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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.


	This study helps policymakers tackle food insecurity in vulnerable regions like the Sundarbans by identifying key factors like land access and debt. Its findings can guide effective strategies to improve food security and resilience.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable but could be more concise. Alternative: "Predicting Food Insecurity in the Sundarbans: A Multinomial Logit Analysis."
	

	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 is comprehensive but could briefly mention the study's policy implications. Suggested addition: "The findings offer actionable policy insights to enhance food security in vulnerable regions."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is well done and uses strong methods to analyze food insecurity. However, it should clearly explain its statistical rules to be fully accurate.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	yes
	

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


	The language is scholarly but could be slightly more concise in places. Minor edits for clarity (e.g., simplifying complex sentences) would enhance readability without losing academic rigor.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is well-written with clear methods and strong findings that help address food insecurity in the Sundarbans. To make it even better, simplify technical terms for broader readers and briefly mention limitations like sample size or regional focus. Overall, it's a strong paper that just needs small improvements.
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