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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. 
 

1. This manuscript will contribute significantly to the understanding of the socio-economic conditions and 
traditional ecological knowledge (TEK) of women in the Chakrata District, Uttarakhand. 

2. It will also fill a critical gap in the documentation and analysis of indigenous practices. 
3. The paper will help to offer valuable insights into the intersection of gender, caste, and ecology.   
4. Finally, the paper sheds light on the systemic challenges faced by women, such as hygiene, nutrition, 

and access to resources, while highlighting their pivotal role in sustaining agriculture and preserving 
traditional knowledge.  

 

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

 

Yes, the manuscript title is suitable.   

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 good and comprehensive.  

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write 
here. 

The manuscript appears to be scientifically robust. It uses a comprehensive methodology, including field 

surveys, interviews in the local Jaunsari language, and data from government census records. The author(s) 

triangulate qualitative and quantitative data effectively, providing tables and figures to illustrate key findings.  

 

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

The references are recent but not sufficient. I suggest the writer increase the number of references in the 

manuscript.  

 

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

 

Yes, the language quality of the paper is suitable for scholarly communications.   

Optional/General comments 
 

The manuscript is good and fit for publication, however, I suggest the writer to provide a section for literature 

review. This section is important because it will help to give information on what other authors have done on the 

subject and study gaps as well as the value addition of the study. Additionally, there is need for 

recommendation section, otherwise one may conclude that the paper does not provide any actionable take 

home message for policymakers.  

There are no ethical issues in the manuscript as per my review 
No competing interest issues are found in the manuscript 

No plagiarism found 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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