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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The term indigenous is ethically accepted rather 
than the term tribal (Introduction). 
 
The north eastern states are called the seven sister 
states not eight sisters (Introduction). 
 

Changed as suited in the sentence and with 
the tone of the paper 
 
Changed 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

A separate objective and the consequent 
corroboration of the objective with the result part 
would have been better. 
 

Added objectives separately. The result 
portion was presented as different parts in 
the manuscript.  

Optional/General comments 
 

  

 


