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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.


	It has policy and safety relevance
It creates awareness of what is to happen when Leaopard conflict is down played

It creates a baseline record for further research and analysis.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title will need some amendments if truly the authors want to perform time series analysis. Either than that it must be changed to fit the type of information that has been put in the manuscript.
(The Chronobiology of Conflict: Time Series Analysis of Fatal Leopard (Panthera Pardus Fusca) Attacks on Humans in Gir Somnath District, Gujarat, India) or (The Chronobiology of Conflict: Time Series Analysis of  Human- Leopard (Panthera Pardus Fusca) Conflict in Gir Somnath District, Gujarat, 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.


	Yes, as per what the general body states but when it comes in connection with the title the abstract will need amendment
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is largely descriptive and lacks analytical rigor or methodology. It did not use any quantitative analysis sand does not have any statistical support
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	YES
	

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


	YES, but can be enhanced by checking some expressions for example in 3.1 after the figure 2 (including a record high of 15 attacks). This other statement must be checked. 
Subject Verb Agreement must be checked in all sentences or paragraphs.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Census figure quoted under the study area for the inhabitants of 345 villages must be verified from the panchayat.
Looking at the data analysis section, this is not how to write a time series paper (There is no model, No uncertainty, No effect size, no ranking method etc.)

Under 3.1 A table in addition to the figure would have given a clearer representation of the data.

Authors must explicitly state the software to be used for the analysis as well as the methodology

Under 3.3 authors must explain why men are more vulnerable than women

In table 1 which scoring method or ranking method did you use for the classification of risk level eg high etc

Under 2.2 There is a phrase like focused Fieldwork, can the authors check if it is a widely used expression if not it must be reframed.
Again, in India when data is collected it must be validated by the leaders of the village eg the panchayt etc was this done? If yes please include that into your manuscript

In Fig. 2. Annual trend of leopard attacks in Gir Somnath district (2014–2023) a 
Line graph would have given a better picture of the trend.

There a lot of inconsistencies in the reference section. Authors must check and apply what the journal upholds. Eg Inconsistent journal title formatting, DOI and URL inconsistencies, author initials and punctuation in the referencing, and the references are clamped together, at least one reference must be separated from the other by a space.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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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