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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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.


	First I believe that CO2 is not a greenhouse gas because when life started all carbon available was in the air as CO2 or fixed in the rock chemistry. The environmental temperature was appropriate for life development. Such simulation studies need to include obesity rates because FOOD SECURITY need to address humans overfed by excessive food production and plenty machinery replacing body work. The world has 8.3 billion people to feed, but around 1 billion are obese. Brazil changed the paradims of poor acidic soils to the highest production up to three harvest in a year, combining no-till, crop rotation, pest management, etc. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Nature may not approve human simulation studies. This should be treated with caution to avoid departure from Nature functioning.
	

	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.


	Humans were not developed in the past neither to run away from food nor to work when machinery can do almost all body work.THE CHALLENGE IN THE FUTURE IS TO PURSUE A BALANCE WITH NATURE FUNCTIONING. I ram two half-martathon during my PhD in Soil Science at Penn State University, USA. The academic community are not learning about Philosophy of Science and obese like common citizens.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This article is a waste of intellectual resources that should have be used on more practical issues. Food security deals more with health diets and fitness as excessive food in the landscape in not addressed by personal control of body weight when business on food consumption is so high.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	My suggestion is just a deep insights on SCIENCE producing information about NATURE FUNCTIONING. Keep in mind that Albert Einstein was a pipe smoker that is highly regrettable about scientists understanding nature balance. How much brain is necessary to realize that our lungs were developed for O2/CO2 gas exchange?
	

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


	It is using a perfect English with a nonsense publication. Keep in mind that the US is 42% obese and the wealthiest country in the world. This is a very bad leadership on sciencitfic issues.
	

	Optional/General comments


	FOOD SECURITY will be better addressed when considering how human use the food they have access. As a scientist during all my life I never let my body accumulate more than 2 kg above my average weight as my BMI is 23. Brazil is already dumping excessive food production on fuel using ethanol from corn and biodiesel from soybean oil.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	I noticed in my PhD in the US that even there scientists were not learning about Philosophy of Science

	


Reviewer details:

Elson Silva, Pennsylvania State University, USA

