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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 (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.

	The article is important to the scientific community because it provides data on school-age children and adolescents' health status and environmental conditions. It highlights health concerns, such as the high prevalence of underweight children, age and gender differences in vaccination coverage, and the increase in vision problems with advancing age. It also provides information on the quality of school infrastructure and food conditions, strengthening health promotion actions. Its results support the improvement of the National School Health Program of Saudi Arabia and are aligned with the global goals of health promotion and education.
	

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

	The title is appropriate
	

	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 summary is well structured. Adding data that would make it more complete, such as inserting N and percentages. The conclusion could make it more straightforward that the results support strengthening the National School Health Program of Saudi Arabia, better connecting the findings to practical application.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In general, the study complies with scientific research standards, but I suggest adding the ethics committee approval number; in addition to making it more straightforward in some tables, the "N" used was 799 (not the initial 1,100). It would be important to explain clearly in the text the reason for this difference (lack of data, refusals, exclusions?).
 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate
	

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

	I think they are adequate
	

	Optional/General comments

	Overall, the article is well-constructed but requires some adjustments before publication, including reviewing the references and inserting more recent data published in high-impact journals, in addition to comparing it with current data from food consumption research, such as the 2024 obesity atlas data, for example. I also recommend standardizing technical terms and tables to improve reading fluidity and explaining differences in the number of participants analyzed between sections.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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