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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 is important for the scientific community as it offers valuable insights into urban land vulnerability -an increasingly relevant topic in today's era.  The key findings can serve as resources for other researchers, policy makers supporting in the development of strategies to improve land security for vulnerable households. 
	

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

	The title is concise and informative. It clearly indicates the key theme and focus of the research in a particular geographical location. So, the title is suitable for the article.
	

	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 outlines the research objective, provides an overview of the methodology and highlights the key findings. However, a few refinements could enhance its comprehensiveness.
1.  Adding a few sentences on the significance of land insecurity of rapid urbanization in Sahelian Cities would  provide better context.
2. The key findings could be summarized more concisely rather than presented as a list.
3. Including at least one solid recommendation on addressing land insecurity would strengthen the abstract.
4. Avoiding repetitive terms in the title and keywords (e.g., "Urban land vulnerability" and "Urban land") would improve clarity and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, as it follows a structured research approach, applies relevant methodologies, and presents logical findings. However minor revisions to enhance clarity, and strengthen the content would further improve its credibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided are recent but not sufficient. An extensive review of the literature could enhance its depth and rigor. 
	

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

	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments

	The study addresses an important topic with significant socio-economic implications. The methodology is thorough and well-defined, and the data analysis is comprehensive. However, I believe that a few revisions could enhance the manuscript's readability and overall quality:
1.  A clearer and more concise objective would greatly improve the clarity of the manuscript.
2. In most of the figures, there appears to be a major error in the data representation. The percentages should be formatted as 9.91%, 17.92%...etc. (not 9,91%, 17,92%). Additionally, clearly labelling the X and Y axes would help readers better understand the data. It would also be beneficial for all the figure captions to be provided in English.
3. While the results are detailed, rather than directly quoting from the literature, connecting the findings to existing literature could strengthen the paper and provide a more cohesive narrative.
4. It is recommended to maintain consistency in font usage to align with the journal's guidelines.
5. The conclusion effectively summarizes the key findings, but offering specific recommendations that emphasize policy implications would provide readers with a clearer understanding of the practical applications of the study.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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