Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Journal of Research and Reports in Gynaecology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IJRRGY_142772

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Pathogenesis and Factors Influencing Premature Ovarian Insufficiency among Nigerian Women

	Type of the Article
	Original Research 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.


	This manuscript is important because it addresses premature ovarian insufficiency (POI), a significant but under-investigated cause of infertility and hypoestrogenic symptoms among Nigerian women. By exploring genetic, surgical, lifestyle, and familial factors, the study provides local epidemiological evidence that complements global findings. The work has public health relevance in Nigeria, where infertility carries substantial psychosocial consequences, and it highlights the need for early detection and preventive strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable, concise, and reflective of the study’s objectives. No changes needed.
	

	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 clear and well-structured. However, it would benefit from a brief mention of study limitations (e.g., hospital-based design, absence of AMH/AFC testing) to present a more balanced overview.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the study is scientifically sound. The methodology is appropriate, the sample size correctly calculated, and statistical analyses robust. However, the diagnostic criteria for POI should be clarified (whether FSH was repeated ≥4 weeks apart, as recommended by international guidelines). This should be acknowledged either as compliance with or as a limitation against standard recommendations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient, relevant, and up to date (2022–2025). They cover international guidelines, genetic findings, autoimmune associations, and African studies. No additional references are strictly necessary.
	

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


	Yes, overall language quality is suitable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	There is an inconsistency in reporting study setting (ABSUTH, Aba vs. FMC, Umuahia). This must be corrected.

Family history of early menopause is reported differently in two tables (17.67% vs. 29.33%); please harmonize.

The discussion is somewhat repetitive; streamlining it will improve focus.

A short paragraph in the conclusion on potential health-system implications (e.g., fertility-preservation counseling, integration into reproductive health programs) would strengthen the practical impact of the study.
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