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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.


	· This review addresses a crucial gap in forestry research, particularly in relation to Non-Timber Forest Products (NTFPs) in Chhattisgarh, a biodiversity-rich and tribal-dominated state. 
· The manuscript is significant for the scientific community because:
a) it integrates ecological, socio-economic, and policy perspectives 

b)  it systematically documents seasonal collection cycles that are often scattered across literature 
c)  it links community livelihoods with national/state-level institutional frameworks such as MSP for MFPs and Van Dhan Kendras;
d)  it highlights sustainability concerns such as overexploitation and climate impacts. The paper can serve as a baseline reference for forestry researchers, extension specialists, and policy planners.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
The title is appropriate but can be refined for precision. Suggested alternative: “Seasonal Dynamics and Utilization of Non-Timber Forest Products in Chhattisgarh: A Comprehensive Review”..
	

	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 is comprehensive and clearly reflects the objectives, findings, and implications. 
· However, it can be made more technically concise by: (i) reducing repetition of key species (mahua, tendu, sal) and grouping them under “major NTFPs”; (ii) including the methodological phrase “systematic review of secondary literature (2000–2024)”; and (iii) highlighting future research needs such as GIS-based documentation and value addition technologies.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Adding recent works (2022–2024) on climate impacts, GIS mapping, and cooperative models will strengthen paper.
	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript is well-structured and thematically comprehensive. 
· To improve technical strength
(i) Include a schematic seasonal calendar (graph/figure) of major NTFPs
(ii)  Provide district-level comparison table summarizing species richness and income contribution
(iii)  Strengthen policy analysis with a critical note on “state monopoly over tendu and sal trade vs. community rights under FRA (2006)”
(iv)  Conclude with 2–3 actionable recommendations (e.g., low-cost mahua processing units, climate-resilient NTFP species domestication).
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	Author’s Feedback (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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