
The paper examines the indigenous knowledge as a strategy for climate change adaptation 

among farmers in sub-Saharan Africa. It is an important issue for strengthening the climate 

change adaptation polices in the developing countries. Authors have made a big effort to make a 

nice paper but it still lacks some clarity. The content abruptly jumps from one issue to other and 

doesn’t discuss much in the context of Sub-Saharan Africa. Some of my comments are as below. 

1. In the introductory part, the sentence in line 36, “Indigenous knowledge is not transferable” 

appears contradictory to the sentence in line 29, “passed on from one generation to the other 

by word of mouth”. 

2. The scientific name of plants in Line 71 should be italicized. 

3. In Line 80, do the authors mean to say cultivars or cultivators? 

4. I believe that authors invested lots of effort in setting the introduction of the study, they 

included many examples of Indigenous Knowledge (IK) which is very supportive but the 

writing is more in the way of discussion than introduction. It should be précised how IK is 

helping in adaptation and how useful it will be in policy formulation. 

5. Methodology needs some elaboration and clarity 

6. Authors directly jump from methodology to major discussions, it will be better to give the 

section heading and write few lines before starting the discussion. 

7.  In Line 133-136, some references should be added as possible. 

8. Research title is using indigenous knowledge but the discussion on Water and land resources 

usage as indigenous adaptation measures does not talk about indigenous knowledge on 

adapting to water and land resources.  

9. Line 203 needs correction, seems some wording is missing or repeated. 

10. Line 203 needs correction, seems some wording is missing or repeated. 

11. Line 253, the word is changes right? Not hanges. 

12. Climate change, land and indigenous people, this heading doesn’t include anything related to 

indigenous people in Sub-Saharan Africa 

13. The discussions jump from one heading to other without much clarity. 

14. The conclusion appears more general than from the finding of the research. 

15. Paper needs proper editing. 

 

Reviewer Details: 

 

Name:   Sujata Manandhar 

Department, University & Country   University of Yamanashi, Japan 

 


