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	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 provides an important contribution to the scientific community by offering a comprehensive, population-based, multilevel analysis of obesity disparities across U.S. regions and racial/ethnic groups using large national datasets. By integrating geodemographic, socioeconomic, and temporal perspectives, it advances understanding of how structural and contextual factors shape obesity prevalence beyond individual-level risk. The findings help identify high-risk populations and regions, thereby supporting the development of targeted, equity-focused primary care and public health interventions. Moreover, the inclusion of trend analyses and forecasting adds value for researchers, clinicians, and policymakers seeking evidence-based strategies to address the growing obesity burden in the United States.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes the title of the article is suitable
	

	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 comprehensive and covers the key components of the study, including background, methods, results, and conclusions. It clearly conveys the public health relevance of obesity and highlights important geodemographic and racial/ethnic disparities, which aligns well with the study’s objectives.

However, a few refinements could further strengthen the abstract. 

First, the methods section could be more precise by explicitly naming the primary data source (e.g., BRFSS or NHANES—ensure consistency throughout the manuscript) and briefly mentioning the multilevel or regression-based analytical approach used. 

Second, the results section would benefit from including one or two key quantitative findings (such as an odds ratio or a specific regional/racial prevalence difference) to better demonstrate the magnitude of the disparities. 

Third, the conclusion could be streamlined by focusing more explicitly on the implications for primary care and public health policy, rather than restating descriptive findings.

Overall, no major deletions are required, but improving clarity, methodological specificity, and inclusion of representative numerical results would enhance the abstract’s impact and usefulness to the scientific community.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are several points that require clarification or improvement to strengthen scientific rigor. Most importantly, there is inconsistency in the description of data sources (NHANES vs. BRFSS), which must be corrected to avoid methodological confusion. In addition, the manuscript occasionally uses the term “meta-analysis” inaccurately; the analysis appears to be a secondary analysis of surveillance data rather than a formal meta-analysis, and this should be revised. Some statistical interpretations (e.g., simultaneous reporting of non-significant p-values with strong conclusions, or varying R² values across models) need clearer explanation to ensure internal consistency.

In summary, the manuscript is conceptually valid and methodologically appropriate, but it would benefit from improved clarity in methods, consistent terminology, and more cautious interpretation of predictive findings. Addressing these issues will enhance its scientific correctness and credibility for publication.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient but could be improved by adding more recent (2021–2025) high-quality studies, especially those focused on U.S. obesity disparities and predictive modeling.

This will enhance the scientific grounding and demonstrate engagement with the latest evidence.
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