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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.


	This manuscript holds significant value, as it provides an evidence-based analysis of the impact of school-based kitchen gardening and nutrition education on children's health and dietary habits. Integrating practical gardening activities with nutritional awareness programs can improve vegetable consumption, knowledge of nutrition and reduction in iron deficiency anaemia among school students. The findings highlight the potential of kitchen gardens to enhance the food security and combat malnutrition, particularly in economically backward regions.  The study also contributes to the growing body of literature supporting school-based agricultural initiatives as an effective strategy to improve nutritional outcomes as well as the educational engagement among children.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Current title is lengthy and could be more concise. 
Nutrition Education and Kitchen Gardening to Enhance Health Outcomes in Institutional Welfare Schools of Andhra Pradesh

Or 

Impact of school-based kitchen gardening and nutrition education on children's health and dietary habits
	

	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.


	Should state the primary objectives of the study at the beginning. (may be the first sentence)
lacks clarity on how data was collected and analyzed. Briefly mentioning the pre-test/post-test approach and key evaluation criteria would improve clarity.
Some sentences are lengthy and could be broken down for better readability

Try to use more formal language 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Add details of the statistical methods used for analysis. A control group is mentioned, but the exact comparison between control and intervention groups in terms of statistical significance is not very clear. Overall, the manuscript is scientifically valid and contributes valuable insights into school-based nutrition interventions. But, enhancing the statistical accuracy and more details on data analysis would strengthen its scientific accuracy. Also, should have included some visual representation of results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some references are outdated or do not reflect the most recent advancements. So inclusion of studies published in the last 5-7 years would be good
	

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


	The language could be improved to meet the standards of scholarly communication. Some sentences are too long . Some phrases sound informal or conversational. requires significant improvements in grammar, clarity, and scholarly tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall good but there are areas that require refinement to enhance its scientific accuracy and clarity.
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	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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