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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 reviews participatory approaches in natural resource management with a focus on socio-economic outcomes, particularly in forestry contexts. The topic is relevant, as community participation has become an important aspect of sustainable resource governance in many developing countries. The paper brings together theoretical perspectives and empirical findings from different studies, which may help readers understand the relationship between participation, institutions, and livelihood outcomes. The discussion of research gaps and future directions also provides some useful points for further academic work in this area.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title generally reflects the subject of the paper and is suitable for the content presented. 
	

	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 summarizes the main idea of the paper, but it could be made clearer and more concise. It would help to briefly mention the scope of the review and the key conclusions drawn from the literature. Some sentences could be shortened to avoid repetition. A clearer statement about the main research gap identified in the review would also strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is conceptually sound and is based on well-known theories and literature in participatory natural resource management. The discussion of participatory forestry and community-based management is consistent with existing research. However, in a few places the arguments could be presented more clearly, especially when linking theoretical frameworks with socio-economic outcomes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list includes many relevant sources and some important foundational studies. However, the review relies quite heavily on older literature. Adding a few more recent studies from the last few years on participatory governance, climate adaptation, or community-based resource management would strengthen the paper.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable overall but the language would benefit from editing. There are some grammatical issues and a few sentences that are longer than necessary. Careful proofreading would improve clarity and make the paper easier to read.
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