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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript is suitable, but the author has written 'supplementat nutrition' instead of 'supplementary nutrition'.


	

	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 objective of the abstract the author has mention  increbreast milkng mothers' knowledge, which has been spelt or written wrong, so it is not possible to understand what the author has meant. In the method session, it is mentioned that it is an intervention study; it is not mentioned what kind of design the study used—whether it is an RCT or a quasi-experimental study.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript has mostly covered almost all the area. But it has some problems in the result area.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In some areas, citations and references are missing, especially in the introduction. The manuscript mentions the definition of wasting and stunting, but it lacks a citation or reference.


	

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


	some areas in the manuscript found some spelling mistakes. The author has mentioned increbreast milkng in the abstract, introduction and discussion session, reviewer guess it may be increasing breast feeding. whereas in the implementation and methods session the author has mentioned anamnesis. Reviewer feel, it may be anaemia so that is needed to be clarified. In the same session, the author used present- and future-tense instead of past-tense.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The study has not mentioned the research design, exclusion criteria, validity and reliability of the tool. In addition, the result session omitted the socio-demographic profile of the participants. Sample recruitment was not discussed in the methodology session. In the result session, the author claimed that wasting and stunting decreased after the intervention, but he did not mention the baseline data or compare it with the post-test data. The same was true with the knowledge score; there was no comparison between the baseline knowledge of the mother and the post-score.
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