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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important and practical question in forensic anthropology: distinguishing human from sheep femoral cortices using histomorphometric and micromorphological criteria. The work is  relevant, particularly for forensic casework involving fragmented remains where macroscopic features are unavailable.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suitable but it would be grate if it would have been COMPARATIVE histomorphometric differences between human and sheep femoral cortice: implications for forensic identification
	

	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.


	Abstract is good & comprehensive.
Doesnot require any change
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes very much sufficient  and recent but  author initials and punctuation are inconsistently formatted in some entries.

Use Vancouver style in proper way
	

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


	· The manuscript contains several grammatical errors and typographical mistakes. These issues affect the overall clarity and professionalism of the text. It is recommended that the manuscript be carefully reviewed to correct these errors.

· Simplify overly long sentences for readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The methodology is sound, results are clearly presented, and the discussion integrates findings with relevant literature.
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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