Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Journal of Environment and Climate Change  

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IJECC_146602

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Climate insurance in Africa: how farm carbon can contribute to affordable premium for smallholder’s farmers?

	Type of the Article
	


	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.


	It explores how carbon credits generated through sustainable agricultural practices can help smallholder farmers afford insurance premiums. This idea contributes significantly to climate resilience, sustainable development and food security on the continent. The paper offers valuable regional analysis and provides actionable insights for policy formulation and climate finance innovation in the African agricultural context.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, suitable and accurately reflects the manuscript’s purpose and content.
	

	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 comprehensive summary of the study, stating clearly the problem, methodology, results and key conclusions. It captures regional differences in insurance affordability and carbon potential
Suggestions for improvement: 

· Correct minor typographical errors (e.g., “Financ” to “Finance”, “Insuranc” to “Insurance”
· Consider shortening some long sentences for better readability

· Add a concluding sentence summarizing policy implications e.g., “These findings highlight the need for region-specific strategies to link carbon markets with agricultural risk financing”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientific soundness
The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically coherent. The use of regional classification, secondary data analysis and comparative evaluation of carbon value versus insurance premium is appropriate. The logical flow from data collection to financial viability assessment is clear.
Suggestions:

· Include more explicit description of data sources and number of studies used per region to enhance transparency.
· Clarify whether data were weighted by land area or agricultural system size when calculating regional averages.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References
References are sufficient, recent and relevant (many from 2020-2024). The author appropriately cited peer-reviewed works and institutional reports.
Suggestions:

· Ensure consistency of reference formatting.


	

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


	Language and English Quality
The English is understandable and scholarly but would benefit from minor grammatical and typographical polishing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures are well described but should include clear units and axis labels for reproducibility.
· Consider adding a brief limitations section acknowledging reliance on secondary data.

· The conclusion is strong and well-structured; it could end with specific policy recommendations or future research directions.
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