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Thank you for the opportunity to review the manuscript “Physical activity level and dietary
pattern of undergraduate students of Kogi State University, Anyigba Kogi State”. | find the
paper very well written, concise enough and easy to follow. The topic is clear, the
experiment was well designed, the analysis was well explained, the authors compare their
results with other studies’ findings and the discussion covered all my queries. Study
limitations are mentioned. Please make sure that there is an agreement between the
references in the text and the list of references. Please confirm that the referencing style
follows that currently in use in JSRR. | recommend it for publication.

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.
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