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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 investigates the implementation status of Tanzania’s National School Feeding and Nutrition Services Guideline (2020) using a mixed-methods cross-sectional study conducted in primary schools in Monogoro Municipality. The study combines quantitative survey data from 381 pupils with qualitative insights from key informant interviews with head teachers and focus group discussions with school feeding committee members. The paper aims to examine two operational aspects of the guideline: meal provision (dietary diversity and meal frequency) and parental contributions as the primary financing mechanism for school feeding programmes.

The topic is relevant to public health nutrition and education policy, particularly in low-and middle income countries where school feeding programmes are used to address child nutrition and eduational outcomes. The manuscript provides useful descriptive evidence showing differences between public and private schools in meal diversity, meal frequency, and financial stability of feeding programmes. The mixed-methods approach is appropriate for examining implementation practices and contextual constraints. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable. The title clearly identifies the policy framework, geograohic context, and study focus.
	

	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.


	Yes, it present the main contribution, but still need p value in results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but the manuscript has several substantial weaknesses related to methodological transpararency, clarity of statistical analysis, language quality, and the articulation of the reseach gap. Some inconsistencies also appear in the presentation of results and interpretation in the discussion section. 

INTRODUCTION (Page 3)
The introduction provides extensive background on school feeding programmes and national guidelines, it does not clearly define the specific research gap addressed by the study. The manuscript refers broadly to implementation gaps but does not clearly explain what aspect of guideline implementation remain understudied in existing literature.

METHODS (Page 5-6)
Although Cochran’s formula is used to calculate the sample size of 381 pupils, the manuscript does not explain how pupils were selected within each school or how the sample was proportionally distributed across the ten schools.

Statistical analysis. 
Assumptions underlying the independent sample t test are not discussed in table 2. (page 8)

RESULTS
The manuscript reports an average of 3.55 food groups but does not clearly explain how the dietary diversity score was calculated or whether it represents individual pupil responses or school-level averages. (Page 10)
The analysis of qualitative results does not clearly demonstrate how qualitative evidence supports or expands the quantitative findings (page 13-15).

DISCUSSION (Page 16-18)
Some interpretations extend beyond the evidence presented in the results, particularly regarding policy implementation structures and the role of nutrition professionals, which were not directly examined in the study.

Language and grammar issues. Spelling errors such as respondant (page 9) and inconsistent capitalization, such as material and methods, instead of Material and Methods
Inconsistent terminology, such as school food committee and school feeding committee
Formatting inconsistencies in tables.
Reference formatting inconsistencies
Repetition between discussion and conclusion


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the reference list includes both regional and international literature
	

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


	Yes, but still need correction. Detail in below.
	

	Optional/General comments
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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:

Ratih Wirapuspita Wisnuwardani, Mulawarman University, Indonesia

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

