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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.


	The article provides light on the nutritional status of lactating women and infants in an urban community of Vijayapura, Karnataka, exposing crucial gaps in maternal diet and infant feeding practices.  The study makes evidence-based recommendations for mom and child health by examining socioeconomic factors, breastfeeding and complementary feeding KAP, and the impact of nutrition education programs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The abstract describes the study as cross-sectional, but the title says it is a longitudinal study.
"Nutritional Assessment of Lactating Mothers and Infants Under One Year in Urban Vijayapura, Karnataka: A Cross-Sectional 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.


	Mentioning how the sample size (100 mothers) was determined would improve clarity.

Briefly state which statistical tests were used to analyze the data.
The abstract states that a "nutrition education intervention was provided," but it does not mention whether it was effective. Including any measurable outcomes would strengthen the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	To enhance the manuscript, consider adding recent studies and global guidelines:

WHO & UNICEF. (2023). "Global Breastfeeding Scorecard" – Provides updated insights on breastfeeding practices worldwide.

Black et al. (2013). "Maternal and Child Undernutrition and Overweight in Low-Income and Middle-Income Countries." The Lancet. – Covers the long-term impacts of early-life malnutrition.

Victora et al. (2016). "Breastfeeding in the 21st Century: Epidemiology, Mechanisms, and Lifelong Effect." The Lancet. – Discusses the importance of breastfeeding and complementary feeding practices.

Recent NFHS-5 analysis papers published in Indian journals on regional variations in child stunting and maternal nutrition.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Ensure that the title accurately reflects the study design (cross-sectional vs. longitudinal) to avoid any misinterpretation. The discussion section could be strengthened by comparing findings with previous research and explaining potential reasons behind observed trends in maternal and infant nutrition.
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