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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Page 2 References for table depicting deficiency of vitamins should be added 
 
The references cited in the text do not match. For example  
In line 19, it’s mentioned ‘WHO states “Nutrition is the science of food and its relationship to 
health”[1,2]’ The reference number 1 and 2 are articles which talk about PEM instead of the 
nutrition definition.  

Its mentioned above No 9. 
Its mentioned about this definition in these articles. 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The abstract sentences should be restructured as the message is not very clear 
Line 22, refer’s should be replaced by refers 
The text has grammatical errors which need to be corrected, for example in line 63 ‘Vitamin 
C as antioxidant’ should be written as ‘Vitamin C as an antioxidant’ 

Correction made 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The manuscript overall doesn’t give any new information nor is there an attempt to quote 
any new studies or new aspects related to nutrition. The references cited are also incorrect. 

--- 

 
 
 
 
PART  2:  
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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 

 
 


