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	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 is important in that it promotes environmental sustainability through encouraging a multi-R approach. This goes a long way to enhancing community engagement in greening the community well as creating jobs, and while increasing their disposable income.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes! It is short, though straight to the point, representing both the IV and DV
	

	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 comprehensive as it states the problem, methodology, findings, and recommendations. I suggest that the number of words be increased to at most 250 words from 180 words by adding conclusion from the study before recommendations
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes! This is due to the multi-R approach
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are good, but they should be limited to 5 years. Most of the references have been over sighted in the manuscript for example(  Raghu & Rodrigues, 2020 four times, UNEP, 2024, SIPSN, 2024, Satori et al., 2020 four times, Satori et al., 2020 four times,Yudiatmaja et al., 2021 three times, Degobert & Brangeon, 2016, KLHK, 2021, Simba KLHK, 2025) ,  All cited sources must be referednced for example Ali, M., Wang, W., & Chaudhry, N. (2016), Chaudhary, A. K., & Warner, L. A. (2015) is outdated, Cortado, F.-J., & Chalmeta, R. (2016) outdated, Degobert, M., & Brangeon, S. (2016)outdated, Dolgopolova, I., Li, B., Pirhonen, H., & Roosen, J. (2022) over cited in the manuscript, Jalili, M., & Perc, M. (2017) outdated, KLHK. (2021) oversighted, Knoke, D. (2013) outdated. 
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	The manuscript is good
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