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	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 an important and under-researched topic: the role of Climate-Smart Agriculture (CSA) in strengthening livelihoods and resilience of urban farmers in a fragile and climate-vulnerable context (Mogadishu). The study provides useful descriptive evidence on CSA adoption patterns and perceived livelihood/resilience benefits, which can inform urban food security programming. The findings are potentially valuable for governments and NGOs designing CSA support packages (training, finance, and technology access). However, several methodological and reporting inconsistencies need correction to make the conclusions scientifically robust.
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	The title is generally suitable and accurately reflects the variables (CSA, livelihoods, resilience, urban farmers, Mogadishu).
	

	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 informative and covers background, objective, design, sample, and key findings. It is necessary to check the suitability of the number of respondent in the abstract and methods.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is relevant, but significant population/sample consistency issues remain (300 vs. N=240; n=150 vs. “final” 167; table remains N=150), requiring clarification of final figures and non-response. Descriptive-only (Excel) analysis is insufficient to conclude “impact/significant improvement,” so claims need to be downgraded or inferential/regression testing added. Furthermore, the operationalization and reliability of livelihood–resilience indicators need to be clarified, and the numbering of tables/figures and the seemingly low exposure to climate shocks findings need to be explained to align with the risk narrative.
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	The reference list includes several recent citations (2024–2025). The number of references still needs to be increased to at least 25 new articles that are in accordance with the research theme.
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	Yes it is suitable for scholarly communication
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