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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 adds to the increasing literature on climate change adaptation by showing how smallholder farmers in a specific area use Local Ecological Knowledge (LEK). The study offers important insights from Mbereshi village, Zambia, demonstrating how traditional knowledge systems stay important despite changing climate conditions. Its mixed-methods approach improves the evidence by combining quantitative analysis with detailed qualitative stories. The findings are especially helpful for policymakers, development practitioners, and researchers who want to include indigenous knowledge in climate adaptation plans.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, descriptive, and clearly reflects the scope.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is mostly clear and well written. It explains the aim of the study, the methods used, the main findings, and the conclusion. However, it would be better if the study location (Zambia) is mentioned clearly at the beginning. Also, the abstract can reduce some technical details about methods and focus a little more on the key results and their importance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and suitable for the objectives of the study. The mixed-methods approach is appropriate, and the sampling methods, data collection tools, and analysis techniques are clearly explained. The use of Chi-square tests and multiple regression analysis is correct and well interpreted. However, the authors should explain more clearly how Local Ecological Knowledge (LEK) was measured and used as a variable in the regression analysis for better clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are sufficient and relevant to the topic. Both older important studies and recent literature have been included. The use of IPCC reports and regional studies strengthens the paper. Still, adding one or two more recent studies (after 2022) on hybrid knowledge systems or climate services in Sub-Saharan Africa would improve the reference section.
	

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


	The language used in the manuscript is generally clear and understandable. However, there are some grammatical mistakes, repeated sentences, and very long paragraphs, especially in the discussion section. Minor editing will help improve clarity and make the paper easier to read.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well structured and clearly shows the importance of Local Ecological Knowledge in climate change adaptation. The discussion is supported by good data, but some parts repeat information already presented in the results section. Reducing repetition and improving table and figure labeling will improve readability.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical issues were found. The authors clearly mention that ethical approval was obtained from Mukuba University and permission was taken from community leaders. Informed consent and confidentiality of participants were properly addressed. 
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