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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? Yes
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)
2. Is thettitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title) Yes
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Yes
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? Yes
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
Yes
6. Are the references sufficient and recent?
Yes
If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the
review form.
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional
suggestions/comments)
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1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly Yes

communications?

Optional/Generalcomments

Thank you for giving me the opportunity to review this interesting study
"The effect of young girls’ menstrual attitudes on dysmenorrhea".
However, | have some comments and recommendations:
Comments:

Title:- Is appropriate for the content of the article.

Abstract:- Represents a suitable summary of the work.

Article content:- The methods and results have been well explained.
Conclusions:- Are justified on the basis of the study.
Recommendations:

Discussion:- Mention the limitations of the study.

References:- Stick to the format of the journal.

General:- Revise language, grammar and syntax.
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