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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.


	Manuscript is providing insights into the relationship between dietary diversity and childhood stunting in rural Nigeria.
The study documents dietary patterns of this population and is identifying social factors like mother’s education and family income as the determinants of dietary diversity.

It could prove to be a valuable source for evidence-based interventions in this resource limited populations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is lengthy, could be minimized to 12-15 words to make it more effective.
Suggested title: “Dietary Diversity and Stunting among Under-Five Children in Rural Nigeria”
	

	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.


	Abstract is very well written. Some suggestions to make it more refined.
Time period of study could be added.

Mean age of the children could be added.

No mention of statistical methods used.

Consider adding specific recommendations instead of mentioning general interventions needed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Methodology looks scientifically appropriate. Right statistical tests are applied. 
In results section, need clarification in the reporting of the mean dietary diversity score. Table 2 shows a mean DDS of 5.91 ± 2.15, which would place the average in the "Medium DDS" category (5-8 food groups), yet the text states that 69.3% had low dietary diversity.
Explanation on the role of confounding variables influencing DD and Stunting is missing.

Also, whether 24-hr dietary recall was validated or how recall bias was addressed is missing 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Many references are from 2015-2017, as the manuscript is being published in 2025, it is recommended to include more studies, particularly systematic reviews and meta-analysis from 2020 onwards. 

Some references appear to be duplicated (e.g., multiple Otekunrin papers with similar content).

The James (2022) citation lacks publisher details.

Some citations in the text are not fully matched in the reference list.
The foundational Arimond & Ruel paper cited is from 2004 (20+ years old).
	

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


	Sentences could be simplified for clarity
Passive voice is overused in certain sections, particularly in the methodology.

Inconsistent formatting of p-values (sometimes with "p=" prefix, sometimes without)

Variable reporting of statistical results (sometimes β values are reported, sometimes just significance levels)

Inconsistent capitalization in the tables and headings
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has considerable scientific merit with its focus on the important topic of childhood malnutrition in rural Nigeria and provides valuable data on dietary diversity patterns and nutritional status. The methodology is generally sound, and the findings contribute meaningful insights to the field.

However, several significant issues require addressing before publication:

· Outdated references 

· Moderate language and writing quality 

· Incomplete ethical reporting 

· Inconsistency between reported mean DDS (5.91) and the conclusion that most children had low dietary diversity

· Limited discussion on limitations and potential biases
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