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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 findings are relevant for researchers, policy makers, and development practitioners concerned with land tenure security, gender equity, and rural development. The study also offers data that can inform local land governance reforms and gender-sensitive policy interventions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title reflects the subject and geographical scope of the study; however, it is rather long and repetitive, particularly in the use of the terms “security” and “secure.” It could be made more concise and direct.
	

	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 covers the main objectives, methods, and key findings of the study. However, it places unnecessary emphasis on software tools (e.g., Excel) rather than on the research design and analytical approach. The mention of SWOT and MACTOR models is not sufficiently explained and does not clearly align with the results presented.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally based on appropriate empirical data and addresses a relevant research question. However, there are methodological concerns that need attention, particularly regarding the sampling strategy and the use of statistical formulas in combination with purposive sampling. In addition, certain analytical claims (such as regression results) are presented without adequate explanation in the methods section, which affects scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant to the topic and provide a solid theoretical background.
	

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


	There are several grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, and inconsistencies in terminology and capitalization.
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