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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 addresses a highly topical and policy-relevant issue by critically interrogating the assumption that smart irrigation technologies alone can resolve food insecurity in Nigeria. By integrating evidence on insecurity, governance failures, infrastructure deficits, and macroeconomic shocks, the study advances the discourse beyond techno-centric solutions and situates irrigation within a broader systems framework. The paper contributes meaningfully to climate-smart agriculture and development literature by emphasizing that technological effectiveness is contingent upon institutional stability and social conditions. Its interdisciplinary perspective makes it valuable to researchers, policymakers, and development practitioners working on food systems in fragile contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the central argument of the manuscript. 
(Optional alternative, I suggest)
“Beyond Technology: Why Smart Irrigation Alone Cannot Resolve Hunger and Food Insecurity in Nigeria”


	

	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 clearly outlines the problem, context, methodology, and main conclusions of the study. It effectively communicates the scale of Nigeria’s food insecurity crisis and the limitations of relying solely on smart irrigation technologies. However, the abstract could be marginally strengthened by explicitly stating the policy implication, namely that a multisectoral strategy integrating security, governance reform, and infrastructure investment is essential. Otherwise, no major deletions or restructuring are required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate for a critical review and policy analysis paper. The arguments are well-supported by empirical data, credible institutional reports, and peer-reviewed literature. The causal links between insecurity, infrastructure collapse, macroeconomic instability, and agricultural underperformance are logically developed and consistent with existing evidence. The critique of technology-centered solutions is balanced and does not dismiss smart irrigation outright, but correctly situates it within necessary enabling conditions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are extensive, relevant, and up to date, with a strong mix of peer-reviewed journal articles, institutional reports (FAO, World Bank, ACLED, IMF), and region-specific empirical studies. The literature review demonstrates excellent engagement with recent scholarship (2018–2025). No major gaps are evident. However, the authors may consider adding one or two recent comparative studies from other fragile or conflict-affected countries to further strengthen the global relevance of the argument.
	

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


	The language quality is generally very good and appropriate for an international academic journal. The manuscript is clearly written, logically structured, and employs a professional academic tone. Minor grammatical and stylistic issues (e.g., sentence length and occasional repetition) may benefit from light copyediting, but these do not detract from the overall clarity or quality of the paper.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a strong and well-argued manuscript that challenges prevailing development orthodoxies in a constructive manner. The paper would benefit from a brief concluding subsection explicitly outlining actionable policy recommendations, possibly in bullet-point form, to enhance usability for policymakers. Overall, the manuscript makes a valuable contribution and merits publication after minor revisions..
(The manuscript is publishable with minor revisions focused mainly on clarity, conciseness, and strengthening policy implications.)
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are identified. The manuscript relies entirely on secondary data, publicly available reports, and published literature. 
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