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PART 1: 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

The manuscript is imperative to understand the status and conception around menstruation in
the mentioned population.

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

Yes the title is informative and conveying the intention of the study.

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 is beyond 300 words, kindly ask authors to limit it under it.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

Though the application of chi-square is fare but | will suggest instead of chi-square the author should
seek Spearman’s correlation coefficient.

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

The references are not sufficient and | asked the authors to do advance search in Scopus and other
data bases to support their claims.

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

Though language is good , but there is an abrupt jump from one sentence to other and there is no
connection in paragraphs of the introduction. There should be a flow like a story which is missing.
Introduction needs to be rewritten again so as discussion to be written as per the result supporting or
neglecting the present results and positing personal insights along with the results in the discussion will
be helpful.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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