Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Medical Principles and Clinical Practice 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJMPCP_130066

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Estimation of Stature and Sex Using Specific Linear Anthropometric Parameters Within the Yoruba Ethnic Group of Nigeria.

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors have included a sufficient number of subjects for their study, which adds credibility to the findings. Population-specific anthropometric standards are essential for each group, making this study significant. However, there are several points that need to be addressed. By addressing these issues, the manuscript will become clearer, more accessible, and maintain its scientific rigor.

Clarification on Exclusion Criteria: The exclusion of subjects with "damage or abnormalities on their hand morphology or stature" needs further explanation. It would be helpful to clarify whether this exclusion was due to concerns about how such abnormalities might affect the accuracy of measurements and estimations. Providing a rationale for this decision will enhance the transparency of the methodology.

References for All Variables: To improve the reliability and academic rigor of the paper, I recommend that the author provides references for each anthropometric variable used. This will strengthen the scientific foundation of the study and provide readers with sources for further research.

Photographs of Variables: High-quality, clear photographs showing the anthropometric variables being measured should be included. This will allow for better visualization and understanding of the methods used in the study, especially for readers unfamiliar with the specific measurements or techniques employed.

Merging Tables 1 and 2: Tables 1 and 2 appear to present related data and could be merged into a single table. This would streamline the presentation of results and avoid redundancy, making it easier for readers to interpret the findings in one place.

Avoid Repetition in Results: There is no need to repeat data already provided in the tables. Instead, focus on highlighting key findings, such as significant variables or trends, and offer a brief discussion of their implications.

Simplification of Statistical Values: The precision of the mean values and standard deviations can be reduced to two decimal places, rather than four, to maintain clarity and ease of reading. This will also help prevent unnecessary detail that does not contribute significantly to the overall findings.

Correction of Percentage Values: The sentence "Our findings agree ………and Ghanaian populations showing that the sex estimation accuracy varied from 78.000% to 97.000%" should be corrected to read "78%" and "97%" for consistency and accuracy. This will avoid the appearance of excessive precision in percentage values.

Discriminant Functions: The discriminant functions provided in the paper may be redundant, as these can be easily calculated using the raw coefficients. The author may consider removing the detailed functions and instead focus on the results of these calculations, which would simplify the presentation of the analysis.
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