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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.


	This manuscript really matters because it helps connect a lot of dots that people often overlook climate change, food security, livestock, and human health are all intertwined, and you’ve brought them together in one place. It paints a clear picture of how deeply climate shifts affect what we eat, how we farm, and how healthy we are, especially for communities already struggling. Reviews like this help researchers, policymakers, and even everyday readers understand why these issues are urgent, not distant concerns. It’s a meaningful contribution at a time when the world badly needs integrated solutions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is solid and reflects the content well, though it’s a bit long and formal. A friendlier and slightly smoother version could be: “Climate Change and Global Nutrition: A Mini-Review of Livestock, Food Security, and Health Connections.” It keeps everything important but reads more naturally.


	

	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 covers the main themes and captures the urgency of the topic, but it would feel even stronger if it added one simple line explaining the purpose of the review and what unique angle it brings. You might also clarify a couple of key findings so the reader instantly knows what the paper contributes. It’s almost there — just needs a tiny bit more clarity and flow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and backed by a wide range of credible sources. Everything aligns well with current research, though some sections repeat similar points and could be tightened for clarity. Overall, the scientific grounding is strong, and the evidence you’ve used supports your arguments very well.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are impressively up-to-date, covering a wide range of studies, many from just the last few years. They’re more than adequate for a mini-review.
	

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


	The English is understandable and communicates the science well, but a little polishing would make it flow more smoothly.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues
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