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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 addresses a timely and important topic: the erosion of Kumaoni culture and the application of AI/NLP for its preservation. I agree that this language is low resource language. But a lot of improvement is required for the current state of manuscript. 
	

	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.


	Although it is ok but a clear and concise picture of aspects are required. As mentioned in title exhaustive review, I did not find any rigrous pipeline mentioned in it. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but requires a lot to methods to be mentioned and missing a major part of information. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, but required to add more relevant 
	

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


	Can be improved, use some platforms similar like Grammarly. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a timely and important topic: the erosion of Kumaoni culture and the application of AI/NLP for its preservation. The manuscript correctly situates Kumaoni as a low-resource language and identifies the gaps and challenges in machine translation for such languages. The reviewer suggest some suggestions to improve the manuscript. Refining the structure, deepening the technical sections, and precisely reporting outcomes will make it more publishable and impactful. All suggestions are required to incorporate

1. The description of NLP and ML techniques remains quite broad. For example, mentioning the use of "Python's NLTK and spaCy" is good, but more details are needed.

2. A thorough, well-structured literature review is fundamental for a review article especially one claiming to be "exhaustive." 

3. The manuscript mentions “validation through field studies and expert interviews” but lacks explanation of quantitative evaluation.

4. The AI methodologies discussed largely reflect established practices. There is little indication of novel contributions or customizations for Kumaoni.

5. Ensure all code, data, and parameter choices are (as far as feasible) made available or described for reproducibility.

6. Improve technical clarity and grammatical correctness throughout; ensure terminology is consistent (e.g., mixing “Kumaoni” and “Kumauni”).

7. The manuscript omits a clear description of the experimental setup. Crucial information regarding dataset size, source, cleaning/preprocessing steps, division into train/test/validation splits, and computational infrastructure is missing.

8. There is no systematic validation of results. The process for validating predictions or measuring the effectiveness of the models is absent. Outcome metrics are not reported.

9. The presented results do not appear to arise from a rigorous computational pipeline.

10. Figures/images included in the manuscript are not attributed if sourced externally, nor is it clear if they are original. This is a concern for both clarity and ethical standards.

11. References lack DOIs, making it hard to verify sources and diminishing the manuscript’s scholarly rigor.

12. Leverage pretrained LLMs (e.g., BERT, RoBERTa, XLM-R, mBART) for transfer learning and low-resource adaptation.

13. The manuscript does not explicitly state the core research questions guiding the review and technical work. A clear identification of research questions informs readers of the objectives, focus, and rationale behind the chosen methodology.

14. It is suggested that authors must cite the following studies with respect to their review, it will help to consider the NLP aspect in problem statement. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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