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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.


	The study is based on secondary data, with a comprehensive analysis carried out on 112 selected works of literature. The significance of the article lies in its ability to help researchers readily identify existing gaps in IEK, specifically in relation to sustainable climate management and biodiversity conservation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. As per the manuscript, the title is suitable.
	

	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.


	Abstract is precise and consistent with the content of manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound; however, it has been observed that many statements and statistical/quantitative data are represented without in-text citations. Such omissions weaken the validity of the findings, as references are essential to substantiate data and claims. For instance, the statement “In comparison to nearby unprotected areas, sacred groves in the Western Ghats, Madhya Pradesh, Odisha, and Northeast India showed: • 30–40% higher species richness; • The presence of rare, endemic, and medicinal plants” is provided without citation. It is therefore recommended that the manuscript be thoroughly revisited to ensure that all such statements/data are supported with appropriate in-text citations, thereby enhancing authenticity, credibility, and alignment with academic standards.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	All the references are in between 1992 to 2017. Most recent studies are recommended to incorporate. Besides, Several references are not cited in the main text; please review and refine the reference section. 
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	As per the methodology, the author has stated that 112 works of literature were studied. However, this claim is not substantiated throughout the manuscript. Providing a supplementary reference list of all 112 sources to the editor would make the study more authentic, validated and reliable.
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