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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments The author presented a well-thought article, which, nevertheless, leaves some questions.
For example, the article lacks a justification for the choice of specific variables. Of course, it
is intuitively clear that, for example, health is related to body condition, but it would be
worth giving a concrete justification, at least at a descriptive level..

Minor REVISION comments It is also not clear why there are data on poverty in other African countries, since a
comparative analysis was carried out for only three of them, and the rest are not even
mentioned in the text.

Optional/General comments The author accepts another model of poverty and related formulas without any justification,
which does not correspond to the scientific approach to the study of social phenomena.
The article is interesting, but publish it sooner before solving these issues
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