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PART 1

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback

	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 manuscript is scientifically consistent and has raised a very priority area of concern with governance and
long-term climate change mitigation failures and opportunities to seize.
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	[bookmark: PART__2_][bookmark: 2._Is_the_abstract_of_the_article_compre][bookmark: 3._Are_the_keywords_appropriate_and_usef][bookmark: 4._Is_the_background_information_of_the_][bookmark: 5._Are_the_objectives_clearly_stated?_][bookmark: 6._Is_the_literature_review_relevant?_]Rating of the Reviewers
	[bookmark: Rating_of_the_Reviewers_]Author’s Feedback

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the paper?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 Good
	

	[bookmark: 7._Is_the_literature_review_recent?_]2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
[bookmark: 5_=_Excellent_4_=_Good_3_=_Satisfactory_]Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 Good
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale:
[bookmark: 8._Is_the_literature_search_methodology_]5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 Good
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale:
[bookmark: 9._Is_the_Critical_analysis_of_literatur]5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3 Satisfactory
	

	5. Are the objectives clearly stated?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3 Satisfactory
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 Good
	

	7. Is the literature review recent?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 Good
	

	8. Is the literature search methodology explained properly?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 Good
	

	9. Is the Critical analysis of literature done?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 Good
	

	10. Is Identification of research gaps/future directions done ?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3 Satisfactory
	

	11. Are the conclusions logically arrived?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3 Satisfactory S most of the conclusions are drawn from review of literature and not worked out with a methodology to justify the narrative and reality.
	

	12. Are the limitations of the paper discussed?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 Good
	

	13. What is the Quality of references (i.e. from peer reviewed authentic sources)
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor
N/A = Not Applicable
	4 Good
	

	14. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale:
[bookmark: PART_3._Confidential_Comments_(If_any)_t]5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor
N/A = Not Applicable
	4 Good
	



Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):

	
	Author’s Feedback

	The manuscript is scientifically consistent and can be accepted for publication with some minor suggestions to incorporate such as NDCs of Africa and its implications on climate change mitigation and long term targets. A review on it along with clarity on how REDD is being revered as a viable climate change mitigation machinery for emissions reductions would strengthen the manuscript with some examples of which sectors and sections in Africa are gently poised for climate change action and where it is lagging behind and need core competencies and infrastructure
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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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