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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 manuscript addresses a relevant and underexplored area: the relationship between lifestyle habits, academic stress, and recurrent vulvovaginal candidiasis (RVVC) in medical students. Understanding preventable and modifiable risk factors is essential, especially among young women undergoing intense academic pressure. The study contributes meaningful insight into behavioural, dietary, and sleep-associated patterns linked to VVC recurrence, which may guide preventive measures and educational programs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is clear, specific, and appropriate for the content.
	

	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.

	Overall, the abstract is clear and structured.
Suggestions for improvement:

1. Replace commas with decimal points (e.g., P=0.357, not P=0,357) to maintain scientific formatting.


2. Include a brief statement regarding the study limitations (small sample size, cross-sectional design).


3. Add a concise concluding message linking findings to potential interventions.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, with clear methodology, adequate inclusion/exclusion criteria, and appropriate use of prevalence ratios. The discussion appropriately integrates existing literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the reference list is adequate and includes many recent sources (2022–2024).
Minor suggestions:

Ensure complete referencing formatting consistency (remove broken URLs if not needed).
	

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

	The manuscript is readable; however, there are minor grammatical inconsistencies, punctuation errors.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Consider reorganizing the Results and Discussion into two separate sections for greater clarity.

Tables are clear, but ensure consistent formatting (decimal notation and spacing).

Expand the limitations section to explicitly state the potential influence of recall bias and the restricted sample.

Define “CVV” consistently some parts use “CVV” while others use “VVC.” Use one term throughout the manuscript.

Recommendation: Minor Revision

The manuscript is scientifically valid, well-structured, and relevant. Minor revisions will improve clarity, language, and precision of reporting.

	

	
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? 

	No major ethical concerns. Ethical approval number, consent procedures, voluntary participation, and anonymity were appropriately described. All ethical standards appear to be met.
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