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Reviewer's comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
the manuscript and highlight that part in the
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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Yes, the manuscript is quite relevant for the scientific community, and | would like to

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? appreciate the authors for the efforts made towards putting this research paper together.
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable? 2. No, the title of the article isn't as insightful and clear enough as it should be.

(If not please suggest an alternative title) | would recommend; An Assessment of the nutritional Status and its Predictors amongst
women in a rural community of Dharwad Taluk, Karnataka, India.
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 3. Yes the abstract is comprehensive
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 4. It would be better to separate the results and the discussion into two separate parts, in

order to allow for a more robust discussion and literature review.
6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of

additional references, please mention in the review form. 5. Yes it is scientifically correct, however the authors should kindly include how they
calculated their sample size under the methodology in order to allow for reproducibility of
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide similar studies.

additional suggestions/comments)

7. The authors used an In-text referencing style. Please kindly review the referencing style
required of the journal.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly Yes, it is. However, | would recommend that the authors do a more detailed grammatical review in
communications? order to make Minor corrections.

Optional/General comments

Itis a good paper and a fair attempt by the authors to contribute towards scientific knowledge.
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