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	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.


	This manuscript addresses a topic of extreme relevance to public health, especially in developing regions, which demands greater attention from both local and international communities. The investigated subject has a high social impact and can lead to permanent harm to those affected by undernutrition. 
The application of spatial analysis to identify clusters of undernutrition and overnutrition offers a valuable tool for the development of more assertive and efficient interventions. By focusing on socioeconomic and geographical factors, the study contributes to an understanding of inequalities, which can lead to the formulation of new public health policies. 
The necessity of localized approaches to adolescent health is undeniable, and this manuscript can support future research in contexts similar to those reported herein.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The Title proved adequate; furthermore, it is grounded in the research's key element, the theme of malnutrition, effectively informs the sample population, and defines the geographical criterion.
	

	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 article's abstract is, in general, comprehensive and well-structured, covering the essential points: Objective, Methodology, Findings, and Conclusions. It successfully provides a clear overview of the study. However, I would like to offer a suggestion regarding the main findings: I propose quantifying the main findings with the aim of increasing their impact on readers. For example, instead of merely stating that a considerable number of boys had poor health, mentioning the percentage found could better support the manuscript's abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Key points affecting scientific accuracy:

Age vs. Gender: The table is difficult to interpret. The age columns appear to contain percentages, but the relationship with the "Male", "Female", and "Total" columns is unclear. Do the values in the cells under the ages sum to 100% for each row? And are these values then aggregated by gender? The legend is confusing.

Statistical Analysis:

The mention of using SPSS and Z-scores is good, but superficial. Details are missing: for which variables were the Z-scores calculated? How exactly were the wealth and health indices constructed?

Which statistical tests were used to verify the significance of the observed differences? t-test, ANOVA, chi-squared?

Causality vs. Correlation: The study, being cross-sectional, cannot establish causality. Some inferences in the discussion about the influence of socioeconomic and geographical factors need to be more cautious and presented as correlations or associations, not as direct causal relationships.

See citation: Savitz DA, Wellenius GA. Can Cross-Sectional Studies Contribute to Causal Inference? It Depends. Am J Epidemiol. 2023 Apr 6;192(4):514-516. doi: 10.1093/aje/kwac037. PMID: 35231933.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are, for the most part, recent and the sources are reliable and public.
	

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


	Language is considered academically adequate
	

	Optional/General comments


	This study has great potential to contribute significantly to the understanding of nutritional and health inequalities in adolescents, especially with the application of spatial analysis. Suggested revisions aim to strengthen the scientific rigor of the manuscript, improve its clarity, and ensure that findings are presented in a complete and verifiable manner. I encourage you to address these points comprehensively. I wish you success in your revisions and I await with interest the improved version of the manuscript.
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