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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 work is important to the scientific community because it offers insightful information about the effectiveness of grassroots participation in biodiversity conservation. It will help to understand how involving communities can contribute to protecting primate populations, and encourage sustainable conservation practices. By emphasizing tactics that strike a balance between the protection of wildlife and community livelihoods, such research contributes to conservation biology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, the title is not suitable (suggested title: Assessment of the Willingness to support the Conservation of Monkeys in Awka Metropolis in Anambra State, Nigeria).
Reason: There is no any clearly defined community-based wildlife conservation structure or initiative stated in the work.
	

	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 of the article comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is correct however; the following observations should be considered:
-There is no co-ordinates for the study area (Awka)

-The existing community-based conservation structure is not clearly stated.

-Data collection method is not specified (e.g., random collection, purposive, stratified)

-Sampling method is not clearly justified (e.g., sampling 100 respondents in population sample of about 430, 200 individuals)

- All the items in the result with zero values be removed as they are not significance (e.g., under occupation, others=0).

-Suggestion (OND, HND, NCE and Degree under “Education” should all be grouped as “tertiary education”

- State what makes conservation important/not important (Table 3)
-How are monkeys culturally or spiritually important? (Table 4).

-What are the activities for the conservation of monkeys involved by the 12 respondents in the study area? (Table 6).
-What are the causes of habitat loss affecting monkeys in the study area as mentioned by the respondents? (Table 7).
-What are the experiences with monkeys that lead to them considered destructive? (Table 8). 
-This work did not assess conflict btween people and monkeys however this statement was made (All the respondents stated that the people of Awka are willing to continue the process of conserving monkey irrespective of conflict or behaviour of monkey in the area). Clarify this area under Table 12, before discussion.
- “However, the results also highlight significant gaps in community participation, knowledge, and institutional support for wildlife conservation initiatives.” (under discussion line 2-4). What are the gaps?

- “The study found that 83% of respondents were aware of monkey conservation efforts in Awka, while 81% acknowledged that monkeys hold cultural or spiritual significance within the community. This aligns with evidence from other parts of Nigeria and sub-Saharan Africa, where traditional beliefs and taboos often serve as informal conservation mechanisms (Obidi et al., 2025)”. (Supporting information is not in line with stated results).2nd paragraph under discussion line 1-5. Improve that.
- “In Awka, such cultural values likely stem from indigenous respect for nature and ancestral heritage, which continue to influence modern conservation practices even in urbanizing settings.

Comparable studies in southwestern and southeastern Nigeria have shown that cultural protection of species; particularly monkeys and pythons remains a key driver of community conservation success (Joseph et al., 2015)”. (Supporting information is not in line with stated results).2nd paragraph under discussion line 5-9. Improve that).

- “About 92% of respondents reported experiencing conflict or destruction caused by monkeys”. Paragraph 6, line 1, under discussion. No assessment of conflict in the results. Improve that too.
-None of the results addresses the following stated objectives of the work (i)
evaluate the existing community structures supporting monkey conservation, (ii) identify the socio-cultural factors influencing conservation behaviours, and (iii) assess the challenges and opportunities for enhancing community engagement in sustainable wildlife management


	

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

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


	The language is suitable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article lacks coherence. The results do not address the stated objectives of the article. Sometimes the results presentation was well described things that were not initially included in the tables, such as human-monkey conflicts, monkey behaviours, and unclear actions related to monkey conservation, among other things. The use of un-similar works to support the outcomes of this work has been used in almost all the discussion section.
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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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