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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 valuable empirical evidence reinforcing the critical link between regular breakfast consumption and cognitive performance in school-aged children.The findings are significant as they highlight this relationship across both rural and urban settings, suggesting the benefits are universal despite potential socio-economic differences. The study's focus on various child-related factors (gender, birth order, nutritional status) offers a nuanced understanding that can inform targeted public health interventions and educational policies aimed at improving children's academic outcomes and overall well-being.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes
	

	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 comprehensive but can be improved.Suggestions:
1. Clearly state the cross-sectional design and sample size (N=120) upfront.
2. Streamline the results, leading with the main finding (higher cognitive scores in regular consumers).
3. Specify which associations (academic achievement, nutritional status) were statistically significant.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound.The use of a standardized tool like WISC-III is a strength. However, there are areas for improvement:
1. Clarity in Tables: Tables 3-7 are difficult to interpret. The layout is confusing, with "High average/Average" and "Average/Below average" headers not clearly aligned with the regular/irregular consumer groups. The data presentation needs significant revision for clarity. 

2 ·Data Inconsistency: There is an apparent error in Table 1 under "Academic achievements" for the Urban group. The percentages for A+ (63.3%) and A (26.7%) do not align with the provided N values (16 and 38, respectively, as 38 is 63.3% of 60, not 26.7%). This must be corrected.
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	Yes
	

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


	The language is suitable but requires thorough proofreading to correct grammatical errors and improve phrasing for better readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has a strong foundation but requires major revisions to data presentation, correction of inconsistencies, language editing, and a more precise discussion of findings before publication.
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