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	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.


	Dysmenorrhoea becomes always burning problem among young girls. There is not any definitive causes for primary dysmenorrhea except prostaglandin theory, but through this type of study, the relation between various variable for Dysmenorrhea can been established. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Not, 
it’s not suggesting the proper Research study

Correlation between overweight and  Dysmenorrhoea Among – A Cross Sectional Survey 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.
 It does not match the title and objective. In objective, other researches have been concluded.  

In Method and material section, the age group, location of study and duration of study has been not mentioned.

In results part, the method use of statistical method has not been mentioned. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. 
But it is so uncleat. Only 2 or 3 variable should be mentioned.  Statistical method is used correctly. But, Result section and Discussion section are so elaborative and it takes to draw many conclusions.  As per objective, manuscript should be written. 
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	References are too many. 
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	Not properly. 
There is need of improvement of grammar and professional writing.
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