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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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 makes a valuable contribution to the scientific literature by providing empirical evidence on the role of Climate-Smart Agriculture (CSA) in urban contexts within fragile and conflict-affected settings, specifically Mogadishu, Somalia. Urban CSA remains under-researched compared to rural applications, particularly in Sub-Saharan Africa, and this study helps to fill that gap by linking CSA adoption to livelihood outcomes and resilience indicators. The findings are relevant for researchers, policymakers, and development practitioners seeking context-specific strategies to strengthen urban food systems under climate stress. Additionally, the study offers practical insights into adoption barriers and enabling factors that can inform future interventions and comparative studies in similar climate-vulnerable urban environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is clear, specific, and appropriate, accurately reflecting the study’s focus, location, and key variables (CSA, livelihoods, resilience, and urban farmers).
Minor suggestion (optional):
To enhance analytical emphasis, the title could be slightly refined as:
“Assessing the Impact of Climate-Smart Agriculture on Livelihoods and Climate Resilience of Urban Farmers in Mogadishu, Somalia”
This revision strengthens the link to climate resilience without changing the original intent.
	

	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 largely comprehensive and well-structured, covering the background, objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusions.
Suggestions for improvement:
Briefly mention the cross-sectional nature of the study as a limitation.
Clarify that impacts are self-reported/perceived, given the descriptive and non-econometric analysis.
Consider condensing the list of CSA practices to avoid excessive detail.
Suggested addition (1 sentence):
“However, the findings are based on cross-sectional and perception-based data, which may limit causal inference.”
No major deletions are required; only minor tightening for clarity and balance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound, and the research design is appropriate for the stated objectives. The sampling strategy, use of Yamane’s formula, and stratified random sampling enhance methodological credibility. The results are logically presented and aligned with the research questions.
However, the following scientific issues should be addressed:
The population size is inconsistently reported (300 vs. 240); this must be clarified.
The final sample size is reported as both 150 and 167—this inconsistency should be corrected.
Reliance solely on descriptive statistics limits the ability to assess the strength and significance of CSA impacts.
Recommendation:
Future revisions could be strengthened by incorporating inferential analysis (e.g., chi-square tests or regression models) or explicitly acknowledging this limitation.
	

	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 and recent, with most sources published between 2020 and 2025. They appropriately cover CSA, climate change, urban agriculture, and resilience.
Suggested additional references:
FAO (2022). Climate-Smart Agriculture Sourcebook (Updated Edition).
IPCC (2023). Sixth Assessment Report – Impacts, Adaptation and Vulnerability.
Dubbeling et al. (2019). Urban Agriculture as a Climate Change Adaptation Strategy.
World Bank (2021). Urban Agriculture and Food Security in Fragile States.
Including these would strengthen the global and policy relevance of the study.
	

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

	The language is generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication, but it requires moderate copy-editing.
Key issues:
Repetition of phrases (e.g., “climate-smart agriculture practices”).
Minor grammatical errors (subject–verb agreement, article use).
Inconsistent capitalization (e.g., “somalia” vs. “Somalia”).
Some long sentences that could be simplified.
Recommendation:
Professional language editing is advised before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript is well-organized and logically structured.
Figures and tables are relevant, but captions should be standardized and clearly referenced in the text.
The discussion section would benefit from deeper comparison with findings from other urban CSA studies in East Africa and fragile states.
Ethical considerations are appropriately addressed but could be expanded slightly to include data storage and anonymity procedures.

This is a strong and policy-relevant study that addresses an important research gap on urban Climate-Smart Agriculture in fragile, climate-vulnerable settings. With minor methodological clarifications, improved consistency in reporting, and language refinement, the manuscript would be suitable for publication. The findings have clear implications for urban food security planning, climate adaptation strategies, and development programming in Somalia and comparable contexts.

	



	[bookmark: _Hlk156057883][bookmark: _Hlk156057704]PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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