The discussion needs to be revised (expanded).
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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? 


	No, the manuscript does not present any ethical problems.
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