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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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 article is of importance to open and collaborative movements gaining tractions in recent times, particularly among scientific researchers. It is an attempt to rethink the notion of ‘authorship’ which has become a subject of interests among commenters, particularly in the realm of intellectual property law. Thus, it makes a useful contribution to the ongoing discourse challenging the traditional notions of authorship, inventorship and intellectual property rights in general.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is 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.


	It is comprehensive enough.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I have my reservation regarding granting a right of authorship to a person who provided some form of emotional supports. This is because, emotional supports are not ‘intellectual contributions’ like ideation and brainstorming, among others. Authorship is for the recognition of intellectual efforts. Agreed the traditional notion of authorship has failed to accommodate important intellectual contributions through the ideation and brainstorming processes, it would be an overstretch to grant persons authorship for their emotional supports. This is best left for the acknowledgement section.  

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The author(s) relied on literature that are not that recent to support their arguments. There is a need for improvement in this respect. In the manuscript, I have suggested 2 articles discussing the need to rethink the traditional notion of authorship to be more encompassing. But I believe there are more from which the author(s) can draw useful insights.


1. Sunimal Mendis, Public Open Collaborative Creation (POCC): A New Archetype of Authorship, 22 J World Intellect Prop. 59, 64 (2019).

2. Aishatu Eleojo Adaji, Lukman Adebisi Abdulrauf, Intellectual property issues for open science practices in genomic-related health research and innovation in Africa, Journal of Law and the Biosciences, Volume 11, Issue 2, July-December 2024, lsae026, https://doi.org/10.1093/jlb/lsae026 (also rethinking the notion of authorship in line with Mendis’ arguments in a section of their work)

	

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


	Largely, yes. But the author(s) need to be consistent with the use of words such as study, paper, or chapter. Is this a chapter contribution to a book?
	

	Optional/General comments


	In the end, the author(s) raised some very important questions but left them unanswered! It is important that these questions are addressed for a robust discussion supporting their main argument: Should such intangible contributions be recognized through legal rights as part of authorship? How is that all reflected in current practice through recognition that supports the hierarchy within creative industries, creating those who have a marginal place because their contributions are outside the traditional framework of authorship?
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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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