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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.


	Forest degradation and land-use change are phenomena that have occurred for a long time worldwide, but they have increased in recent decades due to multiple factors, including the expansion of the agricultural frontier and inadequate forest management.

Globally, there are various forms of land and forest tenure, among which communal ownership stands out. This system should guarantee the proper management of forest resources. However, reality shows that there are several problems that prevent achieving this goal.

Given this situation, studying the current state of forests is crucial to understanding the possible causes and developing short- and long-term scenarios.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is.
	

	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, it is.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound because it presents an appropriate structure in its various sections, although the Methodology section needs further development as it is currently incomplete.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, they are not.
The author should include references to H. Hardin and E. Ostrom on the theory of the tragedy of the commons.

Likewise, the Results and Discussion section shows a lack of references to support some of the ideas presented, so the author is advised to include relevant authors.

	

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


	Yes, it is.
	

	Optional/General comments


	2. MATERIAL AND METHODS

2.1 Characteristics of the Northeast Region

The author should briefly mention the agents that exploit resources and cause land-use change. Are these external agents or local agents?

2.2 Data Collection and Analysis

The author must indicate what type of data was used for the present study, and how it was analyzed. Additionally, the author must indicate the procedure used to classify the forest condition classes.

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

It is highly recommended that the author include a summary map showing the types of forest degradation found in the study area.

3.4.1 The Paradox of Forest Degradation in a Biodiversity Hotspot

The author should establish definitions of some concepts used in the manuscript, such as: forest degradation, ecological degradation and ecosystem degradation, and indicate the differences or similarities between them.

The author should also define the classes or categories of forest degradation used for the analysis and evaluation.

3.4.3 The Household Management Dilemma: Scale Versus Capacity

The author mentions the idea of a tragic commons scenario, which forces him to briefly and concretely present G. Hardin's theory of the tragedy of the commons and E. Ostrom's proposal to the same in the introduction section and in the analysis and evaluation.
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