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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 article is important for sure to understand how local communities in East Africa are contributing to protecting forests alongside with dealing climate change. This will certainly contribute to the scientific community by adding some key insight regarding participatory forest management, community leadership and the role of traditional knowledge in forest management. These insights can help researchers, governments, and organizations create better policies that support both people and the environment.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It seems quite fine, short and clearly define the scope by keeping all the key words in title. However slightly further refinement can be done by breakdown the title into two parts, which will draw more attention to the reader. Also, it can be shorter also- a general suggestion from my side “Participatory Forest Governance in Rural East Africa: Insight from a Qualitative Review”. I also believe a title starting with the word “Review” gets less attention of the reader. 
	

	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.


	Abstract seems good but may be further improved by focusing more on key findings instead of detail background. Also add few data points will enrich the abstract further. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, I think manuscript is scientifically correct, follows all necessary scientific norms, clearly defines scope. However, adding some objectives of such qualitative review would enrich the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is good but please review thoroughly, e.g. Tracy (2020) Qualitative Research. (n.d.). do not contain the necessary bibliographic details. 


	

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


	I did not thoroughly review the language quality but in general sense it seems quite fine with me.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Article can be further improved by adding a Map of the covered area, it will not only increase appeal but also visibility. 
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