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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The study’s finding of very high dysmenorrhea prevalence and its strong association with factors such as menstrual irregularity, heaviness of blood loss, and positive family history underscores important targets for clinical screening and health education among university populations. As one of the first regional investigations linking dysmenorrhea with BMI and related risk factors, it can serve as a reference point for future epidemiological research and for designing student‑focused reproductive health interventions in similar low‑ and middle‑income settings.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It does not fully reflect the actual sample (most participants are of normal BMI) and the broader aims.

“Prevalence of Dysmenorrhea and Its Association with Body Mass Index among Female College Students in Sulaymaniyah.”
	

	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.


	· Revise the objective to reflect that you assessed prevalence of dysmenorrhea, its severity, BMI categories, and associated risk factors (not only “over weights”).​

· In the Methods sentence, briefly state the age range (18–25 years), setting (eight universities in Sulaymaniyah), and the pain scale (VAS), to give a clearer snapshot of the design.​

· In the Results, add key summary statistics: overall prevalence of dysmenorrhea (91.2%), proportions with mild/moderate/severe pain, and note significant associations (e.g., menstrual irregularity, heaviness of blood loss, positive family history) alongside the non‑significant association with BMI.​

· In the Conclusion, make the take‑home message slightly more informative.​


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	With tighter alignment between aims, methods, and conclusions, the manuscript can be considered scientifically sound 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	sufficient
	

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


	The language is generally understandable, but it is not fully suitable for a high‑impact scholarly journal and would benefit from careful English editing. There are recurrent issues with grammar (“overweights,” “theres,” missing articles), punctuation (spaces before periods, inconsistent use of commas), capitalization (“Mood swing and Depression”), and awkward phrasing that can obscure meaning in places. I would therefore recommend a thorough language/English revision before publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No
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	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )
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Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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