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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 addresses an important clinical issue by examining the relationship between dysmenorrhea and hematological parameters, particularly total and differential white blood cell counts. Dysmenorrhea is common among young women and can negatively affect daily activities and academic performance. The study helps improve understanding of the possible inflammatory responses associated with menstrual pain and highlights the potential value of routine hematological tests in evaluating dysmenorrheic individuals. The findings may support further research on immune changes during the menstrual cycle.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally clear and reflects the focus of the study. However, it could be slightly refined for clarity and academic tone.

Suggested alternative title:
“Total and Differential White Blood Cell Counts Among Women with Dysmenorrhea in a Tertiary Institution in Nigeria.”
	

	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.


	The abstract provides the objective, methodology, and key findings of the study. However, several improvements are recommended:

a) The sample size and study design should be clearly stated at the beginning.

b) Some grammatical corrections are needed.

c) The conclusion statement should be strengthened to highlight the implication of the findings.

d) Units for WBC counts should be written consistently (e.g., ×10⁹/L).

e) Minor spelling errors such as “gynaeacological” should be corrected.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript investigates hematological changes associated with dysmenorrhea, and the study design, laboratory methods, and statistical analysis are generally appropriate. The use of manual techniques such as haemocytometer counting and Leishman-stained smears is acceptable.

However, some clarifications are needed. The sample size calculation requires clearer explanation, the study population description should include more demographic details, and the timing of blood collection in relation to the menstrual cycle should be specified. The very small standard deviations reported in the results table should also be verified. Overall, the study is scientifically sound but requires minor methodological clarifications.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is relatively extensive and includes several recent publications from 2022 to 2024. This is a positive aspect of the manuscript. However, some references are not directly related to dysmenorrhea or leukocyte dynamics and could be reconsidered.

Suggestions:

a) Ensure references are directly relevant to dysmenorrhea, inflammation, and hematological parameters.

b) Some citations in the introduction appear overly generalized.

c) The referencing style should be checked for consistency in formatting.
	

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


	The manuscript contains several grammatical errors, typographical mistakes, and inconsistencies in terminology. While the meaning is generally understandable, the language requires moderate editing to meet the standards of scholarly communication.

Examples include:

a) Spelling inconsistencies (e.g., gynaeacological, comparism, Dysmennorrhea).

b) Inconsistent capitalization and punctuation.

c) Minor sentence structure problems in the introduction and discussion.
	

	Optional/General comments


	a) The table formatting should be improved to enhance readability.

b) Units of measurement should be presented consistently throughout the manuscript.

c) The discussion could benefit from a clearer link between inflammatory mechanisms and observed leukocyte changes.

d) The conclusion should include practical implications and future research directions.

e) Minor typographical errors should be corrected throughout the manuscript.
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