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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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 contributes to the consolidation of the database on the effectiveness of nutritional education programs implemented in the school environment and allows testing the relationships between educational, behavioral and nutritional variables. By analyzing the differences between the intervention and control groups, the research provides methodological support for validating explanatory models of dietary behavior change and can guide the development of evidence-based prevention and intervention strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.
Only if the author(s) modifies what I suggest in the following column, then the modification must also appear in the abstract, under methodology.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	From a scientific point of view, the manuscript follows all the necessary steps for a research work. 
I have only one objection – in the methodology it is not specified very clearly, if all 400 participants in the study were selected only in the intervention group. Or the 400 participants were divided into the intervention and control group. 

If the author/s changes this, it must also appear in the abstract.
If I add up the number of responses from the subjects in the questionnaires, it gives me 200 for each group - which means that the 400 were divided into two: 200 the intervention group and 200 the control group. But this must be clearly specified in methodology, not calculated/inferred by the reader.
	

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

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


	The author/s used a correct academic tone, appropriate technical vocabulary and correct use of citations
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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