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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 manuscript provides a comprehensive review of the role of Indigenous and Traditional Ecological Knowledge (ITEK) in climate change adaptation, with particular attention to ethnobotanical practices, traditional water harvesting systems, and community-led adaptation approaches. The topic is highly relevant to the scientific community because climate adaptation strategies increasingly recognize the importance of integrating local and indigenous knowledge with scientific research. The review synthesizes interdisciplinary literature and demonstrates how traditional ecological practices can enhance resilience to climate variability. By highlighting both the adaptive potential of ITEK and the challenges associated with its integration into formal policy frameworks, the manuscript contributes valuable insights for researchers, policymakers, and development practitioners working in climate adaptation and sustainability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is generally appropriate and reflects the core themes of the manuscript, including Indigenous knowledge, climate adaptation, ethnobotany, and water harvesting practices.
	

	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 clear, well-structured, and provides a good overview of the objectives, scope, and key findings of the review. It effectively highlights the main thematic areas addressed in the manuscript and emphasizes the relevance of Indigenous and Traditional Ecological Knowledge in climate adaptation.

Suggestions for improvement:
· The abstract could briefly mention the methodological approach (e.g., systematic literature review and number of sources included) more explicitly.
· A short sentence summarizing the main policy or research implications could strengthen the conclusion of the abstract.
· Minor reduction of descriptive wording could improve conciseness.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Overall, the manuscript appears scientifically sound and well grounded in the existing literature. The arguments are logically structured and supported by relevant scholarly sources across multiple disciplines, including ecology, anthropology, and development studies. The examples of ethnobotanical knowledge, traditional water harvesting systems, and community-led adaptation practices are well documented and appropriately linked to climate adaptation debates.

However, some improvements could strengthen the scientific rigor:
· The methodology section could provide clearer details on the literature selection process, including inclusion/exclusion criteria and the final number of studies reviewed.
· A summary table of reviewed studies (e.g., geographic region, topic, methodology) could improve transparency and readability.
· Some sections could benefit from more critical evaluation rather than descriptive synthesis.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are generally sufficient and relevant to the topic. The manuscript includes both foundational works and more recent studies on Indigenous knowledge, climate adaptation, and ecological governance.

However, a few improvements could strengthen the reference base:
· Include more recent publications from the last 3–5 years, particularly from climate adaptation and sustainability journals.
· Consider citing more empirical studies or systematic reviews related to Indigenous knowledge and climate resilience.
· Some sections rely heavily on classic literature; adding recent policy-oriented research (e.g., IPCC or interdisciplinary adaptation studies) could enhance the contemporary relevance.

	

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

	
The manuscript is written in generally high-quality academic English and demonstrates a strong scholarly tone. The arguments are clearly articulated and the structure is coherent.
Minor issues that could be improved include:
· Some sentences are very long and complex, which may affect readability.
· Occasional stylistic editing could help make the text more concise and direct.
· Minor grammatical and stylistic editing by a professional proofreader is recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments

	
This manuscript addresses an important and timely topic in climate change adaptation and sustainability research. The integration of Indigenous and Traditional Ecological Knowledge with scientific climate strategies is an area of increasing scholarly and policy relevance. The paper provides a rich narrative synthesis and presents numerous examples from different geographical contexts.
Nevertheless, the manuscript would benefit from several improvements. First, the methodological section should be expanded to clearly describe the systematic review process, including study selection criteria and screening procedures. Second, the addition of summary tables or conceptual diagrams could improve the clarity of the synthesis. Third, the discussion section could be strengthened by providing more critical reflections on the limitations and potential challenges of integrating ITEK into formal adaptation frameworks.
With these revisions, the manuscript has the potential to make a valuable contribution to the literature on climate adaptation, sustainability, and knowledge integration.
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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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