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	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 is a study trying to evaluate the prevalence and predictors of obesity in an understudied population 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. There is a problem with the definition of obesity. It is unclear what were the criteria used. It is best to use age and gender BMI percentiles or BMI SDS and define under, normal, overweight and obese. Within the obesity category we now also use Classes 1-3.  
2. The N is relatively small and the number of obese children found does not allow to evaluate predicators., 
3. Obesity is overfat not overweight and therefore BMI is not the best tool to evaluate obesity, this should be addressed. 
4. Most of the discussion is a repeat of the result section.
5. The distribution and selection of the studied population is unclear to me. First, it is stated that children 6-18 will be studied yet in table 1 there are 3 children at the age of 17-20? How can 3 children represents an age group? This study should focus only on the 9-12 Y.O children. 
6. Height averages were 2.0036 m (SD = 0.56353) for males and 2.1490 m (SD = 0.56234) for females. 

Maximum height 3.02 meters???? There must be a mistake!
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