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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.
	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Title and Abstract The title adequately communicates the essence of the study while underscoring its significance within culture. The abstract describes the purpose of the study, the processes employed, and the results obtained. However, it contains some unnecessary wordings that may be streamlined to further enhance the clarity of the content. 

2. Introduction The introduction clearly situates the research and provides relevant historical context. It defines the role of Pothi Bacha in culture and spirituality. The transition towards the problem statement, however, needs greater emphasis on the call to action for safeguarding the tradition. A clearer format of the research goals would improve understanding. 

3. Methodology The methodology is still very well explained and suitable for the focus of the study. The application of ethnography, interviewing and comparative methods is certainly an asset to the research. However, adding some quantitative information like the demographics of the sample population and the sample size would improve the research. Defining the scope of the study by explaining the selection criteria for participants would also increase clarity. 

4. Cultural Context and Contemporary Challenges This part of the work includes a lot of historical and cultural information which makes Pothi Bacha significant. The discussion on its decline is well-structured, covering modernization, educational shifts, and changing audience preferences. A more comparative approach, linking Pothi Bacha to other vanishing oral traditions in India or globally, would provide a broader perspective.

5. The Gap in Preservation and Revival Strategies The revival strategies provided are practical and clear. Community participation, education, digital documentation, and government assistance are noteworthy. Still, more elaboration into successful case studies where similar traditions were revived would be helpful.

6. Conclusion While the conclusion summarizes the research and urges the readers for preservation, it can be shortened and should not repeat some of the earlier statements. The oral traditions can stand on their own but a stronger statement on their importance to the contemporary world will be needed to make an impact. 

7. References The references have been selected appropriately, but correcting the citation format for consistency should be done. More recent research on digital preservation strategies should be included to help justify the changes that were suggested.

Overall Evaluation

•
Strengths: conlcise cultural analysis, extensive qualitative approach, clear analysis of the decline and revival pattern.

•
Areas for Improvement: revision of the abstract and the conclusion, add some estimation data, revisit the comparison strength, add more case studies.

Recommendation: Accept with few changes.
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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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