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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.


	This manuscript provides empirical evidence on the effectiveness of the Mid-Day Meal Scheme in reducing anemia prevalence among primary school children in India, addressing a critical knowledge gap regarding the nutritional status of school-aged children (6-12 years). By demonstrating a statistically significant improvement in hemoglobin levels (mean increase of 1.3 g/dL) among program participants and identifying key socio-demographic factors influencing outcomes, the study offers valuable insights for evidence-based policy refinements to enhance school feeding programs. The comprehensive methodological approach combining clinical measurements with demographic analysis across both urban and rural settings establishes a replicable framework for evaluating nutritional interventions in diverse socioeconomic contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title effectively captures the essence of this public health research and would be clear to readers searching for literature on nutritional interventions, school feeding programs, or anemia reduction strategies in India. No alternative title is needed as the current one serves its purpose effectively.
	

	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 abstract is generally comprehensive and well-structured, following the standard IMRAD format with clear sections for background, objectives, methods, results, and conclusion. For greater completeness, I suggest including the specific rural vs. urban anemia comparison (40.0% vs. 26.7%) as this highlights an important health disparity. Adding the correlation coefficient between BMI and hemoglobin levels (r=0.41) would strengthen the quantitative findings presented. The regression analysis showing that socio-demographic factors collectively explained 21.8% of variance in hemoglobin levels merits inclusion as it emphasizes their importance. Consider adding 1-2 brief, specific recommendations from the conclusion to provide more actionable insights. Finally, correct the typographical error "undern utrition" to "undernutrition" in the background section. The abstract's current structure and length are appropriate and don't require any deletions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically robust. The research design (descriptive cross-sectional study) is appropriate for the research questions, and the sample size (600 students with balanced urban/rural representation) is adequate for the statistical analyses performed. The study properly uses standardized methods for hemoglobin measurement (HemoCue Hb 301 analyzer) and employs appropriate statistical tests (chi-square, Pearson correlations, paired t-tests, multiple regression) with correct interpretation of p-values and significance levels.

The findings are statistically significant and meaningful, showing clear differences in anemia prevalence between urban and rural students (26.7% vs. 40.0%, p<0.01), the influence of socio-demographic factors on hemoglobin levels (regression model R²=0.218, p<0.001), correlation between BMI and hemoglobin (r=0.41, p<0.001), and improvement in hemoglobin after Mid-Day Meal participation (mean increase of 1.3 g/dL, p<0.001).

The authors appropriately acknowledge study limitations, including its cross-sectional nature limiting causal inference, and the conclusions drawn are supported by the presented data. The study results align with existing literature on anemia prevalence and school feeding program effectiveness.

Minor issues include some typographical errors (e.g., "rzed blood cells" instead of "red blood cells"), an incorrect citation year (Stevens et al., 2025), and some formatting inconsistencies in the references section, but these do not impact the scientific validity of the research.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list should be standardized to follow a consistent format, and publication years should be verified for accuracy. Including more recent literature (particularly from 2021-2023) would strengthen the manuscript's foundation and relevance to current nutritional policy discussions in India.
	

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


	The manuscript requires substantial language improvements before meeting scholarly publication standards. While the content is scientifically sound, numerous grammatical errors, awkward sentence structures, and typographical mistakes diminish readability. Specific issues include inconsistent terminology usage (the program is variously called "Mid-Day Meal Scheme," "Mid-Day Meal (MDM) Scheme," and "MDM Scheme"), citation irregularities with impossible future dates (e.g., Stevens et al., 2025), and formatting inconsistencies throughout the references section. Several typographical errors appear in key terminology (e.g., "undern utrition," "rzed blood cells"). The manuscript would benefit significantly from professional copy-editing to address these issues, improve sentence flow, correct grammar problems, and standardize terminology and formatting. While the research methodology and findings appear valid, the current language quality falls below the standard expected for scholarly publication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	While the research content is robust, the manuscript requires substantial language editing to address numerous grammatical errors, typographical mistakes, and awkward phrasing throughout the text. Several reference years appear incorrect (e.g., Stevens et al., 2025), and the reference list needs standardization. The cross-sectional design, acknowledged as a limitation, constrains causal inference. Nevertheless, the study provides important insights for policy refinements to enhance the impact of school feeding programs on child nutrition in India, particularly in addressing rural-urban disparities and incorporating maternal education components.
Overall, this research makes a valuable contribution to understanding the effectiveness of school feeding programs in addressing childhood anemia in India, with important implications for policy refinements to enhance nutritional outcomes in school children.
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