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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 paper offers a valuable contribution by reframing chronic child malnutrition and recurrent infections through a syndemic lens, which is still underutilized in applied nutrition and health systems discourse in lower-resource settings. The proposed multi-sector framework, if better detailed, has the potential to guide real-world interventions in fragile and conflict-affected contexts. Strengthening methodological clarity will ensure the manuscript serves as a credible reference for policymakers, researchers, and practitioners working on integrated child health and nutrition in sub-Saharan Africa and beyond.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is precise, informative, and accurately reflects the scope of the paper. No changes recommended.
	

	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 concise and generally well-aligned with the manuscript. However, adding one line clarifying how the literature was sourced and assessed would strengthen the scientific clarity, without compromising brevity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents coherent arguments supported by relevant literature. To enhance scientific rigor, it would be beneficial to expand on the methodological process, highlight limitations of narrative synthesis, and consider integrating a brief evidence matrix or conceptual figure summarizing literature inclusion logic.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate and current. Inclusion of comparative examples from similar low-resource settings (e.g., Rwanda’s national stunting reduction strategy, Ethiopia’s PSNP, Bangladesh’s WASH-nutrition integration) would enrich the analytical perspective and demonstrate global applicability.
	

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


	The manuscript is clearly written, stylistically consistent, and suitable for scholarly publication. Minor polishing for technical terminology consistency may be helpful.
	

	Optional/General comments


	A short table or schematic summarizing core drivers, feedback loops, and intervention pillars could aid reader comprehension. Incorporating practical implementation considerations, such as governance risks, workforce realities, and community engagement pathways, would further enhance the manuscript’s policy relevance.
The manuscript is strong in concept, forward-looking, and highly relevant. Revisions are primarily aimed at strengthening methodological clarity and deepening contextual evidence rather than addressing fundamental flaws.
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