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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.

	This manuscript addresses a critical and timely gap in the literature by integrating three interconnected domains, supply chain vulnerability, post-harvest loss dynamics, and nutritional security, that are typically treated in isolation. The synthesis provides a holistic framework for understanding how climate stress propagates through food systems to affect diet quality, offering valuable conceptual clarity for researchers working at the intersection of food systems, climate adaptation, and nutrition. The review's emphasis on systemic, integrated interventions rather than piecemeal technological fixes aligns with emerging consensus on the need for transformative food system change. For policymakers and development practitioners, the manuscript offers a comprehensive evidence base to inform investments in resilient and nutritious food systems.
	

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

	Yes, the title is suitable. It accurately reflects the three thematic pillars of the review (supply chain vulnerabilities, post-harvest loss reduction, and nutritional security) while clearly signaling the overarching framework of food system resilience under climate stress. The title is comprehensive without being overly lengthy and will facilitate appropriate indexing and discoverability.
	

	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 well-structured, effectively summarizing the scope, methods, key findings, and conclusions. However, I suggest two minor additions: (1) explicitly state the date range of literature reviewed (2000–2026) in the abstract to signal timeliness; (2) include a brief mention of the geographic focus on low- and middle-income countries, as this is a key contribution. These additions would enhance the abstract's informativeness without exceeding length constraints.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The review methodology is appropriate and transparently described, with clear inclusion and exclusion criteria. The synthesis of evidence is balanced, acknowledging both the strengths and limitations of existing research. The manuscript demonstrates strong theoretical grounding in food systems thinking, resilience theory, and nutritional science, and the conclusions follow logically from the evidence presented. Claims are appropriately supported by citations, and areas of uncertainty or conflicting evidence are duly noted.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent. The manuscript draws on a comprehensive range of peer-reviewed literature spanning 2000–2026, with appropriate inclusion of foundational references alongside recent publications. The balance between classic and contemporary sources is appropriate. I have no suggestions for additional references, as the coverage appears comprehensive across all three thematic domains.
	

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

	Yes, the language quality is suitable for scholarly communications. The manuscript is clearly written, with appropriate academic tone and precise terminology. Arguments are logically structured and clearly expressed. I identified only minor typographical errors (e.g., "Algalactae" in header should be "agalactiae") that do not impede comprehension but should be corrected during copyediting.
	

	Optional/General comments

	This is an excellent, well-executed systematic review that makes a significant contribution to the food systems literature. The integration of supply chain resilience, post-harvest loss reduction, and nutritional security within a climate stress framework is both novel and urgently needed. The manuscript will be of great value to researchers, policymakers, and practitioners working on food system transformation in vulnerable regions. I commend the authors on a thorough and insightful synthesis.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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