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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 contribution of the manuscript to the scientific community is considerable since it offers one of the few decade-scale, long-term studies of human-leopard conflict using a chronobiological approach. Through the systematic nature of the relationship between the diel and seasonal patterns of conflict and human activities, land-use change and leopard behaviour, the study contributes to the body of empirical evidence related to how big carnivores adjust to human-dominated environments. The results provide practical evidence-based information on wildlife managers and policymakers, especially on the determination of high-risk periods, places, and target populations. The research, in a broader sense, adds to the existing body of literature on human-wildlife conflicts in the world by revealing how fine-scale time series can result in the design of coexistence and conservation practices in fast-paced socio-ecological systems.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Indeed, the existing title is mostly appropriate and scientifically reasonable, since it makes the main focus of the research very clear: the presence of chronobiological (time-based) patterns of human-leopard conflict in a given geographic location. It is accurate, scholarly and suitable to original research article in the field of wildlife ecology or conservation science.
	

	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 generally detailed and informative; it not only indicates the objective of the study, location of the study, data sources, and time range (2014-2023) but also the core results regarding diel, seasonal, spatial, and demographic human-leopard conflicts. It effectively elucidates the size of the data and the management-related applicability of the study.

	

	[bookmark: _Hlk221197234]Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	By and large, the paper is scientifically valid and methodologically sound, and its main arguments meet the existing literature on the human-leopard conflict and carnivore chronobiology. The triangulation of field-based qualitative data with the long-term dataset (2014-2023), relying on official Forest Department records are adequate empirical premise. Their interpretation of diel and seasonal trends, spatial clustering along forest fringe and demographic susceptibility is in line with the ecology of the leopard and similar works in India or elsewhere.
Nevertheless, certain elements should be approached slightly on a scientific level, and not mean that they are wrong, namely:
	Certain causal interpretations (e.g. attributing spikes in winter or the type of crop directly to leopard behaviour) could do with a little more of a cautionary note in wording that would enable them to be a type of association rather than an absolute cause unless they are backed by other ecological evidence.
	The risk assessment matrix, although helpful and well explained, is qualitative; it should be made clear, not to create the effect of statistical risk modelling.
Arguments concerning the recent changes in seasons (e.g. winter becoming risky) are intriguing but must be put forward as a new trend that needs subsequent observation as opposed to a definite lesson.
Notably, no obvious factual mistakes, ecological misconceptions, or, abuse of concepts are present. After some small adjustments in the wording and acknowledgement of methodological constraints, the manuscript can be considered to be in the accepted standards of science, and is also a valid contribution to the study of human-wildlife conflicts.
	

	[bookmark: _Hlk221197247]Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	As I find relevant references:
Chronobiology & Conflict
· Gaynor, K. M., et al. (2018). Effects of the human perturbation on the nocturnality of wildlife. Science 360(6394): 1232-1235.
· Struebig, M. J., et al. (2021). Carnivore associations with features of the human landscape and human patterns of activity. Journal of Applied Ecology.
· Ramesh, T., et al. (2020). Indian livestock depredation by large carnivores: patterns and forecasts. International Environmental Protection.
· Odden, M., et al. (2021). Carnevore systems: landscape characteristics and human scales of conflict. Conservation Biology.
· Dickman, A. J., et al. (2019). Spatial ecology of big carnivores in the anthropogenic environment: habits, operations, administration. Yearbook Review of Ecology, Evolution, and Systematics.
· Bagchi, S., et al. (2021). Ecology of habitat use and movement of leopards in agricultural matrices in India. Ecology and Evolution

	

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

	The English and the general standard of the language used throughout the manuscript are largely sufficient to convey scholarly information, and the scientific concepts are clearly presented. Its terminology is suitable for the areas of wildlife ecology, conservation biology, and human-wildlife conflict.

	

	Optional/General comments

	
	




	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	[bookmark: _Hlk221197312]Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	There are no significant ethical issues in the manuscript, and the paper seems to adhere to the general ethical standards of conducting research on human-wildlife conflict. The researcher has based their study mainly on secondary data, collected through the official records of the Gujarat Forest Department and supplemented it with other studies, based on fieldwork interviews and focus group discussions, which is ethically acceptable in this research.
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