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	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.


	This manuscript provides a crucial contribution to the scientific community by offering an in-depth analysis of livelihood strategies in the Rudra Prayag District of the Garhwal Himalaya. By examining variations in livelihood choices across different altitudes and socio-economic conditions, the study enhances our understanding of rural sustainability and poverty reduction efforts. The findings highlight the significance of diverse income-generating activities, including agriculture, tourism, and remittances, in shaping household resilience and economic stability. Furthermore, the study's use of statistical modeling, such as binary logistic regression, provides valuable insights into the relationships between livelihood assets and strategy choices, making it a valuable reference for policymakers, researchers, and development practitioners.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Analysis of Livelihood Strategy Variation in Rudra Prayag District of Garhwal Himalaya: Implications for Poverty Reduction," is comprehensively descriptive and relevant to the study. 
	

	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 provides a clear overview of the study, covering the research focus, methodology, key findings, and implications. However, the author must clearly state the research objective at the beginning. For example: “This study investigates the variations in livelihood strategies across different blocks of Rudra Prayag District to assess their impact on poverty reduction.” The abstract should highlight the most significant findings with specific data points. For example: Instead of “people are mainly dependent on tourism, agriculture, animal husbandry, and vegetable cultivation,” specify the proportion of people engaged in each sector. Mention the role of remittances as a key livelihood source for some blocks. Also, explicitly state how the study’s findings contribute to policy-making or sustainable livelihood planning. Check grammar and article agreement, “The study also identifies the factors that are interlinked with the socio-economic attributes of the people which involved in various income generating activities”. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically good in terms of its research framework, data collection methods, and analysis. The study effectively defines its focus on livelihood strategies and poverty reduction in Rudra Prayag District. The research employs random sampling, semi-structured interviews, and binary logistic regression, which are valid methods for socio-economic studies. The use of SPSS 16 for data analysis adds credibility to the findings. The Livelihood Diversification Index and logistic regression model provide a structured way to examine livelihood strategies.The manuscript thoroughly discusses the socio-economic factors influencing livelihood choices, addressing both agricultural and non-agricultural strategies. While the study uses binary logistic regression, it does not clearly state the hypothesis being tested in the introduction or methodology. A clear hypothesis statement would strengthen the scientific validity of the paper. Some sections, particularly in the Results and Discussion, present findings in a descriptive manner without sufficient interpretation. For example, the impact of education level, remittances, and infrastructure access on livelihood strategies could be better contextualized using existing literature. Tables and figures should be properly labeled and referenced in the text. Some numerical findings are discussed without reference to the corresponding tables or figures for clarity. The study suggests that financial assets influence non-agricultural livelihood strategies and natural assets favour agricultural livelihoods, but the manuscript should provide stronger empirical justification for these claims, possibly by referencing prior research. Some sections contain grammatical errors and awkward phrasing, which might affect readability. A professional language review would enhance clarity. Certain explanations, such as logistic regression equations, could be made more reader-friendly by explaining their relevance in simpler terms.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript cover a range of studies relevant to livelihood strategies, sustainable development, and rural poverty reduction. The references align well with the themes of sustainable livelihoods, poverty reduction, and rural development. The manuscript includes key theoretical works (e.g., Scoones, 1998 on sustainable rural livelihoods) and empirical studies on livelihood strategies. It also includes references from government sources (Census of India, 2011), international development organizations (DFID, IISD), and peer-reviewed research papers. Some references are over 15–20 years old (e.g., Chambers & Conway, 1992; DFID, 1999; Jalan & Ravallion, 1999). While these are foundational, more recent studies should be included. The manuscript lacks newer research (2020 onward) on livelihood diversification, climate resilience, and rural poverty. Including studies on livelihood strategies in other mountainous regions (e.g., Nepal, Bhutan, or African highlands) would strengthen the global context. Here are my suggested additional references covering some recent studies:
Ellis, F. (2019). Rural Livelihoods and Diversity in Developing Countries. Oxford University Press. (Updated insights on rural livelihood frameworks.)
Bebbington, A., & Batterbury, S. (2018). Rural Livelihoods and Social Capital: A Sustainable Livelihoods Perspective. World Development, 105, 25-40. (Discusses the role of social capital in livelihood diversification.)
Rahman, S., & Akter, S. (2021). Impact of Climate Change on Rural Livelihoods in the Himalayas. Sustainability, 13(8), 4239. (Relevant for discussing climate-related livelihood vulnerabilities.)
Adhikari, S., et al. (2022). Mountain Livelihood Strategies and Adaptation to Environmental Stress: Evidence from the Hindu Kush Himalayas. Environmental Research Letters, 17(6). (Newer perspective on rural livelihoods in high-altitude regions.)
	

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


	The language quality of the manuscript is generally acceptable for scholarly communication, but it requires improvements in clarity, grammar, and academic tone to enhance readability and professionalism. The manuscript appropriately uses academic and technical terms related to livelihood strategies, poverty reduction, and sustainable development. The paper also follows a standard scientific format (abstract, introduction, methods, results, discussion, and conclusion), making it easier to follow. The inclusion of statistical models and quantitative findings adds rigor to the discussion.

Some sentences are too long, complex, or awkwardly structured, making them difficult to read. Example: "The study also identifies the factors that are interlinked with the socio-economic attributes of the people which involved in various income generating activities." Try to improve the language by revising such sentences. For instance; "The study identifies factors linked to the socio-economic attributes of individuals engaged in various income-generating activities."
The manuscript, in instances, mixes past and present tenses inconsistently within sections. Example: "This paper has emphasis on, to understand the variation of livelihood strategies..." Should be "This paper emphasizes understanding the variation in livelihood strategies..."
While passive voice is common in academic writing, excessive use can reduce clarity. Example: "The data were analyzed by using SPSS 16 software." Better: "We analyzed the data using SPSS 16 software."
Some sections, especially the Results and Discussion, contain abrupt transitions between ideas. Adding clear topic sentences and transitional phrases would improve flow.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Darlington Arnold Mangaba, Rusangu University, Zambia

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


