Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Advanced Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJARR_153017

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Vulvar and Perineal Dermatoses Across the Female Life Course: An Integrative Review

	Type of the Article
	


General guidelines for the Peer Review process: 
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound.

To know the complete guidelines for the Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link:

https://r1.reviewerhub.org/general-editorial-policy/
Important Policies Regarding Peer Review

Peer review Comments Approval Policy: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/peer-review-comments-approval-policy/  

Benefits for Reviewers: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/benefits-for-reviewers 
	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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.


	It is very relevant, informative, in detail and significant integrative literature study regarding contemporary evidence on major vulvar and perineal inflammatory dermatoses. Extremely relevant databases are used with the publication of 25 years interval to write this manuscript. It is a unique resource in medical science community especially in the area of inflammatory process within vulvar–perineal unit.
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	Absolutely perfect and relevant for the scientific community.
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	Idea and objective behind this study must be mentioned with a clear and concise language. Author also made one line powerful conclusions in the abstract of this study for the future relevant researchers.
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	Absolutely perfect and very relevant and important documentation about the rational use of microbiological strain alternative to chemically synthetic lipid lowering drugs.
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	Language is simple and easy to comprehend. Data and statistics very well mentioned in the entire manuscript. Content presentation could have been better and in more structures way with one line remark etc.
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