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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.


	This manuscript addresses the integration of indigenous totemic practices with modern wildlife conservation strategies a subject of significant relevance in conservation biology and ethnobiology. It emphasizes the role of cultural traditions in biodiversity protection, especially within the Buganda Kingdom of Uganda. The research contributes to filling the gap between Western ecological models and indigenous conservation ethics. It has the potential to inform culturally contextual and community-based conservation approaches, which are crucial for long-term environmental sustainability.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is informative, precise, and clearly reflects the study's content and objectives. It accurately conveys the geographical scope (Buganda Kingdom) and the thematic focus (integration of totemic and modern conservation strategies).
Alternative (if needed): "Leveraging Indigenous Totemic Traditions with Modern Strategies for Enhancing Wildlife Conservation in the Buganda Kingdom, Uganda”
	

	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 presents a fairly comprehensive overview of the study, including background, objectives, methods, key findings, and conclusion. However, some sentences are lengthy and could be made more concise for clarity. Additionally, the abstract should briefly mention the significance of the Totemic Integration Practices Model (TIPSM) and include more quantifiable results from the perception survey. Add 1–2 sentences summarizing key findings/statistics (e.g., % of agreement from community responses), and briefly mention the TIPSM model as an output.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is grounded in sound scientific methodology, including both qualitative and quantitative methods. The use of SPSS and structural equation modeling (SEM) in AMOS to validate the Totemic Integration Practices Model (TIPSM) is appropriate and strengthens the credibility of the results. The theoretical foundation using VBN Theory, Actor-Network Theory, and Framing Theory is well-integrated.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript provides an extensive and diverse range of references, including both historical and contemporary sources. A few references are over a decade old and could be supplemented with more recent studies.
DeRosso D (2003). Consultado el, 2016.The Structural Functional Theoretical Approach.- Check this reference in the manuscript.

Check the citation and reference style and follow the author guidelines


	

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


	Partially. The manuscript is readable and well-structured, but there are instances of grammatical issues, awkward phrasing, and redundancy (especially in the introduction and abstract). Minor language polishing is recommended for smoother scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	i. The methodology is good, but a flowchart or figure summarizing the study design would improve reader understanding.

ii. Minor re-structuring of long paragraphs (especially in the introduction) is suggested to enhance readability.
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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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