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	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.


	With the  advent of  IVF babies and surrogacy , we have to come to terms that  many babies may not be breastfeeding exclusively and  complementary feeding may commence sooner than anticipated in the l ife of  many infants, hence, i applaud the rationale towards the writing of this paper .It's not more a battle of knowledge gap but  foreseeing that  complementary feeding is done and introduced properly in the life of an infant .
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Topical is very suitable 
	

	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 quite comprehensive but here are my few points :

1. )  I  did notice that the modern  and standardized Vancouver referencing  style  wasn't  employed while writing this paper as  superscript  was however used, block  brackets 

2. I don't see the necessity  for the  longitude and latitude  discussed in 2.2 Research area

3. As a doctor , cochranes  formula of sample size is widely used compared to  simels formula  but if need  be i suggest you stick to one  in 2.3

4. I believe that pre-test in stage two is not a stage sample but a separate sample  from the multi staging   as  clearly noted in 2.7 which should have come a bit earlier on and not together with the staging in the multi- system 

5. formular in stage 4 is not so clear, i pose that there's no clarity to that formula  

6. In 2.5  study population should  come before calculating sample size

7. Bein that this is a potential standardized paper , i pose to correct the use of home used foods like pap and the rest, probably a suitable language just explaining what form of meal base can be used.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes 
	

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

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Great paper 
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