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Minor  REVISION comments 
 

 
The subject of the article is interesting. The parameters 
studied are considerable and significant. 
In addition, some comments are to be submitted to the 
authors to clarify them further. 
 
* In terms of methodology: 
 
1- Authors should further explain the random selection 
of cases and controls. 
 
2- It must specify the statistical software and the 
statistical tests used. 
 
3- The authors announced thresholds (fasting insulin> 
20 IU, HOMA> 2.5 & G: I <4.5) for which the risk is 
significant (higher risk of DM Type II). Normally a 
multivariate logistic regression analysis should be 
performed to determine the predictors. 
 
More authors will perform a due curve "ROC" [Receiver 
Operating Curve) for each parameter to determine the 
thresholds present. 
 
So authors must explain how they determine the 
above-mentioned thresholds.  
 
4- I think it would be important to do a comparison of 

1. Cases have been selected according 
to Rotterdam criteria. 
Ultrasonographically 9-11 cysts when 
identified and also considering ovarian 
volume, women are classified as 
having polycystic ovary. That does not 
define them as PCOS. But other than 
USG  we have categorised them 
according to clinical sign and 
symptoms, amongst which irregular 
menstrual cycle is leading followed by 
hirsutism and infertility. So the basis of 
selecting control was age matched  
apparently healthy women with regular 
menses. 

2. The software used is Graph Pad Quick 
Calcs t test calculator. And the 
statistical tests used is unpaired 
student t test. 

3. If the established references for cut off 
are not available, then we usually go 
for ROC curve to have a cut off 
reference value. Since there is already 
established and accepted reference 
values, we have quoted those 
references for the cut off values. 

4. Comparision of  BMI and IR markers 
was done for cases as well as control 
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average BMI and IR markers between group I and II for 
the age group [20,30[ years and in. Similarly for the 
age group [30,40[ years. 
 
GENERAL CONCLUSION: 
 
THE THEME OF ARTICLE IS INTERESTING. I THINK 
THAT THE AUTHORS MUST TAKE ACCOUNT OF 
THE ABOVE MENTIONED NOTES TO IMPROVE 
THE ARTICLE.  

and also after dividing them according 
te age. But we did not get any 
statistical significant values. So we did 
not include that part in our results. 
Moreover that was not our primary 
objective of the study. Even then we 
have included it in our discussion part 
and tried to give reasoning for the 
same.  

Optional /General  comments  
  

 

 
 


