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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.

Importance for the scientific community as it critically examines the intersection of traditional agricultural
practices, ecological sustainability, and developmental goals. By revisiting shifting cultivation—a deeply
rooted cultural and livelihood system in Northeast India—it provides a nuanced understanding of its
environmental, social, and economic implications. The study highlights strategies to integrate traditional
knowledge with modern sustainable practices, offering a balanced approach to development. This work
serves as a vital resource for researchers, policymakers, and conservationists aiming to achieve
sustainable land-use planning and preserve indigenous practices while addressing global challenges
like climate change and biodiversity loss.

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

e Conciseness: A shorter title could still capture the essence, such as Reevaluating Shifting
Cultivation in Northeast India: Tradition, Sustainability, and Development.

e Specificity: If the manuscript focuses on particular aspects (e.g., socio-economic impacts or
biodiversity), including those in the title could make it even more precise.
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you 1. Clear Objective: Does the abstract explicitly state the purpose of reevaluating shifting

suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this cultivation in Northeast India?

section? Please write your suggestions here. 2. Key Points: Does it summarize the main aspects of traditional practices, sustainability, and
development?

3. Methodology: Does it briefly mention the approach or methods used in the study?

4. Findings and Implications: Does it highlight key results, insights, or conclusions, including
their significance to the scientific community or policymakers?

5. Conciseness: Is it concise yet detailed enough to give the reader a clear overview of the study?

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write 1. Sound Methodology: The methods used to gather data and analyze the implications of shifting
here. cultivation should be rigorous and appropriately designed.

2. Data Accuracy: The data presented must be reliable, verifiable, and relevant to the study's
objectives.

3. Balanced Perspective: The manuscript should objectively address both the positive and
negative aspects of shifting cultivation, incorporating diverse viewpoints and evidence.

4. Logical Argumentation: The conclusions must logically follow from the data and analysis
provided.

5. Reputable References: It should be grounded in well-established literature, referencing
relevant studies, theories, and models.

6. Ethical Considerations: The study should respect ethical standards, especially when dealing
with indigenous communities and traditional knowledge.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 1. Coverage of Key Areas: Do the references adequately cover all aspects discussed in the
suggestions of additional references, please mention manuscript, such as traditional practices, sustainability, and development in the context of
them in the review form. shifting cultivation?

2. Recency: Are the majority of references recent (within the last 5-10 years), reflecting the latest
research and developments in the field? Older references should only be included if they are
seminal works.

3. Diversity of Sources: Do the references include a mix of peer-reviewed journal articles, books,
government reports, and other credible sources?

4. Relevance: Are all cited works directly relevant to the study's objectives and findings?

5. Regional and Global Contexts: Does the reference list include both region-specific studies on

Northeast India and global perspectives on shifting cultivation or related themes?

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

Yes,

It is undarstable. In future you may improve scientific writing skills

Optional/General comments

1.

Relevance and Importance: The manuscript addresses a critical issue by reexamining shifting
cultivation, a traditional practice deeply interwoven with the socio-cultural and ecological fabric
of Northeast India. Its focus on balancing traditional knowledge with modern sustainability goals
is timely and relevant.

Holistic Approach: The manuscript successfully integrates diverse perspectives, including
environmental, economic, and social dimensions. This interdisciplinary approach enhances its
appeal to a broader scientific and policymaking audience.

Clarity and Organization: The structure of the manuscript is logical and well-organized, making
it easy for readers to follow the narrative. However, some sections could benefit from more
detailed explanations, particularly on the methodology or case studies.

Contextual Depth: While the study provides valuable insights, incorporating more examples or
case studies specific to Northeast India could strengthen the contextual depth and relevance.
Actionable Outcomes: The manuscript could further highlight actionable recommendations for
policymakers, practitioners, and local communities to implement sustainable practices while
respecting traditional knowledge systems.
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PART 2:

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)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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