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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 manuscript researched into the influence of parental factors on breakfast consumption and cognitive skills of higher primary school children. It is a novel idea that provides findings on impact of parent factors on  breakfast pattern of schools children and their cognitive skills by researching into the demographic data of the parents such as their age, occupation, and education among others and how it affect children’s breakfast consumption and cognitive skills. The findings of the research would provide valuable recommendations where necessary to cushion the  effect of negative impact of parent’s demographic data on breakfast consumption of schools children and their cognitive skills. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is 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.


	It is, however for improvement, tense usage should be looked into, the citation should be removed, it is not necessary in abstract and include 7-10 keywords.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The concept of the manuscript is scientific 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are inadequate. More recent literature should be reviewed to obtain more robust, educative and better backing for research findings research and more references. The references should not be lesser than 20  
	

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


	It is not quite suitable. There is the need for complete language editing for clarity of the manuscript‘s concept 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper should be re-structured

There is need for major corrections as stated above. 

Background to the study

After the background to the study, which needs to be re-corrected with most recent citations and reviews based on major terms in the research topic, bearing in mind that the literature cited in the background to the study will be used to back the research findings under result discussion. 

Objectives of the Study or Research Hypotheses

This is missing, and it should follow the study background, to provide guide for the 

result and discussion outline, for clarity and to make the study findings catchy. 

Methods

The methods used in carrying out the study should be better outlined to make it less ambiguous.

Results

 The results of the findings should align with the study objectives or research questions guiding the study. 

Discussions

The discussions should follow the sequence of the result presentation, supporting it with literature as cited in the study background that either supports or contradicts the findings of this research, and justifying them.

Conclusion

This should be drawn in line with findings of each study objective or research hypotheses.

References

Increase the number of references by ensuring that more literature are reviewed, must not be less than 20, and most recent. All cited sources in the text most be well referenced.

It worthy of note that complete language editing must be carried out.
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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)

None that I know of
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	None declared
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	This can only be determined with plagiarism check
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”    

 I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer
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	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	7
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