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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


	General Comment  
This manuscript addresses an important gap by providing normative radiographic data on the

aortic–thoracic ratio (ATR) in Nigerian children. The topic is clinically relevant, especially in

low-resource settings, and the study is generally well written and structured.  
Major Point  
1. Study population: Please clarify how “apparently healthy” status was defined and

explicitly state exclusion of known cardiovascular or systemic diseases. The absence of

female participants aged 13 years should be acknowledged as a limitation for sex

comparisons.  
2. Measurement reliability: Provide details on who performed measurements and 
whether intra- or inter-observer variability was assessed to support reproducibility.  
3. Statistical analysis: Please confirm that assumptions for t-tests were checked and

consider reporting confidence intervals for ATR values. Formal trend analysis for agerelated

changes would strengthen the results.

4. Anthropometric factors: The lack of height, weight, or body surface area data should

be more clearly discussed, as these may influence aortic dimensions during growth.  
5. Clinical interpretation: Consider providing percentile ranges or suggested reference

limits to enhance the clinical utility of ATR.  
Minor Points  
 Ensure consistent terminology and specify measurement units in all tables. - Consider

adding standard deviations to mean values in Table 2. 
 Improve Figure 1 legend to clearly describe measurement landmarks. 
 Minor language and typographical edits are recommended.  
Recommendation: Minor to moderate revision.  
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