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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 addresses an important and timely issue concerning the interaction between forest conservation and the socio-economic well-being of informal urban communities in Kenya. By focusing on Huruma settlement adjacent to Karura forest, the paper contributes valuable knowledge on how urban forest ecosystems influence livelihoods, social behavior, and environmental awareness. It adds to the growing field of community-based natural resource management by showing how participatory forest governance can improve welfare in densely populated informal settlements. The inclusion of both quantitative and qualitative data, such as regression analysis and thematic content analysis, makes the study scientifically relevant to scholars, environmental planners, and policy actors working on sustainable development and urban ecology in Africa.
	

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

	Yes, the title Socio Economic Impacts of Karura Forest on Livelihoods of the Residents of Huruma Informal Settlement, Nairobi County is suitable and clearly represents the content of the paper. It captures both the main theme of the research and the geographical focus. The reader can immediately understand that the study explores the social and economic impacts of a specific forest on a nearby informal settlement. If any small improvement is considered, the author may use An Assessment of the Socio Economic Impacts of Karura Forest on the Livelihoods of Residents of Huruma Informal Settlement to reflect the analytical nature of the work.
	

	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 gives a clear summary of the study and includes the purpose, objectives, and methods. It describes the use of quantitative and qualitative data and the major findings that show how Karura Forest contributes to the well-being of Huruma residents. However, it can be improved by including one or two important numerical results such as the adjusted R square value of 0.622 or the response rate of 72.6 percent. Adding such figures would make the abstract more informative and scientific. It would also help to end the abstract with a short line on the relevance of the findings for environmental policy and urban development. These small additions would make the abstract more complete and appealing to researchers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The paper is well organized and scientifically sound. The objectives are clearly stated, and the methodology is suitable for the topic. The author uses a mixed methods design that combines surveys, interviews, and focus group discussions, which gives a good balance between numbers and community perspectives. The use of descriptive statistics, correlation, and regression analysis is appropriate and well explained in the results section. The inclusion of Cronbach’s Alpha values in Table 3.3 also shows that the author tested for reliability. The use of both SPSS and NVivo software adds credibility to the analysis. One suggestion would be to briefly explain how the qualitative codes were developed and how the themes were verified, which would make the analysis more transparent. Overall, the research is scientifically correct and based on sound methods.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The list of references is broad and includes both early and recent studies. It covers well-known works such as Njeru 2010, Bleyer et al. 2016, and Mahajan et al. 2021, as well as recent publications like Shah and Irandu 2022 and Kiarie 2020. These sources show that the author understands the main academic discussions on forest conservation and community participation. To make the literature review stronger, a few more recent studies from 2023 or 2024 could be added, particularly those discussing urban forestry and the social benefits of green spaces. Including such new references would help connect this study to current research on sustainability and urban livelihoods.
	

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

	The writing is clear and formal and fits the expectations of a scientific paper. The author uses academic vocabulary correctly and maintains good flow between paragraphs. However, the paper would benefit from light language editing to make some sentences shorter and smoother. For example, in the background section, long sentences such as “Forests encompass approximately 33 percent of the Earth's land area and play a crucial role in providing essential environmental services” could be divided for clarity. There are minor spacing and punctuation issues that can be fixed during proofreading. Overall, the language is understandable and suitable for scholarly publication.

	

	Optional/General comments

	The study makes a valuable contribution to understanding how an urban forest like Karura influences the economic, social, and ecological aspects of nearby communities. The findings on employment, participatory management, and improved well-being are clearly supported by data from both quantitative and qualitative sources. The use of theoretical frameworks such as the Conservation of Resource Theory and Resource Control Theory strengthens the paper’s academic value. The discussion section could be slightly improved by linking the statistical findings more directly with the theories mentioned in the literature review. The author could also add a short diagram that shows how the different variables connect to community well-being. Finally, including a short paragraph in the conclusion that explains how the results can guide urban policy and forest governance would make the study even more useful for decision-makers. With these small improvements, the paper can make a strong contribution to research on urban environmental management and community livelihoods.




The paper offers a clear and well-researched analysis of how Karura Forest supports the livelihoods and social well-being of residents of Huruma settlement. The study design is appropriate, and the findings are supported by strong data and interpretation. The use of both statistical and thematic analysis strengthens its credibility. Minor revisions are needed, mainly to clarify the qualitative analysis process, confirm participant consent in the ethics section, and refine a few sentences for smoother language. With these small corrections, the manuscript will be ready for publication and will make a valuable contribution to research on urban forest management and community development.
	




	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? 

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

No major ethical issues are evident in this study. The research involves human participants from the Huruma informal settlement, but there is no indication that any harm or coercion occurred. The author clearly mentions that ethical approval was obtained from the National Commission for Science, Technology and Innovation and that participants were informed about the purpose of the research. The section on ethical considerations also states that participation was voluntary and that anonymity and confidentiality were maintained. However, the author could add a short clarification confirming that verbal or written consent was obtained before data collection. Including this information would make the ethical procedures more explicit and transparent.
	






Reviewer details:
Abhishek Pandey, India

Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                             Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (05-12-2024)	
