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	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 topic is very relevant and it highlights the regional and global challenges faced by women of reproductive age. And also contributes to the global agenda to eliminate domestic violence
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Factors associated with domestic violence among women of reproductive age in the north Eastern Region of India
	

	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.


	
No methods section in the abstract, and the author should have reported the quantitative measure since (he/she) used a positivist approach

The background of the study in the abstract is very longer, and there are misleading statements on the overall aim of the study.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The author lacks scientific rigor, and most sections of the manuscript are poorly written. Fore example; poor choice of tenses, 
This section should be embedded in the introduction section but not all, consider only the relevant statistics at national and regional level, 

The objectives are poorly written, they don’t reflect the population, study setting, and generally are not SMART

Revisit the nomenclature and sub-headings of the each section, for example. This would have been “Methods”

Review the statistics and figures in this section.

Review the entire methods section, include the study design, eligibility criteria section, sampling strategy, study population, and statistical analysis plan including how to addressed missing data, incomplete data, and assessment of interaction and confounding effect common in survey data


This needs to be revised and to report only key results. Include the scale of measurement on figure 1

Analysis was poorly done. The outcome measure is a binary, and the author should have used appropriate regression model such as logistic regression, Modified Poisson regression etc, to report on the measure of effect on each factor and the outcome. The reporting of the co-efficient doesn’t demonstrate scientific rigor for this study.
No discussion of the key findings and how they relate to the existing literature. This is inappropriate for a scientific paper

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	This can be reviewed after addressing the first comments
	

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


	Needs improvement
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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