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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.


	1. Novel empirical insights reveal relationships between traditional agriculture and income inequality in Northeast India, providing foundational data for understanding socioeconomic dynamics in similar agrarian societies.

2. The study's innovative application of Gini coefficient decomposition to analyze shifting cultivation practices offers a methodologically rigorous framework that advances quantitative approaches in agricultural economics research.

3. The comprehensive historical analysis spanning pre-colonial, colonial, and post-independence periods provides valuable longitudinal perspectives on agrarian transformation that enriches academic discourse on the evolution of traditional farming systems.

4. The paper's policy-relevant findings regarding differential economic outcomes between households offer crucial evidence for policymakers designing inclusive rural development strategies, while establishing a replicable analytical approach for studying agricultural transitions in mountainous and tribal regions across South and Southeast Asia.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	SUGGESTED ALTERNATIVE TITLES:

"Traditional Agriculture and Income Inequality: Evidence from Mizoram, Northeast India"

RATIONALE FOR RECOMMENDED TITLE:

- Concise (10 words)

- Clearly identifies the main variables (shifting cultivation, income inequality)

- Specifies the geographical focus (Mizoram)

- Highlights the analytical approach (decomposition analysis)

- Uses standard academic terminology

- More likely to be found in database searches

- Follows international journal title conventions
	

	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 requires Major Revision to transform it from a descriptive summary into a structured, analytical abstract that:

1. Follows international journal standards

2. Clearly states research objectives and methodology

3. Highlights key quantitative findings

4. Demonstrates research significance

5. Improves technical writing quality
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates solid understanding of Gini decomposition methodology and provides valuable empirical insights. However, several data inconsistencies and methodological gaps need addressing to meet high scientific standards. The core analytical approach is sound, but implementation details require improvement.

The historical analysis is generally accurate and well-researched, while the quantitative analysis follows established econometric practices but lacks some standard robustness checks and significance testing that would strengthen the scientific validity of the conclusions.

Recommendation: minor to moderate revision required for full scientific correctness.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list needs Major expantion with recent, high-quality, international literature to meet publication standards for reputable journals. The current over-reliance on historical and local sources needs to be balanced with contemporary theoretical and empirical literature from the broader development studies field.
	

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


	Current status: Requires moderate language revision

Post-revision potential: Suitable for scholarly communication

Recommendation: Professional English editing strongly recommended

The content demonstrates good academic understanding and appropriate terminology use, but the language mechanics need improvement to meet international journal standards. With proper editing, this manuscript could achieve publication-quality English.

Overall language rating: (Adequate but needs improvement)

Priority: Medium-High (should be addressed before submission)
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a valuable study of an important topic in agricultural development. The research has good data and historical analysis, but needs major revisions to meet publication standards. Key improvements needed:

- Strengthen theoretical framework

- Add more analytical depth

- Improve presentation and language

- Enhance methodology

With these revisions, this paper could make a meaningful contribution to understanding agrarian change in developing regions.

Overall recommendation: Major revision required. Good potential for publication after revisions.
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