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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 addresses a critical intersection of land governance, resource sustainability, and rural-urban transitions. The study contributes to understanding post-conflict land dynamics and investment-driven land-use change. The author made an honest efforts that is timely, especially in light of the Customary Land Rights Act (GoSL 2022) and ongoing debates on land governance reform.
	

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

	Yes, the title is informative.
	

	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 overly dense and reads more like a compressed results section than a concise summary. consider Background, Methods, Key Findings, and Conclusions/Implications for more clearer and appealing abstract. 
	

	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 review cites relevant studies across the globe i.e. Africa, South Asia, and global contexts, enabling comparative insights. Further, while some 2024 references are cited, consider adding more peer-reviewed articles or government reports from recent years to strengthen credibility.
	

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

	Satisfactory, however, the terms or phrases like Grey Area, turnover, strangers and marrying an indigene etc. may be culturally accurate but require more neutral, scholarly language. may incorporate terms like underexplored domain for grey area, Return for Turnover, Non-native residents for strangers and marriage into local households for marrying and indigene etc. In addition, consistent terminology for land acquisition modes may be incorporated with clarity, whether formal or customary. 
	

	Optional/General comments

	references agreement with other researchers in result section but there is a lack of inferences in the results section, it seems a gap in analytical rigor and scholarly engagement. Clarification the Basis of Agreement or Critique, divergence and contextual inferences may be drawn. 
The analytical depth can be enhanced by explicitly drawing inferences from the data. Where the author cite agreement or disagreement with other researchers, explain the underlying reasons, contextual differences, or methodological contrasts. This would strengthen the manuscript's contribution to the literature and its policy relevance.
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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? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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