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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.


	The manuscript provides a good snapshot of an exploratory research design to assess the ecological and socio-economic potential of PLFs within different river systems in Nepal. Geospatial and social science aspects in documenting the nature-based solutions for climate resiliency is well analysed and explained. Additional literature review, citations of methods utilized and improvement on other suggested content will strengthen the quality of the paper. 

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Minor Revision for the title
· Add “Exploratory Study” in the title.

· Also, add the following content in the literature review to use this title: The role of GIS in assessing ecosystem restoration, climate resilience and other ecosystem services in public land forestry.

	

	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.


	Yes, with revisions. 
Some suggested content
· Lacks at least 3 contents from the results, for example- demographic profile, governance structure etc. 
· Shorten – “PLFs contribute to riverbank stabilization, biodiversity conservation, and carbon sequestration, thereby mitigating flood and sedimentation risks and enhancing local adaptive capacity. Participatory governance and inclusive benefit-sharing further strengthen community ownership, particularly among marginalized populations. Despite enabling policies, challenges persist in tenure security, inter-agency coordination, and data integration. Scaling this model requires strengthened institutional frameworks and strategic investment to align ecological restoration with pro-poor development and climate mitigation goals.”

Keyword- Include some content about “ecosystem-services” either in the literature review or discussions or remove it from the keywords. 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Strong Points:
· The content is well written and informative
· Provides a good snapshot for the exploratory research design employed in the study

Weak Points

Intro/Literature Review

· Some key content is lacking. Must present literature review of all methods/models employed.

·  Include the following points to make the literature review comprehensive.

· The paper uses the GIS method but lacks content/citations on the role of GIS in assessing ecosystem restoration, climate resilience and other ecosystem services through public land management area/participation assessment. This could be included in the last passage of the section. 

· Add a few examples of nature-based solutions and their impacts from Nepal, as well as other countries, with citations. 

· Citations on the importance of qualitative surveys in ecosystem management and restoration are lacking, despite this method being utilized. 
Methods: 

· Not clear what GIS software was used. Also add citations. 
· It appears qualitative thematic methods were used to analyse the social science data, but it lacks relevant citations and a brief example. See this link to detail the analysis methods. 
· The validation workshop content is not clear. What areas were of focus? Explain with citations. 
· Fig.1 – What GIS mapping program was used to create the map? It is blurred or not clear. Include a clear scale and a brief explanation of the origin of the map.  

Results
· Fig 2- Difficult to read. DO NOT plot # and area on the same axis. Must show secondary y-axis for better visualization. Google search on how to add the secondary axis. Provide a detailed caption. Also explain in the caption why only 10 of the 26 targeted river systems were plotted. “The fig shows the institutional typology….”
· 3.2 Demographic profile- include a descriptive bar graph. Is it possible to find the average age and household percentage involved in community forestry?
· Fig 3- Caption. Must include a brief explanation on how PLF area was quantified. 
· Abstract includes…” marginalized populations” on what basis? Also include the content here. 

Discussion

· “the Public Land Forest Development Implementation Guidelines (2062 and 2068)”….also write the year in the Gregorian calendar
· Must include a few limitations of this study. Elaborate some points mentioned in the abstract.
· Must include future directions/recommendations. How could the study design be implemented elsewhere? 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Rewrite abstract. Add a literature review of the suggested content. Add map/graph captions. Fix graphs. Add discussion contents
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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