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	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.


	The manuscript is important in the following ways:
1. It provides a practical model for assessing child nutrition using its mixed-method approach.

2. It reveals critical cultural barriers that undermine global nutrition guidelines in this setting.

3. It delivers unique data on infant feeding practices in Rohingya refugee camps
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	No. I suggest it should include:

1. specific results like EBF66.1%, MAD 30.3%, MDD 55.3%
2. The scale (531 households, 541 children)

3. Implications/Reccommendation from the findings

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
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	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, additional more recent references of between 2020-2025 should be added.
	

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


	1. The authors target was 468 households, but 531 were surveyed. Justify the oversampling
2. In Section 2.2, Specific objectives duplicate text. It should be consolidated.

3. Describe the statistical methods used e.g regression for association, software used for analysis

4. Figures 1-2 (comparison with UNICEF-ACF 2022 Data) are missing which is critical for trend analysis.

5. Reframe ‘effectiveness’ as ‘Association’  in section 5.3 as cross sectional data cannot prove program effectiveness. 
6. Address why MAD remains low despite moderate MDD/MMF

7. Some citation lacks links e.g Ref 1, and 11.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)


	


Reviewer details:

Ben Esther Ofunu, Abubakar Tafawa Balewa University, Nigeria
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

