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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 (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.


	The article contributes to the discourse on indigenous knowledge and environmental conservation in Africa. It highlights how cultural practices such as totemism can support sustainable wildlife management, particularly in the Buganda context. These cultural practices as the article  highlights become alternative approach to modern conservation efforts. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is appropriate, as it highlights the main themes (i.e. totem practices and wildlife conservation; It indicates the geographical area and  narrows down to  the case study area. However, it will be appropriate if the two parts of the title are separated by a colon (:) istead of full stop (.) which is a standard practice of academic practice. Again, ‘Totemic Practices’ is more prefarable to ‘Totem Practices’.


	

	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 is comprehensive as it clearly presents the background, objectives, methodology, key findings, and recommendations. “A sample size of 388 respondents were included” should change to “A sample size of 388 respondents was included”

“The study based on the people’s experiences” should change to “The study was based on people’s experiences”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is largely scientifically sound due to the following reasons:

1.It presents a well-defined research aim and objectives.

2.The research design and methodology appear to be appropriately selected for the study’s objectives.

3.The mixed-methods approach through qualitative and quantitative methods enhances the validity of the findings by triangulating evidence from different sources.

4.The findings of the study are logically derived from the data, and shows a clear engagement with existing academic work.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are generally sufficient, with few recent ones. In most academic desciplines, a reference is generally considered recent if published within the last 5 to 10 years. The author(s) should incorporate additional references that reflect latest research that underpins the study.


	

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


	The language used in the article is generally clear, coherent, and academically structured, making it largely suitable for scholarly communication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The English language quality is generally acceptable for scholarly communication, but minor revisions will help improve its readability.
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	Author’s Feedback (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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