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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 publication provides insightful information about how urban woods support the well-being and means of subsistence of communities living in informal settlements. By showing how forest-based interventions can influence behavioral, economic, and environmental results, it closes the gap between ecological management and social development. This book is both current and pertinent given the growing emphasis on inclusive conservation and urban sustainability on a worldwide scale. It makes a significant contribution to the conversation of community empowerment and participatory forest management, particularly in developing nations.

	

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

	The study's goals are clearly stated in the title, "Socio-Economic Impacts of Karura Forest on Livelihoods of the Residents of Huruma Informal Settlement, Nairobi County." The content and regional focus are appropriately reflected. It is not advised to make any changes.

	

	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 thorough and coherently organized. It provides a concise overview of the background, goals, methods, and main conclusions. It may be somewhat enhanced, though, by adding one or two phrases that highlight the theoretical foundation and make clear the study's policy implications. For readers who are interested in applied environmental governance, this would increase the abstract's effect.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The work is methodologically sound, well-structured, and scientifically sound. The results are more credible due to the well-justified mixed-methods approach, which combines quantitative and qualitative data. Both regression and correlation analysis are used appropriately, and the results are presented in an understandable manner. The discussion demonstrates logical consistency by skillfully integrating theory and empirical data. Tightening up certain parts of the literature review to prevent repetition and enhancing the transitions between subsections are examples of minor improvements.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	A few more recent sources (2021–2024) on urban forest ecosystem services, community-based conservation, or livelihood resilience could enhance the conversation, but the references are sufficient and quite up to date. Every referenced source is pertinent and appropriately placed.

	

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

	
The manuscript is appropriate for scientific publishing because it is written in professional, lucid English. Although occasional syntactic or grammatical faults can be fixed during copyediting, the writing often keeps an intellectual tone while still being understandable to a wide readership.




	

	Optional/General comments

	
The environmental, economic, and social aspects of forest–community relations are well combined in this interesting and educational work. The author exhibits a thorough comprehension of participatory forest management and how it affects urban livelihoods.



	











	PART  2: 


	
	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? 

	There are no obvious ethical issues. 
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