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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 Paper should follows  the standard format : abstract, back ground, literature review, 
methodology, results and discussion, conclusion. 

 There is no main problem, and what is the purpose of  this research. 
 Metodhology   :  variable and data analysis  unclear 

 The research article was prepared as per the standard format given in 
author guideline section. 

 The Kilpura-Khatima-Surai wildlife corridor has been severely 
disturbed due to encroachment by the communities over the last few 
decades. The purpose of this study was to understand the 
encroachment history of Devipura-Mjahgaon village as well as the 
pattern of human-wildlife conflict during wildlife movement through the 
newly established human settlement. The purpose of this study was 
to identify conservation actions to prevent increasing encroachment 
as well as to mitigate HWC issues. 

 The survey was based on personal interview (structured 
questionnaire) and Focused Group Discussion. A total of 105 
respondents were interviewed including male and female members 
from the village. The respondent wee asked questions on average 
landholding, crops grown and productivity, HWC, extent of damage to 
crops in each season, loss of property, livestock depredation, and 
human injury or mortality among the households, and the measures 
used by the households to mitigate the HWC impacts.  

  
Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 Figure and table should fact fanding based, and it need to be elaborate more in 

accordance with the topic 
 

 The suggestions would be incorporated in the final manuscript. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

 

 


