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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.


	Considering the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community, I believe that the topic is apt. However, it was poorly developed.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suitable
	

	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.


	In my view, the abstract is too large. Reduce to a maximum of 250 words. Your abstract is silent on the research method. The abstract should have captured the challenges discovered since that was the specific purpose of the research and not merely saying that    Also, the researcher should delete the following sentence: “Based on this, the study will serve for researchers, academicians, students, judges and in general
 the government by showing the pros and cons of “Cultural Diversity on the Use of Smart Technology to Promote Sustainable Land Governance, Administration and Management in Liberia” found in the abstract.   Thus, revisit this section. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is NOT scientifically correct given the confusion in the methodology adopted by the researcher(s). Also, the paper is not rooted in any developed theory. There was no review of previous study and review of extant literature that logically led to the gap in literature which the present study sought to fill. It did not logically portray the research question and did not formulate hypothesis that will be tested. The term, smart technology was not developed in the manuscript and this creates doubt in the choice of the topic. Finally, there is no section dedicated to elaborate discussion of the findings, portraying the implications of the findings and whether or not they (i.e. current findings) agree with previous studies in Liberia or beyond. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Not sufficient. In fact, the introductory section is replete with outdated citations and resultant references.
	

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


	Yes to a low extent.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper should be reworked in light of the foregoing comments.
PLEASE SEE ATTACHMENT
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