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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 underexplored but vital aspect of natural resource management (NRM)—the role of women in governance and decision-making. By focusing on Dormaa Central Municipality, it provides localized evidence that can inform broader discourses on gender, sustainability, and resource conservation. The study not only highlights the underrepresentation of women but also demonstrates the potential benefits of their active involvement, offering valuable insights for policymakers, NGOs, and researchers working in Sub-Saharan Africa and beyond. Its mixed-method approach adds depth, making it a useful reference for future studies seeking to integrate gender perspectives into environmental governance frameworks.
	

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

	· Current Title: Women as Key Actors in Natural Resource Governance in Dormaa Central Municipality
· Assessment: The title is clear, concise, and directly reflects the scope of the study. However, “Key Actors” may be slightly overstated given the findings that women remain underrepresented in governance processes.
· Suggested Alternative:
Women’s Roles and Challenges in Natural Resource Governance: Evidence from Dormaa Central Municipality
Assessing Women’s Participation in Natural Resource Management in Dormaa Central Municipality

	

	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.

	· Strengths: The abstract summarizes the research background, objectives, methodology, findings, and recommendations. It provides enough context for readers to understand the scope of the work.
· Weaknesses:
· It could be made more concise, as it currently reads more like a mini-report.
· The limitations of the study are not mentioned, and the conclusion could be sharper in emphasizing the scientific significance.
· Suggestions:
· Shorten the methodological details (e.g., sampling strategies) and highlight key findings more clearly.
· Add a sentence on the broader implication of the study for policy or sustainable development.
· Example revision for the ending: “The study highlights systemic underrepresentation of women in NRM and calls for gender-sensitive reforms in policy and practice to ensure sustainable governance of natural resources.”

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	· The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of design, execution, and analysis. The mixed-method approach (survey + interviews + secondary data) strengthens the validity of findings.
· Statistical techniques such as descriptive analysis and Relative Importance Index (RII) were appropriately applied.
· However, certain areas could be improved:
· Clarify sample size determination (the formula is referenced but not shown in detail).
· Provide more critical reflection on the limitations (e.g., focusing only on women aged 30–60, potential response biases).
· Link findings more consistently with the global literature on gender and NRM.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	· The references are generally relevant and sufficient, including both classic works (e.g., Agarwal, 2011; Ubink, 2008) and recent sources (e.g., Taherdoost & Madanchian, 2024).
· However, the list could be strengthened with additional very recent works (post-2020) on gender and climate change adaptation, women’s environmental leadership, and community-based natural resource governance in Africa.
· Suggested additional sources:
· Recent FAO or UN Women reports on gender and NRM (2020–2023).
· Case studies from similar African contexts (e.g., Nigeria, Kenya, Tanzania) to broaden the comparative dimension.

	

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

	

· The language is generally clear and understandable, suitable for scholarly communication.
· Some sections, however, are verbose and could be tightened to improve readability.
· Minor grammatical inconsistencies (e.g., “bequeathed to the women lineages” could be revised as “passed down to the female lineage”).
· Recommendation: A light professional copy-edit would enhance conciseness, coherence, and flow.



	

	Optional/General comments

	
Overall, the manuscript makes a valuable contribution to the literature on gender and environmental governance, with strong empirical grounding and clear policy relevance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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