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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 (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 authors have attempted to address an important public health issue – nutrition. The authors have considered the myths and traditional belief surrounding nutrition in pregnancy and among young children 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest a revision of the title to include that it is a descriptive study
Myths and customs related to the feeding of young children and pregnant women in the rural island commune of Sinder, Tillabéri region, Niger: A descriptive study


	

	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.


	Reference should be deleted from the abstract. The method section in the abstract was not detailed. The reference does not have a conclusion.
Authors need to revise the abstract to include all the subhead of an abstract – introduction, methodology, results and conclusion/recommendation
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript will benefit largely from a major revision before it is published 
	

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

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


	Yes, but requires some revisions to the spellings
	

	Optional/General comments


	Methodology 
1. The methodology needs major revision.

2. The study area should not be limited to only geographical description. The study area should include information on the population of the study area and their characteristics. 

3. The methodology section should include all the subheads of a method section in the correct order: study area, study design, study population, sample size determination, sampling technique, data collection method, data analysis and ethical considerations. Each subhead should be explained clearly for comprehension and reproducibility. 
Result

1. Write out the full meaning AME, OJF, EBF at first use 

2. In the tables, the column of number/frequency should come before percent 

3. Edit some typographical errors in table 1 (averrage, maried, widwed), table 2(percents), table 3 (pregnante)

4. Change “niveau de scolarisation” to English

5. Be consistent with the number of decimal places

6. Table 3 is not clear. What is the meaning of without taboos? Probability? What information is the table passing? 

Discussion

1. The discussion section should not be a repetition of the results, rather results should be compared with existing literatures on the subject matter. 

Under “type and population of study”, authors should state in  calendar month what the lean and post-winter period mean. The authors could also state the year of data collection.   

While describing the population, it would be good to state the inclusion and exclusion criteria

Under data collection tools, describe the questionnaire in details – how many question? The number of sections, whether the questionnaire was self- or interviewer-administered and if it was translated to locallanguage. 

Under sample size determination, provide explanation of why design effect was used. 

For sampling technique, explain the process you follow step-by-step i.e. the two stage cluster sampling. 

In data collection method section, explain how you collected data. Did you use research assistants? If yes, how many? Did you collect the data by yourself? You need to explain this. Secondly, you need to explain you explanatory and outcome variables if you have. 

Under data analysis section, explain the type of analysis you did – descriptive (frequency and percentages, mean and standard deviation). Did you do any bivariate analysis such as chi-quare? State it. 

Ethical considerations – did you obtain ethical clearance from any ethical committee? If yes, state it. Did your study follow the Helsinki’s declaration on conduct of research among human subjects? State clearly the ethical considerations.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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