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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	 A well crafted article on one of most common gynaecological ailments. This article addresses a basic yet very important scientific question on uterine fibroids. A clear cut answer on association between  age at menarche, actual age and menstrual age with incidence of uterine fibroids will be useful in identifying the at risk population and mitigating the risk of occurrence or timely intervention. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I felt the term ‘menstrual age’ is ambiguous as this is more commonly used to indicate the gestational age in obstetric literature. The omission of menstrual age from the title is recommended.
Recommended title- Association of uterine fibroids with Various Age related Parameters- A Prospective  Analytical Study in a tertiary care Center.
	

	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.


	Abstract is comprehensive. 
No additions required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It would have been better if the study was conducted in a cohort of general population rather than in a cohort of patients with infertility. The article is scientifically correct as the author discuss it and consider it a limitation of their study.
In the Introduction, authors mention fibroids cause “considerable morbidity and mortality”- leiomyoma is rarely a cause of mortality.
In the results section the authors describe parity as a continuous variable. 
1. Introduction- Delete the word mortality.

2. Recommended to review the following paragraph and  make the changes (parity of 1 instead of 0-1) “The number of those with parity of 0-1 was 165 which was 82.5% of the entire population. Fibroids was detected in 35 persons in this group; which is 21.2% of subjects with parity of 0-1”.
	 

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are 41 references out of which 13 references are articles published in the 1990s.
Can omit the outdated references and limit the numbers to 30.
	

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


	I find it an engaging read with a simple language (suitable for international audience). Few corrections are mentioned in the feedback.
1. “The reported risk factors include; age, age at menarche and race” – It would be better to rephrase the sentence- Include what exactly is the risk factor. Eg; advanced age, early onset of menarche and African Race.

2. “Siregar et al.34  found fibroids to be 2.5 times in those with menarche age of 10 years or less than in those above 10 years,”- Add the word  “incidence” for better clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Good article on a disease we encounter on a daily basis. Covers many insights. 
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