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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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.

	The paper addresses the interconnected issues of illicit artisanal mining, climate susceptibility, and institutional fragility in Ghana. By concentrating on how these elements generate a self-perpetuating cycle that jeopardizes sustainable livelihoods, it underscores a significant developmental challenge of global significance. Utilizing a qualitative case study in Tarkwa‑Nsuaem yields significant, context-specific insights into the community's experiences of these concurrent crises. This research enhances comprehension of the interplay between socio-economic marginalization and environmental degradation, providing a comprehensive framework for policymakers and development practitioners to formulate integrated interventions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The current title does a good job of capturing the main ideas and the fact that the phenomenon happens in cycles. It could be made clearer, though. For example, "Illegal Mining, Climate Vulnerability, and Institutional Failure: A Vicious Cycle in Ghana's Peri-Urban Landscapes" keeps the main point but is easier to read.
	

	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 gives a clear summary of the study's goals, methods, main results, and what they mean. To improve completeness, the authors could briefly mention the number and makeup of the focus groups and make it clear that the study uses a case study approach in Tarkwa-Nsuaem. Otherwise, it briefly talks about the institutional failures, environmental effects, and socio-economic factors that lead to illegal mining.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally strong and based on the right literature. The authors construct a compelling conceptual framework that demonstrates the interconnections between governance failures, environmental degradation, and livelihood insecurity. The thematic analysis of focus group discussions is sufficiently described; however, incorporating additional details regarding ethical approval and participant consent would enhance methodological transparency. One limitation is the generalizability of findings: since the study concentrates on a single municipality, the applicability of its conclusions to other regions in Ghana should be more explicitly recognized.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are a lot of references, and they include both recent articles (from 2022 to 2025) and older, more important ones. It uses peer-reviewed journals and talks about governance, climate change, and small-scale mining. If there is room, the authors could add a few more references to community-based natural resource governance and successful interventions in similar situations to make the policy discussion more complete. In general, the citations are up-to-date and useful.
	

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

	The manuscript is well-written and uses clear, formal academic language. Some sentences are too long and could be split up to make them easier to read. There are also some typos, like repeated phrases or missing words. A careful copyedit would make things clearer and easier to read. Figures should have descriptive captions. For example, Figure 1 refers to a conceptual framework that is not shown in the text version, so making sure it is properly inserted and labeled will help readers.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The paper significantly contributes by synthesizing various viewpoints—miners, farmers, community leaders, and regulators—and by conceptualizing illegal mining as both a manifestation and catalyst of climate vulnerability.
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	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)
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