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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 manuscript provides valuable anthropometric data on foot morphology in the Ijebu-Ode community, contributing to the understanding of gender-specific foot shape variations in a Nigerian population. The findings have practical implications for ergonomic footwear design, podiatric healthcare, and cultural considerations in medical interventions. It enriches the limited anthropometric data available for African populations, particularly in southwest Nigeria, and supports tailored solutions for foot-related health issues. The study’s focus on cultural and gender factors enhances its relevance for both clinical and industrial applications.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and clearly reflects the study’s focus on foot morphology prevalence in a specific Nigerian community.
	

	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 comprehensive, summarizing the aims, methodology, results, and conclusions effectively. However, it could benefit from including specific statistical findings (e.g., p-values or prevalence percentages) to provide a clearer view of the results.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, employing appropriate methods such as a cross-sectional design, purposive sampling, and robust statistical analyses (Kolmogorov-Smirnov test, Pearson’s correlation, chi-square test). The use of standardized tools (e.g., vernier caliper, HP Scanjet) and clear inclusion criteria enhances the study’s reliability. However, there are minor issues:

· The normality test results in Table 1 and Table 2 are inconsistent. Table 1 suggests non-normal data (p < 0.05), but Table 2 post-transformation shows p-values indicating normality for some variables (e.g., p = 0.83 for Right FW Males), which contradicts the claim that all p-values are less than 0.05. This needs clarification.

· The chi-square test results are mentioned but not detailed (e.g., no p-value or test statistic provided), which reduces transparency.

· The sample size calculation using the Taro Yamane formula is mentioned but lacks details on the population size (N) used, which affects reproducibility.
Recommendation: Clarify the normality test results, provide chi-square test statistics, and include details of the population size used in the sample size calculation.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient for this article size but it will be better to add few more.
	

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript is well-structured, with clear sections and logical flow. The use of tables to present statistical results is effective, but adding a graphical representation (e.g., bar chart for foot shape prevalence) could enhance readability.

· The discussion could elaborate more on the cultural implications of foot shape differences (e.g., specific traditional footwear practices in Ijebu-Ode).
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