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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 presents effective practical data on the nutritional status and eating habits of adolescents in an urban high school setting in Côte d’Ivoire, a framework that remains understated in the international nutrition literature. The combination of anthropometric measurements and dietary behavior assessment, help every reader better understanding of the coexistence of undernutrition and emerging overweight/obesity among adolescents in sub-Saharan Africa. Moreover, this offers evidence to inform school-based nutrition education, public health interventions, and policy development to improve adolescent health and academic outcomes. This study strengthens the interdisciplinary conversation between nutrition, public health, and food anthropology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is generally suitable, it clearly reflects the population, location, and focus of the 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 is basically comprehensive and appropriately structured (Aims, Methods, Results, Conclusion). However, a few refinements could strengthen it:

Suggestions:
1. Briefly mention the study design explicitly (e.g., “cross-sectional study”).

2. Clarify how “poor eating habits” were defined or assessed (e.g., dietary diversity, meal frequency).

3. Consider slightly reducing repetition and improving flow for readability.

No major deletions are necessary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound. It has a clear objective, the methodology is appropriate for the research questions, and the results are logically presented and discussed in relation to existing literature. The use of BMI and standardized anthropometric procedures is appropriate for assessing nutritional status.

suggestions
1. Clarify the apparent discrepancy between “77% normal weight” in the results and “70% good nutritional status” in the conclusion.

2. Ensure consistent terminology (e.g., “questionnaire” instead of “questionnairy”).

3. Specify whether BMI-for-age references strictly followed WHO or French growth standards and justify their use.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and relevant, particularly for background and discussion. However, many cited studies are older. It is suggested that the author may add a few more recent references (last 5–7 years) on adolescent nutrition, dietary diversity, and school-based interventions, at least one recent global or regional report on adolescent nutrition would strengthen the manuscript’s contemporary relevance.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable and suitable for scholarly communication, but it would benefit from minor to moderate language editing. A professional English language edit would significantly improve clarity, flow, and readability, but the current language does not impede comprehension of the scientific content
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