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	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 presents regional epidemiological data on melasma among medical students, a group that is underrepresented in dermatology. This data is derived from studies conducted among a young and educated population and the public in Sulaymaniyah city to identify its prevalence and associated risk factors. It provides a better understanding of melasma, particularly highlighting the significant association with family history and the role of genetic predisposition. It adds value to regional public health and dermatological research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable for this manuscript, and the refined title adds more value, clarity and precision.
 “Prevalence and associated risk factors of Melasma Among Medical College Students in Sulaymaniyah City: A cross-sectional study”
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive. It clearly states how melasma was diagnosed and the study design that based on cross sectional questionnaire study, and strengthens the conclusion to emphasise the public health or clinical relevance of the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study objective, cross-sectional study, structure, statistics and overall design are scientifically sound. Then the conclusions are generally supported by the results that are presented. The convenience sampling and the self- reported diagnosis should be clearly acknowledged as methodological limitations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, and all from authoritative sources, few of the references are outdated or derived from non-peer-reviewed online sources.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are moderately suitable for scholarly communication. Suggested to avoid grammatical mistakes and use suitable phrases throughout the manuscript
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is good and contributed to social improvement, if modify the clarity of methodology, statistical interpretation and language quality suitable for publication.
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No, there are ethical issues in this manuscript.
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