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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The manuscript can be of great benefit to the scientific community as it discusses a unique connection between nutrition literacy and agricultural practice within the concept of critical consciousness by adopting the concept of dialogic pedagogy as developed by Paulo Freire to enable the powerless societies to critically examine their environment and engage in personal changes about food security and diet diversity. 

The study breaks a significant literature gap on innovation in nutrition education in India giving an empirical basis about the efficacy of participatory practices in empowering the involvement and leadership of a community.

These include development of nutri-gardens and changes in gender norms, thus giving credence to the manuscript that dialogue is one of the potent tools to increase nutritional knowledge and social equity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is thoughtful. It summarises the main issues of the manuscript. Important to note is the notions of critical consciousness, food security, nutrition literacy achieved through dialogue, and an emphasis on the individual environment of an agricultural intervention in Odisha, India. However, it might be shortened and more engaging. My proposed title will be Empowering Communities through Dialogue and Critical Consciousness on Food Security in Odisha
	

	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 and summarises the main points. However, some considerations can make it to be more understandable and persuasive
One of the considerations is that it will be better to mention the main objective of the study in the very first sentence of the abstract making the reader understand what the research was supposed to accomplish. 
Although the abstract gives reference to transformative behaviours and results, it can be improved to highlight the particular results such as the proportion of the respondents that changed their lifestyles and the effect on the dietary diversity. 
It may also be improved on with a sentence mentioning the general implications of the finding to other interventions of similar nature elsewhere. 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound, it is grounded in established theories, and shows strengths in methodology and contextual relevance. It highlights the impact of a dialogic approach on transformative behaviours among CHFs in Odisha, India. 

But, to further strengthen the manuscript, the author may consider adding statistical analyses and discussing long-term sustainability and future research directions.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript utilised 30 references which are relevant and sufficient enough. However, some of them are outdated as I want to be sure that events have override them. Please, consider your references to be of 2020-2025.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is clear, well structured, and appropriate for scholarly communication, which proves that there is a good grasp of the issue. But it can be improved on through some changes, including separation of long sentences and maintaining consistent language.
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