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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	Assessing presence of cardiovascular risk factors among young adults and understanding its association with anthropometric indices can be helpful to identify cardiovascular risk. Early prediction can help establishing targeted intervention preventing  onset of CVD.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Mention of the name of the university can be avoided in the title. This suggestion is optional. 
	

	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.


	In the Abstract, need to reframe:

OBJECTIVES: This study was designed to assess the relationship between the anthropometric measurement and cardiovascular diseases cardiovascular risk  factors
CONCLUSION: Similarly in Conclusion also, the term cardiovascular disease needs to be replaced. The aim is on CVD risk factors rather than CVD. And also presence of CVD was not recorded in the study
The best anthropometric parameters for prediction of cardiovascular risk factors amongst medical students has not been mentioned.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript is scientifically correct. 
However a few points need to be corrected/explained :

1. Under 2.6 SAMPLING TECHNIQUE: How were the various levels of study comprising 100 – 600 levels categorized  and what does levels specify
2. Under 2.7.2 ANTHROPOMETRIC MEASUREMENTS, BLOOD PRESSURE MEASUREMENT which is not an anthropometric measurement has been mentioned. It needs to be corrected.

3. Under 2.8 PRETESTING: Mention how and what was the data collected and how it was analyzed 
4. In table 3:some symbol is appearing below rhe text in the variable column: to be corrected

5. In table 3: Mention the units for the variables and the p values for all. Flag the significant p value in the table
6. Table 4: Need to present the comparison p values between males and females and flag the significance

7. Under Discussion: The very first line is incomplete: need to correct

8. Under discussion: The statement "The gender bias in favor of females in this particular study may be because the females aim to have careers, not just jobs. These jobs were often outside the traditionally female occupation. While the males tend to become less interested and less focused on school work, leading to lower grades at all levels of study. As a result fewer of them choose or are able to enroll in universities" seems to be an assumption rather than proof of the prevailing situation. If collected data indicates so, then refer to it and give the statement.

9. The discussion, conclusion and recommendations have some transcript and grammatical errors: to be corrected    
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	Satisfactory. However formatting of references needs to be checked 
	

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


	Manuscript needs to be revised for grammatical errors and continuity of sentences needs to be corrected. 
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