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	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.


	Because it summarizes fifteen years of data (2010–2025) on the interrelated problems of food security and climate change in Tanzania—a region with few updated and integrated assessments—this manuscript is significant to the scientific community.  The study closes a gap in the analysis of recent, integrated data by using a content analysis of literature published between 2010 and 2025, providing a targeted snapshot of the current and anticipated situation.  The study offers a thorough and up-to-date perspective that can direct researchers, policymakers, and development practitioners by integrating findings from the fields of agriculture, livestock, fisheries, infrastructure, and human vulnerability.  Priority areas for research on climate adaptation, resilience building, and sustainable food systems are also identified by its emphasis on future projections and sector-specific effects. Overall, the manuscript fills a critical knowledge gap and strengthens the empirical foundation needed for designing effective climate–food policy interventions in East Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Understanding Climate Change and Food Security in Tanzania: A Review of Trends, Impacts, and Projections
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive. However, there are areas that can be improved to make the abstract more concise, structured, and impactful. The abstract begins with a broad statement but can be made sharper by immediately stating the study’s purpose. In the methodology part, the review synthesizes findings across agriculture, livestock, fisheries, and climate indicators maybe added. Abstracts should highlight only key findings, not several numeric values. The abstract mentions the need for efforts but could be more specific about what the study contributes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript appears scientifically sound, well-structured, and grounded in a wide range of credible sources. However, there are a few scientific issues that could be strengthened. The manuscript states that “random selection of literature” was used, but this is not a scientifically standard method for literature reviews. At places, the manuscript uses data from broader regions and then directly applies it to Tanzania. Clarify when data is Tanzania-specific vs. regional/global to avoid overgeneralization. Prefer peer-reviewed or institutional sources for integrating projections about crop yields, sea-level rise, and glacier loss. Some results combine multiple effects without distinguishing between direct and indirect impacts. So tightening of narrative to enhance scientific rigor is needed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Overall, the manuscript contains a large number of references, many from reputable sources such as FAO, WFP, IPCC, IMF, UNDP, and national Tanzanian agencies. However, there are areas where the referencing can be improved for scientific rigor. Several references come from websites, news portals, or organizational fact sheets but it is preferable to add more peer-reviewed journal articles. Some future projections (e.g., glaciers, sea level rise, crop impacts) rely on secondary sources such as blogs. Prefer authoritative scientific sources. To strengthen national relevance, more Tanzania-specific studies needs to be added.  
	

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


	The manuscript demonstrates a generally understandable use of English and conveys the intended ideas clearly. Key arguments, results, and explanations are easy to follow, and the overall structure is logical but it requires moderate language editing to improve grammar, flow, and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is rich in references and shows clear effort in compiling information from multiple sectors including crops, livestock, fisheries, and infrastructure. Strengthening the methodology description, refining the abstract, and improving the clarity and academic quality of the language will significantly enhance the manuscript’s scholarly value.
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