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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 manuscript is important to the scientific community as it provides a direct comparison of XGBoost and Bayesian Geo-Additive Regression for BMI prediction, highlighting the trade-offs between computational efficiency and uncertainty quantification. These findings are crucial for developing hybrid models that can better inform public health policies in nutritional epidemiology.
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	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. It clearly states the study's objective, methodology, key findings, and implications.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is scientifically sound, offering a robust comparison of XGBoost and Bayesian Geo-Additive Regression for BMI prediction and addressing important considerations like uncertainty quantification and computational efficiency. Its methodology and findings are well-supported by established scientific principles and relevant literature.
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	The references generally appear sufficient and recent, with many publications from 2021, 2022, and 2023. One suggestion for an additional reference, particularly for the hybrid modeling frameworks mentioned as future work.
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	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communications. 
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