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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.

	This manuscript addresses an important public health and nutrition issue by examining the determinants of school canteen food choices among adolescents in a rapidly urbanizing setting in Uganda. Adolescent dietary behavior is a critical determinant of long-term health outcomes, and school food environments play a pivotal role in shaping these behaviors. By emphasizing habitual dietary practices alongside environmental and sensory factors, the study adds useful empirical evidence to the growing body of school nutrition research in low- and middle-income countries. The findings have relevance for researchers, policymakers, and school administrators interested in designing effective school-based nutrition interventions.

	

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

	Yes, the title is clear, concise, and accurately reflects the scope, population, and geographical context of the study. It appropriately signals the analytical focus on determinants of food choices in school canteens among adolescents.
	

	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 generally well structured and covers the purpose, methodology, key findings, and conclusions of the study. However, it could be slightly strengthened by briefly mentioning the cross-sectional nature of the study design and clarifying the outcome variable used in the regression analysis. Including the relatively low explanatory power of the model (R²) in a cautious manner would also enhance transparency.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically coherent. The study design, sampling approach, statistical analysis, and interpretation of results are appropriate for the stated objectives. The regression assumptions are clearly assessed and reported. However, the discussion could be strengthened by more critically engaging with the low proportion of explained variance and by clearly distinguishing between statistical significance and practical significance.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are largely recent, relevant, and drawn from credible peer-reviewed journals. The manuscript appropriately integrates both global and regional literature. No major gaps are observed, although the inclusion of one or two Africa-focused adolescent nutrition studies could further strengthen contextual grounding.

	

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

	The language is generally clear and understandable, with appropriate academic tone. Minor grammatical inconsistencies and occasional awkward phrasing are present but do not impede comprehension. A light copy-editing pass would further improve clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript would benefit from a clearer conceptual framing linking habitual dietary practices to behavioral theory. The policy implications section is relevant and practical but could be expanded to suggest specific school-level or parental interventions. Tables and figures are clear and well referenced in the text.

The manuscript is scientifically sound and publishable with minor revisions addressing clarity, depth of discussion, and minor language refinements.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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