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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 because it uses a mixed-method sequential design to investigate geophagy in women of childbearing age. This approach provides a comprehensive understanding, combining laboratory data (chemical composition of clay) with qualitative experiences (in-depth interviews and focus group discussions).
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Maybe can change the title with “Chemical Composition and Health-Related Experiences of Geophagia Among Women of Childbearing Age: A Mixed-Method Study in Tshwane District, South Africa”
	

	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.

	Include the qualitative sampling techniques that were employed, such as purposive sampling and data-saturation-based sample size calculation. Mention ICP Mass Spectrometry, the primary analytical instrument. Add that the study will run from September 2023 until October 2024.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Despite the thorough presentation of the results, the study's weaknesses are not specifically addressed in any section.
This publication makes reference to descriptive statistics and laboratory results; however, the text does not include tables or figures that display the actual concentrations of chemical components (in relation to acceptable limits) or demographic data from 99 women. Tables and figures that are pertinent should be specifically included in the Results section.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Add more comprehensive scientific sources that go beyond the IARC categorization, which clearly connects cancer mechanisms with exposure to trace elements (such as lead, arsenic, and cadmium) found in clay.

	

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

	There are several grammatical mistakes, particularly in the usage of verb tenses, difficult or excessively long phrase forms, and articles (a, an, and the).
Some expressions are unclear or overly casual. Make sure that scientific terminology is used consistently.


	

	Optional/General comments

	



	






	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and 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 detail)
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