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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

1. The title indicates that the tribal people in the study area are involved in or have
been trying to conserve the area's biodiversity, and they have been facing
certain constraints in doing so. However, the delineation made in the paper has
not mentioned anything like that. Thus, the title of the paper is somewhat
misleading. The author must change it to represent the paper's content properly.

2. The paper has no context; it has not described the problems to be addressed in
the paper/research. To make it a meaningful research paper, the author must
describe the past and present bio-diversity of the area under the study, the
issues related to depleting bio-diversity of the area and the tribal people'sneeds
to conserve the bio-diversity by delineating the relationship between the tribes
under the study and the flora, fauna and bio-masses of the area.

3. The author must provide some of the crucial questions asked to the respondents
and describe in detail the process of ranking them (like a specific scale for
putting scores to the responses).

4. The author must also discuss to what extent the tribal people have access to and
authority over the natural resources and biodiversity components. Without
access and authority, there is no point in discussing the conservation of
biodiversity. The author must look at the context of conservation to find out the
relations between the state authority and community authority and responsibility
and necessity over these components.

5. Without proper deliberation of the abovementioned aspects, the paper seemsto
be a simple opinion study, not a research paper. However, if the authorhas
those data, it can be added and interpreted to make the paper meaningful and
publishable.

Minor REVISION comments

Qptjonal/General comments
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Reviewer's comment

IAuthor’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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