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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 manuscript addresses an increasingly critical environmental issue—forest fires in India—and presents a comprehensive overview of their causes, impacts, and mitigation strategies. The study holds significant relevance to the scientific community, particularly in the domains of environmental science, forestry management, climate change, and sustainability policy. By synthesizing information from diverse literature and government reports, the paper offers valuable insights for policymakers and researchers interested in developing adaptive fire management frameworks. The integration of satellite-based GIS monitoring and community-based mitigation approaches enhances the practical applicability of this work to real-world forest fire prevention and management systems.
Note: Considering the nature of article this could be best suitable for a book chapter, in absence of comparative study it would not consider as review paper. ( No table, No readings, No graphs)
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Forest fires in India and their mitigation measures,” is clear, direct, and relevant to the manuscript’s content.
	

	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 provides a good summary of the manuscript, highlighting the significance, causes, impacts, and mitigation strategies related to forest fires in India. However, it can be improved by incorporating quantitative data (e.g., frequency, area affected, or recent statistics) and by mentioning specific technological or policy interventions (such as MODIS, GIS, or NAPFF) that make the paper distinct. The final two sentences could be condensed for conciseness. Author must add one sentence highlighting the scale of forest fire damage in India using statistical or temporal data. Author must briefly mention innovative monitoring approaches (e.g., “The use of satellite-based GIS and early warning systems is emphasized for real-time fire detection.”). Author must Conclude with a clearer statement of the paper’s contribution.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and well-structured, offering a detailed and coherent discussion supported by numerous recent studies and official reports. The categorization of forest fires, regional analysis, and discussion of management and mitigation measures are appropriate and accurate. However, the work is largely descriptive rather than analytical. Including comparative statistics (such as trends in forest fire frequency, intensity, or area burned across different Indian states) and integrating quantitative analyses or graphical data representation would enhance the scientific depth of the manuscript. Additionally, the methodology for literature review could be briefly described to strengthen the academic rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, recent, and relevant, covering a wide range of studies from 2013 to 2024, including both international and national sources. The inclusion of the India State of Forest Report (2021) and several 2023–2024 publications demonstrates up-to-date scholarship. To further strengthen the reference list, the following could be considered:

1. Include 1–2 additional sources from peer-reviewed environmental journals focusing on remote sensing or AI-based wildfire detection in South Asia (e.g., Remote Sensing of Environment, Fire Ecology, or Environmental Monitoring and Assessment).

2. Provide DOI numbers consistently for all recent references for easier verification and citation tracking.


	

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


	The language is clear, fluent, and largely suitable for scholarly communication, with only minor grammatical and stylistic errors. Occasional redundancy (e.g., repetitive mention of causes and regions) could be reduced. Some long sentences in the Introduction and Discussion sections could be divided for better readability. Overall, the English quality is well above average and only needs minor linguistic polishing to enhance flow and conciseness.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical concerns are observed in the manuscript. The study is based on secondary literature and official data sources, and no human or animal experimentation is involved.
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