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

	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.


	This manuscript provides important anthropometric data on two major ethnic groups in Nigeria namely Yoruba and Igbo, this contributes to the limited literature on ethnic-specific body measurements in these populations. The findings highlight the important morphological differences between these groups, which have significant implications for routine clinical practice and in research with respect to obesity assessment and cardiovascular risk stratification. Furthermore, this research offers preliminary data that can provide information for ergonomic design, clothing manufacturing, and sports science applications specific to these ethnic populations, enhancing cultural sensitivity in health assessments and product development.
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	Yes, yes, it reflects the content of the research. It clearly identifies the study population and specific anthropometric parameters measured in the study
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	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 thoroughly covers all essential components of the research including background, aim, methodology, results, and conclusion. 
	conclusion can be written better and more precisely.

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript follows appropriate scientific methodology with a clear cross-sectional design. The method and basis of sample size calculation not mentioned in methodology. The sampling approach is adequately described, inclusion/exclusion criteria are well-defined, and standardized measurement techniques are detailed except neck circumference measurement methods in not mentioned in methodology. Statistical analyses using t-tests for ethnic and gender comparisons are appropriate for the research questions but whether data was checked for normality was not mentioned.
	Basis of sample size not mentioned, Is data checked for normality using appropriate statistical methods

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	references on the relationship between anthropometric measurements and health outcomes specific to African populations could strengthen the discussion section.

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


	Yes
	sentences in the discussion section could be shortened for improved readability.
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	The manuscript clearly states that ethical approval was obtained from the Research Ethics Committee of the University of Port Harcourt (UPHCEREMAD/REC/MM/91/046), and written consent was obtained from all participants.
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