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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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 manuscript makes a meaningful contribution to the growing body of literature on climate resilience and food security in pastoral communities. It addresses a highly relevant issue in arid and semi-arid regions of Kenya. By focusing on Index-Based Livestock Insurance (IBLI), the study highlights an innovative risk management tool that can potentially enhance dietary quality and reduce household vulnerability. Its use of a mixed-methods approach, combining econometric analysis with qualitative insights. The findings will be valuable to policymakers, development organizations, and scholars working on climate adaptation, insurance markets, and food systems in fragile ecosystems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Index-Based Livestock Insurance and Household Food Security: Evidence from Pastoralists in Hadado Sub-County, Kenya (Optional)
	

	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 informative and comprehensive, outlining the study’s background, objectives, methodology, findings, and implications. However:
· It is somewhat lengthy and could be streamlined by removing redundant details.
· The abstract would benefit from a clearer statement of the mixed-methods design, as this is a strength of the study.
· The policy relevance could be highlighted more explicitly in the conclusion sentence.
Suggestion: Shorten numerical/statistical details while emphasizing key outcomes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically rigorous. The use of Propensity Score Matching (PSM) to minimize selection bias is appropriate for this quasi-experimental design. Diagnostics are carefully reported, adding robustness. The integration of qualitative evidence strengthens validity by contextualizing the statistical findings. Limitations are acknowledged, which demonstrates scientific transparency. Overall, the methodology, analysis, and interpretation are scientifically correct and credible.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent, relevant, and sufficiently comprehensive. They include both foundational works (Knight, 1921; Arrow, 1965; Scoones, 1998) and up-to-date studies (2021–2025). However, a few additional references could enrich the discussion (suggestion):
· More comparative studies on IBLI from Ethiopia, Tanzania, or West Africa to broaden applicability.
· Literature on behavioral economics and trust in insurance adoption, which could support the probit model findings.
· A stronger reference to nutrition-specific outcomes (e.g., HDDS and child nutrition in pastoral households) to deepen the food security discussion.
	

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

	The English is of good scholarly quality and the manuscript is generally well-written. However, there are occasional issues of longwindedness and repetition. Some long sentences could be shortened to enhance readability. For example, methodological details could be made more concise in the abstract and introduction. Minor grammatical refinements are recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments

	· The figures and tables are clear and well-presented, but a few could be simplified to emphasize interpretation rather than raw statistics.
· A limitations and future research section is already included, which strengthens the paper.
· Consider highlighting the gender dimension of IBLI impacts, as prior studies suggest differential effects on women-headed households.
· The policy recommendations are strong but could be expanded to explicitly mention bundling IBLI with nutrition education and savings programs.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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