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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 manuscript makes an important contribution to the scientific community by providing the first empirical evidence on households’ willingness to pay for forest restoration programs in Togo. By applying the contingent valuation method across the country’s five economic regions, it offers region-specific insights that can inform more targeted and equitable environmental policies. The study enhances understanding of how socio-demographic and spatial factors, such as age, gender, and urban versus rural residence, influence public engagement in forest restoration initiatives. Beyond its relevance to Togo, the research adds to the broader literature on environmental valuation in developing countries, particularly regarding the use of labor-based payment mechanisms where monetary markets are limited, it also serves as a valuable reference for policymakers, development agencies, and researchers working on sustainable forest management and ecosystem service valuation in sub-Saharan Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Willingness to Pay for Forest Restoration Programs in Togo,” is clear and accurately reflects the study's main objective. However, it could be slightly refined to better highlight the study’s regional focus and methodological approach, which are central to its contribution.
Suggestion: 

a. Economic Valuation of Forest Restoration Programs in Togo: A Contingent Valuation Approach
	

	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.


	Overall, the abstract of your article is clear and informative.
Here are a few adjustments that could make it stronger for publication in a scientific journal.

a. Clarify sample and analytical methods. The article mentions 238 valid responses, which is a positive aspect, but it could briefly mention the type of analysis (e.g., Tobit regression) to demonstrate analytical rigor. Example: Willingness-to-pay values were analyzed using a Tobit regression model to identify key socio-demographic determinants.

b. End with a stronger concluding line: Conclude with a sentence emphasizing the scientific and policy significance or how the findings can guide restoration planning and sustainable forest policy. Example: The study provides critical empirical evidence to support context-specific forest restoration strategies and demonstrates the usefulness of contingent valuation for environmental policy design in developing countries.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study appears scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate; however, a few minor improvements could enhance its clarity and robustness. Here are:
a. Sampling bias -> The sample is heavily skewed toward urban, young, and educated respondents, which limits representativeness. The authors acknowledge this, but it would strengthen the manuscript to include a brief discussion of sensitivity or weighting.
b. Regional representation -> Clarifying how this affects statistical inference (e.g., confidence intervals, robustness) would help readers gauge reliability.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References and citations -> The reference list is strong, but a few older citations (e.g., early 1990s studies) could be complemented with more recent African valuation studies for context.
Suggested References:

a. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2020.106771. Money and labor in a developing country.

b. Doi: 10.1080/21606544.2014.892034. CV settings
	

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


	English and overall language quality are suitable for scholarly communication. The minor issue:
a. Minor grammatical and stylistic adjustments. 
b. Formatting and punctuation consistency.
c. References section. Generally fine, but check capitalization of journal titles and uniform use of italics (APA style).
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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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