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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 issue linking land fragmentation, agro-ecological conditions, and household food security in a developing country context. By explicitly comparing outcomes across different agro-ecological zones, the study provides evidence that land size effects on food security are context specific rather than uniform. The identification of minimum farm-size thresholds for food security offers practical insights for land-use planning and agricultural policy. Overall, the chapter contributes valuable empirical evidence to debates on sustainable land management and food security in Sub-Saharan Africa.
	

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

	Yes. The title is appropriate, precise, and accurately reflects the content and geographic focus of the study. No alternative title is required.

	

	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 clearly summarizes the study objectives, methodology, key findings, and policy implications. A minor improvement would be to briefly emphasize the agro-ecological zone comparison and the identification of minimum farm-size thresholds. Otherwise, the abstract is satisfactory.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically sound. The research design, sampling procedure, and analytical methods are appropriate and well explained. The use of the household caloric acquisition method and binary logit regression is consistent with established literature. Results are logically interpreted and supported by the data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are relevant and sufficient for the scope of the study. While some references are older, they are foundational and appropriate. Given the nature of the study and its original data collection period, the reference list is acceptable for a book chapter.
	

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

	
The language is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical issues and long sentences are present, but they do not affect comprehension. A light language edit would further improve clarity and flow.



	

	Optional/General comments

	
The manuscript is well structured and logically organized. Tables are clear and support the discussion effectively. The conclusions and recommendations are well aligned with the findings. A brief note on study limitations could strengthen the chapter, but this is not essential.


The manuscript is suitable for publication as a book chapter after minor revisions related to clarity and language

	



	PART  2: 


	
	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)
No ethical issues were identified.


	






Reviewer details:
Ifrat Jahan, Bangladesh


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