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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(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 minimumof 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This manuscript offers an in-depth historical and institutional analysis of the gradual loss of customary rights within Norwegian private commons, using the case of Follafoss as a focal point. It provides valuable insights into the mechanisms of “enclosure” in Norway, a topic underexplored compared to similar processes in England.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes. It is concise, contextually appropriate, and captures both the geographical and thematic focus.
	

	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.

	No, The abstract effectively summarizes the historical trajectory and central argument, but it could benefit from a brief mention of the theoretical framework (Mahoney & Thelen’s modes of institutional change) and the concept of “structural amnesia” as analytical tools.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are appropriate and include primary legal sources and seminal theoretical works. However, the most recent references are from 2015; inclusion of more recent scholarship on commons governance or Norwegian land rights (post-2015) could strengthen the contemporary relevance.
	

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

	

Yes. The language is clear, formal, and suitable for an academic audience. Occasional long sentences could be broken for improved readability.


	

	Optional/Generalcomments

	

Minor Revision (primarily for adding minor theoretical clarifications and potentially updating references).
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment(if agreed with the 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? 

	No
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