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	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 gives an important descriptive assessment of the former Gai Lai province’s Poor Production Natural Evergreen Broadleaf Forest (PPNEBF). The assessment was based on the extent, parcel-size fragmentation, distribution and ownership/management allocation; using 2023 Vietnam national forest dataset and framing implications for management. The study is necessary for policies and decision making as it gives a good understanding of the fragments (less than 0.5ha) and Commune People’s committees large managed areas and their implications to the ecosystem. The classification of boundaries pre-2025 merger of the former Gia Lai with Binh Dinh provinces is appropriate for future studies and historical comparisons.
The manuscript is important for present and future studies as it gives insight into the plot sizes, ownership structure and how it affects management/outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Parcel-Size Fragmentation, and Ownership Structure of Poor Production Natural Evergreen Broadleaf Forests in Gia Lai, Vietnam (Pre-2025): Implications for Management.
The “Effects” in the original title implies a causal inference which is not wat the manuscript is all about. The study is focuses of total area, fragmentation and ownership allocation, and a qualitative interpretation of management implications. To better align with scope, I suggested the new topic.
	

	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 comprehensive , however, it will be clearer with few adjustments.
Include the data source and method in the abstract, e.g. secondary dataset from Vietnam national forest and the type of analysis conducted). I suggest you remove “significant potential” unless there is a way shown in the study to measure that.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but needs few clarifications
In your methods, you mentioned four levels of fragmentation system (<1, 1-2, 2-5, >5 ha). In the results section you threw more light on <0.5 (within the <1 ha class). If <0.5 is another classification, it should be made clear, or explain why you highlighted it. 

Did you carry out field study? I ask because the statement “Field observations indicate that…”  shows that you did field data collection. Include field protocol if you did or rephrase the sentence.

Staffing numbers per groupings was not shown in the tables/results. Therefore the argument on ranger staffing should be cited to a specific report or article. Clarify the plot unit and GIS/area workflow. Include the map of the area (showing the ownerships) if available or can be created.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Needs more references.
Your manuscript will be more robust if you add more relevant references like; Dinh & Wesseler 2024, Huy et al., 2022, Tu & Burgers, 2012.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	There are some repetitions that could be avoided. The July 2025 merger appeared in introduction, study site and other places in the manuscript.
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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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