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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 minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This manuscript provides valuable insights into the complex relationship between land tenure, land use, and livelihood outcomes in South-East Sierra Leone. It contributes to the limited empirical literature that combines both qualitative and quantitative methods to examine land access and its effects on agricultural and non-agricultural resource use. The study’s findings have important implications for policy, especially in the context of recent land reforms and rural development planning in Sierra Leone and similar West African contexts.
	

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

	Yes, the title is appropriate. It accurately reflects the study’s content, scope, and key variables.
	

	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 is comprehensive and logically structured. However, it may be improved by briefly mentioning the key statistical tools used (SPSS and logistic regression) and emphasizing the main policy implications of the results in the last sentence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is well-described, and the combination of qualitative and quantitative approaches strengthens the reliability of the findings. Statistical analyses (chi-square and logistic regression) are correctly applied and interpreted. Minor refinement of result interpretation for clarity (especially in section 3.8) is recommended
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are adequate, up-to-date, and relevant. However, consistency in referencing style (use of commas, italics, and capitalization) should be ensured, especially in institutional references (e.g., FAO, USAID, GoSL).

	

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

	
The English is clear and scholarly, though there are occasional grammatical and stylistic inconsistencies (e.g., “has made some effort in trying to explain” → “has made efforts to explain”). A final language edit for minor errors and improved sentence flow is advised.



	

	Optional/General comments

	
· Figures and tables are informative; however, including clearer captions (e.g., specify data source for each figure) would enhance clarity.
· The discussion could be strengthened by linking empirical findings more explicitly to theoretical frameworks or existing models of land tenure and resource management.
· A brief limitations section at the end of the paper would improve transparency.
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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? 
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