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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.


	This manuscript makes an important contribution to the scientific community by offering a comprehensive and systematic synthesis of existing research on the role of civil society organizations (CSOs) in land rights advocacy. It fills a major knowledge gap by integrating fragmented evidence from across Sub-Saharan Africa, with a focused examination of the Ghanaian context where customary and statutory land systems coexist. The study provides a theoretically grounded and empirically informed understanding of how CSOs influence land governance through advocacy, legal empowerment, and community engagement. By identifying both the enabling conditions and structural constraints that shape CSO effectiveness, the paper offers valuable insights for scholars, policymakers, and practitioners working at the intersection of land governance, social justice, and development. Its systematic approach also sets a methodological benchmark for future comparative research on civil society and land tenure security.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title “The Role of Civil Society in Land Rights Advocacy: A Systematic Review” is suitable as it clearly reflects the paper’s focus, methodology, and relevance to land governance and development research.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract of your article is comprehensive and well-structured — it clearly presents the research focus, objectives, methodology, key findings, and recommendations. It effectively summarizes the paper’s scope and significance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and methodologically sound. It follows a rigorous systematic review framework consistent with PRISMA guidelines, ensuring transparency and reproducibility. The inclusion and exclusion criteria, data extraction process, and thematic synthesis are well-documented and appropriate for qualitative evidence synthesis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references in your manuscript are sufficient, relevant, and largely recent, covering both foundational works (e.g., Cotula 2013; Alden Wily 2011; Borras & Franco 2010) and contemporary studies (up to 2024). The inclusion of key authors in land governance, civil society, and African land policy demonstrates strong scholarly grounding.

However, a few additional and recent references could further strengthen the manuscript — particularly in linking civil society advocacy to digital transformation, global governance frameworks, and post-2020 land rights debates:
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of your article are largely suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript demonstrates an advanced academic tone, appropriate technical vocabulary, and a coherent logical flow typical of peer-reviewed journal writing.
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