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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 provides a crucial synthesis of the fragmented body of knowledge on the role of civil society in land rights advocacy, particularly in Sub-Saharan Africa and Ghana. By systematically reviewing and consolidating findings from 65 studies, it offers a comprehensive, evidence-based understanding of effective strategies, persistent challenges, and enabling conditions for civil society organizations. The research is highly valuable for scholars, as it identifies key thematic areas and theoretical implications, establishing a clearer agenda for future empirical and comparative studies. Furthermore, its findings on hybrid governance models and the use of digital tools present novel insights that can inform both policy formulation and practical interventions aimed at securing land tenure for marginalized populations.
	

	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 highly suitable and effective 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 comprehensive and well-structured, effectively summarizing the key elements of the systematic review. It successfully outlines the problem, objectives, methodology, main findings, and conclusions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on a comprehensive review of the manuscript's structure, methodology, and content, the manuscript demonstrates a high degree of scientific correctness and rigor. It adheres to established standards for academic research, particularly for systematic reviews.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are largely sufficient and commendably recent, which is a significant strength of the paper.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are highly suitable and effective for scholarly communication. It demonstrates a strong command of academic writing conventions
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is an excellent, timely, and rigorously conducted systematic review. It addresses a clearly defined gap in the literature with a robust methodology and presents its findings in a structured, insightful, and balanced manner. The manuscript is of high quality and makes a significant scholarly contribution by synthesizing fragmented knowledge into actionable insights. It is very close to being publication-ready.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Moses Oyeyemi Agbede, Adekunle Ajasin University Akungba Akoko, Nigeria

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

