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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 is important for the scientific community because it systematically documents a wide range of Indigenous Technical Knowledge (ITK) on pulse seed storage that is otherwise at risk of being lost from rural communities in Tamil Nadu. By quantifying adoption levels across 120 farmers and different districts, it provides empirical evidence on how traditional storage practices contribute to reducing post-harvest losses and enhancing food and nutritional security.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Indigenous Technical Knowledge on pulses storage in Tamil Nadu,” is generally suitable because it reflects the focus on ITK, pulses, storage, and the geographic area. However, it can be strengthened by making the empirical and documentation aspects more explicit. 
	

	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 moderately comprehensive, covering the context of pulse importance, post-harvest losses, study objectives, methods  and key conclusions on ITK's value for sustainability. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Adoption data from 120 farmers (e.g., 96% for red earth slurry, 93% ash dusting, 45% medium overall) appears empirically derived without evident contradictions, and district-specific practices match regional documentation in Tamil Nadu. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	However, they lack recency: most are pre-2020 (e.g., 1995, 2007, 2009, 2014), with only two from 2020 and one from 2023, missing post-2020 advances in ITK validation, nano-silica from ash, and climate-resilient storage amid India's pulse import dependency.
	

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


	The manuscript's English requires significant proofreading due to frequent grammatical errors and awkward phrasing, making it unsuitable for scholarly publication without revision.
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