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	Reviewer’s comment

	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 measuring and modeling of severe food insecurity using suitable statistical techniques is a significant and current topic in global development research that is addressed in this publication. The study directly addresses well-known shortcomings in previous linear panel approaches used for constrained prevalence data by using a fractional response panel model with correlated random effects. In addition to producing insights that are pertinent to policy and in line with Sustainable Development Goal 2, the work provides a significant methodological contribution. All things considered, the study improves the interpretability and rigor of empirical food insecurity analysis on a worldwide scale.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and appropriately conveys the study's substantive focus as well as its methodological approach. It explains in detail how to apply correlated random effects and bounded panel modeling to global food insecurity indicators. There is no need for a different title.

	

	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.


	Overall, the abstract is thorough and organized properly. It explains the purpose of the study, the methodology, the main conclusions, and the consequences for policy. To improve accessibility for a wider readership, some technical expressions can be rendered simpler. For example, the primary substantive implication (strong country-level heterogeneity and lack of a large worldwide trend) may be emphasized more clearly, and the model's description could be significantly shortened.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is methodologically rigorous and scientifically sound. The use of correlated random intercepts and slopes is a definite advance over traditional linear panel techniques, and the selection of a beta mixed-effects model for restricted prevalence data is well justified. The modeling framework is discussed in detail, estimating techniques are suitable, and diagnostic checks confirm that the selected specification is adequate. Results are interpreted cautiously, logically, and in accordance with the empirical data that has been provided.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are many, current, and pertinent. The work has a deep understanding of current research in applied statistical modeling, development economics, and food security. The authors might think about quickly mentioning seminal foundational work on fractional response models to help support the methodological context, but no important references seem to be lacking.

	

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


	Overall, the language is of high quality and appropriate for academic writing. The manuscript has a logical structure and is written with clarity. However, there are occasional repetitions, lengthy words, and little grammar errors, especially in the discussion parts. Without changing the content of the work, a minor professional language edit would enhance reading and flow.

	

	Optional/General comments


	This study effectively connects methodological innovation with policy significance. It is well-written and persuasively argued. A brief subsection outlining the limitations—such as the use of model-based estimates of food insecurity and possible sensitivity to distributional assumptions—would be one way to make the section better. The effect of the paper could also be increased with a succinct conclusion that summarizes the main policy conclusions in plain language.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Roopali Kudare, Savitribai Phule Pune University, India 

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


