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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

(Please write few sentences regarding this manuscript to justify your answer)
	Yes, it is 
More likely important for Nigerian’s public health care.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title requires to be improvised to reflect the community studied better.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?


	The definition of menstrual disorders are not described in accuracy and precised. It is also required for the rationale or reason for this study to be done in the community selected. Why do we need to see the relationships of the dependant and independent variables?
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Requires improvisation. Eg. The Rh group does not need to be superscripted
The fonts must be uniformly the same through-out the article and there should be alignment and double spacing for each lines of the paragraphs.
	

	Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

(Please write few sentences regarding this manuscript to justify your answer)


	It is relevant to know the Hemoglobin levels in the undergraduate population , they are in the reproductive age group presumably and the MD is known to be common  scientifically in this age group. Undergraduate definition is not clear as the stress related with the curriculum could also contribute to the MD.
The Objectives of the research are not mentioned.

Their marital status and sexual practices are not provided. 

And OCP use as this may obscure the MD symptoms.

The rationale seems to be obscured. 
The discussion should dwell into the difference of Nigerian population to the rest of the world if there were to be any comparison especially those with homozygous HbSS which is known to be high in Nigerians.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.


	It requires a few more references. The discussion is not focussed of the results obtained.
The tables and figures (pie chart) should be labelled correctly and for easy understanding.


	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	The article requires proof-reading

	

	Optional/General comments


	Major corrections. A good research and has potential for publication.
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	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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