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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 presents a valuable contribution to the scientific community, particularly in the field of nature-based climate solutions and landscape restoration. By focusing on Public Land Forests (PLFs) in Nepal’s Churia-Terai region, the study introduces a scalable model that balances ecological recovery with social equity. The emphasis on participatory governance and inclusion of marginalized groups enhances the relevance and applicability of the work, especially in vulnerable contexts across South Asia. The study can serve as a practical reference for policymakers, researchers, and development actors working in climate resilience and land restoration.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is appropriate and clearly reflects the scope of the study. If any revision is desired for brevity or clarity, one possible alternative could be “Climate-Resilient Ecosystem Restoration via Public Land Forests in Nepal’s Churia-Terai River Systems.”

	

	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 informative and well-structured, offering a strong overview of the research objectives, methods, and key findings. It could be improved slightly by including a specific example of impact—such as data on vegetation recovery, biodiversity indicators, or socio-economic benefits. Also, consider specifying which geospatial tools were used to increase transparency.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The use of mixed methods—geospatial analysis, field validation, stakeholder consultations—adds robustness to the findings. The theoretical framework is clearly outlined and supported by relevant and up-to-date literature. The analysis is consistent and the conclusions are well-supported by the data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are extensive and cover a wide range of relevant literature. However, it might be beneficial to include 1–2 more recent sources (2022–2024) from high-impact journals like Nature Climate Change or Ecological Economics to contextualize the global relevance of PLFs.


	

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


	Yes, the language is academically appropriate and clearly written. Some paragraphs are dense and could be broken into shorter segments for better readability. Simplifying some sentences would make the paper more accessible without compromising its scientific value.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This paper has great potential as a reference for policy and practice in climate-resilient land governance. While it is already strong, the manuscript could benefit from a more action-oriented conclusion. Including concrete policy recommendations or pathways for upscaling PLFs nationally or regionally would strengthen its practical relevance.
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