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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.


	The article has significance to the scientific community, as it gives a complete and current synthesis of ecological, agricultural and socio-economic aspects of human-Banbakri (nilgai) conflict in India, which is an issue of increasing national and regional interest. The combination of the population dynamics, crop depredation, and available mitigation strategies fills the gaps between wildlife ecology and pest management research and rural livelihood research. The suggested framework of Integrated Banbakri Pest Management (IBPM) has the qualities of providing a scientifically-based, policy-relevant framework, capable of informing future research, conservation planning, and evidence-based decision-making. In general, the article provides useful information to researchers, practitioners, and policymakers who operate in the intersection of biodiversity conservation and sustainable agriculture.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is appropriate because it does capture the primary focus of the manuscript on the human-Banbakri (nilgai) conflict, crop depredation, ecological drivers, and mitigation measures in India. It is educative, scientifically adept, and it suits well with the review nature of the research.


	

	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, the abstract is pretty comprehensive and has clear summary of the scope, context and objectives of the review. It is effective in bringing out the issue of human-Banbakri (nilgai) tensions, the factors leading to crop destruction, the geographical concentration and the necessity of combined management measures.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the paper is scientifically good and methodologically suitable as a review article. A great amount of peer-reviewed literature, government reports, and other reliable sources of secondary data were used to substantiate the arguments, and the ecological, agricultural, and socio-economic explanations are consistent with the available knowledge of the ecology of large herbivores and human-wildlife conflict. The analysis of the distribution of Banbakri (Boselaphus tragocamelus), its behaviour, prey preferences, and conflict motivation is logical and consistent with results in previous local and national research. The reviewed mitigation measures are scientifically valid and are balanced in their presentation, taking into consideration ecological, legal, and socio-cultural constraints. In general, no significant scientific flaws can be observed in the manuscript; rather, few minor improvements can be made to some of its aspects connected to the consistency of terms, careful generalization of local data, and better clarity of the relationship between the facts of the study and policy suggestions can be achieved.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	From a general perspective, the number of references utilized in the manuscript does not seem insufficient; it includes the most important literature on the topic of human-wildlife conflict, the ecology of the nilgai (Boselaphus tragocamelus), crop depredation research, and approaches to managing the issue in the Indian context. The ratio between the foundational papers and the more recent ones is good.


	

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


	Yes, the language and the quality of the whole English of the manuscript are usually appropriate for scholarly communication. The text is written in correct scientific language, the writing is academic, and more complicated ecological and socio-economic ideas are described with reasonable understandability.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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