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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.


	This manuscript provides useful empirical evidence on the entrepreneurial behaviour of tribal women involved in the pastoralist sector, a livelihood sector of considerable socio-economic importance in the north-eastern part of India. It combines entrepreneurship, traditional farming practices and women's empowerment in a tribal context, which is still not properly researched. The findings are relevant to researchers, extension workers, non-governmental organisations and policy makers working on micro-enterprises run by women, rural livelihoods and value-added agri- activities. The study may inform training, capacity building and policy interventions aimed at fostering serivocally based entrepreneurship among tribal women.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the name is appropriate and clearly reflects the population (tribal women), the activity (sowing), the key construct (business culture) and the learning area (Dhemaji district, Assam). If an alternative is needed, the following can be considered: the following: entrepreneurial behaviour of tribal women in Dhemaji district, Assam: empirical evaluation.
	

	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 clear, logically structured and provides a good summary of the objectives, sampling process, instruments used, main results and conclusions. It's generally complex. However, it can be reinforced by (i) explicitly mentioning the key statistical tools (EBI, WM, mean, standard deviation) used for the analysis and (ii) adding 1-2 sentences on the political or extensionary consequences of the capacity-building of women in the field of sericulture.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the handwriting is scientifically sound. The selection of the study area, the sampling (120 tribal women from 10 villages), the collection of data using a structured data-collection plan and the use of a standardised and adapted scale of entrepreneurial behaviour are appropriate. The use of frequencies, percentages, averages, standard deviations, EBI and weighted average scores is appropriate for the objectives. The results are interpreted logically and the conclusions are in line with the data presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	These references are appropriate, relevant and include some recent work (2018-25) on entrepreneurship and the practice of sericulture. They provide a sound theoretical and empirical basis for the proposal. The authors may consider adding several additional studies specifically on (i) tribal entrepreneurship and (ii) female participation in serfdom and similar agri-businesses in other regions, in order to complete the review of the literature. This is a proposal, not a requirement.
	

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


	Yes, the language is generally intelligible, suitable for scholarly communication, and grammatically correct. The readability could be further improved by a small copy-edit for minor typographic errors, punctuation and a few sentence smoothing, but no major linguistic revision is required.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The text is well structured, with a clear flow from the introduction to the methodology, the results, the discussions and the conclusions. The tables are informative and directly linked to the objectives and ranking of the components of entrepreneurial behaviour (self-efficiency, social engagement, identifying opportunities, etc.). Adds a value. This debate could be further enhanced by (i) linking the findings more explicitly to previous studies quoted in the literature review and (ii) developing policy and dissemination implications, in particular on leadership development, creativity and innovation, and training modules for tribal women in the field of beekeeping. Overall, the document is a useful contribution and deserves to be published after some revisions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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