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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The manuscript discusses the sustainability of oil palm plantations in Arunachal Pradesh, an ecologically sensitive region that forms part of the Eastern Himalayan biodiversity hotspot. The topic is relevant given the increasing policy emphasis on oil palm expansion in North-East India and the limited availability of region-specific studies. By drawing lessons from South-East Asia and nearby states such as Mizoram, the paper provides a preliminary understanding of potential environmental, social, and economic implications. With further refinement, the manuscript may serve as a useful reference for researchers and policymakers concerned with sustainable land-use planning in fragile ecosystems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title reflects the general theme and study area; however, it does not clearly indicate that the paper is a review-based study. The current wording also lacks specificity regarding the sustainability dimensions discussed.

A revised title that highlights the review nature and scope would improve clarity. For example:

A Review of Environmental, Social and Economic Sustainability of Oil Palm Plantations in Arunachal Pradesh, India.
	

	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 provides a general overview but requires improvement. The objective of the study is not clearly stated, and the methodological approach is described only in broad terms. The abstract would benefit from briefly mentioning the review period, the comparative nature of the analysis, and the key conclusions drawn from the literature. At present, the abstract is largely descriptive and does not adequately convey the main findings or policy relevance of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is conceptually acceptable and is based on relevant literature. However, several scientific issues need attention:

1. The arguments related to biodiversity loss and deforestation in Arunachal Pradesh are largely inferred from studies conducted in other regions. While this approach is understandable due to data limitations, the manuscript should more clearly acknowledge the uncertainty involved in applying these findings to Arunachal Pradesh.

2. The relationship between oil palm expansion and declining forest cover is presented as a correlation, but in some sections the discussion implies causation without sufficient empirical evidence.

3. Figures referred to in the text are not sufficiently explained in terms of data sources, analytical methods, or limitations.

4. The methodology section lacks detail regarding how literature was selected and analysed, which reduces transparency and reproducibility.

Overall, the manuscript is scientifically reasonable but requires clearer framing of assumptions and more cautious interpretation of secondary data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list includes several relevant and recent studies, including publications up to 2024. This is a positive aspect of the manuscript. However, some references cited in the text are not fully detailed, and a few key policy-related documents could be added for completeness. Greater consistency in citation formatting is also recommended.
	

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


	The manuscript requires substantial language revision. There are frequent grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, and typographical mistakes that affect readability. Improving the language quality through careful editing is necessary before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important issue, but it would benefit from better organization and clearer articulation of arguments. Strengthening the methodology section, improving figure explanations, and tightening the discussion would significantly enhance the overall quality of the paper.
The manuscript addresses a relevant topic and is supported by appropriate literature. However, improvements are required in methodology clarity, scientific caution, language quality, and presentation before it can be considered for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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