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Compulsory REVISION comments

The authors' article is a study that evaluates the Quality of Life of menopausal
women from Nepal toward a questionary. The aim declared in the abstract is
different to announced in the Discussion “The main objective of the study was to
assess the quality of life of menopausal women and find out the association
between reproductive and lifestyle characteristics to quality of life indices“

Minor REVISION comments

Usually, the Kruskal Wallis and Mann-Whitney U tests are not used to evaluate the
association between two variables. Please use the correct test.

The authors do not specify the statistical significance considered, and not defined
what is “high score” or “low score”

Please explain details about how was the random sampling technique, and how
obtain the mean score.

The discussion deserves to be enriched with more works that evaluate similar
variables since the mention of some results is repeated

Optional/General comments
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