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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative 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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Introduction:

The introduction presents relevant background information; however, several statements lack appropriate scientific references. It is recommended to cite recent and authoritative sources to support key claims and contextual information.

The stated objective of the review is somewhat general and lacks specificity. I suggest rephrasing the objective in more detail to clearly define the scope and purpose of the review—e.g., whether it aims to identify knowledge gaps, summarize recent findings, or compare existing nutritional indices.

Section: Nutritional Indices for Measuring Food Intake and Utilization:

The first paragraph of this section contains important information, but it is not adequately supported by references. Please include citations for the definitions and classification of nutritional indices, as well as for methods of measuring food intake and utilization.

In general, this section would benefit from stronger referencing to recent studies and reviews in the field.


3.
References:

Some of the cited references are considerably outdated (e.g., from 1957, 1964, 1965, and 1967). While foundational studies can be valuable, it is recommended to replace or supplement these with more recent literature where applicable to ensure the manuscript reflects current scientific understanding.

Please verify that all references cited in the text are included in the reference list, and vice versa. A cross-check is necessary to ensure completeness and consistency.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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