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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 successfully highlights the cultural significance of totemism and its potential as a complementary approach to formal conservation policies. The study combines qualitative and quantitative data, utilizes Value-Belief-Norm (VBN) theory, and proposes a Totemic Integration Practices Model (TIPSM). However, while the manuscript demonstrates strong fieldwork and cultural insight, it has issues related to structure, methodological rigor, clarity of presentation, and theoretical integration. There are several areas that require revision before it can be considered for publication in a high-quality journal.


	

	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.


	Need Improvement 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No, Need to Justify the VBN theory
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No
	

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


	Need improvment 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is too lengthy and lacks clear transitions between sections. The introduction merges background, literature review, and contextual details in a way that reduces clarity.

The results, discussion, and conclusions could be more sharply separated and synthesized.

While VBN theory, Actor-Network Theory, and Framing Theory are mentioned, their application is superficial.

The manuscript does not clearly show how these theories guided the research questions, data analysis, and interpretation.

The sampling strategy is described but lacks justification beyond citing Yamane’s formula. Why was this sample size ideal for cultural research where qualitative depth matters?

Cross-sectional design is used, but longitudinal or ethnographic elements may have provided deeper insights into changing practices.

The use of SPSS Amos and SEM is technically appropriate but poorly explained, especially for readers unfamiliar with structural equation modeling.

Quantitative tables are dense and repetitive, lacking graphical visualization (e.g., bar charts, path diagrams).

The AMOS model figures (pre- and post-modification) are referenced but not critically interpreted beyond fit indices.

Recommendation

Decision: Major Revision Required
The paper has significant cultural and applied relevance but needs major reorganization, stronger theoretical grounding, clearer methodological reporting, and improved data interpretation.
If these revisions are made, the paper could make a valuable contribution to literature on indigenous knowledge and conservation policy.
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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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