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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 is focused on the estimation of stature using forearm-hand length among the Igbo ethnic group of Nigeria. The study involved 600 individuals from this population – 300 males and 300 females, which are aged 18-35 years. When conducting the study, direct anthropometry was used to determine the stature and length of the forearm-hand, and the exact anthropometric points for determining these distances are clearly described in the study methodology. The results show that there is no difference related to the age of the studied individuals, but there is one in terms of gender - the data clearly show that forearm length is a better predictor of height, regardless of gender, but in men this is better expressed compared to women. Overall, the article has significant scientific value with particular practical importance for the field of anthropology and ergonomics.
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	The article has a valuable content and has a significant scientific value in different fields of the science. 
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	The abstract is well-structured and is written at an academic level, clearly showcasing the scientific significance and value of the research.
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	The study is scientifically accurate and aligning with the current advancements in the scientific field.
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	The text is written at high academic level.
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