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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 is important for the scientific community because it provides a balanced, evidence-based synthesis of shifting agriculture in Northeast India, moving beyond simplistic narratives that frame jhum as inherently unsustainable. By integrating ecological functions, agro-biodiversity, and livelihood outcomes, the review strengthens understanding of shifting cultivation as a dynamic social–ecological system. The manuscript consolidates dispersed empirical findings and policy insights, making them accessible for researchers working on land-use change, sustainability science, and Indigenous knowledge systems. Moreover, it offers a scientifically grounded foundation for designing context-sensitive policies and future research on sustainable land management in mountain ecosystems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive and scientifically sound
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, The concepts, interpretations, and conclusions are consistent with established scientific literature on shifting cultivation in Northeast India.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, The reference list adequately supports all major claims made in the manuscript. No critical gaps are evident that would undermine the scientific arguments.
	

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


	Overall language quality is good and suitable for scholarly communication.

Minor grammatical issues and occasional repetition are present and should be corrected during revision.

Consistency in tense and citation style should be checked


	

	Optional/General comments


	Section-Wise Comments

Abstract

a) Clear and informative.

b) Could briefly emphasize the key synthesis insight or takeaway, not just the scope of the review.

Introduction

a) Strong contextual grounding and literature support.

b) Suggest explicitly stating the review objectives and guiding questions at the end of the introduction.

Extent and Ecological Context

a) Rich empirical detail and good use of secondary data.

b) Some tabular information could be summarized to improve conciseness.

Ecological Functions and Livelihood Contributions

a) One of the strongest sections.

b) However, more cross-study comparison (e.g., why recovery rates differ across regions) would add analytical depth.

Recent Transitions and Emerging Challenges

a) Relevant and well-written.

b) Would benefit from clearer distinction between documented evidence and author interpretation.

Conclusion

a) Appropriately balanced and reflective.

b) Could include clear policy and research recommendations in bullet or concise form for greater impact.

Strengthen analytical synthesis and critical comparison, Clearly articulate novelty and contribution, and Streamline overly descriptive content.

This review has strong potential to inform both academic discourse and policy debates on shifting cultivation in Northeast India. With improved synthesis and sharper critical framing, it can serve as a valuable reference for researchers, planners, and development practitioners.

Minor Suggestions for Improvement (Optional)

To further strengthen the manuscript, the authors may optionally consider adding a few recent or synthesis-oriented references in the following areas:

Global or comparative perspectives on shifting cultivation

1. Van Vliet et al. (2012; 2013) – on the dynamics and future of swidden systems worldwide.

2. Rasmussen et al. (2017) – on the persistence and transformation of shifting cultivation.

Policy and governance dimensions

1. FAO (2018) reports on traditional agriculture and Indigenous land-use systems.

2. IPBES (2019) Global Assessment – for links between biodiversity, Indigenous practices, and policy.

Climate change and adaptation in mountain agro-ecosystems

1. Recent studies (post-2020) on climate resilience of traditional farming systems in the Eastern Himalayas.
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