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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 is important for the scientific community. Comprehensive review such as this one fills a knowledge gap for the Nepalis. Such review is often lacking for countries with wide disparities. Regardless of the improvement in GHI, reviews are still essential for future policy making. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and suitable for this manuscript.
	

	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 manuscript talks about the GFSI, but this was not included in the abstract. Perhaps excluded due to word count? If possible, an addition of a sentence or 2 about GFSI would aid this abstract to be more attractive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	For a review such as this one. It is scientifically correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are several citations that are older than 10 years. Perhaps there are not recent ones for Nepal? For manuscript review, often APA citations are easier to review and comment, the use of this format of citation is based on journal criteria? 

	

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


	Suitable and clear. Although the standard of English is already high, it is optional and preferred if this manuscript can be sent for further proofreading to strengthen its language use. The authors language appears to be purposefully opinionated to persuade its readers. If journal allows such language then this style of writing can be published
	

	Optional/General comments


	A worthy manuscript for publication, journal editors have to approve the persuasive and purposeful style of writing. 
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