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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.


	The study provides evidence on adolescent nutrition in a developing Urban setting. It contributes valuable data on the nutritional status and eating habits of adolescents in Marcory, an urban municipality in Côte d'Ivoire, which are essential for understanding local nutrition challenges. It highlights the double burden of malnutrition and supports the coexistence of undernutrition and overnutrition among adolescents, which in turn supports the global evidence of nutritional transition in developing countries.  The study documents poor diversity and eating behaviours, which emphasise behavioural risk factors that may not be captured through anthropometric data. It also guides policy and programme development for the community. The study encourages further research. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title requires certain modifications, owing to the fact that nutritional status needs to be assessed or evaluated. It cannot be diagnosed since it is not a disease or a condition.

 The title can be modified to the following: “Nutritional status and eating habits of Adolescents in Marcoy, Côte d'Ivoire: A School-based Cross-Sectional Study.”
 The modified title clearly states the population, location, as well as the study design.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is largely comprehensive and well structured, and it already contains the essential components expected in a scientific abstract. It includes the ‘aim, design, setting, methods, results, and conclusion. However, a few refinements would strengthen its scientific rigour and clarity. My suggestions in this context are:
1. Specify the study design explicitly. Although implied, stating, ‘descriptive cross-sectional study” will help improve the clarity.

2. A brief mention of ethical approval will help add credibility.

3. Clarify the dietary assessment tool. Instead of only “questionnaire”, you may add “a structured, pretested questionnaire”.
4. Avoid absolute statements. The sentence”100% had poor eating habits”, consider: “The majority of students demonstrated poor eating habits”.
5. The opening background can be shortened by one sentence to make room for results, which are more critical in abstracts. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is conceptually sound and relevant, but it is not scientifically correct in its current form due to a major methodological error, along with several moderate and minor issues. The manuscript is publishable only after revision. 
1. Across the methodology, results, figure caption, and discussion, adult BMI cut-offs are used. This is scientifically incorrect for adolescents aged 12-18 years. The classification should be done using, “WHO BMI-for-age Z-scores (5-19 years) or some other suitable scientific classification.

2. Regarding ‘Dietary Assessment and eating habits’, the term “Poor eating habits” is repeatedly mentioned but not clearly defined. 

3. Dietary diversity score and cut-off points are unclear.

4. Questionnaire validation is not stated.

5. Since the study has been conducted in one school only, a limitation should be added stating that results should not be generalised and apply only to the study population.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate. However, some are old. There are certain formatting inconsistencies with respect to style and punctuation. Standardise the reference format (APA/ Vancouver).Also, WHO growth standards should be explicitly cited.
	

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


	The English is understandable and generally adequate, but it is not completely suitable for high-quality scholarly communication without language revision. There are certain grammar and syntax issues. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript would be strengthened by revising the nutritional status assessment using appropriate BMI-for-age reference standards for adolescents. Clearer justification and description of the dietary assessment methods, along with cautious interpretation of findings, should be incorporated. Also, improving the clarity and consistency in language and tone can enhance the overall scholarly quality of the manuscript.
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