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	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 isimportant because it advances scholarly understanding of the intersections between urban informality, land rights, and tenure insecurity. It provides a contextualized analysis that enriches ongoing debates on how formal and traditional land systems interact in shaping slum growth. The study adds weight to the call for policy reforms and institutional innovations in land governance. Its mixed-method approach strengthens its academic merit and ensures that both empirical data and lived experiences are well captured. Overall, it stands as a relevant and much-needed contribution to the literature on African urbanism and land tenure dynamics.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes! The title is generally suitable, as it captures the conceptual and geographical focus of the study. However, it could be made more specific by incorporating the major urban centers examined. For instance, an alternative could be: ‘Slum Growth, Tenure Insecurity, and Land Development Conflicts in Accra and Kumasi, Ghana’. Nonetheless, the current title remains acceptable if the intention is to emphasize broader national relevance.


	

	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 captures the main thrust of the study, but it could benefit from greater clarity in three areas: (1) specifying the research gap more directly, (2) clearly stating the methodology (sample size, methods), and (3) presenting the core findings in a sharper, more concise form. A sentence on the practical implications for urban planning and policy would also strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is correct and is scientifically sound. The problem is well formulated, the methodology is appropriate, and the data analysis is coherent. The integration of primary and secondary data is commendable. However, in some sections of the results, descriptions are lengthy and could be condensed to highlight the analytical implications more clearly. For instance:

i. Section 4.1.1 and 4.1.2: The detailed reporting of percentages (age and gender) could be shortened, with more emphasis on what these figures mean for tenure dynamics.

ii. Section 4.1.4: Educational and income levels are well reported but overly descriptive; the section would be stronger if condensed to directly link low education/income with vulnerability in tenure security.

iii. Section 4.2: Several repetitions of “majority of respondents” could be reduced; the emphasis should be on contrasting perceptions of security versus legal fragility.

iv. Section 4.3 and 4.4: Some points (weakened traditional authority, political interference) are mentioned more than once; these could be consolidated for tighter analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are fairly comprehensive and include both classic and recent works. Nonetheless, there is a need to include more recent publications expecially from the last 3–4 years to capture the latest debates on tenure-responsive planning and informal settlement governance. 
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear and accessible English. However, there are minor grammatical errors and instances of repetition that should be addressed to improve flow. Polishing the language will ensure suitability for scholarly communication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The thought in this paper is well-conceived and empirically grounded. With revisions to condense some descriptive sections, update references, and polish language, the manuscript has strong potential for publication. The topic again can be adjusted as suggested if the intent is to emphasize broader national relevance. On a general note, the study makes a relevant contribution to urban planning, land governance, and African urban studies.
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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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