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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 paper is valuable because it links gendered financial access with household food outcomes in a region highly affected by climate and economic stress. It offers quantitative evidence using robust scales (HFIAS, HDDS, CSI) and situates findings within broader food security and financial inclusion debates. The study has implications for financial inclusion policies, agricultural extension services, and gender empowerment initiatives in Sub-Saharan Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, descriptive, and appropriate. It directly reflects the study’s objectives. No change is necessary.
	

	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 provides a good overview of the study design, findings, and implications. However, it could be slightly shortened for clarity by reducing methodological detail (e.g., scale reliability statistics) and focusing more on key results and policy relevance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is clearly explained, the sampling approach is justified, and statistical analysis (correlation and regression) is appropriate. Limitations, such as non-normality of residuals, are acknowledged.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are current (2021–2025) and well-balanced between empirical and policy-oriented sources. A few foundational works on financial inclusion in Africa (e.g., Beck & Demirgüç-Kunt) could strengthen the conceptual framing, but overall the list is sufficient.
	

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


	The language is clear, professional, and generally well-structured. Some minor grammatical corrections (e.g., phrasing redundancies, verb agreement) would improve readability, but overall it is acceptable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is strong, but two areas could be improved:

1. More discussion on why financial access had no significant effect on overall HFIAS outcomes would strengthen interpretation.

2. The conclusion should emphasize how findings can be scaled or replicated in other semi-arid contexts

Recommendation: Minor Revision

Reasoning: The article is scientifically robust and well-structured, but minor improvements in abstract conciseness, discussion depth, and language polishing would make it stronger.
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