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	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 provides a timely and well-structured synthesis of how climate-induced stress reshapes food safety and quality across agricultural systems. By integrating microbiological, mycotoxin, chemical, and nutritional pathways within a unified climate framework, the review advances understanding of cross-cutting risk mechanisms. The emphasis on extremes, compound events, and system-level resilience adds practical relevance for policymakers and food safety professionals. Overall, the manuscript contributes meaningfully to the emerging literature linking climate variability with food-system risk governance.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes


	

	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 and clearly structured. It effectively summarizes the key hazard pathways (microbiological, mycotoxin, chemical, and nutritional) and highlights the importance of climate extremes and compound events. No major additions are required.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and well-supported by peer-reviewed literature. The arguments are consistent with established findings in climate–food safety research, and the review integrates mechanistic and systems-level perspectives appropriately. The synthesis demonstrates conceptual coherence and adequate technical rigor for a narrative review.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is strong, relevant, and includes several recent publications (including 2024–2025 studies). The citations are generally appropriate and support the claims made. No major gaps were identified, although continued incorporation of emerging 2024–2025 literature in future updates would further strengthen the review.


	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear and academically appropriate English. The structure is logical, and terminology is used consistently.
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