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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.


	Because it offers a GIS-based analysis of jhum cultivation in relation to slope and elevation, this paper is significant to the scientific community because it presents empirical evidence of how topography affects altering farming techniques. It contributes to the small amount of region-specific study on traditional farming practices in Northeast India, a region rich in biodiversity but also vulnerable to environmental threats, by concentrating on the Phek district of Nagaland. The results emphasize the socioeconomic reliance of nearby populations on this practice in addition to the ecological ramifications, such as soil erosion, land degradation, and biodiversity loss. Researchers, legislators, and environmental planners working on sustainable land use, conservation, and agriculture techniques will find the study useful because of its dual viewpoint.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Jhum cultivation in relation to slope pattern and elevation in Phek District of Northeast India,” is clear and informative.
	

	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 article's abstract is instructive and gives a concise summary of the research, including the history of shifting agriculture, the technique (GIS and remote sensing), and the main discovery that jhum cultivation is concentrated on slopes between 20 and 40°. At the moment, though, it reads less like a concise abstract and more like a lengthy introduction. 

Since the introduction is a preferable place for such general material, the abstract should be condensed by removing the extensive history on shifting cultivation. It could instead highlight the study's main conclusions with exact numerical data, such as the fact that over half of the jhum cultivation in the Phek region takes place at elevations of 1000–1500 meters and on slopes between 20 and 40°, which span 3,824.46 hectares. To keep attention, general terms that are repeated, such as the several names for shifting cultivation, should be eliminated. The abstract should conclude by emphasizing the importance of these findings and their implications for biodiversity management, soil protection, and sustainable agricultural planning in Northeast India's delicate hill ecosystems.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In terms of its goals, methods, data sources, and results interpretation, the manuscript is, in fact, scientifically correct. It is appropriate and well-established in geospatial research to use remote sensing (Landsat 8–9 images) and DEM data (ALOS) for slope and elevation analysis. Additionally, the classification methods (supervised classification using Maximum Likelihood algorithm) are typical for land use/land cover investigations. The findings, which demonstrate consistency between slope, elevation, and jhum distribution, are amply supported by tables, figures, and quantitative data. The scientific validity is strengthened by the discussion's efficient integration of findings with previous studies and its consideration of ecological concerns, including biodiversity loss, land degradation, and soil erosion.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The work by Metzger (2003), Mertz (2002), Murthy et al. (2013), Sati and Rinawma (2014), Debnath et al. (2017), Ray et al. (2021), Bhat et al. (2022), and Temjen et al. (2021) are among the numerous useful and reliable references included in the text. These exhibit a fair balance between modern geospatial research and traditional studies on shifting cultivation. The reference list, however, could be improved in two ways: first, by including more recent research from the last five years that addresses the use of GIS and remote sensing in land-use planning or shifting cultivation in the Northeast; second, by adding works on climate change adaptation and sustainable agriculture in hilly areas, which would increase the paper's policy relevance.


	

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


	Although the article's language is usually intelligible and effectively conveys the information, it is not entirely polished for scholarly communication. Readability is decreased by a number of grammatical errors, odd wording, and repetition. The following lines, for example, could be made more succinct and grammatically correct: "This is referred to as slash-and-burn cultivation, in parts of northeast India it is also called as jhum or jum." Similarly, several technical jargon (such as "miss classification" instead of "misclassification") need to be corrected, and the methods section repeats some sentences needlessly. Although the tone is scholarly, the flow might be enhanced with more accurate word choice and seamless transitions.
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