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	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 provides an important contribution to the scientific community by offering original empirical evidence on how policy interventions and community-based initiatives jointly influence food security and resilience in rural, conflict-affected regions. By integrating ethnographic insights with quantitative analysis, the study advances understanding of how locally driven strategies particularly women-led savings groups and seed-sharing cooperatives enhance adaptive capacity more effectively than external aid alone. The findings challenge conventional, top-down food security frameworks and highlight the need for context specific, community-anchored approaches in development policy. This research therefore adds valuable theoretical and practical knowledge to ongoing debates on resilience-building, sustainable livelihoods, and rural development in Sub Saharan Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable
	

	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.


	This study examines the interaction between governmental interventions and community-based initiatives in shaping food security and resilience in rural Tigray. Using mixed methods, including ethnography, household surveys, interviews, and secondary data analysis, the research evaluates the extent to which external support and local institutions contribute to household adaptive capacity. Results show substantial variation in community participation: women-led savings groups had the highest involvement (46%), seed-sharing cooperatives 39%, while grain banks had the lowest at 16%. Government interventions such as food aid (61%) and the Productive Safety Net Programme (52%) provided essential short-term relief but were insufficient for sustained resilience. Communities with stronger local initiatives such as Beleso and parts of Agazi demonstrated higher recovery rates (63%) and food security levels (48%) compared to communities relying primarily on external aid. These findings underscore that long term resilience is most effectively achieved when community-driven strategies are strengthened and complemented by well-aligned policy measures.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate for an original research article in agricultural extension, rural development, and food security studies. The study clearly identifies a research problem, uses a mixed-methods design, and presents both qualitative and quantitative evidence that supports the conclusions. The conceptual and theoretical frameworks are well integrated, drawing from ecosystem theory, resilience theory, and the sustainable livelihood framework each of which is relevant and correctly applied. The results are logically organized, accurately interpreted, and supported by data tables and narrative evidence, strengthening the scientific validity of the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient, appropriate, and include several recent studies. However, the manuscript could benefit from adding a few more up-to-date sources (2020–2024) related to resilience, community-led initiatives, and post-conflict food security. Including additional comparative literature from Sub-Saharan Africa would further strengthen the manuscript’s scholarly contribution.
	

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


	The language quality of the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication, and the meaning is clear throughout most sections. The manuscript demonstrates a good command of academic English, with appropriate terminology for agricultural, social science, and development studies research. The narrative structure is coherent, and arguments are well developed.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a valuable and timely contribution to the study of food security and resilience in rural Tigray, particularly in a context marked by environmental stress and post-conflict challenges. The integration of ethnographic insights with quantitative data provides a rich, multidimensional understanding of how policy interventions and community-driven initiatives interact to shape household outcomes. The paper is well organized, theoretically grounded, and demonstrates a strong awareness of existing scholarships.

However, several areas would benefit from refinement. The methodology section could be made more concise and structured for improved clarity, and some sections of the text require minor language and formatting edits. While the references are generally adequate and relevant, incorporating a few more recent studies would strengthen the literature review. Additionally, the discussion would benefit from a clearer connection between empirical findings and broader theoretical implications.

Overall, the manuscript is well written, scientifically sound, and makes a meaningful contribution to the literature on food security, resilience, and rural development. With minor revisions, it has strong potential for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Based on the content provided, there are no major ethical issues apparent in the manuscript.
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