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	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 provides critical, location-specific data on the nutritional status of pregnant women in Ogbomoso, Nigeria, a region within a country bearing a high burden of maternal malnutrition. The findings highlight a significant public health concern: despite adequate caloric intake, there are widespread deficiencies in essential micronutrients and protein. This research is vital for the scientific community as it underscores that energy adequacy does not equate to nutrient adequacy, providing evidence to guide targeted nutritional interventions, policy formulation, and public health strategies aimed at improving maternal and child health outcomes in similar low- and middle-income settings.
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	The abstract is comprehensive but could be improved if deleted The sentence "Dietary fiber... exhibited positive correlations... but caloric intake... showed negative correlations" is confusing in the abstract without context. It could be simplified to: "Diet quality (MDD-W) showed significant but weak correlations with some nutrients.
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	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its design,methodology, and analysis.  Minor Point needs clarification the correlation results in Table 4 and the text (e.g., Vitamins B12 and B3 are listed as 100% inadequate but also show positive/negative correlations) seem counterintuitive. A brief explanation of how correlation was calculated despite universal inadequacy would be helpful (e.g., it reflects variation in intake levels, even if all are below the RDA).
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