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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	The manuscript addresses a very serious issue in relation to urban governance by connecting the key factor like legal pluralism with slum expansion and tenure insecurity. This surely contributes a valuable insight pertinent to urban studies, housing policy, and sustainable development in the Global South.
The article Is Very timely and relevant in the current era as it offers a strong policy and academic implications. However, the authors should endeavor to streamline and sharpen some sentences for more clarity and better articulation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable as it addresses and focuses on legal pluralism, slum expansion, tenure insecurity, and land governance in Ghana.
The title is ok 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 is inclusive, as it clearly outlines the problem, methodology, discoveries, and recommendations. However, it could be further tightened by eliminating detail like exact sample sizes. Also, a clear statement of relating to its theoretical, practical, and social implications will enrich the study. Hence, adding a brief sentence on this in connection with policymakers, and communities’ benefits would reinforce it, align it with best practices and further support the broader scientific significance beyond Ghana.
There is a need to do a few adjustments to the abstract as noted in the reviewer’s comment section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically grounded in relevant literature and sound, with clear linkage between relevant theory, case context, and method. However, several issues exist with clarity, consistency, and few errors in referencing such as (Ewnetu & Seo ?). Also, some sentences are lengthy and Could be further split into two sentences for readability. References like (Studocu, 2022) do not appear in the reference section. Kindly check fir this and other missing references
The article is scientifically correct, with a good connection to relevant literature and a strong methodology. Corrections are mostly on citation errors, sentence structure, and consistency. Hence, ensuring referencing accuracy and tightening of the tone and language will ehnace the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References like Islam et al. (2022), Studocu, 2025 appear in the text but not referenced. Ayimaa et al. (2025) appeared twice in the reference list hence it is suggested that author referenced in the body of text and reference sections it as A and B for clarity.  
There is need to ensure accuracy and consistency of references. Missing references are required to be included in the reference section.
	

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


	The Grammar/language used demonstrates a good academic depth which is generally suitable for scholarly engagement and communication. However, there is need for correcting some elongated and cumbersome sentences in the manuscript. Minor grammatical errors, and inconsistent phrases that affect readability should be corrected. 

Authors should try to shortening sentences, correct typos, and standardize terminology to improve clarity and flow of the article.
	

	Optional/General comments


	None 
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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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