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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 Study comply with the critical public health issue and also very important because it shows a clear discrepancy between economic status and nutritional health. This study also pointing nutrition security also depends on food diversity and lack of nutritional knowledge rather than food scarcity. Linking demographic information with detailed dietary diversity, the findings may help in case of designing nutritional interventions of that community. 
	



PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable

	1

	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	1
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	



PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	NO

The title seems awkward, Suggestion Would be: Assessment of nutritional status and dietary diversity among Adolescents in Rural Sarojini Nagar, Lucknow."
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	NO

The abstract should briefly state the statistical methods used to analyse the data and report key significance levels or p-values where relationships were examined.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	NO

Sampling error:
The study is done using 225 samples but there is no evidence of total population no nor any sampling technique used 

Age Discrepancy:
The study defines the target age group as 10–19 years, but the results show that no participants were aged 18 or 19. This inconsistency should be clearly addressed and explained. 

Statistical Issue:
In Table II, BMI categories were assigned numerical codes and then averaged to report a mean ± standard deviation. Since these categories are ordinal, calculating an average from them is not appropriate. Instead, the authors should either use actual continuous BMI values (kg/m²) to calculate the mean or present the results as frequencies and percentages.

Lack of Statistical Detail:
The data analysis section mentions the use of SPSS and “relevant statistical techniques,” but does not specify which tests were performed. The authors should clearly state the statistical tests used (such as Chi-square or ANOVA) to improve clarity and transparency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	NO

The manuscript contains only 9 references, which is inadequate for a comprehensive original research article. Furthermore, several references are over a decade old.
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

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

	YES

There is no statement confirming that informed consent was obtained from the guardians, nor that assent was obtained from the children. This is a severe omission for biomedical/health research.
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PART 3

	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	
The manuscript addresses an important topic and presents valuable primary data. However, it is currently limited by significant methodological reporting issues, including inappropriate statistical practices such as averaging categorical BMI codes. In addition, there is a serious lack of ethical information, particularly concerning approval and consent for a study involving minors. The reference list is also relatively limited.

I recommend a major revision. The authors should correct the statistical analysis and presentation, clearly report ethical approval and consent procedures, and strengthen the manuscript by expanding the literature review. If ethical approval was not obtained prior to conducting the study, this would raise serious concerns.



	



Reviewer details:

Musfikus Salehin , Bangladesh Institute of Research and Training on Applied Nutrition , Bangladesh
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