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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 manuscript contributes meaningfully to the discourse on climate risk management in pastoralist economies. By empirically analyzing the effects of Index-Based Livestock Insurance (IBLI) on poverty alleviation among pastoral households in Kenya's ASAL regions, the study addresses a crucial knowledge gap. It blends a robust quasi-experimental DiD design with qualitative insights, thus providing comprehensive evidence on how insurance mechanisms influence resilience and livelihoods. The findings are valuable to scholars, development practitioners, and policymakers working in agricultural risk finance, rural development, and climate adaptation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is both specific and informative. However, for improved clarity and scientific precision, I suggest the following refined version:

"Evaluating the Poverty-Reducing Impact of Index-Based Livestock Insurance in Kenya’s Arid Regions: Evidence from Hadado Sub-County"

This alternative emphasizes the causal focus and geographic specificity while aligning with empirical economics standards.
	

	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, structured, and reflects the paper's methodology and findings accurately.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically robust. The use of the Difference-in-Differences model is appropriate, supported by rigorous diagnostics (heteroscedasticity, multicollinearity, residual normality, autocorrelation tests, etc.). The assumptions of DiD, especially parallel trends are convincingly addressed through baseline checks. The integration of qualitative data enhances the validity and contextual richness of the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The manuscript includes a strong combination of seminal works (e.g., Angrist & Pischke, Barrett et al., Scoones) and recent peer-reviewed articles from 2022–2025. However, I recommend the addition of one or two recent articles on behavioral factors influencing insurance uptake in East Africa to complement the discussion on low participation (23.78% uptake).
	

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


	Overall, the language is academic and well-structured. However, several grammatical errors, word repetitions, and awkward constructions reduce readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-conducted study with a relevant topic and sound methodology. The mixed-methods approach is a strength. The manuscript could be significantly enhanced by:

1. Providing more narrative on why uptake remains low drawing on qualitative interviews.

2. Including a conceptual diagram of the theoretical framework (Asset-Based Livelihood Framework + IBLI pathway).

3. Adding discussion on gendered aspects (e.g., how insurance affects female-headed pastoralist households).
This manuscript is scientifically sound and contextually relevant to the aims of AJAEES. It applies a rigorous econometric approach in a real-world setting with policy implications. Language editing and minor structural refinements are needed before acceptance. Recommend minor revision
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical concerns are evident
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