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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 can provide insight into how digital technology is used to eradicate corruption in the forestry sector, especially in developing countries. With the research location in Bhutan, this study is expected to provide a sampling perspective on forestry management and governance in one of the countries in the Eastern Himalayan region, South Asia. Discussions through technology-based approaches, such as OFS and SMART, are expected to be relevant for other countries or regions facing similar forest management challenges with almost similar socio-cultural characteristics. In addition, this study can expand discussions related to technology integration, sustainable forest management, and forest conservation, as part of the solution to climate change and biodiversity decline globally.
	

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

	I think it's appropriate
	

	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.

	In the Abstract it is necessary to do:
· Add more specific methods (number of case studies, data sources, or qualitative approaches used).
· Improve the results to be more concrete, briefly explain the most prominent findings.
· Add a deep understanding of the experiences of the actors, the social context, or the subjective meaning of the phenomenon.
· Add an inductive approach used, or that there was bottom-up theory development.
· Type of data collected (interviews, observations, documents), or depth of description.
· Add the social meaning of technology or corruption in the lives of local actors.
· Add a statement indicating that the study pays attention to how technology is understood and used in the socio-cultural context in Bhutan.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. The methodology still needs a lot of improvement:
· Information needs to be added regarding the representation of respondents according to the existing region and whether it is appropriate.
· Data triangulation needs to be carried out because there has been no effort to combine data from various types of sources (for example, direct observation, policy document analysis, or statistical data on the use of digital systems) to strengthen the validity of the findings.
· The perspective of technology users in the research location, especially local communities, needs to be added.
· Inductive nature: There is no explicit statement that an inductive approach is used (i.e. building understanding or patterns from data to theory).
· Flexibility of research design: It is not explained that the research design is flexible, open to change based on developments in the field—which is a typical strength of the qualitative approach.
· Qualitative data analysis: There is no description of the analysis method (e.g. thematic analysis, manual coding, software).
· Validity and legitimacy: There is no section discussing validity strategies such as triangulation, member checking, audit trail, or reflexivity.
· Active participation of researchers: There is no reflection on the role of researchers, their position, or how their involvement affects the research process.
· Focus on process: It is necessary to add how technology affects the process of transparency and accountability, but it has not been fully explored as a "social process", for example changes in work practices, relations between actors.
2. Findings should be derived from the results of this study through the applied and improved methodology, not from references.
3. Conclusions in this study need to be stated clearly and can be applied in real terms, and input from the results of this study for Forestry managers in Bhutan needs to be stated.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are very minimal, need to be added. References should be from the last 5 years.
	

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

	Overall, the quality of English is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments

	This manuscript still needs a lot of improvement.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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