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	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.


	This study highlights how land tenure insecurity and environmental dynamics together impact agricultural productivity and food security in rural settings. It brings out the intersected challenges faced by farming communities under growing population pressure and changing climatic conditions. It also identifies areas most susceptible to land pressure and environmental risks, which can help design targeted adaptation and resilience strategies for the affected populations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	YES
	

	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.


	· Indicate what the study aims to establish.

· Kindly correct ‘land tenure’ to ‘Land tenure’ in the opening phrase.

· Replace the word ‘research sector’ with ‘study area’


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 YES
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	YES
	

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


	YES
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Corn losses per farm are 310.54 kg. This sentence can be better phrased

· The abstract ends abruptly after describing losses rather ending with an implication.

· The farming sector contributes 22% of GDP to which country? Provide source of data for this statistic. 

· Increased global warming – usage of ‘increased’ is not necessary just Global warming is enough.

· Kindly explain why there is a sudden statement on potato production in one of the sentences.

· The 1960s and 1980s ‘witnesses’ should be changed to ‘witnessed’

· The statement of increasing population density – kindly mention according to which report in the sentence rather than giving a reference.

· What is the time frame of data collection?

· What is the method of selection of 440 respondents?

· The equation should be written as this TUT (%) = (PAU / PTC) × 100.

· ‘Due to suburbanization, this rate is getting harder to figure out’. This sentence can be written more formally.

· How the zones were categorised (qualitative or GIS-based classification)?
· What version of QGIS and projection system was used 
· How is average distance between plots measured?

· ID>7 should be corrected as ID>1

· How C and J for Allan’s coefficient measured?

· What does “overexploited” refers to?  soil degradation or land-use intensity

· How was SPI calculated?

· How adaptation strategies were categorized? (by thematic analysis or frequency of responses)
· Could the authors condense the discussion on inheritance-related land division to avoid redundancy and improve flow?

· Can the authors reconcile this inconsistency between the R² interpretation and the conclusion on rainfall trends? In section 3.5.2, the rainfall analysis states “The R² coefficient of determination is very low (below 50%), indicating that a linear downward trend in rainfall levels cannot be concluded for recent years” but later the text says “Rainfall analysis shows a downward trend.”

· Can the authors indicate whether these yield loss figures and behavioral observations are based on field data, literature estimates, or survey responses?

· The conclusions summarises the result rather than giving further implications or recommendations. 

· Highlight the statistical strength of findings

No mention on future research needs.
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