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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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 offers valuable insight into an under-researched but increasingly important area of public health and higher education—food insecurity among university students in Bangladesh. By focusing on CCN University, the study captures localized data that reflect broader socioeconomic and infrastructural challenges faced by students in developing nations. The use of primary survey data, along with demographic and behavioral analysis, makes this paper a meaningful contribution to food security literature, with implications for university policy-making, student welfare initiatives, and national-level interventions. It encourages stakeholders in higher education to consider food access as a key component of student support services.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly communicates the core theme and the context of the research.
	

	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 generally covers the objective, methodology, key findings, and implications. However, it can be improved by:

Clearly mentioning the sample size and data collection period.

Avoiding repetition of general statements like “understanding... is crucial” unless followed by a specific result.

Including a sentence on the recommendations or solutions proposed.

Suggested Revision Sample (Excerpt):

“This study surveyed 100 students from CCN University through an online questionnaire to assess the causes, consequences, and coping strategies associated with food insecurity. Key findings revealed factors such as cafeteria closures, financial limitations, and poor food quality contributed to students' food insecurity, resulting in anxiety, fatigue, and difficulty concentrating. Recommendations include improved campus food services, financial aid, and nutritional education to support student well-being.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Largely yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and based on well-known frameworks for food insecurity assessment (e.g., FAO and WHO definitions). However:

The methods section should specify the questionnaire type, whether it was pre-validated or piloted.

The data analysis lacks statistical depth (e.g., no inferential statistics or correlation findings).

The writing in the results section is descriptive but would benefit from quantitative analysis (e.g., chi-square or cross-tabulations) to draw stronger conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and provide good historical and conceptual grounding. However, the majority are from 2009 or earlier, with only one from 2014.
	

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


	The manuscript demonstrates acceptable English, but requires moderate to significant editing for scholarly clarity. Common issues include:

Redundancy (e.g., “actually,” “so that,” “furthermore” overused),

Awkward phrasing and incorrect verb tenses,

Informal language in data description (e.g., “valuable study,” “actually,” “on the contrary”).

Recommendation: The manuscript would benefit from professional language editing before publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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