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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	Authors have discussed a very important issue of indigenous knowledge which is often not considered when developing climate change mitigation and adaptation strategies. Authors have introduced the paper by highlighting the significance of India’s population and various diversities such as cultural, environmental, climatic etc. Then they mention the climatic changes which need to be mitigated, where the indigenous knowledge can play a key role. Unfortunately, authors have not stated the study objectives. It is important that they include study objects to make the reader comprehend what they are reporting on. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate. 
	

	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.


	Authors should provide a sentence introducing the topic. They should also provide study objectives, highlight the major findings and a take home message.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Authors should provide study objectives. They should tightly link section 2 and 3 to provide a firm foundation for section 4 and subsequent sections. They should discuss the role of indigenous knowledge from the introduction. There are many traditional mitigation strategies especially on agriculture which are not mentioned in section 4 e.g. agroforestry. Industry is rather new but can be included. Alternatively, they should make it clear which sector they are interested in. The traditional ecological knowledge is well discussed. Authors have also provided relevant examples. The conclusions are supported by data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Das et al., 2022 appears once in the text but twice in the reference list. Please delete one. Arrange the references alphabetically. 
	

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


	Check on long sentences and grammatical errors.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Since the article is a review, authors should provide a methodology they used to select articles reviewed. They should indicate the inclusion and exclusion criteria. 
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