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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.


	The results of this article present underscore the positive impact of tribal rice farming in preserving local environments while ensuring food security for communities. Findings indicate that tribal rice farming achieves an overall sustainability score of 70%, with environmental sustainability leading at 79%. These results highlight impotence of preserving and developing this area in local segment of agriculture. 
But despite all this, I recommend presenting a more clearly structured manuscript. The area of research is justified in the introduction, but the research goal and objectives are not clearly defined. There is no literature review of previous studies. It is unclear whether this is innovative research in this region or not. The scientific structure of the article is not consistent. The description of the methodology transitions into the description of study and then continues with a description of the methodology. There is no reference to figures added in the end of manuscript. It is unclear why Chapter 11 is titled "Figures." It may be more appropriate to designate this section of manuscript as ‘Annexes”. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article 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.


	The Abstract for this manuscript is overly lengthy and should be revised for conciseness. It does not clear present the key elements required in a science abstract, including introduction (with clearly aim and tasks), methodology, results and discission, and conclusion. The introductory section (sentences) should be revised and shortened to improve clarity and structure.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, yes, bur statistical analysis of the result should be added.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	All included references are sufficient and relevant. I would like to recommend providing a summary of the results of previous researches (if any).
	

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


	The language of article is suitable for scholarly communications
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