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part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or 
dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it offers a detailed 
evaluation of land dispute resolution mechanisms in Liberia, highlighting the 
effectiveness of traditional methods over statutory systems and their complementary 
nature. Its empirical approach and focus on the socio-political aspects of land 
disputes provide valuable insights for improving land governance and policy 

 

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. 

 

Yes, The abstract is comprehensive, but it could benefit from a few enhancements 
for clarity and completeness. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? Yes   

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness 
of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is 
scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

The manuscript is scientifically robust due to its empirical and comparative approach, 
comprehensive data collection from 110 Farmer households, and thorough 
examination of various aspects of land disputes, leading to well-supported 
conclusions on the effectiveness and complementarity of traditional and statutory 
resolution methods. 
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