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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 relevance of the study is significant for sustainable food security in a changing climate for sub-Saharan Africa, South and Southeast Asia, and Latin America. Both common patterns and important contextual differences in gender and equity aspects of CSA are identified. Regional perspectives on the research topic are clearly identified.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	
The title of the article fully corresponds to its content.
	

	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.

	In general terms, the abstract is more like an explanation of relevance or a statement of a hypothesis. It is advisable to state the purpose, objectives, research methods and conclusions in the abstract. Keywords correspond to the focus of the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	
The scientific direction of the article is beyond doubt. All the material is presented in a scientifically competent manner.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	
There are enough references and all of them are relevant to the topic of the work. There is a wish to submit references to sources: 1. I recommend that authors, when analyzing research and publications, focus on what is there and what is missing in a particular study for further development, improvement, and refinement in the presented work. 2. Placing sources in alphabetical order is permissible, but it is not convenient for the reviewer or subsequent researchers to navigate: where is this or that source to which the author refers. To prevent such a problem, it is better to submit sources as references to them appear, numbering them sequentially and giving these numbers accordingly in the text in square brackets.
	

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

	

	

	Optional/General comments

	
As mysterious wishes, I recommend: 1. Pay attention to my recommendations regarding the submission of the abstract and 2. The same regarding the design of references to sources.
	





	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)

Everything is ok  
	
Thank you 
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