

Review Form 3
	

	Book Name:
	Geography, Earth Science and Environment: Research Highlights

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BPR_4107

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Impact of Ecosystem Services on Rural Livelihood in sub-Saharan Africa (SSA) Agricultural Landscape: A Scoping Review

	Type of the Article
	Book Chapter





General guidelines for the Peer Review process: 

This Book’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound.
To know the complete guidelines for the Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link:


https://r1.reviewerhub.org/general-editorial-policy/


Important Policies Regarding Peer Review

Peer review Comments Approval Policy: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/peer-review-comments-approval-policy/  
Benefits for Reviewers: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/book-benefits-for-reviewers 


	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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 holds significant value for the scientific community as it provides a comprehensive scoping review of the impact of ecosystem services on rural livelihoods in sub-Saharan Africa, a region critically affected by ecosystem changes and poverty. By synthesizing literature from the year 2000 onward, it bridges knowledge gaps regarding the linkages between ecosystem services, poverty alleviation, and sustainable development. The manuscript highlights the multifaceted role of ecosystem services, particularly provisioning services, in supporting rural livelihoods while addressing challenges such as climate change and resource degradation. It also serves as a foundation for future research and policymaking, emphasizing the need for interdisciplinary approaches and localized data to improve the sustainability of ecosystems and rural development efforts.
	

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

	1. Assessing the Impact of Ecosystem Services on Rural Livelihoods in sub-Saharan Africa: A Scoping Review of Agricultural Landscapes
2. Exploring the Interplay of Ecosystem Services and Rural Livelihoods in sub-Saharan Africa: A Scoping Review
	

	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 of the article provides a general overview of the paper's focus on ecosystem services, their changes, and impacts on rural livelihoods in sub-Saharan Africa (SSA). However, it could be improved for better clarity and comprehensiveness.

Points should be added:
1. Briefly mention the methodology used for the review, such as the number of papers reviewed or the criteria for selection. This gives readers an understanding of the study's foundation.
2. Include a summary of the main findings, such as the dominance of provisioning services in rural livelihoods or the identified knowledge gaps regarding regulating and cultural services.
3. Highlight the broader implications of the findings for policy, rural development, and sustainable ecosystem management.
Points should deleted:
1. Phrases like "this review covers literature from 2000 onwards and presents the current state" could be condensed to focus more on the outcomes rather than the timeframe alone.
2. Refine sentences for conciseness and to avoid repetition, such as rephrasing "the review therefore presents the present state of evidence" to something more direct.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and provides a valuable contribution to understanding the interplay between ecosystem services and rural livelihoods. Addressing the following areas for improvement would enhance its clarity, depth, and impact:
1. Ensure consistent use of terms like "drivers of ecosystem change" throughout the paper to improve clarity.
2. Provide more specifics about how studies were selected, such as databases searched and inclusion/exclusion criteria, to make the methodology transparent.
3. Discuss methods or approaches that could help establish causal relationships between ecosystem services and poverty reduction.
4. Highlight the limitations of the findings, especially regarding cultural and regulating services, and suggest areas for further research.
5. Emphasize key outcomes in the abstract and conclusion to make the main contributions of the paper stand out clearly.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The manuscript's references are extensive and reputable but include dated sources; incorporating recent studies would enhance its scientific relevance.
1. Include recent studies (from the last 5-7 years) that address advances in ecosystem services, rural livelihoods, and climate change impacts in sub-Saharan Africa.
2. Add references on newer methodologies for assessing ecosystem services, trade-offs, and interactions with poverty alleviation.
3. Since the cultural and Regulating Services areas are identified as gaps, include studies that provide insights into these dimensions of ecosystem services.

Example References to Consider:
1. For Advances in Ecosystem Services:
IPBES (Intergovernmental Science-Policy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services) Assessment Reports (2022): Recent global and regional reports on ecosystem services.
2. For Climate Change and Livelihoods:
Nyong, A., Adesina, F., & Elasha, B. O. (2007). The value of indigenous knowledge in climate change mitigation and adaptation strategies in the African Sahel. Mitigation and Adaptation Strategies for Global Change, 12(5).
3. For Trade-offs in Ecosystem Services:
Andersson, E., Barthel, S., & Ahrné, K. (2007). Measuring social–ecological dynamics behind the generation of ecosystem services. Ecological Applications, 17(5).

	

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

	The manuscript is well-written overall, but careful editing and proofreading are recommended to refine sentence structure, enhance clarity, and maintain a consistent tone throughout. This will ensure the language meets the highest standards for scholarly communication.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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? 

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