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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 contributes valuable baseline histomorphometric data on human skeletal remains from a Nigerian population, an area that remains underrepresented in forensic and anthropological literature. By comparatively analyzing long and short bones, the study highlights element-specific microstructural differences that have direct relevance for forensic identification and biomechanical interpretation. The findings support the need for population- and bone-specific reference standards, thereby strengthening the applicability of histomorphometry in forensic casework involving fragmented remains. Overall, the study enhances methodological understanding and provides regionally relevant data for future research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the scope, methodology, and comparative nature of the study. It clearly indicates the focus on histomorphometric assessment and specifies the comparison between long and short bones, which aligns with the study objectives and findings.
	

	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 and adequately summarizes the aims, methodology, key findings, and conclusions of the study. It clearly communicates the comparative design and forensic relevance of the results. No major additions or deletions are required; however, the abstract has been carefully refined to ensure clarity and conciseness while maintaining scientific accuracy.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The study design, histological preparation method, measurement techniques, and statistical analyses are appropriate and consistent with established histomorphometric research standards. The interpretation of results is supported by relevant literature and reflects current understanding of bone remodeling and biomechanical adaptation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, relevant, and include recent peer-reviewed studies. Contemporary literature (2022–2025) has been incorporated to support methodological approaches, forensic relevance, and biological interpretation. The reference list appropriately balances foundational studies with recent advances in bone histomorphometry.
	

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


	Yes, the manuscript is written in clear and professional academic English. The language has been carefully reviewed to ensure clarity, coherence, and consistency with scholarly standards. Technical terminology is used appropriately, and the manuscript is suitable for an international scientific audience.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors acknowledge the limitations related to sample size and lack of demographic metadata and have transparently discussed these constraints within the manuscript. Future directions have been suggested to strengthen subsequent research. Overall, the study adheres to ethical, methodological, and reporting standards expected of original research articles.
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