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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.


	As a medical doctor and nutrition coordinator with experience working on projects for Save the Children, UNICEF, and Palladium across Europe, Asia, and Africa, I see this study’s relevance in understanding how women in developing settings access nutritional information. It highlights the growing role of the internet in health literacy, which is vital for designing effective, culturally appropriate interventions. These insights can help guide health professionals and policymakers to promote safe dietary supplement use and improve health outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is okay
	

	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 fairly comprehensive, covering the objectives, methods, key results, and conclusions. However, some points could be improved for clarity:

· The “Methods” section could specify that both descriptive and inferential statistics (including chi-square tests) were used.

· It might be helpful to include specific data points about the prevalence of dietary supplement use, rather than only knowledge levels.

· Consider mentioning the practical implications or policy recommendations briefly in the conclusion. (This is important)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound, both in methodology and data interpretation. The statistical analyses used, such as chi-square tests, are appropriate for the categorical data. The discussion aligns well with the results presented, and the conclusions are supported by the data.
However, the author should do a more indepth research (covering knowledge and prevalence)
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	While the references are generally appropriate, some are slightly outdated
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English language and grammar are generally suitable
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	Consider mentioning the practical implications or policy recommendations briefly in the conclusion. (This is important)
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Celestine Ekwuluo, Ukraine

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

