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	Title: Reliability of Bone Mineral Density and Body Composition Using Dexa (Dual Energy X-Ray Absorptiometry) In Premenopausal Women 
General Comments From Reviewer	The concept of this work is good. However, it needs improvement in terms of organization and also some technical details. 1- The abstract must be written in a very professional manner. In the abstract, the novelty of the work must be clearly stated. You should avoid using long sentences, however. Make sure you check the abstract carefully. 2- The contribution you listed in the introduction seems very general. In the introduction, the motivation for the paper should be explained. Analyzing the shortcomings of previous research is essential. 3- The background and related works can be enriched. Moreover, The advantages and disadvantages of related works should be summarized and listed. The authors can refer to: --A Novel Time-aware Food recommender-system based on Deep Learning and Graph Clustering. 2022, IEEE Access. -- Dual Regularized Unsupervised Feature Selection Based on Matrix Factorization and Minimum Redundancy with application in gene selection. 2022, Knowledge-Based Systems, 256, p.109884. 4- Make sure the English language is thoroughly checked and polished. 
The work is about investigating the bone density in 17 pre-menopausal women. The authors investigate two different days and compare the data of several different bones. The work is interesting as a database. There are however some questions and some small errors which should be addressed prior to publication. 1. Should the people in the images not have black bars over their eyes to prevent determination of the persons to protect privacy of the people? 2. Table 7.1 should be table 2. 3. The authors mention supporting information, but I cannot access any supporing information either via manuscript or via the online system 4. The authors did not mention enough the utilization of the use the method. If we find a decreased bone density in one women, then what happens? The treatment and treatment outlooks should be mentioned. Like in some severe cases implants (Akimchenko et al., 2022) (DOI: 10.3390/ma15228029)might be necessary, or in less serious cases medications, and in future probably via drug delivery systems(Rutkowski et al., 2019)(DOI: 10.1016/j.jcis.2019.01.103).


Introduction:	The contribution you listed in the introduction seems very general. In the introduction, the motivation for the paper should be explained. Analyzing the shortcomings of previous research is essential.
Methodology:	The background and related works can be enriched. Moreover, The advantages and disadvantages of related works should be summarized and listed. The authors can refer to: --A Novel Time-aware Food recommender-system based on Deep Learning and Graph Clustering. 2022, IEEE Access. -- Dual Regularized Unsupervised Feature Selection Based on Matrix Factorization and Minimum Redundancy with application in gene selection. 2022, Knowledge-Based Systems, 256, p.109884.
Discussion: If securing with straps is not standard scanning technique, this would not apply to clinical practice First sentence in third paragraph on page 9 needs rewriting Suggesting CV and ICC values be routinely provided for DEXA seems out of keeping with the claim that there is no significant variation. 
The article can be published after minor revision. 



