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PART 1: Review Comments

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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1.

: Genitals and sexuality is an essential element of health

and happily aging in perimenopausal women with their partners.
Vaginal atrophy (VA)

of menopause is a condition associated to physiological,
histological and anatomical changes noticed in the genital

and urinary tracts in peri and postmenopausal women.

Vaginal atrophy is the sequel of the decease levels of estrogens in
plasma,

which are symptoms of menopause

In this study we hypothesized that there vaginal

sampling by vaginal atrophy screening (VAS) combistick

will be better when compared to traditional method

of sampling for screening of vaginal atrophy in terms

of adequacy, feasibility and acceptability

1. What updates can you write in this article?

2. Fundamental reasons in the selection of the title of this study with
supporting data

3. New conclusions answer the level of effectiveness there have been no
recommendations according to the results of the study

Minor REVISION comments

Revised repairs on. Background. Discussion, reference and research
methodology

Optional/General comments

In this study we will be discussing the

findings of feasibility and acceptability in self vaginal
sampling by using vaginal atrophy screening (VAS)
combistick and traditional method of sampling as
well as adequacy of samples for vaginal atrophy

in perimenopausal age group

1. Itis necessary to look and look again at whether this research is
completed or will take place.

2. The results of the study have not answered specific specific objectives:
data, methods, accuracy and feasibility of indicators such as

3. The discussion has not compared with some research both nationally
and internationally

4. The reading list is very minimal once.

5. The research procedure is clearly spelled out and the instruments used
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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