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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 issue in coastal ecosystem rehabilitation by highlighting the role of progressive community engagement in mangrove restoration. The study contributes to sociological and environmental governance literature by demonstrating how structured social investigation, social mapping, and shared vision-building can improve ecological outcomes. The integration of local wisdom with participatory governance provides valuable insights for sustainable natural resource management. The findings are relevant not only for Indonesia but also for other developing regions facing similar socio-ecological challenges.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and clearly reflects the focus of the study.

Suggested minor refinement (optional):
“Progressive Community Engagement in Mangrove Rehabilitation: Evidence from the IMPACT Program in 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 generally comprehensive and well-structured. It clearly presents the aims, methodology, results, and conclusion.

Suggestions:

· Minor grammatical refinement is needed (e.g., “a survival is 86%” should be corrected to “a survival rate of 86%”).

· The abstract could briefly mention the theoretical frameworks (social participation, collaboration, empowerment) to strengthen its academic positioning.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. The qualitative case study design is justified, and the longitudinal observation strengthens the credibility of findings. The triangulation method and progressive engagement framework are clearly described.

However, the manuscript would benefit from:

· Clearer explanation of data analysis procedures (e.g., coding process, thematic analysis approach).

· More explicit linkage between empirical findings and sociological theory in the discussion section.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include recent sources (up to 2024). The literature review integrates international and regional studies effectively.

Suggestion:
Consider including additional recent literature (2022–2024) specifically on:

· Community-based ecological restoration frameworks

· Participatory governance in climate adaptation

· Social capital measurement in environmental management

This would further strengthen the theoretical contribution.


	

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


	The English is generally clear and academically appropriate. However, minor grammatical and stylistic revisions are required. Some sentences are overly long and could be simplified for clarity. A professional language editing service is recommended before publication.

	

	Optional/General comments


	· Ensure consistency in capitalization of section headings (e.g., “material and methods” should be “Material and Methods”).

· Some minor formatting inconsistencies should be corrected.

· Clarify whether ethical approval or community consent documentation was formally obtained, even if informal engagement methods were used.

· The manuscript would benefit from a short subsection explaining study limitations.


	


	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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