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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 research responds to a life-threatening public health issue by examining and describing the factors of nutritional status and eating behaviour among adolescent girls, a population that is biologically and socially vulnerable yet often underrepresented in nutrition research. The study contributes valuable empirical evidence on how educational strategies particularly technology-based interventions can influence nutrition knowledge and behaviours. The findings are relevant for low- and middle-income settings, where malnutrition, gender disparities, and limited access to resources persist. Overall, the study offers practical insights for researchers, educators, and policymakers seeking scalable, school-based interventions to improve adolescent nutrition outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and clearly reflects the core focus of the study.  The proponent may consider to make the intervention be clear.

	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured, covering the aims, methodology, key results, and conclusions. It clearly communicates the relevance of the topic and the primary findings. However, a few refinements could improve clarity, balance, and scientific rigor: the proponent may consider to: 
1.
Briefly mention how nutritional status and eating behaviour were assessed (e.g., anthropometric measures, dietary patterns, knowledge scores), even in general terms.

2.
Where possible, include one or two indicative quantitative outcomes (e.g., “significant improvement” could be supported by a percentage increase or statistical significance).

3.
Indicating the approximate duration of the educational intervention would help readers better interpret the findings.

Suggested Deletions or Refinements:

1.
Statement on adolescent vulnerability could be slightly shortened, as similar ideas reappear in the conclusion.

2.
 Phrases such as “most significant improvement” could be made more precise by specifying that this was relative to interactive and experiential methods.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically coherent. The study design, sampling strategy, and use of both control and intervention groups are appropriate for addressing the stated research objectives. The statistical analyses are clearly presented, and the interpretation of regression results is generally accurate and aligned with the data. The conclusions drawn are supported by the findings and are consistent with existing literature on adolescent nutrition and education interventions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are largely appropriate, relevant, and scientifically credible, drawing from peer-reviewed journals and authoritative sources such as UNFPA and national surveys. 
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal, and mostly consistent with academic standards. Technical terms are used appropriately, and the overall flow of the manuscript is logical. The proponent may consider submitting this manuscript for final editing. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically valid, references are largely sufficient with scope for modest updating, and the language quality is acceptable for publication after minor revisions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

None so far
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