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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

 
The manuscript highly significant, especially for academic and professional purposes. It is 
because, the research work serves as a blue print for in-depth societal problem affecting the 
female sporting industry. Hence, a possible global solution in “Female Athlete Triad, the 
Interrelationship Between Energy Availability, Menstrual Function, and Bone Health”. 

 

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

 

 
Understanding the work from an expert and scientific look, the manuscript titled “Female 
Athlete Triad: Understanding The Interrelationship Between Energy Availability, Menstrual 
Function, And Bone Health” is very appropriate for research, academic and professional 
activities. 

 

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 of the manuscript is detailed, understanding, rational and expresses facts in line 
with the topic. However, keywords are too much.  

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

The subdivisions and real structure of the research work is appropriate and experiential. Hence, 
tracked global finest practice.  

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 
 

The research work is systematically and professionally acceptable. However, it could be more 
acceptable after reviewing other scholarly published related articles (e.g. Energy availability, 
menstrual dysfunction and bone health in sports; an overview of the female athlete triad - 
PubMed (nih.gov) for a more comparative structure and reporting.   

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

The references are in place though not too recent and it could be more recent and sufficient 
after revisiting the aspect of “Discussion” with other scholars published related articles (e.g. 
Energy availability, menstrual dysfunction and bone health in sports; an overview of the female 
athlete triad - PubMed (nih.gov)  
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
The english language quality of the research work followed globally and scholarly accepted 
format for any academic, professional and scientific purpose(s).  
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Author(s) must read more recent related literature to further have an thought-provoking discussion, 
materials and method, and referencing (e.g. Energy availability, menstrual dysfunction and bone 
health in sports; an overview of the female athlete triad - PubMed (nih.gov)  
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PART  2:  
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with 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?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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