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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it provides comparative, field-based evidence on prey availability and dietary dynamics of apex predators across two protected landscapes in Rajasthan, namely Sisarma Banki Forest and Sajjangarh Wildlife Sanctuary. By integrating scat analysis with robust statistical approaches, the study enhances understanding of how habitat type and protection status shape predator–prey relationships, which is critical for evidence-driven conservation planning. The findings contribute valuable ecological insights into trophic flexibility and resource use, helping refine management strategies aimed at reducing human–wildlife conflict and maintaining ecosystem balance. Overall, the work adds region-specific empirical data that can inform broader comparative studies on carnivore ecology and conservation policy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable because it clearly reflects the core focus of the study-comparative analysis of prey availability and dynamics across two study sites. It accurately conveys the ecological and statistical nature of the work and signals its relevance to predator ecology and conservation 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.
	The abstract is generally informative and covers the study objective, methods (scat analysis and ANOVA), key findings, and conservation relevance. It clearly communicates that the work compares prey dynamics of leopards between Sisarma Banki Forest and Sajjangarh Wildlife Sanctuary in Rajasthan. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound in principle, as it employs an established ecological approach (scat analysis) combined with statistical testing (ANOVA) to evaluate prey composition and seasonal variation. The study design—comparing two habitats, Sisarma Banki Forest and Sajjangarh Wildlife Sanctuary in Rajasthan-is appropriate for addressing habitat-based differences in predator diet and prey dynamics.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list includes many classical and foundational studies on carnivore ecology and scat-analysis methodology, which are relevant and useful for background context. However, most citations are older (pre-2015), with only a few recent sources, indicating that the literature is not sufficiently up-to-date for a contemporary ecological study. Given the rapid growth in research on leopard ecology, human-dominated landscapes, and quantitative diet analysis, the manuscript would benefit from incorporating more recent peer-reviewed studies (last 5–10 years).
	

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


	The English quality is acceptable but needs careful language editing for clarity, conciseness, and grammar. Professional proofreading or revision by a fluent English speaker is recommended to improve readability and ensure the manuscript meets journal standards.
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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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