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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.

	The manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it provides valuable insights into the anthropometric circumferential body measurements of the Yoruba and Igbo ethnic groups in Nigeria. By highlighting various morphological differences influenced by genetics, nutrition, and lifestyle, the study enhances our understanding of human body composition and its variability across different populations. These findings have practical applications in public health, sports science, and ergonomics contributing to culturally appropriate health interventions. 

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title, "Anthropometric Circumferential Body Measurements of the Yoruba and Igbo Ethnic Groups in Nigeria," is clear and informative. 
	

	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 clear and informative, but a few enhancements can improve its clarity and depth.

First, briefly emphasize the importance of anthropometric circumferential measurements in understanding population health and body composition. In the results section, rather than presenting general mean values, the author could focus on highlighting the most significant differences between the Yoruba and Igbo groups. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound in its approach to comparing anthropometric circumferential body measurements between the Yoruba and Igbo ethnic groups in Nigeria. 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript cover relevant areas, such as anthropometry, genetic influences, and cultural factors.
	

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

	The language of the manuscript is generally clear and understandable. However, some sentences are lengthy and could be restructured for clarity and conciseness.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript provides valuable insights into the anthropometric differences between the Yoruba and Igbo ethnic groups in Nigeria. This is particularly significant for public health, nutrition, and ergonomic design. More details on controlling confounding factors like physical activity and dietary habits would strengthen the findings. Overall, the manuscript is well-structured and contributes to the field of anthropometry. With minor revisions in language, it can be further enhanced for scholarly publication.

	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	The study received approval from the Research Ethics Committee of the University of Port Harcourt, Nigeria (UPHCEREMAD/REC/MM/91/046). This indicates that the research protocol was reviewed and approved by an ethics board.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	The manuscript does not explicitly mention any competing interests. The author must take this into account.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	There is no suspicion of plagiarism in the manuscript. The content appears original and well-supported by appropriate citations and references.
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