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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 addresses a highly relevant topic for agricultural sustainability, rural livelihoods, and economic well-being in Sub-Saharan Africa. By comparing indigenous and conventional farming practices in Embu County, Kenya, it provides valuable empirical evidence on how local farming choices affect income and resilience. The research contributes to ongoing debates on food security, sustainable development, and climate change adaptation, making it important for policymakers, practitioners, and scholars interested in agricultural transformation and rural development.
	

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

	The title is appropriate, clear, and specific. It reflects both the comparative nature and the geographic scope of the study. No changes are 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 is comprehensive and presents objectives, methodology, results, and recommendations. However, it is overloaded with statistical details (e.g., regression coefficients and p-values) that may overwhelm readers. I suggest simplifying the statistical reporting and focusing more on practical implications and contributions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically sound and employs appropriate methodology (comparative and survey design, stratified and purposive sampling, use of SPSS). However, while regression analysis is correctly applied, the low R² values (0.081 and 0.012) suggest limited explanatory power. The authors should acknowledge this limitation more explicitly and discuss other possible influencing factors (e.g., market access, farm size, climatic conditions).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally sufficient and include recent works (2020–2024). Nonetheless, a few additional references on agroecology, indigenous knowledge integration, and food systems transformation could enrich the theoretical framework. Suggested authors include Altieri (agroecology), Scoones (livelihoods and sustainability), and Pretty (sustainable agriculture).
	

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

	The manuscript is written in acceptable academic English. Some sections, especially the discussion, could benefit from editing for conciseness and reduction of repetition. For instance, descriptive statistics are sometimes restated in detail without interpretive synthesis.
	

	Optional/General comments

	•	The paper could better articulate its theoretical grounding, perhaps by explicitly situating indigenous vs. conventional practices within sustainability transition frameworks or political ecology.
	•	Gender dimensions are briefly mentioned but could be elaborated, given women’s significant role in farming.
	•	The conclusion and recommendations are clear but could be expanded with stronger policy relevance, particularly regarding integration of indigenous knowledge into extension systems.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

	







Reviewer details:

Champa Bosu, Chouddagram Government College, Bangladesh

[bookmark: _GoBack]
Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (07-07-2024)	
