Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Research Journal of Gynaecology and Obstetrics

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_ARJGO_142500

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Predictors Of Sexual Dysfunction Among Female Adults Attending Government Primary Healthcare Clinics In The Kuala Langat District (FSD-PHC): A Cross-Sectional Study

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	Sex is regarded as a taboo in many Asian and African setting. If the findings will prove that there are correlates and predictors of the topic, this is an area that programmers can concentrate on and even further fact find the primary clinical factors. 

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title looks okay, but I feel we can add the prevalence component as this is well captured in the manuscript. 
	

	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 comprehensive but should have a word limit. Also, the flow of the statistical test should be systematic. Start with the univariate, bivariate and then the multivariate analysis. Since the independent variables had been initially grouped, we can only mention the group and the variables that are not significant instead of listing all the variables. Its not human friendly to read all that. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Partly, its scientifically correct, but the language of the manuscript isn’t scientific. For example, what is the interpretation of the sentence below? “The two-sample proportions formulas were used to calculate associated factors with the assumption that the two populations have the same variance, each value is independent, the assumption of homogeneity of variance and the populations are normally distributed”. We don’t compute the sample size of the factors, but the survey objects.

· We also don’t accept a p-value that’s equal to the statistical cut of point, its always less than the p value. This is very consistent in the analysis and interpretation of the findings. 
· About 25% of the respondents were not of Malay ethnicity, did this not affect the results more so when the tool of data collection was in Malayan?  
· How was the confounder “Spouse with sexual dysfunction” addressed in the analysis, since 18% of the respondents spouse had the issue?. This will definitely affect the analysis of the data if not put into consideration. 
· I propose a revision of the analysis to follow a clear and simple order. 
· 1. Descriptive the study population and their independent variables as you have done in the first table.

· Run bivariate analysis in table two, to show the association of the independent and the outcome variable.

· From the statistically significant variables, run the model assumption models factoring in the confounders, flowed by the output of the output of the assumption testing, and the logistic output.

· Finally, test the goodness of fit of the model .

From the results, our work I much mixed up and at times time involving to follow through.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, but some are too old, 2007 is quite far. 
	

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


	No, the English language is really wanting with a lot grammatical errors, poor sentences structures and incoherent sentences. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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