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	Assessing the Influence of Climate and Drought Early-Warning Information on Smallholder Farmers’ Decision-Making in Africa: A Systematic Review

Review Comments-

1. Depth and Quality of the Literature Review

· The manuscript claims to be a systematic review, but the literature survey is superficial. It does not critically synthesize the existing body of work nor clearly articulate research gaps.

· The review lacks structured discussion of key parameters such as:

· Types of early-warning information systems evaluated (e.g., seasonal forecasts, SMS alerts, community-based systems),

· Decision-making processes of smallholder farmers (e.g., adoption thresholds, risk perceptions),

· Socio-economic and institutional factors modulating the influence of early warnings,

· Spatial and temporal scales of drought impacts.

· The review should include recent and influential studies (from the last 5–7 years) that examine how climate information influences farm decisions, adaptation strategies, and livelihood outcomes.

2. Systematic Review Methodology

· The manuscript does not clearly describe:

· Databases searched,

· Search terms and Boolean logic used,

· Inclusion and exclusion criteria,

· Screening and data extraction protocols,

· Quality assessment frameworks.

· It is essential to present a PRISMA flowchart or equivalent to support claims of systematic review methodology.

3. Discussion of Parameters

The manuscript should thoroughly discuss the following parameters (not merely list them):

· Mechanisms by which early-warning information affects farmers’ decisions,

· Comparative impacts across regions, crops, and socio-economic groups,

· The role of institutional support, extension services, and local knowledge,

· Limitations and biases in the existing literature.

4. Literature Currency

· The review currently cites outdated or limited sources.

· Recent high-impact publications (e.g., from 2018–2025) on climate information services and decision-making frameworks in Africa should be included to ensure the manuscript reflects the state of the art.

5. References and Formatting

· References are inconsistently formatted and do not fully adhere to the journal’s specified template.

· Please ensure all citations and references follow the required style guidelines (e.g., author names, journal titles, volume/issue numbers, DOIs).

6. Grammar and Language Quality

· Several sentences contain grammatical errors and awkward phrasing that affect readability.

· A professional grammar check (e.g., by a native speaker or certified editor) is recommended.

· Many sections would benefit from improved clarity, conciseness, and structural flow.



Summary

Major revisions are required in the depth of literature synthesis, methodological transparency, discussion of key parameters, incorporation of recent studies, reference formatting and language quality.
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