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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.


	Firstly, I would like to express my gratitude to the author/ authors for their comprehensive research, which offers valuable insights about the role of parental education, parental occupation over the cognitive domains and breakfast regime of children’s. 

The research objectives are well defined which provide clear understanding about the outcome of the study. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested Title :- “Breakfast consumption pattern and cognitive skills of school children in relation to the parental components”
	

	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 meets the primary prerequisite, however restructuring of certain sentences are suggested in order to maintain seamless flow. 

 Keywords are also needs to be incorporated. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. The manuscript is scientifically sound; however, it lacks certain references for articles cited within the study.
i. Priya et al. (2010)
ii. Siong et al. (2018)
2. In the Introduction section, more literature review needs to be incorporated in order to establish clear rationale.

3.  The title of table 8, can be modified as “Association between cognitive indices of regular and irregular breakfast consuming children’s by father’s age”  
4. Conclusion – “A bit more in-depth conclusion is needs to be incorporated”.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The in-text citations and references utilized in the study are pertinent to the research conducted. However, it is suggested to incorporate some latest reference in the list. 
There are 3 references mentioned in the reference list which are not cited in the study. Kindly recheck.

1. Louise, M., 2015, The effect of breakfast and breakfast composition on cognitive performance among children and adolescents. American. J. Public Health, 6(3): 164-172.
2. Smith,A.P.,2001,Stress,breakfast cereal consumption and cortisol. http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/10284150290018946
3. Williams, B. M., O'Neil, C. E., Keast , D. R., Cho, S. and Nicklas, T. A., 2009,  Are breakfast   consumption   patterns   associated   with   weight   status   and nutrient  adequacy  in  African-American  children. Public Health  Nutr,  27 (1): 1-8.
	

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


	The language was appropriate and effectively conveyed the perspectives. However there are certain places where sentence loose the meaning (that can be revised).

Ex- Results of study by Lara et al. (2014) showed that, significantly higher proportion of working mothers reported more breakfast eaters compared to less proportion of mother working.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The overall manuscript is good because it provides a detailed picture of Dharwad district that how breakfast consumption pattern and cognitive skills of school age children’s got influenced by their parental components.
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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)

Not observed.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	Not found.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	Not sure.
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	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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	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)
	8 (Can be accepted with revisions)


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback

	
	


Reviewer Details:
This section is mandatory to prepare the Reviewer Certificate. 

Please complete this section carefully. Reviewer Certificate will be generated by using this information only. 

Your Certificate will be wrong, if you provide incorrect information. 

Please note modification of certificate will not be possible after generation. 

Certificate will not be issued if incomplete information is provided.

	Name of the Reviewer
	Dr. Yashpal Singh

	Department of Reviewer
	Psychology

	University or Institution of Reviewer
	Guru Nanak Dev University

	Country of Reviewer
	India

	Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Reviewer
	Researcher

	Email ID of Reviewer
	ysyashpalsingh20@gmail.com
ysyashpalsingh20@gmail.com

	WhatsApp Number of Reviewer (Optional)
	

	Write 5-8 Keywords regarding expertise of Reviewer
	Nutritional Psychology, Child Psychology, Health Psychology, Physiological Psychology, Applied Psychology, Research methods, Statistics, Psychometrics


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


