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	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 contributes valuable insight into the relationship between ovarian morphology and infertility among women of reproductive age, a topic of global clinical significance. By utilizing transvaginal ultrasonography—a safe, affordable, and widely accessible diagnostic tool—this study establishes comparative data on ovarian volume and abnormalities between infertile and fertile women. The findings enhance understanding of ovarian factors such as endometriotic, polycystic, and multicystic changes that influence fertility outcomes. Moreover, the research provides region-specific reference data that can aid clinicians, radiologists, and reproductive health specialists in improving diagnostic accuracy and management strategies for infertility.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Creative but may not be ideal for a scientific publication.
Recommended title for publication:
“Comparative Sonographic Evaluation of Ovarian Volume and Morphology in Infertile and Fertile Women of Reproductive Age.”
	

	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.


	Areas for Improvement

1.Redundancy & Sentence Flow

The phrase “women of reproductive age group” is repeated multiple times. It can be simplified for readability.

2.Methodological Details

While detailed, mentioning the ultrasound machine model and transducer frequency may not be essential in the abstract—it’s more appropriate for the Methods section.

You may replace it with a general phrase like “using a high-frequency transvaginal ultrasound.”

3.Results Structure

The results mix descriptive data (mean age) with analytical findings (ovarian volume and abnormalities). You can streamline this to emphasize key findings.

4.Conclusion

The conclusion can be made more clinically interpretive—e.g., mention what the higher ovarian volume or cystic findings imply regarding infertility.

5.Keywords

You could add one or two more specific terms, such as “ovarian abnormalities,” “reproductive health,” or “endometriotic cysts,” for better indexing.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
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	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1.Add 5–7 newer citations (2019–2024) covering:

· Updated sonographic ovarian evaluation methods.

· Current infertility trends or PCOS diagnostic updates.

· Advances in transvaginal imaging technology.

2. Replace or supplement some older studies (pre-2005) with newer reviews or trials.


	

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


	YES BUT WITH SOME CHANGES.
1. Perform light copy-editing (grammar, punctuation, sentence flow).

2. Standardize statistical notation (spaces around symbols, consistent p-values).

3. Ensure reference accuracy (remove duplicate numbering, check citation style per target journal).

4. Optionally, use a language editing tool or professional proofreading service to polish syntax and formatting.


	

	Optional/General comments


	NO
	


	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? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Ankita R Bhatiya, Smt. LP. Patel Institute of Allied health sciences & Technology, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


