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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	This manuscript addresses an important topic in coastal ecosystem restoration by highlighting the role of community engagement in mangrove rehabilitation. The study provides practical insights into participatory approaches that may support long-term sustainability of restoration programs. Although primarily a case study, it contributes useful experiential knowledge for practitioners and researchers working on community-based natural resource management. With stronger methodological clarification, the manuscript could offer valuable applied guidance for socio-ecological restoration initiatives.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate but slightly broad and implies generalized best practice from a single case study  .Suggested title: Community Engagement Processes in Mangrove Rehabilitation: Evidence from the IMPACT Program, East Kalimantan, Indonesia
	

	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 clear and organized but overstates the findings. Terms such as “effectiveness” and improved rehabilitation outcomes are used without explaining how they were measured. The methodology description is too general and should briefly indicate data sources and analysis procedures. In addition, the survival rate is directly attributed to the engagement approach without considering other ecological factors
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript addresses a relevant topic, but scientific rigor needs strengthening. Clearer methodological procedures, measurable indicators, and distinction between empirical findings and interpretation are required to support conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant and include several recent sources (2023–2024), particularly on mangrove restoration and community participation
	

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


	The language is understandable but contains repetitive narrative expressions and promotional wording. Professional English editing is recommended to improve clarity and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study has practical value, but the manuscript partly reads as a project report. Strengthening analytical structure, providing measurable evidence, and separating results from discussion would substantially improve scientific contribution.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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