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Compulsory REVISION comments
1. Yes, the manuscript helps add a new dimension for stature estimation from arm and
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? forearm lengths. The predictive power and analysis is vigorously explained. But its

(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) application would be restricted. In all a novel topic which has been studied in various
demographic areas other than the area in study.

2. Is thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 2. Title appears to be appropriate.

3. Thevarious applications of this study have to be mentioned in the abstract. How this
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? study will impact on the medical education, to whom this study will be important and
how this information can be used clinically needs to be highlighted.

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
4. Study period mentioned in materials and methods need to be corrected. Justification
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? for age criteriai.e. only from 18-35 needs to be mentioned.

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of In results the age criteria again changes as 18-37 needs to be corrected.
additional references, please mention in the review form.

Spelling mistakes in discussion.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide

additional suggestions/comments) 5. Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.

6. References are sufficient and intelligently quoted and refered.

Minor REVISION comments
One or two spelling mistakes need to be looked into, otherwise English quality of the article is
1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly suitable for scholarly communications.

communications?

Optional/General comments
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