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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript holds some significance due to the vulnerability of the population studied. However, the study requires substantial revision. The author has not adequately emphasized the importance of assessing nutritional status in this population. Additionally, why was only the female population selected?
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Nutrients are the components we obtain from our meals or diet. The author has used both terms interchangeably throughout the manuscript. 'Dietary intake' refers to the types of food an individual consumes daily, while 'nutrient intake' is a more detailed analysis of the macro and micronutrients (such as carbohydrates, proteins, iron, calcium, etc.) consumed through daily meals.

Secondly, the manuscript mentions dietary intake in relation to anthropometric indices, but there is no table or interpretation that directly links the two. Additionally, the use of the term 'indices' seems somewhat irrelevant in this context. It appears that underweight (weight-for-age) cut-off points were used to assess the nutritional status of the studied population, which is not considered an index. While BMI is mentioned in the manuscript, there is no interpretation provided in relation to it. Therefore, it is suggested to revise the title accordingly.
	

	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.
	No. The method does not clearly present the classification used for nutritional assessment. Additionally, the abstract lacks details on how dietary intake was measured and analyzed. The sentence structure could be refined for clarity and coherence.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Yes, The structure of the manuscript is fine, with appropriate headings. However, the content is lacking. There is no proper description or interpretation of the tables. Each table should be explained in detail. Additionally, the results of the analysis are presented in the discussion section, which is not appropriate.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	Scientifically, the manuscript can be accurate once it is properly written without grammatical errors and spelling mistakes. However, I regret to say that, in its current form, the manuscript is not ready for scientific publication. A major revision is needed. It is suggested that the author refer to other published research papers on this topic to better understand how a scientific original paper should be written and structured. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

-
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent. However, they are not formatted uniformly, and several references are missing the journal name. Additionally, I have noted some minor mistakes in the manuscript.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript should be free from grammatical errors and spelling mistakes. However, this is not a major issue and can be easily improved.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The information is adequate for scientific communication, but it requires revision. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)
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