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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	Land tenure organization surrounding logging is a topical issue of clear relevance. Indeed, in a context marked by increased pressure on forest resources, a land capital organization that accounts for local realities, traditional norms, and legislative regulations serves as a shield against the depletion of forest capital.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title could be improved: Land tenure management of forest capital in the Chignahuapan-Zacatlán region, Puebla.
	

	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.


	Please specify the number of interviews and participatory diagnostics conducted. The same applies to the number of minutes (official records) analyzed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The scientific quality of the manuscript depends on the analysis of its structural points:
· Introduction/Problem Statement: It is not sufficiently documented to contextualize the subject and justify its relevance. The analysis of the theoretical framework is so brief that it does not allow for an assessment of its suitability for this study. Furthermore, this analysis does not lead to a formal model.

· Research Objective: As formulated, it remains unclear. It would be preferable to break it down into specific objectives for greater precision.

· Methodology: The nature of the secondary sources used, their number, and the circumstances under which they were produced must be specified, along with a justification of their relevance to this study. It is essential to first justify the choice of a non-probability sampling method and, secondly, to specify the participant selection technique. Pertinent information regarding the data collection tools—indispensable for the scientific validity of the results—is missing. This information must be provided.

In light of these observations, the scientific quality of the manuscript must be significantly improved.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The authors must make additional efforts to cite more recent references.
	

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


	Nothing to report.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Further detail in the manuscript
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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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