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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 is a good insight for scientific community. It presents the fundamental sources of malnutrition 
and details many side effects of climate change. The global approach used is show a broad picture of global 
warming impact that is compromising future in vulnerable countries  

 

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

 

The title does not match with the content 
I suggest this Title : ‘’Impact of global warming on under nutritional status’’  

 

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 in not comprehensive. Here is my suggestion :  
Background : Global warming has a negative impact on various aspects, including on community diet. Indirectly, 
the impact of extreme hot weather compromise food crops grow increasing food availability and accessibility. 
 
Target : Toddlers under five 
 
Objective : Analyse whether global warming impacts nutritional status of under five global wise 
 
Method : This study uses SDGs indicator data related to stunting and global warming in the country. This study 
uses the ordinary least square (OLS) method in the same year or periodically. 
 
Results : This study shows that global warming has a negative impact on stunting rates in the areas that are 
vulnerable to extreme weather, which will result in a food crisis. 
 
Conclusion : Countries are needed to prevent global warming, through pro-environmental actions and mitigate 
side effect of climate change. Developing crop varieties that are resistant to climate change, such as drought or 
high temperatures, can be a solution to reduce the risk of crop failure. In addition, investment in irrigation 
infrastructure, efficient water management, and diversification of food sources can improve food security and 
minimize stunting risks. 

 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

Yes correct. But Results section must be separated from Discussion section  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 

Good  

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

Good  

Optional/General comments 
 

No comments   
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