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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.


	The article is of immense importance, as it explored an indigenous method of preserving the natural environment. The same model can officially be adopted for coping with the global issue of climate change.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest a minor change in the article's title, i.e., to include the name of the country where the LAPAT system is in practice. 
The Lapat System: An Indigenous Natural Resource Management Practice Of The Isnags In Apayao, Philipines. 


	

	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 fine.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The topic is unique and less secondary data may have been available, so yes the references are sufficient.
	

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


	The article's language is suitable for scholarly communication, but I recommend italicising all the non-English words and running F7 of MS Word before publication.
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	Recommended for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	I didn't find any ethical issues in the manuscript.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	I didn’t find any competing issues in this manuscript.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	I didn’t suspect plagiarism, pls use Turnitin before publication.
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