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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.


	The paper represents a significant professionally applied research approach based on statistical and machine learning analysis of data on child malnutrition in the health zones of Kasongo-Lunda. The thematic focus of the study is of particular importance, as it highlights a global health issue and contributes to the achievement of Sustainable Development Goals (SDG) 2 and 3.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate to the topic.
As a professor of Statistics, I would like the author to clarify whether the study pertains to Predictive Analysis or Predictive Modeling.
I consider Predictive Modeling to be more suitable, as the paper provides the possibility of research replication (including explanations of Python libraries and the Jupyter environment).
	

	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.


	Appropriate.
I kindly request that, in a single sentence, the author provide a clearer statistical specification of the number of data points analyzed, the observation period, and the rationale for selecting the specified algorithms.

In the table “Classification based…”, the source is missing.
In the conclusion, please add the following sentence:
These results highlight the potential of data-driven health planning tools in supporting targeted, preventive, and resource-efficient nutritional interventions in rural areas of the DRC.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	No
	

	Optional/General comments


	I commend the application of statistical methods to such an important scientific and social topic. 

To further enhance the quality of the paper, I suggest several improvements to the statistical analysis:

Explain the choice of methods – K-means for interpretability (understanding the data structure in multidimensional space) and linear regression for time-series data (capturing changes in malnutrition over time).

-Include the coefficient of determination (R²) – to indicate how well the trend line represents actual changes in the data.
For instance, if R² = 0.92 for Kasongo-Lunda, this means that 92% of the variation in malnutrition can be explained by the trend across the years, which demonstrates a highly reliable prediction. This measure makes the model verifiable, indicates the strength of the statistical relationship, and allows comparison across different models.

- Clarify the clusters process – specify how the data were divided into relevant subgroups and justify the choice of stratification criteria.

-Add a short discussion of potential causes of differences between clusters – since clustering in statistics is based on dissimilarities, the analysis should highlight observed differences and potential explanatory factors.

Note that the selected statistically stable segmentation is represented by two clusters, which should be explicitly discussed.

-Explain the statistical relationships and parameter significance, for example:
In this study, S = … indicates a strong statistical separation between the two clusters, suggesting that the nutritional profiles of the health zones are significantly different.
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