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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 study is relevant to understanding the nexus between ecosysytem services and rural livelihood in Sub-Saharan Africa. It makes an interesting reading. However the author should re-work some sentences to make the thoughts and arguments clearer and easy to understand.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The titles is suitable and excites curiousity to understand the Impact of Ecosystem Services  on rural livelihoods in SSA Agricultural Landscape. However, while working on sub-Saharan Africa, the author could have used one or two specific locations or communities in SSA to reinforce the arguments, findings and conclussions.
	

	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 to me is more generalised and did not provide sufficient facts on the topic, based on research findings and literature reviews as well as the authors conclusion. The abstract need to be reworked to bring out the authors findings and recommendations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript relied on various scientifically correct literatures.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

-
	The references are sufficient and some of them still relevant. 
	

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


	English is a suitable language of communication for scholarly article. The author should use Grammarly to check for spelling error, inconclusive thoughts, accuracy and scholarly work.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The article needs some reviews and improvement to enable clarity and greater comprehension.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)


	


	Reviewer Details:



	Name:
	Anonymous reviewer (Only for this stage as per Review policy)

	Department, University & Country
	


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                             Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (05-12-2024)


