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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.


	This study provides population-specific osteometric data for sex determination using proximal femoral morphometry in a Nigerian population, addressing a critical gap in forensic anthropology literature. Since skeletal sexual dimorphism varies across populations, the findings contribute valuable reference data that can improve accuracy in forensic identification and bio-archaeological investigations. The study also highlights the moderate predictive value of proximal femoral parameters, emphasizing the need for region-specific validation of global models. Overall, the work enhances forensic standards and supports the development of localized anthropological databases.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it clearly reflects the objective, methodology, and population studied. It accurately represents the focus on sex determination using proximal femoral morphometry in a Nigerian population.
	

	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 and clearly summarizes the background, objectives, methods, key findings, and conclusion of the study. However, the inclusion of the discriminant function analysis results and predictive accuracy percentages could further strengthen the abstract by highlighting the statistical relevance of the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The methodology is appropriate, measurements are clearly defined, and standard statistical tools such as Student’s t-test and discriminant function analysis were correctly applied. The interpretation of results is consistent with established forensic anthropology principles and supported by relevant literature.
	

	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, relevant, and include both classical and recent studies in forensic anthropology and osteometry. They adequately support the study background, methodology, and discussion. No additional references are required at this stage.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical and stylistic revisions could improve clarity and flow, but these do not affect the scientific content or interpretation of the results.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically sound; however, minor improvements such as enhanced statistical validation, clearer graphical presentation, and slight language polishing would further strengthen the clarity and impact of the study.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues were identified. The study was conducted using dry femur bones obtained from anatomy departments, with no involvement of living subjects or identifiable personal data.


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interests exist.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No plagiarism is suspected. The manuscript is original, and all sources have been appropriately cited.
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