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	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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific and public health community as it provides recent, facility-based evidence on the prevalence, determinants, and caregiver-related barriers to child malnutrition in a low- and middle-income country setting. By focusing on caregiver awareness, feeding practices, and willingness to participate in nutrition education, the study addresses both biological and behavioral dimensions of child malnutrition. The findings contribute locally relevant data from Zanzibar, a region with limited published evidence, and help bridge gaps between global malnutrition estimates and context-specific realities. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable, clear, and accurately reflects the content, population, and setting of the study. It effectively conveys the focus on child malnutrition, caregiver barriers, and intervention readiness within a specific geographic context. No major revision is required, though adding “Zanzibar” explicitly (if not already present) enhances geographic clarity.
	

	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.


	The abstract is comprehensive and well structured, covering background, objectives, methods, results, and conclusions. It clearly reports key prevalence figures, significant associations, and caregiver barriers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. The cross-sectional study design is appropriate for estimating prevalence and identifying associations between caregiver-related factors and child malnutrition. The sample size calculation is justified, data collection methods are clearly described, and statistical analyses (descriptive statistics, chi-square tests, likelihood ratio tests) are suitable for the research objectives. Ethical approval and informed consent procedures were adequately addressed. The interpretation of findings is cautious and consistent with the study design and limitations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are extensive, relevant, and largely up to date, including high-quality sources from WHO, UNICEF, The Lancet, Frontiers journals, and recent studies published between 2021 and 2025. The inclusion of global, regional, and country-specific literature strengthens the contextualization of findings.
	

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


	The language quality is suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript uses appropriate academic terminology, and the arguments are presented clearly and logically. Minor issues include long sentences, occasional repetition, and small grammatical inconsistencies that could benefit from professional copy-editing. However, these do not detract from comprehension, and the overall English standard is acceptable for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction is well written, logically organized, and scientifically accurate. It effectively presents the global and regional burden of child malnutrition, links it to feeding practices and caregiver factors, and aligns the study with global targets (WHA and SDGs). The literature review is current and comprehensive.
Suggestion: Clearly articulate the research gap in one concise paragraph (e.g., limited facility-based evidence on caregiver barriers and intervention readiness in Zanzibar) to further strengthen the study rationale.
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