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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.


	This study provides anthropometric data for Nigerian people which are very important because this type of data is still limited. The topic has practical meaning, especially for forensic cases when the body is incomplete. The regression models based on finger lengths can be useful in the local population. However, the predictive power of the models is still low, so more discussion is needed. The study can still contribute useful local data for future research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and correct.
	

	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 generally clear but a bit long. The "Results" part should summarize shortly, not too many numbers. I suggest the authors add one sentence to explain that the accuracy is higher in female models and the multiple regression models give better results than the linear models.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research method is acceptable but some problems need to be corrected:

The sample size between males and females is not balanced. This can affect the results.

The authors did not validate the models. It is better to use cross-validation to make the results more reliable.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are quite good but the authors should try to add more new studies, especially in Africa if available.
	

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


	The English is understandable but not smooth. The authors need to revise the language carefully. Some sentences are difficult to follow and some grammar mistakes are present. I recommend language editing before resubmission.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The discussion is quite long and repeats many times. The authors should shorten and focus more on the special findings of this study.

It would be better to add scatter plots or regression line graphs to help readers understand the results.
The manuscript has useful data but some mistakes and unclear parts need to be corrected before the paper can be accepted.
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