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Review Form 3

PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments Reviewer’'s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that
authors should write his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the importance | The manuscript appears to be valuable for the scientific community as it helps to find the role of off-farm
of this manuscript for the scientific community. Why do | as a livelihood strategy on food security in Kilifi South Sub-county.

you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

Is the title of the article suitable? Yes. is suitable as it accurately reflects the focus and scope of the study. It provides a clear indication of
(If not please suggest an alternative title) the subject matter.

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you The abstract provides a concise overview of the study, summarizing the key objectives, methods,
suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this | and findings. However, it could benefit from including more specific results and implications to

section? Please write your suggestions here. enhance its comprehensiveness.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript The subsections and structure of the manuscript seem appropriate.

appropriate?

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific The manuscript appears scientifically correct, presenting data and findings in a coherent manner.

correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that
this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically
sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required
for this part.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have References should be written in journal format.
suggestions of additional references, please mention
them in the review form.

Minor REVISION comments The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communications.
However, here are some minor revision comments to enhance clarity and readability.

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

Optional/General comments Obijective of the study need to be quoted in the main manuscript.

Please use the same font size through out the manuscript.
References:-

References should be written in journal format. Moreover, quoting references in the main manuscript need
to be revised e.g. Instead of writing “According to [21], identifying an appropriate food security measure”,
please write as “According to Legendre (2005) [21], identifying an appropriate food security measure”.
Please rephrase all the references like this in the main manuscript.
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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