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	Author’s Feedback (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 detailed and timely analysis of the role of Minor Forest Produce (MFP) in tribal livelihoods, particularly for women in the Keshkal Forest Division of Chhattisgarh. It highlights the socio-economic, environmental, and policy-related challenges associated with MFP collection and marketing. The work contributes significantly to the understanding of gendered aspects in forest-based economies and can inform future research and policy frameworks.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and reflects the core themes of the paper.


	

	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 is comprehensive, clearly stating the problem, methodology, and policy recommendations. However, it could be improved by explicitly stating the scope of the review and mentioning key findings in bullet or short sentence format for quick reference.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and thoroughly referenced. The discussion is backed by current and region-specific data, and the logical flow is well-maintained throughout.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient, diverse, and up-to-date. They include a mix of primary and secondary sources, recent journal articles, and government data. No additional references required at this point.


	

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


	The manuscript is well-written and the language is appropriate for academic publishing. Minor proofreading may enhance readability further.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures or diagrams showing gendered labor distribution in MFP collection or a summary conceptual framework would add visual appeal and clarity.
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