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2. Title suitable: this is the title proposal: Assessment of nutritional security status in 
farm households from nutrition garden in Tonk district of Rajasthan 

3. Abstract not comprehensive. It should be structured such as: Introduction, methods, 
results, conclusion and key words. 

4. Manuscript structure and subsections non appropriate: In the methodology, the 
study design , the sapling and the data collection and analysis not well identified. 
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