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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.


	Land use system research in pastoral area provides deep understanding information for multidisciplinary research. It consolidates the baseline information for diverse components such as environmental impact, land coverage dynamics, socio- economic issues, pastoral livelihood, local and regional policies, transboundary issues and conflicts. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, the title must be shortened and to the point. It shall be ‘land use practice in the Sahel: Economic, and Environmental Impacts’
	

	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 part lacks comprehensive analysis based on literature evidences. The sentence is too general, or it should have empirical ground. This session also misses to mention the methodology of the ‘review’. In addition, it is not clear why the research uncovers ‘how weak enforcement of anti-grazing laws and absence of alternative pastoral systems hinder effective reform’? because it is an important part to give the conclusion ‘what kind of land use reform is required in the sahel regions.’  In general it is better to mention the methodology, and should have specified which Sahel countries are the research samples or areas need to be considered.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but the literature review lacks practical evidences in most sessions. Scientific assumptions are clearly articulated, however, different practices in different Sahelian countries are not evidenced. In addition, tt would have been better to derive the conclusion from practical examples. Hence, this session need serious revision. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, however, it is nice to consider some recent articles like 1) WU Shupu, GAO Xin, LEI Jiaqiang, ZHOU Na, GUO Zengkun, SHANG Baijun. 2022. Ecological environment

quality evaluation of the Sahel region in Africa based on remote sensing ecological index. Journal of Arid Land, 14(1): 14–33.https://doi.org/10.1007/s40333-022-0057-1 AND 

2) Sacande, M.; Martucci, A.;Vollrath, A. Monitoring Large-Scale Restoration Interventions from Land Preparation to Biomass Growth in the Sahel. Remote Sens. 2021, 13, 3767. https://doi.org/10.3390/rs13183767
	

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The proposed strategic directions for the reforms are practical but the strategies need to be prioritized. It requires roadmaps for stepwise implementation of each strategic framework. To this end, institutional or stakeholders’ responsibility for each reforms should have been identified. 
· In addition, the discussion part missed an important agenda that needs to be discussed largely. This part shall be discussed and concluded by raising strong issues on integrated land use frameworks that are practiced in different Sahelian countries and  its socioeconomic, environmental, and political advantage. In general, I appreciate the points stated in the conclusion part, however, clear and strong policy takeouts and urgent reform points need to be addressed.   
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