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	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 paper is significant as it delves into the under researched topic of Indigenous peoples' fundamental roles in natural resource management. It highlights the unique contributions and knowledge systems of Indigenous communities, emphasizing their importance in sustainable practices. The study provides valuable insights that can inform policy and conservation efforts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think it is critical to add “the Philippines” in the title to give the international readers a background about the study site.

Suggested title: The Lapat System: An Indigenous Natural Resource Management Practice of the Isnags in Apayao, the Philippines 

 
	

	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 well written, but several critical revisions are needed. First, add background information explaining the intent behind conducting the study. It is necessary to mention the number of participants interviewed. Ensure that "Lapat" is consistently capitalized or written in lowercase throughout the manuscript. Additionally, provide a definition of who the Isnag people are. Include a conclusion to summarize the findings and implications of the study. Finally, strengthen the recommendations to provide clear and actionable guidance based on the research results.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	First, the authors must properly define the research design used in the study. While they mentioned using FGDs, informant interviews, and observations, they declared the use of a "descriptive survey method," which is inappropriate. I suggest the authors explore qualitative ethnographic design to determine if it applies to their study. The methods section needs significant enhancement by supplying more information on how the study was conducted. The researchers also need to attach the interview guide for reference. With 90 participants, the study seems too large for a qualitative inquiry. The researchers must explicitly describe how the qualitative analysis was conducted. Additionally, it is crucial to mention the theoretical framework or lens used in analyzing the data. The results section should include quotations from the participants' statements. The term "participants" should be used instead of "respondents," as it is more appropriate for qualitative research. The photos also need improvement. Only high-quality, non-distorted images should be included. Lastly, the researchers need to define the ethical protocol followed to study the Isnag Indigenous community.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent, but this topic is well-researched in the Philippines and other countries. This means a lot of papers can be cited here.
	

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


	No, the paper needs extensive grammar improvement.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

Ethical protocol is not stated in the manuscript.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	None
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”


I declare no competing interest in reviewing this manuscript.
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