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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? 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)

The manuscript is considered to have made a significant contribution to the development of
science, especially in women's mental and reproductive health

Yes, the title already gives an idea of the content of the article, although a title that can be
more directly interesting to the reader is recommended

The method should present how many articles were reviewed along with the methods used
in the research. It is recommended that the results be explained in more detail (if the number
of words in the abstract is sufficient)

Yes, the subsections and structure of the manuscript are well appropriate

The manuscript reviews several studies with fairly good research methods. so it can be said
that the conclusions drawn can be tested scientifically.

Yes, references are sufficient enough to support the review. Apart from the manuscripts
reviewed, the theories taken are based on articles published in the last 10 years

Minor REVISION comments

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

Yes, the English narrative used is suitable for scholars and academics

Optional/General comments

The manuscript is considered to be able to contribute to science with a technical review according
to scientific methods and presented in a narrative that is suitable for the academic community
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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