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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.


	This manuscript is of high importance, considering the menace of flooding in Nigeria, most especially in the study area. This is a critical indicator that has been identified as driver of food insecurity, deagrarianization and low-income base of farmers in Nigeria. Hence, a study like this, that seems to explore the extent of flood loss on farmers, factors driving flooding is imperative.

This research could provide consolidated evidence of the devasting impact of flooding on agrarian community, farmers livelihoods and food security generally. Also, the robust and explicit methodology can form a blueprint or guide for similar further research in other study areas.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The topic is appropriate, as it perfectly captures the objectives and content of the whole manuscript.
	

	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 is comprehensive enough and well summarized the entire manuscript, I correct some few things in the abstract and would recommend that the author provide a more findings-related recommendation and avoid the generic/out of the blues recommendation that was provided in the abstract and the manuscript. I suggested in the comments of the review.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript scientifically, correct. The method session is good. The binary probit regression was appropriate since the dependent variable (income security) was measured in binary (0&1) form. However, I will require the author to add a phrase that shows that all assumptions were met (if truly met) and then that was the basis for the continuation of analysis using the binary probit regression.
The author’s use of Gini coefficient to measure the inequality in income distribution between and after the flood experience is also very scientific and correct.
	

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

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