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	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.


	The findings highlight the deep interconnection between the Kukis and their surrounding forests, where NTFPs not only provide sustenance but also reinforce cultural traditions and identity. Seasonal patterns of collection demonstrate indigenous ecological knowledge, reflecting the community’s ability to adapt to forest cycles. Beyond subsistence, many of these products serve as sources of supplementary income, strengthening household economies. Thus, forest resources remain central to the Kukis’ social fabric, sustaining both livelihoods and heritage.
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	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 format of the abstract is not being followed as stated by the journal guidelines
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. Improper format of in-text citations {Should have been Pandey et al., (2016) instead of Pandey A. K., Tripathi Y. C., & Kumar A. 2016)}. Throughout the paper this error has been committed by the authors.
2. The paragraph “The objective of the study is to assess the types, amount, …….been made to achieve the objective of the study” should have been under methodology section instead of introduction section
3. After introduction, there is subheading ‘Study area’ followed by ‘Geographical background of the study’. Why such discrepancies or errors. Simply they can write all under Methodology section.
4. The scientific or botanical name in italics should be written. 
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	1. Journal names in the research articles referenced are not italicized format
2. Wrong format of referencing for a book chapter as no mention of editor, book name, publisher, etc (Dattagupta, S., & Gupta, A. (2016). Non-timber forest product (NTFP) in northeast India: an overview of availability, utilization, and conservation. Bioprospecting of Indigenous Bioresources of North-East India, 311-322.)
3. Wrong format of referencing (Kangpokpi_district, Retrieved on 27th July, 2017 from https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/)
4. In some references the year is not mentioned inside brackets ‘()’.
Authors are strongly instructed to follow the reference guidelines by looking into already published papers 
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