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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.


	Early infancy is a developmental stage when anthropometric markers are extremely essential for pediatric and forensic applications, and this publication offers crucial baseline data on the link between BMI and cranial index throughout this time.  The study adds region-specific insights that are lacking in the literature by analyzing sex-related variations and defining normative cranial patterns among Nigerian children.  The results have ramifications for anthropological research, public health, and clinical pediatrics, particularly in sub-Saharan Africa where data is still scarce.  Furthermore, by elucidating which measures are most suitable for assessing child development, highlighting the independence of BMI and CI in early infancy informs future growth and nutrition evaluations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The study's scope, technique, and setting are all reflected in the title, "The Relationship between Body Mass Index and Cranial Index in Early Childhood: An Observational Study in Abraka, Nigeria," which is understandable and educational.  It is appropriate as it details the research population as well as the factors of interest.
	

	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 comprehensive, covering aims, methodology, results, and conclusions. It clearly states sample size, analysis methods, and key findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. The cross-sectional design, sample size (n=500), and stratified random sampling enhance the validity of the findings. Measurement methods are well-standardized, and statistical analyses (t-tests, Pearson correlation) are appropriate for the objectives. Ethical considerations, including parental consent and institutional approval, were addressed. The results are interpreted cautiously and contextualized within existing literature, with limitations (cross-sectional design, regional scope) appropriately acknowledged.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant, sufficient, and include both classical and recent works (up to 2025). They cover anthropometry, cranial morphology, BMI, and pediatric growth studies. However, the review could be slightly strengthened by including more recent systematic reviews on pediatric anthropometry and global health references. No critical omissions are evident, but citations on craniofacial growth in African populations published after 2022 would further strengthen regional context.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear, scholarly English suitable for publication. Technical terms are correctly used, and the structure is coherent. Minor stylistic refinements could improve readability, but overall, the language quality is strong and acceptable for academic communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction is well-written, contextualizing both BMI and CI in early childhood development and highlighting the gap in research for Nigerian and African populations. It clearly states the study rationale and objectives. To enhance it, the authors could add a slightly sharper justification of why the correlation between BMI and CI is important (e.g., its relevance to integrated pediatric growth models or forensic applications). Overall, the introduction is scientifically accurate and well-structured.
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