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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 article significantly contributes and strengthen  available literature  on fotrensic anthropology. It futher provides valuable insight on archeological basis of femoral morphometry in sex determination especially as related to Nigeria population.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title appear appropriate for the scope of the study. Suggested title include: “Osteometric assessment of Sex Determination Using Proximal Femoral  Morphemetry among Nigeria 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.


	A total number of 150 dry femur bones (comprising 75 right and 75 left femur) of males and females were used for this study. – the author should mention the  population’s femur that were used.
· Remmendations may be added
· No major deletion is necessary
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript  appear scientifically correct, the use of osteometric measurement  is adequate  for the study
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references appear sufficient, however the auhor may consider exploring literature on CT-based or digital morphometric studies as relevant to Nigeria population
	

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


	This academic manuscript demonstrates strong writing quality. While the English language used is generally appropriate for publication, proofreading the manuscript, particularly in the abstract is  recommended. 

	

	Optional/General comments


	This study is very significant to  the body of literature in forensic anthropology, with minor review , the study will be appropriate for publication
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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 detail)

No ethical concern observed

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	There is no concern relating to plagiarism. The study  was sufficiently referenced.
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”


	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:



	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	8.5
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	Author’s Feedback
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	Name of the Reviewer
	Dr. Stephen Awogbami (PhD)
	

	Department of Reviewer
	Public Health and Environmental Health Sciences
	

	University or Institution of Reviewer
	College of Health Sciences and Technology, Ijero-Ekiti, Nigeria
	

	Country of Reviewer
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	Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Reviewer
	Principal Lecturer
	

	Email ID of Reviewer
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	WhatsApp Number of Reviewer (Optional)
	+2348035311072, +447915741624
	

	Write 5-8 Keywords regarding expertise of Reviewer
	I am a Public Health practitioner with master’s degree in public health and also in Environmental Health Management. Equally, I am an Environmental Health specialist with Ph. D in Environmental Health sciences, I have background in basic medical sciences major in Human Anatomy. I had garnered over 13years experiences in teaching, research and development.
	


