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| want to congratulate the author for the topic and focus of his analysis. | find it very valuable and innovative to approach
an instrument like REDD+ from a local perspective, with a specific case study and considering the multiplicity of actors

and factors.
My suggestions are the following:

1) Methodology: It is important to better explain the methodological approach, sample, and results. The author does not
provide details about the data collection and analysis process, selection criteria for interviews, type of questions, groups of

respondents, and quantity.

2) Discussion: Consider for the discussion published research that has carried out reviews of the impact of REDD+ in

communities with different approaches and methodologies. | dare to suggest the following:
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3) Literary review should be broader, contemplating the diversity of elements to be considered in the implementation of
REDD+. Although in countries where degradation and deforestation are expected to be prevented and the causes may be

similar, cultural, social, and political factors can establish important differences.

4) Governance: The article raises multiple situations that affect the characteristics of governance, which, as has been

demonstrated, is vital to succeed in the management of public goods and common resources. However, it is not one of
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the approaches analyzed and compared in the discussion of the results.
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5) Finally, the organization of the article should be clearer so that it is understood which information is the result of

fieldwork and which are conclusive statements by the author.

| understand that the article needs to consider these improvements.
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