Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Archives of Current Research International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_ACRI_134282

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	 Impact of skipping breakfast on adolescent health  

	Type of the Article
	Empirical 


	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)
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	It is important to know the importance of skipping breakfast among the adolescent because majority needs to be enlightened the adverse effect. Skipping meals could lead to certain illnesses and diseases. Information from people who were affected in the past would have buttressed the findings of this article. 
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