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	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.


	This manuscript addresses an important public-health topic: determinants of school-canteen food choices among adolescents in an urban municipality in Uganda, a context under-represented in the literature. The focus on routine dietary practice (habit) as a key driver is useful because it shifts attention from only availability/taste interventions to behaviour-change strategies that target habitual patterns. Findings have potential policy relevance for school nutrition programs and canteens in similar low- and middle-income country settings. However, the strength of conclusions should be tempered because the proposed model explains only a small fraction of variance in the outcome (R² ≈ 0.03).
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Determinants of school canteen food Choices among Adolescents in Nansana Municipality, Uganda”, is clear and appropriate. If the editor prefers an alternative that emphasises the study design and key result, a concise option would be:

“Habit and availability as determinants of school-canteen food choices among adolescents in Nansana Municipality, Uganda: a cross-sectional study.”
	

	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 covers purpose, methods, results, and policy implications, which is good. Suggested additions/edits:

· Report actual sample size analyzed (the manuscript reports several slightly different Ns in tables; please clarify and include the final N used in analysis). 

· Mention the very low R-squared (≈0.03) in the results so readers can interpret effect sizes appropriately. 

· Briefly state key limitations (cross-sectional design, low explained variance, potential omitted variables). Adding these will make the abstract more balanced.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, overall, the study is based on an appropriate cross-sectional design and uses standard methods (questionnaire, multiple regression).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the reference list contains a good mix of recent (2023–2025) and foundational studies.
	

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


	The manuscript is readable and the English is generally adequate for scholarly communication, but it requires careful copyediting: several sentences are repetitive, there are punctuation/spelling inconsistencies, and some paragraphs would benefit from tightening (e.g., Introduction and Conclusions). I recommend revision by a native speaker or a professional copyeditor prior to final acceptance.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The policy implications are relevant, but should tone down strong causal language because the cross-sectional design does not support causal claims.

2. The finding that habitual eating predicts choices is interesting and policy relevant; authors should propose concrete habit-focused interventions (school breakfast clubs, parental engagement, gradual menu change, taste testing of healthier items) and reference habit-change literature.
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