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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 addresses a critical gap in climate finance research by focusing on rangeland-based carbon markets in dryland ecosystems, rather than traditional forestry. It provides valuable empirical data on how communal land tenure and pastoralist traditions interact with global climate mitigation strategies. Given the increasing focus on the Global South for carbon sequestration, understanding the institutional barriers in Kenya’s arid regions is vital for developing equitable and sustainable policy frameworks.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately reflects the scope and geographical focus of the study.
	

	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 provides a good overview of the quantitative findings. However, it should be updated to reflect the more detailed analysis requested during this revision, particularly regarding the specific policy gaps and cultural nuances that emerged from the qualitative data.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology using a cross-sectional survey and stratified random sampling is sound for this type of socio-environmental research. However, the current depth of analysis is insufficient. The statistical reporting needs to go beyond basic frequencies to explore more complex correlations, and the qualitative themes need better integration with the quantitative results to validate the study's conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but limited in scope. To strengthen the manuscript, the author should include more recent peer-reviewed studies (2022-2025) on global carbon market failures and successes to provide a more robust comparative framework.
	

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


	The language is generally clear, but some academic arguments, particularly in the discussion section, require more sophisticated phrasing and better transitional flow between the findings and the literature.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Recommendation: Serious Major Revision. The current manuscript is approximately 2,636 words, which is significantly below the depth required for a comprehensive "Original Research Article" in this field. To reach a scholarly standard, the following must be addressed:

· Introduction & Literature Review (LR): This section is currently too brief. It needs to be expanded to include a deeper theoretical framework on "Political Ecology" or "Common-Pool Resource Management" to better ground the study.

· Data Analysis & Results: The description of the data is superficial. I expect to see more detailed cross-tabulations (e.g., how "education level" or "household size" impacted "decision-making exclusion") rather than just overall percentages.

· Discussion: The discussion must be significantly expanded. Instead of just stating the findings, the author must critically analyse why these barriers exist in Ngaremara specifically and how they compare to broader Kenyan or East African environmental governance trends.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No. The authors have obtained clearance from Kenyatta University and NACOSTI and utilized informed consent.
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