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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 (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.


	This uncovers the deeper, hidden struggles of tiger widows of Sundarbans, who particularly have to bear the brunt after losing their husbands to tiger attacks. It delves into how their struggles are deeply intertwined with environmental protection, human-wildlife conflict, and economic precariousness, exposing the realities of daily life in this delicate part of the world. The new study provides important insights for policymakers, social workers, and researchers so they can assist in creating concrete solutions to help alleviate financial burdens, reduce social stigma, and provide mental health support. But ultimately it demands immediate policy interventions and grassroots initiatives that support these widows and unlock sustainable pathways for a brighter tomorrow.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	An effective title must be interesting, clear, and speak to the core idea of the manuscript.
	

	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 abstract is well-structured, and well encompasses all the key topics including socio-economic challenges faced by tiger widows, as well as their issues such as poverty, social stigma and psych distress. Also emphasizes self-help groups and NGOs, policy recommendations. But there are some modifications that could enhance its effect and make it a more comprehensive piece.

Suggestions for Improvement: Clarifying the Scope, Highlights of Policy Gaps, Strengthen the Call to Action and Conciseness
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript seems scientifically sound, although I think consistency in the citations and interpretation of data would make the introduction more convincing.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and include recent studies, but a few citations appear outdated.
	

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


	The language is clear and suitable for scholarly communication, but some sentences could be refined for better readability and coherence.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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