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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 helps enhance the reader’s understanding of gender dynamics in environmental governance through its engagement with women’s roles, barriers, and willingness to pay (WTP) in watershed management. The manuscript also rightly points out the marginalisation of women under the umbrella of socio-cultural norms and institutional structures despite their critical contributions to resource conservation. 

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The current title is too generic since it lacks specificity. Since the study addresses specific issues, the title should clearly indicate its specificity. Thus, it should encompass concepts such as Gender Equity, Environmental Governance, Participation, Barriers, and economic valuation, among others. 
	

	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 adequate. However, there is scope to enhance it by explicitly mentioning the mixed-methods design, including systematic reviews, key informant interviews, and document analysis. Mention of key findings and clarifying policy implications would add value to it.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	i. Methods are appropriate. However, the KII samples appear insufficient (only 9 women), and the 2018 WTP analysis appears outdated.
ii. The systematic review appears to have yielded only one relevant paper. This is a concern related to the comprehensiveness of the review outcome.
iii. Statistical analysis (binomial logit regression) is suitable.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· References are recent (2018–2023). However, there are significant gaps in studies on gender and the environment.

	

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

	
The language is generally clear but requires polishing.

	

	Optional/General comments

	
The manuscript offers valuable insights into gender-inclusive watershed management. However, its methodological rigour can be enhanced by expanding the literature review and updated data. Addressing these gaps will enhance its contribution to environmental governance and gender studies.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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