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	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


	1. Importance of the Manuscript for the Scientific Community
This manuscript contributes meaningful dermatoglyphic reference data for two under‑represented Nigerian ethnic groups, strengthening comparative and anthropological research databases. The findings support population‑level genetic interpretation and may be applied in future comparative, epidemiological, and clinical screening contexts.


2. Scientific Rigor & Methodology Evaluation
The cross‑sectional comparative design is appropriate and supported by clearly defined participant selection criteria. Sample size is adequate and gender‑wise stratification enhances interpretative value. Statistical analysis using chi‑square tests is suitable for categorical comparison, and results are presented clearly in structured tables. Interpretation is consistent with prior dermatoglyphic literature and population‑variation frameworks.


3. Language & Presentation Quality
The manuscript is written in clear academic English. Minor typographical and formatting inconsistencies in some tables (spacing and alignment) may be harmonized at copy‑editing stage, but they do not affect scientific correctness or readability.


4. References Evaluation
The reference list is relevant and appropriate to the scope of the manuscript. The Discussion section may benefit from inclusion of one or two recent (post‑2020) dermatoglyphic anthropology or population‑genetics studies to strengthen contextual interpretation.


5. Ethical & Integrity Compliance
No ethical, plagiarism, or competing‑interest concerns are apparent. The manuscript indicates informed consent procedures, anonymised data handling, and adult participation.


6. Overall Recommendation
Decision: Minor Revision

The manuscript demonstrates scientific merit and contributes useful regional dermatoglyphic data. Suggested revisions are minor and primarily relate to formatting consistency, abstract clarity, and strengthening evidence support in the Discussion section.


7. Suggested Author Revisions (Track‑Style Notes)
• Add the phrase 'Cross‑sectional comparative study' explicitly in the opening line of the Abstract.

• Mention the sample size (n) earlier in the Abstract for improved clarity.

• Specify the sampling method used (random / convenience / stratified) in the Methods section.

• Ensure uniform formatting across all tables (alignment, spacing, use of percentages).

• Consider adding 1–2 recent dermatoglyphic comparative research citations (post‑2020) to strengthen the Discussion section.

• Where relevant, include brief interpretation statements below key tables to guide readers.
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