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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 topic of the study is to study the impact of network interaction in education related to the field of food and nutrition. In general, the study of issues related to the development of scientific approaches in various areas in the field of food and nutrition is very important for society. This concerns ensuring food security, social accessibility of food products, high quality of food products, their safety for health, innovative development of the food production sector, etc. Improving the quality of education in this area will contribute to the active development of food and nutrition areas. It follows that the topic of the study is relevant and important for the scientific community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is appropriate.
	

	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 exhaustive.

It is proposed to add the word - education to the keywords.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is presented in a scientific style, consistently and logically. The article has an author's approach to the study of this problem. Taking into account the main comments and eliminating the identified shortcomings, the article can be recommended for publication in the international scientific journal "Asian Journal of Food Research and Nutrition".
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The article uses many literary sources from 1968 to 2024. There are a sufficient number of references to literary sources. If possible, references to more recent literary sources should be made.
	

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


	Suitable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1.  In the sentence “Krejcie and Morgan (1970) developed a table to select the students. Based on this table, the sample size was determined to be 256 respondents (refer to Appendix A)” there is an appendix A, which is not in this article. It should be deleted.

2. In the text under table 3 “Responses on Effective Teaching and Learning of Food and Nutrition” there is a description of this table, but there is an erroneous reference to table 4. It is necessary to change the table numbers in the description from 4 to 3.

3. Under table 3 “Responses on Effective Teaching and Learning of Food and Nutrition” there is a detailed description of the same information that is contained in table 3, that is, there is a repetition in text format. Here it is necessary to make a generalization in the form of concise conclusions. This will also reduce the excessive volume of the article.

4. In table 3, you can describe in more detail the positions that scored less than 3 points.

5. Similarly, under Table 4, “Summary of the items’ Statistics”, there is a detailed description of the same information contained in Table 4, i.e. it is a repetition in text format. Here, a generalization should be made in the form of concise conclusions.

6. The name of Table 4 should be tied to the name of Table 3, because it contains information about the generalization of the data of Table 3. It is recommended to change the name of Table 4.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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