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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 (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 of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript is important as it is provided information on current climate change challenges facing farmers in Nigeria and Ghana. However, the authors did not provide information about similar studies that have been done. Several studies have been done on climate change effects on agricultural productivity and food security in NIgeria and Ghana, so the authors need to really justify the importance of this study and why it is necessary to be done. What does this study intends to achieve that other studies have not achieved? This is important to answer to make this paper scientifically strong. More so, the authors did not compare the findings of the study with other studies. This is essential because several work has been relating to this topic.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it captures the aim of the study.
	

	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 comprehensive but it is too long. It should be reduced to about 200 or 25 words. The word count for the abstract is 312 words. The authors should only provide essential information in the body of the work such as the findings and just one recommendation that is highly important compared to others.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct based on the findings of the manuscript but a lot of work still needs to be done. The authors should expand the methodology aspect by stating what type of quantitative methods was used and justify the reason for selecting the analytical methods. It is also necessary to discuss the sample methods used in the study and the region of Nigeria and Ghana where data for the study was collected. There are few grammatical errors in the abstract and body of the work which the authors should look out for.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not too old as most of them are recent.
	

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


	There are few grammatical errors that the authors should look out for.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article needs a lot of work in the introductory section by stating the gap the study intends to fill as several studies on climate change, agricultural productivity and food security has been done in Nigeria and Ghana. We need to see the gap to be closed and why it is important. The methodology too needs to be expanded because the sampling methods and the specific analytical methods used was not stated and discussed. These are important to make the paper more robust. Finally, the findings of the research was not compared with previous studies which the author must do to enable readers better understand the importance of the manuscript.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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