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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This is an original study on KAP on food labels. Food label is a critical item contributes to the decision of purchase. It ensures safe food end healthy food and also food in choice. This type of study is important to improve the health of people in a country by helping to fill gaps on knowledge and practice.   
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is completely misleading. The study is actually on 
1. KAP on women consumers

2. Impact of demographic profile on practice

Therefore, I suggests “Knowledge Attitude and Practice on Food Labels among female consumers and Impact of their Demographic Profile on the Practice in Mysore Urban, India
	

	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 term ‘model package’ need to be removed as no such thing is explained. 
Abstract does not represent the results of all following components;

1. Knowledge – not mentioned 

2. Attitude (one result is mentioned)

3. Practice – not mentioned 

4. Impact of demographic profile on practice – not mentioned. 
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Not appropriate under the ‘results and discussion’ section. Subsections should be included for results type. Here in this manuscript, for example awareness and attitude are discussed under the subsection of ‘general profile’
Suggest to include a subsection- demographic data, knowledge, attitude, practice and impact of demographic profile on practice 
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	1. Objectives do not match the title correctly 

2. Methodology is inadequately written in terms of population, study unit, sample size calculation, sampling technique, data collection tools

3. Ethical clearance is not mentioned 

4. The first para under ‘results’ is actually not a results and it is to be come under ‘introduction’

5. Some discussion points are not shown in results – eg. Butter and milk, bakery items.  

6. Subsections under result section is inappropriate and inadequate.  

7. Figure 1 is only on ‘awareness’. ‘Practice’ is a different variable. No results mentioned on practice 

8. ‘Practice of label’ not defined. Not clear what type of practice is referring to  

9. In summary – no results mentioned

10. In conclusion – no actual conclusion mentioned. Only a recommendation.
	

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

-
	Seems only Indian references cited. It is nice to cite references of other countries also. Enough available in the internet. 
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	Language is sound 

	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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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