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	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 manuscript is very important as it covers the first 1000 days, which are critical for growth and development However, it is not presented in a clear way (not sure if this was a sub-study)
More stats are needed for further understanding and background Ethical approval and considerations need to be covered.
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	A LONGITUDINAL STUDY ON NUTRITIONAL ASSESSMENT OF MATERNAL AND INFANTS (<1 YEAR) OF SELECTED URBAN POPULATION IN VIJAYAPURA DISTIRCT, KARNATAKA
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	The abstract is sufficient; however, the methods and results need to be revised. The author used cross- sectional, but the title states longitudinal. Methods: It is not clear how 24 HR was collected and analysed
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	Some aspects of it. It lacks referencing in-text and motivation on the problem introduced and the link.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, more can be added. Stats on nutritional status of infants and mothers in the global and African scale WHO and UNICEF will provide stats
For more details on complementary feeding, the KAP of the mothers is required.
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	Yes, but it can be improved
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	The manuscript needs editing.
Authors need to pay attention to the introduction of and include all factors that are not measured. It also needs to speak to the title, the same as the objectives.
The analysis stated regressions, but no objectives covered that part or which software was used for the analysis. Which, at this stage, still needs some revision.
The results were presented well, but it was not clear why the pre and post-interventions were included.
The discussion still needs more work as it lacks references. Include other studies and check similarities and disparities and argue from there.
The discussion also did not include the strengths and limitations of the study. The 24HR limitations should be included as well as BMI.
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