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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The scientific literature on gender equity and land tenure security in developing nations, especially in the context of West Africa, benefits greatly from this manuscript. The study offers an empirically supported understanding of women's unequal access to land at the local level by integrating quantitative survey data with qualitative insights and using SWOT and MACTOR analytical frameworks. By showing how sociocultural norms, financial limitations, and institutional barriers interact to sustain inequality, the findings contribute to ongoing discussions on gendered land governance. Researchers, decision-makers, and development professionals who are interested in women's empowerment, land reforms, and sustainable rural development will find the study particularly pertinent.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title seems suitable to the article. Shows relevancy to the thematic land security practices, obstacle and women interaction in define geographical context.
	

	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 study's goal, methodology, main findings, and conclusions are all succinctly presented in the abstract. It does a good job of summarizing the main ways to access land and the barriers that are unique to each gender.

Ideas for enhancement:

-To improve methodological clarity, think about briefly stating the sample size.

-One sentence emphasizing the findings' practical or policy implications would enhance the abstract.

-It is advised to slightly tighten the language to improve readability and lessen repetition.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The work is methodologically sound and supported by solid science. The combination of quantitative and qualitative methods enhances the validity of the results, and the research design is suitable for the goals. Tables and figures are used to clearly present the data, and conclusions are drawn logically from the findings. The application of well-known analytical tools (MACTOR and SWOT) enhances the analysis's rigor. While they wouldn't compromise the overall quality of science, minor clarifications regarding variable definitions and consistency in field survey dates would improve precision.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are appropriate and pertinent to the study's scope, especially when it comes to establishing the discussion's foundation in African and gender-focused land tenure literature. Important legal and institutional documents are properly cited. To improve the manuscript's scholarly standing, it would be beneficial to add more recent (post-2018) peer-reviewed research on gender, land tenure security, and land governance reforms in sub-Saharan Africa.
	

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


	The arguments are clear throughout the manuscript, and the language is generally appropriate for scholarly communication. However, moderate language editing is advised, especially in the Introduction (pp. 1–3) and Abstract (p. 1), where lengthy sentences and repetitive phrasing make the text less clear. The Results and Discussion section also has some minor grammatical errors and strange sentence structures, particularly in Sections 3.3–3.5 (pp. 14–20), where technical explanations could be simplified for easier reading. Additionally, there are occasional typographical and formatting errors in the descriptions of tables and figures. The manuscript's overall clarity and scholarly presentation would be greatly improved by carefully addressing these issues through language revision.
	

	Optional/General comments


	-The manuscript offers solid empirical evidence on gendered land tenure insecurity and tackles a highly pertinent and understudied local issue. The findings are strengthened and given more credibility by the use of mixed methods and disaggregated gender data. Sharper analytical depth would improve the manuscript, though, especially by clearly placing the results within larger regional and global discussions on tenure reform, gender equity, and land governance. Beyond the case-study level, strengthening this connection would improve the manuscript's theoretical contribution.

-The discussion is mostly descriptive, but the results section is quite detailed. The conversation would be greatly enhanced by a more critical examination of the current literature, emphasizing parallels, differences, and added value in comparison to research from other sub-Saharan African or developing-country contexts.

-Although they are still broad, the policy recommendations are pertinent. They ought to be more clearly derived from the empirical findings, with clear links between the suggested municipal or national interventions and the barriers that have been identified (such as administrative costs, verbal contracts, and inheritance norms). This would make the manuscript more applicable to policymakers and development professionals.

-There needs to be more uniformity in the terminology, formatting, referencing style, and numbering of figures and tables. Key terms like "land tenure security," "secure access to land," and "presumed ownership documents," for example, are used interchangeably throughout the Introduction and Results sections (pp. 3–18) without any discernible standardization. Furthermore, there are inconsistencies in the placement, capitalization, and referencing of figure and table titles and numbering throughout the text, especially in Figures 3–7 and Tables 3–6 (pp. 12–20), where captions, in-text citations, and data presentation could be better aligned.

-Lastly, more uniformity is needed in terms of terminology, figure numbering, table formatting, and referencing style. Readability and overall scholarly rigor would be improved by strengthening coherence between sections and improving the way tables and figures are presented.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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