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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript)
	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 



	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 manuscript is of significance showcasing how the status of the current farm mechanization in Nigeria and its impact on the current land occupancy. This is of significance and worth publishing.
	


PART 2.1 (Objective Publication)
	

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the paper? 

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	5. Are the objectives clearly stated?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	7. Is the literature review recent?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	8. Is the literature search methodology explained properly? 

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	9. Is the Critical analysis of literature done?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	10. Is Identification of research gaps/future directions done ?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	11. Are the conclusions logically arrived?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	12. Are the limitations of the paper discussed?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	13. What is the Quality of references (i.e. from peer reviewed authentic sources)
Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 

N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	14. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 

N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	


PART  2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)
	
	Reviewer’s comment


	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	YES
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	The abstract sounds more of a summary of the paper’s narrative. However, this should not be the case as it should capture the technical part of the research considering the objective, methodology, the key findings and the recommendations (policy) of the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Key recommendations are:
General recommendations
· There are grammatical errors and awkward words phrasing. E.g. a sweet equilibrium" , ``butt in farmlands” and "prospering of melodious Agricultural communities Avoid capitalization of words in between the texts in a sentence e.g. In specific, there are emerging fears between Agricultural
· This paper keeps on fluctuating from land rights, land occupancy and land tenure. Make this contextually distinct as your research focus on land tenure.
· Cited economic and population data is too old update the most recent statistics done in Nigeria for a 2026 reader
1. Introduction
· Generally, the introduction and preparing the starting point sounds as introduction thus, should be merged.

· The research problem should be explicitly stated. Despite of fears mentioned, strengthen the problem by defining any socio-economic or legal conflict between the customary practices and the Land Use Act 1978
2. Farm mechanization in Nigeria

· Since you have already acknowledge that tractorization is primarily done in Nigeria, clarify on the potentiality of mechanization of small-scale farming systems e.g. 2-wheel tractors or power tillers
· A technical specification is clearly done with mentioning 45-85 horsepower tractors. However, I suggest you compare their efficiency against the traditional labor in Nigeria. This can be done using a table
3. Land occupancy systems

· There is a contradiction on how customary heads in Nigeria still trustees while the state still owns the land. This is based on what you have mentioned that the Land use Act 1978 still preserves the existing title.
· The regional breakdown is well done but not clear and easy to scan through to the reader. Providing a table or a map which clearly shows the differences would be better.
· E.g.

Region
Primary Tenure Form
Authority Figure
Northern
State-owned / Community 
Government / Village Head 
Eastern
Settlement / Conquest 
Community Leaders 
South-West
Shared / Family / Public 
Family or Community 
4. Arising fears and Impacts
· Suggest some of the key specific off-farm employment opportunites that Nigerian government could promote to mitigate the fear of farmers having no economic alternatives as mentioned in the paper
5. Conclusions and recommendations
· Some recommendations are n ot feasible. E.g. your suggestions on construction of local farm machine factories and transportation networks are very broad. Consider making them more actionable by for example suggesting a PP partnerships for maintenance of the same.

· Provide a more detailed strategy of implementing the suggestion on monitoring the mechanization to allow land laws in Nigeria.
· The authors should explicitly suggest a more specific clause in the Land use Act 1978 to recognise the informal markets
6. References

· Consider being consistent in your referencing by ensuring that all citations in the text correctly match the numbered  list
· Consider citing most recent research. Old citations have been used e.g. (citation number 1, 2, 3 4 etc.) with some being as old as 28 years.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	YES but the comment above for the section should be noted.
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	NO
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